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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,
25tk October 1869.

No. 56. Read the following letter from C. SEETARAMIAH, residing at Madras, to the Chief
Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated Madras, 9th September: 1869,

I respectfully beg to enclose a memorial, which I am about to submit to Government on the
subject of the continuance to me of the annuity, which was granted to my grandfather’s family on
account of the Shrotrium, which was originally sanctioned to be given to him for three lives in
consideration of his long, faithful, onerous, and valuable services to the State. I have discussed the
whole question in the memorial, so I shall not trouble you any fqrther here more than to solicit
your kind support to the prayer of your old, faithful, and devoted servant.

R ]

To
HIS GRACE 1az DUKE OF ARGYLL, x.1. & c.0.5.,

Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of Stale Jor India, London.
The humble petition of COODOOR SEETARA-
MIAH, the surviving younger grandson of the

late C. SAWMY BRAMINY, Head Manager and
Record-keeper of the late Board of Trade Office.

Mosr REspECTPULLY SHOWETH,

That your petitioner begs to submit, for favourable consideration, the 'following circum-
stances :—These circumstances are of a rather old date ; but your petitioner trusts, that, as they
relate to an act of grave wrong to the descendant of an old and faithful servant of the State, they
will not the less commend themselves to your Grace’s best attention, and that your Grace will enter
fully into the merits of the question now submitted for your high adjudication.

2. That your petitioner would have submitted the present appeal long previously, but that
being compelled to earn a livelihood for the maintenance of himself and his own large family, and
that of his late brother, which has fallen on his hands, and having in vain appealed to the local
authorities and to the Madras Government, and consequently not having any expectation of his
prayer finding a hearing in so distant a tribunal as that over which your Grace presides, your peti-
tioner had neither opportunity nor the heart to submit his case. = But now, hearing that your Grace
and the Government of His Excellency Lord Napier are ready and willing to hear the complaints
of the people of the country, however poor the addressers of those complaints may be, your peti-
tioner has been encouraged to come before your Grace, in the fervent expectation of receiving
justice at your hands.

8. That your petitioner’s above-mentioned grandfather, C. Sawmy Braminy, entered the service
of the late Honourable the Court of Directors, at an early age, in the year 1785, in the office of the

¥ Board of Trade. That, in 179&, he was appointed Deputy Manager, and three years afterwards,

) in 1798, he was appointed Head Manager in the Office, which embraced the Sea Customs and
Marine Departments as well as the Commercial. That he spent the best period of his life in the
discharge of the multifarious, onerous, and responsible duties which devolved upon him as being in
charge of so large an office, and that his service extended over forty-one years, or nearly half g
century, during the greater portion of which time, as will be observed by the annexed testimonials,

. he rendered efficient, faithful, and valuable services in the capacity of Head Native Servant and
Record-keeper of that Board’s office. ‘

4. That, after a service of the above-mentioned period, the Board, in recognition of the high
character borne by your petitioner’s grandfather, and of the services rendered by him, deemed it
necessary to mark their estimation of such services by a public reward being accorded to your
petitioner’s grandfather.

5. That, with this view, the Board recommended to Government that your petitioner’s
grandfather should receive a Shrotrium, like other native public servants, who had rendered services
of gimilar character. The Honourable the Court of Directors at first considered a pecuniary
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No. 57. To the Secretary to the Government of India, Financial Department, dated Fort Saint

George, 25th October 1869, No. 496,

-

Tam directed to forward, for transmission to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for
India, the accompanying memorial from Koddr Sétéramaya which relates to a claim for what was
in fact a service pension though one of peculiar nature. Its transmission through the Government
of India would seem, therefore, contemplated by clause 3rd of the Rules for the transmission of
memorials.
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Pro. cedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,
25th October 1869.
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2. The facts of the case are succinctly and on the whole correctly stated in the memorial. It
was intended to grant to the Memorialist’s grandfather Kodér Swimi Brahmani, on his retirement
from the service in 1819, a Srotriyam village at a favourable rent for his own and two succeeding
lives, as reward for his services as Manager of the Office of the Board of Trade; but owing to some
difficulty at first made by the Court of Directors who objected to the principle of such grants, and
to delay in the selection of a village and completion of other arrangements, the grant was not
completed when Swami Brahmani died in 1826, Hig only son Subaramayya was then offered the

