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SECTION XVII. 

JUSTICE. 

1. 
Letter-From DAVID HALmURToN, ESQ., President, etc., Members of th~ Board of 

Revenue. ; 
To -Captain ALEXANDER READ, Collector in the Baramahal and Salem districts. 
Dated-l!'ort St. ~eorgtl, the 7th December 179~. 

Government having 'ordered that a plan for the establishment· of Courts of 
Civil Justice should be prepared agreeing in every essential point with the regula· 
tions established in Bengal, we herewith transmit you copy thereof after haviqg 
made such alterations as local usages and peculiarities appeared to require. 

2. It has been intimated to us by Government that, if after consulting with 
.the Collectors, we think the circumRtancesfavourable to an immediate institution 
of the plan in the COI!lpany's jag hir and Ceded districts, they shall have particular 
pleasure in giving it their sanction. Being extremely anxious to promote the 
~ady establishment of the proposed courtS', we must request your immediate 
aiitention to the subject, and that you will point out what place appears to you 
the. most proper in the dist.ricts under you. for holdin~ the Court, with any 
modification you think necessary for adopting the regulations more nearly t() 
local usages. 

ENCLOSURE. 

REGULATIONS FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE 
COMPANY'S LAND COMMONLY CALL'ED THE • JAGHIR' AND 
THE DISTRICTS CEDED BY TIPU SULTAN. 

1. That there be erected at Conjeeveram and Tiruppasur in, the J aghir and T.ha~ pro... 

at Krishnagiri and Dindigul in the Ceded districts, Courts of Civil Judicature by r:.o;:!s be 

the name of Provincial AdalatB, and that the local extent of each be respectively erected in -

f 11 • '. the northem as 0 OWS'-. and southern 
(1) Tha~ the jurisdiction of the Court at Conjeevex:am. slIallextend over ~viSion: of 

the parganas of Cavantandalam, Carangooly, Outramalore, Chmgleput, Covelong an~ ~~~: 
aud Saliwak. . '. B,/U'amahal, 

(2) That the jurisdiction of the Court a~ Tiruppasur shall extend over the ~~~~:~d 
parganas of Perambakkam, Sat Magans, Peddapollam. Ponneri, Chikkarikotah, districts. 
Poonamallee, Manimllugalam, St. Thome and Home Farms~ _ 

(3) That the jurisdiction of the Court at :Krishnagiti shall ~xtend over the 
. districts of Baramahal and Salem. 

(4) l'hat the jurisdiction of the Court at Dindigul shall extend over. that 
district. " 

2. That the office of J adges of the several Provincial Courts be respectively Revenne 

~eld by that pe!son, who hath, or shall hereafter have, the charge of the revenue f:~~~~ge" . 
. m each respectlve place. 

S. That every person' appointed a JJldge of any provincial Adalat before he 
shall enter on the execution of his office. do, before the Governor in Council b~ 
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deputed to administ,er the same,· take an~ subscrib~ an oath in the following 
words:-

Oath to be 'I do swear that I will administer justice to the best of my. abilitv, 
taken by the °h f f· J 
Judgeso k~owledge and judgment WIt out ear, avour, promIse or hope of reward, :a'nd 

that I will not receive directly or indirectly any present or naza.r either in money, 
or effects of any kind from any party in any cause or from any person whatsoever_ 
on account of any suit ~o be instituted or which may be depending or have been 
decided in the Court of Adalat under my jurisdiction, nor will I knowingly permit 
any person or persons under my authority or in my immediate service, to receive 
directly, or indirectly any present or nazar either in money or in effects of any 
kind\from any party in any cause, or from any person whatsoever on account of . 
any suit to be instituted or which may be depending or have been decided in the 
Court of Adalat under my jurisdiction and that. 1 will render a true and faithful 
account of all: Sl1ms received for deposits on causes and fees.of Court and of all 
expenditures.' 

,!~t;':~;b- 4. The establishment of t~e native officers in the said courts respectively be, 
officer.. as follows :-[Not entered]. . . 
!:~:;.~ to be 5. That the judges of the provincial Adalats, respectively, may appoint the 
appointed native officers thereof conformably to their respective establishments except the 
and remov- deputies of ~he darogas and except the mirdahs and the peons and may from time 
able by the h 11 h . h ' 
Judge8 to time" when any vacancy s a appen, appomt any ot er peraon, dnly qualified, 
except ,the to the office which shall become vacant. That each daroga from time to time do 
:;:~;ie. appoint his own deputy and the mirdah and peons of the Court to which he shall 
d~~~ an: belong and may, from time to time, remove such depnty, mirdah and peons, at 
;:n: ::: his pleasure, and each daroga shall enter into a muchalka· or penal obligation on 
'bre:[Poi~ted auch sum as shall be required by the Judge of the Court to which he shall belong for 
a;l'Og:". who the good behaviour of the deputy~ mirdah and peons, so by him appointed and the 
is to ~ive Judge of each provincial Adala.t is hereby authorized to require' not, only a 

, aeourtty.· Ilk.. 
which may muchalka from such darogas but 'a so mucha as and In such sums as he may 
a110 ~ed f deem p'roper from the munsifs and other native officers of the Court. • requIre 0 ' 
all other • 

. officers. 

Oath to be 
taken by the 
Registers 
and the 
native 
offieara of 
the pro· 
~ucial 
Adalat. 

6. That the Registers and native officers consisting of the dal'ogas, Peshkars, 
Maulavis, Sastris, Amins, Munsifs, Serishtadars or head Munshies, Munshies and 
Writers, do take and subscribe, in open Court, before the Judge of the provincial 
Adalat t') which they belong, the following oath:-

'I, A.B., will truly and faithfully perform the office of (Register) of 
this Court according to the best of my knowledge and ability, and I will 
'not receive, directly or indirectly, any present or nazar, either in money or 
in effects of any kind from any party in any cause, or from' any person 
whatsoever, on account of any suit to be instituted or which may be 
depending or have been -decided in the Court of Adalat of which I am 
Register, daroga, or Qther respective officer, as aforesaid; 
and that the Sastris do make and subscribe the following declaration. 

f I will faithfully execute the office of the Sastri in this court, on 
questions put to me in writing, or by word of mouth, by the said court, 
or any Judge thereof, what is in the saster, I will declare or give in 
writing; I will declare nothing not warrantE'd by the saster. If I declare 
anything not warranted ,by the saster,lshalI be deserving of punishment' 
from Ishwl!(~ and I promise and swear DOt to accept of any con
sideratlon in mon~y 01' otherwise, for any opinion ~r declaration of t.he law 
I now deliver as Sastri of this court.' ~. 

DIltie8 of the 7 . That it be the duty of the Register in each provincial Adalat to assist the 
Registerl Judge thereof, by making translations into Persian or such- other cltrrent 
and darogaa. 1 I d d d I languages, of such papers as the Judge may require to )8 trans ate an to 0 a1 

other official acts, which may be prescribed to him by the said Judge. That the 
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Judge be authorized to empower the Register to hear and receive evidenc~ in any 
cause and to pass sentence in causes where the value contested shall not exceed the 
sum of pagodas 57-5!.llt. or if the snit be for land whE'n the public Government 
rent thereof shall not exceed pagodas 57-5-11t per annum when' paying revenue, 
or, if rent free. where the annual produce thereof shall not exceed, pagodas 
D-2o-a7, or if lands or shrotriems paying a quit-rent, to Government where such 
revenue shall not exceed· the sum of pagodas 2-30-68 per annum, all such acts 
to be performed in open court on extra days, when the Judge sha.ll not sit himself 
and such decrees to be signed by the Register and countersigned by t,he Judge, 4 

as a mark of his approbation without which such decree shall not be valid. That 
thedaroga ef each court da, after the rising of the 'court, procure all act1'l of the 
CQurt to be executed. and do assist the Register in arranging and bepiDg the 
records; muniments and pap~rs of"the court, but that he do not, in any -other 
manner on any pretence whatsoever"publicly or'privately interfere in any calise, 
matter, or thing depending before the court or which maybe intended to be 
brought before the court. That the Judge of every court may allot and assign to 
the respective officers o( the court the particular business which shall be respect
ively done and performed by such officers. 

8. That the said courts of provincial Adalat respectively have full po wer and P01Jer • 

authority ~o fr~me an~.m~e standing rules. and Qrders an~ rules ?f practice f~r ;:!!i!oi~th8 
the admlDlstratlOn of JustIce so th!l.t the same be, not used 10 the ·sald coUrts unttl Adalata to 

they have been transmitted to the Sadr Adalat under the offici~ seal and signature ~~;:B:nd 
of the Judge of the court in which they shall have been framed. and have upon sta.ndinll 

transmission from the Sadr Adalat to the Governor in Council been ratitiedand orden. 

approved whereupon they shall become rules not only of the court which framed 
the same but of all the other provincial Adalats. That copy of these rules and 
regulations be forthwith transmitted to the several provincial Adalats and that 
the Register of each court shall on the receipt thereof in the court to which he 
shall belong mark such copy with the day of the month and year in which it shall 
have been received and file the same of record and shall in like manner mark and 
file of record every other copy of every standing rule or order for the administra-
tion of justice which may her~after be made by the Governor in Council and 
transmitted to the provincial Adalat and that a separate book be kept by the 
Register, in which shall be entered a copy of these rules and regulations and of 
such standing rules and orders as aforesaid together with the date when the same 
shall be respectively received which said entries shall be severally authenticated 
by the signature of the Judge and shall be and remain records of the court .. 

9. That the follo.wing table of fees be established ~or the Register and 
native officers of the provincial Adalat :-

To the Register. 

1. For registering evpry petition or 'answer at the 
commencement of every Ruit and for the unrol
ment of every decree to be paid by the party 
in whose favour the Bame is made where under 
the cause of action exceeds star pagodas 
5-25-57 and does not exceed star pagodas 

;ps. FS. O. 

14-10-53 0 5 lIt 
2. Ditto in causes not exceeding pagodas 

28-20-451 ... ... ... ... ... 0 6 34 
3. In causes ~xceeding pagodas 28-20-451 and not 

exceeding pagodas 857-5-11. an addition of 
fanams 7-23 on each hundred. ... .. . 

4. In every cause exceeding pagodas 857-5-11 ... 1 15 34 
b. ]i'or every order, summons or pr.ocess whatsoever, 

to parties or witnesses when the cause of action 
exceeds pagodas 14-10-23 and does not exceed 
pagodas 28-20-45 . 

l·A 

Fees to be 
allo1Jed to 
the Regiatelr 
and offioerl 
of the court. 



Fees of the 
native 
officers. 
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ps. }<'S. O. 

6. For every order, summons 01' process whatsoevel"a 
to parties or witnesses on causes not exceeding 
pagodas 142-30-67 1 0 74 

7. In all causes exceeding pagodas 142-30-67 and 
not exceeding pagodas 857-5-11, an addition 
of cash 57ion every pagodas 142-30-67 

8. In evp.ry cause exceeding pagodas 857-5-11 
9. For making copies of every petition, or answer 

of every exhibit and every deposition and. of 
every paper, rule, matter, or proceeding for 
entering and filing every security where re
quired at the commencement of any suit or for 
appearance, for registering· every vakalatnama 
or written authority and for every search in the 
office where the cause of action exceeds pagodas 
28-20-45i and does not exceed pagodas 
142-30-67 

10. 
o 1 23 

_ Ditto in causes not exceeding pagodas 
[ .?] .0. ... ... ... •.• 0 1 74 

11. Ditto' in causes exceeding pagodas 
285-25-57 [L 42-30"";6 7 ? } and not . exceeding 
pagodas 285-25-57, an addition of 0-1-74 
on every pagoda ..• ... •.• ... 

12. In every cause exceeding pa.godas 285-25-57. 5 0 11}-
13. For registering every petition of appe!lol 0 2') .45t 
]4. ji'or serving or executing every order, summons· 

or process whatsoever in causes appealed, to be 
levied from the party in whose favour' the 
decree is made ... 0 10 22.1.· 

- ." 
One-fourth ouf of every pagoda received by the Register, by virtue of the 

for~goiJig fees to be paid and divided among the native officers, in such propor
tions as the Judge of the court in his discretion shall think fit. 

~~rf~!:::d_ That for the preventing of all. excessiv~ or llUdue d.emand of fees, the J~dges 
iog exces8ive shall cause one copy of the foregolDg tablt1 lD thnEnghsh language, and faIthful 
fees. translate thereof in the Persian, Malahar, Gentoo or other current languages· 

written in a legible hand to be affixed in some conspicuous place, in the rooms 
where the said courts ·sliall be respectively held and the several officers to whom 
any fee shall be allowe,d by such table, may after the allowance thereof demand 
a.nd receive the same, but t.hat no officer, or any person concerned in the adminis
tration of justice in any provincial Adalat,.to demand or accept any fee or fees 
other than the fee or fees authorized by such table or any other sum or sums of 
money, reward or gratuity. on any pretence whatsodver on the forfeiture of treble _ 
the value of such fee or fees unauthoriz~d by such table or of, any sum or sums of 
money, or of any reward or gratuity accepted or received, the same being duly 
proved either to tL8 satisfaction of t.he court to whIch such officer shall belong 

. or of the Sadr Adalat. 
Seal for the 10. That the provincial Adalata respectively shall have and use a seal, on 
proviDcial which shall be- cut in Persian characters the name of that court to which it shall 
Adalats. 

belong, which seal shall be and remain in the custody of the Judge thereof. 
Whore the 11. That the provincial Adalats be respectively held in large and convenient 
~rt°:'d~:!O room in that town or place where the Judges thereof shall reside; two days in 
to pass every week and oftener if occasion shall require, and that no rule, order, proceed
orders, etc. ing or decree of the said courts be made but on court days and in open court. 
Judges ]2. That the Judges shall be authorized to adjourn the court from time to 
ad~horized to time for a period not exceeding one month at any season of the year, but that 
a lOurD.. such adjournments shall not exceed the term of three months during the who~e 

year. 
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13. That the matters cognizable in the provincial Adalats be all disputes 
concerning property whether real or personal, all canses'of inheritance, marriage 
or cast. all claims concerning the right and succession to Zemindaries,' Poligaris, 
Shrotriems, loams, Altamghas or other rent free lands (as in the 17th article U. 
with respect to the said Altamghas 'and free lands more pa.rticu.larly limited) or 
concerning disputes regarding the boundaries thereof, and all matters relating to 
debt.s, accounts, contracts, partnerships, and duties, and in. general aU subjects of 
litigation, being of a civil nature and not concerning the revenues. 

14. That every court of provincial Adalat be authorized aitd be declared to Limitations 
have full power, jurisdiction and authority, to hear, try a.nd determine all and :a.~e~~eso 
every suit or suits which have been or may be commencad therein for the several oognisa.ble ill 
causes above recited where the Zemindari, Poligari, Shr~triem, or other land, or :~n~o:~l:!~e 
house concerning which, lien or interest of which shall be in dispute lie and be, 
·and in all other causes, where the cause of. action did or shall arise or the 
.dependant at the time the suit commenced did or shall reside as fixed inhabitant 
in the country, district or place,over which the jurisdiction of such court is 
bereinafter declared to be extellded. 

15. That all Chiefs or Collectors and all Zemindars, Poligars, ~hrotriemdal's,Regn,!&tion8 
farmers, Amils, 'fahsildars, or others employed under any denomination of the :~~;:i:o 
revennes, do in e,very case, where they may find it necessary to employ Muhassils peons. 
furnish the peons so employed with a writ arid order under their respective seals 
-and signatures, and give public notice that any 'Person acting without such 
warrant shall be liable to punishment on complaint made to any of the Judges of 
the provincial courts, the ,Judges of the said provincial Adalatsheing hereby 
~uthorized to punish aU offenders in this behalf by a fine notexceediog one pagoda 
-or imprisonmi}nt for a term, which shall not exceed ten days. 

16. That the jurisdiction of the provincial Adalats of which the Coll~ctors are 
Judges have the same extent as the Collectorships rE}spectively. -

• 

Desoription _ 
of local 
jurisdiot ion 
of the . 
several 
Courts, 

17. That in every case where a suit has been institut~d in one Court of pro- Penalty for 
vincial Adalat in which such suit is cognizable, it shall not be competent to any ~ommd?ffnoing~ 

h f · . 1 Ad It· . f h f lU a. 1 erenu ()t eJ' court 0 prOVinCIa a at to enter aID any SUlt or t e ·same cause 0 Ada.lat .. 
action, and proof being made in any court of provincial Adalat in which a fseoOtUhd suit 

d . h II b d h f ' h h . • or eHame secon SUlt B a e commence on. t e same cause 0 actIOn, t at t e prIor SUlt cause of 
has been instituted in such other court of provincial Adalat for the same cause ofaotion. 
action, the Court in which the second suit shall have been brought. shall dismiss 
the same with costs to be paid by- the parties there suing. ' . 

18. That the powers and authorities thereby given and deputed do, in no De8oription 
,,:ise! extend to, or be c?nstructe~ to extend to authorize any co~rt of. any pro- . :!::e:e~":ich 
'VIDclal Adalat tl;) entertam any SUlt or cause for any matter or thmg dIrectly or the .Adiil;'to 
indirectly relating to the public revenue, nor concerning any demand of Govern- :~e~;:~~n 
roent on Zemindars, Poligars, Shrotriem~ars, or other land-holders, farmers, ' 
llecurities, Atnils, Tahsildars or others employed in the collections or in any wise 
responsible for the revenues, or any demands of Zemindars, Poliga.rs, Shrotriem-
-dars, or other land-holders,farmers, securities, Amils, Tahsildars, or other persons 
employed· in the collections on their unaer-farmers, malzamins, inferior land 
holders and collectors or others, for whom rents of revenues have been imme-
-diately due ,to them not: any demands for rents or revenues on persons employed 
in the .collection of them, officially or hereditary, in the different gradations 
-downwards, from Governmellt to the. ryots, or immediate occupants of the soil. 
nor again in the same manner of any compm.ints Qf ryots and personS of any of 
the above-mentioned denominations, agaiust the pet'sons to whom they pay 
revenues in the different gradationR upwards, for irregular or undue exactions, 
nor of or concerning any adjustme.nts between Zemindars, Poligars, Shrotriem-
dars, or other land-holders with their securities, farmers,ryots, nor any claims 
of any such securities, farmers, or Zemindars, nor to pass any decree concerning 
Altamgha or any rent·fr.ee lands, confirming the same to either of the parties 
s.uing, unless such party shall be able to prove his right by possession in . .the 
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Company's lands commonly called the Jaghira previous to the grant of them in 
1763 and in the ceded lands previous to their surrender in 1792, or by grants 
under the sanction of the President and Council, nor to give the parties, or their-
heirs a right in any respeot different from or stronger than that of the original 
grantee, nor to confirm to any heir the succession. to land~ originally granted for' 
the life of the incumbent, or on conditions which under tl}e grant resumabla by 
the Government, nor to give any decree in any suit concerning the successbn or 
inheritance to any Zemindari, Po)igari, Shotriemdari, land or house, where there· 
be more claimants than one who, by the Hirldu. or Mussalman law (respect being 
had to the religion of the cl!'timants) would be entitled to the same, except the· 
same 'be, by such decree, adjucged to all such claimants, in snch portions as they 
shall be respectively entitled to by the law of that religion' which the claimants. 
profess. -

Term fixed. 19. Nor to authorize the provincial Adalats to hear, try and determine any', 
for causes to . 
be actionable. suit whatsoever against any person or persons when the ca.use of action shall 

have arisen before the t"!"o prescribed dates mentioned in the preceding article,: 
nor any SUIt whatsoever where the cause of action shall have arisen twelve years 
before any suit shall have been commenced for the same, unless where the com
plainant can show by clear and positive proof that he had made demand. of the: 
sum or matter in qnestion, and that the defendant had admitted the truth thereof 

.or promising to pay the money or directly preferred his claim for the matters 
in dispute to a court 'of competent jurisdiction to try the same within that p~riod,. 
and prove to the satisfaction of the court, why he had not proceeded in the same, 
and_that either from a minority or other good and sufficient cause he had been 
precluded from the meRns of procuring redress j nor any suit againt any Zemin-

Nor to cast dar or Poligar, Shrotriemdar or other land-holder paying revenue for any sum of 
~~ d f holder for money or other valuable consi el'ation, on account 0 any debt, contract or duty, 
any debt contracted by his predecessor unless it shall be proved to the satisfaction 'of the-, 
which may 
have been court that the money originally le1;1t or arising from such other valuable oon-
~!':i:0ted sideration was for the service of the. Zemindari, Poligari, Shrotriemdari, or othep 
predeceslor land, and actually paid to the. Government as part of the revenues thereof nor in 
:eu;:!~!or oase of part having been. paid to decree the plaintiff more than such part with 
paid to interest for such part at the rate hereinafter mentioned; nor pass any decree in 
~ov~n~~nt. any 8uit, against any such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar, or other land-holder
a':~n~! fore on proof arising from any bond, note or instrqments only without direct proof to 
anyb::d the satisfaction of the court that the principal sum sued for really and bona fide. 
:':out was lent and paid in read'y money nor to decree any interest on any debt due 
~':~d~!a~ion from any snch Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar, or other land-holder beyond th&. 
gi'f'en. simple iilterestof twelve per ce.nt per annum, to be calcula~ed from the timd the
N°!e~h~~oW interest first began to accrue to the date of the decree, and in caaa the decree be 
~oper cent of such an amount that the Zemindar, Shl'otriemdar, Poligar or such other land
intereat. holder cannot in the Judge's opinion satisfy the same in the with (sic) great inconveni-

enc& and personal distress the said Judge is then to order and in his decree, to provide
that the same be paid by yearly instalment ~hich the Judge according to his dis

Land"ho!d"rs cretion is hereby authorized to limit and appoint and in enforcement and ex~cution 
:; \~pald of such decree the J \ldge is to be guided by the S'lIIle regulations as are in this: 
inBtalments. code prescrIbed for the execution of all other decrees, except in cases, wher"e such 

judgments passed against Zemindars or other land-holders, cannot be enforced for' 
want of personal property in the party cast, ,from any other resource, or by any 
other means, than the sale of their lands. paying revenue; in all which cases the
Judges are to repor.t the same to the Governor in Council who Rhall thereupon 
order the Board of Revenue to sell a sufficient portion at the expiration of the
current lasli year. cancelling the dec~'ee, or .so much thereof as shall by the instal
ment fixed by the Judge for its liquidation have been due, accordingly an attested 
copy of the decree being for that purpose to be delivered to the said Board by the 
plaintiff or his agent w hOI in proportion as the said decree shall be enfol'oed, 
either by the immediate aut.hority of the Judge of the division or by the order of' 
the Governor in Council tit the Board of Revenue, is to- sign a receipt on the> 
back' of decree for every paymen't and also a correspondent receipt to be
lodged with the defendant and registered· in the' Clinongm' office-, alid the-~ 
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plaintiff or his vakil is, when the -last payment shall be made; to deliver 
up to the said Board or Judge respectively, the copy of the ~ecree with 
all- the receipts endorsed -on the same in, the manner heretofore prElscribed 
together with a receipt in full, which said copy of the decree ,and receipts 
the said Board are thereupon required to cause to be dE-posited and kept 
among ~he muniments of Canongoe offi(!e and the Judge among the records of his 
court, nOl' concerning allY debts contract, bond or other engagement entered into, 
,or concluded by any such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar: Poligar, or other land-holder, 
unless it shall be proved to the court that the same shall have been contracted 
with the pl'evious sanction and consent of the Board of Revenue and that a note 
()r memora.ndum specif)ing such sanction ,and consent shall have been registered 
in the Canongoe offic.e at the Presidency; nor any debt, contract, bond, or other 
~ngagemententered into, or concluded by any such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, 
Poligar, or other land-holder with any European or with any native officers em
ployed in the collection' of the revenues, or in any courts of justice whether ,a 
Dlemorandum of the same be 01' be' not registered. 

20. That thesald courts shall not in any suit decree a higher interest than 
• 12 per cen..t per annum nor give compound interest arising from any intermediate 

-adjustment of accounts nor to allow or award any greater interest on ,mortgage 
bonds than is by this rule allowed on other bonds but to consider all mortgages 
-as virtually and in effect cancelled and redeemed wllenever the principal sum with 
the simple interest due thereon shall have been rea.lized from the usufruct of the 
-subject mortgaged or other",ise liquidated by the mortgagor. 
. 21. Nor to decree the payment.or satisfaction of any sum due or owing on any Bonds to be 
pattra, ta11las8uk or bond shall not have been proved to have been executed in the dnly witne.· 

presence of two credible witnesses except the payment of the sum demanded on the sed. 

pattra, tamassuk or bond or some other valuable consideration for the same having . 
,been had or received shall be proved to the satisfaction of the court so that tbis 
restriction do not extend to or .be un~erstood to extend to any bi11s of exchange, 
r~ceipts or notes ot hand in the determination of which the custom olthe oountry 
is to be referred to ~ndabided by. , 

22. That any person whatsoever bv himself. or his vakii may. for any other Prooess to be 

()auses hereby made or declared to be cognizable by the provincial Adalats, prefer ~~~::tD:of 
a compl&int in writing to that court of provincial Adalat to which the cognizance 8nmmons~Dd 
()f his cause shall belong, w.hereupon the said court shall iSElue a summons which !~: t!;;:,~n~ 
summons shall contain a short account of the nature of the demand contained in o"nBes 

the complaint and shall require such person to' appear at a certain time in the 
proy-illcial Adala't, to make answer to the said complaint a copy of which 
summons shan be served by the daroga or his inferior minister on the defendant, 
if he can be found and the daroga or his inferior minister shall enforce obedience 
to the same by compelling such defendant to appear, or' the said court may 
authorize the daroga to take security in such frums as the court may direct for 
the appearance of such defendant, aud the daroga. shall return on the day 
appointed in the summons the summons· with an endorsement thereon specifying. 
in what manner he hath executed the same, and if the defendant shall appear, the 
.court shall fix a certain day, according to ihe discretion of the court, for him to make 
answer to the said complaint and may, if the court shall deem it reasonable so to do, 
grant further day or days for the defendan€to make answer and may take . good and 
.sufficient eecurity that the defendant shall on the day fixed ·make answer to the 
said complaint, and shall abide and perfol'm such order· or decree, as by the court 
shall be made in the cause and unless such defendant shall find such' gdod and 
sufficient security he shaH be committed to close custody until he shall have 
answered and perforip~d the decree of the court, or given such security as aforesaid 
And when the said defendant shall have made ansWf'r to the complaint, the plaintiff 
shall on the next court day rf'plyto the same, but shall not be permitted to introduce 
by his replication any matter whatsoever which was not contained in his bill or 
complaint but shall either confess the answer of the defendant to be true, or shall 
simply and shortly deny the truth: of such facts contained in the aDswer which he 
intmds to dispute, or simply deny the truth of all the facts oontained ther('in or the 
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competency of the answer and the defendant shall, on the' same day immediately 
rejoin to the same bllt shall not be permitted to introduce, by his rejoinder, any 
matter not contained in his answer but shall si'.Dply deny the truth of the replication 

. of the plaiutiff or such parts as he means to dispute over the truth, or competency 
of his own answer and no further pleadings whatsoever shall be admitted in the
oause. But if by mistake or inadvertence or any other canse the plaintiff shall have
omitted to insert iu his complaint any thing material in the cause, on stating the
same to the court e-ithcr by himself or his vakil, the -court may permit the plaintiff 
to prefer a supplemental complaint stating such matter to which the defendant. 
shall be at liberty to put in, on a day to be fixed for that purpose, another answer,. 
and ~he plaiutiff and defendant shaH reply and rejoin in the same manner and no
other as they shall bave done on the origiual complaint, and if-the defendant in like
manner shall by mistake (lr inadvertence or any other cause have omitted to insert. 
iu his answer any thing materia~ to his defence, on stliting the same to the court,. 
either by himself or his vakil, t,he court may permit the defendant to pnt in an 
additional or supplemental answer to w,hich the plaintiff and defendant mhy reply 
and rejoin in the same manner, and no other, as they shall have done in the original 
~nswer ~othat no more than one supplemental complaint or one supplemental 
answer be admitted or received by thtl court and in all causes where the defendant . 
shall 'refuse or neglect to rejoin at the time appointed for that purpose, the Register
of the court shall enter a rejoinder for him and the causeshall be proceeded on in 
.like manner as if the defendant himt'elf rejoined and when the rejoinder
shall have been put, i,n and the several thereby be thus in issue, the court shall 
demand, immediately fix a day, and shall, on the day fixed (eight days
notice thereof shall be' given to the parties), or as soon after as the
business of the court will permit, examina the truth thereof by oaths of the 
parties, if they mutually consent to the same and of snch witnesses as shall be-
produced by both parties, if such parties have any witl!ess to produce, and for 
that purpose the court of provincial Adalat may on the requisition of auy phintiff or 

Manuer .of defendant, or their vakil, issue a summons to such wit,n_ess as the parties shall name 
~:,,:~~:g (not being a Hindu or Mussalman woman of a rank or quality which, according fo, 
a:il. taki~1\" the prejudices of the country, would make it improper to compel her to appear in 
~Il:~r 8l'ldeu- an open cour't of.justice) specifying at whose request the sum_mons shall have jS~lUed 

and requiring them to appear in the provincial Adalat on a day named in the sum.:.. 
mons, there to depose concerning the matter in dispute between the parties and if such 
witness so Hummoned shall not attend on the day appointed, or attending, shall 

. refuse to give evidence or to subscribe his deposition as hereinafter required; the
judge of the provincial Adalat may, in the first case; if it shall be proved to his
satisfaction on oath that the ~tness was material to the cause, issue an order to
the daroga to seize and bring such witness not attending before the court and 
shall and may inflict on such witness, not having ~ttended, or refusing to give-
evid~nce a fine not exceeding one .pagoda and may commit such witnflss to close 
custody until he shall consent to give his 'evidence and sign his deposition in the 
cause and if any witness shall in 'consequence of such summons appear, who shall, 
have incurred any expe!lse iu consequence thereof, the court may award to him 
such sum of money for the- same as the court sliall think reasonable, be the wit
ness examined or pot, and if the sum so awarded shall not be paid immediately or
secnred to the witness to the satisfaction of the court, the party at whose r"qui':": 
sition the witness was summoned (if such party and two credible witnE\s&es Fihall 
not have taken the oath-hereafter required in cases of poor persons rIOt able iI), 
pay the deposit' money fees due to officers and costs) shall not only lose the
benefit of -the testimony of such witness, but shall be compelled to pay such 
wiliness the sum so awarded and for that purpose, after t.he decree shall be passed 
in the caust', shall, by order of the court, be committed to close custody until he
f.!llall have paid the same and the provincial Adalat shall administer, to such 
rarties, so consenting to be examined 011 oath, and to such, witnesses, such, 
oath as according to their different religi')Ds and persuasions, shall be deemed 
most binding on their consciences, provided that, where any witness or witnesses ~ 
maY' be of such rank. cast or quality that. it may be, from the prejudices of the--
country, improp~r to administer: an oath to them, the judge of the court mar 
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dispense with their being sworn on their' subscribing a declaration to the following 
effect, to wit, if the witness be an Hindu: 'I will faithfully answer such questions 
as shall be put to me by the court in the cause now before the court, a~cording to 
the truth; I will declare nothing not warranted by the truth~ If I declare any
thing not warranted by the truth, I shall be deserving of punishment from Ishwa'l' ' ; 
and in case such witness be a Mussalman : ' I <10 sincerely promise and swear in the 
presence of Almighty. God, that J will, faithfully, Without partiality, answer any 
question put to me by the court respecting t.hecause now before· the court 
according to the truth'; and the testimony and de.position of such witness or 
witnesAes so Imbscribing shall be read and received as good evidence in the cause, 
and be filed and recorded in like manner a'4 if the ~itnesses had been sworn and 
the court shall ranse the deposition of every witness to be separatelyredllced into 
writing and to be subscribed by the ~itoess with his, or her, name or mark, and to 
be filed of record and every exhibit or written evidence whatsoever (other tban 
exhibits proved by such absent witnesses ag are hereinafter mentioned) shall be 
produced iIi. open court at the trial, and shall, if disputed, be duly proved by the 
examination of witnesses sworn as aforesaid, whose depositions shall, in- like 
manner, be reduced into writing and signed as aforesaid, and every exhibit shall 
be marked with some letter or number to identify the same, and' such letter 
or number shall be referred in' the deposition .proving the same and all 
exhibits proved by witneAses not present in court as aforesaid, shall, in 
like manner, be marked and. referred ,to in the depositions proving them 
and shall be endorsed and miI:mted as being· read at the time they are read 
in the court; and in case of any witness being a Hindu or Mussalman 
woman of a rank or quality which, according to the prejudices of the country. 
would make it improper to compel her to appear in an open court. of justice, the
courts of prov:incial Adalat are hereby authorized to depute or commission three
credible persons being women, such women being first sworn to execute the said 
commission faithfully ,and truly, to administer either an oath or snch declaration 
as is before required from persons of high rank according to the discretion of . the
judge and the religion of the witness, and to examine such witness, on written. 
interrogatories delivered tp the persons so deputed by both parties or their vakila. 
if both parties shall desire to examine' such witnesses and, in like manner. if any 
witness or witnesses whose depositions shall be necessary to the determination of 
any canse shall live and~reside out of the jurisdiction of the provincial Adalat. iIi. 
which the suit is instituted and at a greater distance from the same than fifty 
cose, the judge. of the court of prQvincial Adalat is hereby authorized, by letter 
signed by himself and sealed with the seal of the court to request the judge of 
the provincial Adalat, in whose jurisdiction snch witnesses shall live and reside. 
to administer either an oath or such declaration as is before required from persons. 
of high rank, according to the dIscretion of the jndge whp shall grant such. 
commission and the religion of the witness, and to examine such witness on 
written interrogatories delivered or transmitted to the jndge, so depnted by both 
parties or their vakils, if both parties shall desire to examine such witness, and 
the judge to whom such letter is directed is hereby authorized and required to 
examine each witness named in such letter according to the requisition thereof 
and' the person so commissionedanu the judge to whom such letter shall be 
directed, shall return the depositions.of such witnesses, signed by such witnesses. 
to the judge of the court in which the cause is depending, at the time reqnired by 
the commission or letter, and such depositions so taken shall be read and received. 
as good eviden.ce in the cause and shall be filed of record; if such witness 'or wit
nesses shall not live or reside within the limits of any other provincial jurisdiction. 
the judge of the court in which the cause is depending shaUmake application to
the chief or the Collector that measures may be taken for procuring the evidence
of such witness, or witnesses upon written interrogatories accqrding to the form 
and manner before required and such evidence so taken shall be read and received 
as good 'evidence in the cause and shall be filed of record and when' the parties 
shall have been heard and all the. witnesses on both sides' examined, shall give
judgment, and shall decree according to the- justice and right and, if money be 
ordered to be paid by such decree, such judge may, by his decree, award the-

2 
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payment thereof to be made by kistbandi or instalment from the defendant and 
direct that the sevAral ki~ts or instalments shall be paid according to ~he 
respective times limited thereby; and if the interest on any loan has accuDlulated 
so as to exce~d the principal, may, accOl'ding to his disc1'etion, on the review of the 
circumstances of the debtor, decree the payment of the debt according to this 
known and established custom of the country, namely, where the int.erest has 
accumulated so as to exceed th~ principal, to reduce it. to one half of the 
principal or where the interest has exceeded one half of the principal to 
reduce it to a quarter, and'shall order costs to be paid to the party in whose 
favour th6 decree shall be ma-de, such costs having been first taxed by t.he .fudge 
of the c~urt; and the said court shall cause the d€cree to be executed, in case 
any Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, other Jand or house be decreed to the 

,Plaintiff, by causing possession of the same to be delivered, and in case of any 
other pro-perty being decreed to the plaintiff, by ordering the specific thing to be 
delivered or by causing the value of the sum, or other thing decreed to be levied 
by sale of the lands and houses being rent-free land and of all other effects, 
either real or,personal, of the party against whom judgment shall have been given, 
by public auction or by attachment of the person, or, where it shaH be necessary, 
both by sale of the effects and attachmeut of the person, provided, nevertheless, 
that in every case wha.tsoever when any decree shall be made concerning the 
succession or inheritanc~ to any Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari or other land 
paying rent, o.r in' any wise concerning the possession thereof, the Judge of the 
court, in which such decree shall be made, shall, within one weak after making 
such decree, certify to the Governor in Council under his hand and the seal of the 
court, a copy of such decre~ and' also a short abstract thereof specifying the time 
when the same was made, the name of the person who was last in pos::'!es!'Iion of 
the Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, or !Jther land and of the person to whom the 
same shall be decreed. 

23. That if any suit be instituted in any provincial Ada]at and the cause of 
action shall not exceed the sum of pagodas 57-5-121. it sha}l be competent to 
the Judge of the court, wit.h or without the consent of the parties, to refer the 
said suit to one arbitrator for his final decision and award; and the judge, before 
he. shall make such reference, shall in open court require the parties or their 
vakils, on or before the next court day, mutually to choose some one common 
friend or indifferent person willing to accept the arbitration and, if the parties 
:shall_agree in the nomioation of an arbitration willing to accept the. arbitration, 
the person chosen or nominated shall be the arbitrator in the cause and, in 
-default of the parties so mutually choosing or nominating, or in ca.se the common 
friend and indifferent person mutually chosen should refuse to accept such 
.arbitration, the Judge shall, of his own authority, appoint a person to be arbitrator 
in the cause and the arbitrator so being chosen, nominated or IfPpointed, the 
Judge of the court shall transmit to sucb arbitrator a copy of the bill of complaintss 
and sha.ll, by a short writing under his signature, refer all matters in dispute to 
such arbitrator, and in such case the court shall grant the like process as wt"ll to ' 
the parties and witnesses to appear bflfore such arbitrator and shall administer 
:such oath to the parties and witnesses, as the court is authorized to do in causes 
tried before the Judge thereof, and the several persons not attending in conse
quence of such process, or making any default, or refusing to give their testimony, 
()r sign their deposition !I, or being guilty of any contempt to the arbitrator in 
the execution of his office, shall be subject to like disadvantages, pena.\ties -and 

_ punishmAnts, by order made by the arbitrator, as they would incur for the 
same causl's in suits tried before the Judge of the court so that the arbitrators 
-do report such order together with the reason for making the same to the 
Judge of the court, and do 'Jbtain the consent of the Judge thereto which shall 
be signified by such Judge signing such order with his name; and such arbitrator 
'Shall hear, try and determine such suit, so referred, so that he do proceed 
in like manner (or as near as may b~) as Judges in provincial Adalat are directed 
to proceed in causes tried by them, and shaH make and deliver in his award, 

-Qn day to be fixed by the .Judge of the court, who is ~ereby authorized, if 
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he shall see reasonable cause, to prolong aud enlarge. accordiDg to his discretion. 
the time of delivering in the award, and when such arhitrator shall have made_ 
his award he shall refer the same together with a summary state of the" case, 
in writing under his signature and seal, to the Judge-Who shall revise and correct 
or confirm such award, and sign the same with· his own name and such award, so 
corrected and confirmed, shall be final and concluRive on the parties, and shall be 
entered and recorded in the proceedings of the cause; and the Ju_dge of the conrt 
shall make his decree conforrpable to such award and such arbitrator shall. at 
thP. time of the delivery of his award, deliver into the Register of the court the 
whole of the pr(iceedings, depositions and exhibits had before him, which shall 
be marked by the Register with the names of the parties in the cause and the 
date wheu the same was delivered and shall be deposited among the muniments 
of the court, and the decree made thereon shall be carried into execution in the 
same manner as other decrees are directed to be t'xecuted. 

24. That where any suit shall be commenced in any provincial Adalat where 
the cause of action IIhall not exceed pagodas 28-20-45 the Judge may recom

"mend to the parties to appoint some per"on, whom they shall mutually agree as 
the arbitrator in the cause,' on or before the next court day, and if suit parties 
shall neglect or refuse to appoint such arbitrator the Judge of the court may 
appoint the Zemindar or some public officer .or principal man, near the- place 
where the cause of action shall have arisen. to be arbitrator therein, al)d such 
person mutnally chosen or such person so appoin~d shall report his award at 
a time to be fixed by the Judge of the court, who shall peruse the same, and 
if he shall- approve thereof.' shall order it to be entered of record and decree 
according thereto, and if he shall disapprove the same, then make such alteration 
therein as justice shall require and shall record such award so altered and make 
his decree according thereto. 

25. That .the provincial Adalat be authorized and empowered to make such 
other orders in the ,course of the cause" as jnstice may require. That in 

• complaints brought before any Adalat ill which it shall appear either by the 
application of the Nabob Walajah, or the representation of the defendant, at or 
before the time of going in his or her answer, or -by the petition of the com'" 
plainant, that both parties are servants or relations of His Higliness the Nabob~ 
such parties shall be referred for justice to_the said Nabob or to such person 
as he shall appoint for the dispensation of it. and on any complaints preferred 
against any servant or ser!ants of His Highness by persons of a different descrip
tion, it shall be lawful for the court in which snch complaints may be brought, to 
use its discretion by referring SUGh canses to His Highness as aforesaid, or by 
hearing them in the ordinary manner, taking care at all times and in·all cases to 
pay every proper attention to the dignity and long established rights of the 
Nabob, provided always that iii. every instance where any of the parties shall, 
as plaintiff or defendant, prefer the judsdiction of the Adalat to that of the 
Nabob, the judge is to proceed to hear and take cognizance <?f aU such causes 
in the usual manner. 

26. That where any defendant-to any suit in any provincial Adalat shall. be 
committed to close custody at the instance of the plaintiff for any other cause' 
than disobedience to an wder of the court, and until such time as he shall have 
obeyed, the J noge shall, at the time of the commitment of such defendant, make 
an order on the plaintiff for the due payment of such monthly allowance as the. 
Judge shall think reasonable for the subsistence of the defendant, respect being 
had to the rank of the defendant and circumstances of the plaintiff so that no 
such allowance shall exceed the sum of three f8Oams, or be less than one fanam 
per diem, which said monthly allowance shall be made payable to the daroga, who 
shall give receipts to the plaintiff for the same dated ~n the day on which such 
monthly allowance shall be paid; the fi~st payment whereof shall be made imme
diately" and every payment after shall be paid at the expiration of every 
month to be calculated from the day on which the defendant was committed and 
if such plaintiff shall neglect or refuse to pay such allowance for the space of one 
month after any payment shall become due, the daroga. shall make a report to the 

2-.6. . 
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Judge in writing, and under his signature of such neglect or refusal whereupon 
the Judge of the court shall cause anoti~e in Persian, Ma.1abar, Gentoo or other 
current languages to be affixed iIi some conspicuous place in the room where the 
Adalat is holden, that if the plaintiff shall not, within one month after the date 
thereof, make such payment as are· in arrear, together with on" month's allow
ance, the court will discharge such defendant out of custody, and if such plaintiff 
shall not make such payments as by the notice he is required to make, the court 
shall discharge such 'defendant out of custody. 

27. That if any defendant, against whom a summons shall have issued, shall 
have absconded, or is not after fliligent search to be found and the daroga shall 
have relurned'such cause for not having served the same, the Judge of the court 
sh,aU cause a 'writing in Persian,' Malabar, Gentoo, or the other current 
languages to be 8tuck up in some conspicuous part of ~he room in which the 
court shall be held, which writing sha11 contain a copy of thE! snmmons, and a 
notice that if the party shall not ,appf'ar on a day to be fixed not less than ten' 
days (from the time that the same shall be fixed up) the court will, without further 
notice-, process or order, proceed to hear, try and determine the cause w,ithout the 
appearar:ce or answer of the defendant and the court shall order a copy of the said 
summons and notice to be read, and proclaimed by beat of tom-tolD, in the village 
in which the defendant last resided, on three several days within the time limited 
by sucl;l notioe for the appearance; and the daroga shall return such order with an 
endorsement stating at what times and plaoe such proclamations were made, which 
shall be filed of record and if such defendant, on whom no summons can be 
served after such notice and proclamation, shall not appear at the time limited in' 
such notice, or if any defendant having been served with sUQh summons shall not 
appear, or if, having appeared, he E!h~n refuse to give answer or make other 
default~, or shl'l11 admit the truth of the plaintiff's bill of complaint, the court 
shall, on examining the allegations of the plaintiff only, and the depositions of his 
witnesses, decree and give judgment in like manner as, if the defendant had 
appeared, answered., an~ -e~tered into proof; and. if the plaintiff shaU, at any time, 
neglect to proct'ed m hlS cause for the space of SlX: weeks, the cause shall be dis
missed except the plaintiff can-show good and sufficient cause to the court for his 
not proceeding therein and the court may award to the defendant such costs as he 
'may have incurred in such suit. In case any defendant, for whose appearance 
security shall have been taken, shall not appear or; having appeared, shall refill'e 
to give auswer, the plaintiff may, at his option, either institute a suit against the' 
securities on their engagement in which suit shall be recovered that 'which Rhall 
be proved due from the defendant to the plain~iff or proceed against the defend
ant in like manner as defendants may be proceeded against who have been served 
with a summons and who have not appeared, or who have refused to give answer. 

28. That every process, rule, order or decree of the Adalat (except iu the, 
case hereby otherwise provided for) shall be immediately served or executed with .. 
out application to, or the interference of, any person whatsoev~r according to 
the requisition thereof, within th~ limits of each Judge's own local jurisdiction 
provided that, in every cltse where any Hindu or Mussalman womau of rank or 
quality whicJ:1 according to the prejudices of t.he country would make it improper 

, to compel her to appear in, open court of justice, shall be defendant, it shall not 
be competent to any Judge 'Of any provincial Adalat to issue any summons or 
other oompulsory procesE! against such defendant, to compel such defendant to 
appear,and make answer, but i>hall, in lieu thereof, issue a summons requiring such 
defendant to appear by herself, or by her vakil, at a certain time to be named in 

. such summons to appear in the provincial Adalat and make answer to the com
plaint, and abide such orders of the court as shall be made in the cause which 
shall be directed to the daroga of the court, and shall contain a short account of 
the nature of the d~mand contained in the complaint, together with a n.otic~ 
that, if such defendant shall not appear' as required by the summons, at the 
time limited therein, ()r having so appeared shall I!-ot give answer to the complaint 
at such time as shall be fixed by the court, or make other default, the court 
will proceed to hear, try and determine the cause as if he or she had appeared, -
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-answered and done Buch things as he or she might have" done in -defence 
-()f the suit, and such summons shall command the daroga to .deliver a copy 
thereof to some principal servant of such woman, and in such manner to 
summon such defendant to appear, at the time named in the said summons, 
in the provincial Adalat to make answer t,o the said complaints and to abide 
such orders as the court may make ill the caose; and the daroga shall serve 
such summons in the manner herein directed, and 1n no other manner, and shall 
not make nse of any force or compulsion to enforce the same and shall return, on 
the day appointed for the appearance of such defendant, the summons with an 
.endorsement thereon, specifying in what manner he hath executed the same, 
if be hath executed the same, and, if he hath Dot, the reason why he hath not 
execntpd the same; and if such defendant shall appear by herself or her agent the 
court shall fix: a certain day, according to the discreti()n of the court, for him or her 
to make answer to the said complaint and the court shall appoint such day for 
pleading and the parties shall plead in snch manner and the, court shall hpar, try 
and determine in like manner as in suits instituted against persons not being such 
woman as aforesaid or if such summons shall have been issued, and soch defe.ild. 
·ant being the principal servant of s~ch defelOldant, of Buch woman as aforesaid, shall 
:abscond to avoid the service thereof or shal1 not, after diligent search and 
.enqniry be fonnd, so that such defendant can be snmmoned as is hereby directed, 
the Judge of the provincial Adalat,on the return of such summons and the proof of 
,such fact,s by oath being madA before him, sha'l~ proceed against such defendant in 
like manner as the courts of the provincial Adalat are directed to proceed against 
a defendant who shall have absconded or who, after diligent search, caunot be 
found, so t,hat a summons can be served; and if such defendant, on whom _~o sum
'lDons can be served after such notice and proclamations as aforesaid having been 
made, shal1 not appear, or appearing shall neglect or refuse to give answer or make 
·-other . default, or shall. admit the trnth of the complaint, the court shall, on 
·examining the allegat,ioDs of the plaintiff only and the depositions of his witnesses, 
decree and give judgment in like manner as if such defendant' had appeared, 

-.answered and entered into proof.. . 
29. That when the attendance of any persons as parties to any suit, or as 

-witnesses therein, who may be r9[~iding outside the limits of jurisdiction of t.he 
Adalat, shall be required, the Judge of the Adalat trying the callse shall address 
the Judge in whose limits they reside, or if there he no .T ndge the Chief or the 
Collectpr requiring him to order their attendance and he is directed to attend to 

:such requisition without any further delay than. may be absolutely necessary to 
'provide for the security and collection of the revenues dnring their absence, in . 
. case they should be concerned therein. . 

30. That if any Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar or other land-holder or any. 
-person being a native and employed under any denomination whatsoever, in the 
·collection ofthe revenue under the Board of Revenue, or~y person or persons who 
has or have or hereafter may have the general charge of the revenues or charge of 
the revenne in any particular district, shall resist, or cause to be resisted, any 
'process, order, rule or decree which shall at. any time issue from any court of pro
vincial A dalat on proof thereof being made by oath to satisfaction of the Judge of 
that court from which such proceil~ order, rule or decree shall have issued, such 
·court may and shall sum910n such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar or other land
holder or peraol1 so employed in the, collection of the I'e venue in the manner 
~irected in the laat article~ if the party be situated ont of the local jurisdiction of 
·such court, to answer to such charge; and if sllch Zemindar, HhrotrieOldar, Poligar 
~r other land-holder. or person so employed in the collection of the revenue shall 
·abRcond, so that he cannot he served with snch summons, he shall be proceeded 
·against in like 'manner as other persons who absconded, so that they cannot be 
·served with the process of the court; and if such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar, 
·or other land-holder or person employed in the collection of the revenue, shall 
refnse or neglect to make answer, or if aftel" answer given and the hearing of such 
.evidence as he may produce, it shall be proved to the satisfaction of the court that; 
.he is guilty of such charge, the court shall award anll decree that such persoll 
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.. 
being a Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, or Poligar or other JaJj.d-holder, do, from the
time of too'decree then made, forfeit his Zemindari, Bhrotriem, Poligari or other
land, and every right and title [he] or his heirs may have in or to the same; and if 
such offender be a person em»l?yed in the collection of the revenue, may impose a. 
fine 00 such person not exceedlDg pagodas 571-15-35 and' cause the same to be
recovered by such ways and means as sums decreed in any cause are directed to 
be recovered by and it shall be lawful to Fluch Zemin,dar, P<?ligar or other land-. 
holder and such person concerned in the collection of the revenue against whom 
such decree shall be made, if suchiine shall exceed pagodas 285-25-i:!7, to appeal 
to the Sadr Adalat within three months after such decree shall have beeu made· 
and cqpy thereof shall have been delivered or tendered to him; and in case any 
Zemin8ar, Shrotriemdar,Poligar or other land· holder against whom such decree Elhall. 
be made in any court of provincial Adalat, shall not appeal agaiost the same within. 
the time limited for appeals, then the court, which shall have made such decree,.. 
shall immediately transmit -to tho Governor in Council a copy of the said decree. 
and of all the proceedings thereon, provided always .,that such Zewindar, ~hro
triemdar, Poligar or other land-holder shall not be ousted or expelled from the-· 
possession of such Zemin<]~ri, Shrotriemdari, Poligari, or other land except by, ox
in virtue of, an order from the Governor in Council confirming suc;h decree, and 
ordering and direr.ting the manner in which the same shall be carried int<;> execu
tion and to whom the Zemindari, Shrotriem., Poligari, or other land shall be
delivered, and that it ~~ competent fo the Governor in Council either to order such
decree to be executed or to change or commute such forfeiture for any sum of -
money which the Governor in Council shall think adequate to the offence for which· 
such decree had been given, so if the Governor in COllDcil shall not, within one
month after such decree shall have been transmitted to them, either order the said 
decree to be executed,or change or commute the forfeiture for such sum of money 
as he shaH deem adequate to the " oft'en<2,e , the decree shall stand confirmed against 

.such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, 'Poligar, or other la~d-holder for-ever, and the court 
shall order such Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari 'or other land to be seized and 
sequestered, and tbe possossion thereof to be delivered to an Amin who shall be·· 
appointed by the court to manage the same, and to receive th~ rents, issues and 
profits of the same until such time as the Governor in Council shall direct to whatJ. 
person, other than su~h ZE\mindar, 8hrotriemdar', or Poligar, or other land-hol~er" 
the same shall be delivered as that the said Amin, the necessary deductions being -
made for expenses, and for his trouble to be allowed by the court, so accOl~t for,. 
and pay to the person to whom the Governor in Council shall direct the· 
Zemindari, 8hrotriem, Poligari, or other land to be delivered, all rents, 
issue!:! andprofj.t.s which shall have accrued during the time such Zemindari,. 
Shrotriem, P_oligari, or other land shall have been sequestered, over and 
and above the amo:unt of the current kists of Government's revenue, which he is. 
to pay to the Collector of the district in which. such Zemindari, Shrotriem and 
Poligari or ot,her land, may be situated. . . ' 

31. That the several Registers of the provincial Adalat to keep a separate· . 
cause book in which shall be entered the several causes for the trial of which a. 
day shall have been appointed by the court, and shall on the day appointed, or ag, 
soon after as the business of the court will permit, call on such causes for triaL 
in the order in which they shall have been entered, and the court shall proceed. 
to hear, try, and-determine the same as they shall be called except there be some 
special reason to the contra~y and a pn.PN· contain~ng a list of such ca~ses and 
the days appointed for theIr several trIals, shall be constantly' affixed lD some. 
conspicuous part of the room where the court shall b~ held. 

32. That.in all cases of dj8puted property regarding land, house!,! or the limits" 
boundaries or land marks of the same, where a local investigation may be deemed. 
proper, an amin.shall be appointed by the court, who 'shan be sworn to make a, 
true' and faithful report· to the court of the several matters which shall be given to 
Mm in charge by the court, and that he :will' not take or receive from either party 
any gratuity or reward otber than such sum as shall be allowed to him by the
court, which am in shall, at a day certain to be named by the court, make his.. 
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report to the court in writing subscribed with his name, which said report shall 
be received by the court as evidence in the cause with regard to the matters whioh 
the said amin was commissioned to investigate and no other, and. the court may 
-order (special care being taken that ~he expenses are not unnecessarily incurred 
by the amin by delay!:! or other means) such sum to be paid to the aPlln as may be 
-deemed reasonable for his pains and trouble. and that such sum be added to the_ 
·costs and be paid by the pet'sonagainst whom thedeoree shall be made. 

33. ~rhat in all oauses concerning disputed accounts, partnerships, debts, doubt
ful or contested bargains, non-performance of contracts which shall be instituted 
in any provincial Adalat, it shall be _ recommended to the parties to submit the 
-decision of 'their causes to arbitration, the award of which shall become a decree 
-of the provincial Adalat so that the parties be ut liberty to choose the arbi-
-trators who are to decide the ca~se without fee or reward and the Judge, as hereby 
directed, to affo.rd every encouragement in his power to inhabitants of charaoter 
.and credit to become arbitrators, but is not to employ any ooercive means for that 
purpose nor to permit any of his private servants, or any of the officers or ministers 

·of 'the provinoial Adalat to be arbitrators in any cause, and that he do recom
mend and, as far as he oan without compulsion, prevail upon the parties t.o submit 
·to the arbitration of one person to be mutually agreed upon by the parties. 

34. That in all suits regarding sucoession, inheritanqe, marriage and oast, and 
·other religiolls usages or institutions, the laws of the Kur8.n with respect to Muham
madans and those of the 8astras with respect to Hindus, shall be considered as 
-the general" rule for the Judges' guidance, and on all such occasions the Maulavis, 
8astris, AhaIl respectively attend to expound the law, but that in case of suc

·cession to Zemindaris, Shrotriems, Poligari& or other lands, the Judge do also 
ascertain whether they have been regulated pyany general usage of thepargana, 
where the disputed land is situated, or by any particular usage of the family 
-suing, ang do' consider in. his decision the weight due to the evidence on this 
head. 
• 35. That whenever a.British subject or any person under whatever description, 
not being amenable to the jurisdiction of the provincial courts, sha.ll institute a 
~suit in any provincial Adalat against a person duly amenable to it, it shall be 
.required 'that oesides the depositing the fee enjoin.ed by the .T udid!;!,l regulations, 
he shall also sign an instrument according to .the form hereinafter recited, in ,t.he 
nature of a bond of arbitration,deelaring himself subject to the jurisdiction of ..the 
·court for so much as shall relate to the suit in question and bind himself to abide 
by the award or decree of the court, in the same' manner and to the saine extent 
cas the jurisdiction of the courtis valid against the defendant, and if such plaintiff 

. .shall refuse to execute such an instrument the plaint shall not be, received nor . 
.filed. 

Form.of Bend. 

. Know all men by these presents that I of am 
held arid firmly bound un~o of Esquire, Judge of the 

-Provincial Adalat at in the district of in the sum of 
to be p~id to the said his executors, administratO'rs 01' 

.assigns for which payment well and truly to bS"made, I do hereby bind myself, my 
heirs, executors, and administrators, firmly by' theSE! 'preilents sealed with my seal 
-dated this day of in the year of Christ One thousand seven
hundred and 

Whereas the above bond hath on the day of the date here-
·of comrnenced an action, cause or suit in the said provincial Adalatbefore the said 

against . 
Now the oondition 6f,this obligation is such that if the said 

his heirs, executors and administrators and everyone of them do and shall on his and 
·their parts and behalves, in all things well and truly stand to obey, abide. observe, 
. perform, and fulfil all such final Judgment and judgments, order and ordel's, decree 
.and decrees, as shall or may.be at any time given in the said action, cause or suit, 
in the said court of provincial.Adalat (and co~firmed on appeal, if the same suit 
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or cause shall be appealed) then these obligations, shall be void, or else to remain: 
in full force and virtue. . 

Sealed and delivered (where no stamps are in use or to be had) in the-
presence of-' _ 

36. That no .Judge of any provincial Adalat shall, upon any pretence what
Boever, cause to be made any report of any matter of any fact, relating to any 
cause depending before him, in order to the making of any decree, by' any officer 
or officers, or auy other person whatsoever other than in the cases" specially 
mentioned in these regulat,ions, neverthelells that it be competent to such Judge
to refe,:\any question arising on the Mussalman or Hinde. Law to the Maulavis or 
Sastries of the court, respect being had to the law in which each [is] conversant, and 
that a statement of facts on which the question shall arise be made out in writing 
signed by the Judge of the court and be ,delivered to such Maulavi or Maulavis,. 
Sastri 6r Sastris,for his or their opinion thereon, and a blank left for the answer 
or answers of such Maulavi or Maulavis, Sastri or Sastris, to be written on the· 
same paper on which the question is stated -or on that and on a paper firmly 
annexed thereto, immediately under and following the same, and be signed by
and with the name or names of snch Maulavi or Maulavis, Sastri or Sastris
together with the date of the time when such question or'-questions were' 
submitted to him or theI17' and when such answer or answers ~haU be given. 

37. That no award of any arbitrator or arbitrators be set aside by any pro
vincial Adalat excf'pt on full proof made by' oath of two credible witnesses that the
arbitrators had been guilty of gross corruption or partiality in the causa in which 
they had made their award. . 

38. That if any person or pArsons be guilty of any contempt to the court in 
open court or of arrogation of the authority 6f the provincial Adalat or illegal' 
exertions of judicial authority in their own cam~es, the court may immediate1y 
punish such person or persons bya fine or fines not exceeding~pagodas 57-~-11!- . 
each and by holding such person or persons in: custody till such fine or fines shall 
be paid, due respect being had to the rank and ,circumstances of the person or'c 
persons, their offending in respect to the amount of the fine. 

39. That if any witness or other person shall be guilty of· wilful perjury 
in any cause or matter depending in court, the court may immediatefy commit such 
person to close .custody and shall with all convenient speed send him to the 
Presidency together with evidences which are necessary for his conviction and a 
written charge signed by the Judge of the court to be proceeded against. 
accordingly. , 
. 40. That where any person shall have commenced a suit in any prov:inciall 
Adalat and shall, pending that suit or after any decree made therein, commence 
another suit in any other court of provincial Adalat for the sa,me cause, or if any
person should oommence any suit in any provincial Adalat which shall appear to-

, the Judge thereof to be frivolous, vexatious or totally groundless, the suit shan 
not only be. dismissed with such costs as the court may think proper to award, but· 
such plain~ifr may be committed to close custody for a time not exceeding one
month, or may be ordered to receive corporal punishment not exceeding ::l0 lashes
with a rattan, aooordin~ to the degree of the offence, and the person's station in 
life. . 

41. That no Dohotrn Pachatt1·a· or any other fee or commission on the account' 
of money recovered or attached 'on the decisions of causes nor any other fine 
whatsoever. except such are allowed by these regulations, be received on anY' 
pretence wbatsoever, and that a deposit shall' be taken on every plaint filed at 
the commencement of a cause in the proportion Qf the sums or value sued for in> 
the bill of plaint, the rate of the said deposit to be as fol1ows :- ' 

On all sums not exceeding 
On do .. 
On do.' 
And on alL sums above 

ps. FS. o. 
285 25 58 

1,248 20 46 
2,857 5 13 
2,857 5 13 

Ps. 5 per cent., 
.,. Ps.4 do. 

Pa. S do~. 
Pa.2 do_ 
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, That where the suit is for property in the lands, tbelandi\ shan be estimated 
oocording to the annual produce or jam a, that is to say, rent-free lands at ten. 
times the amount of their annual produce, lands paying a quit-rent:to Government 
at twenty times the [amount] of their annual quit-rent and lands paying rent at the 
amount of one year's jama or revenue payable to Government and the deposit 
taken on filing the plaint shall be calculated accordingly and that such deposit 
shall be paid by the plaintiff at the time of filing his bill of plaint; but if the 
decree be mad~ against the defendant and the whole of that which is deman
ded by the complaint be decreed to- the plaintiff, a sum equal to the deP9sit shall 
be decreed to the plaintiff, added to the costs which shan be awarded to the 
plaintiff; but if part only thereof be decrAed to the plaintiff, a sum bearing the 
same proportion 'to the annual produce if that part be rent-free, land, to the 
annual jama or revenue to Government if that -part be land paying revenue, and 
if that part be money 9J'some specific thing, to the money or value of the thing 
decreed, as the deposit did to the demand laid in the complaint, shall be decreed 
and sha.n be added to the costs which shall be awarded to the plaintiff, and such 
sum so added in every cause shall be recovered from the defendant in .like manner 
as all other monies which shall be decreed are hereby ,ordered to be recovered. 

42. That at the commencement of any suit or in any provincial Adalat if it 
,shall be proved to the satisfaction 6f the Judge of the court in whioh the suit 
shall be commenced, by the oath of the plaintiff and of two credible witnesses, that 
they believe such oath to be true that the plaintiff is, after all his just debts paid, 
notiiworth more than the sum of pagodas 28 Fs. 20 O. 45l, exclusive of the value of 
thea deposit by these regulations required to be made, it shall be competentfor the 

_ Judge of the court in which the suit shall be instituted in lieu thereof to accept 
either a mal-zamin to the amount of such deposit and of such costs and fees as 
the court I:!hall think likely to be incurred or hazir-zamin to be respectively entered 
into by the plaintiff and two good and sufficient securities according to the 
discretion of such Judge. 

That where a mal-zamin shall have been given, the Judge shall, if the suit 
• be determined against the plaintiff, cause the amount of the deposit of the 

fees and of costs to be paid to the Register.of thE:' court and, where a hazir-zamin 
shall have been_give.n and thep~aintiffshall have failed in his suit, the Judge, if he 
shall deem the suit frivolous or vexatious and the plaintiff shall not pay the 
amount of the deposit and of the fees and costs, shall, and is hereby authorized to, 
commit such plaintiff to close custody for any space of time not exceeding three 
months and if the said two securities shall not produce such plaintiff so that he may 
be proceeded against a,s aforesaid, if such sec~rities shall not cause such deposit 
fees and costs to be paid, the court shall, and is hereby authorized to, commit such 
securities to the common goal [gaol?] for any space of timA not exceeding three 
months and such defendant who shall have been so committed shall, after he has 
been confined accordingly, be discharged and exonerated from the payments of costs 
in like manner as if the· decree awarding the same had been fully, satisfied by 
payment thereof and if in such case the decree be for the plaintiff, snch sum shall 
be added to the costs as is required to be added where the deposit is paid at the 
commencement of the suit and the plaintiff shan, at the time the decree shQ.ll be 
carried intQ execution, pay such sum, so added,. into court, to be accounted for in 
like manner as deposits are hereby Qrdered to be accounted for. 

43, That no complaint be received from any other persons than the plaintiff 
in the cause nor any answer from any other persons than the defendant except 
such person shall produce, and cause to be filed of record, a written authority , 
sign,ed by the party for whom he appears and sealed with his seal in the presence 
of two witnesses constituting him vakil of such party in the cauSe and, if he be 
on the part of the plaintiff; authorizing him to commence the suit anI); if fOJ' the 
defendant,. to defend, and unless the party exeouting the same shall thereby under
take to abide by and confirm all such acts, matters, and things which his vakil so 
constituted shall ao or undertake on his behalf in the cause, as if he himself had 
been personally present and cODsenting, and no act whatsoever shall be done or 
admitted, nor BDy person heard'lJiva voce, in any stage of the cause except the. 

3 • 
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plaintiff or defe'Q,dant or the person by them-respectively in like manner authorized, 
nor until his written authority shal! have beEm filed of record. , ._ 

44. That every complaint which shall be presented to any court of provincial 
Adallit shall state the matter of complaint and if the same be concerning any 
Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, laud or house, being rent-free, shall state the 
annual produce thereof and if the Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, land or house, 
.paying revenue, the jama or annual revenue to Government, a.rid if such complaint 
be conceming any money or valuable thing or concerning marriage or cast, then 
the sum ,of money or the vallie of the thing dema~ded or the sum in which the 
plaintiff is damnified, together with the name of the person .complained against 
and th~ time when th9 cause of action acc~ued, and such complaint shall be signed 
bv the Icomplainant or his vakil authorized as before directed, and shall be likewise 
signed and numbered and dated in the order in which the same was received by 
the judge of the court, and shaH be registered in a book by a writer or officer of 
the court, whose particular duty it shall be [to] copy and register such complaint, 
and such complaint shall, on 'no account whatsoever, be delivered to any other 
person but such officer, and that every complaint, answer, replication or rejoinder, 
be in t.he Persian, Malabar, Gentoo, or other current languages. 

45. Tt1at every.summons or other process and every order whatsoever of the 
court to be served or executed on any person whatsoever be written or printed 
in the Persian, Malabar, Gentoo, or other current languages, se.aled with the Beal 
of the court and signed by the Judge thereof. 

46. i'hat if any written evidence be offered to any provincial Adalat in any 
cause depending therein, if the court shall in their judgment think fit to reject the 
same, the Judge so rejecting such evidence shall endorse on the back thereof the 
word rejected, together with the name of the cause and of the party who offered 
to produce the same, and the date of the time when the same shall be rejected, and 
shall enter a memorandum on the-same, or on a paper thereto to be annexed, of his 
reason for not admitting the same in evidence with his name 'Subscribed thereto, 
and shaUt'eturn the same so endorsed and with such memorandum to the person c 

who offered to produce th.e same in evidence~ 
47. That the Judge in every provincial Adalat do, in every decree, recite- the 

names of the witnesses on whose depositions, and the title of every exhibit read 
in such cause respectively, on which the decree of the court shall be founded and 
such decree shall be. sealed with the seal of the court and signed by the Judge 
thereof in his paper [proper?] handwriting and dated on the day on which the same 
shn,ll have been passed; and the said Judge or the Register. either at the time of 
making the decree, or on a day of which the court shall give notice to the parties 
or their vakils, shall,in open court, deliver or tender to each party or their 
vakils not exceeding ten days after the date of such decree, or such of them as 
shall attend, a, true copy of such decree authenticated by the seal ~f the court and 
signed by the Judge thereof, with an endorsement. thereon made by the Register 
of the date when such copies were delivered and an entry of such delivery or 
tender with the date on which the same was made shall be made by the Regis
ter on the margin of the record opposite to the decree, and that the value of the 
thing decreed - be in all cases specified with as much accuracy as possible in such 
decrees to be ~elivered to the parties, that is to say. if the su bjeot of the decree 
be . land paying rent, that its annual jama payable to Government be specified, 
a.nd if rent-freeland, its annual produce, and if honse or houses or mere personal 
property, the worth thereof according to the nearest estimate. 

48. That in every provinoial Adalat a book be kept in which the duty 
proceedings of each cause and every order and act of the cour.t shall be 
.minuted in the Persian or current languages an.d each day signed by the Judge 
of the court' ; that the several complaints, answers, replications and rejoinders of 
the parties and every deposition, exhibit and proper [paper P] whatsoever read 
and filed in the cause be referred to in such minutes by marks or numbers corre
sponding to marks or numbers which the Judge shall cause to be endorsed on the 
same when the same are read in the cause. That oomplete records numbered in. 
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the order in' which the cause shall be tried be kept in the provincial Adalat in the 
following form- that a.t the conclusion of every cause the petition; answer, reply 
and rejoinder and other pleadings and allegations, acts, and defaults of the pa.rties, 
depositions, of witnesses. exhibits, and all othe~ evidence, all orders of court and 
returns thereto in the order in which they were made, the decree or judgment, the 
order for the execution thereof and 'the return made specifying. how the same 
hath been executed; and all proceedings whatsoever shall be written on a roll of 
strong paper in the language in which the petition, answer, other pleadings, 
dep.9sitions or exhibi~s. shall originally and respectively have been made, so that 
:every order and act of the court be uniformly entered in the Persian or current 
languages, and if the depositions or exhibits be in the English or in any other 
than the Persian, Malabar,_ Gentoo or current languages, that such depositions o.r 
exhibits be entered in the language in which they were made or written, together 
with faithful translations of the same into the Persian or. current languages and 
such record shall be authenticated by the seal of ,the court and the signature of 

'the Judge, and be countp-rsigned by the Serishtadar and be kept in this form by 
t.he Register of the conrt- among the'munimentsol- the court and shall be and 
remain a record of the court and any copy thereof authenticated by the seal of the 
court and signature of the Judge and countersigned by the Serishtadar shall be 
deemed and received as good evidence of such record in any court of provincial 
Adalat. 

49. That each Judge shall cause to be kept an abstract register in the English 
language, a summary account of his daily proceedings in each cause, containing 
the names of the plaintiff and defendant, the substance (}f, tbe cause,and of the 
decree made therein, the date when the complaint was filed, and when the decree 
was. passEld and delivered to the parties, and shall transmit the same . monthly to 
the Sadr AdaIat. 

50. That the decree of the provincial Adalat shall be final in all causes where 
the decree is, .or shall be, for any Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, other land or 

,house being rent-free, the ,annual produce whereof shall not exceed the sum 
of pagodas 28-20-45i. and where the decree is, or shall be, for any land paying 
a quit-rent to Government not exceeding the annual amount of pagodas 
14-10~23,and where the decree -is, or shall be, for any Zemindarr, Shrotriem, 
Poligari, house or land, paying rent, if the. jama or annual rent: to Govern
ment doth not exceed pagodas 285-25-57; and in all other caseswhei'e
the decree is, or shall be. for any sum of money or other thing, the value, of 
which shall not exceed the sum of pagodas 285-25-57, and where aliy 
Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, land or house, being rent-free, shall be decreed,_ 
the annual produce. of which shall e~ceed pagodas 28-20-45t~ being land 
paying rent of which the annual quit-rent to Government shall exceed pagodaa. 
14-10-23~, or being land paying re~enue of which: the, annual. revenue payable 
to Government shall Axceed pagodas 285-25-57; and- where, III aU other cases, 
the sum of money or the value of any oth~r thing decreed shall_ exceM the sum 
of pagodas 285-25-57, any person who shall find himself aggrieved thereby or 
against whom or to whose immediate prejudice the decre~ shall be, or tend, may 
appeal therefrom to the Sadr Adalat by petition of appeal stating the causes of 
appeal so that every such. petition against any decree made ~n any provinci:;tl 
Adalat be presented to th~ provincial Adalat or Sadr Adalat within three calendar, 
months after the day on which the decree wa,s made; provided nevertheless such 
person may prefer his petition of appeal to the Sadr Adalat after snch three 
months if he can show just and reasonable cause to the satisfaction of the court 
of 8adr Adalat for not having preferred the Bame within the said three months.; 
and if the petition of appeal be against any decree whereby the right of possession 
of any Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, house or land, shaH be decreed to the 
plaintiff. all proceedings shall .immediately be stayed and no execution had. or 
possession given under the d~cree appealed against until the said appeal shall 
have been finally determined in the Sadr Adlllat, if the party against whom the 
decree is given will enter into good' and sufficient security in a.sum equal, ~o one 
.year's value of the rents, is.~,ues, and profit of the Zemind~ri, Shrotriem, ,Poligari. 

3-.6. 
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or other land Of' house, ,,:hich shall have been decr~ed, to abide and perform sulch 
order as shall be made m the Sadr Adalat-, but If such party shall- neglect or 
refuse to enter into such security or before the -court day next or after snch 
appeal shall be preferred, then the provincial Adalat shall order execution to be 
had and pm~session to be delivered according to the decree; and in all other cases 
the provincial Adalat may either order the decree to be carried into execution or 
that safficient lOecurity be given by the party against whom the decree shall be 
made, in a sum equal to the sum of money or the value of the thing decreed, for 
the performance of the decree; an,d, if the provincial Adalat shall order the decree 
to be executed, security shall be taken from .the party in whose favour the decree 
is maae, in a sum equal to the sum of money or value of the thing- dtlcreed. for 
the due performance of such order or decree as shall be made in the Sadr Adalat; 
and in all cases, the party appealing sha~l give full and suffifient security in a sum 
not ,exceeding pagpdas 14~-30-69 -for the payment of all such costs and for the 
performance of such order or decree as the Sadr Adalatmay think proper to 
award or make thereupon, and in every case where any petition of appeal shall be 
presented in any provincial Adalat against any decree given in such -court and 
such securititls, as are hereby required. shall have been entered into, the Judge of 
such prov-incial Adalat shall immediately endorse on such petition, in his own 
handwriting, the day of the month and ye.ar on which it was presented, and sign 
the same with his name, and shall likewise cause to be wrote in the margin of 
the record immediate1y opposite to the _ decree of the court the word appealed,' 

.and shall not, _ henceforward, exact or receive any deposition account of such 
llppeaJ, but shall. receive every petition of appeal without requiring ani deposit 
and transmit the same to the .Hadr Adalat in. like manner as if such deposit had 
been made, and the Judge shall cause notice in writing to be given to the appellant 
that he will within ten days. certify to the Sadr Adalat the several proceedings had 
in the cause appealed and that if the appellant shall not proceed in his appeal within _ 
six weeks after the same shall have been received by, and filed in, the Sadr Adalat, 
his appeal will be dismissed, unless he the appellant shall show reasonable causee 
t~ the satisfaction of the Sadr Adalat for not proc.eeding therein. . 

61. That the Judge of such provincial Adalat shall, within fifteen days next 
after the receipt of such appeal, certify under his hand and seal of his court to the 
Register of the Sadr Adalat the record so made up and authenticated as afore
said, together with the original complaint, answer, replication and rejoinder of the 
parties, and the origina1 depositions, exhibits, and every original paper read-in the 
cause and shall, before he shall transmi~ the same to the Sadr Adalat, cause true 
and faithful oopiesof all such originals, authenticated. by the signature of the 
Serishtad~r, to be made out and deposited in the provincial Adalat, in lieu of the 
originals, whioh said copies shall be and shall'be esteemed records of the court 
and shall be received in evidence in any other court of provincial Adalat'; but in 
cases where any original deposition or other original proceedings or matters what" 
'Soever shall have heretofore in any provincial Adalat been entered in any book 
or books which do likewise contain either proceedings in divers and distinct 
:cause~ or any other matter so that which originals oannot be transmitted to the 
Sadr Adalat without such other proceedings or matters, the Judge of the provin
cial Adalat shall, within the time and in like manner as is before directed, certify 
a true and autbentic copy of such originals so entered in such book or books and 
that the original of copy , to be transmitted, is so entered in such book or books as 
aforesaid, so that he do nevertheless transmit the original, complaint, the 
original answers or other separate pleadings of the parties, and the original 
exhibits which shall have severally been delivered in or produced by the partit)s 

-and read in the course of the cause before the provincial Adalat, if the samabe 
'forthcoming in like manner as is hereinbefore required; and in cases where any 
'.original shall have been mislaid or lost and a copy thereof sha11 have been entered 
in any books of proceedings, such copy shall be deemed the original, _ and the 
.J ndge shall transmit a copy thereof to the S&.dr Adalat,' and shall, in like manner , 
,certify the same, and that the original after due search cannot be found, and also 
jn like manner when any appeal shall be received, traBsmit and certify to the said 
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Register of the Sadr Ada.lat. a true and faithful translate into English 'language
-of the record pleadings, depositions and exhibits, and of all other papers, matters 
:and things which he is hereby required to transmit, in cases of appeal to the Sadr 
Adalat. 

52. That. where any process either to a party or witness,· and all prooess 
what.&oev-er, and all rules and orders for . the exec3utio'n of any decree or final 
-order or any order whatsoever relating to any cause depending in the Sadr 
Adalat which sha.1l be directed to the Judge of any provinoial Adalat, the Judge. 
to whom the same shall be directed, sha.ll execute the orders contained in such
process, rule or order and return the same so executed within the time limited, or 
return to the Sadr Adalat good and sufficient reason why the same hath not been 
served or executed. The Judges of the several provincial Adalats shall obey alL 

, 'Sucb rules and orders of the Sadr Adalat respecting any such -appeal, cause, 
'matter, or thing depending i~1 the Sadt: Adalat as· shall be certified to them 
.respectively under -the 'Seal of the Sadr Adalat witnessed and signed by the 
Register thereof; and in case of any pr9cess, rule, decree, order for execution -of 
,any decree or final order, or any other order whatsoever, transmitted to any Judge 
of any provincial Adalat from the Sadr .,!.dalat to be served or executed, the 
return of suuh process, rule, order or decree shall be made by the Judge of the 
provincial Adalat, either by endorsement ou sllch process, x:01e, order or decree. or 
be written on a paper, or papers firmly annexed to the same, and that in such 
case there be an endorsemenL on such process, rule, order or decree,' referring 
~he Sadr Adalat to the returD: c?ntailled in such annexed paper or papers, 
.and that the Judge of the provm<.nal Adalat do cause a -copy of such process, 
rule, order, or decree, together with the return ~ade thereto, to be made out 
and deposited among the records of the provincial Adalat; and in all cases where 

. the Sadr Adalat shall transmit any order or process to be served or executed by 
the Judge of any provincial Adalat, against any party in a cause, if the party on 
whom the same is to be served or execnted shall have absconded, or is not, after 

. -diligent search, to be found, the JudgEC' to whom the same is directed shall cause 
~a writing in the Persia.n, Malabar, Gentoo or the cnrrent languages to be stuck 
-Opin some conspicuous part of the room in which theA!lalat shall beheld, which 

, writing shall contain a copy of the -order or process, and a notice that, if that 
party shall not obey the exigence, thereof within the time limited thereby, the 
,court of Sadr Adalat will, without further notice, process or order, proceed, 
'ClJparte, to hear, try Bnd determine the cause in which such process or order had 

.. issued and shall cause proclamations, by beat of tom-tom, to be made in the village, 
where such party reside, as heretofore requirea to be made in cases of persons 
who cannot be served with the process of the court of provincial Adalat and 
'shall return to' the Sadr Adalat, in the manner before directed, how he hath 
,executed the same. ' 

03. That the Judge of every court of provlDcial .AdaJ.at do keep a faiLhful 
:account of the deposits paid at the commencement of each cause and of all fines 
imposed by the oourt, and do transmit to the Register of the Sadr Adallit, at the 
expiration of every month, to be oalculated from the first day of Apri), a true and 
authentic copy of such, account signed with his own proper hand, together with 
ithe monies arising from such deposits and fines . 

. 1)4.. 'Fhat every J udge. ~f every provinQial Adalat do use his utniost care and 
:.att?ntion to prevent the influence of h~s private servants in any cause depending, 
-<>r mtended to be brought on, before hIS court, and to prevent them from having, 
.aQY connection with the parties. ' 

55. That any servant or dependan't of the Judge of the provincial Adalat 
'who ,shall reoeive anytnoney or other valuable consideration. on any pretence . 
'whatsoever, directly or indirectly, from any party in any suit depenaing in any 
provincial Adalat, shall be committed, as for a contempt 02 the court, and shall be 
'punished by a fine equal to treble the Hum of money reoeivedor by imprisonment 
'or by corporal punishment at the discretion of the Judge of the court in which 
;the offence shall have been committed or of the Sadr Adalat. on a complaint being 
preferred to th", court of Sadr Adalat; and-the Judge of the provincial Adalat in 
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which such offence shall be committed is hereby requirAd and enjoined to dis
charge such servanL and never hereafter to employ him, directly or indirectly, in_ 
any of his business, whether public or private. 

. M. That, in all cases within the jurisdiction of the provincial Adal'at for
-which no ~pecific. di~ections .are, h~reby given,. the respective Judges thereof do 
act accordmg to JustIce, eqUIty and good conSCIence. 

57. That the Judges of the respective provincial Adalats be herebi strictly 
enjoined and commanded in every act, matter or thing by them to be done strictly
to adhere to those rules and regulations and to all other rules of practice and' 
standing-orders for the administration. of justice which shal1' hereafter be trans
mitte<\ to them from the Sadr Adalat under the seal and attestation of the said' 
court signed by the Register thereof. 

58. That the several forms for prec~dents which shall be transmitted by the, 
Sadr Adalat to .the provincial Adalat shall, as near as maybe (respect being.had to
the matter to which they are applicable), be used in the proceedings of the several 
courts of provincial Adalat~ •. . 

59. That the daroga of the court of Sadr Adalat be authorized to appoi.ut. 
his own deputy, th~ peons of the co,!rt, arid mirda of the goal [gaol PJ and that. 
court may take such muchalka from the daroga and other native officers of the
court; or any judge of provinciai Adalat is authorized to take from any daroga, 
or other native officer of any provincial Adalat, -
. - 60. That the Register and his assistants, the Persian, Malabar, Gentoo or

other Translators, Sastris Manlavis, Munshis and writers shall, before the Sadr 
Adalat, respectively take the same oaths, and subscribe the same declara.tions as.. 
are rAquired to be taken and subscribed by officers of the provincial Adalats. 

61. That the Sadr Adalat shall have and use a seal on which shall be cnt in 
~he Persian pharacters, ' Mohur ,Sadr Adalat. ' . 

62. The Sadr A'dalat is hereby authorized and empowered to frame such rules. 
o'f the pratice and standing orders for the administration of jnstice as well in thee 
Sadr Adalat, 8·S in the provincial Adalats, and to revise, approve, alter, or dis
approve all rules of practice and standing orders which may, from time to time, be-. 
framed by any provincial Adalat, and transmitted to the Sadr Adalat, under
the seal of the court and the signature of the Judge of the court who shall have 
framed thesa~e, so thatfluch rules and standing orders framed in the Sadr 
Adalat and such rules framed in t.he provincial Adalat together with the appro..; 
bation, ;tlteration or disapprobation of the Sadr Adalat be transmitted to the· 
Governor in Conncil under the seal of Sadr Adalat for their final approhation, 
alteration or control. 

63. That a copy of these rules and regnlationsbe forthwith transmitted to 
the Sadr Adalatt that on receipt thereof in the said court the Register thereof do 
mark t.he same with the day of the month and year in which it shall' be received_ 
and do file the same of record and that every original standing rule and order for 
the administration of justice which shall be made by the Governor in Council be 
ih like manner filed and marked, and that the Register of the said court do keep. 
one book in which shall be entered a copy of these rules and regulations and of 
such standing rules and orders which may hereafter be made 'by the Governor. in
Oouncil, or' the Sadr Adalat withtha consent and approbation of the GovE-rnor in 
Council, for the administration of justice In the Sadr Adalat, and another book in 
which shall be entered all such -standing rules and orders which shall be made as 
aforesaid for the administration of justice in the provincial Adalats'together with 
the dates when the same were made or approved by the Governor in Council and 
xespeotively received by the Sadr Adalat shall be and remain of record in the 
Sadr Adalat and the Register of the Sadr Adalat do, from time to time, make out 
and prepare a copy of all such standing rules and orders which in any way concern 
the administration of justice in the provincial Adalats, under the ·seal of the' Sadr 
.,Adalat" witnessed by the Judge thereof and signed by the Register thereof~ 
and shall, within seven days after they I'Iha11 be respectively received from the
Governor in Qouncil by the Sadr Adalat, transmit one of the said copies· to each-
provincial Adal~t. . 
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64. That the following table of fees be established for the Register, Trans
lators, and native officers of the Sadr: Adalat. 

FIRST. 

To tke Register., 

1. For registering every petition of appeal or answer, 
where the cause of action does not exceed 
pagodas 1,428-20-46 .-.. . ••• •.. ..~ 

2. For registering every petition of appeal or answer, 
, where the cause of action does exceed pagodas 

1,-128-20-46 ..• _ •.. ... ..: ... 
3. For registering any other petition 
4. For every order, summons or process, whatsoever, 

to parties or witnesses in causes not exceeding 
pagodas 1,428-20-46 

5 •. For every order, summons- or process, whatsoever, 
to parties or witnesses in· causes exceeding 
pagodas 1,428-20-46 .... ... ... 

6. For the enrolment of every decree, to be paid by 
the party in whose favour the same is made, 
when the cause of action does not exceed 

PSt FS. o. 

1 15 34 

2 30 681 
0 20 46 

0 30 60:! 

1 ·15 34 

• pagodas 1,42B-20-46 .•. .•. ... ... 1 15 34 
1 .. For the enrolment of every deoree, to be paid by 

the party in whose favour the same is made, 
when the cause of action exceeds pagodas 
1,428-20-46 ... ... ... ... ... ,2 ~O 68l 

8. For making copies of every petition or answer 
'Of every exhibit and every deposition and every 
paper, rule, matter or propeeding where the 
cause does not exoeed pagodas 1,428-20-46 .... 0 10 23 

9. For making oopies of every petition or answer 
of every exhibit and every deposition and 
every paper, rule, inatter or_ proceeding where' 
the cause exceeds pagodas 1,428-20-46 0 20 46 

10. For entering and. filing every security taken for 
the prosecuting of any appeal, or for appear· 
ance, for registering every vakalatnama or 
'written authority, and for every searoh in his 
'office-each "','" ... ... ... O,I(). 23 

11. A fee of 10 per cent upon the deposit fee to be 
received on all original a.uit.s or appeals in this 
court ... 

SECOND •. 

To the Assistants to the Regi8ter. 

1. For calling every cause where ~he" sum does not 
exceed pagodas 1,428-20-46 ... 0 10 23 

2. For calling eyery cause where the sum exceeds 
pagodas 1,428-20-46 0 20 46-· 

I'.C. 

3. ll'or copies of every pleading, matter or thing; 3'36 ou,t of every 
. pagoda received 
. by the Register. . 

THIRD. 

TothB Persian, Malabar. Gentoo and other Tra;flsZat'Dr8, the amount of which 
to be equally divided between them. 

1. For translating every arzl. or of appeal, or arzl at 
the commen~ement of a. cause, and every answer 
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. where the canse of action does pot exceed PB. FS. o. 
pagodas 1,428-20-46 1 15 341-

2. For transla.ting every arzi, or of appeal, or arzi at 
the commencement of a cause, and every answer 
where the cause of action does exceed pagodas 
1,428-20-46 2 30 68t, 

3. For translating every other arzi ~ .. 0 20 46 
4. For trl;ln~lating every decree of the court where 

the cause of action does not ef(ceed" pagodas 

\ 
1,428-20-46 1 15 341 

5. For ,translating ,a,very decree .of the court where 
the cause of action does exceed pagodas 
1,428-~0-46 2 30 6St 

Provided always that the preceding fees are not to be exacted from such 
person ()r persons wh:o shall or may be excused on account of poverty fr()1Jl paying 
the deposit fee; but if thep~rty so excused shall succeed in his appeal, such costs. 
shall be includ~d in the deoree, and be received by the several officers entitled 
hereto. .,. 

That one copy . of the' above table of fees in the English language, and a 
faithful translation thereof in the Persian, Malabar, Gentoo, or other current 
languages, written in a legible hand, be affixed in some conspicuous .place in the· 
room where the Sadr Adalat shall bJ3 held. That the several clerks. and offieers,. 
to'whom any fee is given anll allowed by the said table, may respectively demand 
and receive the same, but .that no officer, or any other persons, concerned in the 
administration of justice in the Sadr Adalat, do demand or accept any fee or fees,. 
sum or sums of mone'y~ reward or gratuity other than the fees authorized by such 
table under pain of incurring the like penalties, forfeitures !Wd jndgments as arfr 
hereinbeforedirer.ted to be recovered and given against officers or olerks or other
personsconcern~d in the administration of justice in any provincial Adalat wh{'. 
shall in like manner 'offend in this behalf. 

65. That the court of SadrAdalat he held in a large and convenient room. 
within the lhnits of the town of Madras as hereinbefore a~ribed and do sit 
de die in diem as th~ "despatch of bnsiness may require and that the court of Sadr· 
Adalat be authorized to, make snchreasonable a.djournment as consistently with. 
the business thereof may be deemed expedient., . . 

66. That no rule, order, proceeding or decree he·made but on.court days and 
in' open 'court. ' 

. 67. That it be competent to the Sadr Adalat to hear, try and determine any 
arz, or petition, cause of action or suit 01' matter of complaint or any matter' 
whatsoever, so that the same be of a civil nature which shall be for' that purpose 
transmitted 'to the said court by the Governor in Council to make. such decree in 
the same as justice may require and to order such decree to be ~xecuted in like· 
manner as decrees of the court of provincial Adalat are directed to be executed. 

68. Tliat [it] be competent to the Sadr Adalat to receive any original com
plaint whatsoever where the caus~ of action shall be cognizable tin any provincial 
Adalat where s.uch court shall ~ave refused or Df·glected to entertain or r""ceive the 
same or to proceed therein and to refer the same to the provincial Adalat to whose' 
jurisdiction the, same shall appear to belong and to order and command the Judge 
of the said court to entertain or receive the same or to proceed in, hear, try and 
determine. the same, provided nevertheless that, if the plaintiff in such cause shall . 

. Dot have paidsuch deposit as is hflrein required or have entered into such security 
as is herein. required to be entered into by persons too poor to pay the same, no 
proceeding shall be had in such cause in the, provincial Adalat to which such 
order shall issue until such plaintiff shall have paid such deposit or have entered 
into such. security and if such plaintiff shall neglect or refuse for the space of six 
weeks after such order shall have been notified to the provincial Adalat to pay 
Buch deposit or enter into such security; the provincial Adalat may dismiss the' 
suit, the said order of the Sadr Adalat notwithstanding, in which case the Judge
of the provineial Adalat shall within one week after such dismissal certify to the· 
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Judge of the Sadi' Adalat under his. hand and the seal of the court t~at such suit 
is dismissed and the reason why it was dismissed. 

69. That the Sadr .A.dalat be as well' as a court of appeal as of review in all 
aud every complaints, causes, suits, claims,and disputes concerning any Zemindari. 
Shrotriem, Poligari, other land or house, or concerni.ng t·heinheritance or succession 
to the same or the bounds and limits thereof or. any right, ti~le, claim, demand Of 
interest, or lien to or in the same or to t~e possession thereof and all other causes 
whatsoever, other than matters concerning the revenue which are hereinbefore 
excepted from the jurisdiction of the provincial Adalat, and concerning rents, 
debts, acconn~s, contracts, partnerships, seals 01' any property of any nature. 
whatsoever, be the same personal or real, and all duties and demands whatsoever 
concerning ·the same, aud all causes and disputes concerning marriage and cast 
which shall hereafter be heard, tried and determined in all\Y provinciaL Ada!at,' 
where the decree is O'r shall be for anyZemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari, land or 
house payingrtmt, and the annual produce thereof shall exceed the sum of pagodas 
28-:-20-451. or where the decree is or shall be for. any Zemindari, Hhrotriem, 
Poligari, land,or house, the same paying rent, if the jama or annual revenue to 
Government shall exceed pagodas 285-25-07, or pagodas 14-10-23 if paying quit 
rent, and in all other' cases where the decree is or shall be for any 8um of monay 
or other thing the value of whiph shall exceed the sum of pago,das 285-25-57; and 
where the petition of appeal against any such decree be presented -to the 
provincial Adalat in which the decree· was made or to the Sadr Adalat, within 
three calendar months after the' day on which the decree was made, provided 
nevertheless that, if any petition of a.ppeal be presented to the Sadr Adalat aftei' 
the time herein respectively limited and the person presenting the same can show 
just and reasonable cause' to the satisfaction of the Court of Sadr Adalat for not 
having preferred the samewithill such limited time, it be competent to th~ 
Sadr Adalat to proceed therein, and to hear, try and determine the same in like 
manner as if such petition of appeal had been presented within snch limited time, 
any thing herein to the contrary notwithstanding,. and tll e Court of Sadr Adalat is 
hereby authorized either to confirm or reverse in whole or in. part the decree so 
.appealed against and may makefurtner order therein as justice, equity and good 
oonscience require, and may decree such costs to either party as by the Court may 
be deemed reasonable. 

70. That if any petition of appeal be preferred against a.ny judgment or 
decree founded on an award of au arbitrator or arbitrators, the saDle be dismissed 
with costs. except full proof 'be made to the satisfaction .of the court~ by the oaths 
of two credible witnesses, that the arbi'trator or arbitrators have ~een guilty of 
gross corruption or partiality in the cause i~ which they have made their award. 
. 71. That in matters and causes transmitted by the Governor in Council to·the 
Sadr Adalat to be heard, tried and determined and in all cases of review and of 
appeal, except as to. hearing witnesses and receiving evidence, the t::Iadr Ada]at 
shall proceed in like manner, and with like power and authority and subject to 
the like restrictions, 1imitatio~s and exceptions as the provincial Adalats are 
hereby authorized or directed to proceed, ' 

72. That' .all process as well to parties as witnesses and everyru]e and 
order for the execution of any decree ,or final order,and every other 9rder what
soever wbich shall issue out of the Sadr Adalat, be written or printed in the 

. Persian, Malabar, Gentoo, or othe:r currant languages,' sealed' with the ~eal of the 
Sadr Ada.lat. alld signed by the Register thereof, and that all such process, rules 
and orderR .whichare to be served or executed on 'any parties, witnesses or per
sons (other than the parties, vakils 01' persons· in actual attendance of the court) be 
directed to the Judge of the provinci3.l Adalat in which the .cause of action shall 
originally have arisen or in whose jurisdiction the lan~s be situated or the parties 
or witnesses shall be or reside, and that every such process, rule and order do 
limit a time cel,tain in which the same shall be served, executed and returned to 
the Sadr Adalat and the Judge to whom the _same shall-be directed shall execute 
the orders contained in such process, rule or order and'r~turn the same 80 execu
ted; within the time limited, or return to the s'aid court good and sufficient 
reasons why the same hath notheen served or executed and 'What the said Judge 
Ilath done in pursuance, provided that, if any Judge to whom any process, rule or 

40 
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'Order whatsoever shall be directed shall wilfully disobey or neglect to perform 
the commands therein contained or shall make a false return thElreto, such Judge 
13hall be Jiable to be-suspended from his office by order of the Judge of the Sadr 
Adalat until the Govern?r in .Councilshall, upon report to be made to them by tb~ 
Sadr Adalat, have exammed Into and determmed on the matter reported to them, 
and if the Sadr Adalat should suspend the Judge,' the said court shall within ten 

, days after such suspension report to the- Governor in Council such suspension 
together with the cause thereof, and oertify uuder the seal of the Sadr Adalat all 
snch proceedings, depositions and exhibits and all other matters which may, be 
necessary for the examination into, and determination npon, such- suspension, and 
shall, op req.uisit~on of the Gove.rnor in Council, transmit to them all su.ch.pape~s . 
and proceedIngs In the callse whICh they may 'esteem necessary for theIr InVestI
gation. The Sadl' Adalat is hereby authorized in any case where any sum of money 
is deoreed to be paid by any Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar or othel'landholder, 
to issue an order to the proper provi!1cial Adalat to execute the same in like manner 
as the Courts of provincial Adalat are herein before authorized to execute decrees 
where any sum of money is decreed to be paid by any Zemindar, Shrotriemdar or 
Poligar or 'other land-holder, and in case of the inability of the Judge of such 
provincial Adalatto execute such decree from any other resource or by any other 
means than by a sale of an adequate portion of such Zemindar's 01' other land 
holde~s lands paying revenue, and of his advising the Governor in Council thereof, 
the Board of Revenue -is hereby required to execut,e such decree of the Sadr 
Adalat, on nutice and requisition from the Governor in Council, in like manner as 
they are before required to execute the decrees of the provincial Adalats in like cases. 

73. That if any Judge of any'provincial Adalat, to whom any process, rule or 
order of the Sadr Adalat shall be traI;lsmitted that the same may be served or 
executed on any party, shall return that such party hath absconded, or was not, ' 
after diligent, search, to be found, and that he has ca}lsed such writing to be 
stuck up and such proclamatiqns to be made in the places and manner herein 
before in such case directed and required, and such party shall not appear and 
obey theexigence of such process, rule 01' q;rder, the Conrt of Sadr Adalat shall 
proceed e:» parte to hear, try and determine the cause in which such process, rule 
or order shall have issued. in like manner as if such p/trty had. appeared and 
obeyed the exigence of such process. 

- 74. 'l'hat itl>e competent to the Sadr Adalat, In case of 'any appeal "here it 
shall appear to the said Sadr Adalat that the original cause has not been sufficiently' 
investigated in the inferior Court or for other cause which may be deemed 
reasonable by the Sadr Adalat, either as a court of review to receive such further 
evidence as may be propel' f01' the j.ust determination of thtl cause and give 
jlldgment thereon or to send the calIse back to the inferior court where it 
regulated [ol'iginated ?] with special directions to the Judge thereof with regard 
to the new evidence he shall receive thereon as shall be deemed by the said court 
most conducive to justice and the convenience of the parties and witnesses. 

, i 

75. That the Sadr A~alat may as it may deem mosteonducive to justice 
(respect being had to the nature of the cause and evidence) either examine the 
witnesses to be produced viva voce in open court, causing the witnflssesto be 
first sworn, their depositions reduced into writing and signed by the witnesses res, 
pectively, or authorize tho Register of the Court to swear and procure the same 
to be signed by the respective witnesses, and authenticate the same by his signa-

, ture so that such examination be in the presence of both parties f01' [or ?] their vakils 
who shall be at libPrty to put such questions to the witnesses as they· shall think 
proper which question and the answer Rhall be'in like mannel' reduced into writing 
signed and authenticated, provided nevel'thless, if due notice be given to the 
,partie$, or their vakils, of the examination of any witness or witnesses before suoh 
Register and he. or they, shall not attend at the time of such examination, the Regis
ter shall and is hereby authorized to proceed to the examination as before directed, 
and such tiepositioDs ·shall be received as good and authentic evidence and the Court 
of Sadr Adalat may dispense with the 'oath of all such witnesse~ as the provincial 
Adalat are authorized to excuse' from taking of ,oaths on their making 'and 

"subscribing such declarations in open oourt as are required to be made an~ 
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Bubgcribed by such witnesses by such provincial AdaIt, and may, in cases where 
the witnesses shall be such women. as before described, or shall reside at iDore 
~han fifty koso distance from Madras. grant such commissions to such persons and 
on the like occasions in which the courts of provincial Adalat are ~uthorized to 
grant commissions for tbe examination of witnesses; and t.hat the Sadr Adalat 
may issue which commis:lions to creditable women and send such letters to the 
Judge of tlle provincial Adalat for examination of witnesses and in like cases 
as the J udge[ S J of the provincial Adalats are authorized t~ issue and send such 
commissions and letters. . . 

76. That the court of Sadr Adalat, if any witness duly summoned shall not 
attend or attending shall refuse to be sworn or give evidence or to subscribe his 
deposition or if such witness or any other person be, guilty of any contempt in 
open court, may deal with such witness or person in the same mnnner as the 
provincial Adalats are authorized to deal with witnesses or other persons in like 
manner offending. and. if guilty of wilful or oOl'rupt perjury in any oause depend .. 
ing in theSadr Court. may deliver over such witness or other person to the 
Governor in Counoil.· 

77. That if the appellant in any appeal filed in the Sadr Adalat shall not 
proceed in the same for the space of six weeks, the' appeal be dismissed unless 
the appellant shall show reasonable O!l>nse to the satisfaction of the conrt of his. 
her or their not proceeding therein, and that the oourt may, if it shall deem' it 
proper so to do, award to the res~ondent his, her or their oosts of suit. 

