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10

Proceedings of the Deputy Magistrate of Trichinopoly Division
dated 31st March 1895,

Read the following:mm
T. Petition presented by Annasawmi Aiyar and 2 others, trus-
tees of Lalgudi Sri Saptharishieswaraswami’s temple received with
the District Magistrate’s endorsement No. 188 dated 22395,

requesting to bind over the counter petitioners—=Ramasawmi Iyer;
Dorasawmi Aiyar and Venkatarama Aiyar who are the dismissed

- trustees, as they apprehend that they will prevent them from carrying

on the Panguni festival and cause breach of the peace,

2. Petition of Dorasawmi Aiyar one ‘of the dismissed trustees
of the temple, requesting to bind over the newly appointed trustees
(Annasawmi Aiyar, Palanyappa Chettiyar and Kandasawmi Aiyar)
as they interfere with the management of the temple by unla vfully
entering into the temple and beating the temple servants.

8. Arzi No. 166, dated the 28tk Jnstant from the Sub-. Vagis«
trate of Lalgndi, stating that, on information given by Dorasawmi
Aiyar, one of the dismissed trustees, that the newly appointed trug-
tees cause disturbance in the premises of the. temple, he went to the
temple, found the door of Dwajastamban [shut, and the newly ap-
pointed trustees standing inside with cheijr men, and one of the ger.
vants of the old trustess rolliqg, sayigg he was beaten, and that eacly
party claims the right of performing the daily pooja to the templa
and that he will tuke fHecessary  steps o prevent a breach of the
Peace.

4. Report of the Station House Officer: of Lalgudi receive
with the Sub-Magistrate’s endorsement No. 171 dated 28.8-95, stating

- that no proper arrangements were made by both, the parties for the -

periormance of daily pooja, and that as there is a likelihood of a
breach of the peace in this conunection, ho hag made arrangements for
Police bundobust, i

5. Arzi No. 178 dated 29-3.95 from the Sub-Magistrate of
Lalgudi stating that the matbers require a very argent remedy by tha

application of the provisions of Section 144 C. P.'C or by binding
over the parties to keep the peace,

6. Petition presented by Krishna' Aiyan Meikoyal of the temple:
complaining that the new trastees came with a member of hired men,
forcibly eniered into the temple, beat him ang dispossessed him of
the keys of the temple in his charge, e

T 5, %, . G By O, (it
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nam Committee, Trichinopoly dismissed

:Aija", Ramaswami Aiyar and Venkataram
a

"stegd, % persons—Annaswami
yar, The ovder of dismissal was

to have left the battle to be fought by th

- gistrate, stating that the dismissed trustees and their party interf
erley

2

7. Proceedings of this O v, duted 2ud Feb
<~ eor

nection " with the inspection of temple uary 1895, in oon-

;jewels by the Committee

mmeel‘S.
8. Report ) t w
3 ub- i
of he S Nngyetlate of La]gndl Extra No
.-‘-u On th '.‘i' i | |
p e visit of ll]G Ccmmlttee mcmbers fOl‘ thﬁ P :
purpose

of inepecting the jewels.

9. Papersfiled b :
Yy the d]ymiqsed {

pibe-abont ] & rustees relatin : .
P abthe management ayg possession of th s
property. e temple and itg

10. Heard Vakil Mr,
brustees: and Mr, Kuppus
trustees,

K uppuswami A}
Aryangar for the dism;
kS Ismigged

‘ORDER,

4 c]‘ l‘y e'ast :
a'

from office Daraiswami
Aiyar, trustees
' > "d  appointed, iy their
Aiyar and Palaniyappa Chett
o uot obeyed and the d ¢
0 manage the temple and itg endowment, ¢

3

of Sri  Saptharisheeswaraswami temple

ismissed men
ontendiug that
The Committee were
order and €ject  the
choose to do this and  seer

e rival traste
the interest of the new trustees and the latter be s

the dismissal wag improper and malicions
entitled to maintain a sait to enforce ﬂ]eil.l
dismissed meun, They did not, however

2

ywatehing
gan to work towards
ln Jawuary 1803

E y 803 !
thel-n making 2 such attempts at getting into the temple [ --we iz
gndi Sub-Magistrate’s report No, 18 dated 2—2—03) e

their object either stealthily or by fo ece.

tailed, they appear to have i o and having
! put 1o a petition to the f 5
Deputy Ma-

with their men performing the service of the temple and %
ing that they might be restriinel ander Section 144 Civil Prl:qr:]eSh.
Code. The Magistrate, after taking evidence and receivine acx-e 4
from the Sub Magistrate (Mr. Viswasami Pillai)—whicha goe‘:POt”
shew that the dismissed men still continue to manage the temple, a ;
the allegation $hat petitioner’s men were doing service aﬁd we;e ?
terfered with, was a myth, declined to pass the order prayed f t-l
This was in February 1893, and for 4 months afterwards, there see::;
to have been peace.

