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India, a land of contentment under all evils in days
gene by, by an un-looked-for influence of western education
indiscriminately dealt out to its people, by the liberal
minded Englishman, has now becomeand is becoming a fac-
tory, for moulding a mnoisy clique of discontented and
malcontent agitators,ever seeking toupset the existing order
of things, in order to realise their own ambitious and sordid
ends.  Observation with impartial judgment will not fail
to point out,how the aristocracy of the country is dying out
and deteriorating, and the lower orders ave being uplifted
into prominence. The deterioration of the time-honored
avistocracy and a rising into prominence of a new class of
men creates in the latter a craving for power and position
anheard of by their ancestors. The, education given is so
inexpensive that even a cook, a waterman and a punchangam-
wallah, supplementing his income alittle by beggary, gra-
duates his sons in our universities, only to make themroam
about the country with mischievous discontentinent, and to
urge reforms and changes, all to bring weight to their ragged
and empty purse. Had special care been bestowed and in-
ducements held out to educate, the arigtocracy, many an
utterance now forced upon the public attention from this or
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that ¢ ati :
N (;)ngress,'assoclatlon, society, club, or reading room
em ; '
ore sensible, grateful and liberal-minded, than
, t

the i
resolutions now passed after a lot of spouting, and -

:i:ll:‘;ﬁfehlgh(,l al} to bepeﬁt a class of men seeking new pro-
et pr;o:z tanfford gamn and lucre to themselves and
“Patrioti:m ’y‘tl nder the-cloak of that much abused word
Act, the Fo; tlz provisons of the Income Tax Act,the Salt
dete’sted o ssd ct and the Arms, Act have all been cursed
touch one’é li‘nounc_ed. And why ? Because they eithe;
Movements }100(1 et or wound one’s newly plumed dignity.
agitation an(i . 3glt-at1ons' hl\.:e the Indian Council’s Bill-
Majesty’s Ci v.éiny Othle.r. agitation to give away half of Her
appomzfn;ent; It and B'hht-ary covenanted and commissioned
ho quite & Wé(l) natives (no matter of their origin) would
hungey agitaty 00310 and a feast to the ever busy and
1g the alphabet; S,? lf(;‘ls E—} only I’.edt?eming feature,im some caées,
ol o cal aflixes to their names earned by beggary
Pungfrlllte iii?fii‘ted Madras Presidency, in proportion to its
S Stators than Iy, contains a greater number of this class of
o oo Oni : her smfcer Presidencies, and the result is that
ihen Presideyn](‘)in K.Vlth men of similar propensities in the
also create agitcaltbisé 9 fthen" D and clamour,but
oo bonofit ekt 10n of their own in this Presidency merely
gardgiil?’f:;? the centre of despotism, is now, a blooming
been replaced bom under t.he British rule. Here, war has
.turE, irrigation y P; o, e, has been repressed, agricul-
Railways and Talll produce improved, the. advantages of
is angmented, - ? egrapbs he-xv.e been bestowed, commerce
rity, bors i religious fanaticism tolerated, personal secu-
» personal liberty, and the right of private property

Englishmen stand as the guar
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protected. Thus, all mark 2 decided difference between
cyhat India was before, and what India is now. In a word,
dian angels and protectors of
Tndia. Yet these untiring and greedy agitators arc sorely
discontented with the Government. They cry oub for le-
gislative interference, on matters wherein 1egislation 18,
complete, wise, and politic. .

The “Hindu Temple Endowments Draft Bill” is the
forced outcome of an agitation. The agitators are men,

" who have nothing tolose and every thing to gain, and whose

object and Leart-burnings may be fairly understood to be for
subjecting the endowments,to yeild them their livelihood and
to usurp the authority over these institutions, by upsetting
the existing laws agreeably to their motives, especially so,
as the openings in the public service are too few for the
large number annually manufactured out of the forcing-

houses called schools.

A brief reference to the past diseussion on the question
of Religious BEndowments up to the time of the appointment
of the present Committee that drafted the Bill, now under
consideration, may be herenecessary to show how often the
matter was forced on the attention of the Local Govern-
ment, the Government of India and even the Secretary of
State, in the shape of different Bills and Reports and yet
all ended in the rosult that Act 20 of 1863, as it now stands

is a valuable enactment.

Tn January 1871, the Government of India referred
certain papers, im regard to the amendment of the law regu-
lating the administration of Religious Endowments to the
Government of Madras, and requested its opinion as to the
measures that might be adopted, without deviating from the
policy of Act 20 of 1863. In reply, the Government of India’
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}\; ujl 1n§)rmed n Jr anuary 1872, that a draft Bill prepared
d) ) e onorable V. Rama Iyengar was under the consi-»
er dtu?n of the Government. On the 23rd of October 1874
:i detailed report was submitted and the attention of tlhe’
Government of India was invited to the remarks of the Ad\;o
cate General, on an outline of a Bill which that officer )ro-
posed and.which the Governor in -Council approved {s ;
mere outline. A copy of the correspondence up t(; tlhi‘s
stage was submitted to the Secretary of State for his infor-
ma_tion m November 1874. The Government, in February
18706, requested the Government of India to pass orders on
the subject of the letter dated 23rd October 1874, Ti
G()‘vcrnment of India intimated that the policy of »lv.t 20 10‘"
1863 shf)ztld be maintained, and that a Bill based‘ 0;1 éextt~ '({/
suggestions might be submitted to the Government of In:'lllil-l
for sanctfou and for transmission to the Secretary .of Stfltc:l
A Committee was appointed, with the Honorable Sir Wil]]fum-

‘ Robin *es] f i
sSon as Pr e51denb, to frame a Bill n t-he manner sue
) oo

gested. That Committee submitted its draft Bill and re
port, on the 12th November 1877. The Bill was the ;1 by L;
of consulerjible discussion and it Waé finally 1’0:01;'19'1]0'c |
January 18/9'that all the papers connected with tl;e sul‘)jc]c];
g}ljd;l dra}ft 113111 as sugges-ted by His Grace the Governo.r of
e Gas s ould be transrx.ntted to the Government of India.
y theo:; exg.rlllqiant of Indla. desired to proceed with the last

ils and submitted the same (with annexure)
for the approval of the Secretary of State.