78. That iri oase of any matter being referred by the Governor in Council, 
except it shall be otherwise, directed by Governor in C6uncil~ and in any appeal 
being oommenoed in the Sadr Adalat. before the same shall be prooeeded in. the 
plaintiff in the cause referred shall deposit in the hands of the Register of the 
Conrt,a sum equal to the deposit whi~h such plaintiff woUld have been required 
to hav~ made if a complaint had been pref~rred to a provincial Adalat for the ' 
same cause, and the appellant in the appeal shall in like manner deposit" a sum 
bearing the same proportion and calculated in the same manner on the value of 
the' Zemindari, l:5hrotriem, Poligari. land, house, sum of money or other 
thing deoreed as the original deposit required to be taken in the provincial 
Adalat at the· oommencement ~f the suit bore to the Zemindari, ShrDtriem, 
Poligari, land, house, sum of money or thing demanded in the original bill 
of complaint, which deposit, if the originaLdt-cree be reversed. shall be decreed to 
the appel1ant, provided that the Sadr Adalat be authorized. in lieu thereof and Of 
the fees of officers and oosts, to take amalzamin or hazerzamin in like manner 
and for the same cause as the Judges of the provinoial.Adalats are a~thorized to 
acc~:{lt ~uoh securities in lieu of such deposit fees and costs to be paid in the 
provlDcial Adalats and in case of non-payment of sl1ch fees and costs, to proceed 
against the appellant or his securities in the manner in which the provincial 
Adalats may prooet'd in such oases. 
. 79, That in causes referred by the Governor in (J()uncil no -proceedings be had 
either on behalf of the plaintiff or defendant, nor any petition of appeal be 
reoeived or anypa.rt whatsoev.er be done, either qn behalf of the appellant or 
respondent except by the plaintiff or defendant., the appellant or respondent 
themselves or by a vakil in like manner authorized a8 is required for vakils 
acting in the provincial Adalat. nor by any vakil bp,fore his written authority 
shall have been filed of record in the oourt, and that no per~ons exoept such 
parties or suoh vakils, shall be heard viva vor.e in any stage of the causes .. 

. 80. That if any Zemindar. Shroiriemdar, Poligar or any person being. a 
native and employed under any dendniination whatsoever in the oollection o£ the. 
Tevenues under any person or persons who now have, or hereafter may have, the 
general cbar~e of the revenue or the charge of the revenue .of any particular 
district,shall resist or cause to be resisted any process, order, rule or decree, which 
shall at any time issue from the CPUl't of Sadr Adalat. on proof t,hereo,f being 
made by oath to tIle satisfaction, of the. oourt, such court may and shall summon 
suohZemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar OJ' other land-holder or person employed 'in 
the collection of the revenue, to answer to such charge, and if the Zemin~ar. 

4 . .& 
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Shrotriemdar, Poligar or persons employed in the c.ollectiun of the revenues, [f~il] 
~o al?-swer ,to such cha.r.ge, and if the Zemindar,. Sbrotriemdar, Poligar, or perso~ 
employed In the collectIOn of the revenues agamst whom snch summons shan· 
have i'Jsu~d, shall abscond 80 that he cannot be served with such summons, the 
court shall proceed against_such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligal' or other land~ 
holder or person employed in the collections as aga.inst other persons absconding 
so that .they cannot be served with the process of the oourt ; and if such Zemindar, 
Shrotriemdar or Poligar. or other land-holder or person employed in the 
collection of the revenues being snmmoned shall refuse or neglect to make answer, 
or if, after answer given and the hearing of such evidences as he may produce, it 
shall be "Proved to the !latisfaction of the court that he is guilty of such charge, the 
court shall award and decree that such person being Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, 
Poligar or other land-holder do, from the. time of the decree then made, forfeit his 
Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari or other land and every right and title which 
he or his heirs may have in or to the same, and if such offender be a. person 
employed in the collection of the revenues, may impose on such person a fine not 
exceeding pagodas 511-15-35; and if such decree be made against any Zemindar, 
Shrotriemdar, Poligar or other land-holder, imniediately~ or any appeal be made 
against any such decree passed againHt any Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar, or 
other land-holder and the court shall confirm the original decree, the court shall 
transmit to the Oovernor in Council a_ copy of the decree and of all the proceed
ings belonging thereto, provided always that such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar or 
other land-holder shall not be ousted or expelled from snch Zemindari, Shrot,riem, 
PoIigari or other l!IDd except by or in virtue of' an order from the Governor in 
Council confirming decree, and ordering and directing the manner in which the 
same shall be carried into execution and to whom the Zemindari, Shrotriem .. 
Poligari or other laqd shall be delivered, and that it be competent to the Governor 
in Council either to order such decree to be executed or to change or to commute 
such forfeiture for any sum of money whioh the Governor in Council shall deem 
adequate to the offence for which such decree had been given, so that if tho 
Governor.in Council shall not, within one month after snch decree shall have been 
transmitted to them, either order the said decree to be executed or change. or 
commute the forfeiture for such }mm of money as they shall deem adequatetQ 
the offence, the decree shall stand confirmed against such Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, 
Po1igar or other land-holder for ever; and the court shall order~suchZemindari. 
Shrotriero, P6ligari, or other land to be seized and. sequestered, and the possession: 
thereoi to be delivered to an amin who shall be appointed by the court to manage 
the same and to receive the rents, issues and profits of the same until such time 
as the Governor in Council· shall direct to what person, other than snch 
Zemindar, Shrotriemdar, Poligar or other land-holder, the same shall be 
daliv'ered,so, that the said amin, the necessary deductions being made for 
~xpenses and for his trouble to be allowed by the court, do . account for and pay 
to the person to whom the Governor in Council shall direct the Zemindari. 
Shrot.riem, Poligari or other land to be delivered, all rents, issues, and profits 
which shall have accrued during the time s·uch Zemindad, Shrotriem, Poligari or 
other land shall have been sequestered, over and above th8 amount of the cnrrent 
kists of Government's revenue which he .is to pay to the Collector of the district 
'" here sucb Zemindari, Shrotriem, Poligari or other land 'may be situated. 

81. That the petition of appeal do state (respect being llad t9 the matter 
decreed) the annual produce or revenue thereof or the sum or value of ~he thing 
decreed, the name of the person in whose favour the original decree was made, 
the court in which it was made, when the same was made. what was decreed 
thereby and whether the decree has been executed' and assign some cause, 
speciai or general, for appealing from the same; and· that t.he petition for leave to 
appeal be, in all cases, accompanied by an attested copy of the provincial decree 
or by a muchalka, signed by the party desirous to appeal, that ten 'days after the 
~ecision he applied to the provincial Judge for such decree and was denied it. 

82, That the petition of appeal, pleadings, depositions and exhibits in the 
Sadr Adalat be respectively numbered. marked, dated.and signed by the Register 
in the same manner as the complaint, pleadings, . depositions, and exnibits are 
~spectively ordered to be numbered, marked, dated Imd signed in the courts of 
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provincial Adalat, and shall be signed by the Register of the Sadr Adalat. That 
a minute book and abstract be kept by the Register in like form as the same are 
directed to be kept in the provincial Adalats, a'nd t.hat'the decree he drawn up 
and signed and that copies thereof be drawn, signed, and endorsed and delivered 
to the parties and oomplete records be kept in the Sadr Adalat in like manner as 
is required in th~ provincial Adalat. , 

83. 'l'hat where a petition of appea~ shall be directly presenj.ed to the Sadr 
Adalat aga~nst any decree whereby the right of possession of any Zemindari, 
Shrotriem, Poligari, land Elr house shall have been' 'decreed to the plaintiff in the 
original cause, and no execution shall have been .had or possession given under 
the decree. the oourt of Sadr Adalat shall, if the party against whom the decree 
shall have been given shall have entered'into good and sufficient security. in a sum 
equal to one year's value of the rents, issues. and profits of the Zemindari. 
ShrotIiem, Poligari, land or house which shall hav~ been so decreed, to abide and 
perfo/m such order as shall be made in the Sadr Adalat, issue au order direoted 
to the Judge of the' pro~incial Adalat, the decree of which shall be app~aled 
against, to stay e~ecution until the appeal AhaIl have been finally determined; and 
in every case where a petition of appeal shall be preferred to the Sadr Adalat and 
no security shall have been taken by the provincial Adalat, the Sadr Adalat shall 
not proceed in such appeal until the party appealing shall have given such 
seourity as he would have been herein ~efore required to have given if he had 
preferred his petition of appeal in the provincial Adalat. 

84. That accurate accounts he made out by the Register of the Sadr Adalat 
of all sums of money as well received from the provincial Adalats as in the Sadr 
'AdaJat on account of _deposits. -That the Court of Sadr AdaJat do; after the 
expiration of every three months, transmit a true copy of the Bame signed by the 
Register to the Governor in Council and tha.t he cause the said sums to be care
fully kept in chests provi,led for-that purpose the key of which shall be kept by . 
'he Register, and that all such monies shall 00 and ,remain at the disposal of the 
Governor in Council; 'and that the Court of Sadr Adalat and the Register shall 
obey all such orders, respecting the payment and disposal of such monies as they 
shall from time to time receive, signified to them by order of the Governor in 
Council, and such orders of the Governor in . Council shall be sufficient a.cquittal 
and discharge to the said court 8:nd Register for all sums paid by virtue of ~h 
orders. . 

85. That the Court of Sadr Adalat as lJunctually make a report at the expira
tion of every sbc months to the Governor in Council from what judgp.s of· provincial 
Adalat there shall have heen received as well the accounts of the Bums of money 
required to be transmitted frOID them to the Sadr Adalat as the BlUIlS required to 
be transmitted and also the other accounts, papers, transcripts, proceedings and 
records required to be transmitted by .the courts of provincial Adalat; and if the 

, court shall not receive the same, then the said court shall report from wllOm the 
same hath not been received and if only part of the same he received then the 
oourt shall report what part hath been received and, what part hath not ,been 
relJeived together with the names of the defaulters in such behalf. . 

86. That the Court of Sadr Adalat do use the utmost care and attention to 
prevent the influence of the private servauts in. any cause depending or intended 
to be brought on before the court and to prevent them from bavingany connection 
with the parties. . 

87. That, in all cases for. which no specific directions are hereby given,. thl1 
Court of Sadr Adalat do act according to justice, equity . and good conscience. 

88. That these rules, orders and regulations be, on the ne-xt court day after 
the same shall be received in the courts of provincial Adalat and in the Sadi" 
,Adalat, openJyread and publisheq in suoh courts respe~tively and be wit.h all 
.expedition truly and faithfnlly translat.ed into tIle Persian, Malabar, Gentoo or 

, other current languages. and be either printed or written in legible hand and be 
affixed in Borne conspicuous part of the room in which su~h court shall respectively 
be held. 
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2 

NO'fES OF AN ENQUIRY INTO THE OAUSES O.rCOMl'LAiNTS PREFERRED BY THE 

PETTY FARMBRS 01' CAUVERIPATAM AGAINST THElR PRINCIPAI,S-AuGUST 1793. 

1. Kula Gounda, ryot of the villag~ 1. Kula GOt:tnda's ground was restor-
of Palliapatti, rented 1/6th or one of ed to him, Annia afterwards came and 
six pattas belonging to this village for • made friends with the Tahsildar who 
50 pagodas. He had paid five kists' required Kula Gounda to give it up ;he 
when he received au order from the refused. The Tahsiltlar confined him 
Tahsildarto give up 20 pagodas .worth three -days, then released him and de
of it,\ that one belonged to Annia, a sired the Wutgounda, Yellapa, to prevail 
zemindar. He refused, went to Mr. on him Lo ma.ke him do it. He having_ 
Graham and complained and got an also ordered it, Kula Gounda thought, 

" -order not to give' it up. The matter it CQuid not be avoided, but kept it till 
rested till the crop was ready for cut- the crop waS ready when Annia carried 
ting when the Tahsildaraufihorised the it off~and must refund it to Kola. The 
zemindar to gather it in. . He went 'rrahsildar produces an order from Mr. ' 
again to complain and procured an order Munro about Kula Gounda, but that 
from Mr. Munro to the Tahsildar' not was after the violation of property was 
to permit it. It did not avail; the crop' committed. Verasawmy alleges the 
was taken by Annia and the complainant Tabsidar showed this favour, to Annia 
lost all tbe produce. Be gave 20 pago- on 'account that he threatened to 
das, the village Goud gave t5 and Annia come forward with information of 
15, in all 50. his rapacity. It. is supposed Annia got 

25 kbandies or 50 pagodas by transac
tion; consequently Kula. Gouuda lost 80 

much. Resolved that the Wutgounda 
sbalJ p~y 5. the Tahsildar 20, pagodas 
penalty and tbat Annia shall refund the 

_ 'amount to be ascertained by Mr. Gra! 
ham, ,If Kula Gounda gets the 50 
pagodas he will pay 15_ to Goud Gounda 
and 15 to Annia-the sums they paid. 

.2" The said village Goud, viz., Govind 
Goud, complains tbat YelJapa the W ut
gounda took, besides the abov~, 15 paga
d~s from him. His patta is for 306. 
He paid tbat and 15. sibbandi added· to 
the 20" and 3-2-0 for Ighee babat, in all 
338-2-0. 

3. Peria Vairchi oomplains that 
after taking 4 croes zemin of Gauri 
Yellaga the Wutgoud and ploughing it 
he took it away from him ; after that he 
got 4 croes zemin from the village goud 
of N erringal and was likewise deprived 
of it hy the W utwalla after having 
ploughed it on pretence tliat he wanted 
the'same spot for his own use. After 
that the Wutwalla gave him 5 croes of 
ground kait and having prepared 
that also for seed hA deprived of it. 
Again he gave him 2i croes in oompany 
·with three other ryots who had each, as 
much. The produce was a7 khandies 
andhe gave them 'only 9 khandies for 
their share in place of 18. . 

2. The 20 pagodas Govind Goud com
plains 'of Yellapa. having taken from 
him appears to have been an agreement 
bbtween them before the tafrik and Mr. 
Graham distributed the patties and to 
make up for loss in Viro.dhi., Doubt 
remaining on that head, there being a 
probability or ra~her certainty of its 
being a.n imposition, resolved tbat 10 of 
it be paid back to the plaintiff. 

3. Ordered that GaurryYellaga pay 
a fine of 3 fanams for having taken the' 
ground ploughed by Peria. from him and 
11 more for repeating the same offence. 
It appears here that the W utgouds kept 
the, management of villages and dis· 
posed of them in iuaram or as tbey could 
to their adva.ntage, contrary to the inten
tion of the Collector in letting thel!l 
dan by dalwe. The 'Vlltgoud having, 
as appeared on enquiry, deprived him of 
9 khandit)s, a panchayat adjudges it to 
be ~iyen to him. The times considered, 
resolved that he gave 41 khandies, only 
to the complain~t. 
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4. Yellappa represents that he is the 
Goud of Kurambapatty, that two years 
ago he engaged .with Vaily Gaud, 
the Wat Goud of his hobli, to cultivate 
~rtain lands in Rayakottah and on that 
account received of him 6 khandies of 
grain. talckavi. Being prevented by thA 
troubles from fnlfilling his engagements, 
the Wut Goud bas seizedon¥s cattle, 
13 in all, in' lieu of the talrkavi, whioh 
put a stop to .his cultivation. . 

5. Arasaiya, J annap Sinkat. Wala, 
states that he rented the jannap as 
follows. 

Virodhikritpuri baki for 15 0 0 
Paridlaavi 55 1 0 

Pramadicha 4 months 

Total 
Sibbandi ... 

19 3 0 

89 4 0 
458 

93 9 8 

Tbat after paying his rent for Virodhi
bit for a. few days, the Tahsildar 
demanded 811agodas jasti waslll, pro
mising to pay it back,but that it has 
never been done. though he has since 
paid up his rent for Paridhavi and 
Pramadicha, having paid in all J 02 
pagodas for which he has got receipts, 
except for 19 pagodas of it. . 

6. Ammiyappa, ryot of :{{avapatty, 
says Rami Gaud has 5 cows belonging 
to him, that he lost during the war, 
that he refuses to give tbem up saying 
he purch ased them. 

7. Varadappah Goud of Tipp'anur and 
Ganganpatti ~tates that he gave 2 sheep 
to Changa Goudfor the SarkaI' at 4 
fanams each the amount of which he 
never got, that he paid him a vari of 
2 fanams per village for a rysgar' for 
village as ghee nuk~an 1 each as. gur
nuksan, a hoola candym 5-2-8, as darbar 
kharch to the Tahsildar 3"'77-8, dancing 
girls 1-2-8, as darbar kharch to Changa 
Goud 3-8-0, jasti wasul- 4-2-8 or the 
rlifference between 30-0-0 according .to 
the tafrik of 2 fanams 4 annas for the 
pow baki of Virodhikrit in place of 

.26-1-9 according to the proper tafrik 
of Kelik Beriz which would have been 
only 1 fanam 11 annas per chackram 
dharam kharch 8-9-8. 

4. Tbe khandies of grain given by 
Vaily (Joud are valued at 27 pagodas 
and Yellapah's cattle. at 2i each or 33 
in all. Orrlered tbat the difference of 
pagodas 61 be given the complainant. . . 

5. Making the tafrik of Kelik Beriz' 
Arasaiya's farm ought to have been 
9,.;.2-8 with sibbandi 3 fanams, total ' 
9-5-8 in place of which he 'paid for 
Virodhi 23. On an enquiry how such 
an imposition happened, the wuttaw:allas 
and Tahsildar blame each other recipro
cally, and it appears from the declar
ation of the ryots that the latter 'was 
entirely the creature of the former. 
Resolved that the.jasti 13-4-8 be taken' 
for the complainant and an equivalent 
for the cutcherry people from the 
wutt~wallas tafriked according to their 
respective rents, also that 5 be taken 
from the T-ahsHdar for the Sarkar. The 
jannap sankat is a capitation or family 
tax of from 3 to 6 fanams according to 
circumstances. 

6. Left undecided upon on account 
of the cows. 

"I. Changa Goud excuses himself for 
the sheep pretending be intended to 
credit Varadapp'a for them. The 
Tahsildar em'ploying him as deputy 
obliged him to: keep the ~ysgar. The 
'ghee was tafriked all over the district by: 
Mr. Graham's order. He rented the 
hoola cap.dym as he pretends. The 
Manigar made him pay the dancing 
girls. He was necessitated to assess 
his hohli 13 villages of 800 Beriz 2. 
per cent for a present to the Taltsildar 
which made the 3-7-8; the 3-8-0 was 
tafriked to make up for' the nadari of 
Mira LaI, a favourite of the Tahsildar, 
aud the only man it app~ars who has 
been so favoured· in the district, though 
many have lost.. The 4-2-8 makeup 

Sheep ... ' . o 8 0 for 10s8 by zakira grain. The gu]." 
Rysgar .~. 
G bee nuksan· 
Hoola cau'dym 
Tahsi1dar ... 

o 2 0 imposed uponChanga Goudand' he 
o 2 0 improperly levied it ripon the villages in 
5 2 8 place of collecting it in the haute (weekly 
3 '1 8 markets) 81J usual; Changa Goqd pleads 
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Dancing girls 
Chango. Goud 
Jasti waslll 

Poongally 
Gur 

Total 
Dharam Kburch 

i •• 1 2 8 
S -I:J 0 
4 2 8 ------

19 5 0 
0 4 0 

... 0 2 0 
----.. , 21 1 0 

8 9 8 
-----

Total ••• 2~ 0 8 
------,.-

26 1 9 

that the following demands were made 
upon him. -

Patti nuksan , .• 10 0 0 
Devastan : ... 8 0 () 
Gur nuksan ... 2 0' ._ 0 
PaddymahRul .... 15 0 0 
Dhan nuksan ... 19 5 0 
Pow baki (Paliambeli). 5 2 0 
Bhatta Tahsildar 5 0 0 

64 7 0 
-, \ 

Virodhikri t 
Paridhavi 

The patti and devastan tafriks were 155 6 -0 -allowable but they should not have gone 
181 7 9 -further than the Wutgouds because 

'1 8 (J their profits were ad~quate to _ all losses. _ 
_____ The gur was ordered. The paddy 

Kull Beriz' . .., 184 5 9 mahsul to be refunded by the Tahsildar 
---- as he ought to have borne the expense 

.Jasti wasul at lo1 per cent, of all sibbandi; on account of the whole 

R Guwy Goud, patel of Toppalikup
pam, gives in the following account of 
jasti wasul by Chango. Goud,-the Wut. 
wala. of Pochamalli. ' 

- Sheep "f • , • 0 4 0 
Pungalli' ,.; 0 2 0 
Rysgar ,.. 0 1 o· 
Ghee 0 1 0 
Gur 0 1 0 
Tahsildar 2 .5 0 
Dancing girls 1 3 0 
Darbar kharch 2 2 0 
Powbaki, jasti being the 

tafrik of 2-4-0 in 
place of 1-11-0 4 8 13 -----

117 13 

9. Chinnapullai Goud., patel of Ori. 
Malliputti, complains of Chango. Goud 
having made the following Jasti wasu1 

'of him. 
Sheep ... 0 4 0 
Plingal1i • 0 2 0 
Rysgar ••• .,' 0 1 0 
G~ 0 J 0 
Ghee ••.. 0 1 0 
Tahsildar .. , 1 2 8 
Darbar kharoh 0 7 0 
Tafrikof the powbaki ... , 0 7 2 ----

850 

1~. Rag~avaiya ,.Aohari, patel of -
Palhampattl, complaInS of Cbanga GOlld
having made the following jasti wasul 
of him, 

being taken;' it amounts to only _140 
pagodas~ Resolved also that the Tahsildar 
shall be made answerable to them and 
they to the chillm's, 

8. Ordered the whole but the g~£l and 
ghee imposts to be refunded. _ 

9, Ordered as above. 

10, Ordered as above .. 
• 
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In place of sheep 0 3 8 
PnngalJi ... 0 2 0 
Rysgar 0 1 0 
Ghee 0 1 0 
Tahsildar 1 2 8, 

2 0 0 

11. Kutti Gounda, a chiller of 
Toppalikuppam, complains that Changa 
Gond has forced' him to pay 4 pagodas 
as baki dne for fonr years, whi~h he 
affirms he does not owe. 

12. Kula Muppa states that in Tipu's 
time 30 khandies of grain were issued 
in Changa Goud's hobli as takkavi, that 
the Goud has collected the whole and 
not paid it to Tipu's or to the com
pany's. Sarkar and that he has paid the 
Goud himself 18 chackras for 5i khan
dies that he got, also that orders being 
given to N arappat Timma :Nair to restore 
the cattle of which he had plundered 
these districts during the war, the said 
Goud pursuaded him to, give him 
15 rupees _ on promise of getting ,10 
cattle he had lost but that he has never 
got tho cattle or the money' back. He 
further states that he is a kalaul and 
rented the arrack of -the village ' of 

• Tippanur for 7 rupees per annnm, that 
Chauga Goud obliged, him to pay him 
tbat snm and that' having never paid it 
to the Sarkar he has been forced to give 
'I more to the arrack farmer Gurrappa, 
also that having rented the tarban of 
Tippannr in Tipu's time for ,35 
pagodas, he had paid 25 and ,owing 10 
when the Company's Government 
began. Changa Goud' exacted that of 
him and never accounted for it to the 
Sarkar. 

13. Ponna Goud of Tippanur' states 
that having had his' cow robbed, of ;3 
khandies of grain, and given information. 
to Changa Goud against four people 
who had done it, the Goud fined the 
thief fj pagodas bnt never gave him a.n.y 
p~rt of the money or of the grain. 

14. Permamuppa complains tbat 
Changa Goud has taken a bullock and 
'8 khandies of grain. from him without 
cause . 

11. Confessed by the defendant and 
agreed to refund it. 

12. It appears Kula Muppa engaged 
to pay back the &l khandies of grain to 
Changa Goud. 

Eyidence wanting to prove the tran';' 
aactlon 'of the-cattle criminal. 

Confessed and ordered to be refunded 
wi~h an equivalent for the kachheri 
people. 

Disproved. 

13. Confessed and ordered to be 
refunded with equivalent for the 
kachheri. 

14. Changa Goud ordered' to give up 
the bullock to the claimant. The grain 
was taken up by awut karnam and 
must be enquired into byMr: Graham. 

. 15. Dhunirama complains that Chan
ga Goud has taken a cow and calf from 
him as payment of 30 ba,llas of the 
Sarkar grain in Tipu's time as takkavi. 
He also complains of Venkatappa, 
Manigar, having taken a co)\" from him 

15. He engaged like Kula Muppa 
(12) to the amount to Changa GOlid. 

Confessed, but the offender having 
been authorized as a renter of' a license 
to take cognizance and take such 
breaches of moralitya& (supposed) no 

5 
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, as paUi sankit for keeping a woman he 
had laid with 15 years. 

16 .. Carivanda Muppa complains that, 
Changa Goud took 2'pagodas from him 
on pretence that he had robbed a cow 
which had bt'en done by a dair but 
Chinnappa of Timmanayakan patti insists 
upon it he did and that he thAowner of 
the cow never got its contents. 

17. The said Ohinnappa complains 
that ~ dair of Tippanur having stolen 
4 ~heep a'nd D balJas of grain from him, 
h~ applied to the patel of that village, 
for the amount ano has never obtained' 
it and that Changa Goud has made the 
following jasti wasul of him :-

A tafrik of 10 per cent 
on the Beriz of his 
village. 

,Powbaki jasti . 
t per 10 on the Beriz of 

Virodhikrit asdarbar 
kharch 

Total 

918 
089 

2 9 0 

12 9 1 

18. N anja Asari Lohar complains 
that Changa G~ud having. exacted 2 
pagodas in place of 1 as was customary 
for him to give the dewa) of hi!! village 
though there being no ceremonies per
formed in it now, he ought not to 
require anything and therefore remains 
the amount. 

1tl. Andavari complaius that Carel
lappa Wut Goud took possession of his 
house which he had left during the 
troubles, and refuses now to give it up, 
and has since takeu 5 pagodas of him as 
outstanding balance of rent since 
Tipu~s Amil, also that he flogged him 
for 'telling him how he must be responsi
ble for the effects he found in it. 

20. Peria Vairichi complains that 
Carellappa has taken 3. pagorlas for 
Virodhikrit and 4 fanams for Paridhavi 
as bouse rent in place of ~ for the for
mer and 2-4-0 for the latter, in all 
3":'9-0, besides which he exacted 2 fanams 
for his protection ag~inst being pressed 
for a cooly upon any occasion and 1 for 
ghee. 

" 

penalty can be imposed. But the in
habitants are informed there is an end 
to by an abrogation of that custom. 

16. The authority assumed by Changa 
Goud being dis&..llowed, ordered that he 
pay back the 2 pagodas and pay a 
penalty of 5 also, that this. business be 
enquired into .hereafter and whoever is 
the thief be punished accordingly. 

17. Orders issued for Mr. Graham to 
enquire into the matter. 

Order given, upon Changa Goud for 
the amount and an equivalent for the 
kachheriwallas. ' 

18. Confessed and ordered to pay the 
amount to the complainant beside ali 
equivalent as penalty, also that a. ( 
kaifiyatnama be given the complainant 
to' show whoever may be appointed 
gouds of three villages at the time of 
tlettlement, directing that he be restored 
to the mera of them which the said 
goud has deprived him of. 

19. Cannot be adjusted; therefore 
deferred till Mr. Graham arrived at 
Cauveripatam. The complainant states 
that he rented a piece of ground of the, 
defendant in wara'nb, that it yielded 80 
khan dies, 60 of which he took in place of 
40, and the defendant states that he 
has built a new and valuable house on' 
his ground. The right to be determined 
and the baiB:nce struck. N.B.-Annaji 
Kasar rents in waram. 

20. On enquiry it appears to have 
been the custom generally' to regulate 
house-rent as follows ~-6 fanams as 
Agvari or smoke tax,3 as sayar and 1 
as nangal tax. That house-rent was 
never more, how large so ever the' 
house might be, but less in proportion to 
the condition of the tenant. House 
rent is only requirpd of people who rent 
ground in. waram. The complainant 
having bad ~ houses one year and 4 
in the next, rent is adjudged proper. 
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21.Vaingycompl~ins th~t 6 pagodas 
have been taken from him also by 
Ellappa Goud in place of 3 and turned 
him aft~rwards out of the village, be
cause he complained of his having 
ravished his sister who threw herself 
down a well in consequence. 

22.' Venkata complains that Changa 
'Goud took a bullock from him for the 
8arkar for whieh he was credited and 
has never paid him~ 

23. Ramalingam prefers the same 
complaint against him. . 

24. Guli Chetty states that, during 
. war, h~ bought 18 heads of cattle and 
Changa Goud 300 that they were driving 
,them home when a tiger came in the 
night and dispersed them, that after- . 
wards all his cattle were fomid among 
the Goud's butha refused to give them 
up. 

~5. Chengapullai Goud complains 
that the Goud detained one of his 
(cattle) in the like manner. 

26. Varadappa lost two in the. same 
manner. 

27. Velu Chetty another. 
28. M;aradari Rangappa Goud states 

that he took a farm of Changa Goud for 
U pagodas, that he paid 46 0 '0 

as sibbandi 2 3 0 
Jasti wasul 2 5 0 
Baki for Tipu's amil 6 0 0 

56 8 0 
, 

21. The 6 pagodas are the estimated 
value of a bullock given as a compensa
tionor hath [?] money for harbouring 
a thief who stole grain belonging to the 
Goud. It was the brother of the Goud 
who debauched his sister. 

22. Taken for Tipu's Sarkar and 
never paid for. But the Goud, having 
madE! several tafriks for answering such 
exigencies, ordered that he pay two 
pagodas eac4 to Venkata and Rama
lingam. ' 

23. The sawe al:! above. 

24. The fact proved and orders given 
for restitution at 2 pagodas each . 

25. The same all above. 

26. The same as above. 

27. The same as above., 
28. It appears more was taken on 

pretence of making up nadari as caprice 
or malice dictated without consulting 
the ryots concerned, as had been 
ordered. Orders given for, restitution 
and equivalent as penalty, one from the 
Goud and the other from the karnani. 

29. Venkata of Kalapathi states that 29. Lnckun Goud after many interro-
he lent Tuman .Goud 5 pagodas fifteen gations confessed that the amildar of 
years ago; that having frequently de- Dharmapuri, in consequence of such an 
manded payment, Tuman Goud and occurrence said to have been happened, 
others set upon him and beat him till ordered. (80uma samvotsir 1788) that. 
he swooned when t~y plundered him of Tuman Goud- should pay Venkata 38 
money and effects, to the amount of pagodas and that he went security for 
30 pagodas; that he complained to Tipu's him. But that the amildar of Krishna
amildar who ordered IQ pagodas in lieu ,giri being complained to~. took his 
of 0 and ;) more jarimana to be given, security bond from, Venkata and ordered 
that he has received back part of the, that Tuman Goud should pay him only 
things he lost but nothing else .. that ' th~ O.figinal 0 and 5 more as interest 
Tuman Goug has taken refuge_ at which, allowing fo.r the probability 
Dharmapuri and that his zamin Luckun of Venkata's never having 'suffered_ so 
Goud is in the guard. mu~h. as he affirms, may be· a fair 

deCISll;>n. 'Venkata. cameartd com .. 
plained to rna that Venkata Goud, 
Luckun's son, maltreated him for 
demanding his just debt and his show-

, ing. marks of. violence indu'cedni6 to 
order him and Luckun "to be bro'ught to 
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Dl8 prisoners. Btit by Venkata Goud's 
account Venkata beat him twice until 
he fainted. He says he Clin prove that 
but he owns the having four wHnesses 
and Venkata says he can prove that he 
was beat by him. It appears endless 
to search the truth in this matter; it is 

. only resolved therefore that Tuman 
Goud be obliged.. to pay the 10 pagodas 
to V l:lDkata as decreed by the Krishna
giri Tahsildar and that Luckun Goud 
be freed from aU obligation in the bnsi
ness as bondsman and Mr. Munro send 
fo!, Tuman Goud and require him to 
clear off the debt according to his 
circumstances. . 

30. Seshaiya and Kukat Gounda 30. Changa Goud acknowledges the· 
state that Changa GO\ld having rented justness of Seshaiya's demand and 
BaiI'palli of the Sarkar for 203 sivai engages to pat it, but desires credit 
sibbandi, they took a field for 19 and for the loss he sustained by the taking 
afterwards agreed io collect the whole from him the kandachar zemin after 
of the other chillers .. It was rented as· his grant of the villag~ was given him 
follows :-which appears to have been an unfair 

. Seshaiya ... 1 ~ .0 0 transaction. Resolved that shall be 
Kukat Gounda 36 0 (\ decided on by Mr. Graham.· He 
Pachai 11 0 0 reckons that loss 37 pagodas 5 fanams 
Kunji Gounda 14 0 '0 which is promised to him if his due 
Muthaiya 5 7 0 can be taken out of .his penalties to be 
Vairji 11 7 0 paid the kachheriwallas. 
Kandachar rented 

among the chillers. 
Pujari. • .. 
KaHan Kallani 
Changa Lakshmiya ... 
Mulliya . 
Pachai 
Toti ... 
Parachi 

Deduct of 2 of Kanda
char,· it being rented 
separatElly to wet 
renters Ram Naick 
and Sanda Naick 
who have all the 
kandachar zemin in . 

74 4 0 
10 '0 0 
2 3 H 
698 
2 40 
080 
220 

21 0 0 ----
217 5 0 

the taluk ... 49 6 0 

167 9 0 

Nuksan, which Sesh-
aiya having paid, 
claims of Changa 
Goud34 8 0 

202 '1 0 
. . 

He further complains that having 
required to furnish 2 khandies of grain 

c 
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he lost 6 croes or 9 fanams, and 8 
fmams he gave for ragi on acconnt of 
the Goud also 8 fanams for paddy 
besides 3 fanams in money-

N uksan • 22 0 . 8 
Gram loss 0 9 8 
Ragi ... 08 0 
Paddy seed 0 8 0 
Cash ... () 3 0 
Sheep 0 4 0 

'Total demand on th~ Goud. 25 3. 0 

31. Sanji of Tippanurstates that 
having pawned a gold chain worth'lO 
fanams for 4 and impossible to receive 
it, she complained to Changa. Goud who 
thereon sent and seized two saries in 
ibe house of the broker who is 8. 
'weaver and gave her nothing. She still 
wants ber chain and ,the weaver his 
saries. 

32. Perma complains that Changa 
Goud took a mare from him and gave 
her away to some singers. The.bound 
()f a yatum, a ~nsal (rice-beater) _ and 
that Permapullal of Jankurpatti took 
8 khandies of bajra from him. He says 
the Pullai accuses him falsely of taking 

• 50 heads of cattle away from his 
village. 

33. Yellappa of Kurampatti com
plains that Viranna, Manigar, took away 
50· heads of cattle and 30 khandies of 
grain and that B8.na Goud took away 
13 more belonging to him. 

34 .. Mangalai Gounda states that 
Changa Goud exacted 15 pagodas from 
bim on pretence that he lost some 
papers belonging to him. . 

35. Varada Pullai had taken from 
him by Changa Goud as'follows:-

Sheep ... ... 0 8 0 
Pungalli 0 4 0 
Ghee .... 0 2 0 
Gur ••• () 2 0 
Rysgar 0 2 0 
Kandachar 5 0 0 
Dharam kharch 2 9 8 
Tahsildar 3 7 8 
Dancing girls ..• 1 2 8 
Darbar kbarch ••• 3 8 0 

18 4 0 

36. Sukaball complains that he 
-engaged to pay 11 pagodalLfor a fann 
and that 13 have been exacted from 
lrim. 

31. The' weaver must give her back 
the chain and he is not present. .i 

. 32. Changa engages to restore th~ 
man [mare ill if the claimant will swear 
that. he did riot buy and pay for it. 
Agam be engages to swear 'he did not 
(do) so, on promise .Of being excused 
the payment of the amount and to 
restore- his musal. Given Perma an 
order to Lakshmana Row on the affair 
of. the bajra. 

33. Desired that Mr. Graham will 
enquire into this matter, the . witnesses 
being at Cauveripatam. . 

34. Ma.de him pay it. back. 

35. Aoknowledged and to be paid 
back [with] penalty. 

86. Han compromised of their own 
accord. 
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On enquiry it appears that the 
Wuttawalas got the pattas dah by dahee 
made out in their Gouds' names but 
kept the management in thei·r own 

. hands, thereby gaining the difference of 
the rent for Paridhavi and for Kilaka 
or 25 per cent, etc. 

37. Sundaraiya Mallsanket stat~s 
that his patta is for 50 pagodas, that 
the Tahsildar has taken 5l jasti wasul
in P~ridhavi~ besides which 12 for, 
Virodllikrit in place of 8. 'l.'o£al jasti 9 
excepting sibbandi. 

37. Proved by the Serishtadar to be-" 
mis-stated and that he owes for 4 months 
of Pramadicha in Wllich 3 ps.- he has 
paid more than his rent to the, lsi. 
Chitrai. 

38. Ranga complains that he put 4' '38. Changa Goud acknowledges. that 
khandies of bajra into one cove and in he took up 2 khandies for which he was. 
another 5 khandies' of bajra with one credited by, Tipu's Sarkar 2 pagodas, 
khandy of rice, that Changa Goudtook but denies he took more; agreed to pay
up the former and Nelra the-latter. the other 2 if the toti says he took them. 

39. Appaji reports that Palliapatti, a 
village in the Cauveripatam district, has 
been under-rated, being given rented 
for 170 and being worth 400 which he 
offers for it. 

Complainant •• 

To Varada GOlJd 
,Gaori Good ... 
Chinnapollaf Goud 
Raghavaohari ... 
Kutti Good 
Kulla 
Ponagur ... 
Karivanda Muppa 
Chinnappe 
Nanja Asari 

,Ramallngao: .•• ~ 
\. Venkllota '.. , ... 
" Chinnapolllloi Goud 
.. Varl/odllo ... 
" Vaili Goud 
" Kull Chetty 
" Marudaribibllot 

. .. Beshaira :' 
.. Ranga Goud 
.. Perma Goud 

ii' 

1 h., ~ 

GtllM'i Y,llagG to J7O!l 

ITo the Sarkar ... 
" Govind Hood ... 
t' Peria VairoR, .and 4~ khandies of gnr 
to Andanry ... 
,,' Peria Vairohi 
.. Peria Vairohi ... 

Vail GOud to J74V' ' •• 

:rc. Yellappa ... 

Given order to Mr. Graham to send for
him and NeIra .• 

39. Given a note tQ Mr. Graham on 
the BU bject. 

Total 

Total 

I Retributiou. I Penaltie •• 

18 1 8 18 1 8 
11 6 II 11 6 18 

8 a 10 3 110 
019 0 1 9 0 
4. 8 0 ... 
2 7 8 2 7 8 
7 2 0 7 2 0 
2 4 0 2 4 0 

III II 1 III 9 1 
2 4 0 J 4 0 
1I 4. 0 
2 4 0 
2 4 0 
4 8 0 
II 4 0 

43 2 0 
... -. 8 9 0 

20 80 
2 4 0 
3 6 0 ----------

161 10 0 92 4. 0 
15110 0 ---------
244. 4 0 

---------,. 

.. ·1 ... 10 0 0 
140 
600 
120 
8 .• 1 8 

5' ()" 0 
. . 

J 4 0 

-----I-----! 
21 7 8 640 

III 7 8 
---··--1------

'281 8 

Ii Ii 0 . .. 
--.- .. ---.. ~-----~-------'------'---



Complainant.. -

To KnlaGond 
.. Gonnd Goud 

To Andallry 

To Ranga Goud 

To the Sarkar 
.. Aruaiya .•• 
;, Changa Goud 
.. WuJla Goud 
.. GouriGoud 

Nu ..... "g .. ' to JIA!I -

hM.II .... iaA to ,.11 

T .. hrildar to ,..11 

" Veranna, !It:anigar 
.. Pijn;' Manlgar 
.. Kempi Gond 

JUSTICE 

Total 

Total 

I Betriblltion8·1 Penalties. 

20 0 0 
_16 0 0 

86 0 0 

81 -0 0 

35 0 _.0 

36 0 0 

.•• _ 8 9 0 ~ ••• ------,------
11 4 8 
20 ,0 0 
84 6 0 

••• 7 2 0 
31 2 0 

20 0 0 
13 4 8 

::: I 19 2 0 

... - 28 0 0 .•. 

\-17368 -3848 
, •. 178 6 8 

... ! -:::--:--~10 

Total. ailthe Gun. gauries or penalties. 

Cbauga Goud ••• 
Gauri Yellaga ... 
Tahsildar 

Letter-From Captain ALBXAlilDBB _RUD. 

92 4 0 
6 .. 0 

83 • 8 

Total 132 2 8 

To-Captain GBABAII. 
Datea-(lO'milel! east of Tirnppattur) the 23rd August 1793. 

The foregoing are the Bums the Wut Gouds or head farmers, etc .• are to 
refUnd as extortions and penalties imposed on their tenants. These are but a 
small proportion, I am persuaded, of wha.t they have collected, but all that I could 
ascertain by the help of the complainants that came with my man Subba Rao 
and they may serve as -a clue to the rest. It would not take many days pernaps 
to take the kham wasul of the whole district. If there be time it would [be] wOI:th 
while. and the prospect of payment might induce all that have been oppressed te 
come forward. I wish with that view you may be able to payoff all who have 
come Jtere to complain. It would be encouragement for them to come aaain 
when injured and others to follow their example. Collect too if you canOthe 
penalty that I may answer expectations here., Every stimulus we can give to 
procure information, the better. That and the example of our own disinterested
ness may contribute to maki~g the people «:ntertair;t some ~otions of honesty. I 
send off the Gouds and Tahsildar to you thIS evemng. CIrcumstances requiring 
my presence .at .Tiruppattur to-morrow, I have resolve? to le!,,~e this .unheal~hy 
part of the dlstnct for a few days and proceed to Krlshnagl1'l. It IS pOSSIble 
however that I shall only go there th~ 25th and come away again the day after. 
Where will you be that day and the next? Going round Yellagiri I shall come 
upon Vaniyambadi· and think of suneying that district next on account of the 
many abuses prevailing wherever there are zemindars; I wish you to be in 
rAadinesB to go on with that I may be at leisure to prosecute my other enquiries. 
Indeed the winding up all matters to complete the settlement of this district will 
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Tequire a fortnight of my time and N arayanappa's; for I propose that inducing the
theory into a simple practice shall be the subject of my next report. I have 1 & 
more villages to measure which will take as many days. I.wjsh all your tempo
rary settlements were made.' Captain Macleod's are done and I have received 
~ll the viilage statements already of all his districts,-but one, very complete. 

3. 
PARTICULARS OF AN INVESTIGATION OF THE OONDUOT. OF SUJlBA RAO, TA.HSILDAR OF" 

K\,-LLAVI, IN CONSEQUENCE OF OERTAIN OHARGES EXHIBITEI! AGAINST HIM BY 

VENKATA. RAo, LATE SHAIKDAR OF MUTTUR, B.lRAIlAHAL, AUGUST 1794-KALLAVI. 

Oharge 1. 

Anandur Varada Goud gave the Tah~ Varada Goud denies the charge and 
Bildar a bribe of 20 star pagodas in gives in a muohalka accordingly. 
fasli 1202. . 

The informer Venkata Rao produces 
the following evidence in support of 
this charge. 

Venkatarama of Gottikulam deposes 
that he heard Anandur Rama declare 
to Annamalai and Arunachalam of the 
said village that he ·saw Varada Goud 
pay the 100 rupees and that upon 
their expressing their doubts of the 
truth of the allegation, he offered to put 
his hand into a pot of hot ghee to 
substantiate it. Annamalai and Aruna-
chalam maKe the same declaration and 
add that they desired the above evidence 
and another person then present to re
member his words _.this person's name 
is Venkatachalam. . 

The karnam of the vil13ge says he has.. 
no knowledge of the affair and gives in 
a muchalka accordingly. 
. Venkatachalam at first denied having 
heard the words said to have been spoken 
by Anandur Rama, and offered to swear
to it before the pagoda, but on being 
ordered to proceed for that purpose he· 
hesitated and told the following parti
culars: that on his being summoned to
the kachheri at Kallalj he was accosted ( 
by Varada Goud's sou who made him 
swear that-he would not inform against 
his fatherj that on consulting with his. 
wife, she said" We have already lost a 
child, will you by taking a. false oath en
danger the life of the other P Go and 
teU the truth 'i he then said that his wife
who frequently, went to Yarada Goud's 
house declared to him in confidence that 
she saw Varada Goud- pay into the 

. Tahsildar's hands, under the tamarind 
trees at Balaytota, 100 ropees, and he 
confesses that he heard Anandur Rama. 
make use of the words mentioned in the 
charge. 

Anandur Barna denies having posi
tively said that Yarada Goud paid the-

. money, he. only mentioned that the 
transaction was spoken of throughout 
the country and 'that it also reached his 
ears 

Venkatachalam's wife says she had 
the information from her husband. 

Notwithstanding the proofs adduced 
by the prosecutor, the witnesses differ 
so much in their depositions that they 
seem insufficient to substantiate the
charge i'n toto, Varada Goud and Anna
malai have long been on inimical terms. 
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Oharge 2. 
Kulla Muppa Shanar paid the Tahsil-

dar 5 star pagodas as a bribe. , 
Kulla Muppa on being first qoestioned 

respecting the transactioJ). said that the 
5 pagodas were lent but not given as a 
bribe, but having received a few stripes 
for prevarication he acknowledged that 
the money was forced from him by the 
Tahsildar who confined and flogged h~m 

. and did not release him till. he gave 
, seourity for the payment of b pagodas, a 

sum which he demanded because he 
presumed to enjoy a tarban inam not 
included in the Sarkar inam zab, as trust 
money for liis being permitted to hold , 
it. 

Oharge 3. 

Gummiya of Tatanampatti pa;id the 
Tahsi1dar 5 star pagodas 8S a bribe. 

Gummiya says he gave the Tahsildar 
2 pagodas only on account of a marriage 
in his family, which money was returned 
to him about a month ago f of this he 
made oath before the pagoda. 

Oharge 4. 

Chinnappah of Hennagiri paid the 
Tahsildar 3 star pagodas. 

Chinnappah coo£essess to 2 pagodas 
fo~ the marriage and says that the 
ruoney was paid back to him; to this he 
swears. 

Oharge 5. 

Chinniah, karnam of M urtanga.l, paid The karnam demes, gives in a 
to the Tahsildar (in) Pal'idhavi a jasti· muchalka and offers to'swear; '1 ryots 
wasbl of 10 pagodaa and a'similar sum of the said village also deny the charge 
in Pramadicha. Zemindar Pattabaiya' and, were sworn acoordingly. 
being caned upon says that he heard the Proof wanted. 
ryots of.Murtangal ga.ve the Tahsildar a 
jasti wasill of 8 pagodas by the hands 
of kamam Chinniah. 

Oharge 6.-

Ember\UDan Chetty paid 10 chalr- . The Chetty having died since this 
J,'ams. oharge was given in, the son Knppa 

Chetty denies having any knowledge of 
tha oircumstance; he adds that' the 

. Tahsildal' bought a bullock the price of 
which was fixed at 5 pagodas and that 
he has only received ~ pagodas-,s worn. 

Oharge 7. 

Bhima Mnppa. gave 2 pagodas.' Confessed hA gave it on aocount of thEt 
ma'·~iage. in the Tahsildar's family and 
reoelved It back a month ago. .. ..... 

Oharge 8.' 

,Kurkambatti Karnam Varadaiyah 
paid the Tahsildar :> pagoda,S. 

6 

Denied, a 
wanted. 

mnchalka taken, proof 
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• 
Gharge 9. 

Shanar Yerdagutti Muppa of Anandur 
'Paid 5 pagodas. 

AcknowlAdg1'd the money was extort
ed from hil:D as a bribe for making 
jauri a tarban inam of 5 pagodas a year; 
he has repaid the money a mo:nth ago. 

Oharge 10. 

'.' 'Shiddhi, a washer woman of Anandur, She says that her son.having c~rried 
Paid 2 pagodas. off the daughter of a shanar, the cast 

\ paid her 2 pagodas which she was repaid 
t,wo months ago. She paid the money 

. to Annamalai Goud but cannot say to . 
'when he gave it. 

Annamalai being questioned says that 
he gave the money ahout ] 2 months ago 
to the Tahsildar and-that it was repaid 
a month back through Dasi Muppa. 

Oharge 11. 

Nachipatti Peria Gaud and karnam 
Bubbaiya paid 7 pagodas. 

Peria Goud says he paid only two. ' 
pagodas at the marriage which was 
reoeived back a month ago. 

Subbaiya, ka'rnam, says that the Goud 
paid 2 pagodas to an Irliwarand Dhair 
of the same village 1 pagoda each, that 
Titamali Goud of Kilakuppam gave ( 
6 pagodas which were repaid a month 
and a.half ago, this came to chis know
ledge by the Goud's having a.sked him to 
write a receipt for that sum. 

Oharge 12. 

The Tahsildar appropriated to himself 
the 5 per cant for sibbandi authorized 
to be collected in Paridhavi and p~id 
the peons by ,an additional assessment 
on the ryots. . 

- This. charge is fully 'proved. The 
amount of this extra collection in the 
Kallavi .distriot. 1 See No. as given in 
by the Karkoon was chackrams 27-1-14 
exolusive of Anandur taraf, the Goud of 
which it appears has borne the expense
of collection both in Paridhaviand 
Pramadioha. 

SanyaRpet distriot as recei'l[ed by the 
karnams No. C pagodas 13-4-8. M~t.· 
tnr district as per account of Shaikdar 
No. 17-5-58._ ' 

Oharg813. 

Venkata Rao, Karnam of Kotamand&:
halli, paid the Tahsildar star pagodas 8. 

The karnam demes having given the 
Tahsildar anything but a prp.sent of a 
turban and cloth at a marriage in his 
family and that he has received a similar 
present iD return. . 
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Oharge 14. 
PulHandi Pill ai, Papa Reddi, Girva

dambattj Perma Goud and Wegambatti 
Wobi N aick gave the Tahsildar 3 khan
dies of grain, eto.,valued at 7 pagodas; 

Venkata Rao, late Shaikdar of M nttuJ', 
says that the three persons mentioned 
in the charge, etc." servants from a 
wartak 3 khandies of grain for the 
Tahsildar the price of which was settled 
at 7 pagodas, that the money was not 
paiCl by them .during that year-that in 
Pramadicba they gave the Tabsildar 
5 pagodas- for his marriage and that they 
tafriked the 12 pagodas upon the 
inhabitants. 

Oharge 15. 

. Gavega, shepherd, paid the Tahsildar, 
·ont of the cash he received from the 
Sarkar for the cattle plundered by 
Narappet Timma Nair, 30 cback,s. 

Gavega at 'wst denied the ,charge 'and 
gave in a muchalka to that effect; on 
being desired to touch the reed, he 
hesitated, and on being threatened with 
the ]a8h. he confessed that in conse
quence of an application on tbe 'Part of 
the Tahsildar he sent him 10 pagodas 
which were returned about a month 
ago. 

Oharge 16. 

Balaytota, Naoja Goud and Chinna 
Goud paid the ,'l'ahsildar 8 star pagodas. 

They say that having gone to Utan
karai to pay their kists, the 'fahsildar 
asked them for a present on account of ~ 
marriage in his family, that they offered 
3 pagodas' between them which having 
'been rejected and 5 or 6 pagoda8&' 
demauded they woold not consent and 
therefore paid nothing. 

Oharge17. 

Chevalamhatti Nada Goud, Nagam
batti Vainga Goud, Madurapalli N agappa 

,Naick, Nallappanayagambatti· Papa 
, Reddi and Vaidapatti Linga Reddi,gave 
the Tahsildar among, them a present of 
'15 pagodas. 

• . This charge has not been substantiated 
by the confession of the parties concern
ed, but it is fair to presume that ·there 
has been a pretty general contri~ution 
on the part of the farmers ,tow~rds 
defraying the expense of a "marriage .in 
the Tahsildar's family. 

Oharge18. • 
. Vaithiyamuppa, renter of palmira Proof is wanting to this charge,' but 
,trees, paid the Tabsildar a bribe of "where a similar transaction is 'folly 
: 6 pagodas. proved in one instance, suspicion must 

attach itself to tbi,s ; it is olear that the 
Tahsildar . has been in the practice of 
exacting bribes from renters of palmiras 
and others as hush-money to let them 
enjoy inams towhioh,they had no right. 
whereas it was his duty to have dis
covered and punished such attempt to 
deferred (defraud ?) revenue. ' ' \ 

6-... 
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Oharge19. 
Wobi Naiok of Mugamblltti, Lakshmi 

Naick of Nagambatti and Biidha of the 
said village, paid on account of their 
mams 4 pagodas to the Tahsildar which 
monflY he did not bring to acoount. 

The Shaikdar of Muttur produced the 
account; says. the money was received 
by him in his capacity of Deputy to the 
Tahsildar, that he remitted it to him and 
that he did not bring it to account at the 
time when the-': charges against him 
were given in. 

Oha'fge 20. 

'Th~ Tahsildar received from one 
Makkorai Goud, for making jauri a lot of 
paddy ground of 100 guntas attaohed 
to the village of Atti pala, 5 pagodas and, 
the same sum from one Gldda for a 
similar indulgence. 

Makk~rai Goud .was by mistake not 
sum~oned -to make good this charge 
and It appears upon enquiry that the 
other person Gidda is dead j but Manigar 
Muthu Chinnia of Muttur having been 
questioned as to his knowledge of the 
transaction says that the Tahsildar did 
receive the money, but that upon the 
village renter's claiming the ground as his 
rights and threatening to inform the 
Sarkar, the cash was repaid by an order 
upon the shroff. 

Oharge 21. 

Venkata Rao, late ShaikdarofMuttur, 
reoeived an order from the Tahsildar 
to make up to the shepherd Gavega by 
a tafrik in the ryots and loss of 14 
chackrsms and 6 fanams said to have 
heEm sustained by him on . the price 
reoeived for sheep sent to Krishnagiri. 

. The Shaikdar produced the order No., 
in the Tahsildar's own handwriting j and 
in consequence, collected the money 
which he paidto Gavega; he adds,althonO'h 
he is not in possession of the documents, 
that a similar tafrik took place. in the C' 

KaHavi and Muttur talnks. 

Oftarge 22. 

The ryots of Muttur, eto., taluks 
were tafriked by order of the Tahsildar 
for an alleged balanoe of 50 pagodas 

,outstanding in Virodhikrit. . 

. The Tahsildar obtained "in Paridhavi 
an order from. the Zemindars on the 
Sowcar Surappa Chetty, for 50 pagodas 
on his own account; this money was 
repaid by a tafrik on the ryots. 

The Shaikdar Venkata Rao produced 
the order (No.5) in consequence of 
which he collected the money, though the 
ryots murmured at the injustice of it~ 

Venkata Rao (Shaikdar) shows the 
order sent to him and says that the 
amount of the collection in his taluk 
(Muttur) was 21-2-8 chackrams. 

• Oharge 24 • 

A letter was reoeived from the Tahsil
<dar by the Shaikdar of MuUur, inform
ing him that. he. understood that 
Mani!!al.". Muthu Chinnia, renter of the 
ousto~s of Mnttur taluk, in Pal'idbavi 
had exacted 281 gold fanams instead of 
the mamul tirva 1 fanam per head for 
1 500 bullock-load of supari j he desired 
the Shaikdar to mention to the said 
Muthu Cbinnia that he would inform 
the Sarkar against him, upon which, 

The Shaikdar produced the letter. 
alluded to, in the Tahsildar's own hand
writing. Muthu Chinnia says that in 
consequence of the letter he immediately 
went to the Tahsildar at Utankarai and 
that on asking him his reason for writing 
such a letter, he rep1ied that it was in 
consequence of information he had 
received from a person who had come· 
irom Cauveripatam; he denies having 
given the 'fabsildar anything and asserts 



JOSTlO! 45 

according to the Shaikdar's account, the 
farmer of the customs being much 
alarmed went to the Tahsildar and gave 
him 25 chackrams to hold his tongue. 

t,ha.t 100 bullock-load only arrived at 
the time alluded to by the Tah!'lildar. 

It is very improba.ble that the war
tab would have given the Sayar farmer 
more than the mamnl tirva., but what 
could have been thn Tahsildar's motive 
for writing such a letter; -Venkata Rao, 
the Shaikdar, says that having shown 
the letter to Muthu Chinnia, he went 
immediately to the Tahsildar :tnd having 
been asked on his return how he had 
compromised the business he said that 
he ha.d thrown 20 pagodas into the 
Tahsildar's face. Proof wanted to suh .. 
stantiate this charge. ' 

04arge 25. 

The number of Tahsililar's -peons for 
~ol1ections in the Kallavi Tahsildari is 
12. The Serishtadar has permitted the 
pay of one peon for 12 months. 

,Both Tahsildar and Serishtadar are 
at Krishnagiri; if . the' charge be well 
founded the former must have connived 
at the transaction. 

Wltere delinquency is proved against 
a 'rahsildar, the Serishtadar, who from 
the nature of his appointment and the 
tenor of his instruction ought to check 
instead of countenancing theoppres
sions of the other, is equally gnilty 
with him. • 

Adr/itional evidence. 

Oharge 26. 

Ariputra Chetty of Muttui" deposes 
-that having gone to Wuddapatti to ask 
for 2 pagodas he had lent to, a wartak, 
-the latter told him that he had given 
four months ago on account of the 
Tahsildar 3 khan dies of grain for which 
'he had not yet received the money 
back, that Puliandipatti Kuppa Reddi 
-told him that he paid 1 pagoda as 
his share of the tafrik on account of the 
above gr~in.-

Agam Perma Chatty told Mulappa of 
'Muttur the night before last- that he 
heard the ryots of PuliaudipattLsay that 
they paid tbe Tahsildal' a jasti wasul of 
16 pagodas and those of Balayatota 6 
:pagodas . .. 

Although hearsay evidence may giv~ 
strength to presumptiveproof,yet, in a 
cause where equity is to decide, she 
will be cautious how it appears in J:J.er 
records; perhaps, had time admitted, 
positive evide:nce by summoning .the 
pa~ies might have been 'obtained, but 
the institutor of this investigation 
having been sent upon another service, 
he now gives it as his opinion that thia 
charge has not been substantiated. . 

Oharge 27. 

Ariputra Chetty says that he was sent 
,oy the Muttur Shaikdar with publi~ 
:money by t,he Tahsildarat Utankaral, 
·that the latter said to him "the shep
herd Gavega has received a great deal of 
mouey from the Sarkar, tell him ~n your 
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return that I must have 40 chackrams 
of it," that he accordingly carried the 
Tahsildar's necessary to Gavega but 
that he does not know how much money 
he gave in consequence. 

Oharge 28, 

The above' evidence Ariputra Ohetty Here again indirect eVldeonf) 1.8. 
says that he went to Girmadampatti adduced. 
Perma Goud who told him that the 
Balayatota taraf paid the Tahsildar in 
Parid\lavi jasti wasul of 10 pagodas 00 

account of a marriage and that the 
Kormadipatti taraf paid him a similar 
sum on the same occasion. ' 
, The Tahsildar of Kalla;vi, ~uttur.~nd Si,bgarappet, being desired to exculpate· 

himself from the charges given 10 agamst. him by Venkata Rao, late Shaikdar of. 
Muttur, answers as follows. . 

1'0 the 2nd charge. 

He says that Kulla Mnppa is a friend of Annamalai..Goud between whom and' 
the defendant feud bas subsisted for then three years-that he bas been for
sometime in the practice of paying money to, and receiving it froni, Kulla Muppa. 
'as a swear, and that, he has taken advantage of some transaction of this kind to
asperse bis character; that as to the ta~ban inamthe Shanars in general enjoy soch 
by prescriptions though they are not included in the Sarkar Inam zabita. and' 
that his reason for not. informing the Sarkar was from an idea tbat'it was. 
already acquainted with it. 

To the 3,'d charge an~ the others. 

. Respecting the money paid by the patels on account of the marriage in hia 
family, he replie~ that, there being no sowcars in his taluk, they were the only 
·people·w~o'COul~.·supplib~s wants, ~hat when he ~ad money of ~is own he assisted 
them in complet1Og thelr different knits and that In return· he always found them 
ready to contribute to his necessitie.s bl pecn':liary lands [loans P] which he made-
on the same terms as he gave them-without mterest. . . 

'1'0 the 6th charge. 

I He replies that Gurwa, the arrack renter of the Baramahal, came to him at. 
.Kallavi and told him that he wished to pnrchase a bnllock, that he (the def~nd. 
ant) acoordingly struck a barg-ainwith Emberuman Ohattyfor one and fixed the. 
prioe at5 pagodas, that the said·Gurwa had only 2 pagodas ready money by him. 
whioh he paid to the Ohetty, the defendant giving security for the remainder
which, should the other not paj, he is of course responsible for the amount. 

To the 9th charge. 

He teplies that Yerdagutti Muppa and Kulla Muppa being jointly concerned, 
in a ta~ban he lent 'them 10 pagodas to assist them in paying their kists and th~.t. 
he neither confined tbeir persons nor proceeded to any, violence with them. 

To the ] 2th cha,rge.· .. 

He says that the tafrik on the ryots for the sibbandi expense in Paridhavi,was 
the work of patels who had in eaoh taraf a peon who ma,de the oollections froIn 
the different chiller ryots to save themselves the tronble of going to eachi;tI 
person, and that the peons allowed hiro by the Sarkar were always sent to the' 
patel, that this wa..~· a motile of internal m~nagement which he permitted hecause
the .patels always complai:Q.ed of much time being lost and much tr~u~le incllfred 

c 
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in visiting the different ryots; on being asked how.he came to countena~celsuoh 
a tafrik on the poor farmers, he replies that the patels gave him amuchalka 
binding themselves to be solely at the expense and not to burden the inferior 
ryots with any part of it. 

To the 15th. charge. 
He positive1y denieR. 

To the 19th ch.arge. 
He does the Rame 

To the 20th charge. 

He says Makkorai Goud'R inam is jauri' and included in the zabita as is Gidda's ; 
()n reference to the dafters, he is right. ' 

To the 21st cha1·ge. 

" Htl says t,hat a party of sepoys from Krishmlgiri came to Muttur for sheep for 
the garrison and took what they wanted· from Gavega's murda alone, that the price 
()f sheep at.that time was 6 per pagoda; that Gavega representing the great lOBS 
be had sustained both from the cheap rate at which he was obliged to give his 
(sbeep) and the lease .coin (cantary fanams) he receivAd for them; it was deter;.. 
mined to make it up by obliging the other [ • . • ] to send a certain number 
to his proportion to their flocks, but tha~ the ryots complaining of the difficulty 
they had in' procuring sheep, the Tahsildar sent an order to the Shaikdar to take 

. money in lieu of sheep at the rate of 3! per' pagoda. 

To the 22lid charge, 

_ He replies that t,wo kists of the Virodhikrit bala~ce had been collected from. 
the inhabitants, that his having doubts of the 3rd mts being paid at the period of: 
instalment from the difficulty of collecting the preceding ones, he applied to the 

ezemindars who gave an order on NarappaChetty for 200 pagodas and that, in 
C20nsequence of the said N arappa Coetty's dunning him for· t1.e money, he. sent 

. orders to cO,llect ~t from such ryots as had not paid their balance .. 

• To the 23rd charge • 

This ougntto have been included in the preceding one 'and fohns a part of 
200 pagodas for which the zemindars gave a tamassuk on ~he sowcar. 

_ To the ,24th. charge. 

_. . He replies that' h'e was deceived by a person who, appearing from ,his dost to 
be of some consequence from Balaghat, told him that the farmer of the CDstOJJig' 
at Muttur had broken a cowIe he had giv-en fo1' some hundred bullock loads of~ 
IJUpari,that making a plea of a want of money for present expense he gave him' 
4 or :; rupees, that on the farmer of the customs coming to him, in consequence 
-of the letter written to the Shaikdar, he found that he' had been imposed on and' 
tha.t on enquiry the imposter was not to be found, that he understood he had. 
played the same. trick at Cauveripaiam. 

BaUIA.B:AL, 'J 
: lBt September ,1794. 

J. G: -GRAHAM, 
Assistant Oollector .. 
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4. 
l JjjNQUIRY INTO TRW CONDUC'r OF] 

ApPAll RAO,. 'fAHSILDAH OF RAYAKo'rAR~ 

1st charge. 
On the 14th July he was directed by 

Mr. Graham to inform the inhabitants 
(that)thelr villages would be continued to 
them on the same terms as last year-to 
ascertain who would not be able to pay 
it and to send the darkhastnamiis of all 
the p~tels or mustajirs. In September 
and October he received similar instruc
tions. He ought, on receiving sllch 
instructions, to have visittld every village 
whose mustajir refused his village on 
those terms and to have investigated 
their produce by the appearance of their 
lands and their karnams' accounts, but 
all he did was to take the declarations 
of the karnams alone as proof of their 
inability. On my going to Rayakotah, 
40 villagers having complained their 
affairs were' not inquired into by the 
karnams as per No. 1 by comparing the 
Sarkar's tirva with the ryot's tirva and 
waram which gaTe the loss or gain in 

Remarks. 

Statement of the Jamaand Huta'/Jalli 
of the whole taluk. 

1203. 1203. 1~ 

. Bent. I Prodooe. Bent., Produce. Bent. \ Produce: 

... I \7.860 J ',675. \7.021 I 7.568 

Difference or los8 284 or profit 562: 
which arise to the Mustajirs. 

\ Bent I Produce. I Bent. I Produce. 

. Sa),ar ... \ 630 I 7171 400 I 

] 203 and 1204 and still holdiI.lg out, a few 
mutasaddis were sent into the talnk 
(to) enquire into the state of the villages 
of the Kuris, according to· No.2, when 
20 of the 40 agreed to the settlement of 
1203. Of the thirty souninquired into, 
10 were found to be nadar in place of 
40, the nnmber reported to be so by the 
Tahsildar, exclusive of Marinda.halli in 
which no alteration could be made as Mr. 
Granam had given it away in rent to 
Tipu. The consequence to the Sarkar 
is that the Tahsildar's settlement was 
6,697 and the r)'ots agreed to 7,20 l the 
difference Of which is 323 chackrams as 
per No. a •. In like manner I was -satis
fied with the answer given him by the 
karnaru of Mariudahalli who told him 
that hobli would only yield 900 chack
rams which was outbid by Tippaiya who 
offered 1,132 which is 232 more. As in 
the rest of the taInk, mutasaddis were 
sent thither after' my . arrival who 
enquired into its affairs as p.xhibited in 
No.2. By their enquil'ies, its produce 
this year is 1,3~6, and last tyear) it was' . 
1,Ur,4 which gives a differellce o! 16 only 
&!3 per No.4. 'l'he rlifference between 
this an~he former karnam's darkhast 
is 436 .. l.'he produce of the gardens he 
was at n pains-.in.ascer.taining and only 

511 

Difference or profitS7-I15. 
..Allowing 10 per cent to 
Yostajirs npon the gross 
produce, the district ought 

_ to bring this year . • •• 
Deducting' do. - from the 

Sayar 
Add Mirchy, Eggara. and' 

Jangli erandy 

6,87~' 

47() 

'15, 

7,360', 
Actual assessment by Mr .. 

Graham ... ' 7,102: 

Under-rated 

Bronght forward ... 
Cap. Read's assessment 

258 

.. : 7,360'_ 
•.. 7,426 ----

66-
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invited candidates for renting them 
while he held them in amani. The only 
man he procured was Singalachari wh,o 
offered 380 cbS. for .the whole. He was 
outbid by Tippaiya who offered 430 and 
got them in grant. During my stay at 
Rayakotah their produce was ascertained 
by the karnam's accounts and questions 
of the gardeners as in No. 5 and 6. 
The difference between Tippaiya's offer 
and Achari's is 50. To that 50 

~d~e~Me ~6 
and the difference in the 

otherhoblis 323 
---

'1'otal d. 809 

which is the amount' of what the 
Sarkar may be said to h!l.ve sustained 
owing to the indolence or incapability of 
the 'l'an!lildar. 

IT pon the principle' of allowing tQe 
Mustajirs 10, per cent on the gross 
produce, the difference between Cap
tain nead's and J\Ir. Graham's assess
lllent, viz., 323. must be included in the 
Jamabandir 

Statemel1t of the rent and produce of 
the Marindahalli Hobli .. 

1202. 1203. 1204. 

Re~t. I Produce~ Rent. I Produoe. Rent./ Produce. 

1,114 I ... Il,4e9 r 1,352 /1,132 1 1,836 

Difference of ]OSS 77 or profit 204. 
. .Allowing the rE'nter 10 per cent upon 
tbe produce of ·1,204 this hobli shonld 
have been given for 1,203 chs. ;. conse
quently it has been given away for 171 
too little. . 

Statement of t4e rent and produce of 
the .50 gardens in Rayakotah district. 

1203. 

646-8 586-9-0 

. Difference 
Sibbandi ... 

430 

60 
40 

1204. 

505 

75 
40 

Loss ... 100 Profit 35 

2nd cha1'ge; 

Mr. Graham sent the Tahsildar. 48 
patties for the mustajirs, reported to be 
dissatisfied with the settlement of 1203, 
(on) the 14th December. It appears very 
probable that upon my arrival at Raya-
kotah on the 12th January not one had 
been given away to the farmers, and 
that he would have delayed it longer' 
had I not made some noise about it 
before I had made different matters the 
subject of my enquiry. About the 
22nd January when I entered upon that 
business he· had given away on]y half 
the number or 24 which included 
Tippaiya's 9 for MarindahaUi. 

List of· the patties. 
Ch •• 

Rayakotah hobli .. .. 4 for 1 34 
Yonagonohasballi 2-.300 
Helaga. do. 9-403 
Chinridr~lg do. 3--287 
.Burdenji do. 4- 54 
Marindahalli do.. 9-894. 
Sankavari 

_ Attymuttu 
Dandigound 
Garden's 
Bajihal 

do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 

........ 

7-4.18' 
7-·667 
1-16 
1-430 
1- 5 

48 for 1608 [3,608 ilJ 
By the above it appears that farmers 

in the Rayakotah district -are at an 
average about 35 pagodas rent .. 
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3rd chat·ga. 

. All the aIiaj zemin was h~ld in by the 
management by the farmers from the 

-beginning of the year or 1 Arry [Adi P] 
(five months) and the bagyat to the 1 
Kartikai (four months) in amani before 
the patties were rec>eived by the Tahsil
diir: to distribute. The gardens were 
granted to Tippaiya about the 1 Karti
kai or 10th November, that is, a; IDOJlth 
before the patties arrived-two months 
befor~ I arrived at Rayakotah-and a 
fortnight after that, it was found that 
the Tahsildar had withheld 25 of the 
50 from Tippaiya without the permission 
of Mr. G.raham or giving him intimation 
of it. By explanation it appears that 49 
of them were consigne~ 'to turn towards 
the end of Arpissi or beginning of K arti
kai but only the above 25 were wholly 
given over to hini, 24 being given in 
his name, though against his will, to 
Singalachari and 1 which is the. most 
productive being kept by the Tahsildar 
himself. 

Tippaiya says that he complained of 
this to Mr. Graham who promised him 
redress. 

~ 
~ ..... 
0 
al 

a) 
b.O = <:) ~ 

:= I:l 
'"d ~ al 

C 
0 ~ ... ... al al 
~ c:rl 1=4 

'rotal 50 gouden 505 43 19 
Granted by the 'rahsil-

dar to Singalachari e" 333 280 19 
It appear~ from the above that the 

rent of the farm given to Singalachari 
was in the· same proportion to the' 
produce al:l the rent of the whole was 
to the produce of the whole but 
both bringing the' farmer a profit 
~ingalachari gets what is due to Tippaiya 
were it not that the Tahsildar gave it 
away before Mr. Graham on which' 
account I did not remove him. 

41.k charge. 

Appy Naick, the Mustajir -of the 
Ballampalli hobli, and N unja Chetty, his 
gumastah" deserted their hobli and took 
with them 25 ploughs and ryots when 
indebted to the Sarkar 39 chackrams 
land rent and 88 takkavi as per No.7. 
Tippaiya having gone security for the 
land rent paid it·fol' the Naick. Had 
the receivers of takkavi and their 
securities both gone off, no person 
would have been responsible for the 
amount. But no security had been 
required, which was eq aally the omission 
uf the TalJsildar and the Serishtadar 
who, to exculpate themselves, determin-
gd to recover the amount at all events 
and did it as follows :-

Remarks. 
List of th~ persons among (whom) 

the takkavi of Ballampalli were distri-
buted. . . 

Advanced 1203~ 
To A ppy N aick 

" 
dQ. 

-

Advanced 1204. 
To Bittoka * •.• 
" Timma * 
'" Sannda - ... . 
" Venkata,., .. .. 
" Konari 
" Saunda * ... 
" Havili Naick* 
., Baundn * ... 
" Timma 
" Chinna Chiniya* ... 
" Mudda . 
" Munia * 

'-

55' 7 0 
'25 2 0 
80 9 0 

'120 
7.2 0 
360 
360 
7 2.0 
720 

'18 o· 0 
3. 6 0 
360 
3 6 O' 

14 4 0 
720 

81i 4 0 
167 3 0 

The Btllors are opposite -those who were reiliotivea of the 
mUltijir. . 
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1. They asserted that Subba, 
a ryot of BallampalIi, was 
indebted to N unja Chetty, the 
Nai{ k's gumastah two sums he 
had borrowed-one of 15 and 
one of 3 chs. .:. 18 

. 2. Tll~y, asserted that Muni 
Goud had received of the N aick 
as takkavi 

3. They asserted the same 
of Jangamaiya ryot ..... .:. 

4. They asserted that the 
toti of Hoshhalli has' gone 
security for one of the ryots~ 
he had run away and allowE'd 
him to carrY off his cattle 

6 

12 

o 0 

0 0 

5 0 

along with hi~ which had be~n 
given in his charge It1 0 0 

465 0 

These assertions' being made to Mr. 
Graham by the Serishtadar, Tahsildar 
and karnam of the hobli, the above four 

• persons were ordered to the Kachheri at 
Marindahalli where, denying the debts 
alleged and re~usirig to pay, they were 
oarried about with 0 the kachheri to 
Cauveripatam and Daulatabad where, 
wearied out with security and delay, 
they 'agreed to pay the amount and 
were in consequence permitted to sell· 
off their cattle to enable them to do it. 
Aftel' that the affair lay' dormant till I 
went to Rayakotah when they all came 
to me, represented their treatment aJ?d 
applied for redress. 

1. Subba made it appear that he had
borrowed only 15 chs. of Nanja 
Chett.y, a cow and two bullocks in 
discharge of the village. I paid him 
back 15 of the 18 that had bee!l extorted 
from him and reserved 3, his balance t.o 
the Chetty, as 0. deposit in part of what 
was due to the ::;arkar. 

t.1 Muni Goud and Jangamaiya both 
3.5 declared that they never received 

a cash of takkavi and offered to swear 
to the fact. All the ryots of the village 
were summoned and appeared as 
evidence in support of their assertion 
when thE' karnam of the village confes
sed thp truth. I thereupon ptLid them 
the money back Rs. 18-5-0. 

7-1.. 

Of the first sum advanced in 1203 
has been oollected of the ryots who had 
received Takkavi 19 4 0 

Of the. ryots whQ .had 
not receivel} takkavi. 

Qf t.he 'l'ahsil<lar 
And Serishtadar 

Of the second sum ad~ 
vanced In 1204, has 
been collected Qf ryots 
present 

Due from the ryots 
preflent .. 

Due from the ryots not 
. present 

Hence it appears that 
Appy Naick and his 
followers went away 
indebted to -the SarkaI'. 
Balances of advances in 

43 5 0 
90 0 
900 

80. 9 0 __ 0--

30 7 8 

10 8 0 

44 8 8 
------
~6 4 0 

-----

fasli 1203 43 5 0 
Balance of advanceqin 

fasli 1204 44 8 8 

Ad va-rices for' cultivation: 
. to be deducted this 

88 3 8 
--~ 

amount ~5 . 0 0 

Advances for cultivation: 
to· be deducted thi"i 
amount 18 0 0 
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4. The Toti affirmed that he went 
security for only five pagodas advanced 
to one -of the ryots and agreed to be a 
watch upon his cattle until it should 
be discharged, that having procured the 
amount he went with it to thekachheri, 
and that in the meautime the ryot went 
away and took all his cattle along with 
him. This being alleged by the ryots 
it appears that he had performed his 
engagements with the '~ahsildar,,~nd 
that the 8arkar had no cl:um upon hlm.
The karnam also confessing the fact, the 
ten pagodaA extorted from him Were 
returned. Ditto-This-10 0' 0 

. Total 435 [O?] 0 
for which and the other sums to 

Appy Naick &0-. (who have absconded) 
for 1204 remissions must be applied for 

viz. 44 8 8 

88 3 8 

5th charge. 
1. He has charged 'ir chakrams as 1. The Ssrishtadar says the Tah-

per No.8 for -repairs to the anicut sildar did payout of his hands all 
at Chandarapu:;am and the Oddars ack- the 71 chakrams to the karnam and 
nowledgethe having received only 4 the karnam says he paid it all to the 
chakrams. He has likewiAe charged oddars, which they disallow. That is c 

for 90 baums instead of 40 in that a business which demands further 
work. enquiry but this is certain that the 

2. He has likewise charged 5 chak
rams for clearing the MaUapuram 
cal wa while B of that sum were owing 
to the Oddars. 

money has been disbursed and that toe 
work is not equal'to the charge. 

2. The' Tahsildar h~d also paid all 
this money to the karnam and h,e has 
now engaged to pay the (balance ?). 

3. He charged 12 chs. for repairing 3. The Serishtadar was never ac-
the tank of Wasligandahalli while the quainted with this transaction. -'rhe 
ryot agreed to bear half the expense if Tahsildar says Mr. Graham gave him 
the Sarkar would defray the other half orders to require the ryot of this t9.nk to 

, :and while n'o otherryots in the district defray half of the expense. As the 
were required to do so. It is two or' propriety of it appears rather doubtful. 
three months since this ryot paid 3 an order has been given the ryot upon 
Khaildies of betel in discharge of this the person who brought the betel fOJ" 
demand. It was sold at the same time the amount. 
and the - amount has not been yet·, 
realized. 

4. He has charged revenue with 
10 chs. the full amount of repairing the 
Hielga watercourse while two of it were 
not disbursed, and have been owing to 
the ryots who performed the work six 
months ago according to the declaration 
of Venkataramiah, the village karnam. 

5. He collected sayar in July, August 
and September 156-3-11 as per Sayar 
karnam's accounts No.9 and bro'ught to 
the public account only 131-8":"8; 
embezzling 24-8-2. 

4. This '. charge IS entered in the 
Serishtadar's accounts and he says,the 
karnam has paid the ryot51 but that he 
is not paid by the Tahsildar. ' 

5. Acknowledged by ~he Serishtadar. 
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[ENQUIRY INTO THE OONDUO'f OF] 

(2) VASUDEVA RAO, SERISHTADAR OF RAYAKOTAH. 

1st charge. 

He urges that when he made a circuit 
of the district in Ani or July it was 
too early to make a settlement with 
the ryots. He has no other excuse but 
indisposition for not having done it 
afterwards. 

_ 2nd Marge. 

He urges that whatever he did jn 
that business in concert with the Tahsil
oar was in consequence of the karnam's 
declaration that they were indebted to 
the Sarkar . agreeably to his account 
which he acknowledges he made out 
flo [at ?] different times as he was press
-ed for the amount by Lakshmana Rao. 

. 31'd charge. 

Remarlcs: 

53 

He confesses - the having in concert 
with the Tahsil dar' embezzled the 
aforementioned 24-8-2 sayar collection 
but that they paid 3 out of it as pay 

Account of -his assessmenti-Embezzling 

to the Marindahalli karnam. 

the Public Money 
of· Attamutlii, kamam, 

4 khandis amounting to 
of Heelig karnam in cash 
of K utokorigi Bn-agoud 
of Hoshhalli Karry Goud 
of Venkatramanaiya 1 Khandi. 
of Kurkunapalli Palgoud 
of Hurowadi Kandapatti N aick 
of the Ballampalli karnam ~ 
IndAbted to Palary Goud 

4th charge. 

Making illegal aBsessment f)f money and grain . 

. He also confeRses the facts and 
pleads poverty in excuse. 

[ENQUIRY INTOTH]ll, CONDUOT OF] 

(3) SESHAiYA, KARNAM OF RAYAKOTAH. 

Oharge. 

The being privy to peculation and 
not informing the Sarkar. 

He knew of the Tahsildar's and 
Serishtadar's having withheld a part of 
the sayar collection from Tippaiya the 
Sayar-renter from having charge of the 
sayar accounts for more than .0. month 
and he did inform Tippaiya that he was 
defrauded b~ them. Tippaiya in 

Khandis 
10 0 0 
100 
100 
120 
1 9 0 
I) 0 0 
1 2 ~ 
050 
DO 0 

:l6 8 0 
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consequence told the Tahsildar that it 
was the 9ase, but pretended that it was 
the Sayar karnam's fault and required a 
muchalka of one of them whORe name is 
Subbaiya the kasba: karnam who gave it. 
It was by means of the Marindahalli 
karnam the discovery of the truth was 
made. Subbaiya after much trouble 
was brought to confess that the Tahsil
dar directed him to make out_ his 
acoounts before him every evening a false 
accou~t from the true one. He pro
·duoed the former at first but afterwards 
the true accounts. .A.nnaji the Marin-, 
dahalli karnam concealed of his col-
lections. ... 7 4 0 
Subbaiya the ~asba karnam 17 4 2 

Total canfary cbs. 24 8 2 ---
which must be paid to Tippaiya. When 
Subbaiya represented the heinousness of 
the deceit he answered that he might 
do as he pleased. 

It was on this account the'Tahsildar 
recommended to Mr. Graham to reduce
the Marindahalli kar,Jam's pay from 
20 cantary fanams to 10 and to increase
the kasba karnam's pay from 10 to 20.-' 

This must [be] collected from the 
Tahsildar and. Serishtadar and ipaid t() 
the renter of the sayar, Tippaiya. 

L ENQUIRY INTO THE CONDUCT OF] 

(4) RAMIAH, KARNAM OF BELI.AMPALLJ 

1st charge. 

The being instrumental in making 
illegal assessments of takkavi. 

This charge makes the fourth against 
the Tahsildar 'and is acknowledged by 
the defendant. He says that takkavi 
was' given the mustajir of his village 
(~el1ampalli) at t,hree different times, 
VIZ. 

Vysii.k or April 1794}~" I 55-7-13 
Jaisht or June 1794 1203 l 25-2- 0 
Vysii.k or May 1 Z~15 (F. 1204). 86-4- 0 

167-3-13 

T!1at the first sum was advanr.ed to 
him in person at Krishnagiri. The 
second was demanded at Krishnagiri 
but given to him through the Rayakotah 
rrahsildar, and the third. in the same 
manner. He says he wrote himself the 
mustajirs receipt for the above 55, that 
t.he mustajirs received the whole sum 
himself that he distributed a part of it 
among the ryots and afterwards collected 
the amount, That he was not present 

RemarkJJ. 
List of takkavi. None for the first . 

sum because .it was distributed by the 
Goud. Its amount 1203 55 7 -IS 

Second Sum. . 
Ankusgirisandy Nair 18 0 () 
Venkati .... ... ,3 6 () 
Chavanur Ranga (1203) 3 6 0 

---"-
25 2 ()~ 

As before (1204) 86 4 () 

167 3 la 
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when the second 'Bum 25 was given"but 
was present when the third was and 
that receipts being made out for them 
by the kirkoons the money was paid ioto 
their own hands. This is corroborated 

. by the Serishtadar who asserts that it 
was also done the second time. After 
the money was so distributed the thil·d 
time amoog the ryots the mustajir took 
every faoam from eight of them who 
were his relations before they left 
Rayakottah. He cannot teU if that 
was done the second advanc'=ls but it is 
probable that it was. There was no 
joint or other seourity for those advance 
required but the mustajir Appy Nair 
who absconded with all his relations in 
June 1795, abouli-a month after receiv
ing the last time. The karnam went 
fiecurity with the sayar for the first sum 
that was received, viz., 55-7-13. In 
.August Lakshmana Rao came to Raya
kotab to exhibit the collection of some 
balances ou~standing when of the 
1tdvances m~de of takkavi to the Bellam
palli hohli being] 67-3-13. The whole 
()f the first sum 55-7-13 could not be 
l'ecovered-Appy Nair having carried 
it all off-of the second, four of the re-

.ceivers were present, viz., Sandy Nair, 
Venkati and Ranga-amount.25-2-0 and 
()f those who had received t,he third 
advanoe only
Konary 
Timma 
Mudda . ~ . 

'and Sandy 

So that only the amount of 
t.heir advance could be col
lected which would leavaa 

720 
360 

14 4 ,0 
7 20 

57 6 0 

balance of . . .• 109 7 13 

Lakshmana Rao having con- , 
firmed his enquiries to 
the advances in 1203, 
viz: 

Of which was collected 

Leaving a balance of 

80 9 0 

25 2 0 
----
55 7 13 

The immediate difficulty was how to 
recover that-sum. He was demanded 
of the karnam as one of the securities 
for that very sum. He pleading that 
all who had received it had absconded 
a.nd that he was not able to pay it 
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himself was told that he must either be 
answerable for the amount or give 
information of balances that might be 
due ~to the Nair which would discharge 
the debt to ,the Sarkar. He likewise 
asserted that the Rao directed him to 
make a nilivary or produce the amount 
if they did not owe him or his followers 
to that amount. He. the karnam, then 
told him that he did [hear?] from the 
late 'l'ahsildar of the N airs having col
lected. it, and recommended to him to 
demand it of him which was all he could 
do and that he ought not to be held res
ponsible after that. The Rao then 
ordered him to be flogged when he 
agreed to realize the amount ascertain
ing tbat the following persons were in
debted to the Nair [for?] the sums 
annexed- " - , 
1. Muni Goud, what he heard 

he had borrowed of one of 
the refugees '7 0 0 

2. 'l'angamaiya, what he heard 
he had borrowed of tbe 
Nair's gumastah ••. 10 0 0 

3. SadampuUai, what 'he aIled
ged ought to be received 
of him on account of having 
suffered a ryot to run away 
and take his cattle with 
him... 10 0 0 

4. Gungalary M uttai, what he 
believed to be the balance 
of his account with one of 
the refugees with whom he 
had concerns 13 0 0 

'5. The Tahsildar Abdul ' 
Khadir, the' following de
mands for grain he had 
taken of Appy N air-

Paddy 15' 1 I) 0 
Bajra 10 10 0 
A sail 1 2.0 
In cash 1 3 0 

6. Baitap Nair, the amount 
of a debt which is since 

I) 0 0 . 

proved to have been just... 4 0 0 ' 
7. ~ubba, the amount of a 

bond for money received... 5 0 0 
8. 'l'immarunda, the amount of 

another just debt ... 2 0 0 

56 0 0 
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Of the above' persons who were sent 
for, Moni Goud, Tsngamaiya, Sedampul~ 
lai and Subba protested they did not owe 
the Nair or his followers a cash. On 
being interrogated if they would depend 
on the declaration of their karnam who 
was absent,they agreed and gave muchal
kas to that effect. At last they denied, 
but after [being]taken with the kachheri 
in a circuit to Daulatiibad they agreed 
to pay the amount. On my arrival at 
Rayakotah they came to seek redress 
and upon a particular enql;1iry it was 
found they had been done great in~ 
justice. What had been extorted from 
them was therefore paid as before men
tioned. 

Advances to Bellampalli hobli-1203. 
Advances ... 8t) 9 13 

Recovered of-
1. Sandy ~air 
2. Venkata 
3. Chavanur Ranga 
4. Baitap Nair 
5. 'l'immarunda ... 
6. Subba ... 
'1. Tahsildar and Serishta~ 

dar ... 

Outstanding which was 
. advanced "to the ryots- who 
have absconded with their 

IH 0 0 
860 
360 
400 
200 
308 

3 2 :> 

:17 4 13 

security' - 43 5 0 
1204. 

Advanced 
Recovered of Mudda 

" " of Sanda 

" 
Mudda 

Reco.verable [of] Konary ... 
" of Timma 
" [of] Tahsildar 

andSerishtadar ... . .. 

Outstanding which was ad~ 
vanced to t,he- ryots who 
have absconded with their 

86 4 0 
1-+ 4 0 
'l 2 0 
3 6 0 
'1 2 0 
3 6 0 

5 5 8 
---
41 5 8 

. security ;..... 44 8 8 

Balance which· is irrecover-
able ... 88 3 8 
N.B.-The "sum 3-2~5 taken from the 

Tahsildar in 1203 was a penalty for. 
their haying neglected to require secur
ity for the second sum advanced and 
the 5-5-8 in 1204 was taken as one for 
the like neglect when the third sum waa 
advanced. 

2nd" charge. 

Defrauding the ryots and the Sarkar. 
Two buffaloes having strayed into the 

fields of a ryot of Bellampalli, he deli
vered them_ into the charge of the 
karnam who' sent them to another 
district for sale with the concurrence of 
the patel. . They got I) chackramsfor 
them "which t.hey divided in place of 
carrying the amount to account as 
extra reven ne. Afterwards the owner 
of the buffaloes made his appearance ~nd 
claimed them or their value. The patel 
and karnam obliged the ryot to pay the 

8 
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amount of their sale in place of refund~ 
ing the 5 chackrams which they, had 
reoeived and requiring t,he owner to 
make t.he ryot some compensation for 
the damage which the cattle has done 
his fields .. rt'his matter after being 
enquired into by me was left to the 
decision of a panchayat which was 
awarded that the kal'oam should pay 
the ryot half and the patel haif of what 
had been exacted of him by the owner. 
The kttrnam took away a tattu belongmg 
to another ryot, and gave it in disoharge 
of a claim upon the patel. The panoha~ 
yat awarded in respect to this in like' 
manner .. 

(5) CAPTAI~ READ'S .AWAR.DS PASSED Ul'ON THE CONDUCT [OF THE] KAOHOHERI SERVANTS 

IN THE RAYAKOTATI DISTRICT ACOORDING TO THE CHARGES SUBSTANTIATED AGAINST THEM. 

1. Appaji Rao, Tahsildar. 

Dismission from his employ, fo~ the indolence or inoapacity he has shown in 
not having carried ,i,nto exeoution the orders he reoeived from Mr. Graham for 
asoertaining the propel' rates of assessment in 1204 (making the first charge 
against him) by which the Sarkar might have lost above 800 pagodas or 11 per cent 
upon the jama. 
:'.Penalty . . of a month's pay, for having neglected to deliver the Colleotor's 
patties to the patels whose rents for 1204 had been reduced (forming the seoond 
charge against him) till two months after his collections had begun, but his late 
confinement may be admitted as lmfficient atonement. , 

Dismission for having given away to one farmer lands that were included in (' 
the Colleotor's patti of another farmer in his district and having sequestered 
a part of the same for his own use (the third charge against him). 

Dismission for)laving negleoted to take seourity for advanoes of takkavi and 
, made illegal assessment as reooveries in plaoe of reoeiving it from the persons who 

were indebted to the Sarkar (the fourth charJ:re against him). 
Dismis.'5ivn for having embezzled the publio money (the fifth charge against 

him) and to be kept in oonfinement until he pay pagodas 24-8-2 the amount of 
&aY3r ,collections. while he held ther;n in amani whioh he did not l enter in his 
'aooounts to Tippaiya the renter of them for the current year. 

2. Vasudeva Rao, Serishtadar. 

Dismission for inoapacity or neglect in not having with the Tahsildar carried 
into execution Mr. Graham's, orders for ascertaining the proper assessment of 
Nadal' villages in his district [forJ the current'year whioh makes the first charge 
against him. . 

Dismission for the being acoessory with the Tahsildar in making illegal 
recoveries of takkavi from ryotswho were not inde~ted to the Sarkar, the second 
charge against him. , 

Dismixsion for having in oonoert with the Tahsildar embezzled the publio 
money (the third charge) and confinement WI the amount of sayar oollections 
24-8-2 be paid to the Sayar farmer .• , 

Dismission for making [un J authorised assessment of grain, the fourth charge, 
and confinement till he pay it baok, or the equivalent pagodas 26-8-0, to the 
ryotl:! wLom he assessed. 

3. Seshaiya, Karnam. 

Penalty of a month's pay and 100 stripes for being privy to the Tahsildar's 
and the Serishtadar's em~ezzlement of the public money. . 
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- 4. Ramiah, Karnarn. 

Di8mission from his employ for giving in false accounts of money owing to 
persons who were indebted to the Sarkar and had absconded which was the cause 
of the servants of the Sarkar insisting upon illegal demands of the ryots. 
" .Ar. hund1'edstripes for having-defrauded certain royts of their property and 
the ~arkar of its dues in applying property while unclaime.d to his own use, and 
confinement till he make restitution of two buffaloes and a tattu to their 
owners agreeably to the decision of a panchayat.-

.5 
Letter-From Captain ALEXANDER RBAD,SUperintendent and Collector Of th& 

Bal'amahal and Salem distriots. 
To-T. B. HUBDIB, Esq., ARsi,"ant CoJ.lectar, Krishnagil'i. 
Dated-I'iruppattur, the 9th Octobe.r 1795. 

I have received your letter containing the statement of the goldsmith's affairs 
ami am sorry every person concerned is not R.atisfied with your mode of adjusting 
them, especially as it btdng that which. is consistent both with law and equity. 
It is that alone by which we must. always settle differences about the dist,dbution 
. of the property of insolvents, hankrupts and refug~es. i 

2. Knowing that, jf the property of a person who has no transactio!! of 
barter with a merchant happen to be found in the merchant's house at the time 
he is declared a bankrupt or flies to .elude his creditors, it is immediately seized 
for the benefit of claimant upon his estate, I apprehend. that the difference between 
the value of·a pledge and the amount of a debt is unquestionably the right of the 
creditors generally; consequentlyt. that the owners of the effects whi"h had been 
deposited with the goldsmith and given by him in pledge to others had not a 
right to redeem them without the consent of t4e creditors and they of course 

• would not grant it ~f they found they could be redeemed for less than their value. 
3. The settling such differences in which gentlemen are concerned will 

always be an invidious task unless when they are suflicie~tly informed as to 
the propriety of. our decisions and will consider the necessity of . our acting 
impartially betwe-en mim and man. . 

4. If any who were concerned in the lat·e affair will not accept of their divi
dend there is no help fo~ it. I h!l.ve heard, I think, that a man cannot be arrest
ed for a d..,bt that has been offered and refused and that implies, I conclude. that 
he cannot afterwards assert his rIght to it. However that may be, it if! probable 
that no such dividendwi1l ever be deJllanded again ~nd I advise therefore; that 
whatever has been refU!~ed be thrown into- the general fund as -some increase to 
the second dividend which may be made. • 

5. I wish you to summon the creditors and debtors of Krishna Dass in order 
to ascertain the state of his affairs, and what part of his debt to revenue, also 
·when it maybe expected. for as we press him for the payment of that we must of 
course give him every assistance in realizing what is due to him from others. 
If he prove insolvent, a division' must be made of his property also similar to that 
made olthe goldsmith's and Govprnment, as well as individuals, must bear its loss 
in proportion to the deficiency. 

6: I request you will get some other matters adjusted which I was obliged 
to leave at Krishnagiri nnsettled and take cognizance of all such as may be brought 
forward while you are therp , for lam sure that ifthere were 5 times the number 
of Collectors in these districts there are at present, it would scarce bo sufficient .to 
administer justice, equally, in every district. It appears bi the daily demands 

. npon my time to that function that J~dicial circles should not exceed 80 miles in 

.breadth for very few come farther than 40 to complain, and even that distance 
makes it inconvenient to summon witnesses for litigious or tri'\"ial causes. Un that 
very aCCOU1il.t don't send for anybody. that is farther off than the Tahsildar of 
Krishnagiri or C~uveripatam but recommend it to persons who may perchance 

8-A 
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come from a greater distance to apply to their respective rrahsildar, or wait till I, 
or their proper Collector, be nearer to the residence of the parties or the witnesses. 

7. The few matters that will probably come before you~ not requiring any 
order to the Tahsildars who are sufficiently advised of your official capaDity in the 
revenue line, you may summon any ryots by my order which I am sure will 
obviate any objections on their part to attend when you want them. 

8. By the way, 'what I bave been accidentally led to requ~st of you may 
appear to encroach on the department allotted to my assistant Mr. Graham, but 
he will have no objectioI}.s to the receiving assistance in a branch ot it where 
:assistance is so much wanted. 

~\. But it will be proper to confine your decisions to differenc~s about engage
ments relating to trade, property, marriages and other things of entirely a civil 
nature, and not to extend them to whatever may Telate to the coUections, because 
the responsibility of them resting with Mr. Graham and depending on circum
tances with which he must of course be better acquainted, it will be better to 
reter such matters to him. You may nevertheless enquire into anything of that 
nature and give him whatever information you acquire on the subject, for that 
must be acceptable to him from any' quarter. It has been maintained that judges 

-cannot act anywhere' in India without interference with, and prejudice_ to the 
collections and that may be true because revenue is nowhere completely defined or 
understood nor rights anywhere -established in India, but I hope to see it quite 
otherwise in these districts before I leave them. 

10. Though you know it to be my daily practice, it is proper to mention the 
necessity there is of your giving the defendant in every case a kaifiyatnama stat
ing all the circumstances of complaint, the course of enquiry and the particulars 
of the award, also of your sending Mr. Graham one and me another copy' to 
prevent the trouble of a second nrthird investigation. On the same -principle, 
refuse to enquire [in] to any business that you find has ever been settled by ~ither 
of us or Mr. Munro or auy former Amildar, for appeals having been made by many 0 

to succeeding Amildars for several generations back, it is absolutely necessary to 
form such a rule and adhere to it without deviation while the paucity of infor
mation that can possibly be gathered on disputes of 30 or 50 years back precludes 
any amendment in deciding upon them from whic~ it canno~ be consi<Jered as 
the withholding of justice to save trouble. 

11. This letter is written in great baste, but if probably contains lIly 
sentiments as fully as you wished on the goldsmith's business and all that is 
necessary on the others I have mentioned. 

12. In case there be any occasion for:it I will send a copy of it to Mr. Graham, 
and if you think it of consequence you can show this to Captain Ouppage . 

• 
6 

Letter-From T. B. HURDIS, Esq., Assistant Collector, Ba.ramahal"and Salem distriots. 
To-Captain ALEXANDER READ. Colll'ctol' of the ,Baramahal aull Salem districts. 
Dated-Krishnagiri; the 14th October 1795. 

I have received your favour of the 9th containing Instructions for the settling 
[of] sucb causes as might be brought before me and intimating your [wish?] 
that I would enquire into the state of Krishna Dassestate. It is ten days ~ince I 
issued orders to different 'rashildars to send those people who owe money to 
Krishna Dass to me, that the debt might be enquired into and that what could 
be recovered from them might be applied to the discharge of the debt due -by 
Krishna Dass to the Sarkar. . 

2. In executing this duty which was (so far as it related to calling the parties to 
Krishnagiri) done before your letter of the 9th reached me, I fouIld it neces
sary to write to Tahsildars of Knnnatnr, Vaniyambadi, Tiruppattur, Cauveripatam, 
Mutt,ur. Krishnagiri and the Kangundi Nair, the distanoe the parties must come 
is within your prE"scription, though as you had mentioned particular talnks, had 
I received your letter t>reviously I.should have written you on the subject. 
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3. Some few of .the parties 9.ccording to thE! -lists given in by Krishna Dass 
and some to thirty have arri ved for the decision on their causes. I am obliged 
to call in a. panchiiyat ; in the lists the debts are simple, but the origiu of them seems 
to relate to something of everything respecting custom, cast, eto., of the natives. 
In short a Dlore oomplex and rasoally business between all parties I think never 
\Vas before decided on. . 

4. I hope soon to send you aocounts of its being finiRhed and trust it will 
prove to your satisfaotion. 

No. I.-List. of debts due to Sourappah Chetty, brothel' of Narappah Chetty. 

Talus. Village •• Nampa. Prinoipal. Interest. Total., I Total Star 
Pagodas. 

c. P. ·c. P. c. P. 

- Iun;atlir Kunnatilr Ekambara Ohetty 48 0 O. S40 0 0 32 0 0' 
Vedamul Chatty 240 0 0 12 0 0 36 0 0 
VepaDah Ohetty SS 0 0 35 0 0 

Viniyambidi Casba Meram Venkatappa ,,' 185 0 0 111 0 0 296 0 0 
Venkatrim I:!erishtadir. 5 8 8 4 8 8 9 9 0 

Tirnppittlir Casba Zemindar N araina ... 
Chetty 34. 2 0 30 0 0 64 0 2 

no. Kaseramiah. 12 1 0 12 0 0 24 0 0 
Do. Ohelaiya 24 8 0 13 2 8 38 8 0 

Kangundi Jangal Knppam. Gopa..lIia)a 30 9 0, 22 7 0 63 6 4 

Ciaveripatam .. Casba Medakaliaya ... 10 0 0 8 4 0 18 40 0 

----- --------------
409 7 15 287 8 0 647 ~ 12 539 2745 ._-----------------

The debt due by the Kangandi Raj., is not brought to aoot. 

No. 2.-List of those persons who owe' money toKrishnadas~ Souoar . 

Taluks. Villages. . Names. 

Tiruppittiir ... Emambat ... Ewaaiah ... ... 
Cauveripatam ... HiddagnIlny ... Gowri Mapat and 

Luchmiab. 