2. TInJune 1893 Dorasawmi Aiysr, one of the dismissed trustees
complained to the Sab Magistrate that his newly appointed
rivals interfered with the cultivation of certain lauds be;

T8, J, '

the newly appointed

¥ (
¢ >
10
10
; ‘
0 20
30
30
40 " 40

3

longing to the temple and that he apprehended a breach of
the peaco. Tha Sub Magistrate —now, a different officer — Mr. Kovil
pillai held that, though dismissed, the old trustees were nob legally
dispossessed of the lands and continued to hold them.and the office
and passed orders under Section 144 C. P. C. restraining the newly
appointed men from interfering with the lands except by having
recourse to a Court of law. This was in June 1893,

3. There secms to have been no trouble for nearly a year after
In March 1894 the Cemmittee appointed one more trustee,

wards.
a step-brother of Doraswami Aiyar, and very

oneKandaswami Aiyar,
soon afterwards Doraswami Aiyar complained that this Kandaswami

* Aiyarand the other new 4rustess were interfering with his possession

and management of the lands and causing breach of the peace and

begged that they shoald be restrained from interfering. This peti-

tion was subsequently withdrawn, as the Sub-Magistrate reperted

that Kandaswami Aiyar did not mean to interfere, and no breach
of the peace was likely.

4, The Proceedings stated above having failed to bear Frait,
the noxt attempt of the newly appointed men was to prosecate the
dismissed men for misappropriating temple property ani for other

offonces, Even this failed, the chirges being held to be utterly

groundless, and the accused discharged.

5. In January 1895 the Committee wrote to me that they were
going to inspect the temple jewels and as they apprehended obsbrucs
tion on the part of the dismissedmen who had charge of them, they
requested that the Sub Magistrate may be ordered to help them. 1
complied with their request and immediately, afterwards, the dismis-
sed men pub in a petition saying that the applic ition of the Commit-
teo was not bonafide and that, in the name of iaspection, they had
planned to seize the jewels and deliver them to the newly appointed
men. I did uofrhowever, alter the order observing that it por mitted
only assistance towards inspection and not transfer of possession.
The dismissed men wauted some sate gnards and, owing to some
disagreement or other, the Commibtee were unable to carry out their
purpose whatever it was. A month later the new trustees pat in a
petition No, 1 stating that, as the old truste es were likely to offer
obstruction  to their celebrating the Panguni festival, they
may be bound over to keep the peace: When this petition
was pending hearing, a disturbance bigger and more orga-
nized than any of its predecesgors and referred to in the papers Nos.
2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 read above. I shall not repeat the purport of each
paper but what is said to have transpived ig briefly ¢his.;Most of the
old trustees are turned out, the Amman’s gate closed and its pooja

T, 8.9, :
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stopped, one of the temple servanty beate

nand some kevy
6ys he had, Duplicate.

4 , seifzed. :’he Sub-Magistrate reports that, hoth parties trying to . :
: eatorce their right, g # R :
| ‘ o : r léo | : a breach of the beace is imminent gng urgent - PROCEEDINGS OF THE DISTRIOT MAGISTRATE OF
'8 under Section 144 are cgljeg for. TRICHINOPOLY.

Dated 15k April 1895,

that pl.'l‘bliC' Peace has been brok nd iy
en a d 1 ‘ . '
1 hke]y to be brokeq and : ' )

absolutely ecessary, T
question to be consid s SHOAP s ; ing, e
iy 1dered is to whomy should the order be applied—to g i : Bae e
‘ Va3 J ;lppomted men or to both Parbies ag saggested by the : (I). Copy of proceedings of the Deputy Magistrate, Trichino«
& k 1 0 g . 4 A 3 | . 2
! T the newly appointed men, ; : poly; dated the 8lst March 1895, passed under Section 144
7. T have given my carefyl consideration to, : 0,‘ - C. C. P. restraining the newly appointed truste-s
; der that it shonlq 13818 against one of then éi; 1;: el i0 of the Sapthareshiswara Swami temple at Lalgudi
{ i © new ftrustees : : ; i i ;
f ; : ; I h & f the tem-
8. To rostrain both would, besides beine en ¢ ; et e A g o'
of causing cessation of bhe daily poojy ang : p  the objection ‘ i
,f festival-which woulg be a hardship ‘:0 :;l‘szh.e sShsnding Pangun (2). Petition dated 6th April 95, of Annasami Aiyar and
i them, be, on its face anjust and in equitab] vlppers e by 2 others, the mewly appointed trustees of the said
curing to the naw trastees the advantg i bIt el by see temple, requesting thz;e the above order may be
A A X ﬂgﬁ W lCh trhe ha.v n 5 . . .
» manoeu.mg for so Iong and in so many ways avoidiug th;; Iverralecol;i:: W ieho bemg e ngh cpurt
8 5 rulings.