““option of selecting a village on the terms of Srotriyam granted to
Ext. Mina. Cons.,8th May1827, No.101. . }iq. gathor for his’ (¢. e. Subaramayya’s) ¢ own and his son’s life,
or of receiving on the same two lives the grant of an annuity of 375 pagodas, "’ (Rupees 1212-8-0).
The election was for *“ an annuity of Pagodas 375 during the life
Letter-frony Gommercisl Sups, 3008 o0 1204000 Soobaraminh and his son Soobaroyaloo, (Petition of
May 1827, with enclosure.
the former dated 18th May 1827). The reply of Government
Letter to Commercial Supt., 25th May  gimply authorizes the dishursement of the annuity to Subaramayya
1827, No. 109, without specifying the exact terms of the grant.

3. Subaramayya died in 1849, and in the letter reporting his death, the Secretary to the

: Marine Board laid before Government the request of his two sons,

Ext. Mins. Cons,, 3rd May 1849, Nos.  aropnonialist and his elder brother, that the annuity might be
b i granted to them *‘ for their two lives,”” and raised the very

. rward by Memorialist, viz., whether the grant was for designated lives
questlin nszvsczzzght'.lfﬁ Govern{nent replied that the Resolution of the Sth May 1827, No. 101,
zzn?:m;;(;ted a g;'ant “for two lives, viz.,, of Soobaramiah and of his son, and as Kodoor

Soobaroyaloo is the elder’’ the annuity should be paid to him, -

In 1853 the present Memorialist again preferred a claim to be included in this grant, quoting
& : the then recent decisions regarding the succession to the

Ext. Mius. Cons, 30th Aug. 1833, minnanore and Utukad Srotriyams, and the Government replied
Nos. 15 and 16. that these cases were not in point, as in the case of the annuity
the second life was expressly designated in the grant. From paragraph 2 supra it will be scen

that this statement was not quite correct.
4. Subharayulu died in 1856, and Memorialist’s claim to the annuity for his life was rejected

in 1858, the Government of that day holding that the allowance
Procs., 16th Feb. 1858, Nos. 20 and 30, was strictly limited to the first grantee and his late son

Subharayulu.

mewhat similar case the Secretary of State for India recently decided that a

e pension granted to one Seshagiri Row, and his next heir, should

Bov: Duapatch, Wtk Dee- 3508 Ho: B be continued in shares during the lives of all the sons of the

tee, the younger as well as the elder sons being held to be equally.heirs under Hindu

e ee’d the question is whether this decision should be followed or not in the present cage.

o eegms to depend on the view taken of the grant of the allowance in 1827, whether

e ?HSW?‘Z was not to make a grant on similar terms with that proposed for K. Swémi

giil::::\e:i 10('co which the Secretary of State’'s ruling would seem applicable,) and whether

brama ,a’s designation of the last holder (which he had not.be.en called upon to ma:ke) made
tS;l l(‘r:ni’);m entirely new one, under which the succession was limited to the person designated.

ne g

6. Itis pertinent to remark, with reference t? the intention of the grants, t:hat, in 1824, §ir

: Munro’s Government, at his instance, laid down that grants of Srotriyams for service
A liree lives ; and the terms used in the form of cowle, or deed of grant, prepared undex
shou} = fol_‘ tl!‘i‘; Gove;nment, were ‘* the said A. B. during his life and after his demise his two
s mst;ruc.tlonsccesﬂinn'" The cowle granted for the Tinnanore Srotriyam, interpreted under the
nez;tﬁhell‘: glles‘lllon;urable Court, in 1848, as covering three generations, was in this form. Had
t(l-)::r;rlsoe?en a formal guant either of the Srotriyam or the annuity in the case now referred to, if
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I am directed to forward, for transmission to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for
India, the accompanying memorial from Kodr ¢tdramaya which relates to g claim for what was
in fact a service pension though one of peculiar nature. Its transmission through the Government
of India would seem, therefore, contemplated by clause 8rd of the Rules for the transmission of
memorials,
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2. The facts of the case are succinetly and on the whole correctly stated in the memorial. It
was intended to grant to the Memorialist's grandfather Kodéir Swémi Brahmani, on his retirement
from the service in 1819, a Srotriyam village at a favourable rent for his own and two suceeeding
lives, as reward for his services as Manager of the Office #e Board of Trade; but owing to some
difficulty at first made by the Court of Directors who objectéd to the principle of such grants, and
to delay in the selection of a village and completion of other arrangements, the grant was not
completed when Swémi Brahmani died in 1826, Hig only son Subaramayya was then offered the

““ option of selecting a village on the terms of Srotriyam granted to

Ext. Mins. Cons., 8th May1827, No.10L. . }iq. fathor for his’’ (¢. e. Subaramayya’s) * own and his son’s life,

or of receiving on the same two lives the grant of an annuity of 375 pagodas,” (Rupees 1212-8-0).