Karamangalam. Sayar Venkatappa ... 
Ku,ndapur Subba ... . . Peddiah , .. ... 

MutttlJ' ... ... Utankarai ... Bubba Rao ... . .. 
Mutiiir ... Muth Chinniah '" 

X riahnagiri ... Krishnagiri .. Sayar Tippayya ... 
Venkappa Muni Chetty. 

Daulatibid ... Venkatadri '" ... . 
" 

7 

I Principal, I Interest. \ Total. I Total Stal' 
Pagodas. 

-
150 100 280 

80 20 110 

10 • 2t 12t 

20 10 30 . 
25 . .. 25 . 
20 .. . 20 

2t . .. 21 

36 15 51> 

9 .. 9 

20 ... . 
20 I ------- 619-' - ill22~ 371i 1471 

Letter-From THOMAS MUNRO, Esq., Assistant Colleotor. 
To-Oaptain ALEXANDER READ, Superintendent and Oolleotor of the Biiramahal 

and Salem distriots. 
Dated-Sankaridrug, the 8th November 1795. 

1. I meant long ago to have written you on the subject of your letter to Rurdis, 
but being hindered by other matters from answering it immediately, I did not 
tbin\. of it again.till now. . 
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2. There are many cases il'l which the more han."ds that at:e employed the more 
work is done, but I don't believe that justice is one of them, nor will it ever be 
so until the passions and prejudices of men can be regulated by arithmetical 
ratios. This is a truth that has been known ever since the ancients discovered 
tbattoo many cooks ~poil the broth. I am therefore of opinion that more ha.rm 
will-be done by the impediments of counteraction than there will be good done by 
increasing the number of justices. As it will not only diminish my influence but 
will also give me additional trouble by the references that it will produce from 
official people, by the encouragement that it will give to persons who are afraid of 
losing their cause to seek a decision where the circnmstances are. less known, 
and by the unexpected effects which such decisions may sometimes have 
on t~e revenue. It cannot be supposed that though I ~hould not thwart I 
should ever very heartily concur in such a measure. But, whatever might be my 
conduct there is no' dOllbt but that it will meet with numberlpl's little obstructions 
which could not be easily' detected both from th~ division and the district servants. 
Orders from you they respect as from the highe:st authority but those from the 
Military Assistant9 they seldom obey unless in their own divisions. 

3. We have all repeatedly enjoined our Tahsildars to pay the same deference 
to anyone of us as to their own immediate Collectur, but they' have usually under 
some pretence or other found means to envade these directions. The causa of it 
is no doubt thfl jealousy which the servants of one division entertain of those of 
another, and the natural aversion whioh they in common with all men have to 
serving more masters than one. If we' meet with obst.acle~ from them Hurdis 
will meet with ma!!y more- because they know that he has oontrollike you, and 
that he is but a new power. Say for the sake of argument that all these difficul
ties are removed-yet it does not appear likely that any useful object would be 
a.ttained by hi~ dedicating a part of his time to the ben~fit of the inhabit.ants. It 
. is not easy for a.ny of us with but an imperfect knowledge of their language and 
manners to learothe right or' the· wrong side of ,a long disputed question of 
property. There are some occasions on which so much industry is exerted to· 
mislead, that if we get at the truth it is only by means of oui' extensive acquaintance 
with all descriptions of people which induces some to give us information from a 
regard to the ililjured party, and others who are looking for an appointment from 
the hope of recommending thp.mselves to our notice, but Hurdis being almost 
destitute of these aids makes hi III more liable than us to fall into error. It is often 
necessary to send both parties to pallchayat in another district, sometimes to 
another division and ~ometimes even to the Cl\rnatic. This is frequently done in 
consequence of the solicitation of the parties themselves, but much oftener on 
R.ccount of information from other sources which H urdis can seldom have an 
opportunity of meeting. I ha ... ·e found myself so often mistakep in cases which I 
thought I had investigated with the greatest caution pr~vious to passing sentence 
that' I now generally confine myself to criminal matters and leave all those of 

- property to panchayats. What presumption in us to deterlliine three or four 
causes in a night each of which would take up a panchayat several days. If we 
ordel' the division ora debtor's property among his creditors it is ten to one but 
that from our ignorance of their number and their plaoes of abode that many of 
them will be deprived of their share. If this istl"ue with respect to us it is still 
more so withrespect to ,Hurdis, because his means of information are more circum
scribed than ours. There can hardly be a decision which will not eitber directly 
or indirectly affect the land rent because most wartaks either hold lands in their 
own nan:.es, or else in the names of ryots to whom they lend cattle and grain. If 
their property is seizpd for the payment of a debt, it is evident that a temporary, 
perhaps a permanent, loss will happen in the reven~e of the villages in which their 
lands lie. It is impossihle that Burdis can know all these circumstances. I 
am therefore inclined to believe that the extraordinary powers which YOll pro
pose to delegate to him would be of no service to the inhabitants; and that they 

. would he as fully protect~d in all t.heir rights by leaving justice and' revenue in 
tho old channels. . 
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4. ~he Military Assistants have no authority beyond their respective divisions. 
Were I in passing the Macleod's or Graham's to hear of any abuses I should 
acquaint them of the particulars, but I would not take upon myself to snmmon 
their official people together to investigate and .settle them, but Hurdis's judicial 
authority it seems is to extend to the three divisions. This by conferring on 
him powers which only the Superintendent 'ought to possess places us in such a 
disagreeable situation that were I a -Civil Assistant I should certainly make a 
public remonstrance on the subject, but as a military man it would be extremely 
illjudged, because we should obtain no redress, it would b~ falsely construed aa 
arising from the jealousy of civil influence; it would be turned against us by all 
who wished for our removal, and it would be said that our disagreement went 
further than was expressed, though in fact nothing is kept in reserve but all 
declared.' . 

5. If we wish either revenUe or justice to go on smoothly we should take men 
as we find them and adopt our rules to humau nature'witli. all its weaknesses and 
not to ideal perfect beings divested of passion. I remember that some years ago 
in one of our meetings either you or Macleod. proposed that we should make 
circuits and enquire int.o the affairs of each o~her's divisions, but I t,hought then 
as I do now, that though it would be right in you it would be wrong in us, because 
it would insensibly lead. to the .same kind of counteraction' among ourselves 
that prevails among our Tahsildars, and that the evil would at least equal the good, 
but as Hurdis's power however extraordinary can only impair ours and not Jl':lUrs, 
Y011 can answer with much philosophy that your assistants on [are?] a different rare 
[race ?] of men from Tahsildars and not subject to the same petty jealousies. I 
am afraid that this is,not a safe principle to trust to, for the experience of all 
times and countries has shown that in tbis point all inen are rl'ahsildarll and 
it is reckoning too sanguinely if we expect that a new order of things, is tCl 
originate with us. 

• 8 . 
BAJ3U RAO, TH~ TIRUPPATTUR TAT:lSILDAR'S KAIFIYATNAMA. OR NA.RRATIVE OF TilE 

ClRCUMSTANOES ATTENDING,THB MURDER OF HIS OHILD. 

In Tir~ppattur a Mahratta woman murdered my child (of the Tahslldar'Babu 
Rlto). The circumstancE's of the transacti.on are these, In the evenirig about nine 
o'clock the child was not at the house-many enquires were made and sbe,was 
~verywhere sought after, Bome time after the child not being come home, the town 
people in consequence of thl:l enquiries having assembled enquired the reason', 
There was a man an inhabitant of the village who~ name was Babu Rao; he said 
t.o me ' Your child together with a Mahratta woman came out of your house a little 
after six o'clock, they were standing before the house, this I saw but did not enquire 
on what account the wo'man was standing there. I went about my business:' 

Having heard deClaration of Babu Rao, I sent, for the Mahratta woman-wh.o 
being come I said' My child in the evening was with y.ou ;·where is she gone? '; 
the Maharatta w.oman answered 'I kllOW not; in the morning I went t.o 
Anandapatti and I stand there until nine o'clock at night; I came not to 
Tiruppattur-I never saw your child.' / 

Afterwards ali inhabitant of An an dapatti, Dair, gave this evidence, ' I came 
fr.om Anandapabt.i to Tiruppattur to get some necessaries, having procured them 
about six .o'clock in the evening I returned to Anandapatti. ~t that time in the 
way I saw the Mahratta woman returning from Anandapatti near the large tank 
:at Tiruppattur.' '-. . 

On hearing this evidence I recollected. I saw the Dair about 6 o'clock and 
Babu Rao a little after that time, the two evidences the Mahratta woman had said . 
she did not return t.o Tiruppattur. I suspect.ed what she said. Having again 
called the Mahratta woman and by gentle and haste meth.od questi.oned her; in the 
enquiry she said' I killed the child I will show' y.ou the c.orpse.' ' After she had 
said t,his, I called the people and went with her; she showed me the corpse and 
the place where she had put the child to death j the names of th8 persons with 
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me were :-Bellagunta Tummani Goud, Tammanachary, Venkatachalian, Dasi 
Naick, Nallathambi, Bhagavant Rao, 8nnamalai. rrhese people with many others 
saweverythingr After this I took up the corpse and examined it. On examination 
it appeared the wounds causing the deat,h were on the top of the head, on 
the mout.h, on the ears, on both the eyes, on the teeth,_ on the cheeks, on 
the temples, on the neck, and on the b_reast and in the same manner the cbild, was 
wounded in twenty-five or thirty pla~es; having thus killed the child she dug a. 
hole and pu~ 1;he corpse into it; on its head she placed one? and on its breast 
another large stone. ' • 

'1'he whole of the people present saw this. 
;When enquirerl of the woman where sbe had put the child's jewels she said_ 

, I haw-e buried them at a 1ittle distance from thiR place. I will show you; , then 
calling the people, I went to the place, and Fhe showed me the jewels in that, 
plac.e; the undermention~d people saw tris : - Shaik N ather, Dasi Naick, Bellagunta. 
Tummani Goud and Dhobi Anka. 

I then said to Tummani Goud and Nallathambi' Carry this woman to the: 
presence.' These two men TummaniGoud and Nallathambi asked the Mahratta. 
woman C How did you carry the cbilq away at that time, what said the child and 
what said you to her, tdl us truly.' The Mahratta woman answered' I intend [ed) 
to have killed three children, Sriniva8amurti Achari's child, Gopala Rao's child and 
Babu Rao's child. She [I] then attempted to entice away. I have called, two would 
not cd'ine. Babu Rao's child came~ I carried her out of the village; the child then 
~aid " It i~ night. I cannot come, my family will scold me." 1 answered" What 
signifies that, be quick, take your jewels, and return." Having thus said I carried 
the child with me. I ~ent a short distanoe out of the village. I pricked the 
ohild's foot with a nail; when I pric~ed it, the child said, "I will not come." A t the 
time of her saying; I seized her hand and drew her violently to me, and carried 
her away crying, the child crying said to me " Let me go, take all my jewels, don't. 
take away my life." While saying this, I threw the child on the ground and sat. 
on her, and killed her with a stone; in this manner she was put to death.' 

Tummani Goud and Nallathambi being made acquainted with the ab~ve < 

circumstances told the same to all the village people. 
. The Mahratta woman who committed this deed no one ever saw or heard of 

before. In every caste- the custom is blood for blood. ' 
The above circumstances I have written for the information of the presence. 

Names of the. spectators. 

CheUamiah. 
Hamadriah. 
Raghl.lpathiah. 
Bhagavant Rao. 
Babu itao, the witness. 
Subbiah. ' 
Sriniv!lsa Achari. 
Tammanachari. 
Bellagunta 'l'ummani Goud. 
Kotwal Jaffer Baig. 
Chinniah Venkata Goud. 
Pattagurram Modowraidu. 
Kri&hna Rao. 
Dasi :N aick. 
Venkatachallaiya. 
Daroga Ismail Khan. 

Ramachandra Rao. 
Sved Ahmed. 
Nabi Bi. 
Palnigakuppam Thriumbak 

Panthulu. 
Mitaparri Narayana Josyulu. 
Thenvas Govind. 
Patel Meeta. 
Thirukam Chatty. 
Sbaik Farid. 
Khassim bhai ('L'iruppattur). 
Kanni Muthiah. 
Mahatadi Annamafai. 
Tipparai Paidy. 
Nanja Chetty. 
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EXAMINATION INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF i. ROBBERY, COMMITTED IN THE 

WORTAMPALLI PASS DURING THE MONTH OF ~hROH 1796. -

'fhe complainant Venkatram says that he and his brother Narayana had been 
from Tiruppattur to the Mysore country and were returning with six maunds of 
betelnut aud three maunds of bla.ck pepper; that as they were Coming through the 
Wortampalli pass, seven armed peons, Beider caste,rushed out upon them from 
behind a thicket. One of the peons laid hold of one of the bullocks, whilst the 
rest surrounded their persons and attempted to snatoh off .their turbans, and other 
clothes, on which Venkataram expostulated with them thus • I know you are the 
peons of the poligar of Kangundi, take care of what you are about.' At this one 
of the robbers was for putting them to death. but being overruled by the rest, 
they contented themselves with plundering them of ten silver rupees, ten Sulta.ni, 
fanams. two turbans, two sheets and two dhoties. After the pillage the robbers 
retired into the wood with the bullocks loaded with the betelnut and pepper and the 
other booty. ; . 

Khadri, aninhabitant of the village of Kotur in the Kangundi Zemindari. 
having been taken up by my orders, on suspicion of being one of the seven peons 
concerned in robbery, has the following questions put to him. 

Q.-What is your" name and cast? 
• A.-My na'Qle is Khadri of the Beider tribe. . 

Q.-Where was (sio) you horn, and~what profession are you (sio) ? 
..1.-1 was born in the Sulagiri country, and by prof~ssion I am a husband-

man. 
Q.-How do you at present earn a subsistence? 
..1.-1 work as a day labourer for Viranna Goud. 
Q.-Does Viranna Gaud give you monthly wages, and are you constantly 

employed by him ? , 
A.-No. He does not give me regular wages, and I sometimes go and work 

for other people. . 
. Q.-How many servan~s has Viranna Gond like you, that serve him on the 

same terms? 
A.-Three. 
Q.-Where -are these people at this time? 
A.-They have coped and reside now in the Ankosgiri country. 
Q.-Who is Viranna Goud ? _ 
A.-Viranna Goud is commonly called the Daleway of the expelled poligar of 

Sulagiri now resident in the Kangundi Zemindari. 

To the oorripZainant Venlcatram. 

Q.-Is the prisoner now before me one of the peons that robbed you? 
A.-The prisoner. is one of them and was the first person that made his 

appearance, and seized on the foremost bullock ;,besides he };las n,?w on his head 
one of onr turbans. . . ' 

Q.-How do yon know tl}.at this. is one of your turbans? 
A.-It is torn at one end, and in the other has a particular mark. 

I The tnrban being examined, answers the description. Cantion to Yenka,tram. 
:.. Q.-As the future credit and reputation of the prisoner depends on the truth 

of your allegation, look well at him and do not accus~ him [at?] random. 
~.-I perfectly reoollect the prisoner and am very sure that he is one of the 

seven peons • 

• To the prisDner. 

Q.-Where did you get this turban? ' . 
~.-Viranna Goud purchased it for three Sultani fanams, and gave it to me. 
Q.-Who sold it to Viranna Goud? 
A.-I do not know. 

8 
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Orol~8-gue8tion . 

. Q.-Where are the six peons that accompa.nied you when you robbed the 
plaintiff P . . 

A.-Three of them are at present in the A»kosgiri country and three of 
,them are gone, I kno_w not where. . ' 

'l'his oross-question being put to the prisoner in an . unguarded moment and • 
having drawn from him this inadvertent answer, I pressed him to tell the truth, 
assuring him that whether he did or not, he would not escape the punishnlent due' 
to his crimes. After a little hesitation he made the following confession:-

, Myself and the six beforementioned peons consider ourselves the dependants 
of V~ranna Goud and occasionally' go abroad and rob and give him a share 
of tHe plunder. When we are not thus employed we serve him in the capacity 
,of day labourers; We -have been on several times on pillaging excursions. Once
we went to Denkanikota 'and returned with a booty; ten pagodas and a sword 
we gave to Viranila Goud as his sh~e of the spoil. . Venkatram's assertion is true; 
. it was us seven that robbed him in th~ W ortampalli pass. . Four seers of the betel
nut and two seers of the pepper fell to my lot, but I did not see any money.' 
.·Q.-Can you get back anyofl.he stolen things? . 

A.-N o. My comrades took tbeir shares with them. 

KANGUNDI, 
4th May-1796. 

10. 

(A true examination.) 
(Signed) JOHN HILLySVMONS, 

Lieutenant. 

Letter-From Major ALEXANDER READ, Superintendent of the Ceded Districts. 
To-TaoMAs COCKBURN, Esq., Member ot the Revenue Board, Madras. 
Dated-the 1st May 1797. 

Sir, . 
I have received your Jetter concerning the demand of M. Chamier Mooruda 

on Gujjal Narayana Chetty, a merchant at Vaniyambadi, and have made enquiry 
about it of which the following is the result. 

The said Gujjal Narayana Chetty sent a person named Periyathambi about 
three years ago with a letter to a friend of his, Papia' Narayana Chetty, a 

. merchant at Madras, requesting he would send him a Out (12 strings) of coral 
of the second sort by the bearer. Papia Narayana Chetty having no corals 
hi~self sent Periyathambi to Masi Nella Chetty, a merchant at Conjeevaram, with 
a letter desiring he would let hini have a Out of the above description which he 
did at the prioe of 160 pagodas. On that ~Periyathambi in~mated that a Out of 
the second sort not being sufficient he w~shed to have half a Out also of the first 
sort which was 220 pagodas per Out. Masi Nella Chetty agreeing to this gave 
:him the half Out and took his bond for' the amount pagodas 270 drawn up in 
favour 9£ Papia Narayana Chetty, the merchant at Madras,!IDd to bear an interest 
of 12 per cent per annum. • 

2. Pel'iyathambi having procured the oorals. went with them to Gujjal' 
. Narayana Chetty, the merchan~ at .Va~yambadi, and delivered to .him the Out of 
j the second sort. He showed him likeWIse the half Out of the first sort and said he' 
had bought it for hia own purpose, also that he would pa.y for it himself but did 

"not mention that the price of it was included in the bond before~entioned. 
3. About six weeks after this Papia Narayana Chetty, the Madras 

merchant, wrote to Gujjal Narayana Chetty demanding the amount of the bond 
which he says was the first intimation he had that Periyathambi's half Out was 
included in it. Surprised at that he sent no answer, because he says Peryathambi 

-was then: gone to dispose of his half Out in Balag:hat.; but meeting about three 
months after with Papia Narayana Chetty at Gudiyattam, he stated his' objec~ 
tions to his having given more coral than he had commiAsio~edJ when-.he .says 
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Papia Narayana. Chetty agreed to r~ceive the price of the second .. sort. in the: 
meantime and the price of the half Out at some future periods, but he: paid him; 
nothing at that time. 

4. Periyathambi };laving returned from Ba,laghat, Gujjal Narayana Chetty 
demanded the amount of his half Out, but he could pay only 25 or 30 pagodas of it 
which Gujja! Narayana Chetty reoeived. Shortly after Veeraswamy Chetty the 
son of Papia Narayana Chetty came with the bond for the whole amount of 
pagodas 270 when Gujjal Narayan refusing to pay the whole, it was referred to 
a court of arbitration which determined that in consequence of his having received 
part of the money due by Periathambi he. should pay the amount of this and his 
own, UO pagodas of the principal in ready money, half of the remaining 130 in 
six months, and the other half of it in twelve months. The court did not take 
any ,cognizance, of the interest then,' intending to take it afterwards into considera
tion. Accordingly Gujjal Narayana Chetty paid 140 pagodas at that time and 
promised to pay the rest agreeable to the determination of the court of arbitra
tion. 

5. Masi Nella Chetty, the- Madras merohant, dying after this, his brother 
Lakshmana Chetty sent a man belonging to an Armenian with the bond to 
Vaniyambadi demanding the amount of Gujjal Narayana Chetty who refused to 
pay him any part affirming that he would pay the remainder to Papia Narayana 
Chetty who had already received 140 pagodas of him on ·account. 

. 6. It appears that Masi Nella Chetty, the COIijeevaram merchant, is either 
the friend or agent of Papia Narayana Chetty, the Madras merchant, and that 
finding difficulty in recovering, the debt Papia Narayan has only employed the 
Armenian merchant to exert· his influence in procuring' payment. 

7. Gujjal Narayan offers to pay up the whole of the principal, viz., 270 
pagodas provided he get credit for the 140 that he has paid and be not required 
to pa.y all theinterest due on the amount. The" Armenian's man says he ,is not 
authorized to settle the business in that manner and it does not appear to be 

• positively fair to demand the amollnt and all the interest, because the propriety of 
debiting him for the half aut that Pe:riyathambi took for himself is very doubtfuL 

8. On the other hand Veeraswamy, the son of Papia Narayan, the Madras 
. merchant, who receiv-ed the 140 pagodas and is present, objects to the balance or 
any part of it being paid to the Armenian servant. He further says that he and 
Lakshmana Chetty having other concerns can settle the business' between them 
without the intervention. of any person else at Madras. 

9. The bond being in his father's name, it mal be supposed that this business 
is properly his and were he in possession of the bond it might be now settled to 
the satisfaction of both parties. Under present litigations. I can do nothing in it 
until they come to a proper understanding about it which Veeraswamy engages to 
effect by going to Madras •. When that is done I ~al1cheerfully assist. if neces,;, 
Bary in getting justice done to the lawful claimant.-

11. 
Letter-From Major ALZUNJ)BB RUD, Esq., Collector. 

Po-THOllAS COClUIUBN, Esq., Member .of the Revenne Board. Port St. 
George. 

Dated-the 14th June 1797. 

On receiving your letter of the ~O~h, May covering one from' M. Ohamier 
Mooruda respecting the money due to him from Gujjal Narayana Chetty, I sent 
for the Chetty, and desired he would settle the business. He not only pleaded 

. inability to pay up the amount of the bundle and half bundle of corals, but 
affi~med as before that having commissioned the one bundle' only he :had no 
right to for any more. Having doubtsniyself that the amount of the half bundle 
could be fairly demanded of him, r have only insisted on what he acknowledged 

9-,& , . 
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to be a fair and just debt, and recommended that he would payoff the ~coount of 
the bundle.. As he did not show great readiness to do that and desired that he 
might be allowed to do it by instalments, I confined him. At"last he has done 
it, and the account of it is as follows :- . 

To one bundle of thE!' 2nd Bart of coral bought of Papia 
Narayana Chetty the 18th Kartikai of the year Pramadicha 
when a bond was given of the above date for the amo'unt to 
run at the rate of interest of 12 per cent pel' annum 01' 1 Pags. Ans. 
pel' cent per month ••• 159-f 

To interest on the amount from the 18th Kartikaiin Pramadicba 
to ,the 14th Masi in Nala which is 38 months and 27 days. 

\ To interest from the 15th Masi in N ala to the 2t:ith Panguni in 
the same year which is 1 month and 11 days 

To interest from the 27th Panguni to the Brd Vayyasi in Nala. 
which is 1 month and 7 days' . 

To interest from the 4th Vayya~i to the 30th Yayyasi or 13th 
J nne, 1797 which is 24 days 

Tot'al demand 

By cash paid 14th Masi to Veeraswamy, son of Papia Narayana 
Chetty of whom he bought the corals 

By cash paid do. do. the 26th Panguni 
By cash paid do. do... the 3rd Vayyasi ... 
By cash 'paid to Lieut.-Colonel Read the 30th Vayyasi or 13th 

June 1797 

Balance due •.• 

62 

8~: . 4. 

223-51 

40 
75 
25 

83"":"'51 
---
223-5! 

Nil. 
The receipts for the snms paid to Veeraswamy have been examined. I have 

given the Chetty one for the sum paid to me and' enclose you an order upon. 
Mr. Dring for the amount of the last mentioned, viz.; Pagodas 83-51 annas. 
The bond gi ven by Gujjal Narayana Ohetty's gumastah being for the bundle and 
half, I have taken it from Veeraswamy, and lodged it in my dufters, where I 
propose to keep it till I can get the affair of the half bundle properly settled, 
when I shall require a separate bond to run the 12 per cent and destroy the 
old bond. Gujjal Narayana Chetty promised to bring him here in the course 
of a month for that purpose. If he should not, I . shall be at a loss what to do 
in it, because 1 am not confi4ent that ;he ought to pay ior what his gumastah 
took on his own account. and I therefore want that be should go to 
Madras to get it settled by Mr. Kinderaley. The price of the half bundle 
was. ••• ... Pagodas 110 0 0 
and the interest on that from the 18th Kartikai to the 30th Vayyasi 
o:r 13th .Tune 1797 is .•.• :.. ... Ii. ••• ••• ••• ••• 46 10 0 

, 

Total... 156 10 0 . 
I hope it will appear that as matters Btand I cannot with strict jtrstice do 

more than I have done in this affair. 

, 
12. 

Letter-From Captain H. NASH, Commanding Krishnagiri. 
To-:-Major ALEXANDER READ, 90mmanding the Ceded Districts. 
Dated-Kris~agiri, the 27th June 1797. . 

, The frequency of . thefts lately committed in t,his garrison and several men 
belonging to the European artillery beooming great sufferers thereby, indeed soxp.e 
among them having lost every little article t.hey were possessed of, induced' me to, 
punish the first offender that could be laid, hold of, which I Boon had an opportunity 

... ' ~ 
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()f doing by a native being detected in the act of robbing a11 artillery man's 
house in the fort and the things he had stolen discovered upon hiDl.. I therefore 
thoug1;l.t it necessary to make a public example in the present instance by tom-

. toming the fellow out of the place as a probable means of preventing his return
ing to attempt the' like again as well as to give warning to others against similar 
practices in future. I accordingly applied to Captain Graham to furnish me with 
a tom-tom for the above purpose which WitS complied with; at the same time.it was 
alleged that I had assumed an authority I had no right to; however as I cousider 
it incumbent on me to do all in my power for the security of the property of 
every verson belonging to this garrison wit'hout a wish on my part to infringe on 
the privileges of another, I trust I have not acted improperly on this occasion. 
and beg leave to submit the propriety of the ~teps I !lave taken to you. 

13. 
Letter-From-Captain J. G. GRAHAM, Assistanl Colleotor. 

To-Lieut.-Col. ALEXANDER READ, Superintendent, Ceded Distriots. 
Dated-Daulatabad, the 6th May 1797. 

I beg leave to call your attention to the necessity which now exists 0' 

drawing the line between the respective authority to be exercised by the Collector. 
and Commanding Officer, so far aait l'egards the petta of Krishnagiri, in which. 
the sepoys with their families as weH as others who are not of the military 
description reside. . 

2. I am induced to make this request in consequence of some disoussipns which 
have lately taken place on that ~ead, and as the means of putting a.stop to them 
in future, I beg leave to suggest the propriety of deVising such instructions for 
the guidance of botll' as will prevent the possibility of any misconception 01' 

disputes, which have always a tendency to interrupt the public bUSiness as well 
as that harmony which ought to make the conduot of leading men of every 
description. 

14. 
Letter--From--Lieut.-Col. Az.EXANDBB READ, Superintendent and Colleotor and 

Commanding Ceded Distriots. 
To-Captain JAMES GEORGE GRAHAM, Assistant Colleotor, Baramahal. 
Dated-Tiruppattiia, the 19th May 1797. 

The. unremitting demand upon my time has hitherto prevented .my draj'ing 
any line between you and Commanding Officers in regard to the exercise of your 
respective jurisdictions-where from the residence of " troops doubts might be 
.entertained by some as to the existence of civil authority, and it could not have 
been found practicable to conduct matters f6r so long a period without some 
regulations had you not been. mutually disposed to avoid whatever could disturb 
the harmony that h~s happily subsisted among you. 'Conceiving however with 
you that a .declaration o~ your respective func~ions is the ~urest m?B.ns of preser .. 
ving what IS so very deSirable, I shall take thlsopportuDlty of laymg them down 
according to my notions of propriety and request. as I do not profess myself to be 
an adept in judicial matters, that you propose any addition or amendments of 
them that you may thin~ will make them more a~ceptable to Commanding Officer. 
and equally efficacious lD regard to the common mterests. 

2. AU' native officers and sepoys likewise, their wives, children, monthly 
servants and all persons composing their faq:l.ilies and thenc$ the same as camp
followers being subject to military law, Commanqing Officer$ of the garrisons or 
stations to which they belong will take .cognizance of all Ruch complaints as they 
may prefer against one another or any other inhabitants: It ~he complainant be 
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injured 'by a~ inhabit~nt he will state his case and send him to the Collector, with' 
his representation requesting that the cause of it may be enquired into and that. 
aggrieved may be redressed. 

3. The Collector will aither summon the defendant and enter into an enquiry 
immediately on receipt of such representation or advise the complainant when it
will be convenient for him to do it, that he may attend with the evidences in 
support of his allegations. After fnll investigation he will satisfy the Command
ing Officer as to the result and when reparation is to be made or that it may be. 
done without delay. • 

4. All the natives of every description excepting the, troops and persons. 
. composing their families whether related to native officers or sepoys or employed 
by th~m as overseers or day-labourers being subject to no other than civil jnris
diction it is the province of the Collector to ,take cognizance of all such complaints 
as they may prefer against any of the ~i1itary or one another, to state their case. 
if the complainant be injured by a military man to his Commanding .Officer,. 
and to send the complainant to him with his representation drawn up in English 
requesting that his grievanc~s may be enquired into and, if. real, redressed. 

_ 5. On receiving such representation, that the Commanding Officer will, order
a court of enquiry or, if he see sufficient ground for it, a garrison court-martial,. 
apprizing the plaintiff of his intention and the necessity of his bringing witnesses 
in support of his charges for which sufficient time must be allowed. The proceed
ings being .closed or the sentence of the court-martial passed, the Commanding 
Officer will satisfy the Collector as. to the result and be careful to inform the. 
complainant in respect to it that he may be convinced of justir.e being done. 
him which is most effectually done, where the grievance is a loss of property, by 
restitution or indemnification. 

6. The judicial authority of the Commanding Officer and the Collector being 
thus reg-ulated, that of the former can only be' exercised over- military men and 
their adherents, ~lld that of the latter over merchants, tradesmen, husbandmen 
and other classes of the inhabitants, and being thlls attached to persons neither 
the one nor the other can be dependent on, or limited to, particular situations, but 
mllst obtain, i;n full force and effect, wherever the descriptions of people under 
them respectively may be, and·no bargain or contract that maybe entered into 
between a military man of any rank or description an~ an inhabitant must be 
considered as a reason for the Collector to withhold his protection from thQ
innabitant, or be agmitted 'as a plea for the Commanding Officer to judge in any 
difference ,that may arise between him and the military man though it may appear' 
that the latter is aggrieved but he must state his grievance to the Collector as 
aforesaid and rely on his impartiality and justice, 

.7. It is specially i~tended that none of the inhabitauts, whether civil or 
military, shall be prevented from bringing into any fort or petta, wherever their 
habita.tion may be, any kind of live stock,. or provisions that they may require. for 
th~ir own consumptiou ; that no customs whatever shall be levied on such articles, 
unless they be included in some farm held of the Collector and that any person or 
number of persons who may bring in horned cattle, sheep, goats or bogs for 
their own use shall be at full liberty to slay them, Any Collector who silently 
permits such infringements of individual right as are here provided against mUl:lt. 
be sensible of remissness in performing the duties of his station. 

S. The detriment of which the intemperate use of liquors is to the health and 
discipline of the troops is the strongest objection to the same freedom being 
allowed in respect to them to any description of people and justifies Commanding 
Officers in taking every means in their power not only to prevent the secretly 
bringmg liquors into forts or pe~ta~, wher~ .the troo,pR ma:r be, bu~ their ~aving 
guards at all arrack'godowns, WIthin a mlle of theIr statIOn as dIrected In the 
orders of Government on that subject, and any Commanding Officer who permits 
the sa.le or transit of liquor within that distance of it without proper restrictions. 
is evidently to blame. These are the few points that occur to me at present as 
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those .on which it is.P!obable that Collectors and Commanding Officers could hav~ 
aD:J: dlfference of OplnI?n, and as I conceive these rules are _so perfectly. equal and 
reCIprocal as cannot give umbrage to either.' ' 

'15. 
Letter-From-Lient.-Col. ALEXANDBB READ, Superintendeut, ,BiramahaI. 

To-:-The Right Hon'hle the President in Connoil, Fort St. George. 
Datetl-Baramahal, the 5th J nly 1797. . 

.I have yielded to the solicitation of two injured mEm presuming that any 
intrusion of mine upon your lordship'S time can never be more pardonable than 
when in behalf of the oppressed. They are t,wo brothers, Gopal Raoand Rama 
Rao, sowcars who came a few years ago from Mysoreand settled in the Nabob's 
country. I cannot pretend to say what concerns they have had with the Sarkar, 
but as money lenders there is no probability of their being in its debt. It is the 
more likely true that,as they affirm, His Highness has, without a shadow of right 
-or demand lipon them, sent people from Madras to seize them and plunder them 
of all their property, which I understand has been generally done to others of their 
~escription some of whom have come here with the same expectation to relate 
their misfortune. These people have esc'aped themselves, but their families are 
in confinement a.nd all their effects have been seized. Supposing ,there -may be 
objections to your lordship's taking any cognizance of what may be so intimately 
connected with his Highness' polity, I have felt great reluctance to the concerning 
mvself or troubling you about their affair but that appeariug an insufficient reason 
foi- omitting to take the chance of what may result with good to others,' I have 
recommended their Jltating their case in a petition to the N.abol:l and taken upon 
me to transmit it to your lordship in order to be sent to His Highness if your 
lordship approve, as in that event it may produce the enlargement of their family: 
and the restoration of .their property and if not, some alleviation of thejr mit:1fortune. 
For. further information I enclose a translation of their petition; one. of them is the 
bearer who wilLno doubt be very grateful for what your lordship may be pleased to 
110 for him. . 

Entllos"re. 

THB PETITTON OF· GoP AL RAO AND RAMA RAO, SOWOARS, TO HIS HIGHNESS 
'IHB NABOB OMDAT-m-OMRA BAHADUR,OI' THBCARNATIO PAYENGH.AT. 

We humbly approach your Highness' to lay our petition at your feet. We 
were inhabitants of Balagha~' and came thence with the English army to settle 
under 'your-Righness' protection, our families and all our effects. along with us, 
.and settled in the villages of Agaram and Gudiyattam where we have followed 
our occupation with irreproachable character~, and bi favour of your Highness 
.have enjoyed security and happiness until lately, when the servants of the Sarkar 
have. without any lawful claim upon us whatever, surrounded our houses, seized all 
our money and valuable effects and, keep our wives and children in confinement. 
Being strangers and confidi.ng in your Highness' justice and humanity we are 
hopeful that you will be pleased to order the enlargement of oUr families and the 
restora.tion of our property and we shall .ever pray for the increa.se of yout 
prosperity. 
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16. 
Letter-From-Lieut.-Col. ALEXANDER R~D, Superintendent a.nd Collector, Bira.· 

mahal and Salem districts. 
To-Captain GRAHAM, Assistant Collector, Baramahal. eto. 
Datetl-'l'iruppattur, the 25th October 1797 .. 

Several charges. beipg exhibited against the . Tahsildar and ~hroff of' 
Vaniyambadi, I summoned them about three months ago to attend here that 
their conduct might be enquired into and justIce done'. ' As proper and necessary
from your being [in] charge of the collections of that district to acquai.nt you with 
the business, I gave you at thfl time intimation of it and of the result in Hindowee 
and. intended transmitting a copy of my proceedings to give you furthel" 
infor~ation of their malpractices. That delayed, at first for U.e reoeipts of money 
he has been required to refund to the complainants and afterwards by the 
successive intervention of other business. 

, , 
2. The oharges of which they were arraigned were so intricate from publio 

and private 'matters' being blended together and the privity of their transactions 
that they oooupied a party of my people more than a fortnight and afterwards. 
myself about a week to investigate them. What I send you as my prooeedings is 
merely a few notes to keep the principal points in my mind, for a detailed account 
of all the litigations and falsehoods ontha side of both the plaintiffs aitd defend.· . 
ants would take up a volume. There may however b~ enough to satisfy you as to 
their guilt, for most of the oharges are supported by several evidenoes. 

3. It appears that as in 1795 the Tahsilaar was. at no pains to mi.ke his, 
collections agreeable to the kistbandi having a palanoe of no Jess than 1364-
pagodas due of his seoond kist which should never be permitted without 'Very good 
reasons, that he empl?yed some of the publio money in his o1"'n concerns, which 
probably all. the Tahslldars do more c;>r less, that he defrauded the Sarkar in the 
repairs of a tank, that he reoeived bribes of the ryots for his influence in obtain-
ing remissions of their rent and excusing them their quotas of grain when 
required for the store, that he collected aids to defray his marriage, an old 'custom 
we have often interdioted, that he has demanded the repayment of money which 
never was a:dvanceiJ as takkavi, and that he a'ppropriated the produce of an inaum. 
to his own use and defrauded a.karnam of his wartana. 

4. I intended at first that he should be sent round the districts to reoeive 
oorporal punishment at three or four of the kasbas, as an example to other Tahsil
dars but in oonsideration all his private coll~ctions came to a small amount I 
thought it sufficient to confine him f()r 8. few months among the felons. The 