bold out a peremiam for lawles
2 L awlessnegg,
i MWeH Bt - (3), Petition, dated 6th April 95 of the said trusteos,

- a ; S SebiE
that the dismisseq men continue to holg , e ang Pers read abovye 20 & praying that DorasawmiAiyar and 2 others, the dismissed
and its endowments, This is seen from the reporg ma?age the templg- 20 trustees of the temple, may be bound over to keep the

i rece 3 ¢
Magistrate so lately as Fobraary g9, Pk tho l:d from Sub. peace.
defy the aubhority of thejp superiors iy thj " P®Pple should ¢ i ‘sai abi
W RIS way tg ) (4). Petition; dated 6th April 95, of the Said trustees, stating

Y o T to say the )

- very unfortunate hut 8 Y the leagt. i

g ey :bw 1S marely a5 unfortunate ghyt redress given = f‘ that the temple is locked up; and requesfing that the
not be ‘
osought for gnq means verging on lawlegg- dismissed managers may be ordered not to interfere with
the worship of the temple,

This office proceedings dated 6th April 93, restraining
the dismissed trustees from intexfering in the manage-

ment of the temple and ordering tho temple Committee
of the Trichinopoly Taluk, to make arrangements “to

—
oY

~
-

dent shoald be adopted in  thejp
of the public anq public servants,
improper to tel] the dismisseq men

temple and itg endowents nop to interfery with ¢ naze the : ‘ i

their rival do uot chouse to gy 4, C J oo bhe, because 30 carry on the business of the temple by persond”

break the P eace: 3 oart and wop]q lnterfere and: other than the prezent disputants, pending the disposal!
Y 1 of the petition,

412
(6). This office letter current No.-n—{-dated 9th instaut to the

Deputy Magistrate Trichinopely, request’ng to forward
the records connected with the case,

-

Was no time fo serve

notices on the new trosteos, heard
eard what theip

Yakil was able to say,
(Signed) KH&DIRKNAVAZKHAN

T haye, howeyer, I
(7). Records received with Deputy Magistrate’s letter No,———
RO 1le=d=95,

Slem3~=05, Ist Clagy Magsitrass, “2 Heard the arguments of M, Wedderburn, Counsel for peti
: tioner and of Mr. Grant, Counsel for counter petitioners Doraiswani
y T8 3 2% “ ) Aiyar and 2 others,
&2 Ny g
T. B ¢ Culy B, O 1772
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ORDER,

The History of this case is
trate’s order of the 8l March 9
late it here. iy

2. 1t is not disputed thag theve was a Jikel;
the peace, and no objection ig taken to the

wly appointed trustees instead <

_Peﬁding the hearing of ¢his petition
d’erl, theeffect of hich isto prohibit both
ring with the worship in the temple, and
ave the worshi P carried on By some per-
SPubing parties,

of to the dismissgd trustees,
I ha;fe:‘passe?d a"fémp’drary or
sets of trustees from interfor
ordering the Committes tq 1,
801 unconnegted with the d;

3. The groungs o which the pefitioq i based ave,

59, ound four ia
namber, ag followgem

“(1). That the Deputy Magistrate haq 00 jurisdiction and

that he shoulq haye broceeded nndep Sedtion 145 of the
C. P.C. ' '

20

(2). Thgfg the Deputy Magistrate hag acted in contra-
vention of varigyg tulings of the High Court.

(3). Thf.b ?ﬁpg-facia the Deputy Magistrate was boand to
I‘frgiume that the Committee had acted rightly in diswiss-
1ng the old trastees,

(4). That the Deputy Magistrate hag ignored the orders
»?f .Gove?umgnt to the effect that only those trus-
tees shonjq be rocoy

: nized asare peco nized by the
Commigte, * x 3 ‘ &

g'ound IS not pressed, and it jg conceded
Zistrate having reason to beliave that 5 breach of

5' ) 1 i . ! ) ‘
9. The Témalning thpgg grounds can by coaveniently disensseq

;o?re}h?r. h:l‘lte'?fgt'lmgfxt for betitioners is tha; the Committes hag
u-l Power to dismiss the old trustees (counter Patitioners) | that
.pw{ma-facw‘ their action g be cousideraq vight; that ¢
:;, th?duty of the Magi&bfaey, therefopa, to, sappopg i;héx'i:; that
~,»,,,__,,'Pf?‘5‘??‘?" being in POSsession of 44 keys, must
Bidered t0 bo the pepearc v o e 0 e et A
Gistaicao L), o PeTa0ns fn pogggegio <o o that, under the orders of
44 in an exeoq.