r
o l‘he mat{er was subsequently dropped, at the wish of the
({overnment .0] India. In 1883,the Honorable My C'eria ael
.Wrote a minute and submitted a draft Bill .on‘tho :1;]’;-
Ject. By G. O. No. 58 dated 5th February 1834, a Comr;lit-
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tee, with the Honorable Mr. Sullivan as President aud

AL Hammick Esqr. as Secretary, was appointed to report

upon the administration of Hindu Religious Endowments in
this Presidency. On the 19th March 1886, the Secretary
to the Committee submitted a report with a drafe Bill
and a minute of dissent recorded by Dewan Bahadur Ragu-
natha Row. The Government,after considerable discussion
exitation, forwarded the draft Bill in June 1887,tothe

and h
ut of Indin for the sanction of His lxcellency the

Governme
Governor General in Conneil, to introduce the Bill into the
Legislative Council. '

Mr. W. M. Young, Officiating Secretary to the Government
of India, has forwarded the following létter to the Chief Secretary
to the Government of Madras 5T am directed to acknowledgo
the receipt of your letter, No. 23, dated the 1st June 1837, for-
warding for the consideration of the Government of Indina Bill

for the better adiinistration of Hindu religious and

to provide
asking for

charitable institutions in the Madras Presidency, and
the sanction of His Excellency the Governor-General in Council to-
introduce the Bill into the TLegislative Counncil. In reply, L am to
say that, after a careful consideration of the provisions in the
Draft Bill submitted, the Governor-Generalin (‘ouncil is of opinion
that the measuve, as at present drafted, is too wide in its applica-
tion. If, however, legislation is essential for the due protection of
Hindu endowments in the Madras Presidency, His Excellency in
Couneil will have no objection to the introduction of a measure of
more limited scope and more in harmony with the policy of Act XX
of 1863. Such a modified mieasure might provide for the revival
of Managing Committees (which it is understood have almost be-
come extinct in Madras). Such Committees neod not, in the opinion

of the Government of India, be District Committees, but might be

so constituted that each should represent anuniform class of institu-
tions in a district, The Bill might set forth fully the powers con-
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ferred and duties imposed under the old Regulations which are
transferred by Act XX of 1863 to Committees, and might impose
upon Committees the duty of instituting suits for misfeasance on
the part of trustees, and might empower the courts to charge costs
in the first instance to the institution concerned,subject to the pro-
viso that the Court should have power to order otherwise in any
case, in which a suit turns out to be vexatious. A Bill of the nature
just suggested would be in keeping with the accepted policy of
Government in this matter, and would, it seems probable to the
Governor-General in Council, go far to meet the requirements of
the Madras Presidency. I am to request that, should the Governor
in Council concur in these views, the Bill proposed may in due
course be submitted, for the consideration of the Government of
India.” . 7

The Madras Government on the 15th March 1888 ordered that
the foregoing letter be transferred to the Public Department, with
original notes recorded by the Honorable Members, for the neces-
sary action, In its Order of the 4th April,Government remarks :—
“In view of the opinion expressed by the Government of India that
the Draft Bill prepared by Mr. Sullivan’s Committee is too wide
in its application, His jﬂxccllency the Governor in Council resolves
to request the following gentlemen, viz—Hon’bles Mr. Justice
Muttuswami Aiyyar, ¢, 1. £, 3. Subramani Aiyyar Rai Bahadur, P.
Chentsal Rao Pantulu Gary, c. 1. ., M. R. Rys, T. V. Ponnuswami
Pillai Avergal, C. Sankara Nair Avergal, V. Bashiyam Aiyyangar
Avergal Rai Bahadur, and Pundit Ranganadha Mudaliyar Avergal
Rai Bahadur to form themselves into a fresh Committee,for the pur-
pose of considering how the existing law in this Presidency, in
regard to the administration of Hindu religious and charitable
institutions may be best amended on the lines now laid down by
the Government of India and to embody the results of their deli-
berations in a new Draft Bill.  They will also consider and report
how far, the rules framed under Act XX of 1863 require alteration.
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As it i3 very probable that different Districts will require different
treatment in respect to their religious endowments, the Committee
will be requested to select and consult one or more corresponding
members in every important District, who should be allowed the
fullest opportunity for expressing their views. His Excellency in

. Council thinks that the Government of India is under a misappre-

hension, in assuming that Managing Committees have generally
fallen into abeyance in this Presidency. Such Committees exist,
at all events in some Districts, but the general complaintis that,
owing to the defective state of the law, they arc powerless tor

good.””
Thus the present Committee, with full three years

labour, brought forth the Draft Bill having had strict in-
junctions to frame the Bill on the lines of Act 20 of 1863 and
without deviating from its policy.

After repeated rebuffs, the previous Committees, and
their Reports and Bills met, at the hands of our Govern-
ment, everybody expected that this Committee would act
on the lines clearly laid down. Yet the cries of the few
selfish agitators to govern others property, perhaps weighed
strong, that the Committee opportunely, with one stroke
of its pen, dragged into its clutches Atheenum Temples
also, which were distinctly exempted from all interference
of Divisional and District Committees and their rules,
by section 4 of Act 20 of 1863, for'valid, equltable, and
legislative grounds. o

In the “Statement of Objects and Reasons of the Draft
Bill, the legislative justification disclosed for this inclusion
of Atheenum Temples (or institutions falling uuder scction
4 of Act No. 20 of 1863) is as follows:—

“Supervison over institutions falling under Section 4 of Act
XX of 1863 was prior to that Act, excrcised by the Board of Reve-
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H V kot - 3 N . 8
nne under R('gulntlon] VIT of 1817, andjthere is no reason  why
mpted from the control of Committees con-

they shonld be now exe
stituted under the Act and left only to be reached by special resort
+

to Courts of Justice.”