. intended period of his confinement is not half expired yet but as the effect on 
others may be the same as if he were to be detained the whole of it I have released 
~~~ . 

5. The Shroff has been ooncerned in most· of his malpractices, and they are-
all to be attributed to the loose and private' manller' in whioh they have trans
acted all their public business to the exclusion of the Serishtadar who ought to be 
a check upon them. As equally gently I intended they should be punished alike, 
but the Shroff made ·his escape. 

6. As he was indebted to the Tahsildar ohackrams 28-9-12 and to Muttu 
Goud of Ammankoil star pagodas 22-,22-40, his security was then apprehended 
and required to discharge those debts. He has accordingly paid 15 pagodas 
towards it which have been equally divided between his creditors; he promises to 
pay up the remaiuder till when he is to be kept in oonfinement. 

7. The Tahsildar having been obliged to refund all the money he extorted 
from the, ryots and reoeived from them as bribes, it has been paid back to them;. 
one set of receipts bave been given to him and one set ten in all are enclosed in 
caMe of future demands or discoveries. 

8. Some of my mutasaddis having been sent to fill prtJ tempOre places of 
the Tahsildar, the Shroff and the Serishtadar who is not fit to hold his situation, 
I wish you to send others in their room and desire that the persons dismissed may 
be considered as disqualified for ever holding any.trust under the Company, 
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Enclosure. 

ENQ.illRY INTO THE CONDUCT OF SESHAGIRI RAO;TABSIJ.DAR OF VANlYAMBADI. 

Oharye 1.-Negligent of duty in not collecting the village rents agreea.bly to 
the kistbandi and leaving a halanceoutstanding unnecessarily. 

Enquiry.-Complaints being preferred against him, he was summoned to 
appear at Tiruppattur to answer the charges against him. That was the 7th 

. March, a week after his second kist was due and ought to have been remitted. 
His two first kists amount to . ••• . 11 ,517 5 6 
His collections to.the 7.th Much .... " 10,252 8 11 

Balance against the distriot which has' all been collected 
since his removal ... ,. 1,364 9 11 

Rema1·k.-So considerable a balance 9utstanding of the second kist only is in
excuseable and correspondent with his conduct in 1795 when 1600 was outstand
ing in A ugust and it appeared that he had given himself no trouble to ascQrtain 
the causes of defalcation. Nor does it appear that' he was req'l1ir~d to state them 
to the Collector. . 

Oharge 2.-His employing the public money:lli. his own affairs. 
Enquiry.-He remitted the collections of his 2nd kist 

on the 6th Maroh of which there proved to be a 
deficiency of . 

And there were returned as light money 
Collected after his remittance ... 

59 0 10 
43 5 8 
80 0 7 --_. 

Land rent 
Licenses ... -... 182 6 15 

350 

. . Total to be accounted for 186 1 15 
On being relieved he paid to Shiva Rao who superseded 
~. ~5~ 

Balance due 142 6 1 
.-----

i'he Tahsildar affirms that the Shroff must have purloined the 59-0-10 but 
that is inadmiEsable. being unsupported by evidence, and it being his and the 
Serishtadar's business to see the money counted and sealed. It-further appears 
against his allegation that the ~oney was put into the bags and 'sealed up before 
him, also that they were immediately deposited in his house and thence despatched 
to Krishnagiri. It was therefore in his power to take the money without the 
Shroff's knowledge but it was not in the Shroff's power to take it out without his 
knowledge. It is therefore probable that he did it, and whether or not, he alone 
is responsible. The light ~oney43-5-14 he deliverBd to Shiva Raoat being 
relieved. He pleads that the Shroff withholds the 80-0-7 and on enquiry it 
appears that 'he has done SO, but in consequence of his owing him 55 chackrams 
and bis not baving the 25 at command. In respect .to the 55 the Shroff only 
keeps his due and the TahBildar ought without that to _be able to pay the amount 
into the treasury but he has spent or laid out the money.. The Shroff has likewise 
withheld the 3-5-0 amount licenses but it b~ing the fault of the Tahsildal' that 
be has the money, because he ought to keep all that may be collected from the 
country in his own charge, he alone. is answerable. . 

. Remark.-It appearing from this enquiry that the Tahsildar's having run into 
debt, his depending too much upon the Shroff, and his being answerable for what 
is properly his charge. it is clear that he must be considered as indebted to the 
Sarkar the following sums :-

The deficiency 
H~s last collection (land rent) 
His do. (licenses) 

10 

Total 

59 0 10 
80 0 7 
360 ----

186 1 7 [?] 
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But his demand upon the Shroff for 3-5-0 will continue good till the amount 
be paid him. 

Ohrt?"ge 3.-Defrauding~the Sarkar by overcharging for tank repairs. 
. Enquiry.-He received about one year and ten months ago for the purpose 
of repairing the tank of Nekkondi 84-2-4 and gave in a false account as appears 
by oomparing it with the account given by the karnam of the vilJage. . . 

The Karnam's account. 

Cash to the Oddars ... 
Grain to the Oddars •.• 
Three buffaloes for them 

The Tahsildar's account. 

Cash 
Grain to the Oddars ... 
Three buffaloes 

DifferenQe .. , 

560 
32 5 8 
580 

43 9 8 

560 
57 1 14 
580 

68 5 14 
----
24 6 6 

. It appears the difference is owing to the 'l'ahsildar's having bought the grain 
of his father at 2-0-0 per kbandi in place of nearly 1-2-0 the bazaar price. They 
.urge that the grain was of warpat lands on which the father had sustained some 
loss which transaction was intended to. indemnify him but his loss had been 
considered and a remittance made of conseqnence besides a tirvai was demanded 
as rent and that had no connection with the sale of the produce nor was the 
purchase of the grain at that price sanctioned by any authority. 

. Remark.-lt appears from. the above fair ·to demand the difference 24-6-6 
and that the Tahsildar has been guilty Qfa breach of trust in allowing of such an 
overcharge. 

Oha·rge 4.-His receiving a, bribe of Shamudy Goud of Agraharam to obtain 
remission of rent. 
. Enquiry.,-:-The Goud affirms that he paid 6 pagodas to him by the hands of 
Venkatramiah for the said purpose and on being required to take his oath of it he 
is sworn accordingly. Venkatramiah. also appears, affirms that he paid him 
the money and offers to take his oath to it if required. l.'he Tahf;ildar on being 
interrogated on this head agreed to admit the charge and pay the money if the 
Goud would swear to it. 

Remark.-Further evidence Muld not be expected in a transaction of this 
kind, and though: not satisfactory, it leaves little doubt of the Tahsildar having 
been bribed. 

Ohfl.rge 5.-His receiving bribes of four Gouds to defray the expense of his 
marriage as follows. 

Obi N air of Ii eckanairpatti 
Conati Goud of Buddiwari 
Papi Naif of Manvitti .' 
Vasat Nair of Palilplltty 

'/' 

16 0 0 
12 0 0 
700 
500 

40 0 0 

.Enquiry.-He .ilemanded 50 but theY' agreed to give only 40 and they have 
taken oath that they contributed in the above proportions. The money "fas paid 
by Conati Goud twice, 20 I pagodas before his marriage and 29 ~uring the 
performance of it. Ven~atrami~h being calle~ upon as R. witness says he w~s 
present when tbe Tahslldar demanded an aId of them for the purpose of hIS 
marriage withollt specifying the amount and they agreed to give 40 pagodas, b;tt 
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. he was not_present when the money was paid. The Tahsildar says that he had 
given to Obi Nair and Conati Goud 33 pagodas to buy certain articles for him~ 
that they bought them, but did not deliver them, and that their price rising in 
the meantime they paid him 40 in lieu of the 33. Subbaraya Pillai being called 
in says he knew of that transaction and that those two Gouds paid 39 pagodas in 
place of the 33 on account of the ri~e in the price. The Gouds allege that the 
grain bnsine~s happened 8 or 10 months after the marriage, and that the one 
transaction has no connection with the other. The 'l'ahsildar nrges that he could 
have no occasion for so many artiCles as appears in the account or for so many 
of them for his marriage and that consequently the' grain business must have 
been priOl· to his marriage which would make it probable that the money paid 
him at that time was the advance ~or the grain. But he acknowledges himself 
that his marriage was two years ago, and the Karnam of Buddiwari's account 
proves that the grain affair was 16 months ago. As to the quantity it was not more 
than he might expend in his house in a twelve month. 

RemarKs.-All these circumstances appear to be sufficient proof of his guilt, 
and justify the requiring a refund. -

Oharge 6.-Ris taking up 50 pagodas of Somappa, a sowcar, and afterwards 
refusing to give a .bond for the amount aud delaying payment. 

Enquiry.-lt appears that last August when Captain Graham went to 
Vaniyambadi there was a balance of 58 pagodas takkavi due from the Tahsildar 
and that apprehending Captain Graham would desire to settle that account with 
him he wished to borrow 50 because he had lent that amount of the Sarkar money 
and could not replace it. He first endeavoured himself to get it from Somappa and 
then employed Lachiram to use his interest with him mentioning why he wanted it. 
Somappa being prevailed on very late at night gave the 50 pagodas expecting 
a bond for it next day. The Tahsildar delayed Irom time to time, and at last 
refused to give the bond, pretending the money was for the -Shroff and not for 
him. Upon investigation Lachiram was summoned who related all that had 
passed when the Tahsildar was at length prevailed upon to give the bond • 

.Remark.-This goes greatly to prove the Tahsildar's practice of employing 
the publio money on his own account, his dispensity [?] in wishing to avoid paying 
his debts, his effrontery in denying everything with which he is charged however 
he may be confronted and his constantly employing the Shroff as the between in 
all his private and publio transactions. 

Oharge 7.-His receiving a bribe from the ryots for excusing them the supply 
of grain for which they had been assessed for the stores. -

Enquiry.-The Tahsildar having received orders to secure grain for the stores 
prohibited the ryots selling their paddy until they agreed.to pay him a doucuer 
which they contributed as follows: - • 

- Ramagoud of Samand-Kuppam 
N allanna do.. .. 
Mortappa do. 
Venkatappa do. 
Mavan mui'ti do. 
Rama.du do. 
Perma Goud do. 
Chellappa do. 
Cundappa do. 
Chinnappa muthu do. 
Perma Goud do. 
Pansa Oddan do. 
Chinnarama Goud do. 

5 
5-
4 
2 
;) 

2 
6 
6 
5 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Total Rupees 48 

AU this people are -present and vouch to their having contributed as above 
but it was Perma Goud who reot:ived it of them. He has sworn that he gave the 

10-£ 
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~hole to the 'rahsil~ar, but he swore i!l17~5 when this matter was first enquired 
111.to that he had paId only 20 and the rahslldar then swore that he never received 
any part of the money. . 

Remark.-Tbough very probable the money' was collected and either all ora 
part paid to the Tahsildar, entire dependen.ce. cannot be placed on the assertions 
of such liars. In this un-certainty it appears only possible to do justice to t.he. ryots 
by requiring the Tahsildar and the! patel to refund half the amount. ' 

(lhnrge 8.-Receiving c~unterfelt bonds for takkavi and part of advances as 
a bribe. • 

Enquiry.-Varadachari and Tolli Goud state that they were two of five ryots 
who. were called into the kachheri and told that advances were to be made to 
them\ that afterwards .they went away withol;l.t receiving any and without seeing 
any bonds, after' whlCh demands were made of them, and upon f'xamining the 
dofters it appears that bonds were made out in their names which were sent to 
Captain Graham. 

Somachari Pagodas 3-
ToUi. Goud 1 
Vara.dachari 2 
Venkatadu 2 
Gosna Goud 2 

Total 10 

which was paid into the hands of Somachari who never distributed it as above 
but gave the Tahsildar 7 pagodas of it as a bribe-. Since that time (in August 
last) he and the t.wo last mentioned have ruJ!. off to Balaghat and the Tahsildar 
now demands of Tolli Goud 1 pagoda a.nd of Yaradacbari 2 according to the 
bonds in their names which are said to be counterfeit. The Serishtadar says it is 
true that the money was all paid to SQmachari when the other ryots were absent. 
Varadachari alleges that the Tahsildar received at different times 11 pagodas 17 
rupees and 6 cantary fanams as bribes and 19ans and this is in part corroborated 
by a memorandam of Somachari left among his papers when he went to Balaghat. 

Rema.rTcs.--It appears more probable that the two ryots above mentioned 
r~ceived no takkavi than that they did; consequently, that thAy Qught" not to pay 
it.. It is likewise probable the Tahsildar received the 'other bribes,thongh there is 
no proof of it and the party concerned is absent. .' .' 

Oharge 9.-Appropriating the P!oduce of an inaum to his own use. 
Enquiry.-The inaum belonged to Mirza in the Samand Kuppam. It 'was 

l'lubtAd in P~amadicha. Before that the Tahsildar divided the gutta which was 6 
khandis with the f,iotS taking 2 khandis for himself and half a khandi t.o a peon 
of his, Budda Rao, since dead. The ryots who are present (13 in all) affirm that 
so was· the case and that they divided the remainder 3l khandis among them
selves which ·has been collected by the temporary Tahsildar and brought to 
account in May. On questioning Perma Goud, he says that the r.I'ahsildar had . 
. sent Budda to receive the inaum, and that on his promising the 2 k handis he 
desisted. 

Remark.-N otwithstanding this is clearly proved against the Tahsildar, he 
attempts to excuse himself upon arguments not in the least connected with the 
fact. 

Oharge lO~~His withholding the payment of karnam's wartana.. 
Enq'll,i?'Y'C-Anni Pillai, karnam of Ammankoil, represents that bis wartana or 

annual allowance of 16 cantary fanams for Rakhasa or fasH 1205 being sent from 
the division ka.chheri he demanded it of the Tahsildar who desired Mutta Goud, 
the patel' of his, village, to pay it promising that he should receive credit for the 
amount in dischrrge of rent, that sometime having "[passed?] without his receiving 
it, he repeated his demand of the Tahsildar, who again said he would Qrder the patel 
to pay him, but that tbough he has put him often in mind of it since and the money 
has now been due a year and a half, he has not yet received any part of it. On 
being asked, the Tahsild,\ affirms it ~as been paid and that the karnam's receipt 
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is in the dufters. On enquiry two receipts are found in the dufters-together 
lor cbackrams 14-2-0, the amount of the karnam's wartana for 12 villages,the 
;number for which he is accountaut. These receipts were given by the karnam 
.at the time that Mutta Goud agreed to pay him the wartana of his villages as he 
.had no doubt of his doing it; thElrefore they cannot be adduced as proof of his 
havin~ done it, as in caSEl he b"ad done it, it would appear by his receiving credit 
for the amon:nt in one or other of his payments in the. course of the year. The 
Tahsildar's receipts for tbe sums he paid (which specify the coins in which they 
were paid) are, all examined but his having received credit for such sum nowhere 

. .appeara, and the patel offers to swear that he never paid the money and of course 
never required credit for the alI)ount. The Serishtadar also says that the 
karnam complained to him of t.his two or three times and that no· such tran~actlon 
is to he found in his accounts. 

Remark.-No further proof can be had and what is· adduced is sufficient. 
The Tabsildar's denying the fact is only consistent with the maxim he seems to 
have adhered to in the course of this enquiry of denying everything, whatever 
.evidence might appear against him. Certain it is that had the patel paid .the 
karnam and had he given the patel credit for the amount, it would be easy for 
him to show in his accountR and in his recelpts where he had don!'l so, and t,hat 
could not be done without the knowledge of his accountant the Serishtadar. 

Vha1'ge n.-Fraudulent practices with Mutta Goud, patel of Ammankoil. 
Enquiry.-In the year Ananda, Mutta Goud being RIck, the Shroff ~ 

went to his house and demanded his rent which he paid, viz. '" ." 10 0 0 
On his recovery, he took and showed money he had brought to the 
'Tahl:lildar who desired him to go tQ"the Shroff and deliver it .. , . ... 15 0 0 
After that he delivp-red into tbe Tahsildar's own hands as bribe to 
procure him a remission of rent ... • .. 

Total 

Mutta Goud being in arrears at the end of Ananda and the Collector 
{A. R.) on his circuit to investigate balances outstanding found that a 
balance of 40 pagodas was againRt him. He was confined on that 
.account but did not make .known that if he were credited for, the 
above, there would· be only a balance of 5 pagodas against him. As 
it was the business of the Tahsildar to conceal that he had previously 
collected 35 of the amount, he prevailed on the Shroff. and this Shroff's 
prother Krishna to come forward and agree to be answerable for the 
amount 40 pagodas and to give a promissary note to that for whic4 he 
made the" Goud give a bond. In 15 days after the .Shroff informed 
the SE'rishtadar that 40 pagodas had been. received froin his brother on 
account of Mutta Goud and the Serishtadar accordingly gave him 
:Credit for the amount in the dufters. N{) money was received either 
from the Goud or Krishna, but by this Illeans the demand upon the 
Goud was established and the Tahsildar sem'lred in keeping thA 30 
pagodas he had previously defrauded him of exclusi ve ~f 5. pagodas 
being secured to the Shroff as loss by th~ exchange,. makmg lD all the 
.amount of the bond... ... . .. 
To this add cash afterwards borrowed of the Shroff 10 at 0l1e time and 
2 a se.cond time . , , ... 

Paid in discharge of~at three different times 
Estimated value of two ear-tings .;. . . .. 
Cash part of the' Goud's collections in the current 

year 

Total 

Total - .•• 

18 0 0 
10 0 0 

24 0 0 

10 0 0 ---
35 0 0 ---. 

40 0 0 

12 0 0 
---
52 0 0 

52 0 0 
----

'Ou the Goud's paying the last BUni, the bond for the.40 pagodas was torn befortt 
.his face when he was told ,that interest on the amount was still dne but though a 
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bond is produced by the Shroff for it making it 22 pagodas. which he says was 
made out by the 'flahsildar's order in another man's na~e it does not appear 
oertain that it was intended to demand that sum of Mutta Goud. 

Remark.-From the above it appears thai;. the Goud has been plundered of 
40 pagodas by the TahsiIdar and Shroff together, but it seems impossible to-
determine 'which of them is the principal, for the Shroff acknowledges all and 
affirms that he only acted as agent for the Tahsildar while the latter obstinately 
denies everything. ' This is the consequence of the collections being made privately 
and not received publicly in the kachheri before the Tahsildar, the Serishtadar and 
Shroff when assembled there. It seems more than probable tnat the Shroff 
reported the receipt of every sum he received and every sum was paid to the
,Tahsildar. Whether or not as a principal, he is responsible for all collections as 
itlmust be supposed that none can be made without hislkllowledge. That however 
being more a ma~!m in policy than an equitable decision, it appears fairer to make 
them jointly refund the amount. 

The whole sum is 
IJet credit be given for the supposed loss by ex

change and the ear-rings be restored 

To be demanded of the Tahsildar 
do. of the Shroff 

RESOLVED. 

Pagodas 

500 
10 0 0 

Remains 

-:to 0 0 

15 0 0 

25 0 0 
---
12 22 40 
12 33 40 

Oha1'ge I.-That the Tahsildar merits removal for not collecting his kist as 
they fell due. . -

. Oha1'ge 2.-That in having employed the public money on his own account 
he has committed a breach of trust which alone disqualifies him ~or his situation 
and shall be held responsible for the deficiency, viz. 

Chackrams -
His balance in hand (land rent) 
His balance in hand (license) ... 

... 
; 

. ... 

Total 

59 5 10 
80 0 7 
350 

143 '1 '1 

In star pagodas .. ; .,. ... .., ... ••• ... 120 26 43-
Oharge 3.-That he has been guilty of peculation in overcharging 

for tank repairs, that he pay the amount Pagodas 20 43 0 
And the balap.ce of advances for tank repairs
The amount was 
His disbursements were 

84 2 4-
68 5 14-

Balance due Chs. 15 6 6. Ps. 13 9 70 
Oharges 4 and 5,--That he be required to refund the amount of his 

bribes lind that they be restored to the Goud ... ... .. -, ... 46 0 0 
- Oharge 6.-That he pay up the amount of his bond to Somappa... 50 o· 0 

Oharge 7.-That he refund half the amount extortioned on the 
grain a-ccount, Perma Goud t.he other half and the amount restored 
to the ryots... ... 7 5 0 

Oha1'ge 8.-fl'hat he has been guil,ty of neglect of duty in not seeing takkavi 
distributed tb the inferior -ryots and that Captain Graham be desired not to 
oontinue the demands upon Tolli Goud and Varadachari. -

Oharge 9.-That he merits removal fOl' embezzlement and be 
ordered to refund the amount of the two kha.ndis 4 0 () 

''Oha1'ge 10.-That he pay Anni Pillai his wartana ca~tary Fs. 16,. 
St. P~gs. ••• •.• ... ••••• 1 15 6(} 
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Oharge H.-That he restore ·half the Bum of whioh Mutta Goud 
,'Was defrauded •••. ... ••• ••• ... 12 22 40 

1.'hat the Shroff restore the other half and the amount paid baok 
to the Goud ... '" '" ... . .. ' ... ... '... 12 22 40 

Tot~l' 318 10 16 

Finally:-

That the Tahsildiir and Shroff be removed from their situations and confined 
among the felons for six months as unfit ,to serve the Oompany again; also that the 
Serishtadar ,be dismissed as unfit for his station. 

17. 
Letter-From. Major A. CUPPAGE, Commanding, Sankaridrng. 

,To-Lientenant-Colonel READ, Superintendent and Collector, Baramahal and 
Salem districts., • 

Dated-Sankaridrug, the 8th Dec:ember 1797 . 

. I have the honour to Bend you the enclosed referenc~ at the, particular instance 
1)f Mr. Peyton" Assistant ~urgeon, and am only sorry this gentleman should have 
occasioned your being troubled on so trivial a subject. He has snppressed the 
first part of the business ~nd having done so I shall beg to make it known to you. 
The Kotwal came to me and reported that people were at wO~'k in 'pulling down 
the old cow-house of the Sarkar; this I thought extraordinary and desired him to put 
a Btop to it, upon which I had a note from Mr. Peyton in a style so exceptionable 
that I beg to enclose you a copy of it. Notwithstanding, from a desire to accommo
date I sent him a conciliatory reply which seemed to have but little weIght, as 
you will perceive by his following note and I annex my remarks with my answer 
to further elucidate. Having enquired personally ipto the ,business next morning 
I found the Kotwal's report to be correct and still wishing to accomodate, I sent 
him a reasonable propositioil, as you will, I flatter myself, allow, of which I must 
also entreat your perusal and his answer. This induced me to write to Major 
Oram and that 1 might be,as well informed as possible, I troubled Oaptain Munro 
On the subject whose reply I submit to you and Major Oram's also. By all which, 
it is evident Mr. Peyton is more actuated to carry a point in opposition to the 
Commanding Officer than from any other motive and re8ting upon these grounds 
I must particularly draw your attention to Captain Munro's letter by which it 
does not actually appear that Major Or am ever got the house by authority and 
alth,ough Major 'Oram's letter says that he might have repaired it more than once, 
the only claim he can possibly have upon it is the expense he may have been at in 
this more than one repair. But if we could carry our right to all public buildings 
repaired and occupied by us, I fancy .there would be few, if any, remaining the 
property of the Oompany and from all that has come to my knowledge in this 
transaction, I conceive that Major Oram has no more just pretentions to the 
-disposal of this house than any other officer who repairs a public building to suit 
his own convenience for time being. The house has been to accommodate the 
SarkaI' cows from first to last and for which purpose I still wish it to be-preserved. 
I cannot avoid adding that in a conference on the above with MI'. Peyton aftt>r the 
two first chits I enclose you had passed, this gentleman had the deference to say, 
that the SarkaI' cows should not be kept there. . 

E'nclo8u1'e (1). 

DEAB SI'R,-I will thank you to inform me upon what account you have 
.stopped my coo1ies from taking away an old house, the property of Ma.jor Oram. 

November 22ild; 
lam, Sir, Your very obediently, 

W. PEn'ON. . 
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Enclosure (2). 

D.I!lAR DocToR.,-They reported to Ine to-day that some people were pulling
down the shed which had alway's been appropriated for the use -of the Sarkar
cows. If this is the house in question it would be a pity to pull it to pieces;. 
and if it is not, ~ have been misinfortI!ed. 

November 22nd. Yours, &c., 
A. CUPPAGE. 

Enclosure (3). 

DEAR Sm,-There has not been a beast of any kind in the house since Major
Oram left this. During his time his bullocks were kept in it, and was now. falling 
down, which was my reason for taking away the materials, as 1 wrote to Major
Oram about it sometime ago, but have not received his answer. 1 send the. 
kanakapillai with this who will' prove what [ ... ] Please to countermand the order-
as the men have been idle all this afternoon. \ _-

November 22nd. 1 am, Sir, Your very obediently, 
• W. PEYTON! 

Major Cuppage here begs leave to remark in opposition to the' first portion. 
of this note that the Sarkar cows were constantly lodged -in this house in bad 
weather; Colonel Read' will also observe that Mr. Pey~on proceeded on the demoli- . 
tion of it, even without the sanction of Major Oram. 

Enclosure (4). 

DEAR DOOTOR,-I wish you had mentioned to me before you began to pull 
down at all ; your coolies will certainly be deprived of half a day's work but all 
that [I] can say is, if it appears that the cows have never been by the honse in 
question, the Kotwa.l shall pay the loss of hire for making a. false report which 1 
find too late to inve§tigate to-night, but shall to-morrow morning; 

Yours, &e., 
November 22nd. A. CUPPAGE. 

!Iajor Cuppage's compliments to Mr. Peyton; informs him that the house
he wished to pull down was formerly the sher-khana, ~ public building in Tipu's 
time ; he has no doubt but that it was given to Major Oram by Captain Munro; 
however as the object is nothing more than the old materials, Major Cuppage is. 
ready to pay Mr. Peyton whatever may be the value of them, wEich will be equally 
beneficial and by which the cows of the Sarkar will be accommodated as here
.tofore. 

November 23rd. 

Mr. Peyton's compliments to Major Cuppage; begs leave to inform him that 
as the house is not his property, he canuot accept of any pecuniary recompense for 
it; tberefore Major -Cuppage may make whatever he pleases of it until Major
Oram's answer arrives. 

Wednesday, 23rd November. 

Enclo!w1'6 (5). , 
My DEAR CUPPAGE,-A thousand things prevented my replying to your letter

about the cow-house till this instant; it is true 1 gave to Peyton the materials and if 
the gift of these kinds\,f things by the constituted authorities gives a right to them,. 
J had a right so to do ; \,pesides in t,he five years 1 was at the Drug it was repaired 
by me more than once, !,lut after all this 1 could have wished that Peyton had given 
you the materials, and that you in lieu of them .had procured for the Doctor
others; do you not thi!\k Monr

• de Major that would have been the proper' 
adju~tment? the double (~ami your single) accommodation II! 1 shall say as 
much to my friend Monr

• '\ medicine. This is a charming. place and if the-



JUSTIOE 81 

!ain holds off we s~all. do tolerably well. The SOns ·of the Church are still 
Intolerant here.; I WIsh they were all in Hell and I had the key vf the furnace. 
My best respects to Mrs. Cup page. Adieu.· .. 

Erw1081trB (6). 

Your sincerely, 
J.ORAM. 

DEAR CUPPAGE-The cow-house you mention belonged to Sher-khan, 'fipu's 
bead-man, a.nd was a public building of which [he] took possession on his first 
entrance when Macleod was there before my arrival. As he was first in posses
sion and accommodation of all kinds was then scarcethan'now, I took no notice of 
it, but I considered it as a public buildiuO' a.gain whenever he should evacuate it; 
had the old building been considerably °repaired by him, 1. should have -looked 
pn it as private property, but if nothing has been done, it is certainly public; so 
you may do as you please. What, a rage the Doctor has got for pulling down 
houses I He bas already knocked down the range of buildings opposite to Fatters 
which were public, unless beating out, holes for windows· makes a kachheri a 
private house. Salams to Mrs. C. I am glad you have heard of the old Col. and 
his Indian investment. 

DHABMAPURI, 
30th November. 

18 

,Yours truly, 
l.'HOMAS MUNRO. 

Lett6f'-From Mr. W. PBYTON, Assistant Surgeon. 
To-Lieutenant. Colonel READ, Commanding the Ceded districts. 
'.Datet.l--Sankaridrug, t~e 7th December 1797 . 

. I be~ leave to lay before you copies of a correspondence between Major 
Cuppage and me relating to a house in this Petta which was Major Oram's pro

. perty and given to me by him as an extract of his'letter to me will show. 
2. Having occasion sometime ago for the materials, I employed ooolies to 

take them away and after they were, some· days working, Major Cllppage sent an 
order to stop them, and took possession of it for his own use, and 'at which he has 
now people employed in making repairs, although he refuses my terms of accom
modation, but insists on my parting with it o"n such conditions as he is pleased to 
dictate, which I beg leave to remark are not agreeable to me, and also that his 
want of the materials put me to great inconvenience. I therefore submit the 
matter, sir, to your impartial decision. 

EnclQsu'1'8. 
My DEAR PEYTON. . 

Your letter with its enclosures and one from Major Cuppage all came in slap 
dash upon me three days ago: had not time prior to thIS to reply to them. I have
said to Cuppage that I had a right to the house I gave it to you, that it was 
yours as much as ever mine~ and that the tiles and bamboos thareonnever did. 
belong to the Sarkar. r1'hat the best way to manage the matter so as to accommo
date both will be, value the materials, Cuppage,give to you an equal ,quantity,. 
and let the building stand. Is not that the best way r My friend Peyton, I 
will write you a long letter to-morrow. .God bless you. 

Sub·Enclo8ures 

(~) 

Yours sincerely, 
J. ORAM. 

Letter-From Mr. W. PEYTON, Assistant Surgeon, Commanding, ~ankaridrug. 
To--Major CUPPAGE, Commanding, Sankaridrug. 
Datet.l--7th Deoember 1797. , 

I have the honor to send you Major Qram's letter respeoting the house by 
which you will find that the..property is indisputably mine, and beg leave to inform 

11 
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you that in ordel'to accommodate you I will agree to his proposals. that is, to 
receive an equal quantity o£ materials of every denomination as I want to build a 
set of stables with other houses. ' ' 

(2) 
- Mr. Peyton will be good enough to excuse Major Ouppage thus replying to 

his note of this morning to save time. 
· .As things stand Major Cuppage is no way obliged to Mr. Peyton for the 

accommodation; he had the hQuse valued this morning by people well oalculated to 
determine who make the amount twenty-seven rupees; that Major Ouppage will 
send to Mr. Peyton-as he told him before he would readily pay for it-without 
Mr. Peyton wishes to have it valued over again in presence of any of his people. 
· \ . (3) . _ 

As Major Ouppage does not think proper to accept of Mr .. Peyton's offer, 
M.r. Peyton begs leave to inform the M~jor that he will part with the house on no 
other terms; so requests he may be allowed to take away the materials, a,s they and 
D.ot money are Mr. Peyton's objects. -

. (4) 
Major Cuppage begs to inform Mr. Peyton that as matters stand, he will not 

allow the materials of the hous~ to be moved-Mr. Peyton may accept of Major 
Cuppage's offer or not as he thinks proper. 

19 
Letter-From Lieut.-Col. ALEXANDER READ, Superintendent and Collector. Bars-

mahal. \ 
To-Major A. CUPPAGI, Commanding, Sankaridrug. 
Duted-Tiruppattiir, the 14th December 1797. 

I have perused your ietter of the 8th instant and your correspondence with 
Mr. Peyton and . am sorry any difference should have arisen between you on 
account of so trifling a matter as the roof of an old house. 

2. I believe that if a person repair or build· a house in Europe on ground to 
which he does not derive any right from donation or chase [lease?] of the proprietor 
he cannot afterwards pull it down or even carry away the materials. I have heard 
too that an action can be taken out a.gainst a proprietory builder for even letting 
'any part of his house just over any part of another's ground. . 

.. 3. According to that rule of right the Oompany is the sale proprietor of the 
old house-in question and neither Major Oram nor Mr. Peyton have any legal 
claim to the materials. 

4. But in this country. where there i!'1 so much spare ground, occupancy 
alone is supposed to constitute a right to any spot on which a man may 
build when there is no other claim preferred to it. He is likewise conceived 
to have the same kind of right to any house that he may ocoupy in the absence of 

· the former proprietor and as right is acquired' by occupancy, so a present occu
pant may establish as good a claim to a house or ground as. the original proprietor. 
People remove so frequently in tp,is country that if this kind of right were not 
admitted it wouH. be attended with, great inconvenience, especially when a person 
necessarily takes possession of an old house and [lays lout upon it an hUlldr,ed 
'times, more than the 'original building cost. That happened in almost every 
. garrison the first few years after these districts were ceded to the Company wh~n 
admitting the claims of both the 'old and the present ocoupant they: were settled. 
and I think very fairly, by the latter paying the former the estimated value of 
the old. building or the ground it stbod upon.' This would not however have been 
admitted as justice in England nor perhaps at Madras, but I think it would be 
admitted as equity and that I think is a. better rule to go by here than 'laws 
formed for countries under circumstances entirely different from these districts. 

5. This long disquisition will appear to you rather foreign to the present 
purpose, but I feel it necessary to give you myideas oflaw and equity~ for cOl1rts 
of these description would d~cide very differently on the matter before us. 

6. It appears by Oaptain Mnnro's,letter that Major Oram finding the cow
house without a proprietor, he took possession of it, that he was allowed to keep 
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possession, and Captain Munro's opinion is that' if the old building has received 
considerable repairs it is private property.' _ -

7. By Major Oram's letter to you it appears the building was granted to him, 
for he says • true, I gave to Peyton the materials and if the gift of this kind of 
things by the.constituted authorities gives a right to them I had a right to do 
so.' 

8. In this letter to Mr. Peyton he Rays • I gave it to you (Mr. Peyto-n) j it is 
yours as much as mine and the tiles and bamboos thereon never did belong to 
the Sarkar.' -

9. All these circumstances, the state of property in this country and the 
nsage hf it in Auch cases considered, I do think "that Major Oram had a right to 
give away the tiles and bamboos to Mr. Peyton and that of course he has a right ,_ 
to ~ke them away. 

10. By the above rules he has an equal right to the house j I grant at the 
same time that were people generally allowed to establish a right to public build
ings by means of occupancy or repairs, they might soon all' become private 
property, but the necessity of that not happening would soon create some regula
tion or law which wo.uld prevent it and it is now the case in all our garrisons 
where no person ever thinks of converting ~ public quarter into private property. 
In the present in~tance 'that necessity does not obtain; of consequence, there is no 
law or regulation that applies to the house in question and wlien that is not, any 
difference J),bout it surely ought to be decided according to equity. . 

11. I think with Major Oram that the best way to accommodate the matter 
is to have the materials valued by an equal number of persons on each side, -for 
yo~ to give him a quantity amounting to -the estimate and to let the building 
stand. -

Wishing only fo~ 301\ accommodation I forbear any comment on ~he corres
pondence between you. 

20 • 

LettfJr-From. Lieut:-Col. ALBXANDEB HUD, Superintendent a.nd Collector, Ba.~ 
mahal. 

T~Mr, PEYTON, Assistant· Surgeon, Saukaridrog. 
DatBCl-Tiroppattiir, the 14th December 1797. 

I have received your letter of the 7th and afte:r considering duly the nature 
of the difference that has arisen between you and Major Cuppage, the best mode 
of accommodation appears to be appointing a certain number of persons, each an 
equal number, to value the materials in dispute and his furnishing you with as 
many other of the lIame or any other kind asmay amount to the valuation. J think 
that will be attended with mutual advantage, for probably new materials will be 
best for your, and the old best for his, purpose while, as youI' friend Major Oram 
proposes, the house may stand and be appropriated to the purpose that has hither
to been made of .it. 

2. Though I incline to your side of the question as to right, it appears pro
per to observe that as an out-house of the late commanding officers, there is 
evident propriety in Major Cuppage's laying a claim to it and you must know 
that it is not a common thing in the service for officers to dismantle public 
quarters or their appendages. On the contrary they are commonly left entire for 
their successors whatever they may have laid out upon- them. It is only in these 
districts therefore, where property is ilot well defined and where equIty has not 
yet been superseded by particular regulation, that a dUference of this kind could 
perhaps be decided npon as in the present instance. 

Hoping ~o what has happened being settled. 
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21 
l.etter-From Captain J. G. GUHAM, Assistant Collect.or. 

To-Lieut.-CoI. READ, Superintendent and Collector, Biiramahal. 
Dat~d-lJaulatabad, the 15th December 1797 • 

. The inequa1ityof measures in the.Baramahal, where they vary in every district 
to the great inconvenience both of the buyer and seller, has induced my causing 
to be made up for each taluk in the northern division an iron mana and- balla 
with the Oompany's stamp; the former is the weight of 60 rupees, equal to 25 
ounces avoirdupois, and the latter consists of 8 manas or 480 rupees weight or 
12-1 pounds avoirdupois; there are 40 bal1as in a khandi ; consequently it weighs ~y 
this Standard 19,200 rupees or 500 pounds avoirdupois. 

2. The experiments were made in my presence by means of Europe scales 
with equal mixed quantities, of nine different sorts of grain perfectly dry; these 
were rice, baller, urd, mung, herbharay, tuvur, til, kulthi and wheat. 

_ 3. It may hereafter be thought preferable to Introduce the Madras measures 
into these districts; but till such time as that takes place, the standard now 
proposed will, it is hoped, prevent that frequency of abuse and inconvenience 
which has been generally complained of, both by Europeans and natives. I here
with transmit copy of my orders to Tahsildars and proclamations on this subject 
and with the hope that it will me~t your approbation. I have also directed'that. 
similar measures shall be made up for the TiruppattJlr district. 

22 
Letter-From Major A: CUl'PAGE, Commanding, Sankaridrug. 

To-Lieut.-Col. RUD, Superintendent and Collecior. Baramahal, &c. 
Datcd- Sankaridrug, the 24th December 1797. 

Mr. Peyton sent me another address to you witb enclosures to the number of 
nine; I declined troubling. you further, but told him he might transmit them 
himself if he thought proper, and I have no doubt but he will do so; if he does, 
you will see, I proposed to act up to your decision, but in reply- he begged my 
acceptance of the house, and I was glad of it because it would save me an endless 
correspondence with that gentleman whilst the value of the materials was 
disbursing [dispersing, i.e., vanishing PJ. I shall not trespass on your time. 

23 
Letter-From W. PEYTON, Esq., Assistant Surgeon, Sankaridrug., 

To-Lieut.-Col. READ, Commanding the Ceded districts. 
Dated...:..Sankar!drug, the 23rd December 1797. 

I am sorry to be onder the necessity of troubling you again respecting the 
difference between Major Cuppage and me, and what 1 had hoped your kind 
interference would have terminated, but I trust you will allow the expediency of 
it, as Major Cuppage is pleased still ,to persist in his .former proposals of paying 
me for the house in money and not, as you were pleased to recommend, in materials 
and also to clear some aspersions he thinks proper to cast on my character; he 
says that my deportment has been extremely excf\ptionable, from the beginning 
but will admit of no expla.n.ation. He also accuses me of being litigious; so far as 
relates to defending my property from being wrested from me contrary to my 
intimation, I must acknowledge, but 'when it appears that I have accedeq to every 
proposition which has been made by you and Major Oram, I hope my conduot, 
will not, deserve that epithet, and further that I made many advances towards 
a reconciliation with him but which 'he was pleased to reject, as the notes 
whic.h passed between us will show in a cleQXer light than any statement of them·. 
I beg leave to encloie YOll copies of them and to add that previous to this last 
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'Correspondence I solicited Captain Thomas Munro at a meeting with the gentle
men of Salem. to interf.ere and strive to settle matters between Major Cuppage 
and me, but WIthout being able to seclire. 

I now, sir, beg leave to say a few words respecting the disputed house. In 
all the enquiry I have madt', I cannot find that it was even appropriated by Major 
Oram for the use of the Sarkar cows; on the contrary he kept his bullock baJlliies 
with other number in it, and "which I can prove by many witnesses, _ and that it is 
neither annexed nor contiguous to any public qnarter; how far it is private 
property I beg leave to refer you to Captain Thomas Munro as it is not included 
in the list of SarkaI' houses in the kaohheri. I therefore beg leave to- request you 
will be pleased to decide once more on thi~ affair and subscribe my!elf. 

24 
Letter-From Lieut.-Col. ALEX. READ, Commanding the Ceded districts. 

To-Mr. w-. PEYTON, Assistant Surgeon, Sankaridrug. 
Dated-Nil. 

Having taken some trouble to explain my ideas of the difference between 
.:you and Major Cuppage and to satisfy you, both with my decision, I a.m some-
what concerned at its not being yet settled . 

. 2. My opinion was that Major Cuppage C should have the materials valued 
by an eqnal number of persons on each side and give you a quantity amounting 
to the estimate.' He professes, in his note No. lof accompaniments to your last, 
to think this decision perfectly consonant to what he had himself proposed, of 
-course to be satisfied with it and proposes 'that the amount determined should 
be disbursed by the kotwal for others.' That surely was an offer to pay YOlf 
in materials and not in money. 

3. You observe in your answer No.2 that my decision being conformable 
to what you had before proposed you c(;mld have no hesitation in agreeing 
to it, but having as you concerned (sic) thereby gained the point for which you 
contended, you begged his acceptariceof the house. I cannot think this was meant 
as a civility on your part, but. as a retort for his ltaving dispnted your claim to it. 
You conld scarc~ have expected that he would acoept ·it under such unpleasant 
ciroumstances and feeling no obligation he did not thank you for it. 

4. By No. 3 it appears that you expected thanks or some acknowledgement 
of the equivocal favonr you had tendered. If you expected neither One or the 
other, for what purpose did you desire his answer P As you gave away by your 
-note to him all the property you held in the house and unconditionally, you had 
no right to demand an answer or any return for it; however he writes in reply to 
your second note that he C considered your first note a,s conclusive' which was 
-to say that you had givaIl' up all your right in the house to him and that he was 
.satisfied. • 

5. Then you wrote to know if hfjl accepted of the house or would abide by 
,my decision. This is a plain indication that you wished to extort an acknowledge
ment of his acceptance in direct terms ot his refusal 10£ it and what was evidently' 
·to follow, • the value of the· house' which you had previously declared was not 
:yoUr objeot. 

6. After that he proposes to pay you the value of the old materials (No. b) 
that yOJ]. wished to have them replaced by others., I forbear any other comment 
,on this change in your conduct than saying that I think it justified Major 
,Cuppage's answer which as you state was that the house was now his and you 
;might take the value of the materials or not as you pleased. _ 

7. In the succee,ding correspondence between you on the subject it appears 
you endeavour to justify this cI:tange in your conduct by observing (No.7) that 
Major Cuppage hacl not adhered to my decision in the first instance, but as I • 
"have already noticed, he offered in the first instance t.O give you the materials 
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and not the amount and you declined they;n by making him a present of them which 
he had deemed conolusive If you thought his non-adherence to my decision 
would justify a change of conduct in you, how much more will your non
adherence to your own decision justify a change of conduct in him 1 

8. You afterwards remark (No. 8) tha~you had requested Major Ouppage'8' 
acceptance of the house as a present, hopIng by that means to bring about a 
reconciliation with him, but that he was pleased to refuse it by offering payment; 
hut it appears (No.3) that he had accepted the house there, not as you wished in 
direct terms, and it. was not till you endeavoured to extort an aoknowledgement of 
this affected civility that he tendered you the amount. 

9. Having, perused with attention all your correspondence and impartially 
dra~ the line of conduct you have both taken in this frivolous business, I cannot 
but think that which he now offers you more than you have a right to, for any
thing a man gives away being considered by his heirs and at lawas a complete 
alienation, how much more ought it to be considered so by the donor. Beiug of 
this opinion I cannot but recommend that you take the option he gives you or 
relinquish your claim, by remaining in silence. 

10. Whatever you resolve I request that no further reference be JIlade to me 
on the subject for being extremely pressed for time it is with vast reluctance I 
bestow it on such frivolous differences. 

25 
Letter-From Captain TaollAs }luNRo, .Assistant Collector, Central Division. 

To-Lieut.-Col. ALIXANDU READ, Superintendent and Collector, Bil'amahal. 
Dated-Nil. 

I answered this morning that part of your letter of the 17th which related to 
balances outstanding but omitted to reply to your proposals about 'investigating the 

. charges against Lakshmana Rao. It would be very inconvenient for me to have 
anything to say to it at present for I have just' now my hand~ full of the same 
kind of business at home, but had I ever so much leisure I should still think 
Graham himself the properest person to be employed; for the great difficulty in 
these enquiries is to understand what kind of characters the evidences have and 
he must know this perhaps better than me or any 'other Europeans and of course 
be more able to judge what credit is due to their oaths. I have for seven years 
been receiving charges against my principal people, but as dismissing them during 
the survey would have been inconve:Q;ient, I kept them hanging over them and at 
the same time gave them notice that I should overlook everything that happened 
in Paridhavi provided they refunded all the bribes they had receiv(ld and gave me 
a correct statement of them but that if ari.ything was concealed I should dismiss 
ili~. • 

2. The greatest part of my tim~ for the last four months has been taken up 
in examining the truth of tbese statements That given in by ilie Serishtadar 
was found to be false in.a few trifling particulars not altogether amounting t() 
100 rupees for which I have dismissed him and shall probably never employ him 
again though he was far the roost useful person about .me. The statement of the 
Peishkar I am convinced was correct though fourteen people have sworn to the 
payment of presents not entered in it, but several of these witnesses have been 
found guilty of perjury before, and some of them I know to a certainty have 
perjured themselves during the present investigation because they swpar that 
they had given nothing to the tlerishtadar, though their n~mes are inserted in his 
list~ and t,he different sums now actually in my hands to be r(lpaid to them. So 
that there is here a donble perjury in denying what they had really given and 
swearing to have given what they had not given-these circumstances to show how 
little dependence can be placed on the. oaths of the natives when not corroborated· 

• by other circumstances and that the person who is best acquainted with the parties· 
and the witnesses is the best qualified to get at the truth. ' 
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26 
COMPLAINT BROUGHT BY GURUVA., YELANBHAI AND KUTTA TIMMA, ODDARS, 

AGAINST MUTHIAH MUDALIAR, DUBASH TO CAPTAIN LENNON. 

GURUVA V. MUTHIAH. 

1. Guruva says that about 10 months 
ago, he was employed in building the 
Engineer's house and that the said 
Muthiah neglected or defrauded him in 
paying his daily hire. The following 
is the result. -

Guruva. bought 1.0,000 stones to the
Engineer's house at 4 cantary fanams 
per 1{)0 which is 40 chs., each pag()da 
being at the rate of Hi cantary fanams 
is in star pagodas 34-1J cantary fanams 
from which amount he reoeived 10 star 
pagodas, and 2(-9 is still due to him. 

2. Guruva says in the Muttur taluk 
is a village named N attagiam from 
whence he bought 23 bandy loads of 
palmyras to Krishnagiri at 4 o.fs. eaoh 
bandy which is 9 ohs. 2 c.fs; in star ps. 
8; he received 1 pagoda and 'i is still 
due him. 

3. Guruva says that from Anandur 
he brought 13 bandies of split palmyras 
on each bandy and the hire for each 
split palmyra. is Ii c.fs.; so for 6 split 
palmyras on each bandy is 7i c.fs. and 
for 13 bandies it amounts to 9 fs, 7i 
c.fs.; in star pagodas 8. 5t. He has 
not received a single duggarp.. 

4. Gurul'a says that he carried from 
Chinnarayadurgam to Rayakottah 13 
bandies loaded with bamboos at 12 c.fs. 
each bandy and for 13 bandies it is 2 c.fs., 
6 c.fs.; in star pags. 2-3-0 from which 
he reoeived 1 pagoda in dugganis and 
1 pag. 3 fs. is due'him. 

6. Gur'uya says that he carried IG 
bandies of firewood from the jungles to 
the brick kilns at Krishnagiri' at i c.fs. 
per bandy and for IG bandies that 
amonnt is 8 ,c.fs. out of which he had 
received only 1 silver fanam. 71 c.fs. 
is stiU due him., 

G. G uruva says that he bought 20 
bandies of bricks from the brick kilns to 

, Captain Lennon's honse at 1 c.fs. for 8 
bandies; so for 20 bandies it is. 2t 
c.fs. Received nothing. 

1. Muthiah in answer to this S'\y8 
that when Captain Lennon was going' 
to Madras he paid all the labourers off 
and afterwards destroyed the account. 

[Captain Lennon]: Ido hereby 
certify that I have paid into the 
hands of Muthiah more than the sums 
mentioned in these complaints which 
was of course to ha,ve been paid by him 
to the Oddars, that I have Muthiah's 
accounts stating these sums to be paid 
and that I have not destroyed them as 
he in his answer states. 

(Signed) W.CAULF LENNON. 
I will produce the acoounts if wished. 
2~ Muthiah answers this as the 1st. 
[Captain Lennon]: With, regard to 

the carriage of the palmyras I can pro
duce Muthiah's account of money paid 
him by me for, this purpose and if he has 
not paid the people employed he should 
be punished. 

(SigI!ed) W. C. LENNON. 
3. Muthiah knows nothing about 

this three article. Captain Lennon's
kanakapillai says that this balance of 
pags. 8. 5t ~ due him the said GUI'uva, 
who was sent for to sett1e his account 
with kanakapillai but neglected to 
come. The kanakapil1ai says fhis 
balance is in Captain Lennon's account. 

4 .. Muthiah says he knows nothing 
about this claim, the kanakapillai says 
that he has not paid the balance, he 
charged it in his accounts. The pay": 
ment was put 'off on account of the 
sai~ Gnrnv_a's not attending. 

5. Muthiah to this says he knows 
nothing ,of this account, but that the 
person who purchased the wood for the 
brick kilns would probably know 
whether this snm was' paid or not. 

6. Muthiah answers this as the I, 2 
and,3. 

Total pagodas due Guruva 
ps. C.PS. 

42 4f 
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YELLANBHAI V. MUi'HIAH MUDALlAB. 

1. Yellanbhai says that he brought 1. Muthiah says that w hen his. 
to Krishnagiri 8000 stones an~ 011:e master was going to Madras he dis
SODappagunta Goorvan 1000 whIch' IS . charged all debts concerning the-
9.000 at 4 c fs. per cent equal to 36 chs:; buildings of the house and -afterwards . 
in ps. In-31.c.fs. ; he received 5 pagodas destroyed the accounts. 
and' Sonappagunta Goorvan 1 pagoda, 
and 25-3}- is due him. 

~. Yelanbhai says that he broug-ht 2. Muthiah says he has paid it a.nd 
fromUnganamhalli to Krishnagiri 7 answers it further as the 1st. 
banqies with timber b.eams at 1}- c.fs. 
per bandy and for 7 bandies 101 c.fs. 
He received31c.fs. and 7 c.fs. is due him. 

3. Yelanbhai says that he brought 3. Muthiah answers this as he did 
30 bandies loaded with bricks from the the 1st and 2nd. 
kilns to the Engineer's house at 1 fs. 
for 8 bandies and 30 bandies is 3£ c.fs. 
'Received nothing. 

PS. O.FS. 
Total pagoda due Yelanbhi 32 7i 

KUTTA TnrrdA v. MUTHIAHMuDALIAR. 

1. Kutta 'Timma says ~e brought 1. Muthiah says he discharged all 
4000 stones to Captain Lennon's house ,debts when Captain Lenno.n was going 
at 4 fs. per cent which is 16 chs., in to Madras and destroyed aU accounts,. 
star ps. J 3-10l c.fs. He received 2 ps. etc. 
It cfs. and pB. 11-10t fs. is still due. 

2. Kntta Timmasays that he carried 
from Muttur to Rayakottali 8 bandies of 
split palmyras at 71 fs. per bandy; so for 
8 bandies it comes to. 6 chs.. in star 
ps.5-2}-,he'received ps. q-6 fs, Gurllva. 
] pagoda which is ps. 4-6 fs., still due 
8 c.fs. 

3. Kutta Timma says that be drove 
30 bandies of bricks from the kilns to 
the Engineer's. house at '1 fs. for 8 
bandies which is 3£ c.fs. for 30 bandies. 
Received nothing. • 

2. Muthiah knows nothing about it. 
The kanakapillai says tl;lat the balance
is due .but that the people were sent 
for to settle thei!" accounts, no one
attended. 

3. Nil. 

ST. PS. C.FS. 

'1'otal pagodas due Kutta Tumma. 12 11 
. I hereby allege that all the charges laid against Muthiah can have no. further

reference to any person than him~elf, that I have regularly paid his accounts at 
a higher rate tha.n I now see he was charged by' the people employed, and if he· 
has not paid them their just demands, the crime is entirely his and I shall, when 
thought necessary, produce his account with me. 

'. (Signed). W. C. LENNON. 
The OddarB bring a demand on Muthiah the sum of 20 pagodas for digging 

a well. Muthiah says he paid the Oddars th~ sum of 15 pagodas; that was the 
sum he.contracted with them. In consequence of which the following note was 
sent to Captain Lennon. 
[From Sam. Sawyer, Krishnagiri, to Captain Lenn-on, dated 14th February 1798. 

The Oddars make a demand of the sum of 20 pagodas for digging a well. 
Muthiah alleges that he paid them 15 pagodas in respect to this. You will greatly 
help our arbitrators (that are now making an enquiry in this affair) in letting 
me know, whether he has charged this in your accounts; if he has, what s~m.J 

N. B.-There was no answer sent to the above. I went the day followmgand' 
received an answer personally. 'That he (Captain Lennon) had contracted to . 
build the well for 10 pagodas but that he was charged 15 pa.godas by Muthiah 
which sum he had pa.id oft'. 
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Extract from Captain Lennon's account with Muthiah. 

Old ston.es from Petta gate-carriage 
19,546 new: stones bought and paid carriage' ... 

P. F. O. 
5 12 65 

59 29 0 

Total 64 41 65 

584 palmyras carriage from Muttur to Kl·ishnagir.i at 4 fs. 5.~ c. 
per piece ... . .. 

402 quarter pieces ofpalmyras from Muttur to Krishnagiri, 
63 28 40 

23 160 
13 1 50 

2-40 per piece 
'~85 Do. do. hire at 2-65 fs. - ... 
i 72 Do. do. of top par,t of the palmyras ... 
148 Do. do. of palmyras and 2 whole pieces 

including carriage to Rayakotah ;.. ... ... ... 
44 whole palmyras cooly for carriage hire to Rayakotah 

To Rayakotah and Krishnagiri 76 quarter palmyras 

Carriage of b;icks from the kilns to the Garden·house. 
• Do. do. do. ... 

Total pagodas for stones 
. Do. ' do. palmyras. 

.... 
Do. do. bricks ... 

5 10 0 

21·26 ·7g-
19 8' 0 ---
146 5 ·0' 

11 3 29 
---..--
157 8 20 

22 39 36 
25 31 0 

48 2636 

64 4165 
157 820 

48 26 36 

- 270 3141 
Muthiah received money for the following articles from Captain'Lennon :

Stones ••• 
PaJmyras 
Bricks 
Beams 
Firewood 

.• e;,. •. 

For digging a well 

For stones 
" palmyras ... 
~I bricks 
" beams 

, " 
firewood 
the well. 

.... . 

... 

P. F. o. 
59 29 0 

157 8 20 
160 
o 40 0 
o 30 C 

15 0 ,0 

2.34 27 29 

Disbursed by Muthiah. 
P. F. C, 
30 13 26 
84 31 65 
o 0, 0, 
o 13 7 
o 0 75 . 
7 31 70 

123 '5 3 
---'--

Remains .. : •.• 111 22 26 
Balance due oddars • 79 40 12 

Do. Captain La'nnon for palmyras. 31 25 14. 
N.B.-This sum (P. 31 F. 25 o. 14) is due Captain Lennon on this condition

that if Captain Lennon had advanced bim. money separately on account of the 
palmyra prices, Muthiah is to pay th.e '~bove ~um into: the hands of Captain 
Lennon; but if Oll: tJh~ ~ontrary, that 8U~ IS <!ue[mcomplete]. 
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27. 
THE COMPLAINT OF HANUMANT OF THE SEOT OF 'ARVA MALWARS OR MALABAR PARAIYARS, 

AN INHABITANT OF THE VILLAGE OF BHOLLA IN THE PALAYAM OF KANGUNDI. 

. 1. That complaint set.teth forth that on the death of his father, which 
happened when he was a boy, his property went to h,is father's brother, that about 
two years ago he demanded a share of his late father's property from his uno]e, 
who refused to comply with his request, on which they referred the dispute to 
the decision of a Court of Arbitration whioh directed that he Rhould receive one 
share of his uncle's a,nd father's property and the uncle retain two shares. At the 
time of the division, the uncle secreted a bullock and a sword, telling the plaintiff 
that he had previously sold ,them. About a month after the division of property 
took plaoe, a third person told him that his unole had oonoealed the bullook and 
the sword, and he again went to the Court of Arbitration and complained of the 
fraud and the Court directed that as the uncle had got two shares the plaintiff 
should take the bullook and the sword but when he was going to take possession 
of them, the Mudra MUDshi or oonstable of the Chetty or headman of the oast 
produced a son of another uncle of the family and, demanded a sha}'e of the divided 
property for him, which he settled at.a half of the plaintiff's one share, and a 
half of the uncle's two and they gave it to him. ·Afterwards the Mudra Munshi 
urged upon the bullock and the sword on account of the .N agire or Govern-
m~ . 

2. The plaintiff further states that when he was married abo~t a year ago, 
the Mudra Munshi or constable of the headman of the cast- extorte,d from him 
fifteen sultani fanams as a tax on the marriage when he ought only to have paid 
two sultani fanams viz., one fanam to the head of the cast and one to the ;Mudra 
Munshi or constable. 

3. Balappa of the Sudra tribe being oalled in behalf o~ the complainant, 
says that the Mudra Munshi or constable sent a person to him and that he took 
'twelve sultani fanams from the plaintiff and paid it to the paid person. . 

:Oefence. 

Darzi Piiperdu the Mudra Munshi or constable of the Chetty alleges ·that 
sometime ago the complainant and uncle made a division of property after which 
the son of another brother of the uncle made his appearance and laid claim to a 
'share of the property but the un_cle and the oousin not. admitting his' claim, he 
came. and made a complaint to the Rajah's Dalway, who ordered him tlie Mudra 
Munshi to go to the Goud of the village with a takid direoting the Goud to see 
justice done to all parties. The Mudra Munshi accordingly went to the Goud 
and other people of the cast and a share was given to the other ,brother's son 

. who gave the bullock and the sword to the Mudra Munshi by way of a douceur to 
the Dalway. 

Questions to the Mudra Munshi. 
Q.-When you took the bullock and the sword whose property did you 

consider them? , 
A.-The j9int property ~f.the nncle and nephews. 
Q.-To whom did you gIve the bullock and theswC?:rd P 
..4.-1 gave them to the Dalway. 

J . With respeot to the 15 sultani fanams tak.en at the plaintiff's marriage the 
Mudra Munshi aoknowledges having taken that sum fortha Che.tty or headman'of 
.the. cast. - . 

Q.-In your cast what sum is taken .at ~ marriage for the ChettY'or 
,.headman ? ' 

A.-Nothing is paid to the ohetty; 

.Linga Chetty being Called. 

Q.-What is your perquisite at a marriage P 
. A.-One sultani fan am. I 

. 12 ... 
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Q.-Why did you take fifteen sultani fanams from the complainant? 
A.-If the parents of the bride are alive the bridegroom lnust pay them 

fifteen sultani fanams for their daughter ·and if the bride has no parents, he must 
pay that sum to the Sark.ar. The complainant's wife had no parents alive at the 
time of the marriage and therefore 15 fanams was taken from him agreeable to 
the custom of the cast. The complainant applied to me for a wife and I 
furnished [him] with a young girl that came from Kolar country and was main-
tained in a family that lived at the village of Kuppam. . 

Q.-How is the 15 fanams disposed of P 
A.-'-Mysel£ one fanam, Mudra Munshi one sultani fanam, salvadi or bell-ringer 

one.sultani fanam. To the Sarkar 12 fanams. 
\ 

To the complainant. 

Q .......... You have heard what the Chetty says. Has he told the truth? 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-As it is the custom of your cast to pay 15 famtms, why do you complain 

as a grievance P . 
.A. . ...,..-It is usual for the Sarkar to give half of the 12 fanams to the bride and 

as the Sarkar did not do so at my marriage I consider it a grievance. 

To the Chetty. 

Q.-Is it usual for the Sarkar to give six fanams to the bride P 
A.-When the' new married couple are in very indigent circumstances~ 

the Sarkar has remitted half the sum but there is no positive injunction for its 
dofng so. 

Award. , 

_ The division of the property appears to have been made according to the 
custom of the country. If the bullock and the sword were given as a douceur 
to the Sarkar, it ought to have been either agreeable to some rule obtaining in 
snch cases or the free choice of the parties. If there be no snch rule, they 
shouid be demanded of the Dalway and restored to the claimants each of whom 
should get half their amount. If they gave them of their free Choice they have 
no claim to them. The 15 fanams appear to ha,ve- been disbursed according to 
the custom of the cast, in which case the defendant should be gjven an acquittance 
.certificate. • 

ALEXA.Wj)ER READ, Lt.-Co1., 
Supedntendent and Oollector, Bammahal, Etc. 

28.,! . 
Letfdr-From Lieut.-Col. ALBX&NDEB RUD, Supt'rintendent and Collector, Bara

mahal a.nd 8a.lem Districts. 
To-Captain GRAHAM, Assistant Oollector, Baramahal. 
Datea-:-Tirnppattnr, the 21st Maroh 1798. 

During my late .. stay at Krishnagiri several people came forward wit,h 
,complaints againstL.a.kshmana Hao, your Peishkar, w~o, it appea.r~d, had advanc~d 
him sums of money, a few on loan upon bond of whIch he pronused payment or 
withheld it either as the compensation for services he had done them .or others 
.as .douoeurs fOf exerting his influence in their favour, as stipulated at the time
of receiving them, \>y betrayi~ his tr~st in his, official situation under. you. 

2. Having instructed my kachheri people to prepare what information they 
could gather upon these matters, I began an enquiry into them myself but .many 
evidences being required from the villages, I resolved to delay the prosecutlOn of 
:it till such time as they might be su}nmoned to attend without impediment to the 
-collections and you could conveniently dispense with his services, for as yon know 
.8ufficil3ntly, when the accused is a revenue servant and he is· c~arged with a breaoh 
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·Qf trust his ·being laid under personal restraint is a preliminary and necessary 
step to prevent the suppression of information and encourage the timid ryots to 
-come forward against people in his station. It appearing necessary from these 
considerations to consult you, I wish to know if YOIl have any objection to the 
present time for if you hltVe not, I desire tha:t; he may immediately be confined' 
closely by a guard of sepoys with orders' to prevent his carrying on any 
correspondence and I shall circulate orders. throughout the districts for all to 
attend at my kachheri who may have any complaint to prefer against him. When 
the prosecution is closed, I shall order him-hither for his vindication. 

a. Considilring the invidioua? part oi" that he has had to act in the 
execution of the survey it appears not improbable that all the accusations exhibited 
against him are founded in malice and revenge; but if so, I doubt Dot the being 
able to develop the truth, and as I have alwa.ys heard you say that you believed 
him a faithful servant, I beg leave to assure you that every means shall be given .' 
him to clear himself and prove himself de~erving of your confidence. 

29. 

Letter-From Captain J. G. 'GRAHAM, Assistant Collector, Baramahai. . 
To-Lieut.~Col. HEAD, Superintendent, Baramahal and Salem Districts. 
Dated- Daulatabad, the 23rd March 1798. 

I ha.ve been duly favoured with your letter dated the 21'st instant on the 
'subject of my Peishkar. Before your departure from this place, I took oocasion 
to inform you that, in consequence 'of certain complaints which I understood had 
been preferred against. him, I had confined him to his house; at the same time 
recommending that peons from your kachheri, in preference to those. from mine._ 
'as persons who might be influenced by him, should be placed over him. This 
happened upwards of a month ago, during which 1 have had no commuilicatiob 
with him, and since' that period, such people as, were he so inclined, might be 
,employed in' suppressing information, have been put under restraint so that I 
-conceive it will be extremely difficult for him to prevent complaints reaching you; 
having taken these steps, without any offioial instruotions : from you, I trust it 
will operate as a conviction that, if guilty, it is far from my wish either to soreelP 
-or to defend him but that on the contrary, as a public servant who has abused 
my confidence and the trust reposed in him, it is my earnest desire he may suffer 
-condign punishment. On the other hand if it should appear that he is innocent 
you will permit ~~ to say that I conceive no adequate compensation can be made 
him for the unmerited disgrace he will have incurred. Desirous of Qvincing it to 
be a principle in our management that no person employed . under us, 
however . elevated his situation, can; if suspected of malversation, escape the
trnstest [strictest?] and most impartial scrutiny into his conduct, we are 
'Placed in the unpleasant predicament ~ither of deviating· from the common 
rules of justice towards him by immediately depriving him of hislpersonalliberty, 
-{lr of defeating the object of our enquiries by affordIng him opportunities 
of snppressing information or' tampering with evidence. In the present 
-instance it would. appear that during the prosecution the accused is not tp 
be confronted with his accusers-that he is not to be served with a copy of the 
--charges which have been exhibited against him, but that under these circum
'stances, to him so discouraging, to his enemies so favourable, and which may 
sometimes be the case to the' leaders of a maliciouR cabal, so inviting, he must 
immediately enter upon a. vindication of his oonduct, a situation this, out of which 
perhaps the most unblemished .charactermight find it difficult to extricate itself 
without some injury. Under such an impression, being of opinion that the step~ 
'which haV'e been a.lready taken will be suffioient to prevent his oQstructing the 
-chalice of information against him and apprehensive that further restraint would
'()nly tend to. call forth false representations, I shall defer placing the guard of 
,sapoys over him tin you report your order to that effect; the l'estraint he .has 
;already suffered is equal in the eye of the pUblic to a severe punishment. In 



94 THE Bi..RAMAHAL REOORDS 

\ 
addition to what you very justly observe that the invidious part he has h.ad to act 
in the execution of his duty during the survey must have created him many enemies;. 
his baving occasionally presided at the courts of Panchayat to take cognizance of 
litigated property and disputes between casts, affords a further ground of suspi-. 
cion that the present prosecution may have originated in malice and a hope of 
revenge the gratification of which by whatever means supercedes in the breast of 
t,he unprincipled native every tie of morality and religion. With a full persuasion 
that the accused will experience ample justice at your tribunal. 

\ 

30. 
Petition-From Balichetty, son "Of Iyengar Chet,ty, merchant of Salem. 

To-Lieut.-Co1. READ, Superintendent and Collector of tbe Baramabal 
and Salem Districts. 

~~.~~ . 

That your petitioner who on behalf of his father and: himself most humbly 
craves leave to address these few lines to your honor and say that the complain
ant Anna ChettY,having applied to the Tahsildar Ramiah at Namakkal who of 
course having summoned your petitioner and his father to appear before him and 
~hereby having most unjustly committed them to confinement in irons, without, 
making the least investigation into the. matter and so he has caused all your peti
tioner's piece-goods to be sold for the. payment of the demand of the complainant. 
and paid the produce to him. . 

2. Consequently a complaint was made to Captain Macleod by means of three 
or four different petitions, who of course having sent for your pet~tioner's father
and directed him to submit this matter (in question) to the decision of arbitrators 
at Salem, who on their investigation thereto found that the cause has once been 
.ettled at Tanjore; consequently, they were induced to sendlboth parties to Tanjore 
with a letter directing to the arbitrators there. 
, 3. Accordingly the said letter was delivered to the arbitrators at Tanjore, but 
in the meantime the opposite party had concealed himself without appp.aring before . 
the said arbitrators who, however, in return to the said letter, having delivered 
their answer together with some other letters, viz. (i) letter fro.m Captain Macleod 
(ii) letter from Anna Chetty's gumast a (iii) letter that was carried from Salem 
and also 4 other letters translated into English; in all 7 letters. 

4~ That although the said letters or documents were delivered to Captain 
Macleod on the 5th February, 1798, yet the said gentleman without paying the 
least attentiou to them bad in the month of April ordered your petitioner's father 
into confinement at Salem by some recommendation produced by Anna Chetty. 

5. Consequently, a complaint ll.aving b~en lodged to your honor who there-
upon promised to send a letter to Salem.. . 
. 6. As your petitioner and his father are poor and having no other protection 

but that of your honor's alone, they therefore most humbly hope and trust that your 
honor will take their deplorable case into your serious consideration and be 
pleased to see justice done in t~eir greivance upon ?xamin~g the copies ~f the 
several vouchers ~nclosed herem for your honor's lDspectlo~ and for whIch act. 
~f justice and equity your petitio_ners as in duty bound shall ever pray. 

31. 
Letter-From CAPTUN WILLIAH MAOLEOD, Assistant Collector, Salem District. 

To-eint.-Col. READ, Soperintl!Udel1t and Collector, Barsmahal. 
Dated-Salem, the 17th .A ugust 1798. . 

In reply to the petition you sent me sometime since, I transmit the accom ... 
panying papers to explain the ,cause_of the petitioner Iyengar Chetty being in 
confinement. I 'would have made this explanation long 1lgo, but really had not 
time to translate the several papers or render th~ matter sufficiently intelligible. 
I am sensible that, although principals can account in a satisfactory manner ~or 
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-delays being occa.sioned, by a preS9ure of business and various. avocations, it 
would not become subordinates always to expect similar indulgences. _- On this 
~ccasion, perhaps the intricacy of the case and the magnitude of the packet may 
plead for me. 

2. Iyengar Chetty got charge of 3 bags belonging to Atfna Chetty during the 
late war with l'ipu. The bags contained gold ornaments most of w\rlch were ~et 
with precious stones. There ha.d not been a.ny silver articles among -them 
excepting two small cups. Each bag had Anna Chetty's seal-upon it, and in one 
he put a list of the whole. Iyengar Chetty pledged the bags for 3,000 
pagodas without the owner's knowledge, and as there had been silver articles 
muong the jewels not recognized by Anna Chetty and as the seals were broke 
-open, and a different list written by Iyengar Chetty put up with them instead of 
Anna Chetty's original list previous to their being pledged for. 3,000 pagodas, it is 
evident that Iyengar Chetty plundered som,e of the contents; for had his neces
sitietJ obliged him to pawn the property committed to his care,he should have opel!ed 
the bags before several witnesses and preserved Anna Chetty's original list instead of 
making away with it and substituting one of his own writing. But as he defrauded 
Anna Ohatty in the first instance, he was obliged to fly from one subterfuge to 
llnother, - expecting that by persevering to harass Anna Chetty by intricate 
expedients for procrast~nation -and bribin~ suc~ as might esp~>use -his 'cause, h~ 
thought to elude detectIOn and escape WIth hIS plunder. BIS' last plan was to 
prevail on Rayalu, the Dubash at Tanjore, to compel the claimant Anna Chettyor 
his brother to sign _ a receipt in full of their having got their whole property 
restored to them. He endeavoured to make it appear. that another person 'had 
been nominated by Anna Chetty to .be present at the sale of the jewels; when they 
were exposed by outcry, but Anna Chetty clearly proves that he on finding 
~nly part of his jewels had remained when first.he went to Tanjore in ex
pectation to _receive them, at the time declined to have any concern with the 
-sale of them Jest it might be used afterwards as a pretext -to invalidate his 
claim on the original property. 

3. 1.'he first arbitration which took place was not with my knowledge but by 
the consent of the parties. . - -

4. The second arbitration was the consequen(le of Iyengar Chetty's not 
abiding by his own agreement given to Anna' Che~ty upon the first arbitrators 
'having inqnired into his claim. 
. 5. To prevent partiali~y as much as possible the members of the secondarbi
tration consisted often persons, of whom five were chosen by the claimant and 
five by the defendant, so that there cannot be the smallest. -coloUlof truth in 
Iyengar Chetty's saying the arbitrators were influenced against him. 

6. The equity of the decree can be judged of from considering the circum, 
stances which had preced~d the arbitration. -

7'. Exclusive of the jewels which Iyengar Chetty must be supposed to have 
-stolen, the remaining jewels were sold for 2,440 star pags. from which sum if the 
balance first adjudged to be dlle to Iyengar Cbetty viz., pags. 1,270 be deducted, 
there still remains pags. ],170 due to Anna Chetty without allowing him any 
credit for what had been -plundered or f.or the articles sold having been disposed 
of at prices greatly under their intrinsic value, whic4 he deolares had been the 
-case and appears extremely probable. : 

8. This ~ase has been one of the most intricate pieces of knavery which cam~ 
Within my knowledge. It had beforE' taken up a oonsiderabl.e part of my time 
to understand all its tllrnings, windings, and now an anxiety to satisfy my 
1;uperiors has led me to bestow more time in explaining the nature of it thaD.' I 
-can well spare. But if hereafter a similar case should occur, I shall hope to. b~; 
-allowed to forward the documents which may relate to it in the original languages 
only. 

9. It is least justice to Anna Chetty tMt I should observe of him that I have 
-not discovered in him the smallest disposition to misrepresent or to litigate. whi!& 
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the conduct of Iyengar Chetty was a series of perplexing fabrications and' 
evasions. 

10. [The followiDg] is a statemflnt of the cause referring to the several 
numbers which are copies with corresponding numbers translated into English. 

Ii. Anna Chett'. native of Namakkal, came to the Assistant Collector of the 
sQuthern division in April 1791 and represented a claim he had on Iyengar Chetty 
of the Sendamangalam district of the following nature :-

" During the late war with Tipu Sultan having some jewels which I was 
anxious to preserve as they were of considerable value and confiding more in 
Iyengar Chetty's honesty than tLat of allY other mau, because he waR 'my father's 
gUIoostah, I resolved to trust my property to his care. I accordingly put them 
into three bags each of which was seaJed with my own seal and in one of the bags 
I put a list in the Canarese language, ~f my own writing, describing the particular
artich:ls contained in the three bags the whole of which I valued at about ten or
twelve thousand pagodas. But I cannot positively speak of the particular artioles 
or their value as I was no judge of such property. my father being the only person 
in the family who. understood their value. I delivered to Iyengar Chetty the-
three bags at Namakkal in the year Sadharana (1790-1) and sent three men along 
with him to carry the bags from Namakkal to Kondamanayakanpatti, his (Iyengar-
Chetty's) village. . 

After the war I heard that Iyengar Chetty had pledged my property and 
was trading with the money he raised upon it. 1 then demanded of Iyengar Chatty 
to restore my property to me. He replied that he had pawned my jewels (the
three bags) with Iyanna Chetty (the son of Manga Chetty) of Trichinopoly for
star pags. 3,000 and observed that my father was indebted to him from 5,000 to 
10,000 pagodas, that if I would settle that account he would then be enabled to
,relieve the bags containing my property with the contents of them complete-
according to my Jist. I then in May 1796 agreed to leave the adjustment of ·our
accounts to persons of our own cast. 

The arbitrators who settled them aw~rded that I had a balance of pags .. 
1,245-16-10i- to pay Iyengar Chetty who on that occasion gave me an agree
ment No.1, binding himself to return to me the bags with their contents agreeably· 
to my list if, besides the payment of the balance pagodas 1,270, I would advanc~ 
·him 1,0,00 pags. as for his bond immediately on his restorit;lg the three bags to me. 
At the recommendation of the arbitrators lagreed to thIS settlement. Iyengar
Chetty sent his son-in-law along with 'me to Iyanna Chetty in whose possession 
Iyengar Chetty had deposited the pledge. At the same time he (Iyengar Chetty} 
·wrote a letter No. 2 to Balas~a~i Chetty intimating tha,t I would pa.y pags. 2,270 
on receiving the bags and acquainting him that he (Iyengar Chetty) had sent his 
bond for the remaining sum. We both proceeded and found Iyanna Chetty at 
Tanjore. I discovered that some time before we reached that place, part of my 
jewels had been exposed to public outory and Bold in consequence of their having 
been again pawned with Kunjimalai Mudali, the Dubash of Mr. Strange, who got 
them in pledge from Iyanna Chetty who had repeatedly written. .to Iyengar 
Chetty warning him of the certainty of his three bags being sold by outcry, unless. 
,he would pay the 3,000 pagodas which he (Iyengar Chatty) had borrowed. 
, I then proposed to repurchase the articles which were sold and the· 
purchasers agreed to let hIe have them allowing them a small profit; but they 
suggested to me first to take articles :which remained unsold. The bags were· 
~roduced and on examining the article,S 'whioh were left, I discovered among them 
some that had never belonged to me. . I then examined ,the seals, t which I found 
were Iyengar Chetty's, not my own; and instead of my list, which was not to be-
found, there was a list written by, Iyengar Chetty when he deposited the bagll 
which list is still in the possession of Iy~ngar Chetty. 

• The arbitrators ohanged this amount afterwards into 1,270; the difference was added in oonsequence of Iyengar
Chetty'. bringiug an account of tobacco against him, 
, t The @eale were taken care of although the oords whioh conneoted them were cu, when Anna Chetty opened, 
the bag.. . 
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When I delivered t.he three bags to Iyengar Chetty each bag was sealed 
separately, but when he deliverfld them to Iyanna Chetty two were tied together 
and secured with one seal and one was sealed separately. 

On finding this fraud being committed in respect . to 'my property, I 
requested of Iyanna Chetty and Bala.swami Chetty to give me the writt.en docu
ment No.3 of what had happened which certifies that at the time Iyengar Chetty 
pawned the bags they were sealed with his (Iyengar Chetty's) seal, not with mine, 
and that he gave Iyanna Chetty a list of their contents. 

Afterwards in the presence of Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law .the remaining 
part of the jewels were sold to payoff the loan of 3,000 pags. for as my 
property had been plundered, I ileclined to have anything to do with it. After 
the sale of what had then remained there was still a balance due toJyanna Ch~tty 
[ who] demanded of Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law to grant his bond to a European 
gentleman at Tanjore. Iyengar Chetty's son·in-Iaw did not at first consent to, 
this proposal but· he afterwards gave his bond for 360 pagodas to that European 
gentleman payable in one month and for the remaining 200 pagodas, he gave . hi~ 
bond to Muthu Mudali, the 90mmanding Officer's' Dubash, payable in six 

- months. For the payment of those two bonds he was kept under restraint at 
Tanjore, but effected his escape." -

12. The Assistant Collector on hearing the preceding statement sen,t for 
Iyengar Chetty and demanded of him to answer for the conduct stated by Anna 
Chetty. He: (Iyengar Chetty) said it was true he got three bags from Anna 
Chetty during the war to be taken care of, and that he had committed them to 
the charge oJ Iyanna Chetty of ·Trichinopoly, who sold the contents of them by 
outcry. He· said the matter was already settled at Tanjore and. that there were 
witnesses to prove it, that he could bring documents of the claim having been 
adjusted. Anna Cht'tty on hearing this observed that he could bring evidenct,s 

. to prove Iyengar Chetty's fraud. 
13. Iyengar Chetty on the other hand offered to produce certificates in writiI1g 

of its having been before settled, saying that as the witnesses were in the 
.Tanjore country he could not pr~vall on them to come so far to give evidence.' 

14. The Assistant Collector sent :the two parties to Namakkal as the 
Tahsildar of that district might trace what foundation there was for Anna 
Chetty's claim, through the merchants of that place* who were acquainted with 
.each party. . 

15. Iyengar Cbetty's reply was fulIof prevarication~he first said to the 
Tahsildar that he had only opened one bag, and that the other two were sealed'in 
the same state as thei were in-'when delivered to him-but in a few days after
wards on being pressed to send for the two which were not broke open to be 
returned to the owner, he said that Iyanna Chetty who had the care of them 
opened them. Shortly afterwards the Assistant Collector went to Namakkal, 
ascertained the palpable contradiction of Iyengar Chetty which appeared to 
have been occasioned by· his having defrauded Anna Chetty and confined 
1 yengar Chetty until such time as he might either reHtore to Anna Chetty an 
equivalent of his property or prove by Bome sa.tisfa.ctory evidence his innocenc~ 
of the fraud which appeared so strongly against him. It was at. the same 
time made known to Iyengar Chetty that the cause would be settled by arbitra
tors at Salem, whenever he would nominate a certain number on his own behalf, 

16. Afterwards Jive persons [were] nominated by each party, who were 
assembled from different districtR at 1::1alem. The arbitrators, as is the custom, 
got an agreement from each party binding themselves to abide by the decisio:p. 
of the arbitration. . 

17. But Iyengar Chetty said that there was a balance against him of
pagodas 360 at Tanjore, that if Anna Chetty would lend him thl!ot sum,he 
(Iyengar Chetty) would wit.hin two months bring a certificate signed by Anna 

- - -'.~ 

• The village in which IyeDgar Chetty lived i. only five miles from Namakkal. • 
13 ~ 
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Chetty, of his (Anna Chetty) having received the whole of the property he 
claimed. He (Iyengar Chetty) ,declared that this receipt to which he allowed 
was detained by the 'I'anjore arbitrators, until the debt of 360 pagodas should [be] 
paid to Iyanna Chetty by him (Iyengar Chetty). 'I'he arbitrators although they 
suspected some deceit in regard to this offer, yet judged it to bean easy mode of 
deci~ing ~h~ cause, ~ecause if .Iyen~ar Chetty failed in bringing Anna Chetty's 
receIpt withlD the stipulated time hiS (Iyengar Chetty's) fraud from the begin
ning would appear in a clear point of view, and the forfeit to which he bound him- . 
self in the event of failing to fulfil his promise amounted to a decision in favour 
of Anna Chetty. ' 

18. The arbitrators then recommended to Anna Chetty to advance to 
Iyengar Chetty 360 pagodas upon security which was accordingly done and 
Iyengar Chetty gave a bond No.4. obliging himself to pay to Anna Ohetty 

. pagodas] 0,000 in the event of his failing to produce in the course of two months 
Anna Chetty's receipt in full for the whole property he committed to his care. 
The son-in-law of Iyengar Clretty and .Anna Chetty were directed to proceed to 
Tanjore by the arbitrators to ,ascertain the truth of Iyengar Chetty's assertions 
and being furnished each with a letter from the Salem arbitrators to those who 
Iyengar Chetty pretended were the Tanjore arbitrators, they both set out foJ,' 
Tanjore. 

19. After their arrival there, Iyengar Cbetty's son-in-law began to intrigue 
with Rayalu, the Resident's Dubash, and others-in consequence of which Anna 
Chetty was confined in Rayalu's house-on _pretext that he (Anna Chetty) had before 
agreed to sign a certificate of all his property being delivered over to him, provid
ed a balance of 360pagodas which was due to Iyanna Chetty would be paid by 
Iyengar Chet.ty-Anna Chetty remained four days in continement-and on persist
ing in his never having agreed to sign the certificate demanded of him. In eighteen 
days afterwards, Ranga Chetty, the brother. of Anna Chetty, was apprehend
ed· aild confined by Ra.yalu, who demanded of him t6 sign a bond of agreement 
that he was ready to abide by the decision of whatever arbitrators he (Rayalu) 
would nominate, in respect to the cause in dispute between his brother and 
Iyengar Chetty. Ranga Chetty refused to sign the obligation required of him., 
What follows is nearly verbatim his own declaration after his return to 
Salem. 

. "In consequence of refusing to sig~ wha.tever Rayalu might o:rder, I was 
detained forty-eight days a prisoner in Ra.yalu's honse under the charge of two 
peons, Abdul Khader and Muthaiya-to whom I was obliged 110 pay each a Tanjore 
fanam per day. .My brother Anna Ohetty finding that I was confined fled from 
'ranjore and wrote No. 5 to Captaiu Macleod entreatiug his intercession to 
obtain my release. Captain Macleod sent him the Malaba.r certificate No.6. 

IyengarChetty's son~in-law aud IyannaChetty* came one day to Rayalu 
aild proposed to give him 100 Porto ~ovo pagodas,' if he would make me sigu 
the receipt required by Iyengar Chetty. He agreed to oblige me to sigu to what 
they want.ed. I overheard the conversation and the next. day the hundred 
paO'odas were given to Rayalu at his house-for I not only saw a bag as if it was 
m;ney in the hand of Iyengar Chettis son-in-law when he was visiting Rayalu 
but a woman kept by Rayaluafterwards< told meot Rayalu's receiving 100 
Porto Novo pagodas from Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law, and besid6s I was told by 
a shroff named (Papavinasam) Sawmi Chetty that he had changed lOll of. the 

, star pagodas sent from Salem into Porto Novo pagodas for Iyengar Chetty's 
son-in-law much about same time. 
. After the arrival of the certificate No.6 from Salem, my brothel" 
sent it to me that I might plead my own causa with Rayalu, to whom 
I showed it. He had it in his possessio!! for thretl days, before he 
I:eturned it to. me. Ra.yalu showed it to Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law 
and said to him: you mu'st pay me auother hundred for my master; for, as this 

. matter is known' to the ~uropean gentlemen, it will be impossible -to settl~ it 

• Iyanna Che.tty waR brib~d by Iy~ngar Chetty's Bon-in-law to b, of his party • .. 
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without their assistance and it seems it was never settled before as you told me. 
This second demand from Rayalu I was informed of by Ramasawmy, a servazit of 
Rayalu to whom I gave a few fanams for tolling of such conversation as regarded 
myself, and Ramasawmy also told me that in two or three days afterwards Rayalu 
received a second hnndred pagodas' from Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law -but whether 
star or Porto Novo pagQdas I don't know. ' , 

At length I was talen before the Resident and interrogated, Rayahr 
was the interpreter; he spoke"to me in Gentoos, and to his master in English. 
Consequently I am entirely ignorant of the manner jn which he stated-my case. 
R~alu once told me that his master said I mnst sign the agreement required by 
Iyengar Chetty-this alarmed me greatly especially as I had every reaR on to 
suppose from what had happened before that I could not expect justice from 
Rayala. I heard it reported that the Resident understood Malabars, and I 
reflected that pleading my cause in that language was the only resource I had. 
I began to speak very loud in Malabars ; there was a servant maid presellt who 
explaiued to the Resident aU I said. She seemed to make a-very faithlul interpre
tation to her master who apt>eared to have been very angry with Rayalu for 
deceiving him and on the point of punishing him. 

The Resident at last spoke in Moors and ordered me to be released, said I 
belonged to another country and my dispute was a matter which it was not in his, 
province to investigate. • 

~ was then in consequence of the Resident's, orders !let at liberty? but 
when I arrived near the gates of Tanjore two of ~ayalu's peons came 'up to me 
and again made me a prisoner; I was carrjed to Rayalu's house and detained there 
three days, after which period I was released upou accounts being received of 
Rayalu having lost his power." , . 

20. Subsequent [to] before-mentioned occurrences the two brothers Anna 
Chetty and Ranga Chetty came to Salem-when in consequence of Iyengar Chettis 
chicanery the arbitrators were again assembled who gave as their award No.7. 

21. Captain Macleod received the letter No.8 and its enclosures from the 
Resident which llO doubt had been written in consequence of Rayalu's false 
representation. Banga Chetty was carried before the Resident. 

22. Besides the 200 pagodas which the son-in-law of Iyengar Chetty paid to 
Rayalu, he paid 30 pagodas to ~ppu Rao" the Resident's Mahratta master, and 
15 pagodas to Adi Chetty both of whom agreed to be the agents of Iyengar Chetty. 
The information of the bribe to ,A ppu Roo Ranga Chetty received from Konari 
Rao, a relation of Appu Had, and that of the bribe to Adi Chetty he heard from 
Ragunatha Chetty, the head of hiB cast at Tanjore. 

23. Adi Chetty is a relation of Anna Chetty ; he was bribed by Iyengar Chetty' 
to give the false evidence contained in B in the Resident's .letter intimating that 
he Adi Chetty was authorised by Anna Chettyto be present,on his behalf at the 
tiJJle that the jewels were sold by _outcry. 

24. The period stipulated by Iyengar Chetty for producing before the arbit
rators A nna .chatty's certificate of receiving his property had elapsed two months 
before the parties returned from Tanjore. Al;ld the 360 pagodas which 
conditionally went to Iyengar Chetty had been disbursed either wholly orin part 
in bribes at Tanjore. .. 

25: For AnnaChetty stated to the arbitrators that it was an additional proof 
of Iyeng~r Chetty.'s fraud, hi!\ h~v~ng disbu~sed at· Tarijore ,in bribes the money 
lent to h1m at t.heIr recommendatIOn, and whlCh was sealed WIth the seal of one of -
the arbitrators at the time of delivery. In :teply it was said by Iyengar Chatty's 
party that iJ the money was produced before the arbitrators with the same seal as 
when sent away it would tend to refute the accusation of bribes being given at 
FJ'anjore. Afterwards IYe'ngar Chetty endeavoured in vain to prevail on Puttaiya' 
(whose seal had been put on the bag of 360 pagodas at the time of despatch) to put 
his seal clandestinely on a similar sum after the parties returned. The consequence 
was that a bag with 360 pagodas was produced to the arbitrators without any seal, 

l3-A. 
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upon it. When lyengar Chetty was asked how' he came to break open the seal, he 
said as an excuse that he did it by way of security for dividing the money 
between two or three persons at the time it was sent to Tanjore. ' , 
, ' 26. When Anna Chetty's brother was confined in Rayalu's house, he (Rayalu) 
demanded one hundred pagodas of him for which sum he promised to release him. 

27. A bullock-load of cloth belonging to Iyengar Chetty was Rtopped by 
permission of the Assistant Collector in presence ofIyengar Chetty's son-in-lawat 
Rasipuram for about six hundred rupees which amount was given to Anna Chetty~ 
,The sale took up two months because the articles were sold for such prices as were 
considered by Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law as fair. ' 

\ 
Encl08ure (1). 

Translation 'of an, agreement given by Iyengar Chetty of Kondamanayakan
patti to Anna Chetty of Namakkal. [20th Vaiyasi, year Nala-May 1796.] . 

1. Whereas in the year Rakshasa (1795-96) and on. the 12t~ of the month 
Avani on'account of onr having a dispute. you and I referred it to, KastnriOhetty 
and Govindu Chetty who having heard what each of us said demanded of us to be 
informed whether or not we agreed to abide by their decision. We both consented 
to abide by their decision and gave our consent to that effect in writing. Therefore 
after hearing each of us they made the following settlement of our caus~. 

- 2. During your father's time. you state that lowed him a debt of 900 Gapali 
chackrams and YOil state that in the year Paridhavi on the 1st.day of Chittrai you 
advanced me pagodas 1,030 and you say you have my bond for the latter sum, and 
besides you say that during-the war you gave into my charge three bags and that 
on account of those bags I have got some money. rhearbitrators having heard 
your statement asked me to reply thereto. 

My answer is to this effect. 
You owe me as follows ;-
On account of the Komba . Gopali chackrams 
On account of Coimbatore Narayana Chetty-Starpagodas 
75 padis of Kambu. 
On accoun,t of exchange of money in the Periyur country. 

1,000 
50 

On accunt of serving Komar Aleggy one half. Besides the above I advanced 
you some money. _ 

,3. The arbitrators having heat·d the above statement rejected the article on 
account of the exchange of money i~ the Turaiyur country and that of Komar 
Aleggy~ because there is no proof. They decided that as you said lowed 900 
chackrams and 1,030 pagodas with 50 months' interest, P.N. pagodas 386[\, lowe 
you, in all, 1,415lu P.N. pagoda,s equal to star p3godas 1,000 and P.N. pagoda~ 
216 T4.g • Those two sums they settled lowed you. They determined, that you 
owed me. ' 

4. 'they rejected myc1aim of 1,000 chackrams because they rejected your 
claim on me for 900 chackrams. 

5. For the 75 padis of kambu which you owe ine they fixed 150 P.N. pagodas 
to be due to me which being deducted from the 216~ P.N.,pagodas which lowe to 
you there ,remaining· 66~ P.N. pagodas in'the amount of P.N. pAgodai:l. 

6. Of the 50 P.N. pags. which you owed me on account of Coimbatore 
Narayan Chetty they settled that 25 P.N.pags. should.be remitted and that afte~ 
deducting the remaining 25 P.N. page from the 66to there remained 41~ P.N. pags. 
due to you of the P.N. pags. amount-which sum they awarded shall be remitted in 
my ,account •. Lastly they settled that to thi!3 day lowed you 1,000 Star page. 
and that you owe me after the present adjustment both on your own and yonr 
father's account Star pags. 2,245~O:, after deducting from which the balance :of 
1,000 pags. lowe you, there remains 1,245\? Star page. due to me.. But as I have 
deposited your .bags with Iyanna Chetty for a much greater sum than this 
and as I have no I'eady money at present I agree t.o give you a bond for 1,000 pags. 

. . 
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which with the balance already settled 1,2451~ makes pags. 2,245~. I agree that on. 
3Ccount of receiving this last mentioned sum I shall (according to the decision of 
the arbitrators) deliver over to you your three bags complete according to the list 
previous to my receiving the money. I agree to pay the principal of the loan of 
the thousand pagodas at the end of 24 months-and to pay. the interest whioh 
will be specified in the bond every six months. I also· agree to pay you within 
six months one quarter of the profit I got by the sale of yonr precious stones. 

7. This. bond of agreement I give with my consent before witnesses, viz., 
Salem Muttial Chetty, Chitikar Rama Chetty, Parsanna Chetty, Tammanna 

()hetty, Murti Ohetty, Pittambu Chetty, Shankarapur Govindu Chetty, Oil mer. 
-chant Govindu Chetty. 

Written by Kasturi Chetty. Witness-,-Gopal Chetty. 
Signature-Kondam!l-nayakanpatti Iyengar Chetty. 

P.S. On account of 10 padis of tobacco valued at 25 pags. YOUOWEl me 25 pags. 
which I shall dednct from the profit lowe you for the precious stones. 

Signed again by the same witnesses, &c. 

Enclo8U1'e (2). 

From-Iyengar Chetty to Balasawmi Chetty. [19th Margali, Naja, about 
1st January ]797.] . 

1. I understand by f,he contents of your letter to Kasturi Chetty and from 
t,he declaration of Raghava Chettyall that has occurred. 

2. You had riot before w'ritten a particular account.- From what Venkata
pathi [son-in-law· ofIyengar Chetty] wrote ·by paper and. a cadjan-it appeared 
that the impediment was occasioned by Anna Chetty, but noto [npta or note ?J 
from Ranga Chetty's verbal account and from obse~ving the purport of your 
cadjan I suspect Munkatta Chetty to be .the cause of it. Therefore you must 
Bay so to Mu~katta Ohetty that he is to deliver his property to Anna Chetty, take 
his receipt for it, and receive from him (Anna Ohetty) 2,270 pags. Venkatapathi js 
.a boy; he knows nothing-he will agree to anything that Munkatta Chetty may 
-desire. . 

3. He (Munkatta Chetty or Iyanna Chetty) must in four days manage to make 
.Anna Chetty consent to receive his vroperty and after getting his pagodas, send 
me a particular acco'qnt of what may occur. Let' him (Munkatta Chetty) send 
me the 32 pagodas he owes me for the hackney bullocks a.nd the bond, and then 

. I will send him the balance lowe him-you are to tell him all . this';"";'and that if 
he gives any more trouble it will be necessary to go to Madras to settle it. 

4. I deposited. Anna Chetty's property iu Munkatta qhetty's house and that 
~.~ . 

5. You are to explain the whole matter properly to him and always continue 
to write me. 

(Signed) Shri Ram Jevim. * 

Enclosure (3). 

From Balasawmi Chetty to Kondamanayakanpatti Iyengar Chetty. [4th Avani, 
Nala, about 17th August 1799. at Tanjore.] 

1. The letter you sent by the Tappye [tappal] reached me. I understand its 
~ontents. I delivered your letter to Venkatapathi [son.in-law of Iyengar Chetty]. 
You wrote me that the jewels you had in l\funkatta Chett.y's shop were not sold, and 
you say that Munkatta Chetty's man told you .theyare not sold. I wrote you before 
that the articles were Rold, and you wrote for answer that you supposed I wrote 
to that. effect to frighten you and induce you to come speedily to ·£anjore. What 

• Thi. is signature nled by Iyengar Chetty on Bome oeca8ions. 
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do you mean? Your man was upon the spot when the· articles were sold.· r 
acq~ainted you with all the par~iculal's which. happened aud Mr. Macleod (the-

, Resldent) ordered the sale of them to be advertlsed by beat of tom-tom. Do not;. 
all the people of the town know of it? T:hat being the case, is it proper for you; 
to write in that style? There cannot be the smallest mistake in the cadjan I sent 
you bf3fore. In your letter you observe" Is it proper that the property to the carel 
of Munkatta CheUy under seals should be broke open? Is such oonduct to bl'" 
defended?" and you desire me to ask his answer to your ch.arge. You 'wrote 
again in regard to Anna Chetty's busiaess to settle it in a partic,!llar manner, by 
satisfying both parties, that is, Anna Chetty and Munkatta (Jh~tty. 

2. I asked of . Jambulingam Chetty,. the 'brother of MUllkatta or Iyanna
CMtty, in respect to the matter and he saId that your brother Nax:-ayana Chetty 
came to Trichinopoly-and. wanted to get a bill in favour of Turaiyur for 3,000 
pagodas. That Jambulingam Chetty)~sked your brother" What security is there 
for such a loan?" He, Narayana Chetty replied-Ie the three bags you have got are
the security." Jambulingam Chetty said that if the seals were opened and the 
contents shown to him he might give him the bill. 

3 .. Accordingly your brother Narayana Chetty ~ent· with him. on the terrace 
and opened the three bags and showed him the contents. Afterwards he sealed 
them and returned the bags to Jambulingam Chetty;- upon seeing this security 
Jambulingam Chetty gave him the bill. Such is the account given by Jambu
!ingam. Chetty. 

4. You wrote the seals are complete. I don't know whether or not your
,brother tol,d YOIl he broke open. 1£ he told you iHs right enough. But if he 
has not, you should enquire of him. At the time of giving the bill-Munkatta. 
Chetty got an account particular of the contents of the bags and Munkatta Chetty· 
has still that list in his possession. rrhere is a cadjan in the Canarese language in 
o.ne of the bags. Anna Chetty says that he wrote a list on paper which he tied in
a piece of white cloth and put his seal upon the bag il\ which it was. 

5. When the bags were deposited as a pledge with Kunjlmalai Mudali 
Munkatta Chetty says there was no such thing as a list wrapped in a piece of cloth_ 
Whether Narayana Chettyat the time he. opened the bags took the list or not, 
he (Munkatta Chetty) does not know; but he (Munkatta Chetty) says he has a list. 
of what was in the bags at the time that he gave the bill on security of what. the 
bags then contained and also that he has an estimate of their value whiuh was. 
made out at the time he pledge~ them with Kunjimalai Mudali. 

6. You wrote me to settle this affair by some means or other. But no method 
appears for gettin,g it.settled. You must therefol·e explain your meaning and... _ 
reconcile it with the above. 

Enclo8ure (4:). 

The bond of agreement given by Iyengar ,Chetty to the arbitrators [22nd of 
Puratasi, year Pingala, about 4th October 1797 J :-

Conformably to the agreement already made with the arbitrators, I promise
(having received 360 pagodas from .Anna Chetty) to produue in the space of two 
-months a certifi('ate signed by Anna Chetty that he (Anna Chetty) has got his whole
property; and if I fail in producing his certificate to· that effect, I agree to pay te>
Anna Chetty the sum of 10,000 pagodas-which is the amount at which he has. 
valued his bags. , 

(Signed) lyE/ngar Chetty. 

Enclosure (5). 

The translation of Anna Chetty's letter to Capt. Macleod, the. Assistant 
Collector. [26th Margali, yearPingala, about 22nd December 1797.] 

1 arrived at Tanjore in fifteen diys after I left you and delivered the letter
from the Salem arbitrators to those who were said to be the arbitrators at..' 
Tanjore. They upon-seeing the letter said that they ha.d never settled the cause ot . 
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.Anna. Chettyand Iyengar Chetty, nor did they ever decide that Anna Chatty 
·should sign a. certificate of his having got. his property and pay to Iyengar Chetty 
360 pagodas. . 

2. They the arbitrators asked all the persons around them whether or not 
they had made such a decision-to which an answer was given in the negat~ve. 
They afterwards having perused the letter from the Salem arbitrators returned 
;it to me. They likewise returned to Venkatapathi, Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law, 
-.the letter lie brought from the Salem arbitrators. In three days afterwards 
Balasami Chatty, Munkatta _Chetty's son lyanna Chetty, and Venkatapathi, 
th~ son-in-law of Iyengar Chetty, sent me word that the arbitrators wanted me. 
I returned for answer," It was oniy yesterday you threw away the letter I 
brought you-how can thel'e be arbitrators to-day? I have no business with 
'your arbitration." 

3. They sent a second time for me and sent me word that there had been aD. 
arbitration before and that I must go to them. I again returned for answer. "I can 
have nothing to do with your arbitr~tion; the matter was never before settled; if 
you have any proof {J~ document to show of its being settled, . or if you can produce 
my signature to a former adjustment I will go to you"-such was my answer, but 
they sent me word again that it was verbally settled and thatwhe~her I would or 
.not I must go to them. I replied I was resolved not to goon any account. 

4. Afterwards two dhalayats belonging to Rayalu, the European gentleman 
.Mr. Macleod's dubiish, were sent to me and compelled me to go along with them to 
Rayalu. Along with Rayalu the persons presentwere Balasami Chetty, Munkatta 
Chetty's son Iyanns. Chetty and Iyengar Chetty's son~in-Iaw Venkatapathi. 
Those Lhree persons and Rayalu asked me 'Is it proper that you should get 

,Iyengar Chetty put in irons and cause llim who is of the same mlst .with you to 
(larry earth r' I replied, 'Is it fair th!Lt a merchant should defraud a person of 
jewels of great value which were deposited under seal r' To which Venkatapathi 
-said 'The dispute was settled at Salem in a very unjust manner. The persons 
who settled it were ReddieR w_hose business is to plough the land and Brahmins 
whose business is to be Amils. They settled it among themselves in a very 
improper way i it must be settled again.' Rayalu having heard Venkatapathi said to 
me. ' You must get i~ settled again.' I replied" Capt. Maoleod nas caused the matter 
to be settlec;l at l::)alem. I have no occasion to get it settled here. " Upon my givin-g 
this answer, Ray~lu was angry with me and immediately confined myse]f and my • 
brother, The next morning I s.ent word "Why should I be confined r I have.not 
.committed . any theft. I have not bOl'rowed thousand and yet I am . confined 
because I have lost my property ofa considerable value. 'rhat being the ca.se it 
cannot be just to detain me in this situatioI!." Rayalu after this sent for me before 
him and ask.ed me ' Was this cause ever settled or not before r. Did you get any of 
your jewels back or not?' I replied" It was never sett'led before. I ne-ver received" 
any of my jewels." He again asked' What happen.ed when you came here before r ' 
I said, ' During the late war I gave into Iyengar Chetty's charge three bags yvith 
very valuable jewels in them. The bags were sealed and I went to another 
~narter. 

. 5.' Some time after, Iyengar Chetty ple.dged them with Mnnkatta Chetty's 
Son Iyanna Chetty for 3,000 Pags.; upon hearing this I laid my claim and an 
arbitration took place at Salem. On that occasion Iyengar Uhetty agreed to 
restore my bags with the seals entire and I came to 'l'anjore to receive my property. 
But before 1 Jl.rrived at Tanjore some of, my jewels were made away with and sold 

" llyoutcry for 2,000 pagodas. I did not see the articles which were sold; some 
:remaining jewels and some silver' ornaments which had not belonged to me w~re 
afterwards shown to me. 

6. 'At the time of giving the jewels to Iyengar Chetty, I put up along with 
them a list of the particular articles, but this list is not now to be seeu-neither does 
my seal remain. I said that ,this is the way in which I am defrauded of my property. 

7. I observed that Balasami Chetty knows the whole circumstanoes,·and that 
he gave me an account of everything that happened in writing which"after 
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receiving from him I took to. my village .• I know nothing of the matter being 
settled before, nor of any merchant in this place except Balasami Chetty. .After
giving you this explanation of my case if you persist in keeping me confined, I 
must write toth~ gentleman at Salem.' At that time Adippa Mudali, Nainah a.nd 
Chetty Pillai were sitting with Rayalu who told them -to enquire into what I ha!l 
said. They continued to enquire of me till noon; and they understood every' 
circumstance. At that time 'Munkatta Chett,y's son Iyanna Chetty 'said to them, 

\ (the three persons desired by Rayala to enquire)" Settle my claim." I said'to
him' What have T to do with you, my cause is with Iyengar Chetty.' Afterwards. 
the three who were investigating the matter reported to Rayalu and in conse
quence we were released. 

\ 8. Aft~rwards BaI'asami Chetty, lyanna Chetty and Iyengar Chetty's son-in
law Venkatapathi assembled some persons, and recommended to me to agree' 
to their settling the cause. I replied,. that it was settled already and that I would 
not have it settled again. I then returned to my habitation. 

, 9. Afterwards Adippa Mudali,,~ great merchant, sent for Balasami Chetty
and said ' You are a merchant, how comes it that you tell lies P' Balasami Chetty
replied' He (AnnahChetty) has manllged to get Iyengar Chetty, who is of our
cast, put in irons and made to carry earth which has greatly vexed me. ,. 
Adippa M udali replied, C)s ~tfail' that a man of our cast should defraud another
of jewels committed to his charge ?' Balasami Chetty gave no answer to this~ 
Adippa Mudali again asked of Balasami Chetty 'How come you to say falsely 
that the matter was, settled before as there is no document whatever P' Bala.sami 
Chetty answered it was settled verbally. 

10. A.dippa MlldM-Ii again asked him' How can you say-it was settled befor~ 
. when you gave it in writing to Anna Chetty that it had been settled?' Balasami. 
Chetty said' I gave that document for the sake of Anna Ohetty.' 

1}. My reason for not returning to Salem is that twenty days remain of the 
time- fixed for returning and yet there is no appearance of my recovering my-· 