43

agistracy who act unlep Section |

7

tivo capacity are only authorised to recogunise as trustees those
persons who are recognized as such by the Committee,

6. That the Commitee did dismiss the old trastees, is not dis,,
puted. That}they had a right to do so (for good and sufﬁciegb cause
is plain from the case of Chinna Renga Aiyangar cv‘rg"fa Subbaraya
Mudali (111, Madras High Court reports 834), Butitis also clea?
from this case, thongh not stated in so manys words that'the burdeq
of proving good and sufficient cause for removal, lies on the

Committee. If “ the power of dismissal can only be esercised on good

and sufficient grounds” it necessarily follows that the burden of proof

: i i the porsons who assert®
of such good and suﬂic‘enb groands lies on P

them and this being so, it follows that thers can be no such presump- -

tion in favour of the Committee’s decision, as the petitioners would
have me make. And it is noticeable in thig connection that one of
the main grounds of the dismissal of the conater petitioners viz.,
that they had misappropriated the temple property, wasv made f:he_
subject of a criminal complaint against them, but that the_compla'mb
was found to be groundless and was dismissed. And the case of Siva
Sankara versus Vadagiri [[ndian Law Report XIII, Madras 6)shows
thata trustee shonld not be.removed except for very grave causes
indeed,

7. I have not, however, to deal with the question as to whethe
the old trastees were rightly or wrongly dismissed except in go fa
; 5 Wity
as 18 necessary to meet the contention of petitioners that it shon
be presumed that the dismissal of the old trastees by the Committes
was right and proper, I do not Shink that, for the reasons above
given, that any such presumption can be drawn.

8. dsto the argament that the petitioners are really in’posses-
sion of the temple, the hist.ory of the case shows that this is not 50,
It is true that the Committee passed orders in 189§ dismissing the
Coanter petitioners, bat,beyond certain futile efforts in the Magisti'a-’
te’s Courts, they have baken no steps at all to enforce the order. They
did, indeed, apply once for permission to file a suit, but subsequently
withdrew it. Their proper course, if the dismissed trustess dig
regarded their order of dismiscal and refused to vacate',was obviously
t2 have filed suit against them to recoyer possession. That such a
suit lies is clear from the cage of ‘T/z'ras'amiquadu versus Subba Row
(I. L. R. 6 Madras 54), 1tis argued that the Committeo cannot bg
expected to bring suits every time a trustee who has been dismissed,
is recalcitrant and vefuses to deliver Up possession ; but I do not thin_k
the argument is very cogent, nor can I gee Why a temple Commi(;#e_e
should be put in g different position from any one else who seeks {o
recover possession of Property wrongfully helq by ¢ nother,

T. 8 g,
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9. That no serious steps have ever baen taken by the Committeo
to recover possession of the temple  from the dismissed tros-
tees, is plain from the records, It isstatel that the petitioners are
x;ow in possession of some of the keys, but it is alleged on t.he other
« | side that they got possession of them by force, a few days before the
{ Deputy Magistrate’s order was passed. This matter is now tha
‘ subject of a criminal complaint as yet undisposed of. I cannot there-

fore say whether the allegation that petitioners »obtained the keys
by fc;rce is trae or not ; but [ observe that petilioner’s Counsel hog
not been able to suggest that the keys were got possession of in any
other way or ab any other time than that suggested by the coungep.
petitioners. Nor has he been able to show ti¥¢, at any time priop
"to this, the petitioners have beer in any possession of the temple at

all, *

10 Certain of the cases 'quohed in the petition do not seem to
have any reference to the present case, e.g. Muthiyalu Chelli v, Bapy
Rahit [I. L, R, II, Madras, 142), in which the Magistrate’s order was:
held tobe uléra vires on the ground that it went beyond the necessity
of the case which is not contended here, and Sundaram Chetty versus
the Queen (L. L. R. 6 Madras 203) which—sic with an entirely
different set of facts from thoss ia the present case,

1I.  Reliance is placed by petitioners on the orders of Govern-
ment as contained in#para. 2 of the Board Standing Order No. 140,
tio the effect that Government can ouly recognise * those persons as
servants or trustees of the pagoda who are recognised as such by the
Committee.” This order, however. merely refers to thq payment of
allowauces for temple services, and is clear y notb intended to apply
to questions arising nnder Section 144 of the Civil Procedare Code.

12. To sum up rightly or wrongly the connter petitioners wera
dismissed. Rightly or wrongly they have remained in possession
and no serious steps have been taken by the Committes op by tha
pebi;ioners to recover possession from them. The Comnmiitee have
no power to dismiss the counter petitioners exce.pt for good and
sufficient cause, the burden of proving Which. lu?s on them. _No
p;'es umption can be made, therefore. that the .d-xsmxssa.l' of the coun-
tér petitioners was legal and right or that their retention of ppsses-

sion is wrong.