A summary disposal of an important and new question!
Ti is like asking to show cause why anything and every-
on should not be placed wnder the control
Act XX of 1863 dis-

thing of a pers
and within the scope of this Bill.

tinguishes temples &e. as followsi—

Section 3.—“In the case of every mosque, temple, or other

religious establishment to which the provisions of either of the Regu-
lations specified in section 1 are applicable, and the nomination of the
trustee, manager or superintendent whereof,at the time of the passing
of this Act, 1s vosted n, or may be exercised by, the Government or
any public officer; or in which the nomination of such trustee, ma-
nager or superintendent shall be subject to the confirmation of the
Government or auy public officer, the Liocal Government shall, as
soon as possible after the passing of this Act, malke special provision

a3 hereinafter provided.”

Section 4.—“In the case of every such mosque, temple or other
religious establishment which,at the time of the passing of this dect,
shall be under the management of any trustee, manager or Super-
intendent, whose nomination shall not vest in, nor be exercised by,nor
be subject to the confirsnation ofy the Government, or any public
officer, the Liocal Government’ shall, as soon as possible after tho
passing of this Act, transfer to such trustee, manager OT superin-
tendent, all the landed or other property which, at the time of the
passing of this Act, shall be under the superintendence or in the
possession of the Board of Revenue or any local agent,and belong-
ing to such mosque, temple, or other religious establishment.”
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After thus distinguishing, the Act by sections 5, 6, 14
a.nd 13 lays down special procedure for temples undc;r ;
tion 4, to meet cases of dispute, as to right of succession etc-
vacated trusteeship, for powers of manager appointed bo
court, for any person interested in sucil temple to suy
trustee &c..in case of breach of trust, misfeasance or neolec(;
of duty, and to apply for leave to institute suit, and ﬁ;all
em.em}?fs the said temples from the control of th’e Division .Y
DlSt»I.'IC.f} committees by section 7. Add to this the 011
provisions of the criminal law (Indian Penal Code) “I')}?na
jurisdiction for criminal breach of trust &e. is not e;cl dofie
‘E;IV llRegulation VIiot 1817 or Act XX of 1863 (I. L uReI’
Madras pag i 53 which
- page 1), and section {20 of Act XX of 1863 which

. “No su.it or proceeding before any Civil Court under the pre-
cedufg sections, shall in any way affect or interfere with an pr
ceeding in a Criminal Court for criminal breach of trust.” TR

There is also in the Civil Procedure Code (Act XIV of
1882} a separate chapter (chapter 40) for suits relating t
Public charities, Trusts &e. The section is as i:'ollowsufgi °

“In case of any alleged breach of any express or constructive
trust created for public charitable or religious purposes,or whenev
the direction of the Court is deemed necessary for trh; administrzl-‘
tion of any such trust, the Advocate General acting e officio, or
two. or more persons having a direct interest in the trust ;nd
having obtained the conscnt in writing of the” Advocate General
may institute a suit in the High Court or the District Court withixi
the local limits of whose civil jurisdiction the whole or any part of
tho subject-matter of the trust is situate, to obtain a decree—

(a) appointing new trustees under the trust;

ib) vesting any property in the trustees under the trust;
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(¢) declaring theproportions in whichits objects are cnt?ﬂed H

(d) anthorizing the whole or any part of its property fo be
let, sold, mortgaged or exchanged ;

(e) settling a scheme for its management, .

or granting such further or other relief as the nature of the
case mey require.

The powers conferred by this section on the Adv?cate Gene.ral
may, outside the Presidency towns, be, with the prevl.ous sanction
of the Local Government, exercised also by the Collector or by such
officer as the Local Government may appoint in this beh‘alf.’ ’

This provision of law is very salutary and important,
as it leaves the suits in the hands of disinterested and res-
ponsible authorities.

Tn the face of all the above wise safeguards of general
and special laws protecting Atheenum temples, 15 now ven-
tured by the Draft Bill, a special law of an 1nqu.151torlal
nature, a Jaw that is not in existence or n demand,n} other
parts of India, to convert private pljopfarty mto _pubhc pro-
perty and that for the Hindu Community only in Southern
India (the landof temples), leaving untouched the ]&.Iaha-
medan Institutions under Act XX of 1863. What is the
wisdom, and what is the policy of a law like this? In. 1884
Government impartially appeinted a Committee intending t.o
takeboth Hindu and Mahamedan Endowments under consi-
deration and for this purpose, the Hon. Mir Humayun Jah
Bahadur was appointed a member of the Committee, but
cortain obstacles “having been prominently urged by the
influential member” of the Mahamedan Community, the Ma-
hamedan Endowments were left untouched and the noblo
member retired from the Committee, “deciding that for the
present, legislativeacticn in connection with Mahamedan

AN APPEAL TO ENGLISHMEN. 11

Endowments was not called for.”  When under the existing
gelf-same law or laws, both the Institutions had been brought
to work, where was the impossibility for the proposed new
law, if the proposed new law was o just and proper oue, to
imclnde Mahaniedan Endowments also.? Are there not
“influential”and noble members in the large Hindu Commu-
nity.tourge grounds and reasens againstthe proposed narrow-
mindedness to include Atheenum Temples and to point out
and expose its results and after-consequences to the rulers.
Already, the fierce race antagonism between the two classes,
in religious matters is keen,and now an invidiousdistinetion,
leaving the old law as it is to the Mahamedans, and framing a
rigorous new law distrusting the Hindus alonc, is neither
just nor politic. Why treat the mild Hindu differently!
Are there not greater number of mosques, makans, ashur-
khanas and musaferkhanas, that get the aid of this and for-
mer Governmeuts and nobility, than the Hindu Temples,
now working under the self-same laws? If it is said that
there are not so many “general complaints” (the burden of
the Draft Bill) with reference to Mahamedan Institutions
it is beeause there ave not so many greedy agitators, versed
in the art of agitation, in that noble and united community,
as in the Hindu Commnunity, always spinning cobwebs of
airy nothings. Thus a separate law for Hindu Endowments
only, is impolitic and unjust.-, and a jortiori, the attempt to
include dtheenum Temples underthe contemplated invidious
law is highly uucalled for.