propel·ty. 

12 . .It is the intention of Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law that after the expira
tion of the stipulated time when I shall return to Salem and again begin to claim 
my property that I should be prevented from going there: He has explained 
this to Rayalu and Rl:tyalu sent to my habitation when I happened not to be there~ 

, But my brother was present and Rayalu has confined him. I escaped arid I am 
obliged to hide myself. When we left Salem it was directed by thtl arbitrators 
that we' should not meddle with each other, and yet he (Iyanna Chetty) has prevailed 
on Rayaluto keep my brother in confinement. After confining him he sent fo1"' 
him and used threats to make him consent to obtain his signature. 

What follows is the ,same account as the young brother gave (and h~ 
concludes thus). ' ,. 

N ot,withst!lnding Balallami Chetty gave the writtendocument* of what passed 
(No. 3)--yet such is the practice of people iuthis place that now they pre~end 
to say that that writing is forged. . 

Iyengar Chetty's plan was to get me confined in this place. I stated mt 
complaint to you in consequence of Balasami Chetty's written acknowledgment. 
of what had occurred.. , ' 

Enclo81.Lre (6).' 

rrranslation of a certificate sent by ,Captain Macleod to Anna Chetty. 
Anna'Chetty, the son of Namakkal Krishna Ohetty, having given into .the

charge of ~yengar Chetty three bags contaiuing jewels, his own property, in the 
year Sadharana, with each bag sealed and along with them a list of the property 
they contained and Iyengar Ohetty, having broke open the seals and taken out.. 
the list, pledged the jewels for a sum of mqney. 'Anna Chetty having heard of 
this fraud came to _Salem and stated to the people of his cast what Iyengar
had done. The cast decided that as Iyengar Chetty then' had no money 
he should give his bond to Anna- Chetty for cash to relieve the property in pledge-

• 'rhiB wa, in tha handwriting of Baluami Ohatty. 
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_ at Tanjore whic~ cash ~aB to be delivered as a loa~ to, Iyengar Chetty .. upon his 
(Iyengar Chetty s) making over the bags to Anna Chetty with all his jewels. 

2. Accordingly both agreed to this settlement and the parties went to 
Tanjore. Afterwards Iyengar Chetty's son-in-law shewed the jewels. to Anna 
Chetty who observed the bags had not his seals nor did they contain his list· he 
also discovered that some Cf the jewels had been sold. Besides there were silver 
articles in one of the bags which did not belong to Anna Chetty. . For this reason 

. and getting no account of his property he came and complained in the kachheri 
that Iyengar Chetty· had defrauded him of his property. Upon this Iyengar 
Chetty wa,s sent for and asked respecting the jewels. He replied that' it was true 
his property was given to me.to be taken care in three bags' but made use of an 
excuse for not returningthent for which reason he was confined at Namakkal. 
Afterwards he agreed that he would abide by the decision of arbitrators of his 
own choosing. On his part he named Rama Chetty, Muthyal Chetty, Puttaiya 
Chetty, Buddanarasinga Chetty and Chakrapani Chetty to be thos.e on his part 
and gave a written agreement that hewould be satisfied by the award of arbitra-. 
tors if the said five formed half the number. 

. 3. Upon this and securitybeipg given for his appearance, ten arbitrators met 
. at Salem five of whom were those abovenamed. The arbitrators determined with 
the consent of the parties that Anna Chetty should lend 360 pagodas to Iyengar 
Chetty through them (the arbitrat~rs) to be carried to Tanjore and that 
Iyengar Chetty or some persons on his part should produce a certificate of Anna 
Chetty(signed by him) of his Anna .Chetty having received the whole property 
he claimed. -After the matter beIng thus settled, Iyengar Chetty sent 1}.is 
son-in-law to Tanjore and managed to get the brother of Anna Chetty confined 
at Ta.njore, which proves Iyengar Chetty being guilty. 

Enolosure 17}. 

First award. 
The·decision of the arbitrators 

Chetty !iond Anna Chetty, viz.-
For Anna Chetty 

Seshachala Aiyangar 
Srinivasa Aiyanga,r 
Kasturi Chetty . 
.A.dinarayapa Chetty 
Gunama Reddi 

in respect to the dispute between Iyengar 

For Iyengar Chetty 
Puttaiya 
Mu.thyal Chetty 
Rama Chetty 
Chakra pltni Chetty 

. N arasinga Chetty 

We, in number ten, having made the necessary investigation make the following 
decision. We demanded of Venkatapathi Chetty to inform us of what had 
happened at Tnnjorewhen he and Anna Chetty went there sometime ago. He
replied 'It was settled in Salem by people of our cast that he shoul<;1 lend me'" 
1,000 pagodas, bht after arriving at Tanjore he objected to advance me that sum 
and for that reason 1 had not the means of paying a debt of 360 pagodas which I 
owed at Tanjore for the payment of which debt, viz., 360 pagodas, the arbitrators . 

. at Tanjore had agreed to obtain for me his (Anna Chetty's) certificate of his: 
having received his whole property! 

2. After this Iyengar Chetty gave us a written agreement to this effect that 
if now Anria Chetty would throug~ us (the arbitrators) advance him 360 pagodas 
-he (Iyengar Chetty) would produce his (Anna Chetty's) receipt in full of his 
having received the contents of his .three bags. . 

3. We afterwards explained to Anna Chetty what Iyengar Chetty had said 
and proposed and he replied 'lam ready to advance 360 pagodas throug4 you, 
if he will produce my acknowledgment of having received all the jewels which 
were deposited in. t4e three bags-I am also ready to proceed to Tanjore 'along 
~th him aC90rding to the agre~ment I have given you. For if Iyengar Chetty· 
can show my certificate of haVlng received my property I !!hall make no furthet 
demand on him.' 

. • IleDgar Ohetty'B Bon-iD.law. 
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4. We ten persons having heard the claImant and defendant adjudge that in: . 
the event of Iyengar Ohetty's failing to produce the written certificate of Anna, 
Chettyexpressive of his (AnnaChetty's) having received his whole property which 
was deposited in the three bags, he (Iyengar Chetty) must .be held responsible 
for the whole property which the three bags contained ~ccording to the, valuation 
ot .Anna Chetty. - ~ 

This is our a,ward on the 20th of Purattasi, year Pingala (about 3rd 
October 1797). 

. [The signatures of the. ten arbitrators mentioned aboveJ·· 
(Signed) Iyengar Chetty. 

Anna Chetty. 
\ Second award. 

. The award of the arbitrators: 
On the part. of Iyengar Chetty-:-5 ~z: On the part of Anna Chetty-5viz:' 

Puttaiya Srinivasa Aiyangar • 
Chackrapani Chetty l::3eshachala Aiy·angar (not present) 
Muthyal Chatty Kasturi Cl.!etty' (not present) 
Rania Chett,y (Palnool) Adinarayana Chetty 
Narasinga Chetty Gunama Reddi 

.' In respect to the cause in dispute between Iyengar Chetty 'and Anna Chetty~ 
webefol'e settled that Anna Chetty should give to Iyengar Chetty 360 pagodas~ 
an(lthat Iyengar Chetty should (according to the agreement he gave us) produce 
in th~course of-two months a certificate ,given in writing by 'Anna Chetty of his 
(Ajina Chetty's) having received the whole of his jewels which had been in the 
three bags. And as IyengarChetty has not conformably to his agreement prod.uced 
the said certificate we therefore award that Iyengar Chetty should pay to Anna' 
Chetty the 10,000 pa.godas at which Anna Chetty values his property. As Iyengar 
Chetty is not dispos~d to pay that sum-we are obliged to leave it to the Sarkar 
to compel him to give his property to him (Anna Chetty). . 

This. is our award on the 8thP~nguni, year Pingala (about the 21st 
March 1798). 

[The signatures of the eight arbitrators present mentioned above] 
. Enclosure (8). 

Demi-official from AtEXA.ND~R MACLEOD, Resident at Tanjore, to WILLIAM 
MAOLEOD, Assistant Oollector, dated the 7th February 1798. • 

Enclosed isa petition delivered to me by Iyanna Chetty and Venkatapathi 
Chetty. The subject of it has been under the cOQsideration of certain arbitrators 
both here and at Salem. -The Tanjore arbitrators named Balasami Ohetty, 
Kotta Ohetty. Gurumurti Chetty and Lakshmana Chetty are now ,come before me ; 
they produce, reahnd sign, a cadjan being their settlement of the cause and 
declaring one of the parties named Anna Ohetty to be in the wrong; a duplicate of 
this decree was, as the arbitrators state, for~arded to the Saleml8.rbitrators some 
time ago. ... _. 
, 2. I also enclose the declaratIOn of Adlappa Chetty, a sowcar here, which 
confirms some of the allegations in the decree. . f , . 

3. I remember perfectly well that some jewels belonging to Iyanna Chetty, at 
least produced by him, were valued publicly in the kachheri while I was Collector 
of the Tiruvadi subah. 'These jewels were to be sold by outcry in order to satisfy 
a claim of one Kunjimalai Mudali.' 

4. The above document which I' have sent may perhaps afford you light 
enQugh to determine the dispute between the parties. 

Sub-Enclosure (1). 
To 

ALEXANDER MAOLEOD BAH.ADUR, ESQUIRE, Resident Qf TaIl:jore. 
The humble petition of Iyanna Ohetty and Venkatapathi Chetty, the son·

in-law of Iyengar Chetty of Biiramahal district. 
Humbly showeth. 

Yonr petitioners most humbly beg leave to ~cquaint· your honor -that some 
years ago one Anna Chetty ·have pledged 3 hags of jewels and received some 
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pagodaElllpon that from my father-in-law. I mortgaged and received 2,000 and odd 
pagodas from Munkatta Chetty. who has mortgaged to Kunjimalai Mudali the dubash 
to Captain Mackally, and after some trouble ha.ppened to Munkatta Chetty on 
which Kunjimalai Mudali complained to his Mast~r. Mackatly, who have applied 
to yoUI' honor. _ Your honor have .sent for Kunjimalai Mudali with 3 bags of 
jewels and ordered him to put down out-cry in the presence of the merchants of 
this place , upon which Anna Chetty followed me to answer- him the 3 bags of 
jewels which he has mortgaged to me and I followed Munkatta: Uhetty to answer me 
the 3 bags of jewels which I mortgaged to him who answered me that he has 
mortgaged to Kunjimalai Mudali for which I made complaint with 4 arbitrators 
who have properly enquired and settled by the arbitrators that I should pay 360 
pagodas to Anna C hetty and, he should pay receipt for receiving 3 bags of jewels, no 
further claim. After these I should give receipt to Munkatta Chetty; at that 
time was not security in my h!md to pay him 360 pagodas; for this purpose I have 
sent a man to Baramahal to. get the money who has brought cloth for that sum. 
Besides Anna Chetty have violently stopped the cloth in the road as soon as 
reported. I had been to Biiramahal and after Anna Chetty has made false 'com
plaint with Mr. Macleod of Biirama1ial who ordered to put iron chain and close 
confinement to my father-in-law named Iyengar Chetty. After I had represented 
everything to Mr. Maoleod _what was settled by the Tanjore arbitrators, for which 
Mr. Macleod have appointed 10 arbitrators for both sides to examination and get at 
the truth, the. arbitrat~rs called us and desired me to explain the cause what is 
passed at Tanjore--I explain them what-is passed at Tanjore-after they sent for 
Anna Chetty and asked him, Anna Chetty said none been settled from nobody at 
~lanjore-after Baramahal arbitrators sent us both with their letter to Tanjore 
arbitrators with 360 pagodas acoording their direction. I am. waiting since these 
48 days at arbitration my defendant also here· wi\hout meat the arbitrators. 
Arbitrators send for him several times, he don't: mind them; now one eldest 
brother is rUB away, another young is here at this time. I am fear suppose that he 
will run away too~ 

Therefore I most humbly beg your honor will be pleased to send (or my 
defendant and arbitrators and order him to conduct according the former decision. 
. We have no any other protection but your honor; your petitioners as in duty 
bou~d ever pray. -

Sub-Enclosure (2). 

Translation of the written declaration given by Adiappa Chetty, son-in-law 
of the sister of Anna Chetty to the arbitrators at Tanjore, namely, Balasawmi 
.chetty, Gurumurti Chetty, Kotta Chetty, Subrahmaniya Chatty and Lakshmana 
Chetty, 29th Margali in the year Pingala. 

1. That formerly when Venkatapathi son-in-law of Iyengar Chetty and 
Anna Chetty had come- hither on account. of some jewels wnich were mortgaged 
to Iyanna Chetty I was present myself at that time. 

2. Anna Chetty desired me to stay hera ten· days and told me that hill claim 
upon Iyengar Chetty was lastly settled at 360 pagodas which he said to me the 
l~tter owes him, and also told me a man. who is gone to bring the said money has 

_ not come still. 
3. In this time Muthia Mudali (as he was.hopeless to recover money from 

Iyanna Chetty) wished to sell the jewels (mortgaged- to him by Iyanna Chetty) in 
out-cry. . 

4. One day I went along with Anna Chetty to Muthia M udali's house where 
I saw some people were examining the jewels of the former who having eyed with' 
an attention told some silver jewels he did not think to be his. this said, we both 
came away from thence, and I went away my home. 

S. After the said period I do not know what was past between .Anna Chetty 
and those merchants, till some other day on which as I was sitting by Anni Chetty, 
the latter told me that that day his jewels were going to be put in out-cry, as soon 
as he spoke this a certain man came from J yanna Chetty, saying Iyanna Chetty 
iii waiting on him to put his jewels in out-cry. 

14-.A. 
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6.' Whereupon we both went to a certain church wherein I saW' the people ' 
assembled to the sale of Anna Chetty's jewels. In this time the latter (as he was 
ashamed) desired me to stay thither in the room of him and .take care that his 
jewels may be sold to a good. price. -

7. This I have accordingly performed by his order and having written parti
cular accounts of the sale delivered it up to, the said Anna Chetty who not only 
took my accounts but also copied in his book. • ~ 

\ 
32. 
(l) 

Petition-
From-Krishnappa Chetty and Rama Chetty, 

son-in-Ia..w of Narasu Chetty. 

To-Lieut. Col. ALEXANDER RJlJAD, -. .' 

Superintendent 6f the Ceded districts. 

Humbly.setteth forth, 
That Arni Chetty has bor~owed and received of your petitioners the sum of 

4,500 pagodas for which he has given us a bond 'specifying that it shall run the 
interest at the rate of 2! star pagodas per month. That your /petitioners have 
received from time to time in the course of five years and in small sums to the 
amount of 3,733 pagodas on acco'p-nt of the said bond. That afterwards he gave 
an order upon Peishkar Venkatachala lyer for 400. and upon Kuppa lyer 200 
pagodas and your petitionlrs gave him an order for the remainder 167 to be 
delivered to Ragavandra Naick which has not been accomplished as well as the 
other two sums that were ordered by him; in consequence your petitioners have at 
length due to them by Arni Chetty 767 pagodas . 

. 2. That ArniChetty pleads inability of paying the interest at the rate shown . 
in the bond by reason of its amounting to a considerable sum wherefore he agr~E:ld 
to pay at the rate of It pagodas per mont,h which comes to 2,270 pagodas. . 

3. That these circumstances have been laid before your honor and' it being 
referred to the dflcision of the Panchayat your petitioner complied, but Arni 
Chetty relapsing in his former agreement has through the decision o~ Kamatchi 
Chettyagreed to pay the above remainder 167 and a present of 66, total 233, at 
present to whioh your petitioners have concurred; but for all this during your 
honor's late absence he comes forward with saying your petitioners may wait nine 
months for the payment thereof. To this your petitioners cannot agree. Arlli 
<rnetty has dealt with other sowcars ljke us and 'says whenever he pays them any 
interest that he would pay y<?ur petitioner~ likewise for which being asked a 
written agreement he ~eems to deny it notwithstanding the said Arni Chetty 
replied before your honor as he has charged to my peons the sum of 1,400 pagodas 
is all quite false but he will be oharged only hundred or two hundred pagodas for 
which your petitioners rejected into the interest 1,,363 pagodas. . -

These cases your petitioners lay before your honor hoping to experience due
justice and restoration of-our cia Jim, ahd your petitioners as in duty bound shall 
evet: pray. 

(2) 

Rama Chetty and Krishna Chetty, g'umastahs, are sent with a complaint on. 
behalf- of their master N urra Chetty Sowcar, against Arrenappah Chetty of 
Kangundi to the f9110wing effect :- . . 

2. That about 20 years ago Hyder Ali Khan took Kangundi and imprisoned 
thePoligar Virappa Nayudu whose Peishkar Chinnanarayana with one Venkata 
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Chetty went to the house of Nurra Chetty (brother of the latter) telling him 
that the Sarkar demands from Virappa Nayudu the sum of 20,000 pagodas 
and that iIi. case of compliance he should be set· at liberty and his countrt 
restored to him. That N urra Chetty the Bowcar said that all' matters of this 

, nature ar«1 settled between one Govinda Chetty (then residing at Kangundi) and 
himself; as to the peisbkar and Venkata Ohetty he would never place the least 
confidence in them. At this answer .Arrenappah Chetty who wa.s present 
~onsuIted N una Chetty then and for 3 or 4 days after on the same subject 
-who said that if the said Arrenappah would promise to be security for the 
above sum he would immediately pay it to the Sarkar-accordingly the said 
Arrenappah Chetty gave a bond dated the 2nd October 1778 in the name of 
Govinda Chetty aud himself for the amount of 4,500 cy. pagodas. That after the 
bond was written Nurra Chetty asked Arrenappah Chetty how could he venture 
to add Govinda Chetty in the bond and he not here 'present, to which the latter 
replied that if Govinda Chetty does not consent to the bond iIi quest.ion he would 
hold himself responsible for the whole amo,unt and to that effect a written agree
ment passed between them. That N urra Chetty then paid the Sarkar the sum 
agreed for, t.he country was restored ,to Virappa Nay-udu and Chinnanarayanan 
his gumastah was sent to Kangundi to take possession of his master's concerns; 
remaining 10 or 5 years at Kangnndi he collected. in the space of that time cy. 
ps. a,132 a'3. 6 which he delivered to Arrenappa who paid it to Nurra Chetty 
as part payment of the money lent w}lich left a balance due. of 1,367-4 cy. 
ps. This sum was demanded the year following by Nurra Chetty who sent 
his gumastah Ramo.. Chetty to KaIigundi for it in compliance of which Arrenappah 
Chetty advanced as part payment again Ps. 600-4 fs. . '.that to effect the payment 
ofthe rest, viz., 767 a, bond was made out for 400 in the name of Venkatachalayya 
at the rate of 5 per cent for .the first 'and 2l for the succeeding months, one 
for 200 in the name of Kuppiah at the same rate as the. above and another 
drawn up by Arrenappa for the r~mainder 167 in the nam~ of Kakanty Ragavendra 
Nayudu at the rate of 2 per cent per month. rr:hat the mtere~t due thereon from 
the 2nd October 1778 to the 27th Palgun 1783 IS 3,408-4 calculated at the tate 
·of 2i per cent per month the interest amounting thus considerable a sum the said 
Nurra Chetty-agreed ,to lower the rate at Ii per cent which made the interest 
only 2,045 cy. ps. Th~re fell due on account of chillar, kharch 225 ps. that Rama 
Chetty was to distribute among the samastanam people. For this !1um with the 
former amounting to 2,270 Ramo. Chetty applied to Arrenappa Chetty for payment 
who referred him to Venkatachalliah, peishkar to the samastanam.' He in 
~onsequence wrote a. bond for that . sum including 270 in.t.erest due' to Arrenappa 
Chetty on account of partnership with Rama Chetty. total in all 2,540, specifying 
therein that the annual produce of 6 villages .. shall be paid in lieu ~hereof. . 

In Krodhi or 1784 
In Visvavasu or 17.85 
In Parabhavaor 1786 

... 
... 

FS. _ 

840 
850 
850 

2,540 

It must be .noticed that 270 is .in~lud~ in this 8~m bel.ongin~ to Arrenappa Ch~tty. 
3. ThIS bond was accompanIed wlth security wrttten- 1D the name of ChmDa 

Krishniah father of Arrenappa Chetty. T~at Rama Chetty afterwards remarked 
to Arrenappa Chetty that he had given him a deed Df aoquittance promising to 
return back a.ll the bonds. and other agreements that he had hitherto had from 
him; but that he finds 767 pagodas per 3 months has not yet beEm paid. That 

- for a considerable time Arrenappa Chetty has enjoyed. as he' Buill does several 
privileges,_ viz., one village and pension per .annnm since the yEl!l.r 1783, . one ~ 
village since the commencement of the Company's government and he being 
asked by- Ramo. Chetty for the payment of the above and the interest, etc., 
amounting to 2,24() pagodas, he strenuously refuses compliance.. Rama Cbetty 
asserts two reasons for his not demanding his money in Hyder's time. First 
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because his master N urra Chetty and himself were imprisoned for a default in 
payment to the SarkaI' and secondly, that Kangundi was taken by Tipu, and ths 
peishkarVenkatachalayya was put in confinement. That since the commencement 
of the Company's government in the year 1794, Nurra. Chetty wrote a' letter to
Arrenappa. Chetty and sent it by his son-in-law Krishnayya Chetty and· his 
gumastah Rama Chetty demanding the money he owed him who was answered 
that he would converse with Venkatapathi Nayudu the present poligar, brother to 
Virappa Nayudu, and discharge the debt. In this manner he put them off for
a or 4 months; Arrenappa Chetty then told Krishna Chetty and Rama Chatty 
that he and the Nair were on very indifferent terms and that it would be' mol'S 
suit,able for tliem to wait upon him. They then went and .told him that they had. 
a b~nd against Arrenappa Ohetty on account of interest due, etc., to the amount 
of 2,540 pagodas and an order on Venkatachalayya for 400 pagodas, making in 
80112,940 pagodas. ,The Nair then questioning them in what manner this money 
was due them, they: rehearsed the whole circJ].mstance froijl the beginning. 
That the Nair answered his brother being dead, he knew nothing of this affair~ 
but that however, it should be enquired into, and, in case Arrenappa Chetty 
should be brought in to pay it he would use his influence towards its payment. 
They brought this answer to Arrenappa Chetty who on· hearing it told them 
that there was no time to argue about it at present but would turn to it in ths 
course of six months ;so saying he sent them back to N urra Chetty with a letter 
nearly to the following effect.-The money due you and me by the Raja seems to. 
be irrecoverable by reason of his refusal in paying it; having his bonds for the debt 
due us, I shall send for them and produce them before him and whatever his 
answer may be, I wi1l1et JOu know; you ought to have made' your demand long. 
before this, for at. this time it is rather troublesome to procure any,sum of money. 
In 1796 Arrenappa was ,sent to Krishnagiri to pay the Kangundi kist where 
Rama Chetty and Krishna Chetty having gone on some business they met 
together. They insisted on Arrenappa Chetty's then paying the'm the money he 
owed, but he excused himself saying that he wasjust beginning to form a friendship 
with the Nair and that if they were to wait for'two or three months he would pay 
them. They agreed and after the space of two months, they finding themselves 
deceived then also, they complained 'of him to Captain Graham who upon hearing 
their complaints sent for Arrenappa Chetty and heard both parties. but was delayed 
for a determiIl:ation on ar.count of Captain Graham's making his tour to the several 
districts in his division. Wherefore Rama Chatty and Krishna Chetty do now 
lay their o,ase before Hazrat Read Sahib and beg they may be treated with his 
protec~ion as far as the merits of the case may deserve a just determination on th~ 
dispute in question. The following is the discourse that passed between Rama 
Chetty aud Arrenappa Chetty. Arrenappa says that the money said to hav~ been. 
pa.id by N: urra Chetty to obtain the liberty of Virappa N ayudu never came out of his 
hands, that in consequence of which he remained in prison to the day of his demise. 
Wherefore he says the interest demanded is an unjust one. Rama Chetty in answer 
said that Nurra Chetty was a person that' always dealt faithfully with the Sarkar 
especially in mQney concerns and t,hathe never kept back (to his knowledge) any 
sum from the SarkaI' that was deposited to his care with orders to be delivered when 
called for. The reason of Virappa N aidu's not being released was that there was 
an enmity existing between him and his peishkar Chinna Narayana. Arrenappa' 
Chetty said that all the sowcars were ordered by the Sarkar not to receive any 
interest on whatever sum of money the Sarkar may have occasion to borrow. 
Rama Chetty allows that there has been such an order issued by Tipu Sultan but 
he observes that Arrenappa phetty and Nurra Chetty are both of them sowcars. 
wherefore it is not prohibited they should charge interest for what money 
tbey may transmit with. Arrenappa Chetty says that Harichandra 'Sivaji and. 
Annatha ChettY,sowcars having len~ money to make up the required sum for the
-I'eleasement of the Nair, they never' demanded any interest. Rama. Chetty 
observes that the bond was taken from thAse sowcars on t~e principal being paid 

. up which was not the case when Arrenappa Chetty gave bills to clea,r himself. 
4. Arrenappa Chetty asserts that Rama Chetty enjoys an inam of one village, 

whereby he rea~s much benefit. Rama Chetty, replies that· having built a. 
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devastan he applied to Venkatachalayya Peishkar for wherewithal tosilpport its 
expense, consequently he received this village 'named Bogapalli in 1784 but that 
he does not derive the least emolument wha.tever of its produce. He further 
()bserves that Arrenappa Chetty having once borrowed of one Venkata Chetty the 
sum of a t.hou~nd pagodas, he paid it np with interest and thin~s he ought to 
do the same to 'N urra Chetty. Rama Chetty says he has due to hlII~ on. the whole 
1;he sum of 2,727 Ps. 4l the particulars of which are as follows:-

On account of interest ••• 2,540 ° ° 
On account of an order upon Kakanty Ragavendra N ayudu. 167 0 ° 
Sundry sums 20 4 ° 

Total... 2,727 4 0 

5. Rama Chetty finally ~sserts that the order.on Venkatachalayyafor 400 Ps. 
()ught now to be paid by Venkatapathi Nayudu the presentl'oligar in consequence 
of the former being deceased and the latter escheated his maniams and other privi
leges and that on K uppiah for 2QO by his hrothers and sons for. the same reason. 
Bu~ that the brothers and sons say that V e~kat:",pathi Nair ~wes. them th~t sum by 
which reason they are nat able to pay It till they receIve It from hIm. The 
brothers and sons oame to complain of the Nair to the Huzur where they met- to
gether .and they told Rama ~het~y tba,t thel had nothing to do w~th Kuppiah's 
affairs 10 consequence of whICh hIS demand IS useless aud of no effect .. 

6. If furthet proof i~ required to corroborate the above affair he begs leave to 
refer it to Rama Rao and Ul'pa Chetty whp are now at Kangundi. 

(3) 

. Arrenappa Chetty's answer to the complaint made on behalf of Nurra Chetty, 
sowcar, by his gumastahs Rama Chetty aud Krishna Chetty. _ 

That in the year 1778 Srinivasa Rao. was sent with au armed force by orders- of 
Hyder Ali Khan to take possession of Kangundi which they cUd and carried 
Virappa Nayudu and fa.mily to Seringapatamwhere he was confiued. Srinivasa 
Rao told his master after being entreated by the poligar that a sum of money was 
()ft'ered as candani for the restoration. of the country and1iberty of the poligar to 
which His Highness agreed and' desired it to be- put in force. Srinivasa Rao 
having made this known to the Nair his peishkar Chinria Narayana was s-ent for to 
go to the presence and asked what sum of money he was to plOty in the meantim~ 
stating to Hyder Ali Khan the poverty he is reduced to and his inability to pay any 
considerable sum of money. He was answered that he must produce at all events 
the sum of 2P,000 Ps. as candani ~n condition that Nurra Chetty and Ananthan 
Chetty, etc., sowcars, should be answerable for that sum to the Sarkar. ·,Accordingly 
Chinna Narayana went to the above sowcars and requested of them to be security 
to tho Sarkai' for the sum above mentioned due by the poligar. They answered that 
they-could not trusthim n?r the .samastan people as being a people of no wealth; 
whereupon he returned WIth thIS answer to the presence. The Nabob after this, 
ilent for the sowcars Ananthan Chetty, Nurra Chetty, etc., and told them that pre
vious to the Nair's continuing in prison till the money is produced they were only 
to give their word that they would pay the 8Um. when- the Nair's peishkar and 
prineipal men should be sent to Kangundi to collect it and bring it to him at 
Seringapatam. After their being sent away -with this instruction the peishkar was 
.sent for and told that the sowcars were desired to advance them money to effect 
the acquittance of his master and that he had only to proceed and entreat them to-' 
give their words that they w()uld advance it. He accordingly met with, the 
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sowca~s and after promising that he would reimburse it, he bestowed upon them 
munniwutty or presents ~g follows:- . . 

Names. 

Nnrra Chetty .. . 
Saukar Chetty .. . 
Ananthan Chetty 
Harioh~ndra Sivaji , 

... . .. ... ... 

.. . ... ... 
. .. 

Tusreefs, 
ato., to 

,8owOatl. 

Present., 
etc., to 
under
agents. 

. Total. 

I 2&0 \" '60 310 
... ... 250 70 3:W 
... . .. II. 250 70 320 
.., ... 250 70 320 

Total' ... 1-;:-000-270"- -1,270-

2. In conseqnence of this they agreed '.to contribute towards advancing the -
above money 2~,000 in the following 'manner ;-

Names. j Inepecie 
or 

money. 

600 Nurra Ohett,.... ... ....... .. . 
Do. per order on Sri Bama Venka-

~ppah ... ... '" 

In bill •• 

4,5no 
, 

1,000 

Totals. 

6,000 

1,000 

Total Nurra Chetty ••• ••• ... ,., 600 5,500 .6,000 
Sankar Ohetty ............ 500 4,600 6,000 
Ananthan Ohetty ... .., ... ••• 500 «,000 . 40,600 

T1J.,..,..e/to the 8a_d.1I by Hyder Ali Khan. 140 .... 140 

I ' 

Hariohandra Sivaji ... ....... .•• 600 3,860 I 40,360 

Grand Total ... -2,UO-.li,8ii0- 20,000-

3. The ready money 2,140 was given by the Nair to the sowcars'who became 
answerable to'Sarkar for the whole 20,000. . 

4. The bills-or promissary notes fQr these sums was then given by Chinna
Narayan, samastan Peishkar, to the sowcars. These sowcars were willing but 
not having entire dependence or the [ • . • ] that Krishna Chetty, father of 
Arappa Chetty, would be his security, act as principal in the business. He con
sented and they accordingly unanimously created Chinna Krishna (assuring 
him that there was no apprehension of his suffering any loss on that account) as. 
agent and representation in the preseJ:lce as being an experienced person in the 
whole samastan. Chinna Narayana likewise joined them in thus appointing Chinna. 
Krishna to transact the business. On his agreeing to this they delivered over all 
the Peishkar bills to hi!U and took .his bonds for them, with the signature of 
Arrenappa Chetty and after that appearing in the presence gave their words that, 
they wouldadvancQ the sum. After their promise was made Hyder dismissed the 
family and dependants of the Nair retaining him only and Chinna Narayana 
arrived. safe in Kangundi. That Chinn a Narayana' continued collecting the 
revenues of the coun~ry when the Bowcars sent their peons and .ageJ:!.ts to the
Peishkar wi~h orders to demand the money they had advanced.· That he 
punctually kept paying them time after time the principal due the sowcars, besides 
affording daily batta to peons, etc., who came to him, among whom Ramo. Ohetty 
.gumastah to Nurra Chetty rec~ived. by the year 8hobh~krit or 1783 the sum of 
3,132 pagodas 6'fs. on account of hIS bond for 4,500 whIch made the sum still 
due 1,367 pagodas 4 fs. Rama Chetty afterwards on having called on the 
Peishkar for this balance it happened he was dead but his sorl Venkatachalayya 
paid it through Arrenappa Ch:etty, whereby the principal was entirely cleared 
up. On demanding the bonds, etc., which amounted to six different papers 
Ramo. Chetty gave a promissary note that he would bring them the first opportu
nity that offi;lred. That Ramo. Chetty called on the new Peishkar Venkata
chalayya son a~d heir to the former samastan Peishkar and demanded of him 
interest for the money lent~ That he was answered. that there has been no-
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appearanoe of the Sarkar having received the' total amount due by the' sowcars by 
not having received the receipts that on which account the Nair remains still in 
confinement and that for this reason the interest could not be paid him. That 
Rama Chetty replied to this tha.t his master being at Seringapatam he will'write 
him to nse his influence in the presence to set the Nair at liberty and to forward 
the receipt besides opening a correspondence bf't)Veen: the samastan peoopleaiid 
him. This he spoke in order to remove every apprehension prejudicial to the 
Nair. That the Peshka.r on conceiving that Rania Chetty had it in' his power to 
do as he had said and likewise having had instances that N lirra Chetty's words 
were weighty in the presence he conferred on Rama. Chetty an inam of ,one village 
named Pedda Bogalpalli and a present' in cash and after calculating the interest 
on 4,50U pagodas which was advanced at first found it to amount to 2,045 which 
with a sum 225 (that Rama Chetty said he had use for and that the Peshkar was to 
disburse on account of him) came to Ps.2,270. That the Peshkar said he 
would clear this by letting him have several villages till it yielded the amoun:t, 
which Arrenappa Chetty knowing observed thatthel'e fell due to him 270 on 
account of interest for money he also lent the sa.mastan and that it may be included 
with the sum due Rama Chetty that he may be reimbursed. That consequently: 
the Peshkar made out a bill for the whole, viz., 2,540 and specifieil in it that the 
produce of 6 villages shall be given till the whole is cleared~rrhat these villages 
produce for Krodhi or 1784 was 840, for Visvavasu or 1785, 850 and for 
Parabhava or 1786, 850, total 2,540. That is, bill was made 'out in the year 
Krodhi or 1784 in the name of Venkatachalayya. as drleto N urraChetty ai!d oil 

. Arrenappa Chetty being requested by Bama Chetty to stand as security for it he 
refused. That on his refusing this, Rama. Chetty declared he ,will neither 
endeavour to use the means of effecting the Nair's dismission neither would he 
procure the Sarkar's receipts nor, deliver 'up the bond~ whicK remained still'fu his 
hands. That the Peshkar on consulting ~ith Arrenappa Chetty obser~edlt() hitIt 
the conSequence of thus' refusing compliance and begged 'he would cODiply'with it 
immediately and said at the event of Raina Chetty's non-performahc& of his 
promise he would report.9n him in the presence whereupon Arrenappa' Chetty 
-complied and-. afterwards gave up the,. b~nd for th~ principal 4,QOOps. which 
Rama Chetty delivered to the Peshkar: from whence 1.t came. That it happened 
then there came a parwana sent by Tipa Sultan to the Amildar bf Yenkatagiri 
Rayappah to enquire at Kangundi why the money which 'was promised has not yet 
been received into the treasury and whether the sowcars ha.ve received the money of 
the samastan people or not. That the Amildar finding the sowcars were paid up 
all but the interest, .he resumed the villages which Rama Chettywas collecting his 
interest from. That Chinna~rishnayya~ fathet to,Arrenappa Chetty, having 
after this proceeded to S,eringapatam represented In,thepresence the Sowcars call 
for interest for the' sum they had advanced and that the pri~cipal they had 
advanced was already paid -them. That Mil' Muhammad Sadik summoned all the 
sowcars and after observing to them their backwardness in remitting their 
amounts to _ tJ1e presence ordered they should give up whatever bonds they might 
have after settlement of accounts; conformably two sowcars namely .Anandan 
Chetty and Harichandra Sivaji settled their accounts exclusive of interest and 
acquitted themselves, but, On Chinna Krishnayya applying to Sankar Chetty and 
N urra Chetty for the bonds in their charge they answered that. their guma!ltahs 
had them and that on their arrival they would produce them. That aU tHese 

, sowcars became greatly indebted to Tipu's Sarkar by reason of their having fallen 
in arrears on which account Tipu confined and J-lroclaimed in every taluk to 
forward an aocount of the interest they had imposed, on the people and that in 
future no sowcar is to exact any iuterestupon money lent. That Tipu in th,e Ytlar 
Visvavasu sent a small party and resumed the samastan imprisoning the feshkar 
whereupou the poligars fled to Payenghat. That· about this time Ai'tenappa 
Chetty used to reside either at Seringapatam or Bangalore.' ... -~ 

5.: Statement showing what has been pa.id to thesowcarstill the resumption 
of the ,amastan on account of money received for effecting that poligar's 
dismission: --

15 
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-

Mnnniwntty, etc. 

On acconnt 
Names. of 

On acoonnt Presents principal. 

I of munni- to uuder- Daily batts. Total. Village •• 
Wlltty. agent •• 

~-

Nurra Chetty ... ... . . 4,500 250 60 1,100 1,510 1 
Sri Rama Cbetty ... ... ... 1,000 ... '" 200 200 ... 
Sankar Chetty ... '" ... 4,500 250 70 700 1,020 . .. 
Ananthan Chetty ... ... 4,000 260 70 700 1,020 .. . 
Harichandra Sivaji ... ... 3,860 250 70 500 820 . .. --------- ---------------

\ Total ... 17,860 1,000 270 3,300 4.,570 1 , --
6. Arrenappa Chetty asserts th!lt during 'l'ipu's government no person came 

to him to demand any intel'est but since the commencement of the Company in 
the year 1794 Rama Chetty and Krishna Chetty having called upon Venkatapathi 
Nayar the present. p61igar and brother to the former demanded saying that they 
had a bond in their possession in the name of Arrenappa Chetty for which interest 
is due to which the Nayar replied that so far from their deserving any interest 
from him they ought to repay what they had received from the late Peshkar on 
~ccount of his brother having died in prison just because they did not remit the 
~ums of money required as ransom besides which he said tha~ thesamastan had 
been resumed for the same reason; on hearing this they departed. 
. 7. In the year 1796 Rama Chetty and Krisha Chetty went to Captain 
Graham and complained that money was due them by Arrenappa Chetty and they 
equId not get him to come to a settlement ;he was sent for and each of.them laid 
~heir case before Captain Graham. They were told that these transactions being 
of as old a date as upwards of 20 years they could not be easily decided. On 
)learing this they returned to their habitations but Rama Chatty being dissatisfied 
a fair opportunity he lays them before Colonel Read-but Arrenappa trusting the 
above circumstances may be weighed seriously in the decision and at the same 
time relying on the justice and humanity of Colonel Read he lays this his case 
with submission for,a final determination. 

8. Rama Chetty, gumastahto Nnrra Chetty, demands of Arrenappa Chetty 
payment on account of the following bonds :-

One on Ragavaidre wrote by Arrenappa Chetty 
One on Venkatachalayya as interest, &cB

: to which 
Arrenappa Chetty fixed his signature as security 

One on Arrenappa Chetty himself as interest 

Pall'odas. 

167 0 

2,540 0 
20 3 

2,727 3 

Arl'enappa Chetty declares that conformable to what is said in the first bill 
viz., that whosoever should produce it shall receive payment he will be answer
able for the amount on its production, but that he finds no reason to pay up the 
,oilier Bums, 

. 1st because the money he advanoed was on account of the Sarkar and not 
on account of individuals ; 

2nd because the money he bad advanced had never went into Tipu'8 
treasury but he has been reimbursed thA a.mount for which reason the late poligar 
continued in prison till he died; , 

3rd because there came a parwana from Tipu prohibiting I!>owcars in every 
taluk from charging interest on money borrowed on account of their backward
.ness in forwarding what money they had belonging to the districts; 
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4th hecause whim Rayappah the Amildar of Venkatagiri came and resumed 
the six villages Rama Chetty was ll110wed to take the produce of it in lieu of the 
balance due him, he did not make it kuown to him in order to bring his claim 
forwa.rd; 

5th because while Sankar Chetty brother to N anjunda Chetty was continu
ally troubling his father Chinna Krishna Chetty for interest, Arunachalayya the 
Amildar of Oskotta received a letter (as translated) from Mir Muhammad Siidik 
Di wan to inform Sankal'a Chetty that sowcars are disallowed taking any intereflt 
and that therefore he ought not to demand it of Chinna Krishna Chetty ; 
. 6th because when Arrenappa Chetty settled with Anant.ha Chettythe part 

of the·account that he kept jointly with Guruvappa Chetty he paid no interest 
and when he cleared accounts with Hariohandra Sivaji he di.d also exclusive of 
interest; . 

7th should it be asked why the bonds belonging to Nurra Chetty were not 
taken from him at the time that those of the othe1's were, the answer is because 
he was then ·confined so strictly that no one .oould have an opportunity of 
bringing him to a settlement; 

8th Sri Hama Venkatappa. during last war in the year 1791 having 
demanded interest for the thousand pagodas he had advanced was denied-but on 
his demanding his portion of munniwutty, etc., Arrenappa Chetty gave him by 
the desire of several people the sum of 55 cy. Chackrams (which is not interest 
butmunniwutty) and after that took his bonds; 

9th during the whole period of Tipu's government of upwards of the [?] years 
N urra Chet.ty never came foI'wnrd to demand interest and whenever he was asked 
to deliver np the bonds which were still in his possession he promised he would. 
but never mentioned a word of interest. Probably he did not attempt then 
for fear of being informed on to Tipu and, 

Lastly, Rama .Chetty says that Al'renappa Chetty enjoyed .considerable 
privileges at the time these sums Were advanced tow'hich :A.rrenappa Chetty 
replies that the privilege viz., one*' Nellaraulpalli were bestowed on him from a 
long time back by reason of his dealing with the SarkaI' and not particularly for 
transacting with sowcars and that after the corimienoement of the Company's 
government he has been granted a village named Ohamgnttapalli additional to his 
former inam. 

Enclosure. 

Translation of a letter from Mil' Muhammad Sadik, Diwah to Tipn Sultan, 
to Arunachalayya, Amildar of Oskotta. 

" Nanjunda Chetty, brother to Sankar' Chetty~ has sent for Kolar Chinna 
Krishna to N arasapuram where 'he is at present and troubles him greatly. What 
is the reason? It is said they have been' paid np for the money they had 
advanced the Sarkar on account of Kangundi, there appears no reason for interest 
being allowed as orders have been already given from the presence that non& 
should be· paid for it in consequence of which I have wrote likewise. The rest 
of the 80wcars have been ordered and accompaningly (sic) settled. You are to 
oraer Nanjunda Chetty in th~ like manner and prevent his bringing any complaints 
here. These are to be understood dated 19th Safarnl-Mnzaffar 1198 Hijiri or 
1784 A.D.- . . 

Chs• 

'l'he following sums were given the sowcars as presents 
. according to custom in order they should advance the 
money for the restoration of the Kangun'di poligar 

Doceurs to under-agents and assistants of the sowcars. 

15-~ 
• The name of a villa.ge. 

1.00Q 
270 

1,270 
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Statement of the sowcars contribution. 

Names. In speoie. I In bills. 
\ 

Total. 

500 4,500 5,000 

1,000 1,000 

... 600 4,500 5,000 

600 4,000 4,6OC 

600 3.8tSO 4,360 

140 UOO 

I 
. ~ I Nurra Chatty .•• 

~ I Sri RaUl Vankatappa 

~ ~ Sankar Chatty ... 
~ , 

iii I Ananthan Ohatty ... ... ". .. . 

'a I Harichandra Sivaji ... .., .. . 
'C, 

.sit \ I Tnsree~ given the samaatii.n by Hyder 
----

20,000 I 
N.B.-Those sums made out in bills amounts to 17,860 pO. for which 

6 bonds were made out by Arrenappa-Chetty by the orders of Chinna Narayana 
Peshkar and then delivered to the sowcars by .A.rrenappa Chatty each bond at the 
rate of 2t per cent per month. 

After the bonds were delivered to the sowcars they went and declared in the 
presence tha.t they would pay it and according to oustom they went to the treasury' 
~d desired the prhlcipal agent of it to put their names down for the sums they 
promised to pay, in consequence of which the country was restored but the Nair 
remained in prison. 

Dates 
7th Bhad. 

1779. 

Statement of NUrf'a Ohetty's account. 

Bond given by.Arrenappa Chetty 4,500 0 o· 
Received on account of the above bond at different times as follows:-
7th Magura Received in cash ..• 1,045 5 0 

1779. 

, ... 
499 
158 
138 
198 
197 
198 
198 
130 
166 

. 200 

Chit. 26th 80 
Vy·. 25th 81 
Kart. 12th 81 
Mar. 24th 81 
Palg. 6th 81 
VyB. 29 82 
Bra. 11th 82 
Kart. 15th 82 
Mar. lOth 82 
Kart. 2211d 83 
Palg. 27th 83 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. •••. 600 

8 8 
7 4 
3 13 
o 12 

5 4 
911 
7 .0 
o 0 
911 
o 0 
4 0 

8 bills given on i~dividuals' to 
• effeot the remainder sum of 

4,500. 
1 on Venkatachalayya Peshkar' 

for 
1 on Kuppiah for '0' 
1 on Ragavendra N aick f9r 

400 0 0 
200 0 0 
167 0 0 

3,738 15 0 

767 0 0 

Remains nothing 

4,500 0 0 



lUSTICB 

N.B.",""":After the principal was oleared up Arrenappa Chetty demanded of 
Rama. Chetty the bo.nd for 4,500. upon ,!hich Rama Chetty gave a promissary note 
that he would send It the first opportunity. 

Batta given N nrra Chetty's gumastahs and other peons by the samastan 
amounting to chi. 1,200. 

Account of interest. 

1779 00 4,500 chao from the 7th Bhad to the 
7t:. Mag. being:; months. 

1780 on chao f. as. at 21 per cent per month 562 :;' 0 
M. D. 

on 3,454 £) 0 from 8th Mag. to' 26t1i ChI. 2' 18=224, 5 0 
on 2,954 6 8 from 27th Chy. to 25th Vy. 12 2A=955 4 0 
on 2,795 9 4 from 26th Vy" : to 12th K~t. 5 16=384 5 0 
on 2,657 .5 7 from 13th last to 24th Marg. 1 11= 90 8 Q 
on 2,459 411 from 25th Marg. to 12t1!. Pal: 2 11=145 b (} 

1782 on 2,261 9 7 from 7th Pal. to 29th Vy". 2 22=154 5 0 
on 2,062 9 12 from 30th V 1". to 11th Bra. 2 11=122 0 4 
on 1,864 2 12 from 12th Bra. to 15th Kart. 3 3=144 4 0 
on 1,734 2 12 from 16th Kart. to 10th Marg. 0 20= 34 6 0 

1783 on 1,567 3 3 from 11th Marg. to' 22nd 

Kart., ... 11 11.=445 3 0 
on 1,367 3 0 from 23rd Kart .. to 27th 

Palg. ... 4 4=141 2 12 
-.-

3',405 3 5 
1 per cent interest deducted ... . .. 1,3~Q 3 5 -- , 

2,045 
:Sundry charges tQ be, paid on Nurre. Che~ty's account. 225 0 0 
Interest due AiTenappa Chetty by Rama Chetty on 

270 account of partnership ... 0 0 

495 

2,540 
Deduct the above snm due Arreoa.ppa Chetty 270 

Balance due N urra Chetty ... 2,270 

0 () 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

A bond wa.s given by Venkatachalayya Peshkar in his name to Nurra Chett,r 
for the sum of 2,540 chs. specifying them to receive the produce of 6· villages 
in lieu thereof as follows in 1,784 cbS. 840 .0 0 

in 1,781) chi. 850 0 0 
in 1,786 chB

• 850 0 0 

2~540 0 0 

I Chinnakrishnayya, Arrenappa Ohetty's fathe~ was, named security. Rama 
Chetty never received the produce of the 6 villages becau.se they were resumed 
soon after. . '. .. , . . 

1st Rama Che~ty says that out o~ 7~? p •. due on the 3rd bond 600 is to be 
deducted and the remainder 167 is due him: 

2nd The l>i1l on the interest t'1;ue 2,540 pagoda!:!, 270 on, account of partner
ship with Rama Chetty is to be deducted and the remainder 2,270 is du~ him. 

. 3rd There is another. bill for 20- 3- on ArrenltPPHr Chetty which is also 
due·him. . . 

To the above three ~harge~. Arre~appa Ohetty. says that. if Rama Chetty 
brings him the bond for 167 pagodas he will pay it and as to the interest brought 
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For further p~rticulars he
to the complaint made on 

against him he is not under any obligation to pay. 
begs to refer himself to the answer he gave in lately 
him by Rama Chetty. 

. Arrenappa says the sowcars were paid from time to time by the pe!!hkar 
who first paid up 3,132 and that his son Venkata Chetty paid up the balance 
1,367 when RamaChetty promised to deliver up the bonds for the amount, 
a bond for 600, one for 200, 1,600 ready money and a bond for 167 upon 
Ragavendra Naick sowcar. Rama Chetty says the sowcars received the abov.e· 
3,132 through Krishnappa Chetty or Arrena.ppa's father and not immediately 
from the peshkar. He likewise affirms that his master Nurra Chetty sent him 
the year after to Kangundi for the balance 1,367 when Arrenappa Chetty paid. 
him in parL 600 iI;l cash, 400 by a hond on Venkatachalayya and 200 on Kuppiah 
and lti7 by a bond on Ragavent. 

Note.-lt does not appear to ~ignify who. paid thll sowca.rs as they gave recei pts for the amount to Arrollappa. 
Chetty whether he paid them or iho peshkar. Though the bonds for 600 have !lever been paid and remain in the 
hands of RRma Ohetty he makes no dema.nd of them bet)ause he received them in part payment but he dell'anded 
the 167 because he received the bond for that in part payment in case of its being paid on presentiog bat as that 
has either been paid or lost, it cannot be decided on. 

33 

Latter-From J. B. TRAVERS, Esq., Deputy Secretary, Revenue Department. 
To-LIEUTENANT· COLONEL ALEXANDBR READ, Superintendent and Collector, 

Baramahal. 
Dated-Fort St. George, the 3rdApril1798. 

The Board desire you will immediately prepare and forward to them the case 
of every prisoner in confinement under you for murder or other capital offence; 
r~venue defaulters, and.' such as are imprisoned.for debt are not here alluded to; 
each case must form a separate nnmbei' and contain copies of all the evidence 
against the prisoner, which the Board trust has ·been taken on oath. You will 
make such remarks on ea,ch case as you may think necessary, noticing what. 
evidences are now living and where they reside. 

34 

Letter-From A. READ, Esq., Assista.nt to t.he Collector, Baramahal. 
To-Captain MAOLEOD, Assistant Collector. 
Dated-Tirnppattnr, the Brd June 1798. 

. I am desired by. the Superintendent to forward you the accompanying 
declaration of prisonE'rs sent from your division for murder with a request that 
you will furnish every additional information regarding them that may be in 
your power. 

35 
.Letter-From CAPTAIN THOMAS MUNRO, Assistant Collector. 

To-LiEUTENANT-COLONEL READ; Collector of the Baramahal, etc. 
Dated-Dharmapuri, th~ 30th J nne 1798. 

On consulting with Major Cameron on the subject of your letter of the 19th 
May 1797, he appeared [approved ?] entirely of the line drawn between the Civil 
a:tld Military authorities-he thought the definition of military followers suffi
ciently explicit and saw no objection ~o its being published in orders. 

2. In paragraph 6, after the words' Live stock' or [P] of the wor:ds 'or 
imy other article' werq added, it would make the meaning more full and less 
liable to future [PJ . 

3. It might also be proper to insert an additional paragraph ·giving notice 
that if any person on pretence of wanting foreign articles for his own use should 
afterwards be fouud selling them that he shall be fined .or punished. 
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F1NQUIRY IN'rO OOMPL!INT AGAINST CHINNARAMAYYA OJ!' KANGUNlJIPAJ.AYAM. 

lnvt'stigation into a complaint preferred by Shettee J.Jingam, inhabitant of th& 
-village of Budigur, in the Kangundi pollam, to Lientenant-Colonel Read, Superin .. 
tendent of the Ceded Districts. against Chinna Ramayya, parpetty or manager of 
the Chitasema or woody country belonging to the poligar of Kangundi. The 
·complaint consists of three charges. 

1st Oharge. 

In the year Krodhi or 1784 A.D. a brahmin named Sankara Venkata
seshayya gave in charge by way of'a deposit to Karagadu, the toti of the village 
()f Kuppam, one hundred and. three star pagodas, ninePondicherry rupees, and 
a. gold ring, and left the country. The toti gave information of this circnmstance 
to me and Tipparaji. the karnam, of the village, and I communicated it to Parpetty 
Chinnaramayya, who accompamed me to the toti ann received the money and 
ring froin him which sum he left in my possession and went to Kangundi. Eight 
days after he came to me and demanded the money under pretence of paying it 
back to Venkataseshayya and being afraid that he would not return to the 
Kangundi pollam upon his own promise of protection, he requested that I wonld 
sign a letter to him which I did, but no answer ever came to it. In the space of 
another month, I paid the money to the Parpetty; In the year Virodhikrit 
Sankara Venkataseshayya returned to the country during the management of 
Tym Nair, put me in prison on account of the aforementioned deposit, kept me 
in irons, inflicted corporal punishment on me and extorted from me the sum of 
-«>ne hundred and three star pagodas, nine Pondicherry r.upees, which I have paid 
to Venkataseshayya in presence of DassaGoud. 

2. Karagadu, toti of the village of Kuppam having been nuly sworn and 
examined, delivers the following deposition, viz., Sankara Venkataseshayya, 
brahmin, some years ago when he fled from this country left in my possession one 
nundred and three star pagodas, nine Pondicherry rupees and a gold ring after 
which Shettee Lingam came to me and asked if the above mentioned brahmin had 
not left such a deposit with me; I answered no, but he would not believe me and 
repeatedly said that he had done so,' threatened to punish me if I did not 

• deliver the deposit to him and frightened me in such a manner that I gave him 
the one hundred and three star pagodas, nine rupees and a gold ring . . 

Q.-by the Sarkar.-Did you ever go and tell' Shettee Lingam that Sankara 
Venkataseshayya had left the deposit wit1. you? 

A.-No~ 
Q.-When Shettee Lingam cam.e and demanded _the money of you who was 

present? 
A.-A person came with him. 
Q.-Do you know the person? 
A.-No. . 
Q.-Where was you when Shettee Lingamdemanded the money? 
A.-I was near the house of Venkataseshayya. 
Q.-Was it at night or in the day that this circumstance happened? 
.A.-He demanded the money during the day, but I paid it to him at night. 
Q.-During the day when Sbettee Lingam came and threatened you, who 

a.ccompanied him? . 
A.-He was alone. 
Q;-What cast do you think the person was of who accompanied Shettee 

Lingam at night when you paid the money? . 
A.-1 do not know, but Shettee Lingam afterwards told me that the person 

who accompanied him was Chinnaramayya Parpetty. 
Q.-How many days after you paid the money was it that Shettee Lingam 

-told you that Chinnaramayya Parpetty was the person who accompanied him ? 
A.-A bout ten days. 
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Q.-Did you ask Shettee Lingam who accompanied him or did he tell you of 
his own accord? . I. 

A.-Venkataseshayya sent a person to me for the money and' as I had: 
given it to Shettee Lingam, I took the person to him and he said that the money' 
was given to Chinnaramayya Parpetty. .' . 

Q • ..:... How was the person dressed that accompanied She1!tee Lingam ? 
A.-He wa3 covered with a cumbly. '. 
Q.-Did he wear a turban? 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-Did the person speak to you? 
A.-No. 

\ Q.-Did you put the money into Shettee Lingam's own hand P 
A.-Yes. ._ 
Q.-Did Shettee Lingam in your· ,presence deliver the money to the person

who accompanied ,him or did he tell you of his own accord? 
A.-Yenkatseshayya sent a person to me for the money, and as I had given, 

it to Shettee Ungam, I took the person to him and he said that the money was. 
given to Chinnaramayya Parpetty. 

Q.--How waS the person dressed that accompanied Shettee Lingam? 
A.-He was covered with a cumbly. 
Q.-Did he wear a turban r 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-Did the person speak to you? 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did you put the money into Shettee Lingam'sown hand? 
A·-

/' Q:~Djd Shettee Lingam in your presence. deliver the money to the persoll> 
/who accompanied him? .. • 

A.-No. 
Q.-DidShettee Lirigamand the other person converse in your pre~ence? 
A.-Nil. 
Q.-Of· what. cast did the person appear to be. that accompanied Shettee-

Lingam? . 
A.-I thought. he was a brahmin named Tipparaji the karnam of the village. 
Q.-What dress had Shettee Lingam on, when he came to you? ' 
A.-The usual dress of a turban and cloths. 
Q.-Was . Chinnaramayya in the village of Kuppam that day and night P 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-When you took the messengers of Sankara Venkataseshayya. to Shettee-

Lingam and demanded the money of him, was Chinnaramaya Parpettypresent ? 
A .. -No. _ 
Q.-Was Chinnaramayya Parpetty then in the village of Kuppam? 
A.-No. .. 
Q.-How did you settle the matter with Sankara Seshayya's people? 
A.-I referred them to Shettae Lingam and they quitted me. 
3. Venkatakrishnayya, son of the late Sankara Venkataseshayya. being called 

on the part of the Sarkar, gives on oath this deposition :-1 have heard that in the
month J aishta or June and year Krodhi or 1 '784 A.D. my father on account of a 
quarrel fled from the Kangundi Pollam and left as a deposit one hundred and 
three star pagodas, nine Pondicherry rupees and a gold ring in the hands of a toti 
of the village of Kuppam named Karagadu. He took up his residence in the
province of Oskottah and afterwards sent a person to the. toti for the money and 
he returned with a message that Shettee Lingam had forcibly taken the money 
from the tot.i. On which my father wrote to ~hettee' Lingam on the subject 
who acknowledged that he had taken the money but, said it was. only one
hundred and two star pagodas, nine rupees and a gold ring. The messenger 
urged the restitution of the money or an answer. Shettee Lingam wrote and 
sent an answer purporting that he had taken the money, &0., from the toti and 
if my father would give an acknowledgement for the money it should be sent. 
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My father despatched another lettt-r according to the Shetty's desire who wanted 
the person to give him the letter before the delivery of the money which the 
person refused.· In this manner he put o:IIthe man for twenty days or a month 
who being tired of waiting returned. . Some years after, Diy father came back to 
Kangundi and got repaid one hundred and three' pagodas, nine rupees but the 
gold ring is still to come. 

Q.-Do you know anything about Shettee Lingam having paid that sum to 
Chinnaramayya Parpetty i' 

A.-No. 
Brahmin Anamaiya being called on account of the the Sarkar. has following 

questions put to him. 
Q.-Did you ever bring a letter from Sankara Venkataseshayya to Shettee 

Lingamr 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-What answer did you receive from Shettee Lingam P 
.A.-Shettee Lingam told me that he had taken care of the money belonging to 

Sankara Venkataseshayya, that he was not desired to send it particularly by me, 
but would despatch it by any person that Venkataseshayya particularly mentioned. 

Q.-Did Shettee Liugam say anything about his having given the money to 
Chinnaramayya Parpetty P . 

A.-No. 
There being no more evidences to J>e called on the part of the prosecution 

of the 1st charge; it is closed and Cnmnaramayya gives this defence :-In the 
year Krodhi or 1784 A.D., two Gouds named Girana and Caucauniyon Chinana. 
placed a garrison in the fort of Kuppam. Sankara Venkatasesbayya fled 
from thence and left some money in thE! hands of a toti named Karagadu 
who rt'ported it to several people and Skettee Lingam came and communicated 
it to me and he and me at night went to the house of Venkataseshayya, 
sent for the toti and desired him to give us what Venkataseshayya had delivered 
to him, which he did and we came back to Shettee Lingams' house, and iu 
the light of the lamp counted one hundred and three star pagodas, nine Pond i
cherry rupees, and a gold ring which I left with him and said C If any of 
Venkataseshayya's people come to you, the money can be sent to him.' The 
money remained one month with Shettee Lingam. At this time S~ettee Lingam 
rented the sunkom or customs and employed twenty-five of the pagodas after 
which I took from him the whole sum of one hundred and three star palJ'odas, 
nine rupees and the gold ring iu the course of time. This circumstance b~came 
known to Buchayya, then manager of the Kangundi pollam who accompanied by 
the Goud Girana came to Kuppam sent for me and demanded the money. I 
replied ' the money is the property of Venkataseshayya ; how can I give it to you P' 
Buchayya rejoined 'Venkataseshayya rented a number of villages and is run 
away without giving up his accounts, therefore the money belongs to me and I 
insist on your giving it up or you must stand· to the consequence' and offered a 
receipt. He then put me in confinement and as I was afraid of him from his 
being the ruling power, I delivered up the pagodas and received a receipt for 
them, the nine rupees and gold ring remained with me. Afterwards the Pollaro 
became a scene of continual anarchy and confusion, and I.was obliged to quit it 
and lead a vagrant life during which time I lost the receipt, 

Summary:-The defendant acknowledges having taken ,the money as set forth 
by the plaintiff, but was himself forcibly deprived of it byB.uchayya, the man~ger 
of and the ruling power in the Ponam; however, if Shettee Lingam and Chinna
ramayya: the Parpetty had ~ot taken the ~oney from the to.ti Karagadu whioh they 
had no nght to do, and which was done wlthout the authonty of Venkataseshayya, 
Buchayya could not have extorted it from Chinnaramayya Parpetty and as they 
wen both conoerned in taking the money frolO Karagadu, the toti, they both 
appear equally culpable. 

Opinion :-Nil. 
2nd Oharge. 

In the year Krodhi 1784, Chinnaramayya Parpettytook from me ninety-two 
Mubammadsha Chackras, nine Bultini fanams and a half as a bribe, to rent out to 
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me the customs of t,he Pollam at a. low rate,-butdid: nQt perform his pl'omjse. 
Shettee Lingam the prosecutor has no evidence in support of the charge, but has in 
his possession thirty-four chits ofChinnaramayya for different Sums of money 
amounting in all to the sum set forth in the charge. ~ 

Chinnararoayya Parpetty gives the following defence :-Myself and Shettee 
Lingaro have been inhabitants of the Kangundi pollam for many years and in the 
course of that time have had a number of money transactions,both on account of 
myself and the Sarkar. I do not recollect particulars, my chits which are in his 
possession will most probably mention them, but I deny ever taking anything from 
him by way of a bribe. .. . .. 

Summary:-There is no proof of the s~m having been given to Chinna
·ramayya. Parpetty as a bribe, but the demands for several articles, the price of 
which amount to ninety-two star pagodas, nine Sultani fanams and a half, are in 
the Shettee's possession and are in the handwriting of Chinnaramayya Parpetty. 

Opinion :-Nil.· .. . 

3rd Oharge. 

In tlie year Virodhikrit or 1790 A. D., a person named Surdigaru came and 
plundered my house in the village of Kuppam. 

Q.-Was Chinnaramayya present at plundering it? 
A.-No. I was not present in the village, my brother told me he was not. 
Q.~Why do you think Chinnaramayya Parpetty was accessary to it P 
.A.--:..I preferred a complaint to Tym Nair, the manager, and he said it was 

not done by bis order and referred me to Venkataseshayya and Chinnaramayya. 
who were managers under him. When I applied to them they threw the blame 
on one another, and I conld. not get 'any redress. Chinnaramayya said that an 
account of my effects was with Tiparaji, the karnam of the village; on my apply
ing to him, he replied that all the grain and things were in the possession of 
Chinnaramayya.. In short, I was put off from one to another and could not 
obtain a restitution. -

Q. to Shettee Lingam--Have you a list of the effects that were taken out of 
your house? 

A.·-Yes. 
Li.st of the effects taken out of the house of 8hettee Lingam:-

Khandis. Tums. 

Three kiuds of paddy, viz., Fiue, coa.rse and feed. 
Ragi 
Anamulll or Beans 
·Cushombu seed 
'Voodalu 
Wheat 
Oil soods 
Gram 
Salt ..• 
Doll 
Rice ••• 
Samba rice ••• 

\ ... 
.... .., 

. .. ~ 

... Chatties 
Tamarinds 
Ragi flour ..• 

1 maund and 22 seers. 

A bill which was returned. 
A stone to ma.ke pencils. 
Six iron instruments to cut grass~ 
A hatchet. 
A carpenter adz. 
Five iron buckets for a picota . 
.A wooden instroment • 

.. A pick axe~ I. ':- ~::: ,L 

I \. 
1 
4 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
4: 
o 
o 
o 
o 

~ , .. , 

15 
1 
o 
2 
5 
3 

10 
o 

13 
o 
3 
2 
4 

2 

., 
<.: ~: t 
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A mammatti. 
One brass pot for dressing victuals. 
One chombu or sma.1l brass pot~ 
A smaIl cup. 
A chaiu for the neck of a bullock. 
A horse's saddle and furniture. 
A bullock saddle and furniture. 
Four lumps of iron. 
An axe. 
A palla. 
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The prosecutor having nothing more to urge. in support of the charge, the 
prosecution is closed and Chinnaramayya Parpetty put on his defence :-The 
prosecutor and Sutagardu lived in different houses under 'one roof and the 
former had encroached on the house of the latter, and he complained of it to Tyro 
Nair, who directed me and Sankara Venkataseshayya, the karnam of the village 
of Kuppam Tiparaji and a person named Wonti Bamurdu, to go to the housea:ri.d 
redress the complainant. We aC'cordingly went there and gave back the portion 
of the house whi(}h was the right of Sutagardu and in doing it we were obliged to 
move the property of the prosecutor and the karnam entered a Jist of the articles 
on the village records. 

Sanjivayya, brother of Tiparaji, kai-nat;n 'of the village of Kuppam, called 
in on account of the Sarkar, says that he has searched the records of the village of 
Kuppam which were kept by his brother Tiparaji, the late karnam, but cannot find 
an account of the affair in question. 

Q. to the karnam-Are there accounts in the records of. other transactions 
which happened during t!le time that your late brother was karnam. ? 

A.-Yes. 
Summary :-From what has been said pro and con it seems that the property, 

of the prosecutor was really taken away, and most likely the defendant being a. 
publio officer acted by order from Tym Nair, the manager, andas no accQunt of 
the business is to be found now in the village records, ~he other things of that. 
date are recorded, there is good reason to suppose that it has been expunged or 
being an unjust oppressive act it was never put on record. 

Opinion :-Nil: 

COMPLAINT THE 2ND AGAINST THE LATE SANKARA VENKATASESHAYYA 
OONSISTING OF TWO CHARGES. 

1st Oharge. 

In the year Paridhavi or 1792 A.D., I lent to Sankara Venkatas9shayya tne' 
sum of one hundred and ninety cantary ohackras some of which I paid him 
myself and gave him orders for the remainder on the following people, viz;, Subba 
Krishnayya, inhabitant of the village of Kuppam, eighty-eight chacki'as and 2 
fanams, Venkata Ishwal'du, oilman, sixty-six chackras, altogether one hundred 
and ninety chackras. 

Q. to Shettee Lingam-Can Subba Krishnayya and Venkata Ishwardn prove· 
that you gave the money by way of a loan or that he never fepaid you the money P . 

A.-They can only say that they paid such sums of money to him by 
my order. . . 

Q.~Have you any written aeknowledgement for the mOliey r 
A.-1 had an account signed by him, but it W8,S burnt last year with my house • 
..J -Have' you any evidence to prove that such an account was in your 

possession P 
.A.-No. 

16-A 
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Summary.-The plaintiff may have lent that sum to the late Venkataseshayya, 
and he may have been repaid. It is odd that he never showed the account to his 
relations or friends which is a natural thing to be done. At any rate the debt is 
not proved. 

Opinion-Nil. 
2nd Oharge. 

In the year Virodhikrit or 1790 A.D., during the management of Tym Nair, 
I 'Was put in prison at the instigation of Sankara Venkataseshayya on account of 
the one hundred and three pagodas, nine rupees and a gold ring when that sum 
was extorted from me and _likewis~ a fine of two thousand Pondicherry rupees, 
whi~~I paid to the sowcars Arrenapa and Varadappa on account of the Sarkar. 

Summary.-The fine was levied on the plaintiff by Tym Nair, the ruling 
po~er, as a punishment ~or his having taken from the toti Karagadu the property 
9fSankara- Venkataseshayya and therefore attaches no guilt to the latter 
perROn. For whioh' crime the fine is exorbitant; however, the Sarkar must answer 
for its own conduct. . 

Opinion-Nil. 
CEDED DISTRIOTS, 

4th of November 1798. 

37. 
lJetter-From-Lt.-Ool. ALEXANDER READ, Superintendent and Oolleotor, .Baramahal and 

Salem districts. 
To-Captain GRAHAM, Assistant Collector, Bararuabal. 
Dated-Tirnppattur, the 12th Augnst 1798. ~ 

Judicial enquiries being always an interrnption to revenue business, and my 
late 'call to the Presidency having made it impossible forme to investigate the 
severa.l complaints against your peshkar Lakshmana Rao, I have been under the 
necessitv of employing Captain Symons to prosecute the enquiries I began 
at Krishnagiri iIi January and FebruarJ1last which, being singularly qualified for, 
he has done with great propriety and I believe very -much to the satisfaction of 
all parties. 

2. The connuct of your principal servant being the subject of enquiry and 
information relating thereto ou some points being required of you, I herewith 
transmit you his proceedings and having examined them myself in the presence of 
the parties, and interrogated theII\. on every charge, I shall here add my remarks 
on each, from which it will appear that we have not yet attained all the truth and 
that probably it will not be in our power. In this I shall refer to the several 
charges preferred against Lakshmana Rao and others as they are entered in 
Captain Symon's proceedings. 

1st Oharpe. 
1st ',Artic16.-This accuses Lakshmana Rao of having reoeived back a bond in 

his name for 30 .pagodas from Goora Chetty by the hands of Venkatagirayya m 
consideration of Ll\kshmana Rao's using his influence with you to get the muggama 
collected by the Chetties upon salt passing through the Baratnahal. It appears 
the whole of the muggama was 8 mauas per khandy and that it was divided as 
follows !-

To the pagoda ••• ... . .. 
To Goora Chetty (wholesale dealer) ... 
To the other Chetties (ret.ailers) ... 
'1'0 the collectors of the rnuggama. or taragu 
'1'0 the Sayar farmer 

'l'o~l manas per khandy 

... Manu. 
1 
2 
3 

8 



JUSTICE. 

In Anand~ you .interdicted the collection of all mugg!l,mas.whatever by th~ 
mnggamadars mtending they should be annext to th~ Sayar. but the Chetti~.s. 
neverl;~ele~s collected t~em and most likely they and the Sayar farmer had agree4 
:about It tlll the followmg year Rakshasa when the Sayar farmer resumed the 
whole which, agreeable to your orders, he had every right to do, Then it was that. 
-Goora Chatty and' the other Chetties concerned came to your kachheri to procure 
the restoration of. their muggama and whatever means were used it appears by a . 
. copyof your order in consequence produced by Lakshmana Rao that the Sayar 
farmer was prohibited from collecting more than c;me maua per goni of salt which: 
is exactly Ii per khandi a~d the same as his quota of the muggama when collected 
by the Chetties. This order does not say the Chetties were, or were not, to collect 
-their muggama as formerly, but as will hereafter appear they did so for 14 months 
when the Sayar farmer received his claim to the whole and the fact was discovered 
to you. Their being permitted to make their collections as formerly and the Sayar 
larmer's taragu restricted to one mana per goni contrary to your intention in 
Ananda and after the business had been litigated and discussed in your kachheri,: 
-are ample proofs of a collusion between your people and the Chetties and that they 
.effected their purpose by the truth being concealed from you. This is no dis
para.gement to you for we cannot procure any information but through the medium 
.of the people under us, and it is always iu their power to deceive us or keep us 
;ignorant of such transactions. . . 

Now the question is whether Lakshmana Rao formed this collection or 
not. He says that being fully occupied in carrying on the survey at the time, 
the Chetl:.ies went and complained of their muggama being stopped; he. neither pre
.ceded then at the fariyad kachheri or represented their case· to you and that it 
must have been done by. '.' 

This is 8. point that probably you cau determine and upon comparing the 
.order you issued in Anandarespecting the muggamas with that of the following 
:sear to the Sayar farmer, it will be pretty evident to you, I imagine, that the 
lI'equisite information was industriously concealed from you by the person whom 
'you may have employed in the business. 

Lakshmana Rao is arraigned as that person by Virappa Chetty . the son of 
Goora Chetty who has sworn that Lakshmana Rao has received back the bond 
before mentioned as a bribe for his service upon the occasion but Venkatgirayya 
has also sworn that the bond was his at)d that he recovered it by paying the 
:amount and the evidE'nces on both sides are so positive that we cannot place de
pendence upon either party, though I am inclined to think that Virarpa Chetty 
'Would not have ventured to make such bold assertions as he haR done entirely 
without foundation. It appears in the subsequent charges that Lakshmana .RaQ 
-and he had money transactions together and he might reasonably expect that he. 
'Would have a greater chance of recovering the amount of the bond in question.by 
demanding it as a just debt like other sums he has demanded than as a bribe. to 
induce one of our servants to deceive us and betray his trust. 

Suspicions however fall short of conviction and circumstances adduCible 
by recurring to the time of the supposed collusion may entirely remove them, 
but in that case I think they.must fall upon ·the person who supplied his place. 
At all-events .the bond being delivered up with a free will, consider the debt .as, 
-cancelled and the Chetty's demand upon Venkatgirayya, :Lakshmana :aao or who
.ever it belonged to, as annulled. 

2"d Article.-From this it appears that in Nala 1796, the Sayar farmer 
t'eceived his claim to all the muggama or taragu collected by the Chetties on account 
.af its being included in his patti as it had been for two years before and that he 
represented the Cbetties having continued to ma.ke their ~ol.le_ctions in ~pite of your 
-orders in Ananda when you confined Goora, Chettyfor havmg done so, according 
to Lakshmana Rao's deposition. for having given you false information. This 
business coming forward a Recond time is the proof.I have alrt'ady adduced of a 
collusion the first time the collections of muggama became a .snbjectof discDssion 
after you had interdicted them; forthen their having or not having made colleotions 
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of . it, and the 'anne~ations of the whole to the Sayar were, I apprehend, the
only points of information you required and they must. bave been suppressed, 
which could not have been done but with the connivance at least of your kachheri 
peopl~ and particularly that of the person you employed in the discussion that, 
~~ , 

It may be argued that if Lakshmana Rao had done. it at first he would' 
have felt himself under the necessity of doing it the second time, in order to
extricate Goora Chetty and I am willing enough to admit of that inference in his. 
favour, but Lachy Ham being a bolder fellow than we often meet with among' 
the natives and speaking always for himself, I apprehend that in the event of 
mE-eting with any opposition he would have been ready to discover any machina
tion's, and to insist on the conditions of his kaul which would' have discouraged, 
the atternpt to infringe it ,and which your people must have been aware of. 
Virappa Ohetty's assertion upon oath t\1at he and Bayappah Che'tty paid 35· pagodas· 
to Subbayya appears the more probable as that person was one of your panchayat. 
but Bayappah's evidence is weak and by his prevarications and. Subbayya's 
swearing tbat he never received any money from him on account of I.Jakshmana: 
Rao so that there is less ground for suspicion of Lakshmana Rao being concerned: 
in this transaction than in the first, but the joint evidence of Bayappah and 
Virappa. Chetty and the proneness. of the natives to intrigue induce me to su~pect, 
Subbayya very~strongly. If guilty however he must pass unpunished from the' 
want of sufficient proof .and for the same reason Virappa Chetty cannot be· 
supported in his demand of the sums that he says he paid to him.. . , 

3rd Article.-This amounts to the charging Lakshmana Rao with having; 
employed Venkatagirayya a second time in ,'borrowing money (60 pagodas) for' 
him of Goora Chatty and his son Virappa Chetty. ·Of this there is no proof,' but. 
there is an example of Viragirayya's employing Balla Goud in the same manner to' 
borrow that amount for him. 'fhis mode of employing intermediate, agency is. 
olearly the way to elude discovery in such transactions and its being practised by 
Lakshmana Rao,a1so his having had dealings with Virappa Chetty (as will here
after appear) are reasons to credit the Chetty's assertion in this_instance. The
being left to conjecture leads to enquire what inducement Balla Goud and, 
Venkatagirayya could, have to aetas agents in this business for Lakshmana Rao: 
and 'it appears that the former is patel or renter olno less than 14 villages in 
three different districts, Krishnagiri, Cauveripatam and Virabhadradrug, whose; 
rent is 7~O pagodas, and that the latter is karnam and farmer of 4 villages, like." 
wise in three dictricts, Kammanellore, Cauveripatam and Palacode. As it has been 
our plan to do away large farms and e~plode the influence of wutgouds and vilJages. 
are understood generally to contain several small farms in consequence, these' 
are reasons I think to suspect that Balla Goud has been greatly favoured and' 
that both he and Venkatagirayya have itrall appearance more reason to act for: 
Lakshmana Rao in thistransaetion than Balla Goud could havA had to give his' 
bond for money to be paid to Venkatagil'ayya. However, Virappa Chetty's, 
assertion being opposed by Venkatagirayya and Balla Goud, also by the bond;: 
nothing can. be proved but Balla Goud's having borrowed the "Inoney and the-
making him pay the amount which he has doneis the only tesult.. . ., 

4th ~ 51h Arta"clpB.~These being demands of 12 pagodas borrowed at·one time
and 10 pagodas at another by Lakshmana Rao of Virappa Chetty, upon bond, and! 
the same being acknowledged· as just debts, these are apparently fair tro.nS8.C-} 
tiona, and the requiring him to discharge them, which he has <;ione, is all that, 
can be required of him. 

6th Article.-'l'his is a demand of J 35 pagodas received for jewels amountingc 
to that sum which are said to belong to two inhabitants of Daulatabad 'Who gave' 
them up in discharge of their debt to the Sarkar. This appears to be 8 fair·· 
enough transaction., but it may be observed that if the jewels belonged to the-' 
said inhabitants, Lakshmana Rao should have required them to pawn them and, 
the .. bond ought to have· been made out in their name. If necessary, that he
should becomerespoDsible for the amount the bond ought to have been made out ' 
in ·1if name and not in Bayappah Chetty's. This example of Lakshmana. Rao's:-; 
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-t-lmploying others in such tranf!8.ctions is . but too correspondent with 'Virappa 
Chetty's assertions of his having done it in instances that he' denies. IIi. this h~ 
<comes forwar~ a~ th«, person who r~cei~ed the sum paid upon Bayappah Chetty's 
bond and has paId the amount whICh It must be remarked has been three years 
due. . 

7th Article.-Here Virappa Chetty advances that other "jewels amounting to 
-'70 pagodas were pawned by A ppaji Rao on account of Lakshmana Rao but both 
-the Raos deny it, and the allegation is not supported by any evidence. Appaji 
.acknowledges the debt and, has paid the amount.', _ 

8th .Article.-1'his is a demand of 100 pagodas lent upon a mortgage bond 
-in the name of Kuppaiya, head-farmer of Karamangalam for goI~and silver 
-ornaments negotiated by him for Lakshmana Rao or his brother. Lakflbmana 
Rao acknowledges the debt to be his and has discharged it. 'l'his is a second 
:example acknowledged of his making other people stand forward in such transac
tions and his agents being head fn-rmers in both instaJ;l.ces gives much reason to 
-suspect that the, really are as t,hey appear by their bonds to be the responsible 
-persons. 

2nd Oharge. 

. This was given in by a number of ryots from a.village in the Kammanellore 
"distric~ stating that they' subscribed and paiQ 10 pagodas- to Lakshmana 
Rao for getting a dispute . between the right and left hand casts settled 

-in .their favour. Upon examination it appears that Annamalai collected the 
~money, that he paid it to Chinnathambi Goud and that the whole or part 
thereof wal:' defrayed in keeping a festival. The petty ryots being asked what 

·the money was for, tll.ey appear to have only understood generally that it was for' 
;the festival and not to have known whether it was for Lakshmana Rao or 
the expenses of the festival. It appears the two Gouds above mentioned 
'made use of his name at first and that. they ha.d the management of th9 
·business. They deny their having bribed IJ8.kshmana Rao, as they asserted 
at first, and if they defrayed the expense of the festival or put the money 
into their own pockets they had no reason to complain. They were there
fore ordered 20' stripes each for false accusation or litigiousness. '1'he petty 
ryots were informed that any complaint they had was against those two 
-Gouds, and not againilt Lakshmana Rao and told never to subscribe again 
unless with their free consent. It has been iIB IJossible to discover the true 
~motive of this complaint. . .. 

• 31'd Oharge. 

This" is by Shaik Imam, a Sayar farmer, accusing Lakshrnana 'Rao of having 
-taken at one time a bribe of 40 rupees and at another one of 20. pagodas 
-from his partners Khadir Sahib and Miran Sahib. On being examined the 
partners deny their ever having ·given. anything to Lakshman'aRao and 
-Ca.ptain Symons has _stat~d ~is opinion that the charge is falaeand. qlalicious. 
I cannot however thlDklt . .lsgroundless, and for these reasons.. MIran &abib 
:aocompanied Shaik Imam three times that he went to Mr. Read's to give :in his 
-.charges when he must have. heard ~nd agreed to attest' them. ThoughShaik 
Imam is, I believe, a. noted 1iar and a .knave, 1 'cannot think him so great a fool 
.as. to have advaBced things done by his partners without a certainty of their 
-confessing them. :Most of the .. qneations put to him and ~hadjr Sahib were 
-dictated' by Lakshmana Rao w.hich (supposing Khadir .Sahib to I have beE1n 
~structed byibe. Rao) accopnts. fort~eir contr~dict!ngone another in so many 
IDstanoos. From aJl. these conSlderatlOns I thlDklt· extremely probable that 
Lakshmana Rao has received the sums above mentioned .and that he has subo,rned 

. the evidences of Khadir Sahib and Miran Sahib but we can never be certain of 
·the trnth. 

-I 
,4th Oharge. 

'This- was given in by the 'same ,ryots who preferred the 2nd charge and it 
;appeared -'they were instjgated again by Annamalai Wh6 has ;been ,8.11. activ~ 
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person in making oolleotions on various pretenoes. It goes to aocuse Laksh
maiya a Muta.saddi of having reoeived a bribe of 13 pagodas but that is' 
not proved. As that was a part of 42 pagodas oollected Soon after we Ca.Dle

into this oountry that sum may have been, as supposed, the powbaki of Virodhikrit 
which was very irregularly assessed. I wish you to remove Annamalai as a 
punishment either for his false aoousations or his making collections of the other-

4....i-yots without authority or necessity. 

5th Oha,rge._ 

This charge preferred by four ryots of Somanur in Palacode of 10 pagodas· 
subscribed and said to have been paid into the hands of the above Annamalai 
Go'ud to give to Lakshmana Rao, though not substantiated, goes greatly with other" 
coUections in which this Goud has been ooncerned to implicate him either as 
an agent of Lakshmana Rao or as a person that makes use of his name to" 
prooure the ryots' oonsent to his extortions. It is sufficiently proved that this 
money was colleoted and though there is only the testimony of a; dying man of its: 
having been paid to f,he Goud, there' oan be little doubt of his having received it. 

6th. Oharge. 

This is by Srinivasacharlu who affirmed that he gave 10 pagodas as a bribe to
Lakhmana Rao to settle the rent of an agraharam and give it to him but this· 
appears to have been a contribution towards the building a pagoda to which
Lakshmana Rao says he subscribed 20'himself and you 15 pagodas •. 

7th Oharge. 
• This is by Mundy Goud of Eramanhalli in Palaoode who acoused Lskshmana. 

Rao of receiving 10 pagodas of him as a bribe to lower his rent which he bas" 
not done. On examination he pleaded that Bamachandra Rao the Tahsildar 
prevailed on him to give in a false accusation against Lakshmana Rao. As he· 
either did so or would not afterwards acknowledge the truth he was certainly 
culpable and therefore ordered 20 stripes. 

8th Oharge. 

This is similar to the above by Chinnathambi Goud of Annamalaipalli
in Palacode who ha.s likewise affirmed on examination that Ramachandra Rao 
obliged him to give in false evidence against Lakshmana Rao. The oontradictory' 
evidence of the other ryots on this subject.is reason for suspecting that their 
not supporting their first deposition- is the effect of a collusion. At all events" 
they have been guilty of that or false accusations and in consequence werE:' ordered 
20 stripes. 

9th Oharge. 

The prevarication of the complainant Kulla in this charge ill correspondent 
with the oonduct of Mundy Goud, &c., but his first assertion that he gave 5· 
pagodas.to a Mutasadd~ to. lower his ~ent is ~orrobora~ed by ~he faot of an altera~. 
tion havmg taken place In It, a reductIOn of hls farm bemg asslgned as the oause of 
a reduction in his rent from 46 to 20 pagodas. Captain Symons has observed 
that Ramachandra Rao has foroed this man tp oome and complain but I am ot 
opinion that he has only obeyed my orders in sending all who had cause of 
complaint and that it is more likely Kulla gave the 5 pagodas as a bribe" to lower' 
his rent than with the expeotation of ever getting it back. At all events he" 
either told a malicious story at fir8t or denied the truth at last and was" 
therefore ordered 20 stripes .. 

10th Oharge. 

Given in by seven Brahmins from Palaoode and signifying that they· 
subscribed among them 45 pagodatt to give Lakshmana Rao as a bribe to lower 
their rent, which upon being examined they severally denied pretending that 
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Ramachandra Rao obliged th~m to come and give in this false accusation. As: 
they deserved punishment whether their first or their last deposItions were false 
they were each ordered 20 stripes. 

11th Oharge: 

By Kuppaiya from Palacode against his patel importing that he bribed him 
to lower his rent which he declared afterwards to be false and ascribed to Rama
chandra Rao. He was recompensed by 20 stripes. 

12th Oharge. 

Similal' to the above against Ananda Roo a Mutasaddi and afterwards denied' 
by Krishniah the complainant. 20 stripes were given. 

13th Oharge. 

Given in by Battra Achari and Anna Ohetty and implying that the former gave 
Lakshmana Rao 20 pagodas to lower his rent which not being done, he after
wards received half the money back. Though all the particulars of the transaction 
which are highly probable WAre detailed whAn the complaint was made, the 
complainants denied them all on the seoond examInation, ascribing their behaviour 
to Ramachandra Rao. These were likewise ordered each 20 stripes. 

14th Oharge. 

Two more Brahmins and four Gouds who had not come to prefer their 
complaints previous to Captain Symons' inquiry arrived at Tiruppattur while 
it waR carrying on and they it appears declarp-d at first that they were sent by 
Ramachandra Rao to give in false accusation against Lakshmana Rao. 
Whether that was true or false they could not be convicted as tht'y bad not like 
the others done it themselves and of course they avoided the punishment which 
the others had incurred. 

3. You will perceive in the whole of this review that in all the transactions 
implicating LakshmRna Rao and others, our endeavours to ascertain facts have been 
frustrated though it has not been possible to conceal entire!y from us that 
011r MutaRaddis have be~n guilty of malpractices. I am convinced there were 
oollusions between some of your people and the Ohetties in the affair of the 
muggama as appears in the 1st and 2nd articles of the lst charge and hope you 
will be able to develop the truth. 

4. Lakshmana Rao's getting so much into debt as in the 4th, Mh, 6th 
and 8th articles and suffering them to run ou so long as he has done are blots 
in-his private character. His taking up money in the name of other people as in 
the 6th and 8th articles looks like a design to elude fail" claims upon himself 
aDd his agents being head farmers is not a slight ground of suspicion that their 
being held responsible for the sums advanced to him upon their bonds is a matter 
agreed upon between them and that has an appearance rather unfavourable 
to the Sarkar. 

5. The restrictions of the Sayar farmers in the 3rd and those of all the 
Gonds and Brahmins in the 7th and following charges are to my conviction 
proofs of information being suppressed, for most of them came forward of their 
own accord to complain previous to any invitation or order; whether their accu
sations were true or false, they would have persisted iIi them if inflrience had not 
been nsed j and during seven years that I have acted in a judicial capaCIty I 'do 
not remembet' one instance of people returning to prove themselves1iars~ which 
little as the natives regard the truth few of. them would not be ashamed of. _ 

6. These conclusions, however, being principally formed by reflecting on 
the nature and issue of the several cases before us and of the partie~ concerned, 
it appears advisable to wait the result of such enquiries as you may undertake 
and yonr opinion npon the conduct of Lakshmana Rao before I decide upon it, for 
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though it cannot be vindicated in s6~e·. things that havea.ppeared agaiust him, 
there may be ciroumstances that will remove the suspicions entertained of him. 
and the oonsideration of his long sel'vices will dispose us to look over slight offences. 

7. As probably serving in part the int,ended purp.>se, I wish t.hat when other 
business .may take you towards Pala-:!ode or its vicinity, yon would ascertain 
whether or not Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of that district, actually forced 
any people to come here and give in false accusations against him. He has of 
conrse directed the complainants to come agreeable to my orders and if he forced 
them to come he was not here to prevent their telling the truth.' I am therefore 
of opinion that the story against him is entirely the fabrication of this place, 
B~fore I enclose this long letter I feel it ne~essary to reply to a part of your Jetter 
dated the-20th [2:ird ?JMarch last on the subject of Lakshman~ Rao. After acknow
ledging the necessity there was for laying him under personal restraint during the 
intended enquiry into his conduct to prevent his Buppressiug information you 
observe it would appear that during the pros6Cu.tion he was not to be confronted with his 
accusers, that he was not to be served with a copy of the charges that had been erehibited 
against him but that under tliese circarnstances, to hi1n sodisconraging, to his enemies Sl? 
f/l,llou-rable, and wMch mag sOineti11~es be the oase to ~he leaders of a malicious oabal' so 

, "invitin.g he must immediately enter upon a vindication oj his condltct, -a situation out of 
which perhaps the most unblemished cha7·rJ.cte'l' might find it difficult to eretricate itself 
witheJut some injury. All this is so different from the tenor of my letter to you 
about him dated the 21st March and my conduct towards persons brought to 
trial that I cannot imagine whence it appeared to you that I intended to treat 
him with .30 much severity and injustice. 

8. I desired you to confine him till all who had complaints against him gave 
in their representations only fearing that if at liberty he might keep them away. I 
am sorry now that I did not keep him in confinement till the prosecution was closed 
for he might have had notwitbstandiug. every means of vindicating himself, and 
he would not have had it so much in .his power to suppress information duriug his 
prosecution which, for the reasons already mentioned, I strongly suspect h~s b(1en 
done. 'fhough I devote a considerable portion of my time to the distribution qf 
justice, because I hol<J it to be a very material duty of a Collector, I am obliged to 
leave many things to be settled by panchayats, but no revenue servant has ever 
been brought before me yet for misdemeanors whose conduct I have not enquired 
particularly into myself and though Captain Symons left me little to do in 
Lakshmana Rao's business, this is the sixth day that I have spared to it alone; I 
hope you will allow that justice has been done him. 

• ENCLOSURE • 

. TRIAL OF LAKSHMANA RAO, CAPTAIN GRAHAM'S PESHKAR 'FOR 
SUNDRY OHARGES PREFERRED AGAINST HIM BY THE IN-
HABITANTS OF THE BARAMAHAL BY ORDER OF LIEUTENANT. 
COLONEL ALEXANDER READ, SUPERINTENDENT. 

Prooeedings oj the 17th July 1798. 

Lakshmana Rao being called upon and the charges read to him pleads not 
guilty; therefore we proceed to the investigation of the first charge. 

1st Oharge. 

By Virappa Chetty, mercbant of Karamangalam in the Kammanellore district 
for having on various occasions and pretences received bribes to the amount of 
65 pagodas, also for having borrowed and received several sums of money upon 
different bonds as per a.ccount particulars. ; 

1. -To cash paid as bribe through Venkatagirayya to Laksh-
mana Rao 30 0.9 

2. To cash paid as bribe through Kondacharam Subbaiya to 
Laksbmana Rao 85 0 0 
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60 .0 0 
12 22 0 
10 0 0 

135 0 () 

70 0 0 
100 0 0 

. 3 .. To cash paid as per Balla. Goud's bond to LakshmanaRao ... 
4. To cash paid as per note of hand of Lakehmana Rao , •• 
5. X .. cash paid as per note of hand of do. 
6. To cash' paid al! per bond of Bayappa.h to Lakshmana Rao. 
7. To cash paid as. per bond of Appaji Rao to Lakshmana Rao. 
8. To cash paid at per bond of Ktippiah to Lakshmana Hao ... 

----
452 22 0 

To interest on the above sums as per different date of bonds to 
the 6th April 1798 ... ... ... 128 O· 0 

------
Total ... 680 22 0 

To cash received in part by means of Subbiah ~4 0 0 
By do~ do. 35 0 0 
To do. deducted in tbe interest 128-22 

as per usual custom ... 13 0 0 82 0 0 . 
Balancl' dne by Laksbmana Rao ~n the 5th April 1798 498 22 0 
The above sums have been frequently demanded of Lakshmana Rao and he 

has been often importuned to adjust accounts but which has not yet been done. 
, . ~8t i1rticle.-In 1795, when Captain Graham with his kachheri came to 

Karamangalam,.Kondachar Venkatagirayya came to your petitioner and demanded 
30 'pagodas upon a bond with his name affixed on account of Lakshmana Rao at 
the rate of It per cent 'per month; 5 ~onths afterwards your petitioner gare back 
the bond to Venkatagirayya on account of Lakshmana Rao's intercession in the 
'Sayar business. 

PROSECUTION IN SUPPORT of THE 1ST AR.TICLE OF THE Is'r CHARGE. 

Virappa Chetty being duly sworn deposeth that in the month Ani or July, year 
Rakshasa, 1795, Captain Graham's kachheri came to Karamangalam where I resided. 
Kondachar Venkatagirayya came to me and said that Lakshmaua Rao had occasion 

'for 30 pagodas and begged I would lend it him which request I complied with_ 
gave him that sum and took from him a note of hand signed by himself payable 

in 2 months. When payment became due J demanded the money from 
V flnkatagirayya who said it was not then convenient for him to discharge the amount 
aud begged it might run on. Sometime after a litigation took place between me 
and the Sayar farmer on which account I had recourse to Captain Graham's 
kachheri and applied to Venkatagirayya for his adriceand assistance who replied 
if I would oancel the bond given by him in favour of Lakshmana Rao he would 
mauage matters so with the kachheri people as to terminate- the dispute in 
my favour. At this period Balla Goud happened to come to Karamangalam 
who being a friend of mine I made known to him the offer and he advised my 
compliance without hesitation. In the space of 2 or 3 days the kachheri moved 
to Palacode. After which the dispute between me and the Sayar farmer was 
renewed with double violence and in consequence of it my father Goors. 
Chetty accompanied. by Jogi Chetty, Mukka Chetty, Amma [Ammi?] Chetty. 
Kuppa Chetty, Bayappa Chetty and MnniChetty, went to Palacode and laid his. 
complaint before the kachheri, and also solicited the assistance of Venkatagirayya 
who answered tbat until the note of hand came into .his _possession he would- not 
interfere in the business on which my father wrote to me· for the note of hand 

.. which 1 sent him and he delivered it to Venkatagirayya in the presence of the 
abovementioned six people and Venkatagirayya made use of his good offices 
in my favour and a. takid was sent from the kachheri to the Tahsildar of 
Karamangalam directing the .Sayar, bnsiness to be settled agreeable to my wishes. 

Jogi Chetty being called upon in support of the prosecution and having been 
dnly sworn deposeth that in consequence of a dispute between Lachiram the Sayar 
farmer and Virappa Chetty about thednty on salt, I accoI:apanied Goora Chetty 
the father of Virappa Chetty to Palacode to lay a complaint before the kachheri 
and Goor80 Chetty applied first to Lakshmana Rao who told us to come the next.. 
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morning and we retired to our lodgings. The next morning Venkatagirayyn. came 
to us and said to Goora Chetty, if you will give me the bond of 30 pagodas
Lakshmana Rao says he will get the salt business settled to your satisfaction. on 
which Goora Ohetty delivered the bond to Venkatagirayya and he went away. 

Q.-Can you read or write? _ 
A.-No. 
Q.-How do you know that was a bond of 30 pagodas? 
A.--;-Goora Chetty said to us at the time" Venkatagirayya demands a bond of 

30 pagodfl's from me in behalf of Lakshmana Rao who" has promised in considera
tion of that gift to get permission for the salt business to remain as formerly." 

Q.-Did Goora Ohetty himself deliver the bond into the hands of Venkata-
gii;ayya? 

A.-Y6s. 
'Q.-Do you know if Venkatagirayya delivered the bond to Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-We accompanied Venkatagirayya to the HooHs kachheri where I saw 

him deliver the bond into the hands of Lakshmana Rao. 
Q.-What did Venkatagirayya say when he delivered the bond to Lakshmana 

Rao? . 
A.-He said "this is Goora Chetty's bond of 30 pagodas.." 
Q.-Wbo was present. in the kachheri when Venkatagirayya delivered the 

bond to Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-Lakshmana Rao was alone in a small room in a corner of the kachheri. 
Q.---: Who were present in the kachhet'i P 
A.-The Sarkar Yutasaddis and other people. . 
Q.-Did not the Mutasaddis and people see the bond delivered to Lakshmana 

Rao? 
A.-No,. they conld not see it. _ 
Q.-At what time of the day or night did Goora Chetty deliver the bond P 
..1..-' About 2 or 3 o'clock in the afternoon. 
Q.-What conversation passed between Goora Ohetty and Lakshmana Rao at 

this meeting? -
A.-Lakshmana Rao said to Goora Chetty-" I will get permission for the salt 

business to remain as formerly." 
Q.-Who were present at the time that Venkatagirayya delivered t.he bond to 

Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-To the best of my recol~ection there were pre~ent Goora Chetty. Kuppa 

Chetty, Ammi Chetty and Mukka Ohetty. 
Mukka Chetty being called upon in support of the' prosecution and having 

been duly sworn deposeth t.hat he accompanied Goora Chetty to Palacode to lay 
a complaint before the kachheri against the Sayar farmer about the duty on salt. 

Q.-What time of the day did you arrive at Palaoode?· 
A.-1 do not recollect. . 
Q.-On Goora, Chetty's arrival did he and you go and speak to Lakshmana Rao ? 
A.-Yes. -
Q.-What did you say to him? 
A.-Goora Chetty said he was come to make a complaint about the salt 

business -and Lakshmana Rao al!-s'Wered " I will speak to Captain Graham about it • 
. Remain here." On which we mad~ our salams and came to our lodgings. 

Q.-What do you know ooncerning Venkatagirayya? 
A.-After our arrival atPalacode Goora Ohetty aooompanied by me and 

the before mentioned Chetties met with Venkatagirayya and told him that we 
experienced a great deal of trouble about the salt business and requested that he 
would get it placed on its former footing. - Venkatagirayya answered" that is a 
matter of no great importance; give me the bond of 30 pagodas and we will easily 
settle the matter." 

Q.-When was the bond given to Venkatagirayya? 
A.-After this c~nversation took place. 
Q.-Who delivered the bond into the hands of Venkatagirayya ? 
A.-Goora Ohetty. . 



Q.-Can you read and write? 
A.-No. 
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Q.-How do you know that it was a bond of 30 pagodas which Goora Chetty 
delivered into the hands of VenklLtagirayya ? 

A.-At Palacoda Goora Chetty told us that he was going to give a bond of 
, that kind to Venkatagirayya to get his business settled. . 

Q.-Do you know that. Venkatagirayya delivered the bond to Lakshmana.. 
RaoP 

A.-No. 
Q.-Do you know,if Venkatagirayya received the bond on behalf of Laksh

mana Rao? 
A.-Iodo not know. 0 

Q.-What did Venkatagirayya say to Goora Chetty at the time he took the 
bond? 

A.-He said: 1 will get the salt business put on its former footing. 
Q.-Do you know anything more concerning the matter? 
A.-Nothing. 
Q.-from Lakshrnana Bao-Who was it that got the busipess settled? 
A.-I don't know. 
Kuppa Chetty being called upon on behalf of the prosecution and being duly 

tiworn deposeth that he accompanied Goora Chetty and four or five. other Chetties 
to Palacode to lay a complaint before the kachheri concerning the salt customs. 
On our arrival at Palacode we waited upon Lakshmana Rao and made known our 
intentions and he told us he would speak to Captain Graham when he returned 
from Karamangalam where he was then gone.' 'rhe next day Goora Chetty' and 
us met with Venkatagirayya and o spoke to 'him on the subject, who said. that if 
Goora Chetty would return the bond that he had given on behalf of Lakshmana 
Rao he would get the salt business settled iuthe old manner. Goora Chetty 
consented and sent a person to his house at Karamangalam for the bond which 
was brought and delivered to Venkatagirayya who· carried it to the Hoolis 
kachheri and gave it to Lakshmana Rao. . 

Q.-Who delivered the bond to Venkatagirayya? 
A.-Goora Chetty. 
Q.-Can yOll. read or write? 
A.-Yes .. 
Q -How do you know that the paper which he gave was a bond of 30 

pagodas? 0 

A.-From hearsay. 
Q.-At the time that Goora Chetty delivered the bond to Venkatagirayya 

what did he say? . ' 
A.-He said 'Put the salt business on its former footing' and he replied 

4 Very well. I will.' 
Q.-Do you know that Venkatagirayya delivered the bond to Lakshmana 

Rao? 
A. - Yes, he did. 
Q.-Where. did he deliver it to him? 
A.-In the Hoolis kachherl. 
Q.-Who was present when he delivered the bond to him? 
A.-Goora Chetty, Jogi Chetty, Bayappa Chetty, Muka Chetty, Ammi Chetty 

and Muni Chetty. 
Q.-Were none of the Mlltasaddis of the kachheri present? 
A.~They were at some distance mitding their business. 
Q.-What did \Venkatagirayya say to Lakshmana. Rao when he delivered the 

bond? 
A.-He said' 'rhese are good people. you must get the salt business put upon 

its former footing' and Lakshmana Rao replied' I will speak to master and it shall 
be done.' 

. Q.-What other step did Lakshmana Rao take in this business..il 
A.-He took us to Captain Graham's kachheri where we made a salam to 

Captain Graham and Lakshmana Rao told us our b,!!siness wl,'s settled. 
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Q.-Are you certain that Muka Chetty was present when Venkatagirayya. 
gave the bond to Lakshmana Rao P . 

. A.-To the best of my recollection I think he was. . 
. Amma I Ammi?] Chetty being called upon in support of the prosecution and 
having beeu duly sworn deposeth that on ltccount of a quarrel that happened 
between Lachy Ram, the Sayar farmer,' and Goora Chetty, he accompanied the
latter and several other Chetties to Palacode to prefer a complaint before the 
kachheri. On our arrival here, Captain Graham had come to Karamangalam and 
on our waiting upon Lakshmana .Rao, he told us to come the next day when 
Captain Graham would return. Our business should be settled ... Afterwards 
Venkatagirayya eame to us and told Goora Chetty that if he would give him back 
th~ bond that he had delivered -to him on behalf of Lakshmana Rao he would 
-'get hisbnsiness adjusted. Goora Chetty sent to Karamangalam for the bond. 
and gave it to Venkatagirayya. 

* A.-Goora Chetty. 
Q.-Did you see him do it P 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-Can you read or wrHe P 
A.-No. 
Q.-What did Goora Chetty say to Venkatagirayya when he delivered the. 

; bond to 'him P 
A.-I don't recollect his saying anything. 
Q.-How do you know that it was a bond of 30 pagodas which Goor~ Chetty 

delivered to Venkatagirayya P 
A.-Goora Chetty told me that he was to give a bond of that kind. 
Q.-What did Venkatagirayya say to Goora Chetty when he took the bond p.
A.-Venkatagirayya said' As the bond is come I wilL settle the business'. 
Q. -Do you know that Venkatagirayya delivered the bond to Lakshmana. 

'Rao? 
A.-Yes, -he did so before me." 
Q. -Who was present with you? 
A.-Goora Chetty, Muka Chetty and Kuppa Chetty. 
Q.-Were there none of the Mutasaddis present P 
A.-They were at a distance minding their accounts. 
Q.-What did Venkatagirayya say to Lakshmsns Rao when he delivered the

bond P 
A.-He said 'You must settle the salt business' and Lakshmana Rao said he

would. 
• Q. - DJd Lakshmana Rao take you to Captain Graham P 

A.-No. . 
Bayappa Chetty being called' upon in support of the prosecution and having

been duly sworn deposeth that he accompanied Goora Chetty to Palacode to prefer' 
a complaint before the kachheri by ·reason of a dispute that· happened with 
Lachy Ram the Sayar farmer respecting salt. On our arrival there we found 
Captain Graham had left Palacode for a short time and we waited upon Lakshmana 
Rao, who told US to make our complaint the next day when Captain Graham. 
would return and attend to it. The next morning when we were going to the 
kachheri we met Venkatagirayya who told Goora Chetty that Lakshmana Rao 
said if he would return the .bond of 30 pagodas he would settle the business to his 
satisfaction. Goora Chetty replied' Very well' and sent a person to Karamanga-
lam for the bond -which he gave to Venkatagirayya. . 

Q.-WhQ delivered the bond to Venkatagirayya P , 
A..-,-Goora Chetty. 
Q.-Can you read or write P 
A.- Indifferently. 
Q.-How do you know that the paper which he gave was a bondof3()

pagodasP 
A.-Goora Chetty told me so. 

• The question to whiob this line is an answer is omitted in the Original. 
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. Q.-At the time that Goora Chetty delivered the bon,d to VenkatagiraYYI;L,· 
what did he say? 

A.-He did not say anything but tore a little piece of it and delivered th,e; 
bond to Venkatagirayya. 

Q.-What did.. Venkatagirayya say P 
A.-" I am now going to Captain Graham. I will manage the business. 

Come by and by." 
Q.-When. Venkatagirayya took away the bond·who went with him ? 
A.-I believe only Goora Chetty. 
Q.~Do you know that Venkatagirayya delivered the bond to Lakshmana 

Rao? 

one. 

A.-I do not. . 
Q.-When Ooora Chetty aeoompanied Venkatagirayya who was with you?· . 
A.-One or two relI\ained with me. I am pretty sure that Ammi Chetty was 

Q.-When Goora Chetty went with Venkatagirayya where did he go? 
A.-To Lakshmana Rao's lodgings; and he returned and told us tnat w~ 

should be taken to the kachheri in the evening. 
Q.~What do you know more of this business? 
A.-At. night we were taken to the kachheri and. Lakshmana Rao signifie4 

to us that the business was settled. 

P1'oceedings oj the 18th ()j July. 

Balla Goud haviugbeen duly swor~ deposeth: •• I happened to. coine tn 
Karamangalam when the kachheri was there when I understood that a dispute 
-exis¥ between the prosecutor's father and the Sayar farmer and that the 
prosecutor was negotiating with Venkatagirayya about a bond of 30 pagodas. 

Q.-Did Virappa Chatty say anything to you about the bond? 
A.-No. 
Q.-from Virappa Ohetty.-Did 1 not say to V enkatagir~yya that I gave 

'him the bond as I!> consideration for his getting my complaint settled in my 
favour ? 

A.-No, but I overheard you and Venkatagirayya talking and you made 
..known to him your case and he said something about a bond to you. 

Q.-Where did this conversation happen? . 
A.-In the street. 
Q.-jrom Lakshmana Rao.-Did you act as an agent in negotiating the 

1Pving up a bond on my account to Venkatagirayya in consideration of my 
Interesting myself about a complaint on behalf of the prosecutors? 

A.-No. \ 
) 

THE PROSEOUTION ON THE 1ST ARTICLE OF THE 1sT CHARGE BEING OLOSED AND LAKSH~ 
MANA RAO BEING PUT ON HIS DEFENCE MAKES THIS DECLARATION :-

The kachheri certainly went to Karamangalam but not in the month of 
Ani or July; it was in the mqnth, of Chitrai or April that the kachheri was in 
that village. With regard to the bond of 30 pagodas it was not given by 
Venkatagirayya on my behalf. He is neither my friend, relation or coun
tryman. He is an inhabitant of the Baramahal and intimate with my prosecutor 
and his family. Therefore he may have had money dealings with hi~ but 
never on my account. Besides which I was otherwise employed far from 
Karamangala~. I went to Kammanellore, settled the Sarkarbusiness ~here, 
returned to Krishnagiri and went to Palacode in the month Kartik or November 
when Captain Graham directfld me to oversee the survey and on that aCQount 
I was obliged to travel from village to village; and my time was taken up 
from morning to night in attending to that business, so that 1 had nothing 
to do with any of the other kachheri concerns. At that period I recollect that 
my prosecutor' 8 father and other people came and complained to me about the 
Sayar, but I told them I was so much taken up. jn pacifying the ryots tl1at I 
was not able to make known their complaints to Captain ~ral1am and, told. 
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them that a tent was pitched in the fort in front of Captain Graham's' 
lodgings which was called the fa1'iyad kachheri and if they would go there in the
evening they would obtain J'edress from him. Agreeable to my advice they went 
to the kachheri, laid their complaints before Captain Graham and· received from 
him a takid for the Sayar farmer. I had nothing to do with the complaint, neither 
did I introduce them to Captain Graham nor was 1 instrumental in procuring the 
takid for them. The evidences for the prosecution depose that I was sitting alone
in the kachheri about 20r 3 o'clock in the afternoon, but r never was alone at 
that time of the day during the period that it was at Palacode; had it been in the 
morning such a circumstance might bavehappened and even then the dalayets 
wopld ha\Te been standing round and it was my custom t.o sit in the midst of all the
Mutasaddis and ryots and other people that attended and if, as the evidences 
adduce, Venkatagirayya had delivered me .the bond in the kachheri it must have
been seen by Mutasaddis and other people, particularly at that time of the 
day, because it is the hour when the kachheri b~eaks up and a great number of 
people. are generally assembled, but so far from anything of the kind being done 