18. This being so, it is ciearly good policy to continne matters
as they have always been; and to restrain the petitioners from inter-
foronce with the undonbted defaclo possession of the counter peti-

tioners,

Ty 8 J3t

19

20

30 -

. e —————————

40

g - i

14. T hold, therefors, that the order of the Deputy Magistrate
was right and I decline to interfere with it and dismiss the petition
My ad interim order is discharged, :

*

I5, Two other petition were presented by the same “petition.
ers at the same time as the one' now disposed of, Th ese] petitions
have not been pressed and are dismisged,

(Signed) E, C. RAWSON.

I5—4-95, 4g. Distriot, Magistrate,

(Troe copy)
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| IN THE COURT OF THE DEpUTY MAGISTRATE oF
> 3 ] TRICHINOPOLY,
: Miscellaneous Qase No. 2 of 1893,
R T AT - e S o N
| i = Fio| ‘v
| I £ 5 |
’ . i : ~ Description of paper. | Page,
1f | | gy P | 8
§ ft u; : I D;Jo l I
¢ i i i \rﬁh&\\ - \\‘*TM L
it i i\ 4 of
" 1 1} 1 |Order of the DeputyMagistrate, dated 1495, o the|
! | 'i { letter of the 2nd Class Magistrats of Lalgndi | 1
’ / ' ‘. | - ¥ 2 [Arji No. 179 of the Lalguadi Sub-Magistrate, dateq| -
;: HIGH COURT, * g | [ Agcog il TN AR I Y
{ — l [‘7 : j} 8 |Do. No. 182 of do., dated 4~4—95 _“! 3
{ il | | [ ; ; |
1 [ CRIMINAT, REVISION CASE ' g t\ X | 4 lC‘opv of Lalgudi S(.xb-MrLzlstmte’g letter No. 3 to the!
“ " i w : f’ olice Inspector, dated 4—4~95 = 4
P | N -
No. 177 of 1895, ¢ ’
! ; 2 A - l\ :, [ 5 [Police Inspector’s report, dated d=4<95 t5 the Deputy
k. —_— | j f I Superintendent of Polien w 1b,
v’ 4 - {
5t TBICHINOPOLY DISTRICT, \ -6 :Lether No. 605 of thes Superintendent of Police to the
£ l\ ‘ | Deputy Magistrate, dated =495 - 6 I
———— |
5 Proceedings of the Deputy Magistrate of | 7 [Petition of Amnasami Aiyar anq g others, dated| l
L richinopoly, dated 31st March 1895, J' 6=4—95, to the District Magistrate 1b. |
¢ ! i |
' and \ o g - ; Do. of do., dated 6—4—95, to the District Magis-
| 1 : 4 ‘ ‘ trate .. sih ; 8
; v l’rocged_ings of the District Magistrate of \ ﬁ‘ ‘ . IJ "
‘ Trlchmopo!y, dated 15th April 1895, N [ 9 ]’ Do, of do., dated do, to do. 1b,
! bl | v | |
'; Applied for by Mz, R, T, Graut; ? .‘ i 10 |Re(;r)trt‘.dfrsomklthegz?)nd Class Magistra‘te, Lalgudi, No, 195,: i
| |9 ! ; ated Send
b Memo No, 6238, . ; 5 I "
|1 j: =01 I,Procecc{iiggs of the District Magistrate of Trichinopoly, s
' o } dated 6—4 - 95 s i 0,
E ~ 20 e heard on = ‘f ;‘ z’ |
i : | ]' 12 iAiﬁdavib of Naik Sami Aiyangar, dated 17—4-95 I 11
3 !I \.’ |18 “‘Criminal Reyision Petition on the .file of the High |
| ! \ | | Court, dated 18—4—95 osl 4l 4
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. ORDER,

Copy of the procesdings is herewit

will direct the Police to opeu the doors

that the order is carried, A for those

" ke will explain to them the lmpropriety

aud if they still persist the old trustees
of course on their own responsibility,

b seat. The Sab-Magistra te
locked by the Police and Sem
locked by the neow trustees
of their resistaage to law
will bs allowed to open fhem

(Signed) e s }

1—4-95. Deputy Magisteate,

10 ‘No. A,

Sabmitted to the District Ma
conuectod with the Lalgadt dispa

gistrate as this is part of the record
ta %0 be heard to day.

13emg—95, (Signed) e

Deputy Magistrate,

.
ey

" No. 179,

4~45p, u, ‘ Zeeqee]895,

Lataypr.
2) From

¥ . 8. KOVIL PILLAT,
2nd Class Mags'utrate,
: Lalguds,
To

~ Tae Hgap QuarTrr,
Deputy Magistrate,

Trichinopoly.
SIx,

I beg to submit respectiully herewith the report of the Station

gudi based on the instractions received by him
from the Inspector of Police, Srirangam Division, I sen d herewith

also a copy of the order sent by me thig morning at about 7 . M., to
the Station House Officer, '