R i LI .

T
The Draft Bill as already /Pélxl}(ié@‘éo‘ﬁﬂff.ﬁlls,’j_)gc;k\ffi‘%
on Regulation VII of 1817, for sing%xcuse for including “

Atheenuwm Temples.  1f the Co;ﬁinf(tee had receded a cen-

vt « ey . i
tury or two back than 1817 to . the primitive times,

W

o

A

4
i

)
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Ny s

R



12 AN APPEAL TO ENGLISHMEN.

it would then have found some furtherjustification for its ag-
gression. As it is,an examination of Regulation VII of 1817
shows, that the committee has not correctly understood the
scopeand intentions of the Regulation. Section 12 of the Re-
gulation states that “in those cases in which the nomination
has usually rested with the Government, or with a pablic
officer, or in which no private person may be competent and
entitled to make sufficient provisions for the succession to
the trust and management, it will be the further duty of
the local agents to propose, for the approval and confirma-
tion of the Board of Revenue, a person or persons for the
charge of trustee, manager or superintendent.” Section 13
says that, “on the receipt of the report and information re-
quired by the preceding clause, the Board of Revenue shall
either appoint the person or persons nominated for t.hcj;i'
approval, or shall make such other provision for the trus t
management or superintendence.” Thus the provisions ;f
the Regulation never assumed any pretension, to interfetp
in the case of temples, the nomination of whose trustc'ik
did not rest with Government or its local agents uswzilg!’(;
It may therefore be seen, that even under the old Regulatio)),
now relied upon, the Board of Revenue did not interfere ag
had no right to interfere, in the appointment and dismissal nf
Atheenuin trustees, and in the general management of su;{f:
temples and their affairs. But now the proposed Bill at great
length and detail interferes, *most inquisitorially, on the
bare allegation that the Board of Revenue had interfered
with Atheenuwm Temples, while it is a fact the Board did
not so interefere. The General superintendence, over land
and money endowed, with reference to femples and mosques
was rested in the Board of Revenue by the Regulation. Such
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superintendence, if the Board of Revenue exercised (for
the Board, as a matter of fact did not exercise, at any time
any control over the Endowments of many Atheenum te}m les
and mosq\}es) in reference to particular temples or mosc ﬁes‘
the practice was given up by Act XX of 1863 and thelnm-"
nagement was left in the hands of. the hereditary Atheen um‘
trustees or managers, and those institutions were placed fx'e

of the pistl'ict Committees, created under Act 20 of 1, 86;
Exp'erlence of half a century (1817 to 1863) proved to t];(;
Legislators, that even this limited superintendence over’
Atheenuwin temples and mosques, by the Board of Ril '
venue, was unnecessary and inadvisable and they, by the
e'nactment of 1863, while transferring the powers ,an:i du
ties of the Board of Revenue, to the District C ommittee*-
took away from the Committees’ hands all the powers oy .,
Atheenum temples. And supposing the Board of Revenuer
at some past distant date, (under a law now repéalmL fet
purposes of the present subject) exercised some cont ‘ nl
over the lands attached to Atheenum temples, still, is it‘I'O
argument to compare the Board of Revenue witl, tl:e (! -
mittees (already formed or to be formed wnder the Draft l;,]';;

' and place  Atheenum temples in their protection ? If the

Board of Revenue and these Committees were equal ;
respectability, impartiality, and efficiency, and iqux"-m(]lz
the.re were, in the management of Atheenum, telnpleé did( the |
legislators of 1863, make a fuf in giving, away the lands
&(.:., to these very anthors of fraud, while these qreat (;om
mittees were being formed, for the betfer administmtion-
under the local self-government system of all tem le; and
Endowments but Atheenum temples! Act 20 of 18%3 hl':d
- s A

‘repealed, Regulation VII of 1817, of the Madras Code and
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XX of 1810, of the Bengal Code, o far as Re-

Regul:xti(m
. . © .
The discussions of

ligious lindowments were concerned.
the Legislative Couneilg, of the two Local Governments, and
of the Government of India, and the Statement of Objects
and Reasons of Aet20 of 1863, and all papers, including tho .
Secretary of State’s Despatches on the subject, that led up
to the repeal of the two said Regulations and to enact a law
alike applicable to Hindu and Mahamedan religious institu-
tions in this and the Bengal Presidency would amply show,
the justice of keeping up the distinction between - Atheenwn
institutions and other institutions, as was demarcated by
Regulation VIL of 1817, as by Act 20 of 1863, The leyix-
o of 1863 were no ordinary men and the grounds and
that existed then, to exclude Atheenwm temples do
Thus Regulation VI of 1817, very poorly
all, justifying the inclusion of Atheenum

lalors
reasons
exist now.
helps, if it helps at
within the scope of this Draft Bill.

provisions of Regulation VII
it becomes essential to see,

temples,

After examining the
of 1817 and Aect 20 of 1863,
whether the present Bill is drafted in accordance awith the
ciews and indentions of the Governnient of India and the
Government of Madras (printed at pages 5 and 6), when
rejecting the last Bill (Hon: Mr. Suilivin’s) and appointing
the present commnuttee, or whether the present committee has
gone out of its way to legislate on matters necer contemplated
under those referchcbs.