The election was for ¢ an annuity of Pagodas 375 during the life
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Commereial Department.

To CoonooR SAWMY BRAMINY.

Para. 1st.—In reply to your Address dated the 9th August last, I am directed by the Board of Trade
to furnish you with the accompanying copy of a Letter from Government in the Commercial Department,
stating that your claims to a grant of land in shrotreum tenure will be brought to the favorable notice of the
Honorable Court of Directors. ;

i 2nd.—A copy of the late Secretary’s report, and oxe of the letters dispatehed to Government in con-
1 sequence are also furnished to you.

Boarp oF Trapk OFFICE, (Signed) J. W. PYBUS.

MADRAS, } By order of the Board of Trade.
25th Qctober, 1819, Secretary.

! ————
H, Eatract from the Proceedings of the Board of Trade, dated 28th September 1819.

On laying before the Board the following report from the late Secretary Mr. Gwatkin, together
with the Address from the Head Native Servant in the Board’s Office, to which it relates, the Secretary hopes
that he may be permitted to enter his testimony in support of those claims, that are now again submitted to
the Board’s consideration.

strongly recorded on the Board’s Proceedings, that it might be considered unnecessary to enter into farther
testimony respecting them, but while the period of time during which, as Deputy Secretary, the services of this
individual have been within Mr. Pybus's immediate kuowledge, will be considered as attaching some little
'| weight to his testimony, he feels it a public duty to state to the Board that during the six years he has been
i in their office, the conduct of Coodoor Sawmy Braminy has been highly meritorious ; and that the uniform

|

l
|
'y The character which the Manager Sawmy Braminy has acquired for fidelity and assiduity, is so
(|

|

I assiduity and perseverance which has called forth those marked commendations which stand on the Board’s
:J Proceedings, has been so continued as to authorize the record of that further tribute of testimony, which &
!1 subsequent unremitted attention of three more years has necessarily earned. i
|

‘1‘: Mr. GwATKIN’S REPORT,

On leaving the office of Secretary, [ take theliberty of submitting to the Board a letter from Coodoor
Sawmy Braminy, Head Native Manager. The principal circumstances stated in the letter are already known
‘. to the Board ; there is, however, one point upon which I would beg leave to submiv a few remarks. The
i Braminy’s employment in the public service commenced in the year 1785 ; in 1795 he was appointed Deputy
: Manager in this office, and since 1798, he has been charged with the duties of Head Manager, extending to
| the Sea Custom and Marine Departroents, as well as the Commercial. It was only in the year 1814 that the
' Commercial Department became a distinct branch of the Honorable Company’s establishment : consequently,
1 his general claim for long services, upon the footing of all public native servants holding situations of trust
5| _ and responsibility, extends to the whole time prior to 1814, a period of nineteen years; and since 1814 Lis
claims on the bounty of Government have increased not less in the Marine and Sea Custom than in the Com-
. mercial. In deciding upon the representation submitted to the Honorable the Court of Directors in favour of
' ihe Head Native Mauager, they stated  that a grant on shrotreum teuure being not a lease for pecuniary con-
sideration or an equitable reut, but a reduction of the full assessment or an assigument of a portion of the
land revenue : we consider such a mode of remunerating commercial servants wholly inadmissible under the
new system of keeping distinct accounts of commercial and political expenditure.” It is clear that the foun-
dation of the Braminy’s claim was substantially laid for services performed prior to the new system, and
that the portion of those services, to which the greatest consideration is due, belongs to a period which, under
the rules which then obtained, would allow of his being a candidate for the distinguished mark of public ap-
probation and favour which he solicits. I would beg to add that a grant in favour of the Braminy could
10t assume the character of a precedent, as there is no native officer in the commercial line whose situation
is similur. To the repeated Testimonials which the Braminy holds from the several Secretaries uuder
whom he has served I can add nothing, unless it be to certify that from the date of the latest his diligence,
care, and general good conduct in the office up to this time, entitle him to a coutinuation of the sentiments
which have been successively recorded in his favour.