2. When 1 sent for some of the trasteos on both sides,
trastees Venkatrama, Aiyar and Doraisami Alyar state that ¢

the old
hey will
Cr, A 177—1
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7=80 r. u. No. 182, b4 =95,
L
t by the Lalgadi
‘oA he doors shu algadi.
4 vesponsible for opening g did not shut some of the
hold themselve ot P contend that they ors closed them From
new mmagerséb me but " that the 0oV n:‘l’-‘.ai [tspector. Tho 8. KOVIL PILLAI, , a
ic
; kS Se:::nceyunder the orders °§l "‘:} ehe :ill prevent anybody 2nd Class Magistrate, Lalgudi,
in their pr : Aigar says tha ; d his y " : Y
1 opiahon Kandasami Aiya o 8 jssued to him an To y
W e the door unless an OF If has been admitted by the
ine open 2 _ Ifhas :
e Trom atetoing Wi i o0k TS S ot THE HEAD QUARTER DEPUTY MAGISTRATE
party iro - that he went in J ¥
" &ration House Office ; v case. - : Tﬂchmopoty.
” 'Sr“‘?nlast pight in conneciion with & cas 1 the two Head 10 fyis
: tables 15 10 tly ready
3, The Police (]0!13e 6n bundobast duty 8re apparen ey L b Ibeg respectfally to report that the Police Inspector arrived
Constables stationed ber of the Police lnspector. Thenes {:’rcemenﬁ !0 herethis evening in connection with the disturbance of Saptarish-
only o act up the' org-e:aa'\strate at the time of th; :: 2Pt = ; waraswami’s temple at Lalgudi and informed me that he was not
of a local Syprests ub: lock is not sufficient there s furnished with a copy of the order’ of the Deputy Magistrate as
of the order 38 regards fances. 1request iAo ty be pre- regards the opening of the doors immodiately gave him a copy
. & L 7
prosent gtate of c‘rc“m; oo Superintendeuf, of Police h"’a L with a covering letter. He says that he has received information'
8
pleased to address t‘h‘i‘ nl and issue necessary A ; about the collection of large namber of men on both sides and that
cent during the occasio . - he apprehends a riot in case the order is carried outand thathe is
inates. - disperse aniaw- accordingly intending to apply for extra Police, He tells me
4. 1have persona\ly jnstructe 1o and in the village and further that he desires to apply for farther iustructions ag your
5 a fem . .
emblies near R aostle nz‘o to loiter about the te[}“’le = # * order about the opening of the doors is not clear so that he may not
s . i . - ye .
?:\'::ted both parties and their men : : 20 take the responsibility of allowing the old trustees to open in the
to canse any disturbance. "t me if I take the liberty e presence of the Police.
as here 1or z ’
be.out of place ' ice Inspector : : '
5. It may nob resent with the Police Mo . I beg to remain
: to be personally P of the Superiuten ] ’
§ vequesting yOU 2 & f order in the absence v a ;
: divect the execution of OFF ior officer of Police an R .
and dire nee of a super! . Tt will 2
ice. The prese of this kind. Your most obedient servant,
dent of Police o alin grave cases Police is necessary
n Magistracy PR Jong the preseace of the extra ot a future (Signed) S. KOVIL PILI/AI,
ong ARy ve .
thea be know o tion of the order with a view to pre - 30 2nd Olass Magistrate.
the exect : . ’
even after :
the peace. to remain, ‘
preach of 1 beg o
Sir,
Yours obadient servant, ~
Signed] - g
" 4 [ g 2“(1 Ckss Magtstrut‘- % X
2—4"95: Sir P
remcar e
»
i - :
. Y S SR
w. L, DM -
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5*30!;'. », "
‘ . b—4gs
From, Lalgug;.
ROVIL Py, b '
. 2nd ¢ - ‘
o nd tass -lf!mtm.t Lalgug;.

. rirgna .
Sie, , el Divisi, : .
Lo - . i
I hay he K or to f R
: or he it =~

ed by the Deput ’nagistmte m.;e::. :: Y of t.b__e Ordeyp
tain doopg of the Saptarisy, Wamis tém 3“?@11‘3& oF B,
Officer infopms 10 that ghe py did p :le‘ Digg fion By
that the peyy brustees q;q 80 1 thej Presence P Some ﬂg:; » b
have therefore fo Open gaj] the doopg locked ‘ I:i - ‘3‘.’“‘,“993 will
pon their guy respongj . ook

(True cdpy). .

(Signed) 8 Kovir, PILLAI,
' “nd Olggg Magis, oy,

-

To . :
* THE DISTRIGY SUPERINTENDEND op POLICE,

Trichinopoly Dastriet
Respected Sir,

their own responsibility, The Sub-Mag;

strate refuses ¢, be p
doorsare broken open by the old truste

esunlegs the Deputy} M
W. I..DM » |

Tesent i
agistrate.