I never had any such transactions with the prosecutor and his father. . 

Q.-from Virappa Ohetty the prosecutor t() Lakshmana Rao.-After t.his 
transaction happened. did 1 not once wait upon you on business at the kachheri 
w hen at Palacode and were you not sitting alone in a place parted off from the 
rest of the kachheri by a bamboo mat? 

...1..-1 do not recollect, but at t4e time that Goora Chetty came and made 
his complaint to me, no such bamboo mat had been put up in the kachheri and at 
the period the prosecutor alludes to the business of the' survey was nearly over 
and few people attended about the"kachheri. 

Veukatagirayya being called upon by the' defendant and having been dnly 
sworn deposeth that having occasion for a slim of money 1 borrowed 30 pagodas -
from the prosecutor's father atll per cent per month for which 1 gave him my 
bond payable in 2- months. Not having the money to pay at the time appointed, it 
ran on for 3 or 4 .months,when he was so kind as to exouse 2 pagodas of the 
interest a.nd I paid him the principal and remaining interest 2 pagodas amounting 
to 32 pagodas. . 
, Q.-Who saw you pay the money to the prosecutor's father? 

J.-I paid him in the presence of Varadaiya alid Subrahmanaiya. 
Q.-Did you act as an agent between th~ prosecutor's:£ather and Lakshmana 

Rao about settling.a complaint in his favour that the former had preferred against 
the. Sayar farmer? 

A.~No. . 
Q.-At the time that you took . back your bond did you go to the kachheri 

with Goora Chetty ? . 
...1..-1 had been to the kachheri and had come home when 1 discharged the 

bond •. 
Q.-During tJ:te day on which you redeemed your bond did the prosecutor's. 

father and the ~ther Chetties accompany you to Lakshmana Rao's kachheri P 
A.-No. 
Q.-Have you any employment about the kachheri ? 
A.--No. 
Q.-Are you an intimate friend of Lakshmaria Rae> ? 
A.-I am an acquaintance of Lakshmana Rao. 
Q.-Do you ever act as an agent for Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-No. 
Q.-When you took 'the bond from Goora Chetty who were present? 
A.-Goora Chetty, Muni Chetty. Varadaiya and Subrahmanaiya. 
Q.-In whose presence did. you borrow and receive the money? 
...1..-1 do not recollect. 

Pr,oceed''16gs of the t9th of July. 

Q.---Whel'e did you porrow the money P 
A.-At Karamangalam. . 
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Q.-To the pros6outor.-Who Eiigned the bond as witnesses.? 
.A.-1 do not recollect. -
Q.-Did you ever see Goora Chetty and the other Chetties at the kachheri in 

the village of Palacode? . . 
A~-l do not recollect. 
Subrahmanaiya, Karnam of the village of Nagasamudram, having been duly 

sworn, deposeth :-In the month Karlik or November aud the year Rakshasa 
(1195) Captain Gl'aham's kachheri came to the village of Palacode and myself 
with the other karnams of the district went there and attended daily at the 
kachheri from morning to three o'clock in the afternoon. One dal'after the 
rising of the kachhen aR I was . returning ,home I saw Goora Chetty and Venkata
girayya sitting in the street and the latter person called me to him and 1 stopped 
and sat down and in my presence Venkatagirayya paid thirty.tw~ pagodas to 
Goora Chetty and said to me 'this sum is to di~charge the principal of a. bond of 
thirty pagodas and two pagodas interest dne on it by me to Goora Chetty.' Goora 
Chetty delivered the bond to Yenkatagirayya who tora it and we all parted. 

Q.-Are Venkatagirayya and Lakshmana Rao intimate friends? 
.A.-l do not know. ; 
Q.-Do yon know if Yenkatagirayya ever acted as an agent in money 

matters for Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-l do not know. 
Q.-Is Venkatagirayya a pe~so:p. of good' character? 
.A.-Yes. 
Q.-When Venkatagirayya paid the money to Goora Chetty in yonr presence 

were any other people standing by Muni Chetty P -
A.-Muni Chetty and Varadaiya were present. 
Q.-Does Lakshmana Rao, when at the kachheri, sit at a distap.cef~o~ the 

other people P 
A.-No. 
Q.,.,...Do you know anything of Goora Chett.y's making a complaint to Oa~taiD. 

Graham against the Sayar farmer P 
A.-1 heard of his having a dispute with the Sayar farmer, but I know 

nothing of his preferring a complaint. • 
Q.-As you were about the kachheri, if It complaint was preferred, do not you 

think yon would have heard of it ? - . 
A.-1 was taken up witl;t giving in the acconnts of my village and was th'3re 

only£or a .short time and therefore mi~ht not hear of it. . 
Varadaiya, Karnam of the village of Karamangalam, having been sworn-:-

hls deposition corroborates the evidence of. Subrahmanl;\iya :'-- . 
Q.-Are Venkatagirayya and Lakshmana Rao intimate friends P 
A.-1 do not know. . 
Q.-Did Venkatagirayyaact as an agent.in mo~ey matters for·Lakshmana 

Rao? 
A.-l do not know. 
Q.-=Who were present at this tim,e? 
A.-Muni Chetty a.nd Subrahmanaiya. 
Q.-Is Venkatagirayya a person of good reputation? 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-How many days was you at Palacode? 
.A.-Ten or fifteen. 
Q.-During the time you was at Palacode'did Goora Chatty come to the' 

kachlleri? 
. A ~I did not see him. 

Q.--:-Did yon know anyt4ing of a dispute that took place between Goora. 
Chatty and ·the Sayar farmer? ' . . 

. A.-Not when at Palacode but some time after 1 haard of it at Daulatabad; .,. , 
Q.-As you was at the Hoolis kachheri did not you see all the people that 

came there on business? -
A..-l was minding my accounts and might or might not see the people that 

came. 
.18 
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" Q.-Did you ever see Goora,Chetty there? 
A.-No. 

; Summary:-To establish the guilt of the defendant three' points must be 
prO\"ed: viz. First. The borrowing of the money on account of the defendant':':":' 
Second. The negotiating t.he bond as a bribe--Third. 'fhe bond being delivered 
into the hands of Lakshmana Rao or to an agent on his account-As to the first, 
Ooora Chet~y could not attend from disease and infirmities; so that there, is on]y tJ;!.e 
large assertIon of the prosecutor and the acknowledgment of Venkatagirayya witli 
,the exception of having taken the loan on his own account. With regard to the 
second, the evidence in support of it rliffers in some material circumstances. The 
prosecutol' says he consulted Balla GOlld on the subject arid Balla Goud Rweat-s 
po~itively that he did not Rnd accounts satisfactorily for tha way in which he 
gained a knowledge of the matter in question and which was by his accidentally 
overhearing the conversation. " ' . 
. The evidences J ogi Chetty and Ammi Chetty assert that Yenkatagirayya came 
to their lodgings and opened the business and Krippa Chetty, 'Muka Chettyand 
Bayappa (Jhetty say they met him in the street and Yenkatagirayya admits the same 
and further adds that he paid the principal and interest, received hiR -bond and that 
Goora Chetty did make known his case to him or rather talk of his grievance. 
The evidences in support of the prosecution differ widely in their relation ,of the 
conversation that pa..'1sed at this moeting. Concerning the third, the testimony of 
the evidences is contradictory particularly in the mode of t.he delivery of the 
bond, the conversation that passed and the peoplA who were present at the ,time. 
Jogi Chetty, Kuppa Chetty and Ammi Chetty say that they accompanied Venkata
girayyato the Hoolis kachherri where, in presence of them and Goora Chettyand 
Bayappa Chetty, he delivered it to Lakshmana Rao. Muka Chetty says that he did 
not see the bond delivered to Lakshmana Rao and Bayappa Chetty asserts that 
when Venkatagirayya went away with the boud, only GooraChetty and onepr 
two others accompanied him and that himself and Ammi Chetty remained in t.h~ 
street where the bond was delivered to Yenkatagirayya. This contradiction 'in so 
material a point weakens the veracity of their own as well as the testimony of the 
Oth~l' evidences in support of the prosecution and does away the ground On which 
the defendant could be actually convicted; for if the evidences had been unani
mous in proving the delivery ot bond, there would not remain a doubt of this 
guilt. It is also worthy of observation that not one of tbem could read or write 
andooly know from hearsay thll.t it was a paper of that kind and they likewise 
disagree in the description of the mode in which they were takeq. to ( 'apt~in 
Graham. Before we quit the evidences on the part of thepl'osucution;' it is 
necessary to remark 'that they are all relations and have common interest, whic!). 
may be as their minds [~ic], besides which Mnni Chetty who would have beeh an 
important witness is out of'the way and perhaps, by design. To turn our 
attenLion to the defence and the evidence adduced in support of it the three 
.wit,nesses·swaar ,po~jtively to facts and on t'nquiry theirbharacters~appear 
equally respeotable with those of the evi,iences in support of the prosecution and 
they are more exact and un~imous in their assertions, they also allow, tha.t the 
transaotion of the redeeming the bond took place in the open street but -say that 
Muni Chetty only was in company with Goora' Chetty at the, time and that the 
money was repaid to Goora Chett,. , ' ;. ' ' , 

Opinion :-
Rejoinder by the Prosecutor. Balla Goud has not had the oath administered 

~o him in a proper manner and tberefore has not told the truth. Hi~son should 
be sent for and in front,of the idol"af the temple the Goud ought to put his hand 
on tbe head of his son and flay, "I swear by the head of my Bon that I willt~H 
the truth in the cause pendiog betwepn Virappa Chetty and Lakshmana Rao." 
.. ' Replication :-13a1la Goud having seRt for his son and having put his hand on 
his head in front of the idol at the temple still persists in the truth of his former 
testimony. 

2Nn ARTi' LE Of' THE 1sT CHARGE. 

Lakshrnana Rao has complained of your petitioner * about thetaragl1ol' 
~~'Srom which' is dema.nded ~Il t,he l(urchivars as per nsual custom, npon 'which 

• Vir .. Chetty. 
" , 
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Captain GrHham summoned your petitioner's father to his kachheri and' said that 
he' had no right to demand any custom. To which your petitioner's father 
replied that he acted according to his order at Palacode. . Captain' Graham then 
said that he had no right to demand any custom having furnished him with false 
accounts the time before and ordered him to be confined at Krishnagiri. ·u pon 
your petitioner's repairing to Krishnagiri to get his father released and to settle 
about the taragll Captain Graham ordered your petitioner to settle with Laksh .. 
mana Rao. He promised to settle your petitioner's business for the sum of 
tlJirty-five pagodas, and Subbiah received the money and gave it to Laksbmana 
Rao. He also collected from your petitioners 1 year taragu saying he did so by 
Capwin Graham's orders. ' 

Proceedings oj the 20th oj July. 

'Prosecution:-Virappa Chetty.-Some time in the. year Nala .01' A.D. 1796 
Lachy Ram the Sayar farmer went to Krishnagiri and preferred a complaint at 
Captain Graham's kallhheri in co.nsequence of which my father was sent for to 
Krishnagiri and put in confinement. At thi~time I accompanied my father to 
Krishnagiri and remained there. Some days after my father was made a prisoner 
he was rp,moved and confined in a house that I and the fami1y occupied in the New
petta of Daulatabad and Lakshmana Rao was directed to enquire into the complaint. 
Three or foul' months passed on in this manner without any enquiry being made. 
One day a Brahman named Subbiah came to our house and said' What is the use 
of your remaining in this state; if you will assist Lakshmana Rao with some money 
he will settle the business' and he mentioned several different sums and at last it 
was agreed that I should give him a present of 35 pagodas which I paid in the 
following manner :-

Pagodas. 
'.1'0 a ryot. an inhabitant of the village Gangaleri, the price oione cow 3 
At Lakshmana Rao's marriage to purchase cloths paid to Subbiah 10 
Given by Bayappa Chetty and Mnni Chetty at the shandy of 

Danlatabad 13 
Myself paid on the same shandy day to Subbi~h, Brahman . 9 

T obI pagodas 35 

Bayappa Chetty being called upon in support of the prosecution and having 
been duly sworn, depO!,eth'~hat on a shandy day at Daulatabad I paid 5 pagodas 
into the hands of Virappa Chetty iind Muni Chetty gave him 8 pagodas to which. 
sum tbe prosecutor added 9 pagodas and made up 22, which he paid into the hands 
of Subbiah, a Brahman. At this time Virappa Chetty to~d me that he has a~ready 
paid to Subbiah the sum of 13 pagoda!!.' . . _. 

Q.-Did you of your own accord make this present to Subbiah or did he ask 
you for it? 

A.-1 had nothing to do with Subbiah on the occasion-Virappa Chetty asked 
me for the money and 1 gave it to him. . 

·Q.-Did you see Virappa Chetty pay the money into ~he h~nds of Subbiah·P 
A:-Yes. 
Q.-Who was present when he paid the money? 
A.-Myself, Virappa Chetty, Muni Chetty and Subbiah? 
Q.-What' did Virappa Chetty say when he d~li~ered the money' P 
A.-He said' I pay you 35 pagodas on Lakshmana Rao'sacoount.' 
Q.-Do yon know if he paid the money to Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-1 do not know. . 
Q.-Is Subbiah an agent of Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-1 do not know. 
Q -Did Subbiah give a receipt for the money? 
A.-No., -

. Q.-On what acconnt did Virappa Chetty pay this money to SUbhiah on 
behalf of Lakshmana Rao? . . . 

A.-Because his father Goora Chetty was confined. . . 
18 ... -
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Q;-Did any person tell you so? 
A.-No. 

, Q.--How do'you blow that Virappa Chettygave the 'money as a bribe on 
account of Goora Chetty P 

A.'-"':Virappa Chetty told me so. 
Q.-When did Virappa Chetty tell you so P 
A.-That ,day in the shandy. ' 
Q.-What did Subbiah say to Virappa, Chetty when he took the money P 
A.-' I will get Goora Chetty released in a few days.' 

,Q.-To Yirappa Chetty-What did you say to Subbiah when you gave him 
th£l money P 

\ A.~I said' My father ha~ been a long time in prison, get him released and the 
taragu or custom settled in my favour; it is on that account I pay you the money.' 
. Q.-What answer did Subbiah make you P .' , 

A.~He said' I will get your father released and the tal'agu settled in your 
favour.' , 

Q.-Where did you pay the money to Subbiah? 
A.-In my shop. 
Q.-Wheredid Sllbbiah go.after you paid him,the money P 
A.-Towards the house of Lakshmana Rao. 
Q.-Who saw you deliver the money to Subbiah P 
A.-Muni Chetty and Bayappa Chetty. 
Observation :-The evidence Bayappa Chetty appearing to prevaricate in his 

deposition, he is again called in and cross-questioned. . 
,Q.-' What did Yirappa Chetty say to Subbiah when he paid him the money P 
A.-Virappa Chetty said' Ta.ke your money aud go away.' 
Q.-What did Subbiah say to Yirappa Chetty when he received the money P 
A.-' Come by and by.' . 
Q.-When Virappa Chetty paid the money tu Subbiah, did he say to him' My 

father has been a long time in confinement, get him released '? ' 
A.-l do not recollect. 
Q.-Where did he pay the money? 
A.-A t his house. 
Q.-Did Yirappa Chetty, when he paid the money, say 'I give it you on 

Lakshmana Rao's account 'P 
A.- Yes. 
Q.-After the money was paid who went away first? 
A.-Subbiah went away. 
Q.-To Virappa Chetty.-Why did you pay the money to Subbiab; was he 

the declared agent of Laksbmana. Rao r 
A.-He was one of Lakshmana Rao's family and. was often employed by him 

in Panchayats or courts of arbitration. , 
The prosecutor having no other evidences the prosecntion is closed. Laksh. 

mana Rao gives in the following defence' :-' '. 
Lachy Ram came to Krisbnagiri and preferred a complaint at tbe kachheri 

against the prosecutor's fatber for having encroached on his rights and privi
leges as Sayar farmer in exacting a t.aragu or custom from the salt merchants 
on which account Captain Graham sent for bim to Krishnagiri and put him in 
confinement. Some time after, he referred the parties to me and directed me to 
investigate thE'! matter and report the result. On making an enquiry Lachy Ram 
stated that the ~ubt rusums, jari rusum8-t and taragu are sequestered and allowed 
privileges fl,nd the duty on salt 'was included in hiR patti or deed of agreement 
which proved to be the case. On this I sent fo1' Goora Chetty and told him how 
matters stood and added C tbat he was not a Chetty but only a common trader; from 
whence then did he derive the authority of levying the taragu or duty on FaIt P 
The Sarkar has abolished tbe privileges of the Chettie!l, how then should you 
make this ,exaction P' He answered' I have always collected the taragn and have 
:divided it among such people as were entitled to a share and on iny own account 
I have only taken a dub and two manams per kbandi as a compensation for my 
trouble as collector.' I reported this to Captain Graham who'in consideration of 
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'Goora Chetty's having acted without authDrity fromtbe Sarkar directed that he 
shDuld refund what he had collected which waR settled at· the sumDf 2~pagodas. 
On demanding the money GODra Chetty said that it was not he alone that wa~ 
-the actor' in the business, that he was associated with three or four others' who . 
partook both in profit and IDSS. H~ prevaricated in this manner for several days 

-<>n which aCCDunt Captain Graham sent for the whDle Df them and I demanded 
payment of the money, but they wDuld come to no decisiQn aud put the matter off 
for inany days which I reported to' Captain Graham and he tDld them that they 
had committed a great Qffence in making suchan exactiDn, when they knDw that it 
had been prDhibited by the Sarkar by public proclamatiQn and that they ought 
10 pay a tinA as well as refund. They at length paid that sum at PalacDde. 
OHler cDmplaints were alsO' made against the prDsecutDr and his fat.her fDr 
waking exactiDns on accDunt Qf dift'erent privileges fDrmerly enjDyed by the 
Chetties but .now abolished by the Sarkar. 'rhese cDmplaints I was Qbliged to 
represent to Captain Graham and he tOQk the necessary steps to redress them 
:.and as 1 was the channel of cDmmunication, they the Chetties tDok a great aversion 
to me on the supposition that Captain Grallam had acted under 'my influence, and 
t.hey publicly gave Qut at the time that they wDuld watch an opportunity to ruin 
me, which I reported to Captain Graham who tDld me nDt to mind the~ With 
Tegard to Subbiah, he is not my fl'iend Qr relatiQn; he like many Qthers stayed 
about the kachheri in hDpes of employment, nQr was he considered as Qne Qf my 
-family; he may often have dined at my hQuse as a guest. 

At Q~e time 1 requested the loan Qf ,ten pagQdas from th~ prosecutQr who 
-would not send the money but brought it himself. It is therefore odd that .he 
-should on the present occasion have paid so large a sum as 35 pagQdas to' an 
<>bscure Brahman like Subbiah. 

Subbiah being called in behalf, of the defendant, deposes on oath that he 
never had money dealings Qf any kind with Vira Chetty and never received any 
:from him onaccDunt of Lakshmana RaD. 

Q.-Did yQU neyer see the prosecutQr at Daulatabad ? 
A.-·Yes. 
Q.--Did you ever see Bayappa Chetty and Muni Chetty at Daulatabad ? 
A.-NO'. 
Q.-Did yQU ever gO' to' Virappa Chetty's housp. in Daulatabad P 
A.·--Yes, 1 went once in cQmpany with Krishna Achari and I went Qnce to 

tlee a new hQuse that he was building there. 
Q.-Who did you see there P 
A.-When we went there we Qnly saw GQora Chetty. 
Q.-When yQU went, to' the new hQn.se who were there? 
A.-Virappa Chettyand Goora Chetty. 
Q. - What employ had yQU at that period P 
A.-I was member of the CDurt Qf Arbitration. 
Q.-Where is your place of residence P 
A.-The village of Cauveripatam. 
Q;~When you wa.s at Daulatabad in whose house did you lodge? 
A.-In the honse Qf my brother-in-law. 
Q.~ Where did you board P 
A.-With my brQther-in-law. 
Q.-Did you ever din~ with Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-Yes, in CQmmon with his other acquaintances. 
Q.-Did you ever act as an agent in any respect for Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did you hear of a complaint that Lachy Ram, the Sayar farmer, preferred 

against Goora Chetty P . 
A.-No. . 
Q.-Did you hear Qf GQora Chetty's being a prisoner P 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-:-Who released him? 
..4.-1 do not know. 
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Q.·-·When you went to his h()use. in company with Krishna Achari was. it. 
before or 'after he was put in prison? . 

, A . ....-..,.Before. ., 
Q.-Whenyou went to see the new honse, was it prior to his imprisonmentr 
A.-Afterwards. . 
Q.-Had you eyer any transaction with the prosecutor? 

. A.-No, but I had with his brother Kuppa Chetty. A nanda Ra.o the brother ... 
in-law of Lakshmana Rao at his marri::t.ge had,occasion for some gold and silver
ornaments and borrowed some of Kuppa Chetty. I carried at two different times. 
39 and 20 pagodas anI! redeemed some of them. -

\ 'Q.-Does Kuppa Chetty live in the same house with Virappa Chetty ? 
A.-Yes. 
Rt-joinder ~y the prpsecutor Virappa Chetty:-Subbiah, the evidence in 

support of the defence, say!! that he came to my house two or three times whereas. 
he has often and often been tb ere. 

Q.-Can you prove that Subbiah f~equentIy came to your house? 
~.-No. 
Summary:':;;;"'In this charge it is necessary to E>stablish two facts, viz., the' 

offer that was made by Subbiah to Virappa Chetty and the money having been 
given to Lakshmana Rao or to his agent. In regard to the first, the offer that. 
was made by Subbiah toVirappa Chetty is only supported by the deposition 
of the latter and as strongly denied by the former. The second assertion' of the
proseo'utor's paying the 22 pagodas to Subbiah in the shandy of Daulatabad 
is corrobo.rated by the plausible evidence of Bayappa Chetty did he not contradict.. 
himself and differ as to the conversation that passed at the time between Subbiah. 
and Vira Chetty. ' 

Contradictions in the evidence of Bayappa Chetty :- ' 
Q.-What did Virappa Chetty say when he delivered the money? 
A.-He said I pay you 35 pagodas on Lakshmana Rao's account. , 
Q.-again-What did [heJ say to Subbiah when he paid him the money? 
A. - Virappa Chetty said' Take your money and go away.' 
Q.-When Virappa Chetty paid the money to Subbiah, did he say to him' My

father has heen a long time in confinement, get him released P , 
A. - I do not recollect. 
Q.--Did Virappa Chetty, when he 'paid the money, say' I give it you OD.; 

Lakshmana llao's account! 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-To Virappa Chetty.-What did you say to Subbhh when you gave him.. 

the money I' . " 
A.-I said, ' My father has been a long time in prison, get him released and the

taragu or custom settled in my favour; it is on that account I pay you the money.'" 
The prosecutor, and Bayappa Chetty give a .. different account of what the

former said to Subbiah and the circumstanoe of. Lakshmana Rao's. name being
mentioned is not proved and it is necessary that that point should be established 
to convict him, because f:Juhbiah may have received a su.m of money from th&
plaintiff, but it does not 'follow that it must have been on behalf of the defendant,.. 
nor is it asserted that the money was really paid to Lakshmana Rao. It is: alsl)< 
extraordinary that Muni Chetty has not come forward on the occasion. ' 

Opinion :-Nil. 

P1'oceedings vf the 21st" July. 

3XD ARTICLE OF THE 1sT CHARGl~. . 

In June 1797 one named Balla Goud an inhabitant of Krishnagiricame to. 
your petitioner and borrowed the sum of 60 pagodas at 22 cy. fs. per cent interest" 
upon a bond signed by himself on account of Lakshmana Rao which has not" been. 
settled to t his day. . . 

Prosecution by Virappa Chetty. 
One morning at Daulatabad Lakshmana Rao sent for me and my father and' 

said 'I have an urgent occasion just now for 100 pagodas, do you lend that sum.. 
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to me."' My father'remained silent",blitl I l'eplied;that we had a great ,deal 'of 
money out in merchandise and debts and, that' ,we~eouldnot command that, sum'. 
He rejoined' I am much in want of it', and I answered ' We cannot supply you' ou 
which netold us to go away; .In; about, 'an hour'ihe' again sent for my father, 
wh~ on his coming home repeated tome 'the followingconversatioIithat had 
p~ssedbetween them:" Lakshmaua Rao beggedof 'me to procure 60 pagodas and 
tGpay it to Balla Goud who ,would give his bond for it'repayable in two months:" 
]Jy father 'desired me to get the money' which I' did~ 'An hour after Balla GOild 
and Venkatagirayya came together to our house ,and we asked them why they 
had come there. They answered 'you know w~at'Lakshmana Raosaid to' you, 
give us the money and, we will deliver you a bond payable in two mouths.' We 
agreed' arid the bond was madeoutall-d the money paid~ 
, Translation of a bond given by Balla Goud, son of Balla Pachai Goud of 
Parig8.napaUito Goora Chetty, son of Virappa' Chetty of Karamangalam. dated 
5th Jaisht in the year Nala answering to 20th June 1796':--:-

In consequence of my urgent occasion I have borrowed. ,and received of you 
the sum of sixty star pagodas to run at interest at 25 per cent per azi~um,which 
I hereby engage to, payyott the principal and interest due ther~on 'in ,or at the 
.end of two months after this date, r have given this boud with my free :will and 
~onsent.D.rawn by Kandacharam Venkatagirayya in the presence ()f the uuder. 
mentioned. ' ' 

In witness whereof I set my hand and seal. 
Witnesses- (Signed) Bal1a Goud. 

(Signed) J o~i Chetty. 
" Mllka Chetty. 

Q:~ Did J ogi' Chetty and Mtika Chetty:hear Venkatagirayya say 'You know 
what Lakshmana Raosaid to you '? ,", , 

A.-No. , 
Q. -Who was present when you paid .the money into the hands of Balla 

Goud? ' 
A.-My'father GMra Chetty, Venkatagirayya and Balla Gou~.. ' , 

, J ogi Chetty and Muka Chetty,.. witnesses on behalf of the, prosecution, depose 
oDn oath that they were witnesses to the bond blit know ilo1ih~ng further. " 

,Q.-rr'o Venkatagirayya.-Do you know anything Qf, this bond'? 
A.-Yes, . ' ' 

, Q.--:-Whose bond is it P 
.d.---':'B'alla/ Goud's . 

" ! 

.Q.;-Did-yo~ 'Write it? 
'A.~Yes. 

, . , Q~":':"'For whom was the money 1>6rrowed? 
.it-For inyself;" ' ' _ :, '" . i 
Q.:....:..What did you do with the money ~ ,,' 
.d.:.....! defraje~~he expenses of a~arrj,age ,with it. . " 

! , Q~~Whowaspresent when you gave the; bond P ,," , ' 
,A.~Goora: Chetty, Vira Ghetty ~,Mll~a Che.tty and J ogi, C~etty. 
Q.":" Where did you receive the money P . " " . 
A.-Balla. Goud sent it to riie at mY-lodgings., 

", 

" I j . 

The prosecutor having no more evidence~ the prosecution is closed. 
Lakshmana Rao gives in the following 'defence :.l,;a 

! Duringthe:monthin which, this: ,bond ,WI;tS written, Jtwas at the ! village 0,£ 
Ganguleri and came one day to Daulatabadwher~ I di~ not attend at the kachheri 
being ·ordered to 'collect, somei 1D0ney that the 'Illhablt"nts of Daulatabad ~were 
indebted: to' the t:5arkar.: A perl10n named Rangiah who owed fivehundted 
pagodas, was absent and I demanded pay'menb of his wife :and family: and Rhe se'ilt 
me some' gold ornaments. One day Goora Chetty and the prosecutor came to see 
me when I said' 'Rangiah is nat in thA village. therefore do, you take these 
Drnaments and advance the money on them.', ,'r~ey, answered • We have n<?t a 
:single cash ' and they took the~r leave~ 'Afterwards I sold the ornaments an\! 
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sent the money to Captain Graham. I deny ever sending for the prosecutor or
his father nor do I know anything of this transaction. . 

Q.-~rO Lakshmana Rao~Who was present when this conversation passed i" 
. .A.-No person. I was in disgrace with Captain Graham about the balanc~ 
due from the inhabitants of Daulatabad and few people visited me. 

Balla Goud being called into court deposeth that one. day Venkatagirayya.· 
came to him and requested he would borrow 60 pagodas for him as he had' 
occasion for that sum. I agreed and h~ and me went to the house of the plaintiff 
and I procured the money· and gave my bond for it. 

Q =-In whose hand did Virappa Chetty give the money? 
A.-Into mine. 

\ Q.~Did you give the money to Venkatagirayya at Virappa Chetty's house?" 
A-Yes. 
Q.-Do you think that Venkatagirayya borrowed the money on account or. 

Lakshmana Rao ? . 
A.-No, I think he borrowed it on his own account. 
Q.-Has the'money been repaid? 
.A.- No. 
Q.--Do you often become security on money transactions P 
A.-Y flS, if I kn9w the person who is in want of my assistance. 
Summary:-The evidences for the defence admit the borrowing 01' t.he money;; 

but from their testimony it does not appear that it was borrowed on account of 
Lakshmana Rao. 

4TH ARTICl,E OF 1ST CHARGE. 

Lakshmana Rao borrowed of yonr petitioner the sum of 12 pagodas 22 fanams. 
in January 1797 npon a note of hand payable in one month without interest but. 
has not yet repaid tbe money. 

Prosecution :-A weaver named V ~nkoji, an inhabitant of Dalllatabad, waS" 
indebted to me, and on my importuning him for the money he went to Laksbmana.. 
Rao. Afterwards Lakl:!hmana Rao came near the new pagoda and sent for me
and told me he would pay me the 12 pagodas 22 fanams in the course of a month •. 
I answered' Very wen, send me a chit and I shall include it in his account' which 
was as follows :-

Translation of a letter from Lakshmana. Rap to Virappa Chetty dated 22ndi 
December 17~7. After due compliments, ' I promise to pay you on or at the end of 
one month after this date the snm of 12·!. twelve and half, star pagodas which you. 
lent to Venkoji and hope YOIl will not trouble him for the same.' 

Lakshmana Rao acknowledges that 'lowed some money to Venkoji OJl!o 

account of cloth and that on his being hard pressed by Virappa Chetty for the
payment of some money he applied to me and 1 sent for Virappa Chetty and told 
him that as he had Borne of my brother-in-law's ornaments in pawn I would be- . 
answerable for the debt on which he would no~ .take my bare word but desired 
me to give him a note of hand which I did payable at the end of one month_ 
After the expiration of that period he demanded the money and I told him that· 
I would pay it as soon as my brother-in-law's ornaments could be redeemed.' 

Opinion :-The money ought tQbe .paid to Virappa Chetty. 

5TH ARTWLE OF THE 1sT CHARGE. 

Lakshmana Rao borrowed of your petitioner 10 pagodas as per note of hand: 
dated 5th J nne at 1 pagoda per cent; this has never been settled. 

Prosecution:-Virappa Chetty deposeth that' One day Subbiah came to me and' 
said that Lakshmana Rao had occasion for 10 pagodas and requested that I would 
lend him that sum on which I told him that if he would bring Lakshmana Rao's 
note of hand, J would give him the mont'ywhich he did and I paid it him'; the>
following is the bond:-

Translation of a bond given by Lakshmana Bao. Peshkar of Captain Graham .. 
to Goora Chetty, dated 6th Jaisht in the year.pingala answering to June 1797.~--
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, In consequence of my urgent occasion I have borrowed and received·· of you 
the sum of 10 star pagodas to run at interest at 1 per cent per annum which I 
hereby promise to pay on or before two months after this date. _ 

In witness whereof I set my hand and seal and drawn by me iu presence 
of the undermentioned witnesses. 

W ·t { Subbiah. JneRS M .. aIstrl N ag~ppa. 

Lakshmana Rao acknowledges the debt but says that Subbiah did not go to 
Vira Chetty's house to borrow the money; that one day when Vira. Chetty waS 
passing by he called to hiin and himself asked him for the money. 

Q.-to Subbia.b.- Did you ever borrow ten pagodas of V ira Chetty on account 
of Laksbmana Rao P . 

A.-No. 
Q.-Do you know anything about the note of hand p. . 
A.-Yes, Lakshmana Rao said that he had given such a note of hand and had 

put down my name as a witness to it.· .,. 
Q.-to Vira Chetty.-Have you any :witness to prove that Subbiah came to 

yout" house and carried away the money? 
A.-No. 

. Summary.-The justness of the debt is esta.blished by the acknowledgement 
of the defendant but the circumstance of Subbiah having beert the ageilt is not 
proved. . .. 

Oipinion.-The money ought to be paid with int~est. 

6TH AB1'letS 0]' 'filE 1sT CHAnGE. 

Bayappa. Chetty borrowed of your petitionar on account of Lakshmana Rao 
135 pagodas upon mortgage for which Bayappa entered into a bond at 22i 
cantary fanams; this bond is dated October 1796. . 

Prosecution by Vira Chetty :-In the month of Alpissi in the year 
Rakshasa 1795, Lakshmana Rao went to Karamangalam and pledged gold orna.
ments as per following mortgage bond :-

Translation of a mortgage bond given by Bayappa Chetty to Goora Chetty 
fatlulr of Vira Chetty, dated 8th Alpissi in the year Rakshasa or 28th September 
1795:-- . 

In consequence of my urgent occasion r have mortgaged the following *joys, 
viz., 1 gold neck string with one plate and 1 string with 80 ronnd beads of 
gold, 140 pagodas weight, wastage 8; remainder 13.", 95 touches per pagoda which 
I mortgaged and receive of you the sum of 135 star pagodas to run at irrterest 
at 23 per cent per annum. If any accident happen to the above ornaments 
I hereby bind myself to make up the deficiency. 

(Signed) Bayappa. 

Drawn by Kuppiah in the presence o~ the under-mentioned witnesses
(Sd.) Nanjadu. Shoudada. 

Lakshmana. Rao acknowledges having mad6 this ·mortagage but that it was 
not on his account; the circumstance waEt thus:-

When Daulatabad <was built Captain Graham distributed money among
several families to encourage them to reside there and as the money wa.s aisbursed 
through my hands, Captain Graham held me. responsible for it. When the pay
ment of the money became due to the Sarkar several families were unable to 
discharge their respectable [respect.ive?J debts a.nd Captain Graham on that account 
became very angry with me. Two persons named Rangappah and Rangiah had 
'not ready money sufficient to answer the Sarkar claims; therefore they delivered 
over to me gold ornaments to the value of 140' pagodas which I pawned with Kilp
piah, Khari~ar of Karama!lgalam, and he gave them in pledge to Kuppa Chetty 

eJoya = Jewels or ornamental Hobso!, Jobson, page 4.65. 
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the brother of· Vira Chetty and procured me 135 pagodas whioh I paid to the 
Sarkar. Rangiah and Rangappah have not as yet been able t_o discharge the 
money and their ornaments still remain in pawn. At my marriage last year I 
was in want of that kind of ornaments and could not procure them anywhere. I 
then offered to purchase the pawned ones but my prosecutor would not then send 
for them. 

Summary.-From what has been said pro and con it appears. that these 
ornaments were not the private property of Lakshmana Rao but were np,gotiated 
by him for the .benefit of the Sarkar. 

\ 7TH ARTICLE OF THE.] ST CHARGE. 

A ppaji Rao, inhabitant of Daulatabad, borrowed 70 paO'odas on account of 
Jjakshmana Rao as per his bond dated 17th January 1796

0 

the intere3t at 12t 
cantary fanams per cent per month.' 

Prosecution.-Vira Chetty deposeth "that in the month of February 1796, . 
Appaji Rao came 1:.0 me and requested the loan of 70 pagodas on a pled~e of gold 
and silver ornaments. 1 answered these gold and silver ornaments are not of 
such value for 70 pagodas to be adva.nced upon them. On this he importuned me 
very much and said that in the course of 3 or 4 days he should receive 18 pagodas 
which he would give to me in part payment and discharge the remainder in the 
course of a month, on which I gave him the money and he gave me the followinO' 
bond":- . 

. 0 

Translation of a bond,given by A.ppaji Rao to Vira Chetty dated 12th Magh 
in the year Rakshasa answering to February 1796 :-

In consequence of my urgent ocoasion 1 have horrowed and received of you 
the sum of 7u star pagodas to run at interest at 21 cantary fanams per cent per 
month for which 1 mortgage the following ornaments, viz., 1 pair of gold 
bracelets, 35t pagodas weight, deduct the wastage of wax, etc·. 5i, remain 
30 pagodas; 1 pair of silver ohains 114 Rs. weight. The above said seventy star 
pagodas I hereby bind myself to pay on or hefore the end of one month. 

In witnesses whereof I set my hand and seal 

(Signed) Appaji Rao. 

Drawn by Virappa in the presence of the under-mentioned witnesses
.Nagappa. Davalur Venkatappa. 

Q.-How do you know that A ppaji Rao borrowed the money on Lakshmana 
Rao's account? 

A.-In the month of Vaiyasi in the yea.r Pingala 01' 1,·97, Appaji Rao came 
to Daulatabad which coming to my knowledge, I waited upon him and demanded 
payment of the money. He answered C I borrowed the money on Lakshmana 
Rao's account. He has not repaid me nor have I the ability to discharge it but I 
will take care that you shall be paid in the 'month Adi 01' July.' I was not 
satisfied at this answer and took Appaji Rao to Lakshmana Rao's house in order to 
confront them, but Lakshmana Rao was not at home, and Appaji Rao and me 
parted, he assuring me that I should be paid in the month Adi or JuJy. 

Q.-Have you any witnesses to prod)lce to corroborate what Appaji Rao 
said to you concerning Lakshmana'Rao P . 

A.-No. • 
The prosecution being closed and Lakshmana. Rao being put on his defence 

says that he knows. nothing of this loan nor was Appaji Rao ever empowered to 
negotiate it on his acoount; further more if Vira Chetty supposed that it had 
oeen borrowed on. his account, it is extraordinary that he never mentioned the 
oiroumstance to him. 

Appaji Rao being oalled in deposeth that he did pledge some gold and silver 
ornaments with Vira Chetty for a loan of 70 pagodas which he has not as yet 
redeemed. 

a.-On whose account did you borrow this money r 
A.-On my own account. 
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Q.-Whose property were the ornaments t,hat were pledged? 
A.-My own. 
Q.-Did you tell. Vira Chetty that it was on Lakahmall& Rao's account you 

borrowed the money? 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did ·you and Vira Chetty ever meet at Daulatabad? 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-Did you and Vira Chetty ever go to Lakshman& Rao's house? 
A.-No. 
Summary.-In this charge it is necessary to prove that the money was really 

borrowed on Lakshmana Roo's account to establish his guilt. The charge is 
only supported by the assertion of the prosecutor and as positively denied by the 
defeudant and Appaji Rao, nor has the prosecutor a single witn~ss to the conver
sation that passed between him and Appaji Rao when he said the money was' 
borrowed on account of Lakshmana Rao. 

Opinion.-The charge is not proved. 

8TH ARTIOLE OJ!' THE 1sT CHARGE. 

Kuppiah, Kharidar" head farmer of Karamangalam, borrowed from your 
petitioner the sum of 100 pagodas on account of Lakshmana Rao at 17 cantary 
fanams per month. Your petitioner has received in part 69 pagodas but the 
remaining balance though due 20 months ago has not yet been paid. 

Prosecution.-Vira Chetty deposeth that in the month Avani 01' August 
iIi the year Nala or ]796 Lakshmana Rao sent some gold and silver ornaments to 
my younger brother Kuppa Chetty at Karamangalam in order to pledge them for 
a loan of mOlley but my brother had no cash. Subbiah Kondacharam who was 
the bearer of the ornaments applied to a person of our cast named Muppa Chetty 
and requested him to persuade my· brother to lend ~he money which he did and 
my brother granted the loan and took a bond from Subbiah Kondacharam signed 
by Kuppiah Kharidar of Karamangalam and Muppa Chetty and witnessed by 
Amlaka Bhaiya and Venkatagirayya. 

Translation of a mortgage bond given by Kuppiah Kharidar of Karamanga
lam to Muppa Chetty and Kuppa Chetty. Bon of. Goora Chetty, dated 1st Sravan 
in the year Nala or Aug. 1796:- . 

In consequence of my urgent Qccasion I have borrowed and received of you 
the sum of (luO) one hundred star pagodas to run at interest at 17 per cent per 
annum to which I mortgaged the following ornaments, viz. 

Different sort of ornaments in gold 86i Ps. weight. 
Do. do. in silver 63t Ps. weight. 

(Signed) Kuppiah. 

Drawn by Kondachar Subbiah in the presenc(t. of the under-mentioned 
witnesses..-

Amlaka Bhaiya. Venkatagirayya. 
By cash received in part of the above bond 30th Margali in the year Nala. 

1796, 34 pagodas. By silver received for changing some joys in different times. 
Returned the following jewels in the above date-34 ps. weight of gold joys; 36i 
Rs. weight of silver. By cash received 2nd time 7th Vysakh in the year Pingala. 
or May 1'797, 35 Star Ps. . 

Returned the joys in the above date 36i pagodas weight of gold. Remaining 
joys in hand, viz., 16 pagodas weigbt of gold joys, 45 Rs. weight of silver joys. 
N.B.-'l'hey have changed some more joys which are not explained here. 

Q.-Bow do you know that the ornaments WE're Lakshmana Rao's ? 
A.-Kuppiab, Kharidar of Karamangalam. and Subbiah Kondacharam told 

me so. 
Kuppiah Kharidar being called in and having been duly sworn deposeth that 

he negotiated a loan of 100 pagodas on a pledge of gold and silver ornaments 
with Kuppa Chetty. 

Q.- On w hose account did YOll negotiate this loan? 
A.-Ananda Rao, brother-in-law of Lakshmana Rao. 
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Q.-How do you know that it was on his account? 
A.-Because Ananda Rao was then celebrating his marriage. 
Subbiah being called upon deposeth that he assisted at the negot,iation of a. 

loan of 100 pagodas on a pledge of g',91d and silver ornaments on account of 
.Ana~da Rao, the brother-in-law of Lakshmana Rao, to defray the expenses of his 
malTlage. 

The prosecution being, closed~ Lakshmana Rao acknowledges the negotiation 
of the loan but says that it was on account of Ananda Rao and that the ornaments 
so pledged were also his. 

Summary.--From what appears for and against the defendant the loan was 
actpally negotiated but it seems to have been on account of Ananda Rao, the 
defendant's brother-in-law. 

Opinon.--Nil, 

2nd Oharge. 

Complaint of a number of ryots of the village Tutripalli in the Kammanellore 
di~trict again~t Lakshmana Rao, Oaptain Graham's peshkar. . 

In 1795 at a feast about to be celebrated in their village a dispute arose 
between the right and left hand casts about wearinped clotha. These ryots of 
the right hand cast went; to Oaptain Graham's kachheri to obtain redress. 
Lakshmana Rao told them if they would give him 10 pagodas he would settle 
their dispute according to the mamul. They accordingly subscribed among. 
themselves as follows:--

Chinnathambi 
Bnda Goud 
Ankat Gaud 
Kuppa. GOlld 
Andi Goud 
Ara vanagiri 
Annamala,i 

.... 
.. , 

Total 

1 11 20 
1 11 .20 
2 22 40 
o 37 40 
Q 37 40 
o 3 40 
2 22 4() 

10 Q 0 

1.'hey paid the money to Lakshmana Rao and in a few days these ryots 
reoeived a wJ;"itten order from Oaptain Graham confirming them in their privileges, 
whioh order they delivered to the Tahsildar of their country (Snbbarayan) and 
the affair was settled to their wish. 

There being no particular one of the ryots appointed by the whole as prose. 
c\l.tor they are called in separately and examined. 

Ohinnathambi having been duly sworn gives the following deposition :-__ 
'About 3 years ago a dispute happened between the right and left hand 

oast; we went and made a complaint to Captain Graham's kachheri but I made no 
application arid returned to my village. Afterwards Annamalai Goud came to 
IQ6 8I;1.d some other ryots and said if we would give him 10 pagodas he would. 
settle our dispute to om: satisfaction on which we made a subscription and paid the 
money to Annamalai Goud. 

Q.-How much of the subscription did you pay? 
A.-1 pagoda 11 fanams and 20 cash. 
Q.-Who were the people that subscribed P 
A.-Andi Goud, Atkar Goud, Ohouda Goud, Arrun.i Goud, Kuppa Goud and 

Annamalai Goud. 
Q.-How many pagodas did you all subscribe P 
A.-'1'en. 
Q.--To whom did you pay the money? 
A.-To Annamalai Goud. 
Q.-Where did you pay the money to him P 
A.-In the village of Tutripa.1li. 
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Q.-Do you know if he paid the money to Lakshmana Rao? 
.<1.- I don't know, he said he wonld pay it to him., . 
Atkar Goud being called in behalf of the prosecution and having been duly 

sworn deposeth • that about 3 yearR ago a dispute took place iu their village 
between the right and left haud cast on which Chinnathambi Goud and Anna
malai Goud came to me aud said that I must contribute a sum of money or the 
dispute would not be settled in our favour.' ' 

Q.-How much money did you subscribe r 
A.-Two pagodas and a half. 
Q.-Whom did you pay the money to ? 
.A.-lfo Chinnathambi Goud. 
Q.-Where did YOll pay the money P 
A.-In the village of Tutripalli. 
Q.-Wbat did Chinnathambi Goud say to you when you gave him the money; 
A.-He said that our festival would not be celebrated without a. subscription. 
Q.-Who was present when you paid the money P' 
A.-Only Chinnathambi Goud. 
Q.-Did Chinnathambi say he took tbe money from you on' account of 

Lakshmana Rao ? 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did Chinnathambi pay the'money to Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-I don't, know. 
Andi Goud being called upon deposeth tbat about 3 years ago a. quarrel 

-ensued in hisvil1age between the ri~ht and left hand cast on which the ryots 
made a complaint at Captain Graham's kachberi. 

Q.-Did you subsoribe any money towards settling the dispute? 
A.-Chinnathambi Goud asked me for some money but 1 pleaded poverty and 

1 beg~ed that he would pay my subscription. .. 
Q.-How moch was your share of the subsoriptlOn P 
A.-Th,irty-seven fanams and forty cash. 
Q.-Who did Cbinnathambi say the money was for? 
A.-He did not mention any name but said it was to settle the dispute in 

.question. 
Q.-Did Chinnatbambi Goud say the money was for Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No. . 
Q.-Were any of the Gouds present when you paid the money P 
A.-No. 
Q.~Where did you pay the money? 
A.-Tn our village. 
Q.-Did you know if the money was paid to Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No. 
Arruni Goud deposeth that he knows nothing of the matter but says that ata 

festival Chinnathambi Goud asked him for thirty-seven fanams and forty oash. 
Q.-On what acoount did Chinnathambi Goud ask for the money? 
A.-To defray the expenses of the festival. 
Q.-DidyOll pay the money to Chinnathambi P 
A.-No. 
Q.-How did you evade the payment P 
A.-I pleaded poverty. 
Q.-Did Chinnathambi say that he demanded the money on aocount of 

Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No. 
Q.-Do you know if Chinnathambi paid any money to Lakshmana Rao on 

:account of the festival P 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did you know if Annamalai Goud paid any money to Lakshmana. Rao on 

that account P . 
A~-No. 
Kuppa Goud being called in deposeth that he knows nothing about the 

dispute but that he contributed 1 pagoda 11 fanams 20 cash towards the 
.defraying the expenses of 1\ festival. 
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Q.-Who asked you for the money? 
A .-Chinnathamhi Goud. 
Q.-Did Chhmathambi Goud say it was for Lakshmana Rao? 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did you know if he paid the money to Lakshmana Rao? 
·A.-No. . 
AnnamA.lai Goud being called in deposeth that a quarrel happened between 

the right and l!lft hand cast about wearing red cloths which ought only to be 
used by the ~ormer but the latter urged that the Company's Sarkar had abolished 
all distinctions between casts and they would use whatever ensign they pleased. 
Myself being of the right hand cast, I went to Palacode and complained to Laksh
mana Rao and was taken by him to Captain Graham who said that the order 
respecting the right and left hand cast was with Colonel Read, which he would 
send for and settle the dispute accordingly. Afterwards the kachcheri moved to 
Marindapalli where I fono~ed it, and received a tiik'id to Subbal'ayan, the Tahsil
dar of Cauveripatal;ll,. directing' that the two casts should conduct themselves 
according to custom which takid I brought to Subbarayan who carried it to the
village of Vellakarpatti where the festival was held and assembled a panchayat 
consisting of ChelIa Goud, Tambar Goud and Din Muhammad which decided on 
the dispute but the left hand cast would not abide by its decision and demanded 
that the right hand cast should settle the dispute by supporting their claim with 
an oath which was accordingly done and the left hand cast gave up the matter. 

Q.-Did you pay anything to Labhmana Rao to settle the disputer 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did yon collect any mOlley from the Gouds or other inhabitants? 
A.-Yes, 10 pagodas. 
Q.-Why did you ~ollect this money P 
.A.-To defray the expenses of the festival. 
Q.-Row were the 10 pagodas laid out? 
A.-Five pagodas for sky rockets, one pagoda to the goddess Puttalamma. 

one pagoda to the god Perumal, six sultan'i fanams to the goddess Kanniamma, six 
sultan'i fanams to the goddess Mariamma, one pagoda to the god V'irabhadra, one 
pagoda to the bajantris or musicians. 

Summary.-From t,he deposit,ion of the different evidences it appears that 
10 pagodas were collected by sUbscription from the Gouds but not for the purpose
mentioned in the charge, for it seems the money was laid out in defraymgthe 
expenses of the festiv~. 

Opinion.-The charge is false. 

" 
3rd Oharge. 

Compla.int of Shaik Imam, Khadir Sahib and Miran Sahib. Ln bbais of Tirup
pattul'. 

They state that they were appointed by Lieutenant-Colonel Read Sayar 
farmers of Tiruppattur in May 179~ for one year at 1,050 cantary pagodas and 
. after his departure to Salem, Oaptain Graham came to Tiruppattur for the purpose 
of settling the rents of the inhabitants when through the malignity of several 
~vil minded Fersons he was made to believe that they did lJot pay so mnch for 
their farm by 300 pagodas as they ought. Captain Graham accordingly sent for 
them and told them that they mnst consent to an increase of 300 pagodas to their 
former rent; but their head partner Khadir Sahib being there [then P] absent at 
Arcot, they replied that until his return they could not consent to any increase of 
rent. Upon which Captain Graham ordered them to be confined for 6 days. and being 
afterwards sent for, told them that unless they would consent to the proposed in
crease of rent, must immediately deliver up all the collection they had made since: 
they had been appointed by. . . . They replied that they were willing to pay 
from the time they held their patti at the rate of 1,050 pagodas per annum to which 
Captain Graham W011ld not agree but asked them if they wonld pay 250 pagodas' 
Dlore than their former rent, to which they consented and received a new patti for' 
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1,300 pagodas giving back the one formerly given tbem by Lieutenant.Colonel Read. 
Soon afterwards Captain Grabanf . having issued an order to exempt all grain 
going to Krishnagiri from duty, one of ~heir peons contrary to their orders 
laid a tax upon 2 bags of grain going to that place for which they ·were 
ilnmmont\d to Captain Grabam's kachcheri and fined J 2 rupees. Whilst at Muttur,
Lakshmana Rao pesbkar asked Khadir 8ahib for the lend [loan] of his horse to 
go to Vaniyamba,di but tbe horse being ~ben fatigued~ he refused to lend him. On 
the removal of the kachcheri to Cauveripatam Laksbmana Rao asked Khadir Sahib 
if he would sell his horse and Narayana Chetty (inhabitant of Tiruppattur) being 
present, he desired him to value tbe horse which he did at 40 rupees. Khadir 
Sahib conElented to the price and Lakshmana Rao paid th~ money and took a 
receipt for the same. When they were about returning to Tiruppattur, Lakshma.na 
Rao remarked that they had made him DO return although he had settled their rent 
130 low and also the 12 rupees which they had paid as a fine ought to have been 12 
'Pagodas had he not settled it so. After consulting among themselves they agreed 
to return the 40 rupees Lakshma~a Rao had paid them and make him a present of· 
the horse (they have no witnesses to prove their giving back the 40 rupees). . At 
the end of the year they went to Krishnagiri for the purpose of settling their 
accounts with the Sarkar, but chiefly about the tax upon grain having been suspended 
when Lakshmana Rao did all in bis power to confuse them by a pretence of his 
having forgot all former accounts. But upon their promising bim 20 pagoda8, 
ilhould he settle their accounts properly, he consented and received the money to'
which Bhim Raj, then Serishtadar in the Tahsildar's kachcheri is witness. 

Shaik I roam being· called in repeats what has been before stated in the 
complaint. . 

Q.-Where did you give back the 40 rupees r 
A.-At the village of Cauveripatam. 
Q.-Who was present when you gave the money? 
.A.-No person; myself and Khadir Sahib carried the money to Lakshmana 

Rao's lodging; I Btayed outside of the door and Khadir Sahib entered the room 
and gave the money to Lakshmana Rao. 

Q.-What coin was the money in P· 
.A.-In rupees. 
Q.-What time did you· carry the money P 
.A.-At night. 
Q. -What did Khadir Sahib say to Lakshmana Rao when he gave the 

maney? 
A.-Lakshmana Rao asked him why he brought the money. and he answered 

4' You al ways stay near our master and are continually angry witb us; accept this 
as an offering." Lakshmana Rao answered "'Very well." • 

Q.-Where did Khadir Sahib place the money? . 
A.-It was tiAd up in a handkerchief which he gave into the hands of 

Lakshmana Rao who untied the handkerchief, took out the money and gave it 
back to Khadir Sahib. 

Q.-What colour was the ha.ndkerchief, P 
.A.-Red. 
Q.-f~om Lakshmana Rao.-Who came with you from Tiruppattur to 

Mutturr 
A.-Abdul Khadir, MiraJ? Sahib. Mama Lubbai and several other people. I 

-do not recollect their names. • 
Q._ Who rode on the horse P 
.A.-Khadir Sahib. 
Q.-On which quarter of the house in which you gave me money was the door' 
.A.-I do not recollect. 
Q.-On which side of the house was I sleeping? 
.A.-I don't recollect. • 
Q.-Was the door shut or open when you came to the house P 
A.-Open. 
Q.-Did you stand in front of the door? 
A.-No. I stood on one side of it. 
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Q.-bv Captain Symons.-When Abdul Khadir came to the door did he call 
out Lakshmana Rao's name ? ~ 

A.-No, he instantly entered the room and J.akshmana Rao said' Who are
you?' he answered 'I am Abdul Khadir' on which Lakshmana Rao told him 
to sit down. 

Q.-from Lakshmana Rao.-Was I sleeping in the hall or private room? 
A.-In the halJ. 
Q.-by Captain Symons.':"'How did you find out Lakshmaua Rao's house P 

. A.-Abdul Khadirtook me to it. 
Q.-At the time you went to the house were none of Lakshmana Rao's 

relations in or about the outside of the house? 
. \ A.-No person. . . 

1./.-Was there a court yard in front of the house and a gate to it? 
A.-:-Yes. 
Q.-:-Is i~ usual among people of your cast to enter a person's house at night. 

without calling out and giving notic!3 of your apprQach ? 
A.-It is onr custom always to call out but on this occasion we saw 

Lakshmana Rao sitting in the house and we immediately went in without ceremony. 
. Q.-What do you know about the 20 pagodas that you gave as a bribe to

Lakshmana Rao at Krishnagiri r 
A.-At the end of the year we went to Krishnagiri for the purpose of settling 

our accounts with the Sarkar but thieftly [chiefly about PJ the tax of grain having 
been suspended, when Captain Graham referred us to Lakshm~na Rao to settle our 
accounts and he put us off from day to day on which we gave him 20 pagodas to
settle our acconnts., 

Q.-Did you pay the 20 pagodas into the hands of Lakshmana Rao P 
..A.-No. 
Q.-Did you see any other person give the money to Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No. 
Q.-Did you make the bargain with Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No, Miran Sahib did it. 
Q.-Did you hear MirSJ;!. Sahib make the bargain P 
A.-No. 
Q.-Do you. know if the 20 pagodas were paid to Lakshmana Rao P 
A.-No. 
Q.-How do you know that he demanded 20 pagodas? 
A.-Miran Sahib told me so. 

. Abdul Kbadir being called in deposeth as followR.:-I sold a horse to-
Lakshmana Rao for forty rupees and r~ceived the money from him. On making 
the payment Laokshmana Rao said ".I shall not get my pay for fourteen or fifteen 
days, lend me the money till that time" which I did and at the end of that. 
period he repaid it to my brother Muhammad Lubbai. 
. Q.--Where did you give the money to Lakshmana Rao P 

A.-In the village of Cauveripatam. 
Q.-What time of the day or night was it that you paid the money? 
A.--About;1 o'clock in the afternoon. 
Q.-Whilst at ~uveripata,m did you ever go to Lakshmana. Rao at any time

of the night P 
. A.-No. 
Q.~Did you ever give any money to Lakshmana Bao by way of a bribe in any 

respect P ..•• . .' 
A.-No. 

t" Q.~ Why then did you. make a complant against Lakshmana Rao. to Colonel 
Read? 

A.-I never made a complaint. 
Q.-Do you know anything of Shaik Imam's having made a. complaint against 

Lakshmana Rao'P . 
A.-He once told me in the street that some Chetties had confessed to him 

that they had given bribes to LakshmanaRao and that he had made a. dilicovery 
of it to Colonel Read. 
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Q . .,....:..Did you ever' empower Shaik Imam to, make a complaint to Colonel 
Read respect~n~ your having giveu 40 rupees and 20 pagodas as bribes' t~ 
Lakshmana Rao ?' • ' " 

A.--,.No. ' ' 
MiraJ,l Sabib being called in declares that he knows nothing of the matter in 

queE\tion but that one day Shaik Imam' came' to him and ~aid 'I have been at 
Krishnagiri and have established so'me aceo'unts against Lakshmaua Rao,' on 
which I answered 'You have done a great thing.' Another day he came and 
said that Naranappah, called me, I replied, 'I have not time to wait. lipon him.' 
The next. day he did the SRme and also the day following, and being surprised at 
his frequent importunities I asked him what Naranappah wanted wit~ me; he 
replied "I have included your name in my deposition at Krishnagiri" and 
that N aramlppah wanted to talk to, me, about it. I rejoined ' I know nothing 
about thA matter for which you have included my name' and he went away. 
Some days after, a dalayet came and took me to Mr. Read's house who asked me 
if I bad given 20 pagodas to BhimaRao at Krishnagiri, I answered' No"-:which 
is all that I know of the complaint in question. ' 

Q.-Did you ever give anything by way of a bribe to LakshmanR Rao? 
A.-No. 
Summary :-Abdul Khadir and MiraJ,l Sahib declare on oath that they know 

nothing of the matter contained in the charge so that it is only supported by the 
single deposition of ~haik Imam. , 

Opinion :-The charge false and malicious. 
Observation on the conduct of Shaik Imam :....:.....;The conduct of Shaik Imam in 

preferring so falstl and' malicious a charge and supporting it by an oath ~hen 
he knows it to be, entirely groundless deserves the most exempl,ary punishment 
and the more so as upon enqui~y it' is found that he is not()l'ious, for telli~g lies. 

4th Okat;ge. 

CHARGE AGAINST LAKSHM~IYA MUTASADDI IN CAPTAIN GRAHAll'S KACHCHERI. 

CQmplaint of a number of ryots,of the village of Tutripalli in the K~mma
nellore district :-They state that one Lakshmayya under the· Tahsildir of 
Cauveripatam came to these ryots and frightened them by saying that the rent of 
their lands,would be, raised. Annamal~, head,inhaQitant, th~n asked his advice 
upon the ?ccasion w~oreplied if he ~ould give him I. ~ pagodas he wo~ld int~~est 
himself With others 1ll tbe kacbcherl to pr~vent their rents frQm bemg raISed. 
They then subscribed 'among themselves 13 pagodas in the following mann.er. 

" P., F. c. 
Chinnathambi , ... 1 28 10 
Mutkar Goud ... 3 11 20' 
Andi Goud •.. 1 3 60 
Arnagir[ .... ... ... 1 3 60 
Kuppa Goud ,I 3 60 
Buua Goud i •• 1 28 10 
Annamalai. Kharidar 3 .l1 20 

Total . ~. 13 0 0 
---

The complainants Dot having re-elected a person among themselves to, act as 
prosecu~or, they a~e c~lled in separately and examined.. ' 

Chmnathambl bemg caUed 1D deposeth that when first the' Baramahal came 
into the possession of the Honorable Company, one day Annamalai Goud,came to 
me and said" Our country is passed into the hands of the Honorable Company 
and we are ignorant of the customs and disposition of that Sarkar i" just now 
La~hmayya, one of the Mutasaddis, has asked me for 13 pagodas as a present in 
consideration of which he is always to make u~e of his influence in our favour, 

20 
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at the kaohcheri. Afterwards Annamalai in concert with' Kuppia, tho then 
li;arnam, made a distribution of the sUbscription on the' ~e\'en following 
Gouds, viz. 

\ 

P. 
Chinnathambi .... 1 
Annamalai Goud·· ., . 3 
AtkaI' Goud ... .. . 3 

. Chorda. Goud alias BudS. Goud ,., ... 1 
.lndi Goud ". ~ 1 
Arnagiri Goud .,, . 1 
Kuppa Gaud ... I 

Total pagodas 1.3 

Q . ...l.To whom did, yon pay your snare of the subscription r 
A.-To Annamalai Goud. .. 
Q .. -Where did 'you pay the money P 

F. c. 
28 10 
11 20 
11 20 
28 10 

3 60 
3 60 
3' 60 

0 0 

A.-In the village of Tutripalli. 
Q.-,-Who was present,when you paid the money to Annamalai Goud P 
A.-1.'he late KnppiaKarnam. ' 
Q.-Do you know if Annamalai Goud paid the money to Lakshmayya? 
..1.-1 do not know. ' 
.A.tkal' Goud being called in deposeth "that wheuthe Baramahal came into 

the possession of the Honorable Company one day Annamalai Goud accompanied 
by the la.te Knppia Karnam came to me and said' Lakshmayya, the Mutasaddi of 
the kachcheri is come here and we must give him 13 pagodas which we must raise 
by contribution and your share of it comeR to pagodas 3-11-20.'" 

Q.-. To whom did you pay the money P . 
A.-Annamalai Goud. 
Q.--Where did you pay the maney P 
A.--In the -yillage of Tutripalli. 

, Q.-Who was present when you paid the money? 
A.-The late ~uppia Karnam . 

. Q.--Do yon know if Annamalai Goud paid the money to Lakshmayya P 
.A.-Lakshmayya was in the village but I don't know if Annamalai Goud paid 

the ,money to Laskhmayya.. ..' . 
Andi Goud being called in deposeth that on a time Annamalai Goud and 

Kuppia Karnam asked him for one pagoda, 3 fanams, 60 cash ,which he gave him. 
Q.-What did Anuamalai Goud say to you ,when 11e asked you for the 

moneyr 
A.-He said' I have occasion for the money.' 
Q.-Do you'know if he paid' the money tCfLaksbmayya r ',. ., 
A.-Lakshmayya had oome to the village but I' don't know .that Annamalai 

Goud paid the inoney to him. ' " . . , , . 
Q.-Who was present when' you paid thiHnoney P 
A.-Only Kuppia Ka,rnam. . '. ..' 
Arnagiri being ,called in deposeththat he' paid 1 pagoda,3 fanams, 60 cash to 

Annamalai Goud. ' , . 
Q.-How many 'years have elapsed since you paid the money? 
A.-I believe five years. • 
Q.-What did 'Annamalai Goud say to you when he asked you for the money P' 

. A.-He said he wanted it for Lakshmayya. . 
Q'--,Who was present when Annamalai Goud attked you for the money? 
A.~No'pArson.· . 
Q.-Do you know if Annamalai, Goud paid the money to' Lakshmayya P 

.- A -1 do not know. " 
, ,Kuppa GOlld being called in depose~h that, about 3 years ago AnnainaJai 

Goud came to him and asked him:for I pagoda,S fanams, 60 cash as his share, of a 
subscription for Lakshmayya Mutasaddi. . 
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Q.-Did you pay the money to A nnamalai Goud? 
A.-Yes. 
Q. - Who was present when you paid the money? 
A.-No person. . 
Q-Oo y~u know if Annamalai Goud paid the money to Lakshmayya r 
A.-I don t know. '. 
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Chorda Goud being called in deposeth that about 3 years ago Annamalai 
Goud oolIected a subscription from several Gouds an~' amongst the ,rest, took from 
him 1-28-10. . 

Q.-What did Annamalai Goud say to you when he asked for the mODey? 
A.-He said he wanted it for L!lkshmayya. ' 
Q.-Who was present when you paid the money? 
A.-Chinnathambi Goud, Kuppa Goud, AtkaI' Goud, Andi Goud and Arnagiri. 
Q.-Do you know if A nnamalai Goud paid the money to Lakshm~yya? 
A.-No. ' ' 
Annamalai Goud being called iIi deposeth that .when the country oaine intO 

the llands of the Honora~le Company that a contribution was levied on 'his 
village and directed to be paid by3 instalments; the t'Yo- firsbwere discharged 
but when the payment of the third became due the different, Gouds demurr~d and 
considered it as an extortion and cQml'lained .to me and I went and .represented 
it to Snbbarayan the Tahsildar who came to"" the village and ,pacified the 
people and said to me 'The Sarkar's dalayet is. come and presseS! me for the 
money; at any rate raise the last instalment and pay it to me and I will send it to 
the Sarkar.' On which I collected 13 pagodas from the different Goudl{. and gave 
it to him. 

Q.-In whose presence did yOlJ. pay.the money? 
A.-The late Kuppia, Karnam of the village. 

, Q.-Was Lakshmayya; in your village at that time? . 
A.-Yes, he came with the Tahsildar. 
Q.-At that tim~ did you p~y auy money to Lakshmayya ? 
A.-No.' , 
The prosecution being closed aud Lakshmayya put upon. his defence,denies 

having received any such sum of money. , 
Subba Rao, Tahsildar of, Cauveripatam being called in and examined 'on 

account of the Sarkar, deposeth that when the Baramahal came into the possession 
of the Company the ryots were assessed for the remaining part· of the year that 
they had not accounted for to the Sarkar of Tipu Sultan and that Annamalai 
Goud paid him the assessment of the v.mage of Tutlipalli at three instalments, the 
two: firstamoonting to 14 pagodas each ,and the last to13~ , , 

Summary:-From the evideuce of the ryots and Subba Rao, Tahsildar, it 
appears that the sum of 13 pagodas was really collected from them. but not for 
the purpose set forth in the oomplaint. , ' 

Op~nion : -The charge is ill.founded. , , 
The voluntary declaration of Doom Achari and Gouray Yellappa. respecting 

A.nnamalai Goud :- ' 
Declaration of Doom Achari:-
After Annamalai Goud had been to Krishnagiri to make a complaint against 

Lakshmana Rao and had returned to Cauveripatam he was one day standing with 
some other ryots near the Kutwal's. Choultry. I overhea.rd the following 
conversation between him aud the others. Annamalai said to the others ' I never 
gave 10 pa.godas to Lakshmana Rao; everything I said on that head at 
Krishnagiri is a lie and I behaved very ill in doing so. l ' 

Q.-"\Yho was with you when you overheard the conversation P 
A.-Gouray Yellappa. . 
Gouray Yellappa being called in declares that the Tutripalli ryots who had 

been to Krishnagiri and had returned to Cauveripatam were standing one day neal' 
the choultry and quarrelling among themselves when Annamalai said to the 
others' The deposition we have given in at Kl"ishnagiri is false; what shall We dO' 
when it is brought to the test jl , Some of the others answered 'We must do as' 
well as we can.' 

9n... 
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Q.-Who was with you when you overheard this conversation? . 
A.-I had been conversing with another ryot who ~ad just then leftme~ 
Q.-Did you hear anything more P' . . 
.A.-No. 
Observation on the conduct of Annamalai Goud during the trial :-When he 

was examined on one of tp.e charges he pretended that. he could :riot talk Gentoos . 
and gave his evidence in .the Malabar language' and when he was examined on 
it second'charge he gave his deposition irithe Gentoo language and wa~ 'perfectly 
acq~ainted with it: . This circumstance shows a disposition to deceive. 

\ 
5th Ohargp,. 

Complaint of Sama Goud, &0., -4 inhabitants 'of the vi1lage . Samanur in 
the' district. of Palacode :-:-That when Captain Graham with his kachcheri. came to 
the village of Samanur to estimate the crops the rent of their lands were thereby 
increased.. A ~haridar. of l' utri-palli named. Annamalai con versing with them said 
if they would make Lakshmana Rao a present it. would prevent any increase in their 
reni.s.· ~l'h~y then subscribed among themselves as follows:- '. 

Sama Goud ... 
Kutta Goud 
Nella Goud ••• 
Saman 

... , 

Pag.-,das. 
2t 
21. 

\I 
2.1 

2 
2.1 . 

2 .. 

- ']0 

Annamalai l;eceived the above 10 pagodas and promised to pay it to Lakshmana 
Rao who bas never perform~d hi~ promise regarding them. . '. -

Lakehmana Rao being called' upon and the charge being read to him pleads 
no~ guilty. .' . . . _. . . "'. 

Prosecution :-Sama Goud. being' caUed upon and having been duly sworn 
deposeth "that his uncle Samar Goud onbis death-bed told him that when the 
SarkaI' servantsw!'lre estimating the crops Annamalai Goud came to him and asked 
for' 10 pagodas to give to Lakshmana Rao. After his death I went to Annamalai 
Goud .and asked if my uncle had given him 1,0 pagodas and he answered' No.' 

. Q . ...;.-How ~nch money did 'you pay? 
. .A. • ...;;..Two pagodas and a balf. 

Q.;~Do you know if your uncle really paid the money to Annll:malai GOlld? 
A.-I don't know. . . . 
Kutta. Gottd beillgcaUedin deposeth that his son-in-law Samar Goud took 

from him and Saman Goud, Nella Goud and Sama Goud 10 pagodas and on his 
. death-bed said he. had given tha.t sum ~o Annamalai Goud, .. 

Q.-Did you see your Bon-in~law 'give it to Annamalai Goud? 
A.-No. : 
Q.-Who was present when yout: son-in-Jaw told you this? 
A.:.:....-.No person. . 
Saman Goud being callea in deposeth that. the late Goud of his village 

SamarGoud told him that he had given Annamalai Goud 10 pagodas .. 
Q.~On what account did he give the money to Annamalai Goud ~ 
A.~To lower the estimation of crop., . 
Q.-Did you see your Goud give the money to Annamalai Goud r 
A.-No. 
Q.-Who was pre8ent when your Goud told you this? 
A.-'-Kntta Goud. 
Annamalai Goud being called in behalf of the Sltrkar deposeth that after be 

had made a complaint to Captain Graham's kachcherI respecting the dispute between 
the right and left hann cast and had returned .to his village and settled it; 
he went back to' the kachcheri to report the issue of the affair. . U When 1 was' 
coming home to my village I was stopped by Samar Goud who' said that' the 

. . 
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SarkaI' people had over-estimated. his crop and requested I would intercede with 
Lakshmana Rao to get it lowered." I answered C I have no influence with him. if 
you woul~ speak to Paya Goud h.e maybe abl~ to· effect it.' . After this 1 came 
home and m about a year and a quarter Samar Gond died when his son-in-law 
came to me and demanded 10 pagodas which his .father-in.,la", gave to me- in order 
to get the estimation of the crop lowered. I replied that I had never received 
1'ny Qloney from him on that account and was ready to support my asser~ion by 
an_oath on which he went away and came to Colonel Read's kachcheri at Krishna
giri and preferred a complaint against me. 

Q.-Did you not take the 10 pagodas from Samar Goud P 
A.-No. . . 
Q.-Did you ever pay any money to. Lakshman,a Rao P 
A.-No. . . ... . 
'Prosecution being closed, Lakshmana- Ra,o gives the .follo.wing defence:-:-,

That he nev·er at any time made use of an agentwllen he was. settling t.he' 
business of the SarkaI' and that he never at anytime.m!tge use of Ann~malai Ga.ud 
in that capacity. Besides which the late, Samar ~a,!d had conceived .a. great 
aversion to him on the following account: when .the ~!I'c~~J;1erI :was at Marandapalli, 
the.Goud came and offered 40 pagodas ~ent.for·a plfce.,of ground that was worth 
80 and was refused. Afterwards he agreed to the terms of the SarkaI' and the 
land was rented to him acc,?raing to the ~easure!D.e~t of the' survey.·.. , 

Summary :-From the evidence of *e ryot~ It ,appears that the> late Goud did 
~n his death-bed t~ll them that he had given 10 pagodas to Anna~ala~ G~ud, but 
as DO person saw him pay the money his asserl.i.on is not· substan~iate~ by. proof 
nor is there any tes~imony of the money. havjng been paid to Lakshmana Rao. 
. Opinion :-This charge is not proved. 

6th Oharge. 
. . . 

The complaint of Srinivasacharlu, inhabitant of the village of Giidiam in tM 
district of Krishnagiri :-1 enjoyed the Sirapalli. village' in the pargana or hobli of 
Kadapalli and in the district of Palacode from time "immemorial as a free gift until 
the government of Tipu when he escheated the aforesajd . village. In tlie year 
N ala or 1796 Captain Graham settled the jamabaridi of that year and I, :witha view 
to live in my native country, desired Lakshrriana Rao to name. ·the. rent. of that 
village which he put off by frivolous excuses and I was thereby induced. to offer 
Lakshmana Rao a bribe of 10 cy. cs .. t.hrough Ramasawmy of Palacode, but [he] has 
not yet· settled the rent agreeable to his promise. '. . ; 

. .Declaration given by RamasawmyofPalacode :-This declarer states that one 
Srinivasaeharlu asked his advice ab~utgetting the vill~ge of Sirapalli rent~d from 
Lakahmana.Rao. (Peshkar to CaptaIn Graham) to whICh t.he declarer replIed tha.t 
he would let him know after consu~ting with Laks1;tmana Rao and on 'thedeclarer's 
consulting with him be conlOented to give the village. for: rent after. receiVing 10 
chackrams which the declarer g~ve him, ~o~ey reQeiv~d fr()~ Srinivasa~h.arlu. 

Lakshmana Rao having had the charge read to him pleads not g1}i)ty. 
, The complainant not being present, the declarer R.amasawmy. inhabitant of 
Palaeode, is called in and examined on account. of the ~arkar and dep·oseth, that 
a long time ago the kacncheri came to Palaeode and Srinivas.achal'lu· alsO came' there 
to rent the village of Sirapalli which he had formerly enjoyed as a free· gift; »ut not 
immediately succeeding in his wishes he said to me' o-ne aay' • There is a. temple 
bnilding here. If I could carry my. point I would subs.cribe .10 pagodas .~o its 
erection.' On which I agreed and spoke to' LakshiIi.ana 'Rao about. it, who' said. 
'Very well, it shall b~ done.' Srinivasacharlu subscribed the 10 pagodas, 4: of 
which I disbursed among oddars ·and other workmen ahd the remaining 6 
pagodas I gave to Lakshmana Rao who expended it in the same manner. .' 

Q.-Was the village given to Srinivasacharlu PI' . . . ~ 
. A . ...:..At that time none of the villages 'were given back to the people, but they 

were about six montbs afterwards when Srinivasacharlu was not present to receive· 
his. . -
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Q.-Does Srinivasacharlu possess that village at present ? 
A.-No. 
Q.-WhQ.heard you make the proposal to Lakshmana Rao P 

.1. .A.--No. person. . 
Q.~ Where did you speak to Lakshmana Rao ? 

·.A • .,..-At Palacode. 
Q.-What did you say to him? 
A.-I said it would be a benevolent act to give back Srinivasaoharlu's inam 

villagealld that he would subscribe to the building of the pagoda. 
Q.-What anBWel' did he make you P . 

. A.-He said' Very well.' 
\ Prosecution being·close~, Lakshmana Roo giyes in the following defence :-. 

Ourkachcheri in the year Rakshasa or 1796 was at Palacode at which 'time an -
idol was wanted for the new teni pIe in the town of Danlatabad. Ihe.ard that there
was an idol lying nselesson the hill of Virabhadradrug and I informed Captain 
Graham of it and requested permission to remove the idol to Daulatabad. Captain 
Graham gave an order and the idol was brought to Palacode and I was about 
despatching it to Daulatabad when Hamasawmy and other Brahmins cam& 
tome and he said' I am the AcharipuTBhor the attendant on this idol, do not send 
it 'away but let a temple be built for itin this place.' I answered 'The idol was
lying useless on the hill and no worship was paid to it ; why should I not send it 
away.' He replied 'Build a temple here' and I rejoined that I had no money to 
do it with, then he and· the others said that they would beg alms and erect one and 
only wished me to set it agoing. On this I went and represented the matter' to. 
Captain Graham who directed me to allow the idol to remain at Palacode and to., 
build a temple in the manner that the Brahmins wished and that at last he would 
assist in defraying the expense of it. I began the temple and laid out near twenty 
pagodas without reoeiving any assistance from Brahminy or the other 'Brahmins 
who promised day after day to contribute·some money. One day I had n() 
money to pay the workmen. Ramasawmy was standing by when I told him 
• Y ouare leading ma into a great expense and have not provided a single cash· 
after which he at one time bi'ought and gave me 3 chackrams and at anothe~ 
3 chs. and 6 fs. which in his presence was paid to the labourers. After
'wards he went about. beg~ing alms and paid the workmen with what he could 
colleot. When he gave me the 6 chs. and 6 fs. he never mentioned that. 
it wSA from Srinivasachari but said' It is my own contribution.' The claim about 
the village of Sheranhalli was made and settled two years previous to the buil<ling 
of the temple and at that time the claim of Srinivasacharlu was found to be 
unjust and he was refused the village. Srinivasacharlu has taken a dislike to me 
on account of my not settling a dispute in ·his favour that happened in his family 
and which is well known to Captain Graham on which account he abused me to my 
face and complained to' Captaiu Graham~ So far from taking a bribe'to erea' 
theteiDple I laid oot above 20 pagodas and Captain Graham 'gave fifteen. . 
Question to Lakshmana Rao. ' . 

Is Iiamasawmy a. relation of Srinivasacharlu ? 
~.-Yes~ 

Subbaraya bei9g called In has the following questions put to him :-
, Q.-Do you collect [recollect?] a temple being built at Palacode r 

A.-Yes. 
Q.-Do you rec.ollect Srinivasa~hari claiming inam village? 
A.-Yes. . 
Q.-:-How long was it previous'to the building of the temple that he claimed 

the village P 
A.-About a year and a half or two years. 
Q.-Was his claim settled at that time? 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-,-Do you recollect Ramasa wmy coming to Lakshmana Rao and speaking 

about the bllilding of the temple P 
? A.-Yes. . 
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This witness corrobora.tes in every respect what Lakshma.na Hao ha..'! said about 
the idol and the erecting the temple. .. . 

Q.-Did YOll see Ramasawmy pay any money to Lakshmana Roo P 
A.-Yes, 1 saw him give money once or twice to Lakshmana Raow.hi{)h was 

distributed among thE' workmen. 
Q.-Did YOll ever hear Ramasawmy mention the name of Srinivasachari to 

Lakshmana Roo ? .. 
A.-No. . 
Q.-Do you know if Ramasawmy bears enmity toward~ Lakshmana Rao.? 
A.-l don't know. , 

.. Summary :-From what has appeared for and against the defendant it seems 
that the claim of the village was made and declared groundless two years before 
the building of the temple in question. . 

Opinion :.,........Not guilty. ' .. 

7th Oharge. 

Complaint of Mundi Gou~ the farmer of Eramanpalli in .the district. o~ 
Palacode :-I rented last year my {at'm for 60 cy. pagodas but conceivwg my) rent 
too high I was ind1).ced to get it lowered}>y !>trer~nga bribe of 10 cantary pagodas 
through Subbs Rao, Karnam Qf my village, to Lak~hmana Rao ~fter wltich I paid 
40 bl),t at the same tim~ he took from. me part of my {atOm worth about ~O cy. 
pagodas so thatLakshmanaRao bas done nothing for me and hearing froJIl the 
Tahsildar of Pa1acode that all those who bad any claim again,st Lakshmttna Raq 
should repair to· Tiruppattur wqere they would o\)taiu'redress, :r am accordillgly. 
come for that pnrpose. , . . 

Prosecution :-MWldi .Goud being called in deposeth that he knoweth n~)thing 
of the ma.tter. . 

Q.-Why did you complain at the kachcheri ? , 
A.-Ramachandra Rao the Tahsildar of Palacode advised me to make this 

false complaint and as he )lad formerly put me in prison:' and used me ill 'I was 
f~jghtened into it.. . ' . 

Q.-Who was present when Ramachandra Rao cotlUsellE)d yoo to make this 
complaint p' .. 

A.-No peraon, he advised several people to act intbe salUe manner; pr~vately. 
Opinion :-The complaint is false. ., " 

. 8th (Jharge. 

Complaint of Chinnathambi Goud and. other ryots·· of the village of Anna
malaihalli in the district of Pa.lacode :-

That finding our rents too high we were induced to get it· lowered by 
offering a bribe of 9 cantnry pagodas'Sllbscribed equally amongst us' to I)aksh
mana. Roo through Venkatagirayya but he has done nothing for ;us. and hearing 
lately from our Tahsilda.r that t.hose who had· any complaint· against· Lakshlnana. 
Rao should repair to Tiroppattnr where they woold ob~ai~. redress, . we are 
accordingly come for that purpose. . . : .. 

The charge being read to Lakshmana Rao pleads not. guilty. . 
Prosecution :-Chinnathambi Goud deposeth that he kuowethnothing of the 

matter. . . 
Q.-Why did you make a complaint at the kachcheri P . . .. 

. A.-On a time when I was ploughing in my field a peon belonging to Jiama.
chandra Rao, Tahsildar of Palacode, came to me and carried me to the Tahsildar whb 
was then in his kachcheri where I remained all day and in. the evening he took me 
to his house and asked me if J had given anything by way of a bribe· to Laksh.
mana '-Rao. I answered I did not know Lakshmana Hao's face, nor had I ever 
given anything to him on that score and that I would support my assel'tions by 
an oath. Afterwards he took me on ·one side and told me to acouse LakshmaIia 
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Rao of having iaken 9 pagodas from me and' Bukari Goud and Tirupathi Goud 
and .. that the money bad been paid to V en katagirayya. 

Q.-Did you ever pay any money to Lakshmana Rao? 
,.4..-No.· . , 
tl.-Did you ever pay any money to Venkatagirayya? 

· A.-No. .. . ". . .... . 
Q.-Who was present when Ramachandra Rao told YQU to say so P 
A.-Lakshmanarasaiya was the person who spoke to me. - .. , 
Kurtambi Goud being, called in and' questioned in behalf of the Sarkar, 

deposeth "that when I was ploughing in a field a peon belonging to Ramachandra. 
a.a~f Tahsildar 6fPal~code, "~a~e, a~d ca~ried me to. the kachcheri where Rama
ch.andra Hao Rsked me If I had gIven anythmg as a brIbe to Lakshmana Rao. r 
answered' No.' He then said that if I did ~ot declare I bad given something to' 
Lakshmana Rao he would put me. in confinement and punish me.' Thi~ threat 
frightened me and I said that I had given 30 s. fanams to Venkatagirayya which 
he.took down in writing., . 

Q.-Who was present wben Ramachandra Rao spoke to you P 
4.~1 did not speak to Ramachandra Rao myself. Chinnathambi Goud was 

the person he spoke to.'· '. 
. Q.-Where' did.Chilmatbambi Houd tell tbis story P 
.. A.-=-ln' our village' of Annamalaihalli. . . 

· Q.-What did Chinnathambi Goud say to you? . . 
Lt.~ChinnathaIi:lbi told me that the Tahsildar RamachandraRao asked him 

if 'he had given anything to LakshmanaRao asa bribe and on his answering in 
t~e negative Ramachandra. Hao said that he would confine and punish him if he
didifiot'declare that he had given bakshtnana Rao 9 pagodas through 'the medium 
of V:enka~agirayya. . '" .. .' 

· Q . .::....;;Whowas present when Chinnathambi told you this P 
A.-No person. ) 
Q.:-Who took you ~rom .the: ~eld .to -the ;ka,chche.riP . 

. . A.~Mulla;"tbe Tahsildiir's peon~'; ~ '. . 
. : Q . ...:...What did Ram8.chandra Raosay to.you at thekachcheri P . 

A.:-I did not go to the kachcher! myself, my br~thercalled.Tirupathi went. ~ 
. Q.-'Did you ever pay any. money-to Venkatagirayya P 
A~·-No. . . , .J 

"Bukri Goud called in-de'poseth that he 'knoweth .I!othing' of the matter except 
that Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of Palacode, sent for him and asked him 
if he had not given a bribe to Lakshmana Rao and he answered' No,' . on which 
Ramachandra Rao put him in prison aud 'confined him for several days till he-
frightened him into a declaration of.the kind. . \ 

Q.-Who came and took you to the kachcheri? 
. ,'" A. -=-One bf .the 'Tahsil dar's peons. ' 

Q.-Where did Ramachandra Rao tell you this P 
.; . A;-Iri tlie public ka.chcheri. . '. . 

, ! -Q.-Who was present when he asked you P 
. . 'A':-Chinnathambi Goud and Tirupathi Goud . 
. ' ; 'Q.-' Were tbey standing close to you P 

·A.-:-Yes~. . . . 
Q. -Where is' Tirnpathi Goud P 
A.-Tirupathj Goud is blind and at·home. 

,. 'Q.-You say that Tirnpathi Goud was present when· Ramachandra' Rao 
spoke to you P 

A.-It is a mistake, 1 mean Kurtambi Goud • 
. Q.-:Are ·you certain that Kurtambi Goud was present when Ramachandra. 

Rao spoke to you P 
-: A.-Yes. 

, Q.-Was l'irupathi Goud blind at ~hat time P 
., A.-Yes. 

Q.';"-Did he go about P 
A.-Yes, we led him to the kachcberi at that time. 
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. Caution to. the evidence:-,.You first said it was Tirupatbi Goudthat went 
to the kachchenalld that he was here present. On Lis being called into .Coli.rL . 
he proves to be Kurtambi Goud and you say that he was the person that was 
present and you now say again it was Tirupathi Goud. You. had better be more
circumspect in your t.t>stimony, for suoh oontradict.ion will lead you into trouble. 

Q.-Did no person else hear. the oonversation? . 
..:i.-No. 
Q._ Where was Ramachandra Rao when he spoke to you? 
.d.-In the kaohcheri near his hOUl~e. . 
Opinion :-This article appears groundless but from the contradictory manner 

in which the evidences have given their testimony respecting the conduct of 
Ramachandra Rao, their veracity is very doubtful for' Chinnathambi says th3.t 
no person was present when Ramacbandra Rao spoke: to him andtbat he was. 
taken on one side and intimidated whereas Bukri Goud assertM that himself 
Tirupathi Goud· and Chinnathambi Goud were present when Ramachandra Rao 
Rpoke to him, besides which K urtalll bi Goud in the first part of his evidence says 
tbat he himself was taken to the kachcberi and afterwar~s c<?ntradicts himself by 
saying that it was his brother Tirupathi who was taken there. 

9th Charg~. 

Complaint of KulIa~ farmer of Vel1avil, in the district ofPalacode:
That finding my rent too high or thinking it might be lowered by It bribe of 
5 star pagodas I was, induced to try that sum which Lakshmana Rao received 
through Subbaraya . now in confinement at Krishnagiri and my rent waS 
lowered from 46 to 20 cantary pagodas and hearing from the· Tahsildar of our' 
oountry that all those who had any chum against Lakshmana Rao should repair to 
Tiruppattur where they would obtain redress, I have come· forward in th& 
hopes of recovering the 5 pagodas given by me as a bribe to Lakshmana Rao. 

Lakshmana Rao having had the article r.ead to hini pleads not guilty. 
Kulla being called in deposeth tha.t about 2 yeal'~: ago he lent 5 pagodas to 

Su bbaraya who promised to pay it at the ensuing harvest but he did not perform 
his promise nor hAS he repaid it to this day. 

Q.-Did YOli lend the money to him on account of Lakshmana Rao ? 
, A-No Q:-Why then hav.:e you made a complaint agai~st Lakshmana Rao ? 

A.-Hamachanitra Rao. the Tahsildar of Palacode, sent. for me and asked me 
if I had given anything to Lakshmana Rao ; I answered that I had given 5 pagodas 
to Subbaraya. 

Q.-Did ~amachandra Rao tell you to complain upon Lakshmana Rao ? 
A.-No. . 
Q . .:....... W hy did you make a complaint to the kachC'he)·i P. 
...1.- Hamachandra Rao told me .to go to Colonel Read's kac hcheri and complain. 

a.bout the nO!l-payment of these 5. pagodas. . 
Q.-Who was present when 'Ramachandra Hao told you thIS? 
..i.-No person. . 
Q.-Why did you declare that YOIl had paid 5 star pagodas to Subbaraya on 

account of Lakshmana Rao and that in consioeration of that sum he had lowered 
YOUl' rent from 46 pagod~sto 20 ? 

. A.-I never made any sllch declaration. 
Q.-Did you pay 20. pagodas rent for a piece of [land] after you lent the 

money to Subbaraya? 
A.-Yes. 
Q.-How much rent did you pay before you lent th,em 5 pagodas toSqbba-

raya? . d h' 
A.-40. pagodas; but at the time of the survey, my; rent was raIse ; onw lch 

account I r~linquished two of my fields and the remainder of my land was 
estimated 20. pagodas. 

21 
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Q.-Did you lend the money to Subbaraya at the time your land was mea
suring? 

A.-~ix months afterwards. 
Q.-Did you lend the 5 pagodas at the time you relinquished the two fields? 
A.-~ix months afterwards. 
Subbaraya being called in and examined on account of the Sarkar deposeth 

that Kulla has been a ryot belonging to his family for many years and that he 
did borrow 5 pagodas of him. , 

Q.-How long after the survey was it after you borrowed the money r 
A.-A long time, I believe 5 or 6 months. 

\ Subbaraya also declares that Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of Palaeo de , 
selit for him and asked him if hA had nothing to accuse Lakshmana !tao of on 
the score of bribes and" on my answering in the negative he was very angry and 
threatened ine with vengeance". ' . 

Summary:-From what has appeared. in evidence on this charge it seems 
that Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of Palacode, obliged these people to come 
forward on the present occasion; , 

Opinion :-The charge is false. 

10th Oharge. 

Complaint of a number of Brahmins, inhabitants of PapanapaJli Agraharam, 
in the'district of Palacode :-

In the year '1795 finding our rent too high, we endeavoured to get it 
lowered by offering the sum of 45 cantary pagodas (subscribed equally amongst 
us) to Lakshmana Rao, Captain Graham's peshkar, then in the district. He 
refused at first to receive the money on that Mcount until we desired him to 
apply it to building the church he was theu about at Palacode and not to 
consider it as a bribe. He 'then consented and reoeived the money but [we] do 
not know [to] what purpose he has converted it nor have our rents been lowered 
yet. ' 

The Brahmins not having selected .one among them as prosecutor, they are 
called in separately and examined. ' 

Rama Bhat beiIlg called in deposeth that he knoweth nothing of the matter. 
Q.-Did you ever subscribe any money towards making up a sum of 45 

pagodas to give as a bribe to La~shmana Rao P 
.A.-No. 
Q.-Why did you make a complaint of that kind P 
A.-Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of Palacode, threatened me with 

'Vengeance if I did not do so. 
Q.-Who heard Raruachandra Ra.o threaten you so? 
A.-Several people: amongst the rest Sanjivi Bhat. 
Sanjivi Bhat being called in and questioned, corroborates the deposition of 

Rama Bhat. Agraharam Rama Bhartlo, Naga Bhartlu, Chinnian Bhartlu, Subba 
Bhartlu and Narayanarudu, being called in and questioned, corroborat·e the 
above deposition. 

Summary :-From the deposition of the several Brahmins it seems that Rama .. 
chandra &ao, the Tahsildar of Palacode. has intimidated them and obliged them to 
bring forward this false complaint. 

Opinion :-The charge is false and malicious. 

11th Oharge. 

Complaints of Kuppiah and Krishniah, Brahmins of the village Matpatti in 
the PaJ.acode district :-

Complaint of Kuppiah :-That finding his rent too high, he offered the 
.sum of :> pagodas to one Krishoiah, he!!odman of his village, who promised to get 
his rent lowered but has never done it yet. 
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Prosecution :-Kuppiah being called in denies having given:> pagodas to. 
Krishniah. 

Q.-Why did you make such a complaint? .. 
. A.-Ramachandra Rao, t~e Tahsildar of Palacode, s~ut for me and put mp. iD 

prIson and threatened to depnve me of my employment as karnam of the village 
if I did not do so. 

Opinion :-'l'he complaint is false. 

12th Oharge. 

Complaint of Krishuiah :"'-In order. to get his rent lowered he gave (0 one 
Ananda Rao, Mutasaddi. in .captain Graham's kachcheri, in money 2 pagodas; in 
ghee and sundry smaH articles in value 2, total 4. But he never endeavoured to 
lower his rent. . 

Krishniah being called in denies having made such a present to Ananda aao. 
Q.-Why did you make such a complaint at the kachcheri? 
A.-Ramachandra. Rao, the Tahsildar of Palacode, sent for me and my 

brothers [and] insisted upon our making a'complaint of the kind. 
Opinion :-Tbe charge is groundless. . 

13th Oharge. 

Complaint of Bhatrachari, Brahmin of Chinnartanpatti, Virabhadradrug:
In the year 1795 during the survey of my village one Ramasawmy of Palacode 
(a friend of Latchiram Rao's) advised my offering a bribe whatever. I pleased 
to the kachcheri people, by which means he said I might get my rent lowered. 
I replied I was willing to give a small bribe for such a service if I might depend 
upon its being performed, but without security I would advance no money. A 

. day on or two after this Lakshmana Rao wrote me a letter saying that his brpther. 
in-law Auanda Rao wanted 20 or 30 pagodas to defray the expenses of his 
marriage and if I woold send the money he would repay me soon. This letter is 
lost, although he can bring witnesses who saw it. In a few days Latchiram Rao 
sent a man to receive the money but not choosing to send it by him, I gave 
20 pagodas to Anna Chetty, merchant at Palacode, who delivered it to Lakshmana 
Rao. I received 10 pagodas some months afterwards but there is still 10 due, and· 
my rElnt has never been lowered but remains as it was. 

Bhatrachari being caUed in denies the truth of t!lis charge and says he 
never had any dealings with Lllkshmana Rao qf that kind. 

Q.-Why did you make such a complaint? 
A.-I was frightened into it by Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of Pala

code. 
Anna Chetty being called in deposeth that Bhatrachari deals at his shop 

and that he has received sundry sums of money at different times from him but 
never on aCCOllnt of Lakshmana Rao. 

Q.-Why are you come here to complain against Lakshmana Rao ? 
A.-Ramachandra Rao, the Tahsildar of Palacode, insisted upon my doing so. 
Opinion :-The charge appears groundlesR. 

14th OhaTge. 

Barki Goud of the village of Holanhalli, Ranga G oud of the village of 
Rajanhalli, Bella Goud of the village of Gurgudhalli,- Nanji Goud of t~e village 
of Tukkihalli, Seya Pandit and Besha Pandit, having made complaiuts against 
Lakshma.na Rao, have now come into court and declared that Ramachandra. 
Rao, the Tahsildar of Palacode, obliged them to do so and that their complaint 
is without foundation and false. 

The above Gouds have made their deposition upon oath. 

21-,\ 



, ,\ 
164 " THE BARAMAHAL REOORDS 

38. 
Letter--Frum-Captain J. G. GRAHAM, Assistant Collector. , 

To-Lil'utenant-Colonel READ, Superintendent, Ceded Districts. 
Daf.rcir- DSlIlatabad, 'the 10th December 17~.8. 

Some time has elapsed since I was favoured with the' Enquiry into tlu: 
conduct of my peshkar Lakl!hmana Rao' s~t on foot by yqu and your letter under 
date the 12th of last August prefixed to it. 

2. It appears from t.he proceedings so ably conducted by Captain Symons 
that the accused has been acquitted of all the charges exhibited against him; he 
,al~o gives it as his opinion, the justness of which I shall endeavour to show before 
Iftnish this letter, that several of them are false Ilond ma.licious. It is my intention 
to confine myself to the information expected from me ~ certain points connect
.ad with the proceedings and I shall -hope by'it to weak.en, if it does not entirely 
remove, t,he suspicions which, I am sorry to ohserve, you still en~ertain of 
mal versation on the part of my heaq servant. -

3. Employed by ~e confidentially in the arduous business of the survey and 
guided thi-oughout, I have reason to think, hya purity of intention and a zeal for 
the service now called in question, it is no wonder that such ~ conduct pursued 
with the strictest impartialit.y should have created him enemies where so- many 
,different interests prevailed, Detraction is a tax which fair fame in either hemis
phere is generally obliged to pay to jealousy and disappointed malice, and when 
it is considered t.o what length these are carried by the natives of this conntry, 
I do :p.ot hesitate to give it as my: opinion, that opinion being corroborated by a 
Knowledge of facts which do not appear on the face of the proceedings, that 
these were the groundwork of the present prosecution. 

4. Having promised thus much, I shall observe on the 1st charge that 
Lakshmana Rao is perfectly correct when he states that he had no concern 
whatever at that time with my jariyad kachcheri, having been employed day and 
night on the business of the survey; he nev,er introdnced the KaraJl!angala.m 
Chetties to me and never to the best of my recollection spoke orr the subject of 
their complaint; of Venkatagirayya, the person said to have so much influence in 
my kachcheri, I know no more than th~t he is a kharidar or collector of village 
rents to whom I never spoke. Having had a tent pitched in front of my quarter~ 
.at Palacode where I generally sat from 8 till 11 at night for the purpose of hearin~ 
-complaints, he might or might not l~ave occ!,>sionally attended as it was open to 
every description of persons, but certain I am that no one spoke to me in behalf of 
the Chetties. They came to the kachcheri,represented their case and ohtained an 
order to the Sayar farmer without having employed any intermediate agent whose 
.eloquence might bias my judgment in their favour. The motives which induced me 
to connive at their collecting the rusums on salt as heretofore, restricting the Sayar 
farmer to the ma~ul ornsual Ii manas on every gunny, I cann{Jt, at this distant 
:period, state with precision j possibly they gained their object by misrepresentation j . 

the means of development not having than in my power, possibly I might have 
apprehended that, as their concerns in trade, particularly salt, were very extensive, 
a total abolition of ,what long usage taught them to consider as a right might have 
.operated materially to the prejudice of that trade. I might in this instance have 
hesitated to enforce your general interdiction of any rusums being levied by the 
Chetties, conceiving that I had the power, as in other cases, of modifying and 
:adapting it to circumstancEls; perhaps, as I only heard thA Chetties' side of the 
-question, the farmer not having come to' the kachcheri, the ordt)r in their favour 
was m~·rel.v a temporary expedient till such time as I might hav~' decided finally 
on their claims. I have no recollection of having observed any person, themselves 
-excepted, particularly anxious about the success of their petition and I imagine, after 
what has been said in elucidation of the proceedings on this charge, that Laksh
mana Rao ought to be acquitted of having interfered at all in the transaction. 

5. I was the 'more induced to issue the order alluded to supposing that they 
-collected no more than their due, 'but when the matter came again before me at 

I Daulatabad and I discovered on minute enquiry that the muggammadars had not 
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for a long time received any rusums, the whole of the 6t man as including e,'en the 
allowance for the pagoda having been apprbpriated by the prosecutor and his 
fat.her .for ~heir own nse, then it w=,ts that I saw ~he necessity of interfering and of 
-domg JustICe to the Sayar farmer In whose pattI those muggamas were insert.ed. I 
~ccordingly desired my peshka.rto ascertain the amount of their collections from 
the date of your interdictory proclamation and the result was, exclusive of what 
Goora Chetty had collected for himself as wholesale dealer and for the other Chetties 
who have come forward as 'witnesses on this occasion as retailers, t.hat there was it 
balance of 29 pagodas against them, which I insisted on their paying into the 
,Sarkar, giving the Sayar farmer credit in his kist for that amount. Conceiving 
that Lakshmana Rao was th~ sole cause of their disappointment. they determined 
to take the earliest opportunity of aspersing his character and thinking the 
arrival of your kachcheri at Krishnagiri a fit occasion, they came forward with their 
tale, encouraged thereto, as they havasince acknowledged, by the 'enemies of the 
accused in both our establi~hmellts. It. can be proved that the prosecntors who are 
the Bowcars offered to cancel the bond debts of several people if tht~y would come 
forward and accuse the object of this prosecut.ion of bribery: There are two 
()ther circumstances which increased the resentment. of these respectable people 
against Lakshmana Rao. GooraChetty, the father of the prosecutor (who has since 
entirely lost the use of his limbs, w,hether as a punishment for the crime of per
jury I shall not pretend to say" taking advantage of the cha.nge of government 
attempted to introduce an innovation in h;scast which trenching upon the rights 
()f others they naturally objected to; and the matter having been referred to 
me, after attending to the pleas urged by both parties and consulting the most 
intelligent people abont me, of different casts to either and therefore supposed to 
be impartial~ I decided against the Chetty. 

6. This seconddisappointmellt was also attributed to the influence Lakshmana 
Rao was supposed to have over me (although he was not present at the time having 
been sent oq business to a, distant district) and whetted their desire of vengeance. 
Thf' third circumstance was this: the father of the prosecutor belongs to what is 
called, the 0116 bull()ck teU cast; a dispute having arisen between them and the two 
bullock cast who reside in the same village a'Qout the privilege of having dancing 
girls in their marriage procession, I consulted Captain Macleod on the occasion 
iJupposing that he had a knowledge of the usage which prevailed at Salem on 
similar ceremonies; his answer not 'having been favourable to Goora Chetty's 
pretensions and having been guided in my decision by his information, as usual 
Lakshmana Rao got' all the blame and GO.?l'a Chetty now became hi>l most 
implacable enemy. . 

7. In commenting ~n the 3rd article of this charge you observe" The being 
left to conjecture leads to enquire what inducement Balla Goud and Venkatagir
ayya could have to act as agents in this business for LabhmaIia Rail, and it I:'ppears 
that the former is patel or renter of no less than 14 yillages in 3 different districts, 
Krishnagiri, Cauveripatam and Virabhadrad.rug, whose rent is pagodas 730 and 
that the latter is karnam and farmer of 4 villages likewise in 3 dietl'icts, Kamma
nellore, Cauveripatam and Palacoqe:' Were my mind inclined to harbour suspicions 
I should have apprehended that you h~ been designedly ~isinformed on this 
matter,; the di8tinction between a kharioar, or collector of village rents and the 
~enter of a village ought to be kept in view. Balla Goud holds my grants for, 
and consequently farm.s, 5 waste villages. if they can be called so, situated 
:among the hills and' jungles which environ Virabhadradrug; these- with their 
rents are:-

KottaUi 
HossahaUi 
Morcotnattam 
Boylpa1li 
Santapet 

.. , 

rrotal 

P. F. o. 
16 4172 
8 20 76 
I) 41 53 
1 0 57 
1 23 46 

33 38 64 
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8. Bf'ing possessed of numerous hel'dfl of cattle, 4e bas rented these desert 
hamlet.s merely for the sake of pasture so tha, properly speaking, the trifle he 
pays for them is a grass-tax, for the dread tigers and inability to· cut down 
impenetrable jungles for the purpose of cultivation are not likely to induce 
ryots to come and settle there""-the few miserablA inhabitants who are found in 
these hut!'! having hitherto subsisted by the Goud's occasional advances to them 
of grain and moneycoulii not on .any terms be induced to break the connection;. 
hence the necessity of letting them out in lease to a substantial farmer who had 
the means of imiJroving them. 

9. Balla Goud is Kharidar or collector of the rents of the following villages :-

\ 
Pawotti 
Socadi 
Bachhalli 
I, akalhalli 
Dudganhalli 
Moremurgu, 
Timrayanhalli 
KartamanhaUi 
Mittahalli ... 
Dasserhalli ... 
Chapul'ti 
Tullyur 
Moranhalli ... 

." .. 

Total rent 1207 

Average 

P. F. c. 
22 19 43 
7(j 8 46 
14 10 38 
28 33 27 
46 ]2 49 
59 38 46 
7 1 72 

20 34 4 
44 9 23-
30 13 27 

117 32 30 
44 26 15 
34 34 61 
---
547 5 1 

••• - 42 3 62 
-----

Selecting the two most considerable of these villages Socadi and Chap.llrti, I 
find that t.he average rate of .a dry acre in the former is 14 fanams 25 cash, of a 
wet acre 41 fs. 40 cash; in the latter the average dry acre is 1~ fs.40 cash and the 
wet acre lp. 31 F. 200. In each of these villages, being the most substantial farmer 
in these parts, he has a farm of more or less extent but with rf'spect to them he is 
no more than any other. ryot holding each piece of land on the Collector'~ kanl. 
patti or grant, the same as the other cnltivators; these villages are contiguous to
each other and being situated where the bounds of Krishnagiri, Cauveripatam 
and Virabbadradrug meet, they have an appearance of most extent than they 
really possess; their inhabitants consist almost entirely of the Goud's dependants 
or relations who were all of them at the time of the _survey more or less in
debted" to him either in money or grain; he a,lso assist~ thl:'m occasionally with 
seed and t.he use of his ploughs of which he has fifty; hence we found soni~ 
difficulty in prevailing on them to{) take out separate grants f.or their lands and 
being, in general, poor, it is evident that they must still look up to him as their-
superior. ... 

10. It was after due investigation of all thesl:\ circum!'!tances that I was induced 
to appoint him collector of the rents of these villages, and I have been the more
particular on this article from an idea that my own management is implicated. 
wishing it to be understood that if there is any blame I, not my head servant,. 
ought to be answerable since he acted by my orders. 

11. On the sixth article of this chat'ge I shall only observe that Lakshmana 
Hao having been the cbatmel through which I distributed advances of takkavi to
the m~rchants of Daulatahad, I began to gro\v impatieut at the delay in recovering
those advances and directed that decisive measures should be immediately adopted 
to realize the public money. It was in consequence of this that two of them who 
were on the eve of setting out for the Karnatic on their private concerns delivered. 
over a certain number of jewels to Lakshmana Rao desiring him to take up money 
upon t.hem for the purpose of defraying what they owed to the Sarkar, adding-
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that they would redeem them when they returned. The great object having 
been to recover the public money, it appeared immaterial in whose name the bond 
was made out and the persons to whom the jewels belonged were not present. 
On the eighth article I shaH beg leave to remark generally that in all transactions· 
with so-wcars it is customary for the borrower to produce some creditable person 
as security in whose name, although another rectlives the'money, the bond is 
frequently made out. On this occ3.sion Lakshmana Rao stood in nAed of their 
-cash; the sowcar required the usual security and that security was Kuppiah who 
it seems collects the rents of the village to which he belongs. 

12. 2nd Charge :-1 find upon enquiry that the father-in-law of Annamalai who 
has brought forward this charge having been found very busy in preventing the 
ryots of bis village from coming to a set.uement at the time of the survey, I 
(laUf~ed him to be publicly_ flogged and, as I hlJ.d my information, the Goud has by a. 
barefaced assertion in which, bowever, he could get no person to supporh him 
sought to defame his character. 

13. 3rd Charge :-Shaik Imam the person who has brought forward this extl'a
ordinary accusation being a person of infamous character, I think it extremely 
improbable- that Lakshmana .Rao, even suppo~ing him corrupt enougll to receive 
.a, bribe, would have entrusted his character and situation too the disGretion- of such 
a worthless- fellow; I am inclined, with Captain Symons, to pronounce the charge 
false and malicious and I am led to form that opinion not solely from the evidence 
ilf his own partners as it appeari! on the face of the' proceedings, but I can, 
I think, adduce the reasons which have led to this step on his part: first because 
on very good grounds I raised the ~ent of the sayar; secondly because I after
wards on various occasions refused to farm out to him certain articles included in 
the Licenses because he could not give satisfactory security and thirdly because 
finding him extremely troublesome and assiduous in encouraging opposition to 
the introduction of the excise duties, in the farming of which he wished to have a 
share,I threatened to punish him. Lakshmana Rao acquainted with my sentiments 
gave him unfavourable answer to his solicitations on this head, and that was 
-enough to set his ingenuity at work to fabricate matter of accusation. Two 
respectable persons, however, who might be supposed partial to him have to my 
(lonviction fixed upon him, by their solemn oath, the crime of perjury. Miran 
Sahib has asserted that when Mr. Read sent for him, he asked him if he had given 
twenty pagodas to Bhima Rao at Krishllagiri towhich he answered ,~o' and that 
was all he knew of the complaint in question. I do not ;find this deposition con
tradicted-he also declares that when Shaik Imam told him he had included his 
name in the deposition .at Krishnagiri, he replieri to him 'I know nothing about the 

. matter;' this conversatiou having taken place before _Lakshmana Rao· was sent to 
'Tiruppattur to stand his trial, it is not likely that he took any pains to suppress 
-or pervert this evidence. It appears from the proceedings that Mlran Sahib 
went once only to Mr. Read and if he accompanied 8haik Imam three times 
when he went to give in his deposition, it rests with Mr. Read t,O .declare whether 
he thinks Miran Sahib was near enough to have heard all, that passed a.nd 
whether he corroborated what the o~her asserted. _ -

14. The zeal which Narayanappa displayed by sending so frequ.mtly for this 
.avj.dence to-speak to him about it arose no_doubt from the laudable motive of 
bril\ging a supposed offender to just.iceand from a thorough detestation of 
-corruption in the conduct of a public servant; but I, even here, suspect that as 
Shaik Imam himself appears to have been the messenger, he had no authority for 
-calling him, more e~pecially if N arayanappa waR iu his own house at the time. 

15. 6th Charge :-No doubt exists in my mind of the motive which induced 
Srinivas3chari to prefe~ this falsA charge aga:inst Lakshmana Rao who was ordered 
by me to sit a panchayat, consisting of the most respectable Brahmins in the country, 
for the purpose of obtaining a decision, according to the tenets of the 8haste1', 011 a 
~ll.llsein which Srinivasachari was concerned. I need not add that their decision 
was not as he wished it; perhaps, however, my man might not on this account have 
incurred his displeasure so much had he not been under the necessity in conse- _ 
.quence of his vociferation, ill-manners and abuse both of him aud the members of 
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the Court during the proceedings, of ordering him out of the kachcheri. It is: 
perfectly within my recollection that the pagoda affair was precisely as 
J,jakshmana Rao has represented it. 

'16. I shall, I hope, stand acquitted oiany intention to oppose this prosecution 
of my head servant orto screen. him from justice when I remind you of my having
confined his person rather 'sooner than you intended ; but more especially when
I add that Ramachandra Rao, the late 'l'ahsildar of Palacode, who is implicated in 
the proceedings as having suborned evidences, was at t,he time under suspension 
and on trial for malversation in his district; concerning that as Tahsildar of 
P~acode during the survey he might be able to bring something to light against' 
L~kshmana Rao, I immediately recalled theamin who had been sent to enquire 
into his conduct, and reinstated him, aIt,hough there were then sufficient grounds. 
for dismissing him_ Having heard aleo that Venkatagirayya was an intimate of the 
Rao's, I 15ecured. his-person, lest he should be employed as an instrument to
suppress information. I was not a~are at ,the time that Ramachandra Rao left;. 
me with a determination to bring forward a.mass of evidence against my'peshkar, 
at all events, although obtained by the most unjustifiable and reprehensible 
means. Him~elf arraigned for misconduct and his mind strongly impressed with 
the idea that Lakshmana Rao had instigated all t.he complaints against him, he-
repaired to t.hedistrict fully resolved, if possible, to ruin hi Il1•· . 

17. In compliance with your directionEl, when I went to Palacode I instituted 
a minute p.nquiry into the steps taken' by Ramachalidra Rao in this business, and 
upwards of- 2.1 depositions upon oath, taken down in my presence and translated 
into Persian for' my own perusal, satisfied my mind that his conduct on the
occasion was highly blameable. Were there time to send you English translates 
of these depositions, you would be convinced that personal enmity to the accused 
was, throughout, the sole silUr to his zeal. The first steps he took were to send for
the inhabitants to hia own house where he made use of every argument, and that 
failing, of every mode of intimidation to induce on their part an avowal of having , 