(Sigued) J. GWATKIN,

Angust 17th, 1819, late Secretary,
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rendered by him, deemed it necessary to m
public reward being accorded to your Petit
9.  That with this view, th
 Petitioner’s Grandfather should recei
who had rendered services of similar
at first considered a pecuniary emol
Grandfather sought for a more sub
trium tenure. The Board of Trade ¢

ark their estimation of such services by a
ioner’s Grandfather.

e Board recommended to Government that your
ve a shrotrium, like other native public servants,
character. The Honorable the Court of Directors
ument a sufficient reward : but your Petitioner’s
stantial prize, viz. the grant of land under shro-

herefore re-submitted his case with a strong recom-
mendation that your Petitioner’s Grandfat

be complied with, and the Government,
ing the receipt of that recommendation,

afford the Right Honorable the Governor
notice of the Honorable the Court of Dire

? -
ma
20tk September 1819. her’s prayer may

in acknowledg-
recorded the following Resolution :—¢ It will
in Council pleasure to bring to the favorable
ctors your renewed testimon y
valuable services of Codooy Sawm
Servant in your Office, with
able the Court of Directors may sanction the grant
and #wo succgeg{_z}_zlg ’{z_'ggs.”

to the leng and
y Braminy, the Head Native
a recommendation that the Honor-
of a shrotrium to him for kis own

18th October 1819.

6. That pending this reference to the Honop
subject to their confirmation, the Government allowed
to select a village and to enter into immediate possessio
was Nagalaporum in the District of North Arcot. Tha
was unable to enter into possession in consequence of g
of Trade and the Government as to the remission to
the village after deducting the usual expense of collectio
two-thirds of the rent, calculated fo be about 750 Pagod
Government objected. The Government therefore pert
lower rent, from the amount of which they stated
remission being allowed equal to 875 P agodas per

able the Court of Directors and
your Petitioner’s Grandfather
0. That the village selected
b your Petitioner’s Grandfather
discussion between the Board
be made from the revenues of
0, and which the Board fixed at
as per annem ; but o which the
nitted him to select g village of

authority would be issued for a
annum,

7. That in the meanwhile a Despatch was received from the Honorable the

Court of Directors, stating  The reasons which you have

stated in favor of Codoor Sawmy Braminy have disposed us
X . . . . ~ »
to conour with you in the mode of showing your sense of his meritorious services.” It

will thus be observed that the local Government recom.meuded the gran.t of land to
vour Petitioner’s Grandfather on shrotrium tenure for his own and tv'vo lives, and that
dthc Honorable the Court of Directors conﬁrme.cl_the same ; that /s wa.s the rew{.u.d
which the long and faithful services of your Petitioner’s Grandfa'mther obtained for him-
self and his heirs ; and your Petitioner respectfully begs to sul')mlt that the subsequent
change in the nature of the grant which will be prcsenf:ly detailed, could not be a.ltered
by a:y means in respect to the number of li\-fes for Whl(}l.l that grant was t.o be fBDJoyed.
Had your Petitioner’s Grandfather entered into possession .of the shrotrium, 1'(; would
have passed to your Petitioner’s Father, and after him to his Zwo soni, b.ol.h being con-
sidered as one life, viz. your Petitioner and his late Bl‘OthOl.‘, and your Petitioner f'u.rther
submits that the grant substituted for the lm}d on sl_u'otnum tenurfz should ha‘ve 1¥1 all
equity been governed by the same priuciple, viz. that it should be enjoyed for three Jives.

10th September 1823.

8. That before the question of the selection by your P’otitiouer’s Granc.lfathel.
of a village of lower rent could be determined, your Pet-l'tloner 5 Gf-anfdflatherddled,‘fn
20th June 1826, without having enjoyed the boon Whl.cl'l‘ his long, faithful, lar;] melx)*l ;)n-
rious services had gained for him ; but in the.ﬁrm belief t.hat that boon would have be
handed down to his son and his heirs after him for fwo lives.
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nt. will aceord to your Petitioner the continuance of the
ant,
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> : erroneou : 2
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17 our re
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m =) our Peti-
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twenty souls, mclufi lzsgnzngers of his own and his Br"f‘her : faml;{ayti:‘ir:n::'ﬁi':n:ae to
tioner and the ‘tangonsequence of the scanty means which y}?lurand < refly i oRbd
greatest d1st}'eSS = tenance and support, and therefore he h(lllm a{ Hlo -survices of your
odf f0x tar N ideration of the recognized and valua " -