10

20

33

5

sends bim a written order to that effect but he wanis the Police to )
be present when the old trustees break open the locks of so many
doors and that too withont a clear written order. 1don’t know how
the Police could do it, Both parties arg strong with men and o e
the old trustees break open the doors the new trustees would cange
distarbance. Then 1 will have to take severe measures againgt them,
This means that 1 help the ol1 trustees in breaking open the door

give me a clear written order to help the olq trustees in breaking

open the locks of the door by arresting the othep parties if they causs

to open the doors and if they do not obey to prosecute them under
Section 188 1. p, (. lam here seeing that no breach of
the peace occurs, It the Deputy  Magistrate passes ap

the locks of the doors as both Parties are strong  and s djs.
turbance is antioipated, Irequest that 15 more men with carbines
shonld be seut to me from reserve with the order of the Magistrate,

the f%ctions, the old trustees Hg threatens the Constables saying he
was here that he ig expected to be Posted here and I amy sent to
Coimbatore, If ay Inspector of Polie on farlongh doeg this 1 think

I beg to remain,
Sir.
Your most obedient servant,

-4 - gvP — v :
Q‘.1 LALGUD)I, } Inspector of Police,

W. L D'M Crl. & 17

.
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P, No. 739,

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
TRICHINOPOLY DISTRICT, ’
Sth_April 1395,

No. 605.
Frox,
A, C. T. WEST Esquize,
4g. Buperintendint of Poiice,
i Trichinopoly Listric,
Sir’;[‘HE DEPUTY MAGISTRATE, TRICHINOPOLY. ]0

1 have the honor to enclose a report fa
Iyer and telgram received by me to-
have been placed on the

om Inspector Sambasiva
day, you will see that no lockg

Temple doors b )
y the Polic
new trustees are the only persons who have locked e and that the

. th
The Police of course cannot assist the ofd trustees o temple doors,

; e 5 in breaking o
the locks. Their duty is only to prevent a breach of the peacge pi:

the old trastees attemipt to break S6E Y bHe: Togk :
almost certain to be a row I thigk, 5 s there. is
the Police should assist the old trastees T mANRLCA fyOU. considep 20
into the temple, I request you will issue et or;er orcible entry

. s 2 . -
decline to help them without a weitton order hug n writing ag [

A7 : m -
anthorising the Police to assist the old S a Magl.stra.te

.

¥ hzi.ve the honor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,
A, C. T WEST,
Ag. Superintendent of Police,

e ety

IN THE COURT OF THE DISTRICT MAGISTRATE AT
TRICHINOPOLY,

Petition under Section 144 C. P, C.

80

1. Annasami Aiyar, Managers appointed nndes Act
XX of 1363 by the Temple Com-

mittee for the Trichinopoly Taluk of

2, Palaniappa Chettyar.
3, -Kanbhasamy Aiyar,
the Saptharishwara Swami 'femple
at Lalgudy.
Petitioners pray =
That the order of the Deputy]Magistrate, dated 31st March 1295, 40

may be rescinded for the following reasons :—

1. The Magistrate has no jurisdiction and should have pro-

ceeded under Section 149.

W. L DM

.1
s
> 0
10
.
& 29
SN r‘ ' -

30

-
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e

7

9. 'The Magistrate has acted in direct contravention of the
High Court’s Ralings laid down in lndisn Law Reports 2 Madras
140. Indisn Law Roports 6 Madras 23, Wier Page 737-and has
ignoved the decision reported in Weir page 772 aund the decisions of
High Court as to the powers of the Temple Committee in 3 Madras

High Court Reports 334 and Indian Law Reports 6 Madras page

57.

3. The legal possession of this Temple is with the Temple
Committee and the so-called Trustees are their Managers oanly and
prima f:cie the Magistrate was bound to preserve that the Com-

mittee had acted rightly in dismissing Ramaswamy Aiyar, Dora-

swamy Aiyar and Venkatrama Aiyer, "

4. The Magistrate has also igaored the orders of the Govern-

ment of Madras, dated 16th May 1865, to'the effect that Government

can only recognizs those persons as managers or trastees of a pagoda
who are recognized as sach by the Committea and that it is only when

the Committee has no control that the parties should be referred

to a Civil Court.
(Signed) T. RANGACHART,

6 -4 1895, Vakil for Petitioners.

g H. G. WEDDERBURN,
Qounsel for Petitioners.

Rotice to the dismissed trustees to show cause on Satarday the
13th lustant why the Deputy Magistrate’s order should not be re-
scinded or altered. Notice also to shew to meand will refrain from

interfering in the managementof the temple under Section 144
AR 3 - v

Notice to the Committee informing them that they should make

- arrangemeuts pending the disposal of this matter to carry on the

business of the temple by persons other than the preseat disputants.
(Initialled)
6—4—04.
Copies to Depaty Magistrabe, Sub-Magistrate and Station

House Officer.