The Government of Tndia's expressions avei— “The
it present drafted is oo wide inits application.”
in Council will have no objection to
of @ measure of more limited scope and
20 of 1863.” “Such

measure as i
«}His Bxcelleney
* the introduction

more i hwemony with the policy of det
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a modifie asure might 1
, d- measure might provide for “the rerival of
LN €O PPEIY T 3 16 ‘ ) e
ging e .mmn‘/u,b (which it is understood have al . ;
extinet m Madras).”  “The Bill miel ot ot e
3). . might set forth
e ‘ ' e b a set torth fully t
ﬁltio (])I'lf}el red and duties mmposed under the Oi(l R e
ns 1w e 1 sfer 7 et
fatio ‘q‘l;( wch are transferred by Act 20 of 1863 to O i
ces.” “A Bill of the nat st ‘ o el
ature just s ' i
with the accepled policy of] ("'ouggesred e Kecping
2 rovernment in thi "
o el o 18 matter.
essione ) tthen., can any one read from tho above ex
1 ssions tha the powers and  duties, not onposed und the
old Regulations and not transferred to Comn 'H‘ " “"; o
o . sferved. to Uommittees Py ;
%0 of o e s under Act
T 1808 }nguld now be interfered with by the Draft Bill ¢
s ) i . . « ; -
s ot B IO\ anment of India strictly prohibited ti
" ed Draft Bill from raking up old matters? P 4
he expressi . in i ! the 1 1
oy p es'slonfs, only show an mtention, on the part of tl ;
‘ernmen 1¢ 4 At of the
ovormment 2} Irédm, on the mistaken impression, some ho
aused, tha ittees ; 6 ther -
o Sh;uld b 1e bommittees were extinet, that therefore th“
: 8 50 amended as t i -
o galvanize, tl i
: A " & A 1 S
:};ndez} Act 20 of 1863, into action and no’ fu etl C‘"}lm{:;ee"’
o . to aci : rther ? h
Bill rej nment of India pointed out that the I st d it
1l rejected was, “foo wwide,” in it icati e
draft Bill has made its ap 1’ tl' o e cation the present
S appheation wider sti "
. . ap] wider still, "he
overnment of India said that, if leeislati hen the
M5 of ¢ mort iudter » U legislation was necessary
e ore {lunited scope may be drafted, ghe y
as usur o =T, PIC preser
ey gamped more wnlimited scope than ('1'0}'1)“’1 .
overnment of India directed the measy; oin o
ny with Act 20 of 186: y o
g wich & 20 0f 1863 and with the ace
nent m the g il 1
ens ! ' maftm, the Billis drafted directly
e mjunctions imposed. T} i Ty £
tion to exfend the powe;§ f ;;’Peés nowhere even an implica-
; 's of the 1
o o ent ommittees g g
863 over Atheenum temples. - Had @ et o of
wnderstond thy e o § ad Government of India
al ¢ existing state
g state of circumstances,

e, to be in harmo-
ptetl policyof Govern-
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that ithe Committees under Act 20 of 1863 were not extinct,
the last draft Bill would have been finally shelved 1, and
1d not have come into existence.

the present Committes wou
Now the expressions in the order of the Madras Govern-

ment are :—

«How the existing law in this Presidency in regard to
the administration of Hindu religious and charitable insti-
tutions may be best amended on the lines now laid down by
the Government of India.” “His Excellency in Council
thinks that the Government of India is under a misappre-
hension in assuming that Managing Committees have
generally fallen into abeyance in this Presidency. Such
Committees exist.” “The general complaint is, that owing
io the defective state of the law they (the Managing Com-
mittees) are powerless for good.” .

Now, can any one read from the expressions of the
Madras Government either, that its intention in forming the
present Committee is beyond that of the Government of
Tndia’s, as already poimed out, and as only to amend the
ng Committees under

l]aw or rules in reference to the Manaq

Act 20 of 18637 :
Why then were Atheenum temples included? The

answer, perhaps,is ¢ general complaint.’ Is ‘general complaint,
sufficient to set aside all considerations of law, policy, or
promises and directions given by the Local Government
and the Governmént ‘of India® Are there not complaintss
oven on matters wherein the law is most decided and seve-
Can any one yield to general complaints and
upset the principles of law and rights under the law in the
colemn nameof thelegislature? Several institutionshave seve-
ints aud the Congress has morc complaints than all-

rely penal?

ral compla
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Yet: GoYernment knows its duty and does its duty. A com
plcf.mt literally means, to beat the breast or head as'a, si ;
grief especially with a noise. These noisy agitations argn .
d(?rstood rightly by discerning men. The pr:sent commi;:-
will not yield to the clamorous writings in this or that ne .
paper, which boasts of its service to the country by ‘ldVO‘Z&
ting the cause of the Congress, while in the opinion o(f mana-
its advo_cacy often embitters the state of feeling between tﬁr,
governing and -the governed. On the “Hindu Tem 1e
Endowments” question, a few agitators, with motives hiddI;e
und‘erneafth,emphat_eically declare and broadly advertise thaltls
the}r voice is the repiesentative voice of the people th’ou h
their ancestors have not left any the smallest End’owmegflt
to be affected by the most rigorous and inquisitorial law that
may b.e p.assed, affecting large Atheenum Endowments, z’md
the d}gmty of the endowers and their heirs. If the ofp re
sentaz‘.z,.vc character of the Congress is estimated by the En Jl)z'sb];
Press in the following terms, what must be said of t»heg'w'
tators of the “Hindu Temple-Enddwments’? h

(a) I‘hfz ﬂ)wting Hindus no more represent the Indian
'IJ(IUOH. than the unwashed Socialists of Trafalgar
Square represent the British nation.” Mirror (Lon-
don), January 27, 1890.

H "‘The unvarnished trith is that the assembly was as
muf:h representative of the popular desires as Mr
B. is of the Church of England.” Standard, Decem-
ber 28, 1890.

{ «

() “As for the alleged representative character of tho
Congress, it would jl_tst as much represeut the inha-

b}mnts of Saturn or Jupiter as those of Hindustan.
(Hube, December 28, 1890,
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(d) “Weshould like to know by what right the native meml;
bers of the Congress taks upon themsclves te spea
for the people of Tndia.” St. James's Gazetle, De-

cember 28, 1890.