given bribes to Lakshmana Rao; he magnified the inquisitorial powers with which 
he had come into the district, saying that he was authorized to flog and non fine 
them on Virabharlradrug and Rayakottah and represented that my peshkar could 
not possibly escape conviction; wheu this had not the desired effect., he placed 
peons over them, prohibited their eating betel and performing the requisite 
ablutions; in short, by detaining them for a fortnight from their families by which 
several of them suffered in their private affairs and others, having been forced from 
their homes du ,-jng the celebration of their marriages, were in consequence obliged 
to postpone them for another year; to some he made the dunning of them, for the
payment. of their rents before they fell due, a plea for his rigour and by persever-· ' 
ina- in this manner on their fears and feelings, tbey wt:'ra wearied out and sub
sc~ibed to anything he chose to dictate; having thus gained his pomt, that his ' 
proceedings might have the appearance of free-,~il1, not compulsion, he had them 
brought to his kacbchel'i where in presence of witnesses they subscribed to the
accllsations thus extorted from them. When summoned to Tiruppattur he sent 
them under ppons 'who were directed not to t~ke them by the route of Krishna
giri ;a few of them, howe,:er, wh? ha? esc,aped t,he vigilance. of their escort fonnd 
their way to me representwg theIr sl~uatlOn when I desirea. them to proceed to-
Tiruppatt.uJ' and tell the truth. . . 

. 18. It having appeared to me of importance to ascertain whether or not 
Lakl;lhmana Rao. during his stay at Tirupp:tttur endeavoured, either himself or 
by elI1ployiog private agents, to tamper with the witnesses, they u11 gave it to mer 
~nQer their hands and on oath, that he had not, directly or indirectly.· . 
'. 19. I shall only add one more paragraph to this long lett~r, which is to disavow 

my intention in what I may have formerly written on. thi~ subject of attaching 
the smallest imputation on the conduct you were obliged to pursue in this busi
ness, for at 'the same time that I mentioned the apparent hardship of his case I 
was ready to acknowledge that with respect to him the· rules of strict justice' 
could not be adhered to from the necessity of counteracting any influence that 
might be used to suppress information. . 

• 
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39. 
LBtter-From--Lieu~.-CoI. ALEXANDER RUD, Superintendent and Collector, Bara-

mahal, etc. ' 
To--EDWABD SAUNIiEBS Esquire, etc., Presillent !lond Members, Revenue Board, 

. Fort St. George. . 
Dated-Baramshal, the 1st Novembel' 1798. . 

In June 1797 I laid-before you the case of one Seshaiya, a Sayar farmer, who 
had been deprived of his farm in 1792 before the expiration of his lease by 
Captain Graham my assistant (from a conviction 'of his having purchased it by 
bribing the kachcheri servants), with the correspondence between Captain Graham 
and me 011 the subject, and I was inconsequence directed to rt'port to you 
whether I had reason to believe that Seshaiya had obtained his farm by collusion 
and upon what proofs Oaptain Graham had founded his assertion. ~hough the, 
sentiments I had previously given in regard to the transaction were the l'e8ult of 
every information I had been able to procure on it,. I thought it necessary on 
receiving your instructions to make it the subject of another enquiry. Owing to 
the difficulty of ascertaining facts in a business of the kind from the endeavours 
of the criminal party to deceive or suppress the truth and from the incon venience 
I have found in turning from more important. matterg, it has lain over another 
twelve month; but however references like this may be delayed, it is my hope 
that no person within my jurisdiction shall ultimately suffer from a stagnation 
in the exercise !If my judicial functions.' Accordingly I now do myself the honour' 
of submitting all the documents that are neces!lary to your forming a judgment of 
the affair in question and, to facilitate the doing ·that, shall anuex suuh remarks 
upon them as occur to me in a review of them. 

Enclosure (1). 

Investigation into the means by which Seshaiya the renter of the sayar 
obtained his farm :- . 
• Kaul granted by Lieutenant-Colonel Read to Aruna(lhela Rao under date the-
17th of May and in the Hindu year Paridhavi or A.D. 1792:-' . 

(Translation): I have given and confhmed to ArunachelaRao a patti of Ijarafor 
the sayar of the taluk of Singarappet which is to take effect from t.he beginning of 
the Hindu year Paridhavi or 23rd March A.D. 1792 and to continue in forc~ until 
the succeeding month Phalgunam. the end of the bflfore mentioned year, correspond-. 
ing to 11th March 1793. The aforesaid sayar is to be collected agreeable to former 
usages and at the usual places, viz.--

Bara Marg or great road customs of Changama and Can very put. 
Am Marg, crORS road customs-Mettapa.lli,Pakal and Kammanellore. 
St,~la Bharti, taxes on commodities sold within the districts or farms. 

Besides discharging the sibbandi and claims of inamdars, r.usumdars, yeomiadars 
and mugg~madars, heis to pay twelve hundred cantary pagodas rent, which sum is 
to be paid conformable to the Sarkar kistbaJ1di and a receipt is to be taken for 
each payment. If he cannot pay the money on the day it becomes due, he is to 
have three days' grace and if' he does not discharge it at . the expiration of that 
time, he shall forfeit a fourth part of the instalment then due, which he shaU- pay 
in addition to it. He shall pay 5 per cent to thE' Amildars and Serishtadars and 
receive a receipt forthe same. '1'he Amildars and Serishtadars of districts who 
were allowed 5 per cent on their collections and no pay in 1792(3-

Enclosure (2) 

Ijara patti for the sayar of Singarappet granted by Captain Graham, Assistant 
'Collector, to Arunachela Rao and Seshaiya under date the 22nd of. September· 
1792, cantary pagodas 1800 per annum:- . 

(Translation) : I have given and confirmed to Arunachela Rao and Seshaiya .. 
inhabitants of Tiruppattur, a patti of ljara for the sayar of the taluk of Singarappet 
for the abovementioned yearly rent with permission to take the taragu faski 01" 

custom in kind upon articles brought to market for·sale. Besides discharging the
sibbandi and claims of inamdars, rusumdars, yeomiadarR, muggamadars, etc.,. 
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he is to pay eighteen hundred chackrams annual rent which sum is to be paid 
conformablo to the ~arkar kistbandi and.a receipt is to be ta~en for each payment. 
If he cannot pay the money on the day It becomes due. he IS to have three dAys' 
grace, and if he does TI0t discharge at the expiration of that time he shall forfeit 
a fourth part of the instalment then due, which he shall pay in addition to it. 

He shall pay five per c~nt to the Amildars and Serishtadars and receive a 
receipt for the same. 

Enclosure (i3). 

\ Complaint of Seshaiya, one of the Sayar farmers, to Lieutenaut'-Colouel Read 
Superintendent: --:. . . 

Remarks. 

His settlement was as follows: 
Settlement chs. 1,200 1 
Sibbandi 60 0 
Pensions, etc. 166 7 

Total 1,326 8 

I most submissively beg leave to 
repre::!ent this few lines to your honour, 
that in the first year Pal'idhavi. you 
granted me an Ijara patti for the sayar 
-of Sillgarappet for 1,~00 chackrams ; six 
months after, Mr. Graham gave me an
-otherpatta for the same year. The second 
year he gave to another man the said 
farm. [The] gentleman took high rent 
from me for the 1st year but not from 
the other ,£gr the ~nd year, which you 
will know by the following account viz: 

As appears by the dates of the pattis it 
was 4 and not 6 months after, but his first 

'patti took effect from the 23rd March. 

Account particular of sayar account of 
the Sillgarappet for the year Paridhavi 
:and Pramadicha :-

1st year rented by Seshaiya viz. : as 
per Ijara patti of Mr. Graham without 
including sibbandi, yeomia, and rusums 
.for the year Paridhavi ..• 1,800 chs. 

Sibbandi, yeomia and rusums paid 
by the Sayar farmer 300 

2,100 
2nd year rented by Ramaiya viz., as 

per Ijara patti including of sibbandi, 
yeomia and rusums for the year P:rama-
·dicha . ... 1,700 chs. 
Deduct the remissions by order 

of Mr. Graham on the recom
mendation of the kachcheri 
people... ... .•. .... ,600 

Total sum paid to theSarkar... 1,100 
Which sum deduct in the 1st years 1,10\) 
Difference between two years ... 1000. 

In the above 1,000 chackrams I have paid 
willingly or reasonably 370 andunwil
lingly and unreasonably paid the 630 on 
.borrowing and indebt.ed; you will always 
-enq nil'S very reasonably and charitably 
all the oa,uses. I beg you will enquIre the 
:same my oause and getme that 630 chack
rams. According to your order I was 
stand oath or swore about it before and 
waiting or about since these 10 months 
now you have given me au employ 
by which I will have ior my livelihood 
but J not capable to satisfy my debtors, 

The subjoined is a correct statement :--

Chs. 

'fotal 

True. difference 

1,800 0 0 
326 3 5i 

2.126 3 

1,9110 0 

533 
],377 

748 

6 1 
5 15 

9 6! 

As stated by Captain Graham in a 
subsequent letter, the above remissions 
were in consideration of an entire stop 
to all imports and exports throufJ'h the 
. 0 

Cheng-amma pass from the dapredationR 
of Chil N aik and the decrease of 
trade with Balaghat; but ;1iatever the 
cause, it is no concerning of t:;eshaiya who 
had it in his choice to a-ccept or reject 
the terms offered him th~ second time. 

By his statement the difference of 
the sums paid by him and his suocessor 
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because yO,u will please to comfort and 
nourish me from that trouble, the second 
year took the sayar farm by the Raman
nah as per above account of which some
time before the brother-in-law of the 
said Sayar farmer hag given .you a 
report so t,hat he collected 2,000 
chackrams in that year and he had 600 
chackrams of remission of the Ijllra 
patti on giving bribe to kMhcheri people 
for which the said brother·in-Iaw of the 
2nd year's Sayar farmer has given you 
muchalka for to approve that matter I 
beg you will send for him and enquire 
this cause by whom the Sarkar can get 
me this money. 

I am, Sir, 
Your most obedient anl1 humble 

servant, .. 
(Sd.) 8eshaiya Braminy. 

is. 1 ,000 but by the corrected statement 
it is only 748-9-6i. 

The same he paid willingly viz., 370 
beill~ deducted' from, that leaves only 
378-9-6i instead of 630-but on being 
informed of this and askecl if he would 
not be satified with the 378 instead of 
of the 630 he replies in the negative. 
affirming that though his statement be 
erroneous, his loss was 729 chackrams. 

It may be doubted that he sustained 
a loss because he bad held the farm six 
months when he agreed to keep it at the 
increased rent. 

His claim, however, is not weakened 
by the advantage he may have gained, 
but on his having been deprivE-d of what 
he would have gained by keeping the 
f~rm on the terms it was originally 
granted to him. 

If his successor collected only 2,OO() 
chackrams his profits could not have 
been considerable for having paid 
1,377-5-15, 622-4-1 only r-emained for 
himself and his sibbandi. 

Enclosure (4). 
IJetter from T. B. Hurdis, Esq., Tirupattur, dated 30th January "1796 to

Lieutenant Jamos George Graham, Assistant Collector, on the subject of Seshaiya's. 
complaint written by order of Lieutenant-Colonel Read. Superintendent :-

A complaint has been lodged in the Collector's .kachcheri by a man named 
Seehaiya, who with another named Arunachalam rented the sayar of Singarappet 
in Paridhavi fora supersession of kauI and upon advanced terms of that year's 
rent. 

l::leshaiya states that he received kaul from the Collector under date the'17th 
May in Paridhavi which kaul was to have effect from the 23rd March preced-, 
ing until the 11th March succeeding, being for lunar year, his rent was settled 
at . Chs. 1,200 1 0 

"Sibbandi 60 0 0 
Yeomi~ 66 7 0 

Total 1,326 8 0 

Upon this kaul he made his first payment to the Sarkar amounting to-
436-4-0 after whicl;t 11e was sent for to your kachcheri and confined about 40 days; 
he was at that time informed Lala had offered 1,800 chackrams, was ordered to
give up his accounts to Lala and account to him for the amount he had coUected ; 
he pleaded the Collector's kaulbut was told he had obtained it by bribing 
the Collector's kachcheri which was the cause of his imprisonment. 

The threat.s of Lala to whom he was given up by Pisselpaddy Venkata Rao· 
and Lakshmana Rao induced him to take.the kaul then offered him which in 
effect snperseded the kaul granted him by the Collector. 'rhis kalil' was dated 
the 22nd September to· commence ·fl'om the 23th March preceding· and to end 
ori the 11th March succeeding, this also being for the lunar year the settlement 
was fOr" ,... Chs. 1,800 0 0 

Sibbandi 9Q 0 0 
Yeomia 166· 7 0 

Total 2,0567 0 

. On this· appearance he pleads the ha-ying incurred a loss equal to. 729-9-{) 
the amount difference bet~eeJ:l the kaulglven by the Collector and the one 
granted by you. 
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As it appears Captain Read's kaul was superseded by the one granted by 
you of the before mentionell date and as the Captain recoUp-cts some order trans-
mitted you by him from Salem in respect to the renter of the sayar he desires to 
have your reasons,for malting the alterations complained of. 

Enolesure (5). 

Captain Graham's reply to Captain 
Alexander Read, Superintendent, Ceded 
-districts, &c., dated Palacode 11th 
Fe~ruary 17 \;16 :-

Ourrent business has hitherto pre
vented my replying to a letter received 
Borne dayg ago through your assistant 
Mr. Hurdis on the subject of the 
Singarappet sayar as settled by me 
iu Paridhavi. I shall' give you the 
particulars with as much correctness a.s 
the distance of time will admit. 

1. When at Tiruppattur I employed 
Virasawmy and Moniga.r Ramiah as 
-spies to gain information of abuses; 
among many assertions made. by them 
-one was that the sayar of Singarappet 
had been disposed of to a very great 
disadvantage in consequence of mis
representation ano an industrious sup
pression of accounts, that Seshaiya and 
Vekatachel whose names had been 
inserted in the patta were the mere 
agents of Zemiudar Narayan Chetty 
and Muhammad Khan an intimate friend 
-of Yusa who, they did not scruple to 'l'his sort of collusion is so prevalent in.. 
say, had himself a share iu the concern; revenue transactions that I do not think: 
the two former on being questioned it improbable but it is impossible to 
.acknowledged that they had; strongly ascertain the fact. 
impressed with an idea tha t a part of 
the above might be true, I thought [it] -. 
incumbent upon me to prosecute my 
enquiries and the result induced me to 
invite candidates, not for the sayar of 
Singarappet alone but for that 'of the -
()ther districts. Seshaiya and his co-
partner could not by any means be 
induced - to give in the real account 
()f their collections; a fabricated one was 
prod uced which they of cou:rse made to 
correspond Dr:'arly with the amount of 
their bariz. 

2. I had information, however, 
from various quarters as well as from 
the equivocation of the Karnam, that 
their profit had been unreasonable and I 
was convinced of it from LaIa's having 
come forward with an offer of 1,800 
pagodas, an offer which, making a differ
ence to revenue of 600 pagodas fot one 
district only, I did not think myself 
warranted to reject whatever might have 
been urged by the other party. 

• 

'rhis was natural and by no means 
criminal, but I have not been able to 
ascertain whether it was done or not. 

However unreasonable their profit 
may have been deemed, they had a fair 
right to it; only afforded reason to pro
cure bett.eroffers for the sayar the 
~nsuing year. 

It has been foond on enquiry in which 
Captain Graham's peshkar and LaIa were 
present that Seshaiya did not get the 
farm of Lala but- bid -him by offering 
1,800 for it while his patti was making 
out for 1,'700. 
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Those people assert that they have 
in consequence been . great 10serR. I 
-cannot reconcile this assertion with a 
-circumstance within my own knowledge, 
namely" their having given Lala a 
doceur for his ceasing to importune them 
fortheiracco'untsand consenting to trans
fer the farm to them." It should also 
be considered that t he remaining months 
were likely to be the most productive 
and if, according to their own confession, 
they had not hitherto lost. by the farm, 
and their having acknowledged so much is 
.a proof that they must have gained, it was 
not likely, enhanced as their rent was, 
they become sufferers afterwards. Why 
they ha.ve till now delayed laying their 
-complaint before you is best· known to 
those concerned; they have . probably 
-concealed the chief reason for their 
-confinement which wai'l their having been 
acC"nsed of paying rusums to a certain 
person whose name is Chil Naick. Not 
having been then in the habit of keeping 
-copies of letters, I" cannot affirm bul 
think that all these particulars were re
presented to you. I can speak with more 
-certainty to the tenor of your reply in 
which you highly approved of my having 
raised the customs 2,000 chackrams j 
there was then no hint given of the im
propriety of snperseding kaul to which 
such powerful motives induced me. 
Trusting that they will also operate 
with you in my justification. 

The reason for their having delayed 
the coming forward with their complaint 
may be that they did not knoW-com
plaints against the Sarkar would be 
attended to till they saw it was the case. 

Their having paid Chil Naick: rusums; 
i~ true, must have proceeded from 
necessity and not from choice. All the 
head inhabitants of some districts did the 
same till the agents of Ohi! N.aick were 
apprehended and efficient protection 
afforded the ryots against his depre
dations. 

I ma.y.have approved of the increase 
without adverting to the means by 
which it was obtained. If I were 
acquainted with them and approved, I 
was wrong. .Men's opinion of right and 
wrong improves as in other things, 
Otherwise the young and the old would 
be equally capable of judging on all 
cases. 

Enclo8UTe (6). 

Extract of a letter from" the Superin
tendent to the Revenue Board, dated 
7th June 1797:-

Having from a pre~sure of business 
suffered a matter of this nature to lie 
over a considerable time, I embrace this 
opj)Qrtunity of laying it Lefore[you J. It 
is a complaint of one Seshaiya, a farmer 
of the sayar, against one of my assistants 
()r, as superintendent of their co:t;lduct, 
against myself. In 1201 the first year 
of our management I rented the customs 
of Singarappet to him for I ,200 chack
rams exclusive of sibbandi and rUSUIDS 
and he held the farms for that rent five or 
six months, during which time Captain 
Graham was enabled to ascertain that. 
ml1ch more should have been demanded 
for it and in consequence gave the farm 
in rent before his term of agreement was 
expired to another man for 1,800. 
Though that was irregular, it might be 
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considered as excuseable on account of 
our liableness at first to imposition but 
admit.ting that whatever his profits were 
py the concern he had a fair right to them, 
no more should have been demanded of 
him than the amount of his kists due at 
the time of his supersession. It is 
probable that was done and that his 
havil)g fallen into 'arrears waf:! the cause 

_ of requiring his accounts which he would 
nC\t Rubmit for examination. However 
that may be, he was removed and he com
plains of having sustained a Joss thereby 
of G3U· chackrams or :;25 star pagodas. 
The papel's F· being composed of his peti
tion (No. 1.), the result of my assistant 
MI', HUl'dis' enquiry into his case (No.2.), 
and Captain Graham's reply (No.3.) I 
refer to them for more particular infor
mation concerning it. If the nature of 
it excite any surprise at its being suhmit
ted to your consideration you may be assu
red from the same circumstance that no 
personal considerations obstruct the due 
course of justice in these .districts. 

. It does not appear from enquiry tha.t. 
was the case. . . 

Enclosure (7). 
Letter from the Board of Revenue to 

Lieutenant-Colonel . Alexander Read, 
Superintendent of th~ Ceded districts, 
dated Fort St. George, 15th June 179 7 :~ 

I am directed to acknowledge the 
teceipt of your letter of the 7th instant 
with its enclosures; you will hel'e!)'fter 
receive the Board's Orders resptlcting 
the remi~sions you have recommended 
should be granted on the settlempnt of 
fasH ] 205. . Meanwhile you will be 
pleased to report to the Board whuther 
you have reason to believe that 
Seshai) a obtained the rent of the cus
toms at Singarappet by collusion as is 
strongly asserted by Captaiu Graham 
and upon what proofs he founded his 
a8sertion, If the farm were thus im
properly obtained and Seshaiya refused 
to render his accounts to the Sarkar 
when required. the Board do not con
sider [him] en titled to any refup.d, but if 
that be not slIh,tantiated. they are of 
opinion the kaol ought not to have been 
annulled and that he is entitled to pay
ment of the whole difference 'between 
the first and st'cond kaul-copies of both 
you will send for the Board's informa..: 
tiOll. 

It has not been possible to prove any 
collusion and it appears that Captain 
Graham only believed the information ' 
he received from his people. 

A Collector must depend in some 
degree on his people and they will oft"en 
deceive, Nevertheless the collusion was 
very probable. The Sarkar had no, 
absolute right to insist on ,the farmer's 
accounts, His contract was a specula
tion and as he PlUst .stand to losses, he 
had a right to profits.' Failure in his, 
payments would justify the Sarkar's 
requiring his accounti;! as constituents 
require those ofa bankrupt, but I have-

. not four-d that Seshaiya had failed in 
the regularity of his payments. 

Enclosure (8). 

Letter from Lieut.-Col. A. Read to Captain Graham, Assistal1t Collector,., 
dated 31st October 1797.-
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As y?U may reD?-ember, one Seshaiya who was a far~er of the saYal' of Singa~ 
rappet,- eIther on hIS own account or for some person else, ill !J2/3 complained 
to me iu January 1796 of your having superseded the kaul I bad given him by 
which he was a loser, he said, of 729 chs. and Mr. Hurdis haviug iuvestigated the, 
busine~s, I employed hhn to write you requ€sting to be informed of your, , reasonS 
fl>r the supersession which you gave in a letter, dated the 11th February 
following. 

You stated that having been informed the sayal' of Singarappet had been dis
posed of at a very great disadvantage in consequence of misrepresentation and 
an industrious suppression' of accounts and having had reason, from another 
mau's coming forward with an offer of a third more than his rent, to believe your 
information was true, you thought fhe cont.inning him in his situation upon the 
terms he had received it would not have been justifiable. 

I am of opinion that under those circumstances I should have removed 
him myself and I recollect my having at thA time expressed my satisfaction at 
yoilr increase of the sayar, though I,was not acqnainted probably with aU the 
drcuIDstances of his removal or supersession and could not have approved 
-of it without the being very certain of his having bribed my people to procure 
him the term!! he got. Resting. the justice or injustice of his claim to a 
refund upon that, I assembled the people here who had been concerned with him 
in the farm and made them all swear as to the means employed to obtain their 
settlement when they all swore thatit was not by bribing or any unfair means 
whatever. As there was no carrying a matter of the kind farther and a court of 
justice would decide against us for an infringement of our engagement under 
whatever circumstances it might have ~en made, I referred it at last to the 
Revenue Board and enclose its answer by which you will see that it rests hifl 
pretensions as we both have done upon the means he employed to' procnre his 
farm. Though as already mentioned I have endeavoured to ascertain them, I 
wish to have anothf}l' trial with the assistance of such of your people as are best 
.acquainted with the circumstances of the supposed collusion and if you will send 
them here about the 9th of next month, I will form a committee' of three 
gentlemen who will be here to discover the truth if possible. As the Board 
desires to be furnishAd with copies of both the kauls that were granted him I 
will trouble you for them with translations. 

Enclo,~ure (9). 

Extract of a letter from Captain 
Graham to Lieut. Col. Read, dated 3rd 
.August 1798 :.:-

In consequence of your letter dated 
the 1st instant on the subject of 
Seshaiya, Sayar farmer, I beg leave 
:p.ow to transmit for your perusal a 
paper in Hinduvi accompanied by a 
translation in English .and delivered to 
me a short time ago by one Arnagiraiya, 
the survivor of two brothers who made 
an offer in your kachcheri for the sayar 
-of Singarappet in fasU 1202 of Ps. 1400 
-thi!l offAr for reasons with which I am 
unacquainted was rejected and the 
farm was given to Seshaiya and Aruna
~halaiya for .Ps. 1200. 

As appears from the letter on this 
subject under date the ~ 1 th Febr,uary 
1796, having on my arnval at Tunp
pattiir during your absence to the 
.southward received information that 
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the value of the farm in question had 
been greatly under-rated which assertion 
seeming to be corroborated by the 
superior offers made for it, not less 
than pagodas 1,800, raised in my mind a 
suspicion that there must have been 
some collusion on the part of your 
kachcheri; this was still more confirmed 
by additional information obtained from 
Arnagiraiya and his brother Venkate
sa\ya, since ~ead, of their offer having 
been rejected and of their having been 
tu..rned out of the kachcheri in. an 
ignominious manner for having made it, 
and also from intelligence given by one 
Virasawmy and Monigar Ramaiya'that 
the persons in whose name the kaul for 
pagodas 1,200 bad been granted were 
merely the agents of a junto who 
from motives of self interest had eithel' 
suppressed accounts or were negligent 
in their enquiries respecting the value 
of the farm in question. Virasawmy 
has, I believe, since left the country 
and Monigar Ramaiya is either at or in. 
the vicinity of Tiruppattur and will, if 
his fears do not prevent hi m, if called 
upon, confirm what I have stated-but 
if it be true that Arunachalaiya and his 
brot her were turned out of the kachcheri, 
the circuIDstan"e must be known to 
many persons resident at Tiruppattur~ 
nnless, as is very probable, the dread of 
giving' offence to' men in power and of 
the consequence to them, should a prose
cution Dot lead to-conviction, may 
render any attempt to get at the truth 
abortive. 

Seshaiya who had held the farm six 
months having given 50 per cent· more
for.-the farm than his first settlement 
proves that Captain Graham's suspicion 
of its having been under-rented was 
just and that fact is strong presumptive
proof t.hat he obtained it at ~rst by 
means of collusion. Arnagiraiya and 
Yenkatachelaiya having been turned out 
of the kachcheri would be a still greater
reason to believe there was a collusion. 
but that circumstance could not be sub
stantiated for Monigar Ramaiya" on 
whose evidence Captain Graham lays 
a streas, confessed that all the intelli
gence he gaye concerning that affair
was only hearsay. 

It is of no conSequence who offered 
for ~hefarm or whom [it] was procured 
for. A farm is like anything else put up
to sale and there is no connection 
between the offers made and the real 
value of it. 

.As already mentioned he deposed 
that all he said was only hearsay but 
he may have been suborned by my 
people. 

Enclosure (10). 

'rranslatioil of a kaiflyatniimii written by .Anniiji, Kllrnam of Kunnattur taluk, and 
delivered to 1;he Sarkar on !'3rd August 1798. 

When Col. Read came to TirupPltt,tur 
in the month Vaisakh of Paridhavi sam
vatsar and iRsued a proclamation inviting 
candidates for the .sayar of Singarappet, 
Seshaiya,. Khadir Sahib Lubbai and 
VenkateRaiya came fOt'ward with their 
respecti ve off~rs .. SeRhaiya bid 1200 
cantary pagodas, Khadir Sahib 1300, 
and VenkateRaiylt said he would give one 
quarter more t,han they offered. On 
hearing this fleQla,ration Narayanappah 
and Muhammad Muaa, called out to 
V &nkatesaiya I You being .Ami! of 
Javadipur must have made a great deal 

. of money to come forward with so ~reat 
an offer.' On hearing this, Venkate-

• 



. .JUSTICE· 177. 
, 

saiya went_ to his house-afterwards 
Virasawmy and Ramaiya, who were at 
that time in the service of the Sarkar, 
informed Mr. Graham that Narayanap
pa and Muhammad Musa, without the 
knowledge of Col. Read and suppressing 
the advantage of the Sarkar, gave away 
farms to such persons only as were 
agreeable to them. When Mr. Graham 
went to Tiruppattllf he sent fOf Vira
sawmy and Hamaiys. and desired that 
they would bring before him socb 
persons as bad made thp. higbest offers 
for the farm upon which they produced 
Venkatesaiya and myself; opon this 
Mr. Graham gave orders to Lakshmana 
Rao that the farm should be again pot 
op to the highest bidder and Lalaji 
Kuran having made an offer of 1800 
cantary pagodas and Seshaiya being 
desired to give in a statement of his 
gross collections, he said that he would 
take the farm on the same terms and 
took a kaul from the Sarkar to that 
amollnt. Afterwards Mr. Graham having 
demanded hi~ former patti, he refu~ed 
to give it up although the other farmers 
surrendered theirs. At tllis time Sesb.:. 
aiya having reserved his former patti 
DOW comes forward with a litigation. 
I have thus represented the particulars 
of this business as they occurred in my 
presence. 

(Signed.) Annaji.. 

(Translated from a Persian version by 
J. G! Graham, Assistant Collector.) 

This is very. probable being the 
prac.ticeof perhaps all kachcheris~ but 
impossible· to be proved. . 

As appeared in enquiry when Laksh
mana Rao, Captain Graham's peshkar, 
was present, Lala offered only 1700. and 
Seshaiyabidding 1800 procured the farm 
at that rent. 

Enclosure No. (11). 

Lakshmana Rno, Captain Graham's peshkar; having been sworn gives 
deposition :-

When Captain Graham came to 
Tirllppattur in the year Pal'idhavi or 
A.D. 17Y2 two persons named Vira
swamy and Ramaiya came· to him and 
said that at the time of renting out the 
Singarappet sayar Muhammad .Musa and 
Nal'ayanappa had given it to a great 
disadvantage which information Captain 
Graham tookdown in writing and asked 
them what evidence t.hey lmd to produce 
in support of their assertion. They 
mentioned Venkatesaiya and Annaji, 
and Captain Graham sent for them ~nd 
interrogated them on. the subject and 
they answered that they had offered 
a greater sum for the sayar tban t~e 
present . renter . paid· for it. Captam . 
Graham .then ordered Vil'aswamy, 

. 23·· 

'l'hewhole of this deposition and the 
following enquiry were taken down by 
Captain Symons whil~ I was at the 
Pt'esidency and the evidences being 
detained till my return, I went through 
the whole of them: myself. .. 
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Ramaiya., Venkatesaiya and Aunaji to 
attend Ion] me which they did and told 
me that Captain Graham had ordered 
me to put up the sayar again and give 
it to t.hehighest bidder. On this I went 
to Captain Graham and asked if he ,had 
given such an order a,nd he sent for 
Seshaiya and Arunachala Rao and asked 
them what bribes they had given for the 
saY8:r, and they denied having given 
atty. Afterwards he sent them to me 
and I went to him and said Col. Read'!; 
patti for 1,200 pagodas is in their 
possession and he desired it might be 
taken from th~m for his perusal; I 
returned to the kachcheri and in the 
name, of Captain Graham demanded the 
patti, they answered they had lost it and 
again said that they had it not with 
them whioh I represented to Captain 
Graham and he remarked that they must 
have the patti and did not like to 
surrender it, and that if they did not 
give it up he would put the sayar up 
again. I informed Seshaiya and Aruna-
chala Rao of this oiroumstance and 
Lala Jai Kuran having offered. 1,700 
pagodas, _ I communicated the offer to 
Captain Graham who told me to make it 
known to them and to ask them if they 
would give more; they refused and a 
patti was making out for Laia J'ai Kuran 
when Seshaiya and Arunachala Rao 
agreed but Captain Graham would not 
give it to them unless they gave more 
than Laia J ai Kuran and they .consentpd 
to give 1,800 pagoda!.!.' After this an 
aocount of their oollections for the three 
preceding months was taken fr9mthe 
kli\rnam" of the sayar named Ra.japillai. 
and 'delivered back to them. At this 
time Viraswamy and Kamaiya reported 
that' Zemindar Narayana Chetty and 
Muhammad Khan. had a share in the 
farm, and on th~ir being sent for and 
i~terrogated on the' subject, they 
aCknowledged it be BO, butdeni~d having 
brtbed any person for tQ favour. them in 
that respect. 

Viraswamy and Ramaiya also gave 
information that Seshaiya and Aruna
ohala Rao were indebted to the SarkaI' 
on account of collecting the sayar pre
vious to the commencement of their first 
patti and Captain Graham put them into 
confint"ment where they remained nearly 
a month and the matter was enquired 
into and settled and they were released. 

As Lala had offered only 1,700 and 
Seshaiya got the farm by out-bidding 
100 more, it does not appear that 
Seshaiya giving him a docenr, which 
Captain Graham was informed he had 
done, was at all neoessary to his procur
ing it. 

Here it appears, that Seshaiya. and his 
pal'tner had given up their accounts, 
one of the oircumst.ances on which your 
Board has rested their claims to a 
refund. 

Q.-Were Seshaiya arid Arunachala Rao confined more than once, a.nd do you 
know if Seshaiya. Arunachala Rao. Naraya~a Chetty and Mub.ammad Khan gave 
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any sum of money by way of a bribe to Muhammad Musa and Narayanappa in 
con~ideration of their le~ting them have the sayar at an under-rate?, -

A.-I do not know but was told so by Yiroswamy and .Ramaiya.. 
Q.-Do you know if Mnhammad M usa or N ara,yanappa had a share in renting 

out the sayar? 
A.-No. 
Q.-Do you know anything of Seshaiya and Arunachala Rao being put into 

confinement for having paid money to Chil Naick? , ' 
A.-1 have a faint recollect,ion.of Viraswamyand Ramaiya. saying something 

,about their having an intercourse with Chil Naick's people by allowing them to 
take a rusum which was one of the causes ,of their oeing confined at that time. 

Q.-Were the accounts true that the karnam gave in for the preceding three 
months?' " " 

A.-'-The accounts were not examined but I believe they were true, they were 
delivered backto them in the same. state as they were given in. 

Q.--Why did not you examine the accounts? ' 
A.-In the meantime they agreed to an increase of rent and there was no 

occasion for to do so. ' 
Q.-Did the karnam make any equivocations respecting the accounts ? 
A.-No. 
Q.-'-Do you know anything of Seshaiya and Arunachala Rao giving a doceur to 

Lala Jai Kuran ? . 
A.-No. 
Annaji, karnam, being duly sworn repeats what he has already asserted in 

kaifiyatnama which he gave to Captain Graham. ' 
Q.-Do you know if Muhammad Khan,Seshaiya., Arunachala. Rao and Narayana 

Chetty gave a bribe to Muhammad Musa. and Narayanappa· for their ijiri patti 
for the sayar of l3ingarappet in the,yea.r Paridhavi P 

A.-No. ' 
Q.-Do you know if Muhammad Musa or Narayanappa had a share in renting 

the sayar? 
A.-No. 
Q.--Have you any evidence to produc~ in support of the assertions contained 

in your kaifiyatnama ? 
A.-No. . 
Q.-Can't you particularise any person that was present at the time the sayar 

was put up? ' 
A.-No. 
Q.-Was Ramaiya present? 
,,A.-He was in prison. , 
Ramaiya deposeth upon oath that he was not present in the kachcheri when 

the sayar was put up. ' _ . 
Q.-Have you. any personal knowledge of the matter? 
A.-No.- . 
Q.--Did you not acccompany Viral:lwamy to Captain Gra~am an~ lodge. an 

informfltionagainst Muhammad Musa and Narayanappa respectlDg thelr havmg 
rented out the sayar to a disadvantage? .. 

A.-1 was in company with Viraswamy and saw him take down in writing 
such information from Annaji karnam, but I mysE# said nothing on the subject. 

SE'shaiya, the Sayar 'farmers being on oath is questioned Oli account of th~ 
Sarkar. '. 

Q.-Did you pay any money directly or indirectly by way of a bribe for your 
patti to Muhammad Musa and Narayanappa? ' .,; 

A.-No. .. .. 
Q._ Had Muhammad l\I usa and N arayanappa a share in the proqt of your patt\,? 
A_N~ . 
Q.-Who were co-partners with you,? 

, A.-::-Narayana Chatty Zemindar and Muhammad Khan • 
. Q.-Do you know ,if Narayana Chetty or Muhammad Khan paid anything 

byway of a doceur to Muhammad 1\<1usa or Narayanappa? 
A.-No. " 

23-A 
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Q.-Do you recollect that Venkateshaiya marle an offer for the sayar r 
A.-No. . 
Q.-Did you ever saw Venkateshaiya and his brother Annaji in the kachcheri ? 
A.--,,-Yes. ..:' , '..' 
Q.-Did all candida,tes make their offel's at the same time? 
A.·-No. 
Naraya~a Chetty being put upon oath is called in arid -questioned. 
Q.-When Seshaiya and Arunachala Uao made an offer for the sayar of 

Singarappet, was you present i~ th~ kachcheri ? . . 
. A.-Yes.. . 
\. Q.~Was you present in the kachcheri when Venkateshaiya made an offer 

for the sayar of Singarappet? 
A'7"No.. . 
Q.-Do you knQw anything respecting his having made such an offer? ' -
A.-Venkateshaiya once aske4 me to go partner with him in farmfug the 

sayar. '. ' 
Q.-Did youat,tend daily at the kachcheri ? 
A.-:-Yes. . 
Q.-Inyour presence did ever Venkateshaiya make an offer for the sayar? 
A.-:-Np. . . 
Q.-In your presence did Muhammad Musa and Narayanappa say to Venkate" 

shaiya • You being Amn of J avadipur must have made a great deal of money to 
come forward with so great an offer'? 

A.-.No.· '. -
Q.-Hav~ you a share in the sayar farm P. 
A.-,-Yes. . 
Q.---,Did you or any of your partners give anything by way of a bribe directly 

or indirectly to Muhammad Musa or Narayanappa in consideration of. their 
letting you the sayar at a low rent? . ' 

A . ...--No. 
Q.-If anyone of your partners had given anything in that way to them, 

wonld such a circumstance come to your knowledge? 
A.-Certainly, for it must have been paid out of the profits or by a contribu. 

tion fL'om the :whole of us. 
. Obs~rvatjon ,of Lakshmana Rao, Captain Graham's peshkar, on the conduct 

of Ramaiya:-Viraswamy and Ramaiya represented to Captain Graham that 
Narayana Chetty was employed in settling the first Jamabandi and that availing 
himself of his situation he had taken a share in the sayar farm and in consequence 
of which he had given it to Seshaiya at an undel·-rate. . 

Ramaiya being again called in is cautioned on account of the Sarkar and ( 
has L akshm ana Rao's observation read to him and makes the following reply:
Viraswamy wa·s the person that gave the information to Captain Graham. !tis 
true that I was standing by but I only said that Narayana Chetty had a share 
in the sayar farm. I would not say that he had lowered the rent on that account 

-'.for I knew he had nothing to do_with the renting it out. 
Q.-Do you know if Seshaiya or any of his partners gave a doceur to Lala Jai 

Kuran to transfer the farm to them? . . 
. A.-No. 

Q.-to Narayana Chetty.-Was YOll employed by the Sarkar in settling the 
Jamabandi of the year Paridhavi or A.D. 1792 P . 

A.-No. 
A Brahmin named Ramaiya having been produced by Annaji and beiug duly 

sworn deposeth that when he was standing outside of the kachcheri one day, 
Venkateshaiya, came out 'and told him that he had offered 1200 pagodas and 
'another person had bid 1300 on which he said he would give a quarter more for 
the Singarappet sayar on which some one called out' You shall not have it.' 

The present evidence Ramaiya having contradicted himself is palpa.ble; his 
. ~~~timony is rejected as 110t. deserving of bEllief.. . '.' : 

Venkateshaiya being dead and Viraswamy l1aving left the country and t.here 
being no more evidences, the investigation is Closed. . 
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Summary. 

Upon a consideration of the evidence 
that has been produced in the course of 
the investigation, the Sayar farmer did 
not refuse to give up his accounts, for 
Lakshmana Raa says the karnam 
:surrendered them without a demur; 
but 8.S Seshaiya consented to an increase 
-of rent, the accounts were not examined 
-and it is only known from hear-say 
that Seshaiya obtained a great profit on 
the collections of the first three months. 

With regard to Sesl\aiya's having 
,given a docent' to Lala Jai Kuran not to 
jmportune ,him about his accounts, he 
had no reason to do ,"0; that accounts 
were in the publiC kachcheri and on 
:8eshaiya's acceding to the new: terms' 
they were given back to him, without 
passing through the hands of Lala Jai 
Kuran who had nothing to do with the 
transaction. The only sign of a collusion, 
havin~ taken place between ::5eshaiya 
and his partners and Muhammad Musil, 
and Narayanappa is' what they said to 
Venkateshaiya in the public kachcheri 
whtln he offered for the sayar, viz., 
'You being Amil of Javadipur must 
bave made a great deal of money to 
come forward with so great an offer.' 
IJ:owever, it' is:, true Annaji has 
produced a' per~on caUed Ramaiya, t9 
prove that" Venkateshaiya made the 
greatest offer for the sayar which w,,"s 

'rejected, but little confidence can, be 
placed on the deposition of this evidence, 
for at first he said he heard Venkates
haiya offer 1,200' pagodas and another 
bid 1,300 and Venkateshp.iya offered a 
quarteJ," more and some one in the kach
cheri called out ' You shall not have it ;' 
and again the same evidence being put 
on his oath says Venkateshaiyllo told 
bimso. 'fherefore his .testimony only 
-amounts to hear-say and as he is also 
the relation and cook of Annaji, his 
veracity seems questionable. 

Neither Lakshmana Rao, Captain 
Graham's peshkar, or Annaji and Ramai
yo. can even assert, much less prove, that 
any Bum of money directly or indil'ectly 
was paid by either of the partners in 
the sayar farm' to Muhammad Musa ,or 
Narayanappa nordo,es it appear, as 
-stated by Viraswamy, that Narayana 
Chetty had anything ~o do' with rent
ing out the sayar, 

N.B.---,.This summary IS by Captaip. 
, Symons entirely and was drawn up 
while I was at Presidency. It may 
therefore be considered as more im

, partial than if I had drawn it up, as my 
Qwn kachcheri people have been arJ,"aign
ed as a party in the transactions which 
are the subject of enquiry. 

I may 'nevertheless' observe that 
though every question has been put 
'to Lakshmana Rao, who as peshkal' bf 
Captain Graham must have been 
acquainted with everything that ,was 
~nown concerning the sayar, it does not 
appear from hi,s·' deposition that any 
collu.!!ion was practised by Seshaiya or 
his partners either the first or secop.d 
time of their renting it,or that ,they 
refused to give' up their accountB-;-the 
two circumstances on which your Board 
have rested the merits of his caus'e., 

It appears that enquiry cannot be 
carried any further and I hope the fore
going will be found by your Board 

. sufficient to decide tln the case of 
the complainant. 

On comparing the rent mentioned in " 
Seshaiya's first patti with th~ rent of the 
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suceeding years and th~ remission made 
by the l::)arkarJ it does not appear that it 
Was given to him at an under·value. 

40. 
Letter-Frolll-0aptain J. G. GBAHAH, Assistant Oollect,or. 

To-Lieutenant-Oolonel AUlU.NDEB READ, Superintendent and. Collectol-.. 
Ceded Districts. 

Dated--Daulatabad, the 2nd January 1799. 

, Having included in my estimates for the last and current fasli years a head 
of diRbursement for ' Panchayats J or na.tive courts of arbitration, I have, on the
idea that it may prove satisfactory both to you and th~ Board, employed the few 
moments I could spare from the daily routine of business in translating from 
the Hinduvi some of the decisions which took place last year in my OWD kach
,cheri. 

2. Those moments having been subject, to frequent interruptions, accuracy 
will scarcely be expected, mistakes and'omissions will occur, but I shall hop& 
that, as something new, this attempt at giving a specimen of the modes in which 
the native courts decide on the causes brought before them may be acceptable. 

3. As' explanatory of ,the corresponding yearil, months and days in th& 
Christian and Hindu calendars, tables· are annexed. ' 

4. I think this a. proper occasion to mention that, a'1 affording a fund of 
curious information on the jurisprudence of the natives and useful for futur& 
reference, I.have carefully preserved and registered all decisions, whether in 
my own or the district kachcheris; that have been marle since the commence-

.ment of the last fasli. It is also not irrelevant to state that when a cause is 
finally closed, copies of the proceedings are delivered to the parties 'signed bi 
the Collector, and another entered in the dufters. 

5. Being (If opinion that complainants should at all times find easy access to
the' Collector, during his hours of business, there are no stated period!jl for hearing 
them: from the hours of 9 in the morning till 4 or 5 in the evening being daily 
devoted to that and the, other duties of his station. 

DECISIONS BY THE NATIVE OOURT OF PASCHAYAT OR ARBITRATION IN THB NORTHERN 
DIVISION K~CRCHERl; FROM THE 12TH JULY 1797 TO lHE 11TH JULY 1798. 

Kachcheri, 27th Jnly 1797., 

CASE No. (l).-Kandappa Mudali versus Jayaram. 

Kandappa MudaJirepresents that he took into his service, for the purpose of 
collecting out-standing balances of trade, one Jayaram at the rate of one pagoda. 
for month as pay. The said Jayaram told the plaintiff that there was a friend 
of his caped Baljiwar Rama in the village of Perumbala who would purchase for
him any quantity of bees-wax he chose at the rate. of 8 rupees per maund, .and 
that he would hold himself responsible for any loss he might sustain, by making 
Rama advances of cash; the plaintiff trusting to this 8ssuranc~, gave at one time
into the hand of the defendant to be deliver.ed to Perumbala Rama 6 pagodas 
or 191 rupees; accordingly .Tayaram and the said Rama having made enquiry ~n 
the vicinity of Perumbala for bees-wax, purchased and brought to, him 1 mau:p.d 
and 17l seers-price III rupees, thread which cost 1 rupee, 1 bullock 61 rupees~. 
total 19 rupees, leaving a balance on Jayaram of one half rupee; another time the 
plaintiff gave the defendant 6 pagodas or 191 rupees~ making the whole amount 
of balance against him 20 rupees, both persons .went as before in quest of wax,. 
which not being able to procure, Jayaram leaving his companion at his village-

• Printed at the enli oC thili YO!Bme. 
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bl'Qught in lieu thereof 3 cows as follows :-One cow price 5-rupees, 1 cow at 
6 rupees and 1.c~w at 8 rupees, total 19 rupees and Jayaram promised to make 
good the remalnmg rupee. I also have in my posse~sion a bond of his for 4! 
pagodas being ready money iLdvanced to him. I also let him have two ~)\~lIock: 
valu«;l.5 pago?as, m~king the .whole balance against defe~dan~ 1 rQpee and !ill 
pagodas; besides thiS; he. rece1ved from Arumugam Mudah 8 pagodas iLnd from 
1;he writer Peru mal N aick 1 pagoda, tota19 pagodas for which he has given goods 
to the amount of 8 pagodas-balance to be paid by him 1 pagoda.. 

. Jayaram's ~epreBentation :-For the 7}lagodas received from ArulUugam and 
the 1 pag~da given me by Perum!"lu, I .delivered the equivalent iA goods. l deny 
that there IS a balance 9£ 1 pagoda agamst me. I have served Kandappa Mudali 
for 6 months, and the amount of my pay for that period viz., li pagodas is still 
due me, .besides which I have a claim upon him for 2 pagooas on account of the 
trouble I took in purchasing bees-wax and for him at Perumbala, and he still 
owes me a quarter of a pay for the trip to VellQre. 

The Panchayat decide as follows :-Thedefendant Jayaram having dE!clared 
upon oath that he received but 7 pagodas from the plaintiff, the latt~r is to 
relinquish 1 pagoda of the 8 said by him to have been given. 
·2. The defendant being asked regarding pay due by' him to his. servant 
Jayaram. replied that the merchant Muthaiya and school.master (Wadiar), inhabit
ants of Kammanellore. were acquainted with that circumstances as they were the 
people before whom Jayaram in adjusting their accounts gave his bond to the 
plaintiff for 41 pagodas. , 

3. Those two witnesses being summonf,d to court .state ~hat it was true they 
settled the amount between plaintiff and defendant and were in possession of the 
documents from an investigation of which it appeared to t.hem that Jayaram was 
indebted to Kandappa Mudali 26~ rupees or 8 pagodas, that Jayaram having said 
the defendant must first settle with him for 6 months' pay, they deducted 2l 
months_d~ririg which he was absent and substantiating his claim for 3t montlJs' 
payor pagodas 3t they subtracted that gum from'the above 8 pagodas, leaving 
.a balance of 41 pagodas for which the defendant gave the plaintiff his bond in 
their presence. ' 

4. Jayaram having stated that Kandappa Mridali owed 'him 2 pagodas for his 
trouble in purchasing wax for him at Perumbala, the latter represents t~at he 
gave into the defendant's ,hands to, purchase wax 6 pagodas, that we dId not 
bring him the sajd wax at the time he promised and his master being angry at 
the delay, lie was obliged to buy it from another .pe~son ~t R~. 10 per ~aund; 
after an interval of one,month Jayaram returned brmgmJ!' WIth hIm 3 cows mstead 
-of wax aud leaving Rama ill his -v:i1lage ; that he Buffered loss in ?onsequence, but 
that if Ramawould come and certIfy that Jayaram ,was all the time employed on 
his business, he was willing to pay the 2 pagodas; to which Jayaramconsented, the 
whol~ of Kandappa's demand on Jayaram being 9l pagodas an~ .one rupee, of 
which the latter is to pay 71 pagodas and one rupee; of .the. t:emalmng 21 pagodas 
2 pagoda~ tQ be demanded from him, if ~~er the explratIon of two months he 
make it appear from the aUestation of BalJlwa~ Rama that he was employed on 
Kandappa'a business, and the quarter pagoda in like manner n(.t to be paid, if in 
the space of one month from hence he will produce the Vellore dubash'sletter 
:specifying his havi~g been there,. fail~ng of which the Baid 2t pagodas must also be 
paid by Jayaram to Kandappa Mudali. -

Approved .. 

~ '.; 

Member'!. 
r Krishnagiri .. 
I Sllbbaiya.

(Signed) 1 Appu Rao. . 
Venkata RaO . 

•. Subbaral'a Chetty, 

(Signed) J. 'G, GRAHAM • 
.AS8'£stant Oollecto1'. 
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Kachcheri, 27th July 1791~' 

CASE No. (2).-Teli Mar Chetty ve1'8US Ani Chetty. 

Plaintiff's representation :-Arii Chetty is ind~bted to me asfollowEI:-
4 kha:ildis til, 13 star pagodas and 4cantary fanams which he refuses paying me . 

. Defendant acknowledges the debt but states· that he has already paid back 
21handis and 10i croes of til,9 star pagodas and 11 cantary fanams, which having, 
been ascertained, the Panchayat decide as follows :- . 

There is a balance against defendant of 1 khandi 9! croes til, 3 stsr p~godas 
an" 4 fanams 8 anas cantarywhich he must pay. 

(Signed and approved as above.) 

Kachcheri, 27th Augnst 1797. 
CASE No. (3).-Teli Tadd Chetty versus Atkar Goud . 

. P]aintiff.-I have Jent to Atkar Goud of my own free will and without. taking 
his bond or. keeping witness, 1 star pagoda, tullavasi or interest 5 croes of grain 
annually, since which 5 years have expired and when 1 aRk him to pay the debt~ 
he daily putR me oft' with frivolous excuses. The brother.of Atkar Goud, Jogi. 
apprehending that he was going to be dunned by the SarkaI' for his kist money 
quitted his village, Barur, and taking· along with him his own and his brother's 
cattle. He proceeded to the Warmangal tank with the intention of migrating to 
Paparpatti in the Palacode district. Having obtained intimation of thiR, 1 went 
taking two other people wiih me and stopped his cattle and brought back with 
me those which belonged to Atkar Goud, after which, having previously informed 
the patel of what 1 had done, I brought them to my OWD house. Of the fl)ur head 
of cattle which I seizeu, having understood that one cow belonged to a merchant 
who had senl; her for the purpose of pasture to the defendant's hArd, I thinking 
it improper to keep her carried her to the Goud's house where I left her, retaining 
in my own possession one cow,·one bullock and one calf-the Goud told me that he 
would have nothing to say to the cow 1 had brought to him, but that I must be 
answerable to the proprietor for her, and I learnt that three or four days after 
she died. upon which the Goud came to me and said that as the cow was dead, I 
must settle the business with the owner; to this 1 replied that she had not died 
while in my possession and that I would not be answerable to this. '1'here are 
several witnesses who being summoned by the court corroborated th~ plaintiff's 
assertion. . 

Defendant.-:-I acknowledge having borrowed and received from the plaintiff 
one pagoda. but it was .3 and not 5 years ago and the tulla1Jasi agreed upon was 
only 4 croes of grain annually. I am so.reduced in my circumstances that I am 
unable to discharge the debt. . . 

. Panchayat ......... There being no bond or witness to identify.this transaction, it 
appears to us that the plaintiff is entitlod to one pagoda and 15 croes of grain as 
t\:lree . years' tullavasi and as the dt>fendant is poor we award that he shall be 
allowed till the cutting of the 'l'ai crop to discharge the same for. which hE" is to. 
give security before his caWe is returned to him . 

. Kachcheri, 13th September 1797 •. 

CASE No. (4).-Antappa and Siromundoss versus Kanuram. 

SiroJ!lundoss :-In ~heyear Virodhikrit 1791-92, I mortgaged forty maunds of. 
supari (betel-nut) contained in four gunnies to Kanuram in consideration of his 
having madame an advance of one hundred and fifty rupee~ which 1 promised t() 
pay at the expiration of 15 days. This money I sent by the hand of Antappa to 
Cuddappah. After· his arrival there he wrote me a lettet: desiring me to pay 
Kanuram the 1:0 Rs. and redeem the betel·nut. Upon going to Kanuram and 
ofi'f'ring to pay him the said sum together with t.he interest., he replied that. 
Antappa had aotually sold him the betel-nut, not left it in pledgp., adding that .h& 

-,.-
.. 
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still owed a part of the prwe whioh he proposed paying me; to this I answered 'The 
value ~f one mannd is Rs. 16i. if you will pay me for the 40 maunds at that rate, 
deductmg the 150 Rs., I will reoeive it.' There are. three witnesses to this conver
sation. but t~ey are not here, they are at Madras. Kanuram again insisted· that 
the commodity was. sold to him and desired me to say no more about it. 

~ntappa.-It IS true I left the betel-nut in pledge' with Kanuram, but ther.e 
is neIther bond nor witness, God alone being witness of the transaction. To this 
I am ready to make oath. . . • . 

K!Lnuram :-During the war whilst I was living in· the village of Pungattur in 
the .Imbur district and in the house of Vira Goud. one Shail~h Baday, a moorman, 
brought some betel-nut, a muster of which he carried to Gudiyattam, Ambur. 
Amburpet and Periakuppam to show to the· merchants at those places; but none 
of them wishing to purohase. he came to me saying that he would dispose of it to 
me if I would take it. l replied that the- betel-nut was no~ good being a. mixture of 
Bengali and Ghotti. he said that all the dealers had rejected it becaUSE! it .waswar 
time but if 1 would take it off his hands. as he was at present in want of cas4 he 
w01l1d let me have it at a reduced price on whic4 I sent for one Haida.r !Aabbai of 
1;'irllppattur shQwing him the betel-nut. he remarked that there was a mi~tuJ;"e Qf 
two aorts of nut and th~t after separating them the price of each ~ght be settled, 
which ha.ving beel\. c;IQne aceordingly, at the time of weighing it there were sErveral 
persons present among whom was Antappa; the said Haidar Labbai is a witIJ.ess to 
this transaction; he bought some of the m~t from. me and his letter from. 
Tiruppattur will corroborate what I have now asserted. 

Q.-by the Court to the plaintiffs-;-It is the universal custom between trades 
people, when any property is mortgaged., either for a written agreement to pass 
between the parties for such transaction to be Oli. record or some witness to be 
present; it appears that you can produce neither, how then are you to be. entitled 
to the recovery of the money sa.id to. he dUf;l by the defenda:n.fl. for goods. left in his 
charge P 

A.-That we are not able to produce sllch doouments is true, but we are ready 
upon oath to declare that the transaction was as we have stated it. 

Q.-If the defendant ca.n produce a. creditable witnells in support of wha~ 
he has advanced. will you give up your olaim against hi~? 

A • ..--Yes .. 
The Court having in consequence taken much.alkas from each~ appl~ed to the 

Collector for an order to the Tahsildar of Tiruppattur directing him to summo:Q 
Haidar Labbai,. the evidence on the. part .of Kanuram, before him to lear-1l all the. 
particulars regarding this transaction from his own lips and transmit them to tlle 
kachcheri; the said Haidar Labbai gave in thfl following deposition : ....... 

"It is certain that during my residence in the village ofPllngattu~ a. 
wartak belonging to the Army brought and sold a quant~ty ,of supari to KanuraJ;ll, 
between whom and the wartak a dilipute arose about the: quality of the goods, th~ 
one. asserting that there was a difference between the.muster and that which was 
then weighing, which I settled recommending to Kanuram, to purchaslil it as produced 
by the vendor, which he did j the wartak wanted to be paid in Company's rupees 
which not being forthcoming, he received the v8(lue ill; different coins at the bazaaJ:' 
exchange. This. is. all t.hat I know of the .matter." .. 

The Court upon this. evidence adjudge that the: plea brought in by the 
plaintii!s is groundless, and as it has been given by !1 pers.on of different cast 
from elth~r party and consequently supposed to be Impartial. They over-rule 
Antappa's. proposal of ta)ring an oath and determine that in fu~ure the plaintiffs 
have no just claim against. the defendant so, far as this transactIOn goes. 

Members. 
(Signed) Chitty Venkataram, 
( ;. ) Dbal'mapuri Venka.tach~la. Chetty> 
( ;, ) Nayanet Mudappa, 
( . " J Raik Raz, 
( n. ) I Lakshmanadoss. 
( " >' Bahadur- Singh,. 
( " ) Lubbai Iamai~ Sahib .. 
( " ) Teli Tana.varaya Chetty. 
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Kachcheri, 17th September' 1797. 

OASB No. (5).-Munsiram ve1'8US Lakshmanadoss. 
Munsiram.--Having occasion for one hundred pagodas I went to Lakshmana

doss and asked him if he would let me have the loan of that sum. He said that 
he would, provided I would purchase from him cloth to the amount of the sum I 
wanted to borrow; to this I consented from the necessity of my affairs and passed my 
agreement to pay him both for the cloth and ready money at a stated period upon 
whioh he gave me the worst oloth he had in his shop and when I demanded the 
money for the sake of which I had consented to take his cloth, he put me off from 
day to day. The particulars of the oloth concern 'are as follows:-

\ Lakshmanadoss has my bond for 105* star pagodas. 
Received from him at Tiruppattur 106~ rupees of which I have paid him 

16~ and Ps. 53~. Bal~nce against. me Rs. 90¥a S.Ps. 52Ii. 
This balanc~ I aoknowledge and the term of payment having expired, I went 

to Daula.tabad with the intention of selling some cloth as the means of paying 
the debt but the ilefendant prevented the sale' thereof and carried the cloth with 
him to Rayakottah, besides which he seized upon the oloth I had at that plaoe 
and posted one of his servants Dhan Singh on me to importune me for the 
money; this person beat me with his slipper/:! and used me very ill and had not 
Lakshmanadoss prevented the sale of my goods I should have had it in my power 
to disoharge the debt lowe to him. 

2. Lakshmanadoss. -Munsiram is indebted to me as follows :
Star pagodas l05*, as per his bond. 
Rupees l06*" as per his bond of which I have received star pa. 53-h a~d 

Re. 16&. . 
Balance due me star ps. 52k and Rs. £0, as. t3i. 

Besides this balanoe I paid to Kurigunta Ramaiya 9 pagodas for ghee, I also 
gave to Munsiram some ghee, the amount of which 6 pagodas he has not paid me ; 
the total of the debt due to me being star pagodas 67, as. 4,90 Rs. as. 13i. 
At the time of my giving him the oloth, etc., he entered into a written agree
ment with me to this effect, that he was tO,repay me at the expiration, of three 
months, failing of whiohhe would allow me interest at the rate of 2 per cent 
monthly for the time I kept it; it is now three months since the said bond feU due, 
but he has not yet settled with me. I gave Munsiram some money to purchase 
silver fanam/:! for me at 'l'iruppattur; he has repaid a pilrt and instead of buying 
up the fanams as direoted, he without my knowledge purchased cloth for which 
not finding. a ready sale and the payment of my money appearing distant, I 
seized upon it and placed a person over him to colleot my due; a dispute having 
arisen between them, my servant beat him with his slippers but this was not at 
my instigation and I would have discharged him for his misconduot, had I not 
thought it neoessary to retain him that' he might be forthco:ming in case of a 
summous by thA Collector. ' 

The depositions of both parties having been taken down, the Court 
proceeded to ,feoide on the oause:~ , 

Dhan Singh, the peon plaoed over Munsiram by Lakshmanadoss, ha.ving 
behaved in a very violent and improper manner, the Colleotor will award his 
punishment. 

Lakshmanadoss is to blame for haTing of his own aocord without the 
knowledge of the Sarkar presumed to' seize upon 'the property of his debtor 
although he had not performed his engagement, this being contrary to standing 
orders, a warrant .for that purpose being necessary, and Munsiram, having pro
ceeded to Uaya~ottah with the intention of selling what cloth he had there and 
paying the debt, was also deprived of that. resource, the defendant having taken that 
also into his possession; for t.hese reasons, the Court adjudge that the plaintiff 
shall pay the defendant no interest wpatever, the latter to rest satisfied if he 
recovers the principal. " 

The defendant having stated that he gave to Kurigunta Ramaiya 9 pagodas 
to purohase ghee, it appears that he did so, but thinking that the recovery of 
the money would therebY,be more certain. instead of including Ramaiya's name in 
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the bond he inserted that of ]\Iunsiram. Munsiram being able to write 'Would, 
had he passed his bond for the amount, have exeouted it with his own hand but 
the characters in the bond are those ·of another persou, nor does it appear 
that the plaintiff had any concern in the transaction; therefore Ramaiya and not 
Munsiram is the responsible person. 

Whilst plaintiff and defendant were together at Rayakottah, the latter left 
in charge of the former 6 pagodas worth of ghee and came to Daulatabad. 
Munsiram leaving the said ghee with his servant Govinda with directions to expose 
it for sale ill his boutique~ promising him batta for his trouble and saying that he 
would return in three days,. also proceeded to Daulatabad where he remaine<l 
20 or 25 days. In the meantime Gerri Chatty the partner of MunEliram went to 
Rayakottah and telling Govinda that the latter was in his debt and that he was 
authorised by him, he took it away and sold it fOf his own use. 

Govinda having been summoned to Court corroborates the above circum
stance respecting the ghee under bis hand; thE1Y therefore adjudge that Munsiram 
shall pay to Lakshmanadoss the six pagodas. . 

After taking muchalkas from each that they would abide by the arbit.ration 
of the Court, it prosecutes its decision on their cause. 

The . total amount due by Munsiram to Lakshmanadoss, as acknowledged 
by him, is balance on hand star pagodas 52, annai! 4- for ghee, star pagodas 0 by 
account, Arcot rupees 90 annas 13t,total pagodas 58·l-il Rs. 90-131 annas; 
thtl cloth belonging to Munsiram seized by the defendant having been valued 
by the current bazaar price, the latter retaining as much of it as is equivalent to the 
debt due to him is to deliver over the remainder to Munsiram within 8 day~. 

Munsiram having declared upon oath that Lakshmanadoss sold 32 pieces of 
the cloth value 117 Rs. 6 annas which are in his possession, he is to receiye 
credit for that amount leaving a balance in favour of Munsiram of 26 rupees 
21 aunas which at the rate of 3 rupees 8 annas for pagoda is equal to 7 pagodas 91-
annaa which being deducted from the above 58/l!" pagodas, leaves 50 pagodas 
lot annas which Munsiram in presence of the Court paid into the hands of 
Lakshmanadoss who delivered to the other what remained of his cloth. 

Dhan Singh the servant of IJakshmanadoss having, by beating Munsiram, 
a Kanoji brahmin, with his slippel"s, been the cause of his losing cast, the 
Cfollector award~ that Lakshmanadossshall pay 6 pagodas towards the expense to 
be incurred in restoring him to his tribe, which having been done accordingly, 
neither party has any claim against the other. -

(Signed) Exclusive of·the ordinary members by 
Nagarat Mudappa.. 
Thandavaraya Ohetty. 
DavalurAppiah. 
Anikkul Rachappah Chetty. 

'\ Gumastah Venkata Rao. 
Labbai war Shaick Dada. 
Malurentam Appiah Humpat. 

Kachcheri, 19t1r September 1797. 

CASE No. (6).-Laskar Kanda versus Ramasawmy .Kanda. 

Having purchased two bullocks and tied them to each other by the nE-ck, I 
gave them in charge of one Antu to be driven out to graze. It happened that 
they ran away and I have been on the look out for them these fifteen· months. 
I have now discovered my lost property in the Dau,latabad bazaar loaded with 
coarse. jaggery belonging to a moorman;· au inhabitant of Pala90de, which having 
claimed ;,LB my property! I have come_to the hchcheri for its assistance ip. 
recovering it. . 

24o-A 
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The Moorman being su.mmoned to Court declares that he purchased the 
bullocks of. Ramasawmy Iyengar, an inhabitant of Palacode ahd now present 
in' that village, for 5 chackramg and 5 ·fanams. 'rhe sll.id Ramasawmy having 
appeared in consequence deposes :-About fifteen months ago, having come to 
Danlatabad ",bout some business I put up in Krishnaswamy's pagoda. My tattu 
horse having been stolen in the night time, my endeavours to discover the stolen 
property for a long time proved fruitless. The heads of the Daseri cast to which 
I belong live in the Kangundi Zemindari; to them I went for intelligence, explain
lnO'the colour and particular ma.rks of my horse, and asking them if they had seen 
it.'" They replied that they had seen a horse answering the description led through 
Weit village about 15 days before.' With the hope of tracing my property i 
ptoceeded as far as 08U1" when,on my arrival, I discovered the horse tied bef()re 
the house of Ram~krishnaiya, the Kandachar Serishtadar and immediately claimed 
it. He told me that he had bought it, upon which I said that the person who had 
sold him the horse had stolen it, and that he must either restore it to me the 
owner or point out the thief, to which having consented· he mentioned the 
name of one Gollar Vira of CandapaUi who finding himself discovered made his 
escape, upon which having confined his family, the Brahmin and patels of Terehalli 
agraharam told me not to complain to the Sarkar, that I should recover my 
property or the value of it, on which representing that Vira had not enough of 
ready tnoney by him, they made over to me two bullocks valued at 5 chackratns 
and 5 fanams and gave me 5 fanams in cash; with these I returned to Rayakotta 
where I stayed 5 days without, being able to dispose of them, I then went to 
Palacode where I . stated the particulars of the case to the Tahsildar and having 
1Iold the bullocks to a Moorman of that place for 6 chackrams, I sent that 
sum. to Ramakrishnaiya to redeem my horse. 

The Court having deliberately considered the circumstances of this case 
decide as follows ~--':;It appears certain both that the bullocks belonging to the 
Laskar Kanda and a . horse the property of Ramasawmy were stolen, it is also 
ascertained that the la.tter discovered his property and the thief who had stolen 
it, but in . accepting two bullocks belonging to the same thief in lieu of his 
borse. he was much to blame seeing that there was good ground to suspect that 
the thief Vira had obtained these bullocks in the same way he had done the tattu ; 
the Court. therefore awards tha.t kanda. shall have his bullocks restored to him 
but in considel'ation of the great trouble taken by Ramasawmy in consequence 
of whose diligence in tracing the thief to such a, distance these bullocks are now 
forthcoming and the said Ramasawmy having been prevailed on by respectable 
people to take thAm in lieu of 'his own property, it appears to the Court but 
fair that he should have one of the bullocks; the price paid for the two being 6 
-chackrams and I> fanams the Court adjudges that the half of that sum, viz., 27 
fanams and 8 anuas shall be paid by the Laskar Kanda and the other half by 
Ramasawmy which together making up the. sum paid by the Moorman for the 
bullocks, ~hey are to revert to the said/Kanda as original proprietgr. 

Kachcheri, 10th October 1797. 

CASE No. (7).-Kotekar Ranga 'versus Pylney. 

Kotekar Ranga : ...... In Virodhiktit samvatsar 1791-92, I purchased of one 
Pylney, inhabitant of Balaguli taluk, Krishnagiri, one khandi of bajra and 
one khandi ragi, for 4 chaokrams and 4 fanams; not having the inoney by me 
I mortgaged in lieu thereof 6 pagodas worth of joys which I gave to the said Pylney; 
sometime after, I paid him I) rupees.; Pylney having Bold to another ryot18 
khandis of grain, be is indebted to me on account of customs 18 fanams which the 
custom farmer has stop out of my pay, the said 5 rupees being equal to 171 fanams, 
the :whole amount paid by me to him is a chaokrams 5 fa.nams and 8 annas, but 
upon offering him the differenoe, vi •. , 8 fanams 8 annas, he refuses returning me 
mv property. 
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Pylney :----:Kot~kar Ranga purchased of me in Virodhikrit one khandi bajra 
an~ one khandl ragl for 4 .chackrams ~nd 4 fanams, but instead of the money he 
delIvered ~ver to ~e some JOYs, he also m part payment gaveme,5 Rs. He has set 
forth a claim agamst me for IS fanams on account of custom hut at the time of 
sale it wasa~reed that the 'pur~hasers and I'l;ot the vendor should pay the duties $ 
purchasers bemg now present will state the CIrcumstance as I have represented it. 

Pyiney has given me in part paymenj; of the grain 1 sold him [) rupees or one 
-ehackram 7 {anams 8 annas, wh&n he pays me the balance I shall taturn him his 
joys. 

One of the merchants who purchased the grain being summoned by the Court 
declares that Mamresham Chetty bought 10 khandis, Teli Konda Chetty 5 khandis, 
Natkar Thandava Chetty two khandis, Puchana of BaUigarhalli one khandi, 
total IS khandis; PuchaQa in consideration of his being a ryot paid no duty, Sham 
Chetty paid to the Kotekar Ranga for his ,I 0 .khandis-5 fanams, there remained 
7 khandis to be paid for, viz., Teli Konda Chetty's 5 khand.is~2 fanams S annas, 
Thandava Chetty's 2 khandis.-l fanam, total 3 Canams g anuas which Sham 
Chetty engaged to pay to the Kotekar. . 
, The Oourt. in consequence of this evidence adjudge tha1j the claim preferred 
by the plaintiff Kotekar Banga for 18 fanams against defendant Pylney is frivolous 
and unsubstantiated. Due by Ranga to Pyhey is 4 chackrams 4 fanams from 
which dedncting 1) Rs. or 1 chakram 7 fanams 8 annas, leaves a balance of 2 
.chackrams 6 fanamsS aImas which Ranga is to pay to Pylney in 20· days from 
this date after which the plaintiff is to redeem his joys and Mamresham Chetty 
.agreeably to (~ompact is to give him on account of duties 3 fanams S annas. 

Kachcheri, 15th October 1797. 

CASE No. (S).-Ooppanah versus VeIikata. 

Ooppanah :-Agmurry Venkata having One day brought to me a person named 
'Thandava. the latter bought of me 2 bullocks the price of which was settled at 
.a pagodas 2 fanams cantary for which sum having passed his bond dated Vaisakh 
shud dashami (10th Vaisakh), Venkata became security for the same engaging that 
if ~he money was not paid in two months from that date he would pay the principal 
with interest at the rate of 4 anuas of a gold fanam per pagoda. Bei:lides this 
Venkata. borrowed of me 1 chackl'am to pay his kist whioh he has not yet paid me, 
putting me oft' from day t6 day. . . 

Venkata :-1 acknowledge· havmg become secn1'lty for Thandava. who 
purchased of the plaintiff two bullocks and I shall pay him the amount provided 
two months are allowed me. ' 

Decision by the Court :-Amount of Thandava's bond to Ooppanah, 3 pagodas 
. 2 fanams cantary, interest due .thereon, from 1st Ashaud masam to Asviji bahul 
.ashtami (Sth Asviji), bp,ing 4 months, 2 fanams 13 annas, ready money for his kist 
10 cantary fanams, total 3 star pagodas 1 chackram 4 fanams 13 annas. No 
interest to be allowed because it is not customary to charge it in any but ready 
money concerns and that it may serve as a warning to others who may be inclined 
to break through the rules which from long prescription have been established 
for transactions of this nature. Deducting therefore the above 2 fanams 13 annas, 
the1'6 temaiD 3 pagodas i chackratn 2 fanams cantary which in consideration of 
the poverty of the defendant he is to pay by the following instalments, viz., 
Kartik shudtritiya (3rd KaMa) 1 chackram and the remainder being 3 pagodas 
2 fanams cantary on the cutting of the baira. crop which will take place in one 
month; after having dra.wn out. a written agreement accordingly and given it to 
the parties respectively, they are in future to set on foot against each other on 
t.his account. 



19~, THE BARAMAHAL RECORDS 

Kachcheri, 25th October 1797. 

CASE No. (9).-Ooppanah versus Sadi Nair. 

Ooppanah :-In Nala samvat3ar Asviji shud" sapthami 1796-97 (7th Asviji), 
Sadi Nair carne and borr'owed of me 2 star pagodas and 1 Pondicherry rupee for 
which he gave his bond payable in 2 months, failing of which interest to be charged 
at the rate of plio fallam parlca or 6 annas cantary per pagoda. A long time has 
elapsed since this transaction and when 1 ask him for the money he puts me off 
with excu~es, 

Sadi Nair :-1 acknowledge . the debt but the plaintiff owes me something 
dt'ducting which I am willing to pay him the remainder; the particulars are as 
follows: the plaintiff had lodged in my house three years from Ananda (1794-
95) to Nala inclusive (1796-7) w4ich at 6 fanams cantary rent per annum is 
fanams 18. 1 also gave him some grain, value 2 fan~ms, besides 30 bundles of 
·straw the price of which is due to me. 

The Court having questioned the plaintiff regarding his being indebted to 
defendant, he replies, • I lived for some days in the house of Kandachar Ram Nair 
in which there not being room enough, 1 went and stayed at the invitation of his 
own people in the defendant's house but had no idea at the time that rent was to 
be demanded from me; should there be a witness to any such agreement having 
passed betwixt us, 1 shall pay it. I acknowledge having received from him 5 croes 
of grain; two or three bundles of straw he also gave me; the 30 bundles alleged 

'by him is false; if he can prove it, I am ready to give the value.' 
The Court then asked the defendant if there was any witness to an agreement. 

for house-rent; his answer: 'during the time that plaintiff was staying in my 
house he told me that he would borrow and give me 10 pagodas to defray the 
marriage of my son, on which account I did not then make any bargain with him 
for house-rent, 'otherwise I certainly should.' 

OOaPanah having at last consented to pay the house-rent at the rate of 
3 fanams peJ:.annum for 3 yeard-9 fanams and the price of the grain-2 fanams,. 
total 11 fanams; the owing the 30 bundles of straw not being proved, the Court 
adjudge that he shall pay this sum to the defendant. 

Sadi Nair is indebted to the plaintiff 2 star pagodas @ It fanams 8 annas are 
equal to 2 chackrams 3 fanams,l pagoda and 7 rupees @ 3 fanams 8 annas, total 
2 chackrams 6 fanams 8 annas, principal interest due on bond from Nala samvatsar
Asviji shud sapthami (7th Asviji) being 121 months from which deducting 
2 months as usual anll half a month more on account o{ defendant's poverty, there 
remain 10 months which @ -1 of a fanam per month IS 7 fanams 8 annas, total 
principal and interest 3 chackrams 4 fanams from which subtracting the above 11 
fanams, the balance 2 chackrams 3 fanams or star pagodas 2 is to be paid by 
defendant as follows :-Pingala samvatsar Kartik shud Pournami (Kartik 15) 1 -
pagoda; 

Kalayukthi samvatsar 1789-90 Kartik bahul Amavasya (Kartik 30) 1 pagoda'. 
For which having given" receipts, in future no suit is on this account 

to be brought forward by the parties. 

Kachcheri, ~9th November 1797 . 

CASE No. (lO).-Krishnachari ver~'Us Venkatara~anayya. • 

KriBhnachari.-My mare which I had let loose in the" environs of 'Canveri':' 
patam to graze having one day disappeared, I gave notioe thereof to the 
inhabitants of the neighbouring' villages and to those in the Muttur· distri.ot. 
Having reoeived information that one Venkataramanayya had' brought the'mare to 
the kasba of Muttur, 1 went and complained to the Kammanellore Tahsildar who 
gave an arzi to the Collector before whom 1 produced witnesses oertifying that she 
was my property. 
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Venkataramanayya :-1 purchased this mare from one Narasappah of Kollegal 
for 8 chs. 7 fs. and as I was returning with her from the Tirupati feast, having 
halted at Muttur, the plaintiff stopped me claiming her as his property. There 
are many witnesses in the village of Kollegal to prove my having bought, not 
stolen, her, whose written attestation 1 can if necessary obtain. 

T~e ~ourt having deliberated, find that the mare is actually the property of 
the plamtlt'f but from her appearance she is not worth what the defendant. asserts 
he paid for her, viz., 8 chs. and 7 fs. However, as he was going on a pilgrimage to 
a famous pagoda, necessity might have induced him to give that price for her, be~ 
sides being ,an inhabitant of a distant country and respectable in his appearance, it 
is not likely that he stole her; the Court having taken a muchalkii. from him stating 
that he actually paid that money for the mare, tliey then fixed ner value at 4 
chackrams and adjudge that the defendant paying to the plaintiff 2 chs. shall 
:retain the mare. 

K achcheri, 24th November 1797. 

CASE No. (ll).--Ooppanah versus Mallikarjunaiya. 

Ooppanah.-In Anandasamvtsar 1794-5; I advanced Mallikarjunaiya some 
money. I also let out to him some,bullocks for hire but to this d&y he has paid 
me neither. 

Mallikarjunaiya.!-In Ananda samvatsar pushia masam (1794-95), when the 
SarkaI' were storing grain on thehill on Krishnagiri, Ooppanah gave me some money 
to purchase bullocks of the said money, I afterwards returned him a part in ready 
money and bullocks and on a fair adjustment of our account I shall pay him the 
balance. 

The Court having heard the representations of each proceed to the investiga
tion of their accounts. The number of hired bullocks employed by Malliknrjunaiya 
are 10 and those he received from Ooppsnah 5, total 15 which the former was to 
let out for hire; it was settled that out of the profit of their joint concern two-thirds 
were to revert to Mallikarjl1naiya and one-third to Ooppanah; they are accordingly 
hired out from the month of Margasir to the end of Magham being three months 
the profits during which were for Mallikarjunaiya 150 Rs. 10 as., for Ooppanah 25 Rs. 
t) as., total 75 Rs. 15 as., from which sum deducting Mallikatjunnaiya's share or 
50 Rs. 10 as." there will remain 25 Rs. l5 as., to be paid to Ooppanah from which 
must be subtracted the amount pay of a bullock man for the ahove period at 6 
gold fanami:l per month, is 18 gold fs.; feeding the bullocks 10 fanams~ total 28 
fanams, equal to 8 Rs., leaving a balance of 17 Rs. 5 as., which @ 3 Rs. 7t as. per 
pagoda is 5 pags. , 

Ooppanah advanced to Mallikarjunaiya for purchasing cattle 181 pagodas which 
:added to the above 1) pags. makes the total 231 pgs.; balance against defendant 
who having paid the plaintiff as follows: one bullock price 2 pagodas, 1 do.4l 
pgs., 1 do. 4 pgs., 1 do, 51 pagodas~, 1 do. il pgs., total 5 bullocks price 201 pgs.; 
in ready money 1 pagoda, total 211 pagodas, by an order on Daulatabad Mllthaiya 
3 fs. 8 as., paddy 6 fs. 2 as., hire of a bullock sent on his a.ccount to Marandahalli 
'5 fanams, total 14 fs. 10 as., which @ III ~s.per pagoda is 1 star pagoda 3 fs. 2 as .• 
'deducting which from the above 231 pagodas leaves a balance against Mallikarju-
:naiya of 8 fs. 6 as. . , 
, Mallikarjunaiya purchased a bullock from Ooppanah for 2 star pgs. or cantary 
2 chs. 3 fs. for which he paid as follows :-2 saris from Lala's shop at Cau.ve~l
patam, price 13 fs., balance 10 fs., total 18 fs., 10 ann as due by defendant t.o plamtlff 
;8nd to be paid on Margasir shud Pournami (15th Margasir) after which neither 
~party is to set up any claim on this accou?-t. ., '. 



192 THill BARA\t.\HAL .REOORDS 
, 

Kachcheri, 27.th November 1797. 

CASE No. (12).-Tippaiya versus Rampaiya. . 

Tippaiya.-Hampaiya a merchant of Daulatabad having in Pingala samvatsar
Jaisht shud prathama (lst Jaisht 1797-8) had occasion for some- ready money 
came and borrowed of me 20 pgs. and 5 as., interest at pel' pagoda 5 as. of a gold 
fanam per month, he left with me in pledge for the said money 2, khandis o{ 
indigo seed, prepared indigo 2 maunds 2b seers and engaged to pay me in six 
nIonths; that however he has failed to do and be is now importuning me to let 
him ha've the 2 khandis of indigo seed, offering me 11 pags .. for it tQ which I wilt 
~ot consent unless he pays me .. the whole of the debt. 
\ Hal;llpQ.iya.-I acknowledge this debt for which the plaintiff has my bond but 

I am not at present able to pay him; if he will let me have t1e indigo seed on the 
proposed terms, my intention is tiC? sow it and out of the profits both to dis-
charge this debt and obtain something for myself. . 

The plaintiff having refused to give the seed on these terms, the Court decide 
as follows :-Pl'incipal 20 star pagodas 5 as., interest from J aisht shud prathama. 
to Kartik bahul Amavasy~ (30th Kartik), being 6 months, 3 pagodas 13 as., from 
which deducting 12 as., balance 3 pgs. 1 anna, total 23 pagodas 6 as.; two mds •. 
25 seers of indigo and. ~ khaudis of indigo seed left in pledge with plaintiff; for 
the seed· Tippaiya. must give HampaiyaU pgs., and for the prepared indigo @ 
2* pgs. per maund IS for 2 mds. and 25. seers 6 pagodas 9 as., deduct 1 anna, balance 
6} pgs., total17} pags.; afteI" which there, will be a balance to be paid to plaintiff 
of 5 pgs. 14 as. by the following instalments:-

On Pushia. shud panchaIl!i (5th Pushiam) 2 pagodaa i2 annas. 
On Mag:ha shud panchami (5th Magham) 3 pagodas 2" annas. 

According to, -wh\ch defendant l1aving passed his. bond to plaintiff~ this plea is not 
to be renewed. . . . 

Kachcberi~ 4th December 1797. 

CAS1/r No. (13) . ....-.Sha.ik Husain 'versus Nilappa. 

Shaik H usain.~About ten years ago, I purchased a bullock from Teli Virappa 
of Krishnagiri for 16 goldfs.'; fourteen months ago. having sent the said bnllock 
o~t to graze it di~ap"peartJd; I have ever since ~ee~ on the 100k-9?t for m:r property 
wIthout success tIll now j that I have fonnd It m the posseSSIon of N Ilappa,. an 
inhabit.ant of Ban galore,. who has loaded it witlj. betel-nut which he has bronght 
to Daulatabad. I am now come to claim it. -

Nilappa.-I purchased this bullock of Killal'at Venkatappa Sowcar of Banga- . 
~ore for a chs. '1'here are several witnesses to this" among. whom is Malla Chetty 
of Tallesamudram, a.respectabJe merchant of that place, and if it be necessary I 
ean proC:Ul'e his written attestation to that effect. . 

'1,'he Court after hearing both parties sent for Teli Virappa to identify the 
bullock who, affirmed that he sold ~t to Shaik Husain for 3 chs. which being 
confirmed" by several others, the property is ascertained to belong to the saill 
Shaik. R.usain. The head Chetty of Daulatabad and other merchants having made 
a favourable report of the defendant's character with whose family and connec
tion~ the~ say they ar~ acqna~nted. the theft of the bullock can.notbe attribut~d 
to hIm. He must therefore, It appears to us, have purchased It, as. set forth m 
his deposition. Taking all the circumstances of this case into c.onsideration, we 
decide 'as. follows :-. The fair val\lstion of the bullock in its' presellt ~state is 12 
gold fanams which we divide between the plaintiff and t.b.e defendant, that is to 
lay, if Nilappa will pay to Shaik Husain 6 fanams, the bullock becomes his; and 
if I::'haik. Hussain gives to Nilappa b fs. it rests with him. Shaik Husain having 
preferred taking the fanams, the bnllocK he said being very poor, it is settled 
accordmgly and the defendant retains possession. -
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Kachcheri, 31st December 1797. 

CASE No. (1,4). Mahatadi Muthu versus Chinney. 

Muthu.-I was formerly a revenue peon bel~nging to the Tiruppattur 
~stablishment and ba~g been discharged, I came to Daulatabad where I put up 
ID. the house of Ghosslra~. It bappened that my turban made at Kalispak 
wltb small round spots on It was stolen. Being on tbe look-out, I discovered it 
on the pandal of Chinney's bouse which having seized upon, I am come to inform 
against her. 

Chinney being summoned to Court represents :-_1 I purchased that turban for 
5 fan am's from the tumbler Venkata who is present. I have had the turban in 
my. possession this twelve months. Virabhadra Chetty, son-in-law of Des am 
Chetty of Krishnagiri, is acquainted with the cil'cumstance.' 

The Court having sent for the tumbler Venkata, he states that baving been 
in Javadipur about a year ago he performed his tricks before one of the patels 
who gave him a. turban as a reward and he afterwards sold it to Chinney for 5 fs., 
but its dye having now faded he cannot take it upon him to say positively that 
the one be now sees is the same. 

Virabhadra Chetty having appeared before the Court states that in the month 
Asviji, Chikana a goldsmith of Krishnagiri came to him and asked for the loan of a 
turban to wear during the feasts Dasara and Navarathri. He replied that he had 
none to spare but that Ohinney had and he accordingly asked her to let him have 
one, either the kusumba (red) or the chintz one. She refused saying that she 
expected her Son daily from-Madras who would require them-one of the turbans 
resembled that which be now sees but he cannot positively say that it is the same. 

The plaintiff says that he_ gave his turban by the hand of Raghavadoss a 
surveying peon to a washerman of Palacodeto be washed; the turban having been 
in consequence sent to that place and shown to the washermen, they aU declare 
that they never washed u; for it had neither of their marks. 

• The plaintiff having thus failed to bring proof of the turban in question being 
his property, it is restored to Chinney. 

Kachcheri, 2nd January 1798. 

CASE No. (15). Krishna Doss versus Narayanaiya. 

'Krishna Doss.~Narayanaiya and his son are indebted to me 8t star pagodas 
When I demand it from them they plead poverty saying that Tiruppattur Varada 
Chetty owed them some money and that as soon ks they could recover it, I should 
be paid; if irrecov.erable, that they held themselves responsible to this eff?ct that 
they gave me a wrItten agreement and transferred to me Varada Chetty s bond 
for 8 pagodas. l.have endeavoured to get this ,money, but can never obtain a 
sight of Varada Chetty a.nd tbe bond remains in my possession. I have dunned 
N arayanaiya's son and uncle without effect and I am DOW come to prefer my' 
complaint to the Sarkar. 

The Court find this to be a just debt and tbat Narayanaiya and his son are 
extremely poor. ~av~ng summoned Var~da ~het~y ~efore th~m, th~y asc~rtain 
on enquiry that hIS cIrcumstances are llkewlse mdlfferent, m consideratIOn of 
which they adjudge that DO, interest shaH be demanded by the plaintiff. At the 
time Varada Chetty passed bis bond for the above sum to Narayanaiya he and 
his. three sons lived together. Soon after, they separated -and became subfltantial 
people whilst tbeir father remained poor. The Court taking this cir<?umstance 
into consideration, are of opinion that the three sons ought to' discharge this 
debt among them, the eldest ipay 4 pagodas, the ot,her two 2 pagodas each, total 8 
pagodas by the following instalments, viz.':-

Magh shud Pournami (15th Magh) 3 pagodas. 
Phalgun shud do. (15th Phalgun) 3 pags. 
Chaitra shud do. (15th Chaitra) 2 pags. 

25 
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Total 8 pagodas to be paid -by these three people "to Kl'ishnadoss with the 
assistance of the 'fabsildar of Tiruppattur who, as the latter is indebted to the 
Sarkar, will remit the amount as soon as collected to the public treasury.- After 
deducting half a pagoda from the sum-81 pagodas for which Narayanaiya had 
llas!!!ed his bond to Krishnadoss the said bond to be returned to the former. 

Kachcheri, 2nd January 1798. 

CASE No. (16)" Raghava Bhat versus Venkataram Bhat. 

Raghava Bhat.-The panohiingi virthi (fees for desctibing the aspect of the 
stars) of 13 villages in the Pach(l.mpalli district,. Kammanellore taluk and of 
7 village~ in the Tatkal district, Krishnagiri tal uk, were formerly vested in 
one Subba Bhat. In' Kilaka samvatsar 1788-89 the said ~ubba Bhat having 
~ontr~cted a disorder which aepriv'ed him of the use of his hands -and feet, in this 
helpless state having no person to assist him, he applied to Lakshmi N arayanaiya, 
karnam of P~champa1li, requesting that he would recommend to him some good 
Brahmin to attend him and, promising that at his death such person should 
inherit his inams and all he was worth, adding that he would enter into a 
written agreement to that effect. The above karnam having stated these 
particulars to me I consented on the conditioDs prescribed, and leaving the
village where I was then residing, I went and lived with Subba Bhat from Kilaka 
samvatsar to Paridhavi Sravana masabahul dwadasi -(1792-93 Sravana 17th) 
I remaIned with the said Subba Bhat,; when complaining to him that he had 
never yet given me the written agreement he had promised, he said 'it was very 
well', upon which I carried him next day to Muttur. -where in presence of 
Rama Josi, Pattabaiya, Sainpurthi Ramaiya an,d Pachampalli Shamboag, Lakshmi 
Narayanaiya and Barur Subba Bhat, Cauveripatam Appidichit. Kallavi Applia.h 
and Deshkulkarni Ellappa. the Danasasan{Jm or deed of assignment was executed. 
~l'hese people having asked Subba Bhat what was to be done in case any of his 
relations should hereafter claim what he has now alienated-Kandally Venkatarama 
Bhat for instance was, they heard, connected with him-he replied that he had no 
relations to take care of him and for that reason he had adopted me. Being again 
questioned as to Venkatarama Bhat. he said that he was the grandson of his aunt 
by the mother's side, which relationship being very distant he did not consider 
him as entitled to any share of his property. In Paridhavi samvatsar Sravaua 
bahul chathurdasi ] 792-93 (29th Sravan) the Da,nasasanam was delivered to me 
after which one Venkatesachari and Kusurn Bhat travelling from Tiruppattur to 

. Palaoode 'stopped at Muttur-and having seen the Danasasanam they said it was 
not executed agreeably to form on which I had it altered and attested as before, 
leserving the former one. We lived together for some time in Timmanampalli, 
when having some business at Penaghur I went thither leaving my brother as 
my substitute to take care of the old man till my return. This was in Naia sam
vatsar, Vaisakh shud dasami (1796-97 Vaisakh 10th); in Vaisakh bahul prathama 
of said year (Vaisakh 16th) Kandally Venkatarama Bhat arrived at Timmanampalli 
where uniting himself to Subb~ Bhat he carried him to MuttUf to my house and 
demanded of my younger brother the deed of conveyance he had given me which 

. he refused to do at first, when the other threatened to break his own head with a 
stone if he would not comply, at which my brother being alarmed he took and 
gave to him the original informal Danasasanam' which' having once got into his 
hands he tore it to pieoes after which having made over to me only 5 villages he 
went to Kandalli. Both my brother and self 'went to Kandalli claiming the other 
15 villages but to no purpose for Venkataram Bhat continues to enjoy them to this 
day. Subba Bhat is dead, I am now come before you to claim my right 
agreeably to the deed of the deceased now in my possession. 

Yenkataram Bhat :--Rama Bhat and Amba Bhat were two brothers; the formel" 
had a grandson called Subba Bhat an inhabitant of TammanpallL I a.m the grand
soh of th.e other brother Amba Bhat; my place of l'esidenceis Kandalli where I 
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enjoy some inams. Subba Bhat had the panchanyi fees of 7 villages in Pachampalli 
and Tatkal taraf;.~ a~d Subba Bhatare the heirs to each other's property; during 
lI!y a~s~nce on a J.)}lgru~age to Rameswaram, Raghava Bha~ watching his opportu
nIty msmuated himself mto the favour of Subba Bhat and mduced him to transfer 
to him my right. 'On my return, having heard of the injustice that had been 
done me by my relation I went to him at Timmanampalli when he told me that 
on account of my absence and having no person to take care of him in his help
less state he gave. the panasasan,arn to Raghava Bhat; however, he added 'you 
shall have your nght after whIch we went together to Muttur,rec6vered the 
Danasasanam which he had given to Raghava Bhat. tore it, made out another for 
5 villages in his name and one for the remaining 15 villages in mine. After this 
I stayed with and took care of Subba Bhat; my Danasasanam is dated NaIa sam
vatsar Vaisakh masam; some time after Subba Bhat died, I was at the expense of 
performing aU the rites and ceremonies usual among Brahmins .on such an event 
and I have ever since on the anniversary of his death gone through the prescribed 
forms; Rama Bhat, Pa.ttabaiya,andYellappah of Muttur are acquainted with these 
particulars. 

The Court having summoned Pachampalli Lakshminarayanaiya desire him to 
relate what he_knows of this case. He said that he is acquainted with t}:le 
circumstauce of Subba Bhat having given the Danasasanam to'Raghava Bhatbut 
that he does not know of his having given one to Venkataram Bhat; hecorro
borates word for word what has been stated by Raghava Bhat. 

Ramajosi and Pattabaiya having also been summoned could not attend on 
account of sickness but they sent the following account in writing 'that it was 
trne Subba Bhat had given to Raghava Bhat in the village of Timmanampalli 
a Danasasanam having been and that they were original of any such document 
given by him to-Venkatariim Bhat. Subba Bhat and Venkatram Bhat had a dis
pute in the house of Raghava Bhat but we did not interfere nor,are we a.:lquainted 
with the particulars.' These also agree in their statements with Raghava Bhat •. 

The Court having heard both parties an,d examined witnesses decide as 
follows :-' Where a gift of land, a promise of bestowing a daughter in marriage 
and a reward for having been instructed in the sciences has been once given by .a 
Brahmin,to retract is contrary to the tenets of the Shastras;' agreeably to the 
ex~ract from the sacred Shastras Subba Bhat having once bestowed the Dana
sasanam on Raghava Bhat he cannot be deprived of 'it. 

The claim of Raghava Bhat is further strengthened from his having quitted 
his own family -connections and attached himself 'as a servant to Subba Bhat for 
the space of 5 years. Yenkataram Bhat has stated that he was from near kindred 
heir to Subba Bhat-but it appears t·hat he,has no just claim on that account 
being fa'· removed from the line of near,relationship. All this being prescribed 
in the Shastras Raghava Bhat's right to the inheritance is substantiated and the 
claim of Venkataram Bhat rejected. . . 

But Raghava Bhat passed his word to Subba. Bhat that he would take care 
of him during his life and on his .death perform all due ceremonies; instead of this 
having some business of his own to attend to, he went away leaving his brother as 
his substitute in consequence bf which and their not-agreeing together Subba 
Bhat went from necessity and resided with Venkataram Bhat for a twelve month, 
after which he died. He during that period not only took care of him but was 
at the expense of his funeral rites and the annual ceremonies. ~Raghava Bhat 
having thus failed in his duty, the Court adjudge that out of the 20 villages he 
shall have the fees of 13 and the remaining 7 to be enjoyed by Venkataram Bhat 
and all dispute between them on this subject shall from henceforth cease and 
determine. The Court also divide other property belonging to the deceased as 
fol1ows:-

To Venkatariim Bhat-
1. One tattu sold by him to defray the expense of the funera.l. 
2. One brass basin. 

To Raghava Bhat- . 
1. Two Krishnamurti and Saligramam (images). 
2. One sumpu,sht, an appendage of Saligramam. 

25-A 
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Di vision of the villages. 

To Raghava Bhat .. 
Summat Pachampalli: -Kasba Pachampalli, Jambuguttahalli, Timmanayan

palli, Avulpatti, Viapalpatti, Vekaranpalli, Tippanur, Murmanpalli, Puliampalli, 
Ganginayanpalli, Kudri Uhinnanhalli, Gundalhalli. 

Jagadeo t.aluk:- Kullairhalli. Total: 13 villages. 

Besides wet land in Kasba PachampalIi, waste 13 guntas in J ambuguttahalli, 
dry arable 400 gilDtas; in Timmanayanpalli, dry 500 guntas, wet 27. In Tip
panur wet 6i. Total dry guntas 900, wet 46i. 

\ ' 

To Venkataram Bhat. J agadeo Taluk. 

Summat Tatkal :-Kasba Tatkal, Santur, Ramapur, Ballapalli, GutthaUi" 
Summat Pachampalli, Doddacurredur, Tipprikuppam-

Total: 71 villages. 

Besides -in Kasba Pachampalli, wet 7 guntas, in Tippannr wet 3t, in Timma
nayanpalli wet 13, in Tipprikuppam, dry 200, in Sant!lr, dry 243t. Tot~l, drJ 
4431, wet 23! .. 

Kachcheri, 5th January 1798. 

CASE No. (17). Mudappah ,versus Chinveri Chetty. 

Plaintiff:-In Nala samvatsar (1796-97) Dasappah, son to the defendant, 
was in the practice of borrowing sums of money from ,me and an intimacy subsisted 
betwixt us. N agret Timmaua came to .me one day and praising the said Dasappah 
for his diligence and ability recommended to me to. gi\re him the charge of a 
dukan. Following' his advice, I accordingly advanced to Dasappah 10 chs. on 
his bond dated Jaisht shud tlasami (lOth Jaisht). Two or three months after, on 

. taking an account of his profits in trade I found them answer my expectation and 
having taken my share according to agreement, I still left the 10 ·chs. in his 
hands. After this I proposed to his father Chinveri Chetty to come also and 
accept of my assistance in the way of trade; he replied that he was 20 pags. in 
debt and found it difficult to procure subsistence. that if I would contrive to 
extricate him, he would do as I wished. I answered that to satisfy his creditors 
I would in the meantime give him 10 pags. and advance him and his son 11 chs. 
more to trade with. I accordingly gave him the 10 pagodas taking his bond 
for the same with interest at a quarter gold fanam. monthly per pagoda; having 
destroyed the former bond for 10 chs. made out in Basava Chetty's name, I took 
a fr~sh ono for 21 chs. in the name of the father; and soon after this, having 
investigated the profits of their joiut trade, I found all was proper; on second 
enquiry there was a profit of 6 chs. of which I took 3 chs. as my own share giving 
the rest to Chinveri Chetty. On a third investigation, suspecting that they had 
concealed their profits I spoke to them about it mentioning that hitherto they had 
allowed me a. share of the profits accruing from the oapital borrowed from other 
people, the interest <.lue on such c~pital being equally defr~yed b~ us. The first 
time we settled our accounts I ohJected to the accumulatlOn of mterest due on 
sums borrowed from other people, proposing that I should in future advance them 
wl}at sums they might want charging the proper inteTest to be deducted out of 

'their share of the profits. On the third settlement they objected to allow me any 
share of the profits on the money borroweq: elsewhere, proposing Timmana as the 
umpire between us, to which I consented. Timmana's arbitration not having been 
satisfactory to them, our cause was transferred to the decision of four other 
wartaks who asking Chin veri Chetty if he would abide by their decision, he said 
that he would, provided it was agreeable to his expectations. On this account I 
have preferred my complaint against tIl em. 
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Defendant. :-Having quitted Marandahalli, I came and resided in'Daulatabad 
at which time Virabhadraiya, Mudappah's brother, who lived at Krishnapurtaluk, 
Kangundi, came and put up in my house after which Mudappah' also arrived and 
we all stayed together during which we became known to each other. My 
Dasappah having gone to-Palacode, was fol.loweq by M~dappah.'.s brother; I also 
had occasion to go thither, as had Mudappah. Being there together I occasionally 
borrowed 5 and 10 fanams to trade with from Mudappah when he told me that 
trading on so triHing a capital was useless as I could make nothing by it and 
offered me a ,share in. his COllcerna promising to make me advances both for the 
purpose of trade and to assist in paying my debts. .Accordingly I, placed my so~ 
DaRappah'with him who received th«:, first,time ~O pagodas, half in money and ,the 
{'est in goods, taking his bOlld for a share of the profits. We were going on trad
ing ~with the above 21 chackrams. I got the 10 chaokrams on condition of paying 
a quarter fanam interest out of the profits arising from our trade. Mudappah 
"eoeived one half 'accordingly; the second time we settled dur account there was a 
profit of 6 chackrams which we divided '; having to increase my capital, borrowed 
money elsewhere ; we also divided the profits after deducting the interest; 
Mudappah objecting to this, said that he would give us what money we had 
occasion for, provided we would pay him both the interest and half the profits; 
to this I replied that for the sums borrowed from other people I woula pay 
interest but none for what he might advance me; besides this I am entitled, to 
certain sums on the profits of our trade at! follows:- -

,Profit on bees-wax, honey, &c., bought of Nallappah 
Do. on the sale of brass, &c. 
Do. on til brought from Rayakottah ' ... ;.. .., 

Interest paid by N uUa which Mudappah did not share with me 
Do. . paid py Rami do..... .. 

Profit on exchange in recovering a debt from Marri Kempa ... 
Do. do. ' on COiIlS received in the d'ukan and Bent to 

. ":Mudappah ; .. 
Loss sustained in the sale of pansupari 
Interest on money advanced for kistbandi 
Profit on ragi purchased from Narayanappah ... 

Do. ,do. from Devalur Venlmtappah 
Do. on the sale of maddi shika bought from Nulla 
Do. do. on gram and rice from do. 
Do. on advance Kassi Kalachari froin our capital ... 

A iron pen and knife taken by Mudappah out of the dulean ... 
Profit on the sale of silver ... ' 
Nanza., servant to the concern employed otherwise by Mudappah 

for some days, his pay during that period ... ... ... ... 
Profit on certain articles whic:h Mudappah took out of the shop for 

his own use... ..., ' ... 
Balance of cash on Santoji cO,llected lly Mudappah ... 
...A saila won at a raffle ' 

Total chackrams 

The Court proceed to investigate their accounts-
. Amount of advances made by Mudappah to Chinveri Chetty 

Profit on that sum from Pushiahahul sapthami N ala samvatsar 
(22nd Pushiam) to the ,end of that year ... 

_ Total 
Deduct Chinveri Chetty's share of, the profits 

R.emains ... ' 

CHS. FS. AS. 
25 0 0 

1 1 0 
0 1 0 
0 0 3 
0 0 3 
0 0 J! 

4 

1 2' 0 
1 2 0 
0 1 4, 
O. 2 0 
0 4 0 
3 0 0 
0 1 4 
4 2 8 
0 0 4 
0 1 8 

0 0 8 

2 0 0 
0 1 1 
0 4 0 

------
39 4 11i 
-----

26 7 5t 

14 4 6! 

41 1 11i 
7 2 3 

33 9 8i 
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OHS. FS. :AS. OlIS. FS. AS. 

Chin veri Chetty being in low circumstances has the 
option of making over to Mudappah the whole of 
the goods in his dukan or to pay him their value 
which is 7 8 61 

Amount of outstanding debts due· to the concern 
16-4-12 of which Chinveri Chetty's share is' 
8-2-6 and he must point out to Mudappah the 
persons who owe the remainder that he may collect it 8 2 6 

Iron materials in possession of Chinveri Chetty 
valued at 2 0 0 

\ 18 o 12f 

Total for which Ohinveri Chetty must account to Mudappah 15 8 12 
Present state of Chinveri Chetty's circumstances-

He has taken from the dukan for the use of himself 
and family goods now in his house to the value of. 11 8 9 

He has iron materials besides those to be made over 
to Mudappah as above valued at ... . .. 3 0 0 

Excess of outstanding balance accruing to him 1 0 3 

Total 15 8 12 

Chinveri Chetty having stated some claims against Ml1dappah exclusive of the
dukan concern and some of the Palacode wartaks settled it j the following, it. 
appears, were proved agairrst l\Iudappah-

Profit on til 
Interest paid by Ramaiya 
Collected for the kistbandi 
Profit on tU'lJer 
Advance to Santoji recovered 
Interest paid by N uUa ... 
Profit on exchange ... 
Iron pen and knife 
Nanza ... 

Profit on brass sold, viz.-
1 Brass pot 
14 seers of copper, &c. 

040 
140 ---

Sold as follows-
To Appurupachari 
To 1 i seers copper 
To 1 pot 

Total 

Total 

Deduct the above 
Total due to the Chetty ••• 
Claims remaining to be subtracted by Chinveri'Ohetty 

Gram and rice given to Nulla 

180 

150 
o 1 11 
077 

242 

1 8' 0 

Wax, maddi shika, honey, &c., said to have been sold by. the 
Chetty but denied by Mudappah who states that it was not sold 
by him and that if he can hereafter prove it he will pay the amount - ... 

Total to be paid the Chetty if proved by Phalgun bahul amavasya 
(30th Phalgun) . ... . ... ... ... ... ... . .. 

Amount of claim~ rejected by the Court:-

OHS. FB. AS. 
o 1 (} 
003 
014 
018 
o 1 1 
003 
o 0 f-
o () 4 
008 

1 2 It 

o 1 4 

25 0 0 

25 1 4 
13 1 6 ---
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Particulars: - CBS. FS. AS' 
1. That brought by Chinveri. Chetty against defendant for 

his share of profit arising from coins sent by him to 
the latter's shroff stall. ••• ... .... ... ... 

2. Loss said to have ~een sustained on the sale of pansupari, 
defendant haVIng alleged that it never was sent to 
his stall till it was so old that no person would. 
purchase it; the Court upon this having consulted 
some merchants as to the cnstom between, partners in 
such cases they gave it in favour of plaintiff· the plea 
is therefore rejected ... ... ••• :.. . .. 

.3. Defendant having accused plaintiff of extorting from him 
3 chackrams as. profit on wax,honey, &0.. purchased 
from Nilappah, the Court finding on questioning the 
plaintiff that at first he was in the practice of trading 
separately with the said Nilappah, but in consequence 
of defendant's importunity to send the. above articles 
to his stall he afterwards did so and the 3 chs. he O'ot 
as his share of_ the profits was on 'that account c ... 

4. Defendant having twiee charged for the profit on Kassi 
Kalnchari's concern,-it is now deducted ... .. 

.5. Defendant. having stated that he had purchased ragi 
from Devalur Venkatappah for which there was a 
balance of profit due him, the said Venkatappah having 
been questioned on this head denies that he ever saw. 
the defendant's face in this transaction, . plaintiff 
having been the person concerned; cla.im rejected ... 

D. Defendant having claimed the price of a saila stating he 
and some other ·wartaks having clubbed together 
bought a salla and having agreed together to throw 
the dice for it, he won it.; after which plaintiff took it 
from him; plaintiff being questioned declares that he 
returned the saila to defendant, there is no witness on 
either side nor win defendant swear to the truth of 
his assertion; plea rejected 

1. Defendant having claimed a profit on six khandis of ragi 
purchased from Nagret Narayanappah stating that 'it 
was he who went to plaintiff for 6 pags. to buy it and 
that he was the agent in the business and plaintiff 
offering that it was entirely a. separate concern to 
which defendant had nothing to say and this being 
confirmed by Narayanappah, the claim is rejected ... 

g. Defenda-qt sets up a plea against plaintiff on account of 
'rice furnished for his family stating that he used to 
consume monthly 20 or 25 gold fanams worth whilst 
he the defendant only expended 3 fs. and the price 
of both being at the bazaar rate the' concern suffered . 
a proportionate loss; to this plaintiff replied that he 
took from the dukan what rice was necessary for 
himself and familYl that defendant did the same, 
j;hat the consumption of rice in his family was greater 
than that in defendant's but that defendant used 
more ragi in his which would put them nearly on a 
footing; the Conrt finding no documents. by which to 
substantiate thisJ plea rejected .. ; 

9. In the brass concern, 11 gold fanams having been claimed 
6 fanams.2 as. are substantiated, the rest rejected ... 

1 2 0 

120 

'3 0 0 

428 

040 

040 

020 

200 

o 4 14 
, -----

• 
Total rejected as above: 13 1 6 
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, 
CBS. FS. AS. 

Remaining unsubstantiated and rejected 
viz., to be settled hereafter ... 
Rejected 

.,. 39 4 III 
25 1 4 
13 1 6, 38 2 10 ----

Balance I 2 It 
which the Court equally divide between the parties, viz.-

'1'0 plaint.iff ... ... 0 6 r 
To defendant ... 0 6 ! 1 2 Ii ----

Collection by plaintiff. 
\ At one time 

Do. as above 

Tot,al remaining due by Chinveri- Chetty 
Besides his bond to plaintiff.dated Nala Pushiam 28th 

for 10 chackrams 
Interest @per pagoda monthly 4 as. from the above 

date to the 28th Margasir being a complete 
year 

]8 
0 

10 

3 

o. 121-
6 1- 18 6 I3! 

15 211 

0 0 

0 0 13 0 0 
------

Total 28 211 
Deduct on account of defendant's poverty ... , .... 8 III 

Balance 20 1 0 
To be paid as follows :-

Pingala samvatsar Magh 30th . IO 0 8 
Do. do. Phalgun oOth 10 0 8 20 1 Q 

Should the defendant be able to prove his right to the above chs. 
25-1-4 remaining unsubstantiated within the given time, plaintiff to give him 
credit for half the amount as his share; should. he fail therein, the chs. 20-1-0 
to be paid as directed. 

Kachcheri, 9th January 1798. 

CASE No. (18).-Kuppa Chetty versus Timraya Naick, etc. 
Plaintiff :-1 am an inhabitant of Pidari. Muthu Naick and Timraya Naick 

borrowed money of me at three different t,imes and passed their bonds for the 
amount with interest. I am come to the kachcheri to solicit its aid in the recovery 

, o~ this debt together with the interest due therElon ; the bonds are in my posses-
IHon. 

Timraya N aick :-We formerly rented Pidari and some other villages in its 
neighbourhood and to make up our kists were frAquently under the necessity of 
borrowing money from Kuppa Chetty ; there still being a balance of rent again !It 
us, Kurbanhalli Baig, Amilof Krishnachari, collected the money from the said 
Chetty and made U~ pass our bonds to him for the amount; we acknowledge the
propriety of discharging this debt but we are unable to pay the interest which has 
accumulated upon it; besides the balance of rent was not against us solely, the
ryots were also included. _ We' therefore request an order to the t.ahsildar of the
district authorizing us t.o collect tht, said balance; 

Court :-Amount payable to plaintiff as per 3 bonds, viz.
One bond in the name of Timraya Naick., son of Pedda. 

.PG. F. C' 

Naick, dated Plavanga, Ani masam 11th ... 97 0 () 
ODe bond in the Dame of Mulliu Naick dated as above - 46 0 0 
One bond in the name of Narasimma N~ick dated as aboye... 44 0 0 . I ________ _ 

• 187 00 
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Interest :-~ 3 chs. per cent monthly from the above date to 
the 7th .. MargaIi Pin~ala samvatsar being 10· years and 5 
months IS chs. 700 whICh @ 1-1-8 pAr star pagoda is ... 