. titioner the
that your Géace,dﬁ]::: glwill kindly cause to be contlzlledil tOdsY::f“aos;;ILent Eoit
Petitioner’s Grrandiathel, W Grandfather earned af the hands of 1' i

: Petitioner’s ; ucceeding lives, of the last o
bounty which ke iven for his own and two s ol to Poveive the
21 P;Oﬁsizi:: i: E;hge only surviving one, and as such s
which your et

y iti i ty und
same ; and your Petitioner, as 1 du bo y
b

the course O ‘ :
Petitioner, who is now a

ment. Your Petitioner 1s
nance of the surviving me

WILL EVER PRAY.
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13. That on the demise of your Petitioner’s elder Brother in 18506, your
Petitioner applied to the Government of Madras for the continuance to him of the
annuity ; but the Government of Madras, basing their decision on the erroncous state-
ment of the Board of Trade in their letter quoted above, dated 12th July 1826, declared
the claim to be altogether inadmissible, and lapsed in tofo ; stating that you: Petitioner’s
Father had elected to take the annuity, and had expressly named his son Soobbaroyloo
for the second life, and that the allowance having been therefore strictly limited to the
first grantee and his late son C. Soobbaroyloo, had ceased. But your Petitioner respect-
fully submits that this decision of Government is incorrect,as when there are two or
three sons of a first grantee, the second life includes all those sons who succeed to the

_grant in order of survivorship. This is in accordance with various rulings of Government.

There are many that can be cited, but the following will, your Petitioner believes,
suffice to establish his position.

1st.—In Extract Minutes of Consultation 20th October 1848, Revenue
Department, No. 1155, Para, 25, it is ruled as follows :—“ The Governor in Council
“ having therefore in view the instructions of the Honorable Court, conceives that
« under the Hindu Law C. Vencata Lutchmiah being the first life, his three sons (an
¢ undivided Hindu family) would be regarded and are the second life ; and that C, Ven-
¢ cataputty, whether he was formally adopted by his deceased uncle C. Vencatasoobiah
« or not, will be the third life, if he survives his father andliving uncle ; and under the
« quthority given to this Government by the Honorable Court’s Despatch of the 19th
« January 1848, No. 2, resolves thus to recognize the succession of the family to the
¢ shrotrium.”

ond-—Tn—Extract™ Minutes of ~Comsultation dated 20th -December 1851,
Para. 3, in deciding on the case of the Wootoocaudoo shrotrium, the Government
ruled as follows :—* The Honorable the Court of Directors have ordered that the suc-
¢ gession to this shrotrium be regulated on the same principle as was applied to the
¢ shrotrium of Tinnanore, that is, that all the sons of the original grantee be regarded
¢ a5 the second of the three heirs, and all their sons as the third.”

14. That not only have Government considered the second life to em-
brace all the sons of the first grantee, but they have also allowed second life
grants to be split up into annuities among the persons constituting the second life,
as in the case of Shashagiri Row, late pensioned Sheristadar of Trichinopoly (vide
Proceedings of Government No. 382, dated 3rd February 1866.)

15. Under these circumstances your Petitioner feels persuaded that your
Grace will not interpret the act of liberality shewn to your Petitioner’s Grandfather by
the narrow rules which guide a lawyer in the construction of a deed. Your Grace
will, your Petitioner feels assured, look rather at the naturg of the reward promised to
an old and faithful servant, and take care that the spirvit of the promise is carried out
in spite of mere technical objections. Your Grace will observe that the promise made to
your Petitioner’s Grandfather was a shrolrium for his own and his two succeeding
24’003, which according to the interpretation put upon, and rulings of the late Honorable
the Court of Directors in similar grants, would have included two descents ; and it is
evident that the intention of the Government of the day was that the annuity should
be enjoyed under the same terms as the shrotrium' Wf)ulcll lm‘vc been, that is. to say, for
the support of your Petitioner’s Grandfather and his family for two succeeding genera-
tions, and not of any individual member of that family. s

16. And your Petitioner therefore prays that your Grace, taking nto con-
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