- d-,
The attitude the Hindu (newspaper) has taken tm-v':%; :
the subject is very unfortunate, though T;Ot zxgpr;z.ln;.
' 1 ] : o of Atheenwm Temples 1t declaums,
Speaking of the incluston of e
ials presented to Gover
¢ywe may also have memoria ited, ‘ !
against {his innovation, alleged to bfa signed and p(;es?itfe-
by the public.” What a startling disclosure I;'eg:iar .m»g,l e
! over ¢! The Hinduis a high
morials presented to Governmen : 5
:mthorit-yp on Memorials to Governnent. For its 6331;:3
strength often consists in basing its demands and argum

ial
on the numerical strength and the length of the Memorzals

presented. That the inclusion of Atheenuit Te(:lm;.)lesh 11;
an innovation, the Hinduis kind enough toh.a mi -,Zmian
that memorials will be pl'eselltefl .'fmg%unst this e ‘Does
alleged to be signed by the public is 1ts 1.)1*ophecy. I
this show its experience how f,heser Memorials .a:}re gean 4;}1;;
sigred ani presented t0 Bovernet, e ave genuino
" worials only, as are g re.
:‘111?;1?: I:'l:; are"alb{eged to be signed by. the public,” or dzlez
it betray a ‘guilty conscience,, the i?jus’mce of the causg ( ;O
inclasion of Atheghum Temples) being too apparent.t(]ever;eat
an ordinary mind? In another plzl.ce, the Hmdzi wi dl g oot
taste says—*“The inclusion of Adinam tem}[l)leblmg :1 the
supervision of the Committees may rouse a how ot mpll)es,”
tion from the so-called Dharmakartas of those be s}; o
Why should any representztion tcl , Ggﬁ;:ﬁ;ﬁ;t :S ca,{l o
2 howl of opposition, and why are the as eatles
z.h}:ao.:)-callanghavrmakmtas? Are the real Dharmakartas, ip
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the opinion of the Hindu, arethose would-be Dharmakartag

under the Draft Bill, not descended to the ancestors of the

so-called Dharmakartas? If the representations, and the

prophesised memorials, of the Leirs of the orginal endowers,
be a howl of opposition, what must be said of the howl of the

unconnected agitators, not descended to the orginal endo-

wers? Why should not the heirs of the endowers‘howl and

oppose’ when their property is unjustly and against all law

attempted to be snatched away to the benefit of the

selfish agitators or their connexions, under the cloak of

doing gratuitous good to Religious Endowments? If the
heirs of the orginal endowers have failed to be true to the

conditions of the bequests, what guarantee is there, that

strangers would gratuitously act otherwise ?  Services

proffered gratuitously by strangers arc to be suspected, is

the I'uble of the sow and the wolf.

Everything that fair doth show.
When proof is made, proves not so,

There might be here and there a gentleman ortwo,
with Euglish edueation, acting in favor of this, as in other
agitations, only with mistaken views and impressions, with-
out any further motive but the rest every body knows what.
Bnglish education, amongst Hindus, has reached the unex-
pected and unmerited result, that many educated Hindus
have turned to be the admirers of Mr. Bradlaugh’s religious
principles, and how, on earth, in such hands, Reli gious Insti-
tutions and Endowments will prosper, under the Draft Bill,
isariddle. Intheir hands God-worshipping will not prosper,
but Mammon-worshipping will prosper. But,

‘Ye cannot serve God and Mammon.'

Yet the Hindu is pleased to condemn its antieipated howl of

~opposttion’ from the heirs of the original endowers,and would
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oven warnand command the Legislature and Govermmuent, to
listen to its salutary sayings in Religious matters also. When
the Native Press howls andwails,when Government even j ustly
wants to restrain it within proper bounds, no shame there
exists, if the Dharmakartas howl also, when an unjust Le-
gislation is about to be passed affecting their just rights
wnder the law of the land they are living in. The Hindu has
unfortunately, and, 1t is hoped, by 2 mistaken ‘view, has
portrayed an one.sided picture. It would be well if there

isany journal to put forth the claims of the aristocracy on
this question.

‘The Local Government has constituted the present
C'ommittee, unlike its predecessors, without a single disin-
terested Englishman in it, for policy unknown to any. Of-
course itis not to be inferred from this omission, that on
this all important question Government is indifferent or
apathetic. The consequences of a bad legislation operates
on the Government that gives life to it. But the endowing
public may feel confident of justice ab the hands of the pre-
sent ably constituted Committee, on the verdict of the members

~ whereof, depends the prosperity or the annihilation of the
Temple Endowment dispositions—the only solace to the dying
Hindu. Against the law of perpetuity the ingenuity of the
Hindu (like other pedple); from the richest to the poorest,
finds a consolation in his last moments, that property, large
or small, may be tacked on to temples, to be managed by
his heirs and successors in perpetuity in honor of his name,
a small income only of the property being devotable to the
temple and the rest being enjoyed by his successors for
ever. The object 1s clear. Whether there is an intention
to do charity or not, the intention to retain the property in
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the family for ever and save it from dispositions of any sort
and abovg all save the property from inth‘crenée by sh'avn:
gers (as 18 DOW proposed by the Draft Bill) is topmost in
the mind of the testator and may be apparent to any and
all. qu many rich families of Southern India,now proba-
bly not m very. afftuent circumstances, have endowed large
property in the shape of temple endowments, in view fgr
the mere dignity that the families for ‘ever would be 1n pos-
session of their temples,and enjoy honors,respects and divine
blessings in perpetuity, through their heirs and successors,

3 "The framers of Act 20 of 1863 clearly understood the
difference between public property and private property.
Atheenum temples may be open to public worship but théy
st:%nd on the grant of private Endowments.  The act of wor-
ship by the public is not a legal right, the original endower
or any other person in his position can enforce by law. A
right, if the act of worshipis a righ*, not enforceable by law
cannot convert private property mto public property. u'l‘hel'f;
must be a legal right enforcible by law on both sides.