201 

PG. F. O. 

608 0 11 

Timraya Naick and Muthu Naick also passed their bond dated 
Kr~dhi samvatsar Margali 7th: Principal... '" ... 28 0 () 

Intel'est @ 3 per cent monthly from the above date to the 7th 
Margali Pingala sam~atsar being 13 years is chs.130-6-8 
@ 1-1-8 pet pagoda is ... .... 113 0 11 

Principal 
Interest 

Total Star Pags. 
--"'"--

141 0.11 

215 0 0 
722 0 6 
-'-----
937 0 6 

The interest having accumulated to an immoderate amount aud the holy 
Shastras prescribing" that the amount of interest shall ne.er exceed the principal ,. 
the Court j.n conformity to this maxim find that the amount of the debt including' 
the interest thus modified is ,Ps. 430-0-0, viz., 

Principal 
Interest 

215 0 () 
215 0 0 

430 0 () 

The defendants having agreed to pay the principal oli. con~ition of being 
permitted to 'collect the outstanding bal~nces against the ryots, engaging that, 
should there be a surplns it shall be appropriated towards liquidating the interest 
and stating that the amount might be about 400 pags. the particulars pf which 
were entered in the karnams' accounts, the latter accordingly give in their written 
statements and the Court recommend that the tahsildar may be desired to collect 
the snms due by each individual and besides the principal that the plaintiff shall 
receive in liquidation of the interest any surplus that may accrue above the 
pagodas 215; should the defendants not substantiate their claims against the ryots 
they must be' responsibl~ for the amount principal. 

Kachcheri, 8th January 1798. 

CASE No. (19)~ Arimuthu ve1'SU8 Annamalai Chetty. , , 

Plaintiff :-Odandi Rama and myself were partners in a panmaUa (betel 
garden) iD. the village of Kartagoli, sumaiat Karanhalli, taluk Virabhad rad rug. 
Rama without our knowledge went to Agaram, taluk Kammanellore and sold bis 
share for 4 chs. 4 fs. to Annamalai Chetty; this bargain having been made 
without our previous concurrence we are come to petition that the said share may 
be delivered over to us on reimbursing Annamalai Chetty the amount purchase. 

Defendant :-1 purohased the share of a garden paying the Sayar farmer 
from Agaram, Rama; for chs. 4 fs. 4 as per bill of sale; Arimuthu and I having a 
dispute on this head went to have it settled by the Tahsildar of Virabhadra
'drug, who after hearing both sides gave it in my favonr. 

Court :':'-Having inspeoted the deed of sale, summoned for the purpose of 
enql,liry into the rules whioh subsist among partners in a betel garden as to the 
disposal oftheir respective shares the following persons: Labbai Fakir Muhammad, 

26 ' 
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Aotwadily Mira~l Sahib, gardener Kandappah, ChinnaroYitrlrug Chund··tppah and 
Kallavi Kuppa Chatty who declare-

1st. That the proprietor of a share in a garden may ad UbitUin dispose' of the 
whole or any part of such garden to whom he pleases withollt the consent of 
his partners. . 

2nd. Therefore that the plea set up by Arimuthu was frivolous and improper. 
The Court upon this confirm the bargain and the plaintiff is not in future to 
renew his claim. 

\ 

K~chcheri, 24th January 17i'8. 

CASE No. (20)., Lakshmana and Kuppaiya VerSu,8 Narayanaiya. 
\ 

Plaintiffs ,:-Chikil: Ti mtnapaiya.; ,the father-in-law ofKuppaiya, advanced to ' 
Venkatagiraiya, grandfather to N arayanaiya, the sum of 500 chs. on eondition of his 
mortgaging to him' 12 cawnies of land out of his Kulkoragi inam lying under the 
Palacode tank; of that sum there is a balance still due to us of 150 chs. of which 
when we demand payment he puts us off with excuses in lieu of the said 150 chs. 
Narayanaiya gave us a garden the produce of which he, however, appropriates to 

, his own use. We request the interference of the ~arkar in the recovery of this 
our right together with the interest due thereon. 

Defendant :-My grandfather Venkatagiraiya mortgaged to Chika Timmapaiya 
of Seringapatam in co.nsideration of his adw.ancing him 500 chs. 12 cawnies of land 
out of Kulkocagi inam under thePalacode tank. My. father Appaiya having 
repaid the said 500 chs. there remained a balance of interest to the amount of 150 
-chs., for this we transferred to his heirs certain productive gardens which have 
yielded them a profit of 130 chs., the remaining 20 chs. I am not able to pay; 
bere is their receipt for th e above 130 chackrams. 

The Court :-Having taken muchalkas from each party binding themselves 
to abide by the d~oision of the arbitrators, proceed to hke the oause under 
consideration . 

. Contents of a bond dated Durmati [1776-i] samvat.sar Ashaud shud sapthami 
(7th Ashaud) {-Whereas I am indebted to Chika Timmapaiya in the sum of 150 
ehs., I do hereby in lieu thereof mortgage for the space of one year gardens 
eontaining 4,500 supari and oocoanut trees; should there be any defioiency of 
income arising from the produce of the said gardens, I do hereby pr9mise to make 
up the same with interest at 10 per cent. 

Receipts in possession of the' defendant Narayanaiya, dated RaktakshL 
sa.mvatsar Kartik bahul sapthamL(22ud Kartik), signed Chika Timmapaiya and 
written by Pennagur Samaiya, ackno wledges his ha.ving received as follows: rea.dy 
eash 85 chs., 45 khandis 12 croes of paddy @ 10 fanams per khandi equal to 45 
chs. 6 fs., tota.l 130 ohs. 6 f~.; from the date of the above l'E(ceipt to the present 
time 53 years have elapsed; to identify the authentity of the said receipt, Venkata
ramaiya son of Ramaiya being alive, the Court enclosed and sent it to him who 
returned it with a certificate" that it was the handwriting of his father Ramaiya." 
Being satisfied on this head the Court prosecute their deliberations; deducting the 
above 130 chs. 6 fa., there is a balance against defendant of 19 chs. 4 fs. equal to 
star pagodas 16-14 as. In consid,eration of the great poverty of defendant· and 
the distant period at which the transaction took plaoe, it excuses the interest alid 
adjudges t,hat the above sum of 16 p~gs. 14, as. shall be paid as follows :-

In Pingala Magh shud pournami (15th Magh) 10 0 0 
and a tattu in possession of defendant valued at 6 1 ~ 0 

Total 1614 0 

T ' 

, 
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Kachcheri, 25th January) 798. 

CASE No. (21). Nanja 'Versus Gidda. 

Plaintiff :-1 am an inhabitant of Kamialpalli, taluk Krishnagiri and of the gollar 
cast. In S~dharana ~amvatt!ar 1790-1 a~ the beginning of the distth-bances 
I t~ok ~h~t JOYs I had In my h~use an~ havmg put them into an earthen pot I 
boned It ill a kambu field; besIdes thIS, I put in the fissure of a rock in an 
adjoining field, a small iron box with some gold joy,,; myself, Gidda and one or 
two ?ther partners used to cultivate the said kambu field. Gidda and [I] are near 
relatIOns all;d he kn~w8 pre~ectly well what property I was possessed of but I did 
~ot make hIm '.lcqUll1nte~ wIth the places where 1 had concealed my joys; he being 
mtent on makmg t~e dIscovery s?ught. about everywhere ~nd having at iength 
found ~hem, he car~ed them oJi wIth whICh I was fo), some tIme una,cquainted; on 
returmng to my vIllage at the peace, I found that the. earthen pot with its 
contents was gone, at which being alarmed I enquired of my partners who denied 
having any knowledge of it with which assertion being dissatisfied I insisted on 
their accompan'y'ing me to the village temple, when Gidda and the rest of them 
taking up a flow~r from before the god they handed it to me, after which I Baid 
no more about th~ matter. Some time !;Lfter, an astrologer came to our village to 
whom I related my misfortune, requesting he would consult the stars and assist me 
in detecting the thief to which having consented, and my partners being alarmed~ 
Gidda, two days after, brought the earthen pot with its contents which he laid 
before me in presence of several people ;\on examining the contents of the pot, I 
found all right except about 20 pagodas worth of joys; on taxing Gidda with which. 
he said that he had sold them to answer his necessities but that he would repay· 
me, which he.bas accordingly done; on looking in the kambu field for the pot, I at 
the same time went to the rock where finding the iron box as I had left it and 
concluding from its weight that aU was right I took and hid it in another place; 
some days after, having taken the box to my house to examine the oontents which 
on hiding it were as follows :-(1) One prur' of !~.ar-rings weight 16 pagodas, (2} 
two gold bars weight 100 pagodaill, (3) three and half silver arm bracelets weight 
Rs. 3, (4) one pair of ear-rings weight 2 pagodas [and] (5) two pair of silver rings for 
the wrists weight Rs. 40. I found all right but the 2 gold bars weight 100 p!"l,godas 
wbich were gone. Lamenting my misfortune, I stayed quiet at home, 'my suspicions " 
being strong against my relation Gidda, but was afraid toaoeuse him witbout some 
proof. Chikaohinna another partner and also a relation came to me one day and see-
ing me melancholy asked me the cause which having explained to him, he enquired 
ahout the form and the partioular marks of the iro~ box which having also iold 
him he " replied that Gidda having resol VE'd on marrying, he and I left the village
with the intention of looking out for a wife for him an'd having travelled together 
for about a mile he suddenly desired me to stop aud having retired to one side, he 
brought back in his hand an ,ron box containing gold and silver joys out of which 
he took and put iIi his ears one pair of ear-rings, given me another pair and desiring 
me to wear them to which having consente,d we proceeded together to Kottakottah, 
and on our way back, being within, a mile of our village he again stopped me 
and desired me to give back the ear-rings saying that he would replaoe thp.m in the 
box and desiring me to go on before, adding that the joys belonged to N anja and 
that he must not be seen wearing them." Having heard these particulars from 
Chikachinna, I requested of him to repeat them word for word before several 
people which he did in presenoe of goldsudth Chinna, gollar Wobe Naick and 
oddawaJ· Chinnappa. Some time after, Gidda having dissolved our part~ershjp went 
and resided with N aUa Bayappa N aick of Korakapatti taluk, Muttiir ; the said N aick 
and Gidda's father having come one day to my village I represented to the Jatter 
that bis son had restored to me a part of my joys which he had stolen and that 
from the evidence of his own son-in-law given before several people 1 was oonfi
dent that he must also have made away with the two gold bars value 100 pagodas. 
adding that I would hold him the father responsible for them; he replied t.hat his 
Son must answer for his own conduct and that he would bave'Dothing to say to it ; 
I insisting on it, a scuffle ensued bet.wixt us, on which s.ome ?f the neighbours 
interfering, they quitted usfor the present. Nallapa. NaIck dId not return and 
the dispute has thus lain. over unsettled. 

26-A 
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Defendant. :-In ~adharana samvatsar 1790-1 on the commencement of the 
disturbances I was joint partner with Nanjain the business of cultivation. I know 
nothing of any property concealed by him, but observing some fresh earth dug in 
one of the fields I concluded t,hat there must have bean Romething hid in the place. 
ldug and found it. Nanja having accused us for having carried away his property, 
we at his desire took an oath denying it and on bis consulting the astrologer, I 
brought and gave him what I had discovered excepting joys to the value of 20 
pagodas which I paid him in rdady money; aU that Nanja has represented is true; 
.on occasiorls of festivals I was in the practice of borrowing some of the joys that 
were concealed in the iron box, but I always returned them; it is also true that I 
",ent with Chikachinna to Muttfir to look out for a wife and that Chinna and 
myself wOl'e his joys on that occasion; it is certain that he asked me whose 
property they were and that I answered they belonged to Nanja but I never 
appropriated any part of the hidden effects to my own use. 

The Court :-Havin~ as usual taken from each the obligatory muchalkas, 
proceed to decide on the cause. It appears that Gidda and his father NallaBaya 
were well acquainted that Nanja possessed cer~ain joy~, but they lV"ere ignorant of 
the particular spot where he had concealed them~ ani Gidda seems to have been 
assiduous in endeavouring to find out where he had buried them. Notwithstanding 
that Gidda had been successful in his researches, having found the earthen-pot, yet 
he took an oath that he had not and afterwards dreading the skill of the astrologer 
he restored them; it is evident from this that his intention was to have stolen 
Nanja's property; bis having made a 'practice of borrowing the joys in the iron box, 
which he pretends to say he always returned, entails upon him a strong pre:mmption 
that he also made away with the two gold bars and the Court being unanimously 
convinced of his guilt, he is put in confinement and his father summoned to make 
good the stolen property. N anja being qu~stioned as to the real value of the two 
bars and having replied that he could not positively say but that his father had told 
him they were worth 100 pagodas, it being now impossible to ascertain the truth, 
and Gidda's means of reimbursoment uncertain, the Court after due deliberation 
.adjudge that the bars shall be valued at 50 pagodas- to be paid N anja as follows :-

On Phalgun bahul amavasya (30th) of Pingala samvatsal' pagodas 30 
Do. do. of Kalayukti 20 

Total 50 

for which Gidda in pr~sence of the Court was made to enter into a written agree
ment. 

Rachcheri, 2nd February 1798. 

CASE No. -(22). Nagappah ver8U.~ Rachappah. 

. Plaintiff :~.Rachappah rented four fielils in the villages of Devasamudram and 
Ag-raharam with the intention of sowing them with indigo and ploughed them two 
Qr three times. J, wishing to become a partner with him in the concern, proposed 
it to him and a written agreement passed between us that the profits accruing should 
be divided into eight shares of which I was to have five and be three. Indigo being 
required I applied to Rachappah who told me that he had given in pawn to Vernal 
Tippaiya 11 khandis of seed for 6l pagodas which he 'desired me to pay and 
relleem the seed which I did; one khd.ndi w'as sown the price of which was 51 
pags. Rachappah gave me his bond for 4 pagodas, 2 pagodas as his sLare of 
the price of the seed and'2 pagodas which he borrowed of me, engaging to pay 
me the said 4 pagodas when his crop was cut; after this having occasion for 5 
pagodas more~ he borrowed that sum of me passing his bond for the same p~yable 
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in ontl month, failing which he agreed to .give_ up his a shares in the indigo 
concern. He has not yet performed these his engagements, consequent1y 1 have 
withheld from him the above shares; besides ,this I have It claim upon him for 
interest due on his bonds. 
, Defendant:-Having obtained some takavi from the Sarkar I proposed by 
means thereof to rent four fields and to sow in them indigo; security being required 
for the advance ?f takavi ~ br~ught Molly Goud of Sadzaliha1li, taluk Rayakotah, 
to the kachc~en. On this Nagappah came to me proposing to join me in the 
concern, and It was agreed that we should share thA profits in the following 
prop'ortions-out (If eight shares five to revert to him and the remaining three to 
me. Being in poss,ession of 8 vats for boiling the indigo each of which cost me 
1 rupee, I let him have them on condition that he should return them or in case 
ci, accidentA pay me their value j having pawned It kllll.ndis of seed with Vemal 
Tipplliya for 6t pagodas an~ Nagappah having redeemed of that quantity one 
khandi price 5t pagodas I gave him my bond for 2- pagodas as my share of the 
expense and for 2 pagodas more which he lent me, in all <-j pagodas, payable on 
getting in the crop. N agappah had assured me that he would afford me every 
pecunia,·y assistance in his, power but he afterwards entirely neglected me; 
depending on his promises, I consented not only to admit him as a partner in the 
indigo concern b~t even allowed him a larger share than I had 'myself. Being 
distressed for money I applied to him withQut success; at,length- he made me an 
.advance on condition that if I /lid not repay him in the space of one month I 
would enter into a written engagement to waive all right to my three shares in 

- the concern to which my necessit.ies forced me to agree. I am now unable to 
pay the debt and request that 15 days may be allowed me to discharge it. 

The Court :-Nagappah and Rachappah having agreed together on the 
proportions of profit on an indigo concern each was to receive remained for some 
time on good terms. Rachappah impelled by his necessities wanted to borrow 5 
pagodas of N agappah to which the latter would not consent unless the other made 
-over to him in writing his shares of the profits. Rachappah did not pay the money 
at the period agreed upon and therefore it would appear that strictly speaking 
he forfeited all claim whatever to any share of the profit but it was originally his 
~xpectation that he would make something by it and Nagappah ought not to have 
annexed such hard conditions to a failure of engagements, more especiaJly as he 
bad promjsed to assist hiQl in his distress; the Court in consequence award that, 
Rachappah shall pay N agappah the amount of the bonds with the interest due 
thereon, from the date of the said bonds to the present period, within a given 
time failing of which he shall be considered as having forfeit.ed all claim whatever 
to any part of the profits on the iridigo concern. - .... 

Rachappah owes Nagappah on bon~ 4 pagodas payable on Jaisht mass. bahul 
amavasya (30th Jaisht). :> pagodas payable on Margasir masa shud dwadasi (12th 
Margasir) besides a fraction of 2 fanama 14 annas, total 9 pagodas ~ fanams 
14 annas, 'of which 4 pagodas are to ,be paid on getting in the crop, balance 
5 pagodas 2 fanams 14 as., intereatto Magh shud pournami (15th Magh) being 
2 months and 3 days .out of which striking 1 month --remains 1 month a.nd 3 days 
~ 4 as. per pagoda monthly. is 1 fanam and 4: as., total ~rincipal a.~d interest 
::; pagodas 4 fanams 2 as. MOlety of the expens~ of plo~ghl?-g, etc., lDcurred by 
Rachappah and for which N agappah mnst give hIm credit, VIZ :-

To ~eeding and cleaning the jungle 
To hire for ploughing .. _. 
To 2 croes of indigo seed 

PI. n. AI. 

018 
042 
o 6 t 

1 110t 

lli fa:nams for star pagoda are 1 star pll;goda 2t as. which leaves a balance 
:against Rachappah 4 ps. 3.fs. ] 5t as: wh~ch he must pay o?- or before the 17th 
February- fasli 1207 ; otherWise he forfeIts hiS share of the said concern and shall 
besides pa~ a fine to the Sarkar. 



'I'HE BARA.IHAdAL RECORDS 

Kachcheri,8th February 1798. 

CAS]!J No. (23). Anka t'erSU8 Venkata Rao. 

Plaintiff :-1 am a rrot belonging to the village of Yellimichaigiri, Krishnagirl 
taluk. In RakRhasa samvatsar 1795-6 at the time of the survey, I took a farm 
from the Rarkar at the rent of 1.7t chs. I took for my partn,er Venkata Rao; 
each of us having 2 ploughs, we agreed that I should have the share of the ·crop 

__ . produced from three of the four ploughs on condition that I furnished a driver for 
the one belonging to Venkata Rao; it was also settled between us that, as [ was a 
ryot and had not always the command of money, he should pay my proportion of 
\he rent according to. the kistbandi, promising on my parL that, at the end of the
year I would settle wlth him for th~ money he had advanced on my account, and 
allow him besides, as interest, an ~ql1ivalent in grain in the proportion to what IS 
usually produced by the labour of haIfa plough. In this manner he advanced the
kist money for Rakshasa and Nala, two years. On Vaisakh bahul panchami (20th 
Vaisakh) of Pingala samvatsar 'our account being adjusted in the presence 
of Venkata Rao's father and a balance appearing against me of 5 chs. 1 fanam and 
7 khandis of grain, I passed my bond for the same jafter this on asking him to pay 
the rents of Pingala for me as heretofore, he replied that he had not the means. 
I am therefore come to prefer my complaint against him. . 

Defendant :-From Rakshasa to the month Vaisakh in Pingala samvats~ 
1797-98, agreeably to the verbal agreement which passed between the plaintiff and 
me, I paid up his rents; he has not yet paid me the money and grain according to 
his bond; therefore it is that I now decline ad vancing any more cash on his account i-
if he pays me what he owes I shall continue to assist him as before. . 

The Court :-Find that the ryot An ka is indebted to Venkata Hao as follows :
Grain khandis 7 as per bond, grain taken out of Venkata Rao's store by Anka 
6 khandis, given him for seed 2 khandis 9 croes, turmeric seed J4 croes, balance 
on Muniakka It. khandis, on Guruva 16 croes, Yerindr-l15 croes, total 19 khandis 
2 croes, from which deduct the 13 croes now in possession of Anka, there will 
remain due] 8 khandis 9 croes. 

Ready money as per bond 5 chs. 1 fanam besides the amount of an ordflr 
given to Venkata Rao on Anka by another ryot to whom he was indebted 3 chs~ 
4 fanams, total 8 chackrams 5 fanams j of the grain now in reserve, being the
'Pingala .s:rop. neducing the me]varam (Sarkar's share), there remain stocked 7 
khandis III croes of which the share of 1 ploug~ or 1 khandi 17U croes accrnes 
to Venkata Rao as his portion. On consideration of these particulars the Court· 
are of opinion that Venkah Rao had ~;n:fficient cause to decline plaintiff's proposal 
of continuing his assistance; they therefore adjudge that Anka shall pay the whole 
rent of Pingala, the whole of the produce of that year being measured by the
Kangani in the presence of Ven!rata Rao reserving what may be necessary to pay· 
the rflnt~ the remainder shall be" made over to Venkata Rao and the surplus, if 
any, to revert to Anka; the proportion of half a plough of grain for the said year
is not to be given to Venkata Rao; on Jaisht bahul amavasya (30th Jaisht) Anks 
is to settle accounts with Venkata Rao, who having given him seed, the former
deducting Venkata Rao's share of it for one plough, WIll pay double the remainder
as tullava,8si or interest failing of which Anka shall pay a fine to the Sarkar, who. 
will colle9t. the amount from him by distress and give it to Venkata Rao. 

Kachcheri, 11 th February 1798. 

CASE No. (24). Appana versu.'1 Venkatappah. 

Plaintifi':-Venkatappah formerly an i~habitant of BemandahaJ1i, now resides: 
in Daulatabad. In Rakshasa samvatsar 17\)5-96) Jaisht shud chathurthasi~ (14th 
Jaisht) he came to me in company with TaUam Venkatadri who, he said, wanted to 
borrow of me 10 star pagodas; I replied that Venkatadri was a stranger to me 
and that I had no. money to give him; he added that it was an urgent occasion,. 
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that I must le~d the money, and if I had any doubts of repayment that he would 
become se~urlty. I. was at last persuaded and having given the 10 pagodas to 
Ven~atadrl I took hIS bond for the amount and Venkatappah's written security; 
t~e lDterest was settled@ 8 ann~s cantary per month for each pagoda. Since that 
tIme 3 years has elapsed, the sald Venkatadri has deserted and when I demand 
the money from Venkatappah he puts me off with excuses saying that he is poor 
and cannot pay me. I know that he has the means and as I have his bond as 
security for the absentee, he is the person who mnst satisfy me; I amYtherefore 
come before you to obtain redress. 

Defendant :-All that the plaintiff has advanced is true. Venkatadri received 
the money borrowed from him and being importuned by his creditors he has left 
the country; it is also true that I became his security and will make good the 
debt provided I am excused the interest. 

The Court :-Finding that Venkatappah went of his own accord to the plaintiff 
and by dint of persuasion borrowed of him 10 pagodas which be gave to Venkatadri 
an<.l for which he passed his bond, award that the debt shall be discbarged by him 
as follows :- . 

Principal on bond 10 pagodas-interest as per same bond 8 annas per pagoda j 
but the money borrowed was not on his own account and the person wbo,received 
it deserted to avoid his cr~ditors. 'raking this into their consideration, the Court 
reduce the interest to one half or 4 annas which from Jaisht 14th of Rakshasa 
1 ;95-96 to the 20th Magh masam of Pingala 1797-99 being-31 months and 6 days 
is 7 chackrams 8 fanams; deduct 2 months as usual j there will remain 29 months 6 
days or 7 chackrams 3 fanams of which the plaintiff has received at two different! 
times 5 chackl'ams as per his receipts-, balance 2 chackrams :3 fanams which makes 
the amount principal and interest 10 star pagodas 2 chackrams 3 fanams cantary 
to be paid as follows ::-

On 15th Phalgun of Pingala samvatsar 
On 15th Chaitra of Kalayukti samvatsar 

:5 ps. 
5 ps. 2 chs. 3 fs. 

Kachcheri, 11th February 179ft 

CASE No. (25). Venk~ta.ram Chetty versus-Annaiya. 

Plaintiff :-1 am an inhabitant of Cauveripatam. In 'Vilambi, and Hevilambi 
llamvatsar 1777-8,'l778-9, I was concerned ill. trade with the defendant Annaiya 
'and on adjusting our accounts there was a balance in my favour of 7 chs. and 3t 
nagari fanams which he refuses to pay me. I am therefore come to seek redress. 

Defendant:- Venkataram Chetty the son of Subba Chetty when I was 
Serishtadar of Cauveripatam got certain articles from me in trust, I know: nothing 
-of the account he has now produced against me ; they must be false, they are not 
in my handwriting. . . 

The Court:- On closely examining the acoount produced by the plamtiff 
-observe some erasnres in the column of receipts which induces a suspicion of its 
-correctness. 

- Question to defendant :~You have asserted that this account is not in your 
handwriting. Will yon draw your slate p~ncil ove.r it? (equal to t~kin~ an oath). 

Answer :':"'-1 am the father of a famIly; besldes the transactlOn IS of an old 
.date; I shall abide your decision in this cas~.. . . 

. The plaintiff having also agreed to. thIS, the Conrt adJud.ge as !~l~ows :-The 
-case appears too trifling to exact from eIther party, both h~v.IDg famIlies, ~~ oath 
in support of their assertions; it appears therefore best to. dIVIde the su~ htIgated 
and to make Annaiya paY,the plaintiff half the amount saId to be~ue bemg 3. chs. 
6 fs. 10 as. equal at 1-6-5 per star pagoda to 2 st. ps. 2 fs. 8 as •. cantary. T~e 
plaintiff being indeoted to the Sarkar, the Court adjudge that Annalya shall pay It 
the above sum by the ;30th Phalgun of Pingala samvatsar (1797-8) and take from 
him a written engagement to that effect. 

----
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Kachcheri, 15th February 1798. 

CASE No. (26). Appand verBu8. Kesavachari. 

Plaintiff :-The following is the cause, of the dispute between KeRavachari 
and me from the coinmencement of Parabhava (1786-7) to the end of ·Paridhavi 
sa.mvatsar (179~-'-3): I have cultivated the krittamaniyam (inam land) under 
Devasamudaram tank which was mortgaged by the incumbent Krishnagiri 
Govinda Rao. During this period, I expended, for_ the repairs of the tank both. 
grain and money; I received from the defendant on account of the ryot8 as follows. 
<{rain 3l khandis, 5 rupee~ for seed, total 3t khandis and [) rupees, of which I . 
repaid him 3 khandis 4 eroes, and 6 croes for his family, 2 rupees for seed, to
tank diggers for repairing the tank 3 rupees, total 3l khaudis and 5 rupees,. 
leaving no balahcEl against me; besideH this by desire of the defendant I expended, 

·for tank repairs aR fol1ows :-'1'0 tank-diggers 7 chs. for fi]hng up a gap; 9 fs. 
cantary for his family; a tafeta (silk cloth) which cost 2 chs. 6 fs. Another tim& 
to tank-diggers 1 chackram 5 fs. of which I got back ~ star pagodas or at 12 fs. 
per pagoda is equal to 3 chs. 6 fs., balance against defendant 7 chs. 9 fs. which I 
request your assistance in recovering. 

Defendant :-It is true that I obtained thekuttamaniyam under the Deva
samudram tank in mortgage from Govinda Rao a,nd that I employed the plaintiff" 
to cultivate it; deducting the grain. which he has given me from year to year, 
there is still a balance against him of 4 khan dis 8 croes. J acknowledge being
indebted to him I) chs. 9 fs. but he did not give the tank.diggers the I chackram 
as he asserts. - . 

The Court :-Having questioned the plaintiff respecting the 4 'khandis 8 croes· 
of grain which the defendant asserts he owes him, he replies that if he will 
declare upon oath that his e ssertion is true he will repay him but that if he will not 
swear to it, he the plaintiff is r.eady to take his oath that is not so, and defendant. 
having agreed to swear, they think this unnecessary; the dispute being about 
4 khandis 8 croes of grain which at III fa,nams per khandi is 4 chs. 8 fs. and 
1 chackramsaid to have been advanced to tank-diggers, total 5 chs. aud 8 fs~,. 
they decide that the plaintiff shall be excused half of this sum or 2 chs. 8 fs. 
and that hesha11 pay the defendant 3 . chs. to be deducted from the sum of 
6 chs. ~I fs. acknowledged by him to be due, leaving a balance against defendant· 
of 3 chs. 9 fs. which he shall pay by the end of Phalgun. 

Kachcheri, 15th February 1798. 

CASE No. (27). Kullianpet Kempaiya ~er8u8 Daulatabad Kempaiya. 

PlaintifJ":-Kempaiya and I were partners in trade and we divided betwixt us. 
the profits. I was indebted to him 1. ch. I fanam h as. but he ought to give· 
me credit for 4 fs. paid for th~ hire of a bandy during the time we traded 
togethAr, leaving a balance against me of 7 faDams 8 as. besides which I let him 
have some indigo seed the value of which must be equal to this balance and I 
eonceive that lowe him nothing. 

Defendant :;,....J entered into a ragi concern with the plaintiff . to' whom I 
gave 18 Pondicherry rupees, 1 star pagoda 2 cantary fs. and having hired 
3 bandies, which cost me Ii fs., I brought the grain to Daulatabad; besides which 
I paid. him as followR-for 1 sari 2 rupees, for 1 dhoti 2 fs. 8 as., ready money 
2 fs., total I chackram 1 faDam 8 as. which he is indebted to me:-

The Court :-Having asked the plaintiff if he could produce a witness to certify 
that he paid 4 fs • .on account of bandy hire, he replies that there was no witness. 
but having sworn to it before Basvaiswar Swamy the sum is' awarded in .his favour. 
With respect to the indigo· seed said to have been sent by him to the defendant,. 
it appears from the account that the hire he paid on ,that account was 3fs. 
10 as. ; from an investigation of their trade concern a balance appears in favour
of plaintiff of 6 as., tota] 8 cantary fanams deducted from the above 1 chackram 1 
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{anam a as .. m~ke8 the amount .. due by Kuliarinappa to Kempaiya, 3 fs. 8 as. 
equal to 1 ~o~dl~he~ry ~npee. whIch the d~fendant being indebted to the Sarkar 
shall be paId m liqUIdation of the debt. taking a receipt for the same. 

Kachcheri, 28th February 1798. 
CASE No. (28). Ka.rnam Ramachandraiya ver8U8 Ahilullah [Azizullah P] Shah . 

. Plaintiff :.-Ah~unah [Azizullah ?] Shah Fakir is inamdar of the village of 
Chittobanpalh of whIch we are Karnll.m and panchangi. Although our inams have 
been enjoyed by us previous to the village having been alienated in favour of the 
defendant's p,redecessors, he disputes our right to them on pretence that we have 
not for some years cultivated our lands which. has arisen from our poverty. 

Defendant :-My predecessor having repaired to Haidar Ali Kban obtained 
fro~ him Dumbala inam (free of tax) the village of Chittobanpalli. From that 
period till now, the only inams whioh have been enjoyed are one by Ulla Shah 
and one by the village toli. I am unacquainted with any other. I have had the 
village for upwards of 20 years, during which these pHople have not brought 
forward their claims and what right or pretensions can they now adduce? 

1.'he Court :-On having required of the Fakir a sight of his sanads [he] 
prodnces a copy of Haidar Ali Khan's parwana the contents of which are as 
follows :-

• To all Deshmukbs, Deshpondes, Canongres, Mokaddims, cuUivatofs, and 
Amils, present and future of the HaveH pargana, Sarkar Jagadeo, subah Carnatic 
of Byderabad of memorable foundation, know ye that whareas t:.he village of 
Chittobanpalli, taluk Jagadeo, was enjoyed in ,inam by the deceased Toalullah 
[Ataulla?] Shah on condition 0 f his establishing a Fakirs' Takia or place of wor:' 
ahip and accommodation for fakirs and other poor travellers, you are now ordered 
~o permit the dependants [descendants ?] of the said Shah t" enjoy t.he s~id village. 
in the same way and on similar conditions, consider this as positive-Dated 23rd 
of the month Zik.ada 1181 Hijri.' ... ' 

It appears that this sanad does riot specify that the inamdar has an exclu .. 
sive right. to .aU the lands belonging to'the village and this circumstance seems in 
favour of the claims set' up by' the plaintiffs. 

It appears .that the establishing 'of the usual iriallls to the Baura Babotty 
(official people) in this village is no new thing; had any amil or other head servant 
of the SarkaI' depl'ived thes'a persons of their inam lands, it is very probable that 
they would have.given them other· lands in lieu of them; this, however, has not 
been done and it affords additional strength to the pleas set np by the plaintiffs. 

It is possible that the whole of the inams might have been escheated and 
made over to lhe defendant but it is not likely, a partial privation would. have 
tak.en place. 

As previous to the alienation of this village an establiShment of Baura 
Babotty; similar to that in other villages must have been made,it is not likely that 
any subsequent arrangement was meant to' affect their rights . 

. The names of the. plaintiffs are included in the mamul inam zabita at the 
time of the survey; they appea.r in consequence in the survey registers as occupants 
of certain inam lands in that -village. , ' 

The Court, therefore,are of opinion that ·the (llaims preferred by the 
plaintiffs' are substantiated. 

1'h~ :inhabitants of the .. adjoining' villages, the Zemindars, Sampurtis lind 
others declare that these inams exist and that the incumbents pay shirini or quit. 
rent· to the Sarkar. The Court having acoording to :the best of their judgment 
decidRd in this manner on the cause brought before them, ask the plaintiffs how it! 
h~s happened that if they were sen~ible of th~ir rig~t to the lands in ques~io~ they 
dId not cultivate them; they reply that thl1 VIllage IS waste, ~hat the Fakir IS of a 
violent disposition which deters the ryots from co~ing near h~m and' w~cannot 011 

this account get hands; we have, howeverf occasIOnally: cultlvated our la,nds and 
carried off the prod nee.' 

27 
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The. Court .fip.ding it. difficult to satisfy the parties'in tliiscase ass~ciate 
'with themselves certain moormen and gentoos to assist them. with 'their: advice and 
opiuions and again deliberate on the depositions of both. ...., . 

The defendant has stated that there 1J.1'e no other inams in the village but 
the two he ha,s specified and said that if it could be proved that the plaintiffs at 
anyone period between the alienation of the village in favour of his predecessor 
alid the present date 18th Phalgun were permitted to carry off the produce of those 
supposed inams,he would give up all claims to his right.· The karnam and toti 
'}'epres~nt t,hat their inams have been enjoyed by them and other municipal servants 
for a long time but that they have been neglected and are overgrown with jungle 

"!-or the reasons already stated; • some among us have cultivated their inams the 
'produce of which, deducting the oultivator's share, they appropriated to their own 
USA; both the inamdars and 1'yots who ploughed the lands are present to sub
stantiate our assertions; -if they do not, we agree to forfeit all right to our inams.' 

The Court summons before it (I) Mookullairi Shah, son of Karimulla Shah 
who has an inam in' the jj"akir's village, (2) Peer Sahib a respectable moorman'8.nd 
(3) Ranga a ryot, to whom an oat.h having 'been administered in the usual manner, 
they declare as follow'3 :- . . 

Peer Sahib :-My father Shaik Hu~sain, Commandant. whilst Kurban Ali 
was Ami! of the Baramahal, rented seYeral villages of which Chittobanpalli was one. 
which he farmed in Visvavasu samvatsar (1795-96) for 20 obs. ; he made me 
write down the partioulars of the. produc~ of that year, when on remarking 
that it was more soanty than usual, he aocounted for it by saying that 
JQsi the toti, and Kal'imulla Shah, inamdars, had received their shares; this 
circumstance I have a perfect recollection of, but_ I know nothulg of the ioam lands. 

Mookullain Shah:-During the amildari of Haridasaiya, Yerra Timma, a 
ryot, rented the village Ohittobanpalli for 7 chs. and cultivated the whole of the 
land both SarkaI' and- inam. At the time of harvest the following inamdars, Subba 
Bhat of Avatwadi, the karnam Ramaohandraiya and myself oarried off our 
respective shares of the produce of our.lands, having previously obtained permis
sion from the Amil. At the olose of the year the defendant having produoed his 
sanad received 7 ohs., the rent of the vlUage, which was made over t9 him. Since 
then, the lands in question have lain waste. 
. Ranga :-In Haridasaiya's time, I lived in the village of. Chappamutli, 
Jagadeo taluk;- at that time my brother Nallayerra went to Ohittobanpalli 
and oultivate4 the inam land of Subba Bhat; when the crop'was out, we carried 
off as. our share by agreement· 3 parts, the fourth was reserVed by the inamdar, 
the produce was the grain oalled Punniberg. I am. aoquainted with the ,following 
inams in this village, namely, . the Goud's, the 'karnam's, Subba Bbat's and toti's, 
I know of no other. 
. . 'The Court on this clear evidence find the olaims of the plaintiffs substan-· 

tiated and now speoify the inams as they stand in the survey register!'!; vj.z., 

Hopal J osi's bhatwarti 
Fakir Karimullah Shah 
Panchangies Subba Bhat 
Karnam Ramachandraiya 
Lochar Yerrachari 
Toti Kona - ... 
Total Kut~origi 

... . 

Total guntas 

Dry gmin 

Ie!! 
16 

.400 
183 

- 1472, 
300' 
'384 

2928!!. 
l!l 

Wet grain. 

. 50L 
16 

.20p, 
JO 
50 
]0 
20 
bO 

39~~ 

The incumbe~ts are not in. future to be molested i~ the enjoyment of these their 
inams.' 

Kachcheri, 28th February 1798.' 

CASE No. (29). Yenka.taramanaohari.v6rSU8 Appajiachari. . ,., 
, " 

Plaintiff :-1 have a right to a share. in the bhatwal'ti inam enjo.>:ed. by.my 
relation Appajiachari which he disputes. I am therefore come to obtam Justioe. 
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Defendant :-1 am the eldest of four brothers, Seshachari, Gool'achiiti" 
Kri.shnachari; our parents having. died during Ollr infancy, 1 as the eldest w!!-~ 
obbged to support and procure Wlves for the rest; baving to enable me to do 
this., engaged mysel! in the s~rvice of ~wamy's matam· (a place .to which pilgrims 
resor1; and make varIOUS offermgs); havmg borrowed money of the Pirzada (head 
Pir of the matam)hepegan to dun me for the amount upon which my brothers 
absconded, and 1 was lD consequence o.bliged to satisfy Lim by promising to be 
responsible for the ,money. Having incurred much debt by thus providing for 
my brothers ~ have, as the means of subsisting, appropriated to myself the produce 
of 10 croes of bhatwarti land enjoyed by my family; if 1 am,deprived of it, how 
shall I exist unless the debts 1 have contracted are divided among t.he other 
brothers. 

The Court :-Itappears just both that the inam land and debts contracted by 
their parents should be equally divided among the four brothers, while they l~ve 
together; but the wife of A ppajiachari having died, he is obligbd to separate 
himself from the rest; Govindachari, son of Seshachari, and Krishnachari made 
over of their own free will their inheritance to Appajiachari for his support on 
condition that he would take their debt upon himself, but he had not the power 
to alienato the land to any person ;, it is therefore adjudged that the plaintiff' who 
is the son of Goorachari is entitled to, a share of the said land, provided he enters 
into a written engagement to discharge a proportion of the debt contracted by 
the family; after this adjustmen t the parties are to set up no plea On this llead. 

Kachcheri, 16th March 1798. 

CASE No. (30). flhiddappah VerS~!d Rangap~ah. 

Plaintiff :-My father Muthumulla and :5arvaiya., the father of Rangappah 
lived in, the same village in Balaghat. The latter having, occasion fOt' money 
borrowed from my father the sum, of 10 chs. the bond for which is in my p08ses~ 
sion, 'interest at t fanam per chackram. This was about 30 or 35 years ago. 
1 quitted that village lind went to another country which is the reason that 
1 have not yet received the money. - , 

Defendant :-1 acknowledge that the money, as stated by the plaintiff, was 
borrowed but it was afterwards repaid although the bond has remltined in his 
hand. . , 

The Court :-The bond given by Sarvaiya, ,father to the defendant, ,is dated 
Chittrabhanu samvatsar (1792-3), Vaisakh 3rd, but the witnesses are dead, the 
bond is also in one place a little torn. On further enquiry defendant says he 
heard that the debt had been cancelled, but to this he' can produce no witness nor 
reoeipt; it is at best then doubtful. Plaintiff states that he heard his father Bay that 
the debt remained due, there is no other document than the bond he has produced, 
The Court in this uncertainty determine that the cause shall be settled by lot; 
the amouilt principal being 10 chs, ten bits of paper with from 1 to 10 chs. 
written upon them shall be made out, also ten bits of paper without any writing, 
in all twenty, which having been placed under a handkerchief, the defendant is 
called and desired to take out one number, which was '9 chs. ; this approaching very 
near the original sum and the defendant being low: in his circumstances, the Court 
after due deliberation resolve that he shall have another chance and that the 
members shall each of them .write on a' separate Fieoe of paper what he thinks 
ought to be paid; this being dOlle accordingly, the result was as fo~lows. 

Chackrams. 
Pevurtimal Chetti 
Venkata Rao 
Subbaiya 
Krishnadoss •.. 
Kunhiriim 

27 A 

900 
228 
4' :; 0 
450 
700 

Total 27 2 8 

Average 548 
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This 8um, it is adjudged, the defendant shall pay to the plai~tiffiB the. following 
instalments. '. -

CKS. FS. C. 

10th Chaitra of Kalayukti (I 79B-9, ... 
30th Vaisa,kh Do. 

1 2 8 ... - 0 '1 0 
30th. J aisht '. Do. 0 7 0 
30th Aushadam Do. 0 " 0 
80th Sravanam Do. 0 7 0 
30th Bhadrapad Do. 
30th Asviji Do. 

0 7,0 
0 '1 0 
--

\ Total f) 4 8 

The plaintiff being indebted to (the, Sl'trkar, the Oourt take it written. engagement 
as above from the defendant in the name'of the Sarkar. 

Kaohcheri, 22nd March 1798, 

CASE No. (31). Nanjappa versus Madaiya. 

Plaintiff :-Having concealed in a part of my house a purse oontaining 3 
star pagodas and 2 chackrams 6 fanams" my nephew Tirtagiri, son· of Kini. 
Mallappa~ took it away a,nd gave it to Madaiya, the son of Moodveri Anna. Of the 
above sum I have recovered one Bahadur pagoda, 2 fanamsand 8 oantary annas. 
Moodveri Anna must be responsible to me for the remainder. 
. Defendant :--'::Tirtagiri brought and gave me 1 star pagoda and 4 cantary 
fanamt?which I ca~efnlly. conoealed. My parents and th_e plaintiff Nanjappa 
'1naking a noise about the money that was stolen, I became frightened, discovered 
what I had got and restored it to the owner. I know nothing about the 3 star 
pagodas 2 chackrams and 6 fanams. 

• • 
. Tirtagiri :-1 stole from Nanjappa's house 3 star pagodas 5 cantary fanams 

of which I exchanged 1 fanam for pice which I gave to the boys to play with, the 
remaining 3 pagodas 4 fanams I ga"e to Madaiya. I kept no part to myself and 
the story of th~ 2 chackrams and 6 fanams is false. 

The Court :-Q. to Madaiya.-When Tirtagiri gave you this money was tliere 
any person present P 

.A.-Yes, two boys Veraiya and'Appanaiya were present; when Tirtagiri 
came to us he brought 3 pagodas 8 fs. out of which he gave me 1 pag:oda 4 
fanams, out of the remaining 2 pagodas 4 fs. he changed 1 fanam into pice which 
he presented to the boys to play with; what he did with the rest I do not know. -

Viraiya and Appuga :-It is true that 'rirtagiI~i brought 3 pagod~s 8 fs. and 
lJe gave 1 pagoda 4 fs. to Madaiya; we ,,!ere sitting in the school when he came -
and calling out Madaiya by a signal he presented him with the money; observing 
tha.t they were whispering to each other and suspecting what was going forward 
we went and stood behind them. Madaiya'3 fist waS' closed and on asking him to 
bpen it he refused, upon which we forced it open and found I pagoda 4 fs. 
Tirtagiri offered us some pice to play with which we returned to him. It is 

. certain that each of them had money in their hands but we do notknow what they 
did with it. Three days after, Tirtagiri came to us saying that 11,e had buried the 
remaining 2 pagodas 4 f~. in the house and that somebody had carried it away. 
On accompanying him, we found the post empty; • 

It appears from this 'evidence that 1 pagoda 4 fs. and no more was 
received by Madaiya; previous to N anjappa'EI going to enquire from the p1Lrents of 
1\:Iadaiya tidings' of his loss they wer", carrying' the 1 pagoda 4 fs. to deli ver 
t.o him. It appears also that Tirtagiri who is the plaintiff's nephew has lost the 
remaining 2 pagodas' 4 fs. half of which or 1 pagoda 2' fs. the Court adjudge 
Kini Mallappa, the father of 1\:Iadaiya [Tirtagiri?], shall pay to the plaintiff 
Nanjappa.. They further decree at the recommendation of the Collector that the 
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boy who stol~ the money and he who received a part of it shall 
. 'with tamarind. twigs by their respeotive parents. 

be well flogged 

(Signed) 

Members of the New Panchangy. 

r8ubbaiya. 
Jayaram Pandit . 

. ~ Dhansandoss. 
. Rangappa. 

l
' Chandrasekhara 

Sastri. 

Kachcheri, 22nd March 1798 

CASE No. (32). Hirroji versus Nanjiah. 
Plaintiff.-In Pingala (1797-8) samvatsar Margasir (November 1797) the 

rain having leaked through the roof of my house apprehending that they would 
in consequence be· damaged. I took two bundles of. cloths and gave them in 
oharge to N anjiah; on requiring them back. from him he now . informs me tnat 
one of the bundles is missing. 1 requeRt that he lJlay he made to account to me 
for the loss of my property en~rusted to his care. . 

Defendant :--In Piogala samvatsar Margasir masam the plaintiff brought to 
me two bundles of cloths, requesting that 1 would take oharge of them. RS he 
did not think them safe iu his owu house. J repeatedly objected to his proposal. 
statin~ that a numbE'r of people passed to and, from my habitation aud. that I was 
apprehensive of some accidAnt happening; however, he would not listel! ~o . me 
and leaving the two bundles he . went away. .A person Of the Jangam ~ast. an 
inhabitant of Balaghat, wants [was wont ?] to visit me on eyery market day 
wheu he put up in my house and 1 suspect that he is the person who may 
have carried off thp. plaintiff's property. .A short time after, he leftme,I missed 
one of the bundles and my suspicion of him is very strong ; I delivered the 
remaining bundle to Nanjiah, and further than the suspicion· already me~ioned 
I have no knowledge of what has become of the other. . 

The Cuurt.-Fiud that the property has been carried off by some persons 
unknown; on requiring a p'articul~rac~ount of the cloths stolen and remaining 
they are furnished ,!"ith the ~onowlDg hst. 

1 Black sari 
1 Do. do •. 
1 Yellow ditto 

-Of cloths forthcoming. DRS. FS. AS. 

1 8 :0 
160 
098 

Total 4 . 3 8 

Of cloths stolen. 

2 Cholis 
1 Kastur sari 
7 Cubits of coarse cloth· 
2 Silk and· cotton saris 

Total 

Grand total 

o 4 0 
14.0 
020 
2 0 0 

4 0 0 
- .. -----
8 3 8 
-.-~-

The Court, -qn enquiry into the chara;cter ·.of the defimdant. find .that .it is' 
irreproachable and :free from a~y stam SlUce he has been an inhabItant 
of Daulatabad j it IS· therefore faIr to conclude that he had no concern whatever 
in the theft but as he at last did actually take charge of the property, they 
adjudge that he shall pay to the plaintiff h~lf the amount of what waR carried off 
or 2 ehs. as follows. . . 

On the 10th Chaitra 1 chackt-aUl 
On the 20th do. 1 do. 

Total, .. 2 do. 
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Kachcheri, 25th March 1798., 
CAI:IE No. (33). Venkata Rao versUR Parvat Chetty. 

Plaint.iff :-1 had heen concerned in trade with the defendant" for two years 
at the expiration of whioh period in consequence of some complaints preferred 
against him the Sarkar put him in confinement, and, our traffic was interrupted 
and I at his desire remained with him as one of his servants; being afterwards 
-released, and a monthly pay instituted for his subsistence in lieu of l'usumsj I still 
continued in his service till he determined on admitting another person into part
nership with him on which having asked him to settle our account and give 
me a written acquittl}nce, he desired me to lay all the papers before Venkata Rao, 
late surveyor, who was appointed by him to investigate them. Having done as 
lJ1e deRired, on again asking him for the usual acquittance certificate he puts me off 
lrom day to day with demands for.fresh accounts; I am therefore constrained to 
solicit the aid and interference of the Sarkar:; he has also. to settle with me for one 
year's pay ,as :h~s servant. . ' . ". ." . . . , 

Defendant :-The. produc,tlOn of certam. accounts durmg the :perIod that th,e 
plaintiff and I have been partners in trade .~eiDg required, he is tardy in producing 
them, which is the reason that the affairs of the concern have not yet been 
adjusted. '., 

The Court :-Proceed tQ. inve~tigate thei~' accounts and first those Of the 
defendant. '.' . .. 

. From the 17th Ashaud' of Anand a (1793-94) to the 22nd Sravanam of 
Nala (179b-96) various sums of money as. Bandawal, or stock to trade wi~h, 
were advanced to the defendant by the plaintiff as follows :- . 

From the 17th to the 30th Ashaud of Ananda.-
CHS. FS. C. 

At one time...... 34 6 10 
Do. do. 99 4 
Do. do. 1 I> 8 

Received as takavi from SQ,rkar. 240 0 0 286 1 6 ---- ._--
From the 1st to the 2nd Sravan-am inclusive ••• 58 7 2 

" 30th to 18th do. 18 3 11 
" 20th to 26th do. ... 1 8 8 
" 17th Bhadrapad 25th Sravanam inclusive 1 0 12 
" 26th do. 2nd Asviji ...... 0 6 8 
,,10th Asviji to 30th do. 30 9 8 

Virappa's concern ... ... ... 0 8 0 
From the lst Kartik to 18th cotton market ... 14 5 8 

,,1st to 30th Margasiram 8 3 8 
,,1st to ~Oth Pushiam cloth, etc. 27 3 11 
JI 1st to 15th Magh-buffaloe... 2 6 4 
,. f6th to 20th Magh 6 6 0 
,,1st t,o 20th Phalgun ... 2 7 8 

1st to 30th do. 4 6 6 
1st to 30thChittrai of Rakshasa (1794-95) 10 0 0 
lstVaisakh to 30th do.... 16 G 8 
lst J aisht to 30th do.... 3 4 4 
1st Ashaud to 15th do. 0 4 0 
16th do. to 30th do. 2 4 15 
1st Srayanam to" 25th do. 1 5 0 
26th do. to 30th do. 13 5 12 

." 
. " 
t, 

t' 

" 
" 
" ,t 

Total 513 5 1 
----

Kharch Jama or sum lent ~ .. 16 2 91 " 
Total 529 7 101 ----

1794-95. 16 1 t>. 
7 7 8, 

Receipts from the 17th to 30th Asballd Anandn 
1 st Sravanam to 2nd _ do. 

" 



Receipts 

" 
" 
" 
" 
" .. 
,. 

" .. 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" .. 

. " 
" 

JUS'rICB 

3rd Sravanam:to. 18th Ananda 1794-95-
18th do. ·to 19th 
20th do. to 11th Bhadrapad 
12th Bhadrapad. to 25th do. 
26th do~ to 3rd Asviji 
4th Asviji to 15th do .. 
16th do. to 30th do. 
1st Kartik to 18th Asviji 
19th fdo.to. 30th do. 
1st Margasir to 30th Margasir 
1st Pllshiam to 30th Pushiam 
1st Magh to 15th ·Magh 
16th do. to. 30th do, 
Ist Phalgun to. 25th Phalgun 
26th. do. to. 30th d.o. . ... 
1 st Chaitra to. 30th Chaitra of Rakshasa 
1st Vaisakh to 30th Vaisakh . 
1 st Jaisht to 30th Jaisht 
1st Ashaud to 15th Ashaud 
16th .do. to 30th do. 
Ist Sravanam to 10th Sravanam 
11 th do. to 30th .do. 

Capital lodged in the term as follows :-
Takavi from the Sarkal' .... s.P., FS., d. 

do. from lst to 30th do. • .. 
Deduct amonnt given'to Rachai':pa 

From the 15th Ashaud (Rakshssa)to 30th do. 
" 26th Bhadrapad '(Ananda) •.• 

Receipts. On the 16th Bhad.rapad Rakshasa Chs. 
Do. do~ 

- In Magh masam Rakshasa 
Do. . 30th Vaisakh (Nala) 

In .!shand do. . 
Total 

Balance 

• 

... 

215 

'. CHS .. FS.. C:. 
16 'I 12t 
·60.: 0 0 
15 8 11 
17 9 t 

'1 1 14 
:> 4 5t 

14 '1 6l 
268 

23 9 10 
14 '1 8 
19 8 13 
o .8 13t 
'103 

14 0 n 
.4 7 0-
20 1 ] 
13 3 lL 
13 3 15' 

184 2 13 
31 1 l' 
320 

16 2 8 

529 '1 lOt 

170 0 0 
44 0 O} 
900 

35 0 0 
20 ,0 0 .. - 17 0 0 ---

242 0 0 --
6 0 0 

20 0 0 
30 0 0 
35 0 0 

140 0 0 
2i51 0 0 
----

I 1 o ... 10 .0. 0 
~....i--.-

CHS. FS~ c. CHS. FS. C. 

Karz Jama. or sum borrowed:-
. Of Kempa Gouda balance as above ... 

Vargappa ••• 
Virappa. ... 
Bangalore ~anja 
Kola Chetty 
Mathia Chetty ... 
Muniappa .... • ••. 
Dhulichand 
Pozar Chetty ... .. . 
TJ:tandavaraya Chetty ... . 
Annamal Chetty ... 
Komara Chetty .. ; .... ..-. 
Mathia Chetty 

1 1 0 and 10 .0 0 13 1 {) 
o 7 8t 

35 0 11 
248 

19 5 13 
. 2 ,1 15 
o . 8 0 
o 2 15 
4 1·10 
o 1 11 
200 

·1 8 6 
97 7 8 

292 0 3i 
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Ananda samvats8f 1794-5 . .. •.• ... 
Profits accrulDg on the concern-the 17th A.shaud 

OHS •• Ff.!. A~ 

\ 

of Ananda to 22nd Sravanam of N ala. sam vat
sal' total ... oo. • ;. 
From the 1st A.shaud (.A.nanda) to the 30th .A.sviji 
viz" Profit on t.he sale of cloths .oo 22 

Do. on bees' wax... 8 
Do. OD thread 0 

Leva devi ready money concerns 7 
Do. shroff stall . 42 

. 
From 1st Klirtik to 15th Ms.gh 

Viz., Ready money 
Do. Copper 
Do. Kapas and cotton 

_ Do. Oloths .•. 
Do. , do. from Walajapet 
Do. shroff stall ••• 

From 16th Magh to 30th Sravanam Rakshasa 

, 

Viz., Bees' wax 2 1 31 
Cotton thread 13 4 18 
Cloths f6 4 13 
Silk 00 13 
shroff stall .•• 12 7 4t 
Cotton 3 4 7t 
Ghee dubbers 0 1 10 
Gr8.in 3 8 10 
Salt ... 11 3 4 

81 

15 
2 
2 

18 
16 
.~ 

62 

5 III -
5 III 
4 6! 
5 3 
0 Ol 
1 I 
6 111 
7 9 
4 III 
4 14! 
8 0 
1 8t 

3 6 

Rakshasa samvatsar ... 63 ., t 
. From the 1st Bhadrapad to 22nd Sravanam 

2()7 1 7 
65 6 9 

Viz., on cotton thread .... 0 4 12 
Copper ... 0 4 0 
Seekai (or Boa P' seeds) 0 1 10 
Silfer bullion . 0 8 15t 
Indigo seed .•. 17 3 21 
~alt 46 4 It 

266 3 J1 

62 3 6 

63 7 t 

·65 6 9 
Deduct loss on the sale of cloth 

272 8 0 . 
5 8 IS! 

Do. disputed concern ... 

Grand· total profit ann Kharch Jams" 

- Disbursement. 
Interest 
SadarwRred; stationery 

Balance 

Viz., Chetty's paoti or share 
" Venkata Rao'8 do. 

47 8 71 
.. , 41 5 4 

~9 3 HI 
."~ 

061 

228 .4 11! 
79 ... 8 10 

6 4: 141 
266 3 Ii 

558 . 3 5 

8,9 3 HI 
468 9 9t 

308 3 5j 

160'6 31 



.JU'S'fIOE . . 

Asami yad.dasbt or account particulars on Nanja 
Chetty and Papa Chetty as per bond in .the Chs. fs~ .c. 
presAnt Chetty's name . . ••• 

Do. Mudda Linga ... 
Do. Begiir.Tippayyan ..... 
Do. Kuppanaiya ... 
Do. Narasimha Sastri ... 
Do. A person present on bond 

Total profit Chs. 266-3-1i. deduct interest, and 
sadarwared as above Chs. 89-3-1H; th~re 
remains net profit. Chs. 176-9-6, viz. . 

Chetty's three shares . 
Chetty's receipts 

Excess 
,To be received from Venkata Rab' 

Total debts as above 
Deduct " 

... ... 

106 1 10 
228 4 3! 

... 122' 311 
9 '0'14' 

tSl315!. 

211 

Chs.·.fs. c. 
643 11 

. 124 6 
. 8 9 8! 

.7 4 6t 
15 5 '( 
46 Q lli-

f60 

292 0 31 
II 

131 315ft. , 4 
-.-~--

Venkata Rao's 2 shares' .... 
Receipts ... .". 

... . ... 
'" ... 

Included in Chetty's Rci. excess •.• 

The above 160-6-31 divided as follows:-
To tbe Chatty ...... 
To Venkata Rao 
Excess ... 
Interest· , .. 
House rent ... 

From the interest 
Deduct 

64 2' 8 
9 0,14 

25 '9,10 
3 2, 0 

25 ~r 10 
.13 0 0 

160 6 st 
70' 7 12 
79 8 20 

---'9 0'12,' 

,·96 3 12 

102 5"'0 

12 9,10 
In consideration of Venkata. Rao's troubledtiring 

the time he served the Chetty20 0 0' • 

Venkata Rao's share 

Particulars of the Chetty's sbare 
On Kuppaiya ... 
KadirSahib 
Dasappa 
Nagappa 
Kllntana. 
'Mallappa 
Nanjappa 
Sitharamaiya 
Venkata Rao 
Nanjappa .. : 
Rajappa' ... 
Kuppa Naick 

. Din Muhammad 
Venkatappa 
Ranganna 
Chandarmuli 

28 

.. ... 

-.. , 

32 9 10 

69 . 5 6 ....... _._-
1 10 
.1 5. 4 
o 2 14 
04 0 
.0 1. 13 

,,0 2 S. 
. ,,17.12 

o 6.10i 
1 1.12 
.0 110 
o 0 2i 

..1 0 fH 
1 3' 0 

",1 "1.10· 
041) 

.1 8 Ii, 

963 12 



. \ 
218 

\ 
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Nagappa . ~""" . 
Chiuna Gaud 
Lingoji. .. ...... . 
Venkatara~ Chetty 
Venkata Chetty 
Buchchanna 
Jangamaiya 
Revenna 

. Tailu Rama ... 
Venkatachiiri 
Krishnaiya ... 

. t I ' . 
, Nanja Chetty, et~~,~, 
MulchinniNnjappa· _ 
Venkatappa : _ .... 
1.'anksal Venkatappa 
Begur Tippaiy~ -,'~~ 
Kini Mana 1>pa' ". i 

Shroff Tippaiya 
Kuppimi_ ... 
Narasimha-Sastri 
Mu~veri Lingann~ ,;;-.. 

Lingappa .--

ChiIinappa-
Rama Rao 
Chinnappa 
Naga 
Venkataramaiya 
Sanjivi 
Rama 
Rama ",'" 
Chinnappa 

THE BARAMAHAL REOORDS 

., .. 

'r 

... . .. 
' .... 1 .: .. ,',. 

I ••• 

, .. , .... 
t '.r •• ' ': 

.... : 

Chs. fs.c .. 
'.0. 1: 0. 
,:.0. ,1 ,4 v 

:. t..~. 0. 4' 4: 
;.<.~.~;r· ,~O 3 0 

••• _, .' -0 2 5 
,I 8 8 

.... , 1 1 () 
0. 6 0. 
0. 1 12 

.:.r ~: ; O~ 2-,0,' 
4 •• ·r.o. 0 14 .-

Joint bonds/viz'., -:: 

.. ~ 
" 

!38 6' !3.l.:· 
2' l 0.'5t, 
2 ~~ 6t 

_ •••. -I , 1 . 4 .6t 
5 3 15t 
4: . 1 III 

'0, • - 0. ' 6·11t ... 4 ~4 1o.t 
3 4 14 

"" ':1 ,.4'/]0., 
:Balanc~ .. on -aes,~·rtersl.viz.~ ,.' - ~. r" i' 

... 
.... 
:"e/ 

.i, 
, _4IIi4 

, ... 
• ~..! 

... 
(I , .. 

~ ... 
) ,~.~ . 

'fotal 

... 0. 5 12 
'~ .. ' "0' :-'3 12'; 
:.,,<, :;Q ;:3, , ~, " 
... ,'.g !lg,,' 

... 
0.3 . 2 
0. 0. '14 
2 4 12 
4 1"6 
0. 4 91. _4 
---i-~ 

.. ~6 3. ~2 

Particulars of V-~nkat~llao'~- snare , •. : .... ' , - ... 
On Tiwmaiya i ...' 

.' Nagappa _~.'.!. ___________ _ 

,~. _Goud_ _ 
Adamsawmy 
_Venkata Gnrnva 

~~. Mudappah ... 
Narayani ',.... i ... 

Subba ... ' ... 
Mallappa .l. : , .... 
Wad dar Guruva. ••• 
Shaik Ibrahiin ! 

- Chellam Chetty. 
Nanja '~I. ~ i .••• 

Lakshmana..'.~. ' 

.... 

• 

Humpaiya ': ... r I... . ..... 
Appaiya ••• J • ' ••• 

Arichetty . • .• ' \ I ... 

Ven katariD1 ill... ,,, ••• 
f' j 

Nanja Chetty, &0 ..... 
Nanjappa '-... ' 
Venkatappa: ...... 

. ' .... 
. ..... 

, ..... 

.. . ... 

Joint bonds, viz .. , . 
. ..... 

0. 4 12 
'0. 9'S'· 
140. 
Q 6_0, 
o '7 12 
·0,9 12·' 

. .. 0. 2 1 .. 
0. 5.0' 
0. 0. 12 

:~:o. 0" i. 
..,0 2 .. 3!; 
.. ,0. 1.6!, 

2 0 ... 6; 
..,1 6 :;0. 
.. 0. 3 141 
, .. I 1, .. 8 .t' 

0. 1 . .lo. 
0. 1 )'2-, 

,.,57 2,(ij-
1 3 8-1 
1 5 91 

Chs.·fs.· o. 

.. i j 

•... j 

64 ,2 8 



JUSTIQE. 

Chs. fs. c. 
Tanksal Venkatappa 
Begur Tippaiya ..•. ', .•. :" ' i ..••• . .. 
Kini MaUappa ... . ... . .. 
t;hroff Tippaiy~ ... , ~f ... e! •• 
Chappani ... .. ... . .. 
N al"aRimha Sastri 
Mudveri IJingam' ... • . .. 
• J agadeo Mariappa . ~ . . .. 
Lokappa . , I ... ' .. -

.~. 

... 0 9 s~ 

5 
4 

" ~'. :9." 12£ 
2 7 121 . .. b' 4 0 

'" 
~. 912]; ,4 
2 3 4 

.. . 4: 9 12 
2 4 4 
2 0 6 

Chinnappa ... .... 
Chinna Basavappa ... 1 3 14 

... 03 lOt 
~~-"-.: 

64 2 8 Total 

Total d?e oy Venkata
1 
Rap'~o'the Che~tychs. 6~-5~, 'de,du.ct d~eby the 

Chetty to hl,m c~s,. ,1-0-6~, r~malDs 68-:4-101 to be pald by,'thefollowing .. instal-
ments :- . '. , ", " ,; 

On 15th 'Chaitr~ (1}alay~kti) 
, ,,: ' .rVaisakh (do. ) 

,,' Jaisht ('do. ) 

'Chs. Is. ·C. 
20 0 0 
25 6' 0, 
23 4 15t 

Total .. , 68 4 15i 

. Venkata ,!tao having sta~ed ~~~t'~h~re !lor,e ~erlain sumsiri 1;11.e accounts, f~r 
'hhlCh th~ Chetty ought t,o have gIven him credlt;, the Cour~ proceed ~Q i,nyestigate 
t em:-, ,.... " 

1st. He claims; his shares of profjit on the recovery of an advance of 40 
pagodas made,to Paparapa~tiKuli Chetty to, ,be collected, ,he ,pledges himsel~ to 
prov~ in on,e, month that the advance was made. To this, the Chetty replies that 

'he ~haU have 'hi~ sba.rejif he canpr~ve th~ advanc~ by th,etime he ~e:p.tio~s and 
Kuh Chetty being summoned declares that he never .received the J;Iloney-l~le claim 
is not proved. . " 

2nd,. He claims creqit for 9 fanams :paid. toN¥japp~; t9 thisth,ere is n,o 
witness, nor is th~, ~rtic~e, included in their accoll:nt~., rhis,olaim i!\not pro,v(ld., 

3rd. He cla,ims credit. for chs .. 26-0:"'0 on account of Sadarwa.r~d iiu,d the 
C()urt finding that his claim is,ip. part just, adjudge tb~t :the C~ett, shall c;re~t 
Venkata Rao for chs; 1-0-6i-. 

4th. He states: th~t ,the Chet~y. gave ~utof the joint cpncer¥ t9. a Brahmin.a 
, ~~-" " cloth valued 10 '8 for which he claims credit and the Chetty b«;ling questioned 

on this head' declares that he bougM the said cloth out of his sh~re of theprofft 
a.rising on the sale of 'cotton~n:ot prQved. , , . 

5th. That the Chatty-made a practice of expending paper belopging ~o the 
concern In writing notes etc., ~ox: which he claims.a credit of 5 fanams. 'l'he Court 
find this, a frivolous plea' not ddubting that Venkata Rao also used paper for similar 
pnrposes--'- plea rej ected. . . ' . . , 

6th. That the Chetty sold, a b~)Utiqne to one Santukra~ f~r fO. p,agoda~out 
of which deductingB J!agodas paId to~he Sar~ar, . he claIms '. hIS s;hare of:the 
remainin,g . ~ pagodas. '. 'I'he CQurt a~mIt· the Justness.: of thls d:u-~ . but. the 
Chetty 'Btatmg ~hat the ~ pagodas have not yet be~!1 ~oll,~~te~~ they IItdJ~dge tha:t 
when the money )S received. Venkat.a Rao shall b~ credIted '5'th of :th~ aI?o~nt . 

7th. That there are on nand 1n the Chetty s house 38, manaso,f lDdlgO' seed 
belonging to the concern of which he claims'his share .. ' The Chatty ti')give him 
oreditfor the valueofith (lfthe, said seed. '. . . ." 

.. ' Sth. That.theChetty employe~ N arayani, servan~ to th~ concern,' in'reighing 
supari and cla~ms some credit for thIS. . The O~urt re~ect thlsylea as frlvolo}ls. ; 
when the s~rfant had nothing else ,to .do, he mIght wlthllr0l'r~ety be made to tJet 
his hand .to extra. work. ' . 

. ' . 

"-
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Kachcheri, 4th April. 1798. 

:OASE No. (34). Ohinnaiya ver8US Punap~llai. 

Plaintiff :-,-My elder br~ther Gopal Ohatty having gone to Palacode borrowed 
from the father ofPunapillai,the sum of ~~ chs. 2 fs. for which he possessed his 
b~nd. Rama they.ounger brqther 9~ Punapillai and his p~rtner ca,me toBangalore 
Wlth some gooQ.s; Rama, asked me to pay the money for which my brother had 
given his bond and 1 :offered, him, the Bum of 42, chs. which he refused taking 
unless I also gave him the int~rest due upon it. ~ ~eplied that not having the bond 
I could not exactly tell the~,Ip.ollnt ,qf the, ~nterest? ret),uesting that he would take 

\ the 42 chs. but he would not ,comply;, at last I pre~~iled upon his partner N arayana
swamy to take, thEr money, ~esiriQg him to pas the principal to Punapillai 
and return my bond. My affaIrs ~ having called me to RayakMtah, I went from 
th~nc9 to Palacode, when meeting with Punapillai, he told me _ that he had not 
'received the money, on which I mentione~ to him that 1. had despatched the 
'amount to him some time ago, demanding back the bond-he will not return it. 

Defendant:~~opal Ohetty of Bangalo~e came on business to Palacode; he 
twice borrowed money o~ my father and each time passed his bond for the amount 
as ,follo~s" Jai_sht, of S~~haraIl;~, samv~tsar (1790':""1)' 20 chs'. as per his bond of 
~hat date~ In AsJ:iall:dam ~1 chfl ... 2 fs. as per do. do. Total 41~2 fs. payable 
lD one month WIth mterest at the rate of 2 percent per month; he did not 
pay according to agreement. Two'years after:, my brother Rama and Narayana

,Bwamy went to Bangalore where having dispo~ed . of their goods as they were 
'retutning, home,. ChiIl;naiya the Chetty's brother brought and offered in: part 
''payment 'of the debt·120Rs.which my brother rejected, as hesa:id nothing of the 
interest. Narayanaswamy, although he knew that my brother refused taking the 
'money, nevertheless brought and offered it to, me but I would not have it without 
.the interest arid :returned it. Having learnt. that Gopal Ohetty had come to 
Cauveripatam on sonie, business, 'I went and asked him to pay me the money, 
wht'n he replied that he 'would in ten days })e atPalacode 'Where he would settle' 
'with me. rrwenty;.fi.ve days after, I me't him at Paparappatti on his way to the 
Oauvery and on again demanding the money hA put me off [with] words, saying 

Lthat he would soon' settle with me. After he went to Bangalore I wrote hi.m 
,sev~ral Jett~rs to which I got, no .answer. Understanding that Ohinn~iya was. 
:arrlved atRayak()t~ab, ;r sent for hIm and he told me that he never recel:ved the 
money I ha~sentby'thehand of Narayanaswamy. ' 

Narayanaswamy:-Represents iu Paridhavi samvatsar 1792-3 the brother of 
'Puuapillai and I went on a trading concern to Bangalore; while there Chinnaiya 
reame and toldm~that he, owed money to the brother of my partner, asking me to 
:take and pay him the amount after which he went to Rama and offered to pay him 
the prinoipal. Rama replied that if he would pay the prinoipal and interest he 
,would take it, not otherwise. On this Ohinnaiya caJ)le to me saying that Rama 
.would not tak~ the ~oney and importuning me to take charge of it, I mentioned 
.to him that in case of any accident on the road I wpuld not be responsible; he 
sa.id that I should not, adding that if Punapillai refused taking it, I was to 
keep ritJ till I heard further from him and" should my necessities induce me to spend 
the money that I might pay it back to him by degreesj on tbese terms I t,ook 
charge of the amount principal, Obinnaiya saying that he would be at Palacode 
in about 2 months when qe would settle with .l'unapillai for the interesf. After 
I came to Palacode I went and offered the money to both the father and son 
'but they refused taking it as I had not brought the interest, at the same time dis
appro:ving of ~what I, had done, as Rama the brother of Punapillai would have 
nothing to say to it; soon after this the, troubles began and Iepent the money. 

The Court ;~Chinnaiya is indebted to Punapillai as foHows :-His bond 
dated Jaisht 20th : of Sadharana samvatsar for 20 chs ; another bond dated 
..ishaud. masam for 21 chs. 2 fR., total 41' chs. 2 fs., interest from Ashaud masam 
of Sadharana toPhalgnn 30th of Pingala being 7 years and 8 months at 2 por cent. 
per mensem 75 chs. 8 fs. 2 as.; grand total 117 chs. ~ as.; this amount in strict 
jllfltioe the plaintiff ought to pay to the defendant but the interest has accumulated' 
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greatly and Cbinnaiya.'scircumstan?8S are apparently inadequate to discharge So 
large So ~ebt. T~e Shastras prescrlb~ c tha~ where the interest of money has run 
up c?nsld~rably~t sh~l1 be reduced to ~e .amoun~ of principaJ '; following u this 
~a.xlm the C:ourt, ,adJudges ,thAt the prm~llpal be~n~ 41 chs. 2fs~ and the inferest 
41 cbs. 2 fs.,~otal 82 chs.4 fanams shall be d1vIded among the three persons 
'Concerned who have aU beha'Ved ill in the business a.s follows. 

Piinapilla!behaved ill in not, accepting .,ofa.nd gi vi~g credit for any part of 
ihes~m due him thl'o~gh whateyer challnell.t:waspreferred. whether by the debto!' 
?r, any perS?D .aut~onz~d . by h1m, whether In part payment of the principal 01' 
xnttlrest, devlating lD thIS lnstan~e from the rules usually followed in m~rcantile 
concerns a.n~ ca~eleas of, ,¥~at mtght,happen to the money, provided he, was:not a. 
loser a.nd ,wIth ~~S eye usur~oU:8ly fixed on his privat~ advantllge ,he repeatedly 
ter~sed to take It when Gopal Chatty' came to Oauyenpatam Itnd he after\Vard~ 
S8.whim. at Paparll:ppattihe remai:ne~ satisfied with his prollliseR and let him go 
away wlthout 'paY~,ng the 1 money, !-lor \V.Quld he receive it by the, hand of 
Narayanaswarny, nor the lette:r,-of. advlOe WhlCh_ ~ccompanied it--:in all this he was 
fo'blame. -

Narayanaswamy after Ramathe brother of PiJnapil1ai refus~d to take tile 
money had no business to int~rfel'e, 01' if he did, it should have been on condition 
of taking and 'giving to Punapillai the a~ount both 'of principal and interest 
by 'wmch the debt 'wo'uld' have' been cancelled i arid Chin1'laiya.'s bond redeemed 
thereby d6irig'a,se~vice.,tc),bo~h_ part~es ~this.he d!d not·d~. Finding thatPiinapiUai 
would not'ta~~ t~e; ~~~ey I~,d IQokI11'~ to hIS. pri vat~ gal u,:he trafficked with it for 
the space of ~even Qr ,mgnt ye~rs, dUl"14lg WhlCh penod he never once wrote to the 
owner on the subject; had he acted honestly, lIe would have taken the eai'1iest 
opportunity'of sending the m01J.ey to' 'the. perS'o~ from whom he had receitedit 
in' 'trrist;: he 1:I,1so prevaricates' ih respect to th~. money saying .at ol1e time; that he 
had anda~ allotllerthl).i .hahad not $pent it, andhia not haviDg ev~n offered 
it to Gopal Ohatty>, Ohlhnaiyli's brother, when he came to Palacode, :proves that he 
wished to keep the moh~y as long' as he possi.bly could;' ' 

IOhlnnaiya after Rams: had refused to take the Dioney for his brother,' ought, 
riot to have' employed another person for 'that pUrpO$6; after' givin~ the money to 
Narayanaswamy henever'gav~ himself the. trouble to en'quire whether it had ever 
been: receivedbyJ;>unapi11aj~ although 'his brother Gopal Chatty must have told 
him that pijnapilla~ had asked him .to. 'Pay the debt;, it ~lsoappears that .he iold 
N arayanaswamy' to use .the m~)Dey 1£ It woul?, not. be recel ved; ~hereb'y holding o~t 
to the lattera'strorig te:mptatlon not, todehver It,8nd cre.atl~g a: stl'ongsu~pl. 
{}ion that he b'x:peated no' irit'ere!?~ would be 'charged after the perlod of otfel1,ng 

paymT:~i~ga11:ihe8e' circumstances into their consideration) 't~e Cou~tadilidges 
that Chinnaiya ..shall collect from Narayanas,wamy and pay, toPunap,illai the 
prinoipal sum of 41' chs. 2 fanams and that the interest thereonehall be dlscha.rg~d 
as follows :"':"'Obinnaiya tOl-pay the 'intez:.est due .fr?ID thedal he gave the money 1D 
.charge to Narayanaswamyor from Ashaud masam of Sadhal'ana. (1790-1) to 
,Magh ma~am in Virodhikrit (I 791.2) bein~ ~ ye~r and 7 months 15 c~s. ,6 fs .• 9 a.s.; 
the' temalDing2~' chs. 5 fs: 7 'as. tl:iey· d1vIde mto ~hree shares, V1Z., . each, belDg 
8 chao .; fs. 2} as~ which ChiD.riaiY~ als~ to pay, makI~g the total of . his .quota 24 
chao 1 fanarn lll; NaraYliluaswamy is to pay ,\S ~nterest toC~lD~alya fro~ 
Chaitra masam of Paridhavi (1792:-:-3) to Phalgun of Pm gala (I 7~7-82bemg ~years 
or thereabouts· one share or 8 ohs.5 fa. 2i as, and 8 ,chs. 5 fs. 2" aa. bemg the 

_ remaining sha,;e is toba defrayed byPflnapillai~ total. interest 41.ch8. ~ fs.,. to~~l 
principal and interest as above 82 chs. 4 fs. !ro~ w~lch dedu~tlDg' Puna~llhn 8 
:share of the interest or 8 cbS. f> fs. 2!as., Cbmualya IS to pay hIm the rematnder, 
being 73 ehackra'ms 8 fananl8' 13i -aDnas. ' 
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, : Kachcheri,6th April, 1798., 

i: " i • ' . ,tJ~sENo. (35). " l:>holi Ch~ndt,) ~ersu8Bahad~r:8ingh. ' ' 
: . ",Plairi.tHf,:--)3aba~llr ~inghand, t liv~(f together in Tajganj, a village near 
Hyderabad" ,on , t~e footip.g of. tw;o b~otberE1nianaging, our mercantile conc~rn~ 
separately; this was about, ~ight year~ ago; afterwards Ba~ad\lr Singh' used t(} 
pOrrOw, o(m~ ,frC!mfi.fty to one, hu~qr,edrupees to enable him,to purchase goods 
and~e,at.the ~ame t.m~etrafficke~ln ~besmall,;way on his own means. There
being ~,ussalmaDs and Patha~s in, the village, ,who were fond of gambling" he, 
attached :p.i~~el~, to them~ tbe consequen~e of :w:hich was that he lost 00 rupees for 
whjch, his., ,comrades ,d:uly dunIl~4 him, and 1 to save his credit paid them the 

\ amount; besides thi~ ha-Viog ~o. capihl to, trade upon, I made him an advance of 
25 rupe!3,s, and ~Q rqpeesto purchase a horse, total 40 rupees, with, which he pro"; 
cEled~d to Dhar)Var, w:here he t,rafficked in s~gar-caudyand bhang; he is indebted 
to rp.e altogether IOORs. Quitting ~ajg{tnj, ~ went and resided in Karvalli where 
Hahadu,r Singh :alsp, lived; aftel',wards leaving,Karvalli, 1 went ~o Dharwar and 
from thence to Poligar conntries of Harapanahal1i and Raidrug where having 
beeJlplUlfdered ;Q~ \ all my ,property, I Jrom necessity proceeded into Tipu's 
dOIllini6~!!: it:p.d ,took.s,e:fY~c~ C)( Mil' 13akir one o~ his generals ' who comma.nded a. 
det~chm~nt, ;HereI forme!i an acquaintanc~ with one ¥anikchand, a substantial 
sowc~r, ;Whp ~ent_me .from :19() to, 100- pagod.a~ to trade '\Vith and. it was settled 
'that put of: the p,r06ts, the lender shoulq, ~eceive two and I one ~hare. Having' 
been U:nsucpe,ssful~ a loss, was sust~ined in consequ~nce of which ~he sowcar was. 
angq with me.: At this time Bahadur Singhar~jved and having applied to me 
forsome,stoc~ to purchase goods with, I advanced him 15 Bahadnri pagodas' tell~ 
ing him a~ t.he same l time that, ;we, must liv:e separate and that .he should trade, 
on his, own bot,~oIJl; ~i~ money he iLlso ow~s' me. I aftE!rwa~ds went. to .th& 
Mahratta ~amp .anq returni~g, te;>, :T~pu's I made ~very enq airy after Bahadur Singh 
but In vain. 'rraversingthe country J at last. came to Daulatabad, where learning 
that Bahadur Singh was a r~si~ent J wen~ I:I.nq put up in his 40use. We lived, 
togeth~~ ,~or so~e tiqJ.~ on ,arpicable t,erms,; befor~ . this Bahadnr Singh used t0' 
borrow 5 8.nd lO. pagodas w;orth c;>f Clloth~ '9f. LaIa Lakshmiram with which he set. 
up sh.Qp £<;>rhimseJf.WhenI joined him, w~ had a, joint stock, the profits of 
,which ~e shared ,betwee~ us.', Some tit;ne after, having fallen out, we separat~d; in 
,this ,manner we ,used ~o goon, separating ,anll,uniting,l::)arkar ~lwaY13 keeping the 
peace b~twixt u~" ~hen I had .occasion .f~r! m~nE'y. ft used tq 'borrow of B~ha~ur 
~ingh,30, and: 40.pagQdasW~llch ,Irepald)l.J,~ WIth :thE? mterest, ,he In' bke: 
maniJ,er n~ed ~o take up mQ'Qey f~om me" .i\,'bout a mont4ago having gone to 
Bahadul,' Singh for the loan of [25 J pagodas he said' very well' and having passed, 

- ,my bond .fQr that am,o~nt. pe gave me only,~ 1 pagodas, leaving a balance due m& 
,of.4 pagoda~. Out o{the,~l pagodas J paid him back 3 pagodas, so th~t I stand, 
~ndebt_ed i to him: ~8 pagodast ~avil!g come, ~o my', bo:utiqu~ to -demand this 
,money, pe tpld ;me,that there was a qqarrel betwixt him and, Lala Laksllmiram 
,and JmU!3t ,not go n~al', him; to, thjs I replied, that I,was on, very good terms with 
LnkBhmir~m.. who ,employed, me in selling clothbJ. ~ h~ch 1 gain~4 some profit and 

·that iflfol~()w!3dhis advicEh:l should lose, my 'bread. , On ,*ia,a dispute having 
risen, betwixt \l~ he'told ,me that h~ wOQld .not leave, me till I . paid what lowed 

, him; 1 appliedio~ a delay of one day when I prumised to, pay him,but not 
listening to me h~ ,struck m~ and has thereby ,disgraced me intb~ eye of th~ public.: 
I am therefore come hitherto obtain ~edress; the following are th~'witnesses to, 
his having strilck me,. Anik!tl Bussappa, ~~rt,a Singh, Prabhua Dflssapah$ Sadasiva, 
Deo, Raghava_Raz, LallMeen) beside1! some, others., ,,' " 

Defeudant :-' I am originally all inhabitant of Hind1;lstan;. ,I ,and a friend 
of mine narnell Saligram went and resided in the village of T!1jganj j the.Mahratta 
Par:!uram Bhone happened then to be at that place; an intimacy having subsisted 
between Saligram and Dholi Clian:l, I was introduced to the latter by him, have 
half of my goods, which having sold, I received the amoant (sic). After this I came 
to Karvalli where having determined to set (np a sweet-meat dukan, I gave 
Dholi Chand and one Shevaram 25 ,Rs. to begin with; the terms were that 
the profits sbould be equally divided between the three. About a fortnigbt after,. 
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on taking an account, I found. that they had expended 12, out of the' 
2~·fupees and tha.t the dukan cO.ntamed .13r.upees' worth .of go,. 045 .. ' J'f;hjfJ loss ~ 
d~Vl?ed between theD.l, 6 rupees on Dhoh;Chand and 6 rupees on Sli.E)varam ; I have 
receryed the18tt~r' but pholi Chan~lstillowes .me 6 rupees·, on this : account. 
'Db~h Chand· h~VlDg ,qmtted, Karyalh; 1 wel).ttO! Anagundy whither KhamaI1uddill: 
bavI~g come wIth an '~r~y, I was., .pIUlidere~ of .. a11ll?-Y property; afteJ: this 
pa~smg throug~ tbe P,?hgar count~y., f: came Into the neIghbourhood 10£ .Ohittal"'! 
drug wher~ :h-.hr ,Bakir, :on? o~ TlpU.S generals, waselicamped, and. I attar-hed 
Dlyself to. hIS ar~y;Be~omlDg, acqua~uted:with Tikaratn, asowcar;\vhQr~nted the: 
Saya~, be took.tne~ntohls Sel'YlCe, a~d allotted to.,me one share for:. my trouble .. 
Dhol1 Chand .likewI~e belonged to th,is; datachm.ent.~ when 'he ,had:not been long,; 
before, he ~umed :hlIDsel~ by women and a.tthis, timel tookhiin.by the: hand . 

. a.ffordm~ him my.protection and b~ th~ Bo:wcar',s,assistance satisfying his creditors. 
;A-fter thIS not beIng able to get-a l:vehb~od where he was; heresolveq on proceed., 
lDg .to the ~ahrattacamp, a~~ '01). InfOrml~g ;me that he had nothi~g to subsist Oni 
dU,rIDg the lo.urner,.I g~v~ hII~ ,; .:aah~durl pagodas, 1 salla and 6. irupees. Aftec, 
thIS [I] accompanled l\:br Bakix: t()Sermgapatam wbere '1 found that Dholi Chari'd 

. was emplo~dq.s, guItl!l~t~h: t~. Man,ik Chand. Being acquainted with.this Manik 
Chand, .we proposed JOlnlDg In a ,stock of 60 pagodas to trade with to which.t 
eontrjbuted30 pagodas; he:w.anted.to make three shares of' tl.e. profit to which I 
objec~ed stating that ~alf the capital was mine; at last he consented and appointed! 
Dhoh Chand to. sq.l?ermte~dth~ conce~n ~.a!ter .20;~aYR, outaking the account, 
there, wa~ a :tro~t,of~2pagod~s pfwh~~h J;' too~ p.~lf, phol.i O,hand keeping ther 
remalDder; thIS. su~ he appr.opqated .t,o ll.1,u~elf g~V1~g. hJ,S prlllmpal ~no; part of. it •. 
Manik Ch2Jild. hearlDg of. thl~; prqugh;t.p,s. to, ~i~aFamanQthpr, sow ear w,ho qavil1g') 

recommEinde<,i t:ha.~th~.resp0ql~!~eth~e~ shar~,Lwould not give my ,consent; IlFi 
~ength ablLlanc.e .ivy~~fU:e.4 ~ga.mst Dh9~i,c¥ng. of ~ pagodas to. pe paid to hisi 
prin~ipal; of this su~ bavIng. only 2 'pago(las he .gave- an o.~der OIl{ me. fprther 
remamder. and I. paId . Manlk . Chand ~.pagodas; the next day Dhoh Chand 
absoonded.,and 'h~~til1 P,wfiS ~eth~t~~9u:nt .. ,About 's. y~a.I' ~fter, r came to 
Daulatabad alid h'amnggot some cloths fr'oil1 Lala Lakshmirain, I set up. a d'ukan ill 
t~at place.. Eight nionths:I3.fte!]~i D~~li, C,h~nd ardv.ed when hav.ing provided him, 
wIth a; horse.br·ass: pots,e.tc., ,we, for .~omebme contlDuedon frl~mdly. ,terIns. .A 
dispute having arisen 'betwixt us, 'it was settl~d' by the Sarkar~ and we, sbparat~d; 
Dholi Chand used ~fterwards to comea:p.dborrQw·sums of money from me whICh 
he l'epaid; he· was:, indebted to me4 pagodas for ll: c!bth concern ~nd jh~ving 
borrowed of me the sum of 21 pagoqll:S; he gave .lIle hIS bond for 25 . p~godas; o{ 
this I received' 3 ·pagodas, he still owed. me~2 pagodas .. Wh~~ I demand~d th~ 
money from h~m~ he ,always' gave me abusive.1anguage :~h~eatemng tobea~·m~; he'. 
~ept a moor w~mai:l.; :w~th' which I w~.s 'acqualnt,ed~ and 'b~lDg p~ (~erms of IntIil;lacy 
with Dholi Chand. we were both turned outo£. our ~ast ; ,~t havlDg been afterw;ards 
settled that we' should. be restored on pajing ,a 'fiI;i.e of 15 pagoda~~ Ip'aid th~' 
whole, and DhoitChand still.owes Ine 7lpagodas Oil t~ata(}cotint. ' ; 

. The Cour~ :~The following are .the~laimspr~ferred by tfie pfaintiff a~ains~J 
the defendant: 7 rupees given hii:n in Tajganj, f?r a horse 40 rupees at Sermga
patam, when he served Manik Chand If> B~ad?rl pagodas, tota~ 100 rupees and 
15 Babaduri pagqdas. . To ,all this there IS neIther bond nor ~ltness ; under the 
want of such documents, it is impossible for the Court to 3;d~lt, of the pl~a~ .set 
up by the plaintiff. Thl;lyJor ~ year o~ two t~aded on a :Jo~p.~ ~ncern, dlVldlD~ 
the profits betwe'en them and some .ti[Ile after, they met at Ser~~g& pat_a.~, but D~bh 
Chandneyer before demanded ~hlS l?oneyof Bahadll:r ~m~h.; be~Idl's tr~d~n~ 
people are generallyyery~orrect In theIr, mo~ey transa()tlO~s, ~lvln~.~nd re~el~m9 
bonds for sums lent or borrowed. The Court a.r6 .ther?for~ ,?foplD~on }h~t the 
plaintiff has not sulistantiated these claims. Wh~n: the Sarkar settl~dthel~,dlsput~ 
the plaintIff did nob. take the other's bORd for the ,balance: ~g~IDSt hIm, bo~~ 
declare 'their . readiness to swear to the. truth of whatth~y ~ar~ asserted-:,:,Qf thIS 
the Oourt doeS not .approve. , . 
. ·;The defendant·~as set up the. ~ollowing claims .. aga!n~t, .tb" plaintiff.. Given 
him {at I Ka~valli 6 rupees. whe~ he ,went from· MlrBakIr ~ . detachment to ,t·he 
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Mahratta camp .r, Bahaduri pagodas and 6 rupees, total 5 Bahaduri pagodas and 
12 rupeeil; to this in "like manner nO written or other' document~ is add!J.ced nor 
when they traded together and ~et again after they had separated was there any 
demand made for the above sums; the Court therefore as above reject the claims 
and . oonfirm the following. Bahadur Singh having. represented that when 
Manik . Chand~ . the plaiutiff and himgelf traded together on the capital of 6() 
pagodas, Dholi Chand having expended 8paECoda3 out of Manik Chand's 
share of the profits which being unable to pay, he gave an order to Manik 
Chand for the amount on him. and he to save the other's credit paid the money, 

. having also stated that Tikaram :would prove this, and the other' consenting 
\1.0 adhere to his evidence, he is called in, and substantiates the deferid8.Ilt's 
claim; there being stm some doubts in the minds of the Court as to the entire 
validity of thiR evidence, namely, there being Dut one witness who was the
defendant's partner in trade for the space of. 12 months and the defendant's 'not 
being able to produce Manik Chand's receipt for the mODey said to have'been 
paid by him; If. it should hereafter happen that Manik Chand should, in case' of 
meeting with Dholi Chand, demand the 8 pagodas for which he gave the order 
011 Bahadur Singh aI!d if heca.n 'produce his receipt for the same, thim Bahadur 
Singh has no claim on this account against the plaintiff.' " ' ': 

The Court next proceed to decide on what occurred after the parties came 'to-
Daulatabad. ' 

In Pingalasamvatsar (1797=-98)' 27thM~gh masam, Dholi Chand passed his ' 
bond to Bahadur Singh' for 25 pagodas with interest at 2 p~r' cent per month;. 
of this sum 21 pagodas were, repaid and a balance remained of 4 pagodas. ~ Dholi 
Chan,dhaving sworn that he did not receive the said 4 'pagodas, it is rejected and 
if 3 pa,godas more which Dholi Chand paidbe'aTso deducted, ,theso~ dne by him 
is principal 18 pagodas, interest 11 annM, total 18 pagodas 11 annas which he-
mustpay to Bahadur Singh. ' 

Bahador Singh has represented that both having lost' cast, it cost him 15-
pagoda!J to get restored, haIfof which be state'S Dboli Chand. ought to pay; the 
Court find on questioning witnesses .as to con ver~ation ,that' passed _on this 
occasion that Dholi Chand said he would pay for being resto-red to h~iJ cast the 
samesrim that Bahadur SiDgh did; consequently the 15 pagodas paid by the latter 
was on ,his own account and this plea is accordingly rejected. .' '. . . ' 
, Dholi, Chand has complained that Bahadllr Singh struck and. abused him. 

The ,Court on exam~ning .witnesses find that they are both equally to blamein 
this business; the people of their cast stating that there have been ocoasions when 
Dholi Chand has struck and maltreatedBahadur Singh, they leave it ~herefo:r:e to 
the Collector to award their punishment. The Court being diffident of its ability 
to (lecidf) finally on this. oause, ask both parties to choose each two persons to' 
join in deliberation with them, on which Dholi Chand gives in the names of Raick 
Raz and Kunniram and on the part of Bahadur Singh" Santukram .and Parvat 
Chetty, thesA being pE'rsons of different casts from the ordinary m~mbers of the 
Court and their opinions being taken, the result is as has,be~n already stated, . 

I . • -I ~ • 

Kachcheri,. 10th. Apri11798. 

CARI!l No. (36). Venkannachari versus Venkama. 

Plai~tiff.--My' eldest son Sriniyasachari and I had a dispute abo,ut the shar& 
of an inheritance. I refusing to make a seoond div~dend untilthe,shares of my 
brothers at Seringapatam were settled, he left me ... and I made him an allowance 
for his. maintenance; he is now dead and, his . widow. Venkama .claiPls the 
property' of the deceased. This is. contrary to the, Shast~as, ~hei ca'nnotiD.herit 
the property of her hUSband, but if she will come anp. stay ,with ;lDe, I shall during, 
her life-time provirie her with cloths and food. . ., . , .. '. ' " 

Defendant.--My husband Srinivasachari and hi~ brother Narasimhachal': not 
choosing to live in the same house together, a division of' all they' were worth 
including also their debts took place in consequence, when the whole of their 
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effects was divided into three par~s, one for the f~ther Venkannachari, and one 
for each of the s0D:s, The. father s share was not encumbered with any part of 
the ~ebts; on thIS occaSIon a Khun~' Pattar or written deed of reciprocal 
aoqUIttance was e~changed by the partIes. The bhatwarti lands enjoyed by my 
late husband havmg .be~n scattered here and there, they were annexed to 
t~e Sarkar,. and ot~ers m heu of them ~nd to a similar extent·were granted in one 
vtl:age. Smce thIS land my father-m-~aw have lived separately. My husband . 
beIng now dead, he noW wants to deprIve me of those lands to whioh during 
my life-time I have the exclusive right. 

1'he .c0m:t.-l!aving taken muuhalkas from both parties that theywi11 abide 
by what IS wntten m the ShastraR, proceed to decide as follows:- . 

]from ~aka (1798-99) samvatsar to this time there have existed constant 
quarrels between. the plaintiff Venkannachari and his son Narasimhachari on the 
one side and Srinivasachari. It now appears that another dispute has arisen 
whioh, as on former ocoasions, must be settled by the ~arkar. In Rakshasa. 
sa~vatsar (1795-96) 7th Ashan~ masam their respective shares having been 
adJusted and fixed by the kachoherl, a Khund Pattar or mutual written acquittance 
was.exchanged by the parties. It now remains to determine whether after the 
demise of her husband the defendant in this caus~, Venkama, can succeed to his 
inheritance. . 

Extract from the Shastras :-' The wife who, having no child, attaohes herself 
to and performs a.ll necessary duties to her husband in the event of his death, shall 
inherit of his property and go through all the prescribed cerem.onies for the dead .. 

, If the husband having neither wife nor son dies, his. father is heir to his 
property; if there is no father, the eldest brother succeeds; if no brother, the 
brother's son, t,he next of kin and failing of that, a Brahmin unmarried youth who· 
having obtained all the property, shall regularly perform the usual ceremonies for 
the deceased. 

, The property of her husband being to revert on her death to the father-in
law, the widow c~nnot alienate, either by mortgage, gift or charity any part of the 
said property.' -

The Court therefore adjudge that during the natural life of Venkama, the 
widow of the deoeased Srini vasachari, she 'shall enjoy the bhatwarti lands and other 
property belonging to her. husband at the time of his demise. She shall also be 
held responsible for allY debts hetnay have contracted and at her death, the said 
Jands, etc., shall revert' to. Venkannachari t,he plaintiff in this cause; the widow 
shall enter into a written engagement not to incumber the inheritance with any 
fresh debts; it is to be understood that the heir or heirs of the said widow can 
have no claim whatever to any land, etc., which her husband dur~ng his life may 
have bestowed in charity or otherwise. 

Kachcheri, 21st April 1798. 

CASE No. (37J. Sadasiva Deo versus Narasoji. 
Plaintiff.-Having at the perio~ that I was le.aving Banga~o~e_ent~usted 

N arasojiwith some precious property lD money and. pearls to be b~ hIm delivered 
in charge to the sowcar Chinnappah N aick, I sometIme after got them all back by 
one of the sowcar's gollars. On this account I pl~ce~ gre~t confidence in Narasoji 
who with his family resided in Daulatabad and thinkmg h1m a pe~son trustworthy, 
I gavA him pearls, etc., to the value of 200 or 250 pagodas to dLspose of for me. 
Re promised to sell my property. to the best ad!antage and gave ~e hopes of 
considerable gain. Seven or eight months have SIDce elapsed.and.durmg all that 
time he has rendered me no account nor oan I recover from hIm eIther the money 
or pearls with the price of whioh he ~as beeD: purcha·sing. ~loth with w.hich he 
trafficks for his own advantage. Ravm~ been ID:formed of thIS, I went ~o hIS father 
and brother and told them that if they dId not WIthout delay send for hIm, I would 
hold them 'responsible, for what he had belong to me. Narasoji having returned 
tells me that the concern ha.s turned out badly, that profit LwasJentirely out 
of the question and that he ~ad sold the p~arls to persons who. had: not. yet pa~d 
him the money; he ha.s in this manner entaIled upon me a. loss of about 10 ohs. In 

29 
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the prime cost of the pearls-for this he must be made responsible. I am a person 
from a distant country and borrowed money of a sowcar at heavy interest with 
which I purchased those pearls with the hope of disposing of them to great 
advantage in this quarter. . ' _ : 

Defendant.-Sadasiva Deo and I during our residence at Bangalore were on 
a.n intimate footing; at this time on account of some dispute some pearls and 
ready money to the value of 1,000 pagodas, his property~ was detained by the 
sowcar Chinnappah N aick. After I came to settle in Daulatabad the plaintiff 
eame to me one day saying that I must go and by some means get the said 
property out of the hands of the sowcar. I expecting to receive an adequate 
~ward, went accordingly to Bangalore, and having obtained the pearls, &c~ 
brought and gave them to him. Before I undertook thi~ commission, he promised 
to give me a present of some pearls to the value of 7 pagodas and otherwise 
l'ecompense me; this promise he ought to perform. Not meeting with a'ready 
sale for the pearls in Daulatabad, he proposed to me to carry them to Bangalore 
where he expected they would sell well and I 'being of the same opinion, also 
laying my account to ,'eceive my reward proportioned to the profit, consented. 
'Finding on my arrival at Bangalore that the pearls were of an inferior quality and 
that they would not fetch near the prices put upon them, I wrote to the plaintiff 
representing that they would not go off at prime cost; he desired me at all events 
tog-et them off my hands although there should he some loss, and even then it.~ 
took· me several months before I' could dispos"e.oj them; I have taken all this' 
trpuble on his account ; a part of the money I have received, but I am afraid that 
it will' be'difficult to recover the value of what 1 have sold .to certain Amils and 
'Serishtadars; several people took the pearls 'at a reduced "price; for this as well 
a.~ for my owJ;l. expenses during eight months that I have been employed on his 
business and for batta to servants, I ought to receive some acknowledgenient~ 
I leav~ tpe matter. to ~he decision of the Panchayat, 

. Accouritp'articulars by N arasoji ~.' . 

Amount· of pe~r1s received from plaintiff •• ~ 
Delivered back in pearls ...... 

. Do. in ready money 
Paid to servants 
Loss on the sales 
Loss in the exchange of P. N. Ps. 
Batta 00. .., 

Duehy the Ami! and Serishtadar of G~pbi. 

Excess du~ to me by plaintiff 
Borrowed of :plaintiff on hond 

Balance on llDe bond 
J anoo Sahib~s affair 
Spicery concern 

Star Ps. 

- ... 

CHS. PR. AS. 

82 3 2 
108 9 0 

9 1 4 
4 5 12 
300 
8 8 13 

44 0 0 

10 0 0 
15 0 0 

... . 
250 0 

CIIS. l!'~ •. Ali •. 

251 2 S 

260 7 15 

957 

4: 5 0 
2 2 12 --.---
6 7 12 

The Oourt-Q. to plaintiff.-When you despatched .. Narasoji to Bangalore 
to recover your property from the sowcar Chinnappah Naick, what conversation 
passed between you P . ~ 

A.-'--No written engagement was entered into; being an old acquaintance 
in whom I confided and frequently passing between Bangalore and Daulatahad, 
I mentioned to him that I would, if he succeeded in bringing me my property, 
make him a present of pearls to the value of 7 pags. but no more. ' 

There being no witness to any engagements that may have been entered into 
by the parties, the plaintiff is desired on his religion to tell the, truth; on this he 
said that he told Narasoji he wO,uld make the Buccessful execution of the commis
sion worth his while but he did not particularly specify the recovery of his 
property from the sowcar. 
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The Court adjudge that"Na!asoji shall receive the sa~e monthly pay that 
the. so.wear ~llowed to the gollars who brought and gave his pearls, etc .• to the 
plsmtlff whlCh was 14 gold fanams and that he shall also receive the seven 
pagod~s ~orth of pearls eit~er in pearls or .ready money .. ~arafloji was employed 
by plamtlff to carry a;nd dIspose ?f on hIs account certam pearls; it does not 
appear that any pa~ticular bargaltJ. was made betwp-en them, nor any written 
document, nor any mont~ly pay, nor any promise of allowing hi.m any share of the 
profits ~s .a reward for hIs trouble, but It appears reasonable to the Court that 
the plamtlf'f ought to make the other some acknowledgement; it so happened that 
the demand fo~ .the pearls .. was not so great as was expected and a consequent 
loss ensued; gIVIng- N aras OJ 1. therefore. a share of the profit is out of the question. 
The Court, therefore, to the satisfaction of the parties thus settled the matter. 

o The. value of the pearls as above was chackrams 2051-2-8 of which the 
plaintiff received as ~oll~ws: In returned pearls 82-3-2. In ready money 108-9. 
Pay of a servant, reJectmg 5 fanams, balance 8-6-4; loss in the sale 0~_5_~2. 
Loss in the exchange of P.N.Ps. 3 chackrams. Amount due -by the Amil and the 
Serishtadar as above 44 chackrams of which Narasoji will recover 25-6-4 leaving 
a balance of 18-3-12, total chackrams 225-7-14 leaving a net balance in Narasoji's 
hands of chackrams 25-4-10, but according to the account particulars given in by 
him, he deduces a balance 0 against the plaintiff of chackrams 35-0..-1 anna as 
follows : Pay of a servant after coming to Daulatabad 5 fanams which the Court 
reject the fan amI'! having been paid without the plaintiff's knowledge; chackrams 
25-6-4 amount in part of the pearls sold to the Arilildar and the Serishtadar 
which plea is also rejected and must be accounted for by defendant. Batta 
chackrams 8-8-13-this the Court reject, because Narasoji promised to return in 

o the spRce of one month instead of which, minding his own private affairR, he stayed 
away 8 months. Total chackrams 31-0-1 anna after which there is a balance 
against Narasoji as follows :-Cash in hand chackrams 25-4-10; Janoo Sahib's 
affair star pagodas J5, ch. 4-5-0; bond principal 10 pags.; interest from Vaisakh 
7th of Pingala to Vaisakh 7th oof Kalayukti Hi pa.godas, total 11M pagodas; 
specie chackrams 2~2-12, pearls given to Venkoji 2 fanams, total star pagodas 
26H, cbackrams 32-4-6 from which deducting 6H star pagodas and 2 fanams 
6 ann as equal to 7 pagodas which the plaintiff promised to give the defendant 
for his trouble, the balance on Narasoji is star pagodas 2.0, chackrams 32-2-0 to 

. be paid by the following instalments. . . o. . 
On 20th Jaisht maS am of Kalayukti-Ch. 16, fan. 1, starpags, 10. 
20th .lshaud Kalayukti-Chs. 16, fa. 1, star pags. 10. Total ch. 32, fan. 

2, star pags. 20. 0 0 • 

The defendant having represented that he had receIved no recompense .for 
his trouble the Conrt desire him to recollect the circumstance of hIS havmg 
purchased ~loth with the money he col1e(\t~d-for thepeads in the profits of which 
strict justice entitled thfl plaintiff to a share. 

41. 
Letter-From S. LUSHINGTON, Esq., Secretary to ihe Board of Revenue, Revenut! 

Department. . 0 

To-Lieut.~Col. RICAD, Snpermtendent and Collector of the Baramahal Bnd 
~1I1em districts. -

Dated-F'ortSt. Geol'ge, the 31st December 1798. 

The Board havi~g taken into full consi~erationthe claim of Seshaiya to a 
remiSSIon during hig rent of the sayar of. l3mgarappet . of ~hackram~ 630, I a~ 
directed to inform you that they are pleased to admIt of It, and to deSIre you will 
repay himo that amount. 

30 
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TABLES ,OF THE OORRESPONDING YEARS, MONTHS, AND DA"YS IN THE CHRIs'rUN AND HINDU 

OALENDARS ~ROM THE COMMENCEMENT OF 'rHE PRESENT HINDU CYCLE. ' 

No. j YearB of the Oycle. Fasli. I Ohristian. 

1 Pr"bhava '1157-8 1747-8 
2 . Vibhava ... 1158-9 ' 174H-9 
3 Sukta ... 1159-60 1749-50 
4 P1'(}.l/I()duta 1160-1 1750-] 
5 P'l'ajotpatti ] ItH-2 1751-2 
6 An.qira.'1a :\. 1162-:1 1752...:3 
7 S1'imulcha 1163-.J. 1753-4 
8 Bhava 1]64-5 1754-5 
9 YlUva 1165-6 1755-6 

10 Dhatn ... 1166-7 1756-7 
11 Isva1'a 1167-8 1757-8 ., 
12 Bahudhanya 1168':'9 1758-9 
13 Pramrt.di ... 1169-70 ]759-60 
14 Vikrflma ... .1170-1 1760-1 
15 Vishu '" 

1171-2 17tH-2 
16 Ohilrabhanu 1172-3 1762-3 
17 Svabhan1t ... I 1173-4 1763-4 
18 Tarana ... ': 1174-5 1764-5 
19 p,a1'thiva 1175-6 1765-6 
20 Vyaya ... 1176-7 1766-7 
21 Sarvajit 1177-8 1767-8 
22 Sarvadhari . 1178-9 1768-9 
23 Virodhi .. , 1179-80 ]769-70 
24 Vikriti 1180-1 '1770-1 
25 Khara 1181-2 ' 1771-2 
26 Nandf!na .. , 11R2-3 1772-3 
27 Vijaya 1183-4 1773-4 
28 Jaya 1184-5 1774-5 
29 Manmatha 1185-6 1775-6 
30 DU'rmnkhi 1186-7 1776-7 
31 HeVl:lamhi 1187-8 1777-8 
32 Vil"mbi 1188--9 177R-9 
33 Vikari 1189-~0 1779-80 
34 SarIJari i190-1 1780-1. 
35 Plava 1191-2 178]-2 
36 Subhakrit 1192..:.3 1782-3 
37 Sobllal.·,-it 1193-4 1783-4 
38 K1'odhi 1194-5 1784-5 
39 V,isvavas1t ' 1195-6 1785-6 
40 Parabhava ... 1196-7 1786...:.7 
41 Pl(ll'anga 1197-~ 1787-8 
42 Kilaka 11~8-9 1788-9 
43 Saurnya ... 1199-1200 ]789-90 
44 Sadharana 1200-1 17YO-l 
45 Vi'1'pdhikrit 1201-2 1791-2 
46 P'tridhavi 1202-3 1792--3 
47 Pramadicha 1203-4 1793-4 
48 Anallda 

.. 1204-5 1794-5 ... 
49 Raltshasa 1205-6 1795-6 
50 Nala 1206-7 ]796-7 
51 Pi?~gala ... 1207-8 1797-8 
52 Kalayukti \ ... 1208-9 1798-9 
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No. ! Yean of the 0'019. 
. '\ Fae/i. ChristiaJl. 

~ . __ .--.-------

68 Siddharthi. 
.5! Raud'J'i 
.tJ5 DUJfmo.ti 
~6 Dundubki 
157 Rudiradlr.a.ri. 
15B Raktakshi 
59 K'1'odhamu, 
tlO Ksha,ya 

1. Ckaitram mnsam 
2. Vaisakham '" 
3. Jaiskikam '" 
4. Asna:udham 
S. Sravanam .,. 
6. BMdrapadQ.m 
~ • .lsviiam ••• 
8. KaTtika1rL ." 
9. Margasiram 

10. p,ltshiam ,', 
1.1.. MagAam 
12. Phdlgunam 

t. Skuf/ Pro,tliama. 
2., Skud ])vjthiya. 
3. Shud Trithiya. 
4. Skud Ohatlvl.~rthi. 
.0. Shud Panch-ami. 
-6. Shlld Shashti. 
7, Shud Saptkami 
8. Shud .Ashtami. 
-9. Skud Na:ua.mi. 

10. SJw,d Dashlurai. 
J1. Shud Ye7cadasi. 
12. Shud Dvatlta,si. 

~, 

,13. Sk-u,d 'l'hrayotka.si 
,14:. Skud Okatkurthas( 
-15. Shud Pour:nami., 

... 

... 

.. ' ... 1209-10 . 1 '799:"'J 800 
1210-11 1800-1 
1211-12 1801-2 
1212-13 1802-3 
1213-14 180a-4 
1214-15 1804-6 
1215-16 ) 80S-6 
1216-17 1806-7 

Months of the year. 

" .. ' 
..... 

Aprilr-May 
..... May-June 

Jun~-Ju'[;y 
Julll-A1tgulJt 
August-September 
Sept em ber-Oct{)be1' 
Uctober-November 
November-December 
Decembt1·-Jamla:ry 
Jauuary-Fehrti,a,·y 
Februa171-M a.rch 
March-April 

Days of tTt& Month. 
16. Bahul P?·athama. 
17. Bahttl f)vit.hiya. 
18. Ba.hul rpritkiya. 
19. Bak1J.l· Oh(J.t«:IJ..rt«i. 
20. Bahul PU!lu;hami • 
21. Bahul Shashti. 
22. Bah:ul Sapthami. 
23. BahuZ Ashtami. 
24:. Bakul Na'l>ami. 
25-;"Bakul Da-skami. 
26. Bakul Yekadasi. 
27. Bahul Dvathasi. 
28. Bahul Th'l"ayofho,si. 
29. BahuZ Oha.thurth(UJ1. 
30~ Amava8'!/rJ. 
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INDEX 

-A 

AULA7', 8&D"-22;"29. 
Appellant to give security, 29. 
Arbit.rators-,-appeals a2"in8t awards of, 25. 
Casps whioh oan be deoided Bill po.rte by,-26. 
Daroga to appoint his own deputy and other officers 

of,-22. 
Deorees. See Stay of exeoution of-. 
Deposits to be taken from plaintiffs at the commence

m"Dt of appeals, 27 .. 
Fees for officen of,-23, 24. . 
Balf.yearly reports regarding provincial AdalatB to 

be. sub,nithd to the. Governor in Council by the 
Regist.er of,-2Q. . 

J ustioe. equity Bnd good oonscienoe to guide the,
where no speoifio directions are hereby given, 29. 

Mal·zamin or hasir-samin, 27. 
Minute book and ab9~raot to be kept by the. Register 

of,-2:!. 
Non-payment of fees Bnd· .00~t8 by apppllaDts, 27. 
No rewal'd or gratuity to be reoeived by officers of,-

24 
Oaths to be taken by officers of,-22. 
Pauper suits-no feeA to be exaoted in,-unless the 

part.y ooncerned is auoceasful, 24. 
Petition of app. al-oontent.s of, 28. 
Plao .. and tirue of sitting of,-2(. 
Power of oognizauce and jurisdiction of,-24, 26, 26. 
Private influence not to tam per with justice, 211. 
Prooeedings to be duly filed and I egistered by the 

Register of,-28. 
Qua' tl'rly aooounts to be transmitted to ~he Governor 

in Counoil by the Register of,-29. 
R.e(laloitrant or perjared witli~sses, 27. 
Relations between ~he provinoial Adalats and the,-

1-6,26. 
Resistanoe to ordera or the, -on the part of reTenne 

offioials or landholdera, 27, 28. 
Rnles and regulations to be filed and registered by 

the Register of.-22. -
Rulea of praotioe and standing ordera for the adminis

tration of justice to be framed by,-snbjeot to the 
approval ot the Governor in Council, 22. 

lOeal f01·,-22. 
Stay of execution of deorees, 29. . 
Term fixed for pl'Oceeding in appoals, 27. 
Vakila to have a written authority from parties to 

appeal' !:In their bebalf, '/.7. 
WitnesRes-8ummoniog and examination of. 26, 27. 

ADAL&TS, PROVINCIAL-co"t. 
D"creo8 relative to right of property in lands, 6'. 
Defendants committed to close cnstody at the insta_ 

of plnintiffa, J 1. 12. 
Deposits and fines received":"'monthly aeooUDta of~ 

be snbmittelt to the Sadr Adalat, 21. 
Deposits to be taken on every plaint filed and adde~ 

to plaintiff's costs if he wins, 16,17. ,
Dut;es of ltegiRters and darogas, 2, 3. 
Erection of,-I. 
Establishment of officera, 2. 
Exemption from personal appearance in Com, la. 
Fees of the Hegister and other oBiears, 3,4. 

. Interest to be deoreed,-not more than 12 per ceo' 
6. ~ 

Justice, eqnity and good oonlCienoe in gmde the'
where no speoifio directions are hereby given, 22: 

. Liability against securities-Enforcement of 1'1. 
Mal-zamin or hazir-zamin, 17. . ' 
Maulavis and Sastris to expound religion. law, J5, IG. 
Oaths to be taken by the judges, Registers and nativ,," 

offioers 0',-2. 
Orde,s of the 8adr Adalat to be executed by,-21. 
Payment bf instalments, fl. 
Penalty for commenoing a second suit,fo. the ,am~ 

oause of action in another,-5, 16. • 
Place and time of sitting of,-4. 
Power f,f co!{nirance and jDl·isdiotion of,-5o. 
Power to make standing orders, 3. 
Pl'ivate influence not to tamper with justioe.21. 
Proceedings in every cause to be ente1"Cd in a duly
. authorized l'egieter, 18. 
Prooess of awarding and executing decrees,~, 10. 
Register--of the daily prooeedings of each jntl .. e to b&-

transmitted monthly to the Badr Adalat by,::"19. 
Hesistance to ordera of ('onrt on the part of .even_ 

officials or landholders, 13. 
Revenne causes not to be entertained by,-S. 
Hevenue Colleotors to be judges of,-l. 

.Seal fO".-4. 
SecuritisR-liability-enforoement of. Selt Liabilit1-' 

against seourities. 
Snit-properties-estimation of, 17. 
Suits by aliena, 15, 16. 
Snmmonses-ioeue of, 7. 
Vakila to have • written authority from parties to

appear on their behalf. 17, 18. 
Wilful porjnry, 16. 
Witnesses residing outside the jurisdiotion of-S._ 

moning of, -13. . 

AnA.L.t.t!s, PaovINcuL-I-22. Witne,ses-Summoning and examination of.-8. 
Written evidenoe,-rejec~ion of, by the judges .of,

lI!. 
Absoonding or reoaloitrant defendants. 12.-
Aotionable caule.-term fixed for, 6. _ 
Adjollrnments-Jndges .uthorised to order, 4. 
Amina to be oommisilioners in looal investigations, 14" 

16. ' 
Appeals to the Sltdr Adalat-14, III, 20. 
Arbitration, 10,11, IS, 16. 
Cases of oOl'fllption to be severely dealt with by the 

judges of,-2l, 22 •. 
Cause book to be kept IJ.pd a causs list to be published, 

14. 
Causes concerning the Nabob Walaj90h, 11. 
Causes-hearing of, 7. 
Complaints-contents of,--and the proper manner of. 

filing and re gistering. ] 8. 
Complete reool'ds of every canse to be' maintained in 

an authenticated form by the Registers of,-.l.9. 
Contempt Clf oourt and arrogation or illegal exeoution 

of j ndioial auth ority, 16. 
Copie. of records to be deemed good evidence, 19. 
Current language. to be uRed in all prooesses and 

ord .. r~, Jil. 
Deol'ees- contents of,-and the manner of issuing, 18. 
Decrees-executiou of-to be snbject to the sanotion 

of the Gov.-rnor in Conn oil, 14. 
Deoreel of,-to be final in oertain OBS"8, 19. 
t>eorel's-Prooess of awarding and exeouting, 9, 10. 

NOMIN&L INDEX'. 

Abdnl Khadir, 56, 98. 
Adamsawmy, 218. 
Adi Chett.y, 99. 
Adiappa Chetty, 106, 107. 
Adiappa Mudali, 104. . 
Adinarayana Chetty. Palnool, 106, 106. 
Agaram, 71, 201. 
Agraharsm,74,204t. 
Ahilullah [.hizull.h P] Shah, 209. 
Amba Bhatt 194. 
Ambur, 185. 
Ambllrpet, 186. 
AmlakA Rhaiya, 147. 
Amma [Ammi] Chetty, 131-135. 138'.. 
Ammaukoil, 72, 76, '1.7. 
Amnriyappa, 31. 
AIJBgundy, 223. 
Anamlli,a,121. .' 
Anandapatti, 63. 
Anand. ltao,129,142,147,148,163. 
Anandll1', 42, 87. 
Ananthan Chatty, 111-116. 
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And ..... 8l'i (Andaury], 840, 'S8, 89. 
Andi Goud, US. 149, 153-155. 
Ani Ohetty. 18i. 
Anka.206• , 
A1Ika, Dhohi, 64. 
Ankat Goud. 148. 
Anko.giri, 65, 66. 
Ankosgiri Sandy Nair. ,64. 
Alina, lI"rnakal, 89. 
Auna Chettv, 94-108. 129. 163. 
Anna, Mood ... pri, 2111. 
Annaiya, 8U, 39, 207. 
Anuaji, 64, 1;6-181. 
AnnBji Ka.ar, 8i. 
Annamalai, 64. 
Annamalai Chetty. 201. 216. 
Annam,,!ai Gond, 40.42,46,127,128,1"48, 149,150,153-

167 • .1ij7. , 
Anoamalai, Mahatadi, 64. 
Annnmolaipalli [-halli], 128, 169. 160. 
Aooatha Ch .. tty. 110. 
Anni piIlai, 76. 711. 
Antappa. 18~. 185. 
Antn.187. 
Appaiya, 202. 21S. 
A ppaiya. I)a .... lor. ] 87. • 
Appaiya Hompat. Malorentam. 187. 
Appaji.38. 
Appajiltohari, 210, 211. 
Appaji Rao, 48. 58, 127, 131,146, 147. 
ApP8na, 206. 
Appanaiy .... 212. 
Appaorl, 208. 
Appidichit. Cau ... eripatam, 194. 
Apl'laiya. Kalla ... i. 1940. 
Appo Rao, 119. 183. 
Appurnpacbari. 198. 
Appy Saiek [Nair). 5~62. 65. S6. 
A.rappa Chetty.1l2. 
Ara.a.iya. 81. 89. 
Aravaoagiri.148. 
.ATCOt, 150. 
Ari Chetty. 218. 
Arimnthu, 201, 202. 
Arfpotra Chetty. 45, 46. 
Amagiraiya, 175. 171}. 
Arragiri.153-155. 
Ami Cbetty.108. 
Arre"a p .. , ] 24. 
Arrenappa Cbetty. 108-118. 
Arrnni Goud. 148, 149. 
Arom'!-~am Modali, 183. 
Arnnachalam, 40. 
Aronachalayya. 115. 
Arnnacbela Rao r Arunachelam. Arooaohelaiya], 169. 
171,175,176,17~180. 

Arva Me.lwars (Malabar Faraiyars], 91. 
AtkBr Good. 148. ,149. 15'. 165, 18"'. 
Attamotlu.53. '" 
Attil'ala, 44. 
Att,"mottu. 49. 
A ... atwadi,210. 
Avolpatti, 196. 

Babll Rac. 68; 64. 
Baohchalli. 166. 

B 

Baharlor Singb, 185. 222-224. 
Bairpalli, 36. 
Bait, p Nair, 66. 57. 
Bajibal,49. 
Balagbat, 47, 66, 67, 71,76, 'l70. 211, 218. 
Balaguli, 188. . ' 
Balappa, 91. . 
Bala.a.ni Cbetty, 96. 97, 101, 108. 10i. 106, 107~ 
Balaytota. 40. 45. 46. 
Bali Chetty, 94. 
Ball", Good, 37, 126, 181, 186, 188, 142-144, 16~. 165, 

166. 
BaJlampalU. 50,51.58-55.67. 
Balla P.ohai Goud, 143. . 
Ballapalli, 19S. 
Balligarhalli, 189. 
Bangalore, 113, 192. 220, 226, 226. . 
Baramahal, 1. 40. 46. 47,69-61,69.71,72.79.82-84,86, 

92-94, 106. 107, 118, 124, 180. 185, 153-155, 169" 210, 
221. 

Barki Goud, 163. 

31 

Baror. 184. 
BasAva Chatty, 19S. 
Baoa ..... ppa. Chinno, 219. 
B~Bvai.war Swami, ~OS. 
Bat.tr .. Aohari, 129. 
Bayopl'a Ch .. tty, 126,127,131,133,134.138-142 14& 
I:leider (tribA), 65. ' • 
Remandahalli, 20S. 
IJenl!'lll,l. 
Bhagavant .. 'R .. n. 64. 
8hatraohari, 163. 
Bhim Raj, 151. 
Bhima Mllppa, 41. 
Bhima Rall, 153, 161. 
IIholla, 91. 
BirRlltoud. Kotokorigi. 68. 
lIittnka. 50. 
Board of Reven"e [Revenue Board], 1. S, 7,13, 26, 6S. 

67,169,173-175,227. 
Bo~apalli [Pedda-.J, Ill. U3. 
Boylpalli.165. 
Hucbohaoo .. , 218. 
Bocbayya, 121. 
Bnda Good l !lhorda Goud], 148, 163-155. 
Bodda Rao. 76. 
Buddiwari. 74. 75. 
Bodha.4-1t. 
Bodigor. 119. 
Bukari Gond, 160. 161. 
Burdenji,49 
Bo .... pp ... Anikal,222. 

c 
Cameron, Major, 118. 
Caodapalli, 18S. 
Carivand .. Muppa, 34, 88. 
Carangooly, 1. 
CarnatiCl. Tbe.;.....s2. 166,209. 
Cllrellappa Wilt Good. 84. 
Cauverlpatam,80, 8i. 87. 8S, 44,47,51,611-61, 126, 141 • 

150-152,155,165,166.190,191.207,220,221. 
Cauvery, The.-1I20. 
Cauver)'put, 169. 
Ca ... antandalam. 1. 
Ceded Di.triot.B. The, 1,66, 61l, 69, 81, 84,85, 108,119. 

1114,174. 182. 
,Oentral Divi.ion, Tbe,-S6. 
Chakrapalli Chetti, 105, 106. 
Chamgottapalli, 115. 
abaodarapuram, 52. 
Chaudarmoli.217. 
Ohandrase~ bara Sastri, 213. 
Cbanga Good, 31-39. 
Changa LakRhmaiya, 86. 
Cbaugama (pa.s), 169,170. 
Cbappamlltli, 210. " 
Chappani, 219. 
Cbaporti, 166. 
Ohelaiya. Zamindar. 61. 
Chen a Good. 160. 
Cbellam Cbetty, 218. 
Cbellamaiya. 64. 
Obellapa, 75. 

-Chengapullai Goud,85. 
Cheity PiIlai, 104. 
Chikacbinua, 203. 2Of. 
Chikana. 193. 
Cbilra Timmapaiya, 202. 
'Chikkarikotnb, 1. 
Cbit Naiek, 170, 178,179. 
Chin~lepllt, 1. 
Chiona, 208. 
Cbionabai. 89. 
Chinna Chiniya, 50. 
Ohinna Goud, 48, 2111. 
Obinnaiya, 41, 220, 231. ' 
Cbiona Krishnaiya, 109.112,118,115. 11'1, 
Ohinlla'·Krisbna. Kolar, 115. 
Cbinnana, Cauoaoniyon.-121. 
Chinoanarayana, 10S-112, 116. 
Chinnappa. 34, 88, 41. 2tJ8, 21S, 219. 
Cbiunappa Mutbu, 75. 
Chinnappa Na'ok, 1125, 226. 
Chinnapollai Go>ud. 82, 3S. 
Chionarama Goud. 75. 
Cbionaramayya. P8l'petty, 119-128. 
Ohinnarayadurgam, 87. 
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<Jhinna.rtanpatti, 163. 
-Ohinnathambi Gond,127, 128,148-160, 153-165, 109-161. 
Chillney. 1f'3. 
'Chinniah Vrnka.ta Gond, 64. 
Chinnian Bha.rtln, 162. 
<Jhinridrll!!'. 49. 
Chinyel'i Ohetty, 196-200. 
Chit.taldrug, 22a. 
·Chittobanpalli,209-210. 
Chollda. Goud. 148. 
Ohundappa., Cbinnaroyadrug, 202. 
Cockhurn, Thomas, 66,67. 
{J.)oati Go 11.(1 , 74, 76. 
{Jonjeevara.m, 1,66,67. 
Covelong,l. 
~Ilddapah, 184.' 
<lundal'Pa, 76. 
(Juppa.ga, Ma.jor A.., 60,79-86. 

1>air, 63. 
Dandigound,49. 
Da.sappa, 196, 197,217. 
Dasi M uppa, 42. 
Dasi Naiok.64. 
Dana Gouli, 119. 
DalllIRpa, 222. 
Dassarhalli. 166. 

D 

Daulatabad, iH, 67,61,89,84,98,126,137,139,141-147, 
158,164, 166,182, 186-188,192, 193,197, 206, 208, 
213. 222-227. 

Daokanikota, 66. 
Deaam Chatty, 193. 
Deyasamudram, 204, 208.' 
.Dhansandoss. 213. 
Dhan Singh, 186, 187. 
DhRrmapuri, 36,81,118. 
Dharwar, 222. 
Dboli Chand, 222-234. 
Dhlllichaud, 215. 
Dhunirama, 33. 
Dindigul, 1. 
Din Muhammad, 150, 217. 
Doddaourradur, 196. 
DOHOTIU. P .. O~ATTB", 16. 
Doom Aohari,155. 
Dring, Mr., 68. 
Dudganhalli,166. 

E 

Ekamba.ra Chatty, 61. 
.Rllappa, Deahkulkarni, 194. 
Ellappa Goud, 36. 
Emternman Ohetty, 41, 46. 
EnglaniI, 82. 
Eramanhalli f - paIli], 128, 159. 
Ernambat, 61. 
Enrope, 84, 84, 
Ew ... ia.h,61. 

I' 

Fakir Mnhammad, Labba.i, 201. 
Fattera, 81. 
Fort. st. George, 1,67. 71,118, 169, 174, 2n. 

Gangaleri, 189, 143. 
Ganganpatti,31. 
Ganginayanpalli. 196. 
Ga.uri Gond, 88, 39. 

G 

Gauri Ya\)aga tha Wutgoud, 30, 38,39. 
Gavaga.43-47. 
Gerri Chatty, 181. 
Ghossiram, 193. 
Gidda,404, 407, 203,204. 
Girana, Itl. 
Gooraohari, 211. 
Goora Chatty, 124-126, 131-U.1, 143-146, 147, 166. 
Goorvan, BonappagnntB., 88. 
Gopala Bao. 64. 71. 
Gopal Obetty, 101, 120, 221. 
Gopal Josi, 210. 
Gopalliaya, 61. 
GOlnll Goud,76. 

(}ottikn~am, 40. 
'Golld Gonnda. 30. 
Gouray Yalla.ppa.,155. 
Gonri,218. 
Governor in Connoil, 1,3, 6, 10, Ur,22, 24-29. 
Goyinda. 187. ,. 
GoviudaChari.211. . 
Go.inda Ohatty, 109. 
-Govinda. Ra.o, Kriehnagiri, 208. 
Govind Goud. 30,38, 89. 
Govind, 'L'henva.e, 640. 
Govindu Chetty, 100, 101. 
Govindu Chetty, Shankarapur, 101. 
Gnwri Map .. t, 61. 
Gra.ba.m, Captain J.G., 30.81. 83, 34" 36-39, 47-52.54, 

1>8,60.63, 69,72.75, 76, 7~, 8j,. 86, 92. !l3, 110, 114, 
124, 130-141, 144, 145, 148-103, 156-158, 16Z-1ti4, 
169-183. 

Gubbi,226. 
Gudi .m.157. 
Hodiyattam, 66, 71, 185. 
Gnli Chetty, 35. 
Gummiya, 41. 
Gllnama Reddi,105, 106. 
Gnnda.lhoi.lIi. 196. 

. G nrgudha.Ui, 163. 
Gurrappa, 38. 
(}nramarti Obatty, 106, 107. 
Garnva, 46. 87-89, 206. 
Guruvappa Chetty, 115. 
Guruya., VeDkata, 218. 
G,n'uva, Wad dar, 218. 
Gutth .. lIi, 196. 
Gnwy Goud, 32. 

Haldar La bhai, 186. 
Ha.liburt'n, David, 1. 
Ha.madriRh,64. 
Hampaiya, 192, 218. 
Hannmant,91. 

][ 

Haricbandra BiYa.ji, 110, I1S-11S. 
Haoida8aiya; 210. 
Harpaoahalli,222. 
Haveli, 209. 
Ha.vili Na.iok, 60. 
Heelig,53. 
HeIaga,49. 
HenDa.giri. ,no 
Hiddagulloy, 61. 
Hi Ddustan, 222. 
Hirr .. ji, 213 . 
Holauhalli, 163. 
Bome Farms, 1. 
Hoshhalli, 51. 
HOBsahalli.165. 
Hurdi8, T. U.,69-63, 171,172, 174,175. 
Hyderabad, 209, 222. 
Hyder Ali Khan, 108, 109, l11,lll1, 116,209. 

Ibrahim, Shaik. 218. 
Iamail Kha.n, Daroga, 64. 
Ismail Sa.bib, Lahbai, 185. 

I 

Iyanna 9hatty. 96-\18. l00-10t., 106, 107. 
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