The present Bill when passed into law, including Athee-
niem te@ples, will form the favorite instrument to mcauy for
revenging quarrels or fomenting litigation,which the Hindu
is so very fond of and for harassing the heriditary trustees
cternally, and for depauperising the Institutions completei
to the benefit of the ever increasing legal profession. Th};
Madras Mail (6th July 1891) on the present Draft Bill ob-
serves, “A greater part of the litigation with regard to the
misdoings, ‘real or supposed, of temple trustees may safely
be attributed to party spirit or private pique on the part of
Fhe promoters. For those motives of action scope is given
in the Draft Bill as in the existing law; but it may be doubt-
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od whether a sense of duty. to the public will be cultivated
any more successfully under the proposed measure than 16
has been hitherto.” The inexhaustible Hindu Law Succes-
sion Table, and experience of Hindu society will show,
how many therc are to watch with zeal the conduct of the
Atheenum trustee, and to fan the smallest spark into the
largest flame.  Yet what anxiety have these kind hearted
agitators for Atheenum Temples ? There are any. pumber
of relations of the trustee interested in hauling lim up
before a Court of justice, expenses being no consideration
for the Hindu litigant. And after all, are there real com-
plaints or complaints of any substance and truth, beforethe
present committee justifying its action to introduce a new
Jaw altogether? The records of the Madras High Court
and the District Courts in the Presidency will amply show
how frequently,false and futile applications are madeto these
courts to obtain their sanction (asis now required before
commencing any action) to institute proceedings against
Trustees. If a Tabular Statement, be obtained, from all the
Distriet Courts in the Presidency, for the last ten years or
for any fixed period, of all applications and suits under Act
20 of 1863,regarding Atheenum and other temples, every onc
may be ina position to know the nature and number of those
complaints, and hosv they were disposed of, and whether
there is any legal justification or necessity, to include Athec-
num temples. Hitherto, even the agitators were making
noise, only of public temples and of the alleged powerless-
ness of the Managing Committees wnder Act 20 of 1863.
But now finding the Draft Bill to include Atheenum temples
also, the agitators have commenced to extend their com-
plaints and operations against these too, with extreme
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smerriment.  The details of the Draft Bill need not be gone
into here,it is sufficient to say that the effect of all its provi-
sions,is so inguisitorial, so vexing, 0 minitely distrusting,so
tempting to litigation, and so sure to drain all the temple
funds thatall future chance of any Hindu endowmg property
to Temple Endowments 1s stopped and will be stopped for
ever. Surely, when the chavitably disposed Hindu ancestor
made Endowments to be managed by his heirs in perpetuity,
it had never entered inte his head that at some distant date
those that were not descended to him and his heirs would
control, harass and persecute his heirs for the mistake he
has committted in endowing property to these Religious
Tnstitutions. The present Bill when passed into law will
bar all future chance of any Hindu endowing property, as
Lo knows that it will fall inte other hands than his heirs,
with the risk of his heirs being persecutcd by inquisitorial
aliens. The dying Mahamedan iith an easy heart may
leave all his property in perpetuity, in the hands of his
heirs, in the name of Religious Endowments, but the dying
Hindu must, with an agonizing heart, with no law of the
kind to protect his property in perpetuity in the hands of
his heirs and successors, leave his property unrestrictedly
to his heirs, rather than to the agitators, their heirs and
successors, with no religious solace to him in his last
moments. 'Thus, under British Rule, there is to be one law
for the Mahamedan and another law for the Hindu of
Southern India. The native ‘patriots’ are gradually bring-
ing about the extinction of the Hindu Religious Institutions
to the utter ridicule of other religionists. ~Ifsuch a thing
is attempted atin England or other civilized country by a few

 of the country men, the nobility of the land will sternly and
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constitutionally oppose it. The nobility of Ehgland have.
got their separate Chapels and Religious Houses and En- .

Cowments, and can any law like the Draft-Bill be attempted

there compulsorily to bind them, as is attempted here even .

retrospectively?

Another and a more serious objection to the law as pro--

pounded by the Draft Bill, is the close connection Govern-

ment is brought to possess in Religious matters by way of .,

compulsory legislation authorizing taxation on all Hindu

Temples. The Madras Mail observes that “it is the religious
element that has created a difficulty.* * * That measure (the
last Bill) was vetoed by Government because it was supposed

to trench on the sacred principle which it had laid down, -
imposing on itself a self-denying ordinance in all matters ;

of religion.” Is the present Draft Bill an improvement on
its rejected predecessor?

(Miscellaneous, Regular and Summary), clection charges,
auditing charges, printing charges and to crown cverything
else “and other charges necessary for carrying out the pur-
poses of this Act” should all come out of the Temple Funds.
And is the above exaction fair or legalin the case of Athee-
nune Temples and Atheenum Religious Institutions over
which no Sfficial or compulsory superintendence was ever
thought of by thé endower.  Be it remembered that all this

While the last Bill or the lost .
Bill bluntly wanted paidsuperintendence and central control, -
the present Bill cleverly dispersed over different sections
how the Temple Funds should be drawn to the last drop, yet’
imperceptibly. Under the present Bill, pay, not exceeding
one hundred Rupees to a trustee, charges for inspection of =
the temples, pay of servants of the Committees, fees for

lawyers, Court fees for Suits, Applicationsand Procecdings
N
o li

pAATo.

N } :‘:} ’

AN APPEAL T0 ENGLISEMEN. (v |
is to be consummated under the sanction of Government in
the shape of a compulsory legislation. Such an unjust and
compulsory interference cannot be said to be non-official
because a number of native gentlemen only drafted the Bill.
"The solemn promise of Her Majesty the Queen cannot be
altered by the Draft Bill. The Legislation proceeds in the
name of Her Majesty the Queen. Legislative compulsion
is official compulsion. Her Majesty the. Queen’s Proclama-
tion cheeringly declares:—

“We do strictly charge and enjoin all those who may be in
authority, under us, that they abstain from all interference with
the religious belief or worship of any of our subjects, on pain of
our highest displeasure.”

His Excellency Lord Connemara, in September 1889,
when the present Committee was sitting in solemn conclave,
devising means and measures to appease the agitating dei-
ties, briefly and truthfully said:—

“You next speak of Devastanum mismanagement. I mentioned
my views last night in answer to an address given to me at Kum-
bakonam. There seems to be a misunderstanding. There is the
Act 0f 1863, and Government are not disposed to interfere with'the
religions endewments of this country. It is not a measure that
would recommend itself ever to my judgment, but at the same time
you have the power in your hands, ‘The answer that I get conti-
nually is that it is expensive, and that persons will not take the
risk or showenough public spirit by subscribing amongst themselves

. toraise sufficient money to enter upon a litigation with the trustees.

- going further and taking more responsibility upggﬁ‘lﬁg_gﬁi

1 do not know that people are so very averse to litigation. I think
the Act: of 18063 gives you full power. I consulted the Government
of India already on the subject and they do not seq ﬂ@jﬁ"}ﬁa‘\

et
R RS L e )
& Sfort e

Se

- their action in the matter would make Goverfimg
#
£
[4
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imputation that they were interfering with the religious endow-
ments of the people.” . .
If, any interfernce, beyond what is provided for, in Act

XX of 1863, even in the case of public Temples, is consider-,
ed illegal and impolitic, by the conscientious and just
Government, remembering its solemn promises and procla-.
mations, how much more must it feel, the uncalled-for poa-f
ching into Atheenumn Temples, now attempted at by the:
Draft Bill. Again the Honorable Mr. Carmichael “desired
that the larger national temples only should be supervised
by authority outside the temples, thinking the scheme pro-
posed under which all Religious Institutions should be:
brought under control unworkable and undesirable.” He
divided Religious establishments into two classes—“those.
under the management of the trustees-and those which are:
not. In the former case the management was to continie to:
vest in the trustees, their heirs and successors and in the:
event of disputed succession the right to succeed was to be!

determined by a suit.” Thus the Indian-experienced Honor-ﬁfj :
able Councillor echoed the provisions of Act 20 of 1863 and)
condemned the proposal to include Atheenum Temples ag!

wnworkable and undesirable. There is a good deal of law:!
and policy mbedded in thgse two words unworkable and

undesirable. ¢ i
Inspite of all these political and legal grounds and’

reasons: the agitators are exerting to cause a serious mis;"

apprehension between the governing and the governed}fi
in Religious matters, through feelings of self-aggrandizement;;
..causing enormous pain of mind to the. aristocracy of thel
chi
Coples. T G

%; by -@ proposal to interfere with their Atheenum Tem-"
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lb B v,

o tlléel ;’szgg glgczn;e O.f an agitz%tion, that Regulation VI
o and,prochj;n (21 I?63, the opinions and dictates expres-
ment of Indi;; the L i Secret&l‘y of State, the Govern-
Statesmen, Pré)hilfit t%iaiﬁizsr;;l egtdagd bly gy Sreat
A opte the D a1 i
;‘{;(;lil;(zlbng;}ithere-m_gn -t.empl'es, that the Drz.fb Bill rit 0113::111'11:1
Proclamation éf}? t mtenthIl.S of Her Majesty the Queen’;
this nclusia s fa more evil than good would result froni
o 8 etween Atheenuin } 7 2
fi(;soll;lgz lellg fgheenum Hi'/z.du Temples is pa{i’]rlemezfg(’lb
bo. trent -al.ks ould be avoided, that the two races must
1863, that t}i 8,];)y the. same law as now by Act 20 of
s iand co(; raft-Bill’s ‘mterference with Atheenum
o }nte;ts o thsequznt taxation and litigation, are against
temples, fon coe endower, that the inclusion of Atheenum
o dmj;l — Tmmittees to lord over them ig assuredly
o shoot ont 4 empf?-Funds .by eternal litigation, certain

bution of 11 I?J{enl rom the innocent rites of the distri-

of the saored 0 5; ashes or thulsy up to the investmeni

In recognition of ‘;L:n}giégwgi: t? n(ﬁlWePSh and their heirs

their . °nis, they have created for

abillilt,y Z\;(zll‘ll:sNtmtg fame and honor, that,the administmtis(lz
through man al\}ve h a8 00 well b cen fried and exewmplified,
ot c:mmit );t ll;nlcll?al Councils, that Government will

Ailcomn 1 1Se again by the experiment of meluding

o conter-nmlp es under the Local Self-Government svstenil

e plated by the DrafthiH,‘ which is sure to result

Crini eonsequences, that thé. existing ‘law, (Special

) nal “and  Givil) provides ample meZI)'s ta"”lﬁeet al’l
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cases of breaches of trust, misfeasance and neglect
duty, on the parb of Atheeium trustees &e, that the in
duction of the con@emplated law over Athecniin institutic
will promote 1’uindoils litigation and base corruption, the t,

jpain things which a good Government ought to discourag

and that therefore the existing immemorial distinction
vegard to Athecnum Temples mustbe respected and’ le
.mtouched as now provided for by Act 20 of 1863.

One of the greatest Statesman that India has seen ar
a high authority on Tndian politics was Sir Thomas Munre
his unparralled success in Indian policy in religious matter
was due to the rule of nil innovetur, he laid down for h
gnidance (Memoirs, Vol, 11,17 to 20).

Justice and remedy finally rest with Englishmen, -
this proposed compulsory Legislation regarding 58!
Atheenwin Temples, and to them this Appeal is hun
dedicated. e : ‘




	2196080001-0002
	2196080003-0004
	2196080005-0006
	2196080007-0008
	2196080009-0010
	2196080011-0012
	2196080013-0014
	2196080015-0016
	2196080017-0018
	2196080019-0020
	2196080021-0022
	2196080023-0024
	2196080025-0026
	2196080027-0028
	2196080029-0030
	2196080031-0032
	2196080033-0034