6 =415, [Initialled] s—————

W.L DM
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IN THE COURT OF TRE DISTRICT MAGISTRATE AT
TRICHINGPOLY.
Petition under §ections 145 and 107 C, P. C.
;' Annagawmy Aiyax:.
‘g }l’ta;;?ﬁi‘:g‘g; 3112#;;:: § Pettitioners.
Versus

1. Dorasawmy Aiyar.
shmmmim . ] el

Petitioners pray for an enquiry under Section 145 and for an
order déclaring petitioners are in possession of the temple of Saptha-
resh is waraswami at Laulgoody and for bidding disturbance of such
possession by the respondents on the ground that respondents
created a disturbance on thg 28th March 1895
has found that a dispute likely to cause a
exists, :

.and the Magistrato
breach of the peacs

Petitioners also pray that the respandents may be bouynd over
to keep the peace as their wrongfal acts may occasion a breach of
the peace.

-
RANGACHARI,

Vakil for the }’et-itione.rs.
o H. @G WEDDERBURN,

Counsel for the Pelitioners,

6—4-95,

——
- A

IN THE COURT OF THE DISTRICT MAGISTR
AT TRICHINOPOLY,

ATE

Petition under Section 144 C. P. C.

Managers appointed un
Act XX of 18(13)3 by the Tedu?-.
ple Committes for the Trichi.
nopoly Taluk of the Sup-
tharis his waraswami Templa
ot Laulgoody,

. Anpnasawmy Aiyar,
. Palaniyappa Chettiar,

1
2
3. Kanthasamy Aiyar,

R

1. The petilioners are in possession of the said temple and
hold the keys thercof,

2. Tbe temple was locked up by petitioners on the 28th March
1895 in consequence of a disturbance cauted by Dorasawmy Aiyar

W. L. D'M

10

10

9

formerly a manager of the temple Committes on the 25th Febroary
1393, but bas refused to obey orders or to vacate office, |

o

3. The said Dorasawmy Aiyer brought the Sub-Magistrate to
the temple on the 28th March and pretended that petitioners ha
taken possession of the temple by force and had heaton one of his
servants and the Sub-Magistrate ordered both parties not to interfers
with the management of the temple pending orders from the Deputy
Magistrate. Upon this, petitioner loaked up the temple and it has
not been opened riace.

4. The Deputy Magictrate has by an expuarte order dated 3lst
March 1895 without an enquiry parporting to bs passed under Sec
tion"144 Civil Rrocedure Tode directed petitioners not to interfere.

5. Petitioners®ire thus unable to cagy on tho worship of the
terple and if the said order remaius in force no worship can be
carried on for 2 months and more to the great inconvenience and

avnoyance of the public who worship daily at the temple.

6. Petitiouers have this day lodged a petition praying for the
reversal*f the Doputy Magistrate’s order dated $1st March 1895
and also petitigns for an enquiry under Seetion 145 @ivil Procedure
Code and for an order under Section 107 Civil Procedare Code to
bind over the dismissed managers Doraswamy AiyarfRamasamy
Aiyar and Venkata Rama Aiyar to keep the peace.

7. Petitioners pray for an order directed to the public and to
the dismissed wmanagers restraining interference with the perfor«
mance of public worship to be carried on by petitioners.

6—4—95,
(Signed) 'T. RANGACHARI,

Vakil for the Pelstioners, .

[

H, G. WEODERBURN,

Counsel for Pelitioners.

W, L. D'M, Crl. A, 1773




N 105,
No. 195 Sed 05,

LALGUDI,

From
S; KOVIL PILLAIJ,
2nde Class Magistrate; Lalgudi.
TH# DISTRICT MAGISTRATE,
Trichsnopsly.
Sk,

-
With refergnce to your proceedings on Miscsllansons Case N
: v = scellaneons Uase No.
2 [(,‘ —»1‘-4)..)‘5; [ h(}(_); I‘CS]‘H,:C\}quy to ‘1\1‘7"1:{, }"\"e'\'\'i[r!l] thiy el Be]
o~y . s - Rt - gL euclo G
report of the Station House Officer wherefrom it will be seen  that
U Wil be seet hat

has been

the pujah in the Saptarishwaraswami’s tomp b '
puj P waraswami’s temple at Lalgudi
) rmed last night wib a dist ' 1
performed last nigh without a disturbance that the Additional Police
Constables have been withdu: 4
) oles hs withdeawn under ¢t Her i
’ e the_ orfler of the Polics
Tuspector and that the Station House Officer apprehends no b 1
fic pprehends no breach

of peace.

I beg to remain,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant
)

[Signed} S, KOVIL PILLAIL

D)
’

dnd Olass Magistrate.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE DISTRICT MAGISTRATE OF
TRICBINOPOLY,

Dated 6==4—395,
Miscellancous Case No, 2 of 1895,
1\"{*“’(1 ”“’ f&v)HOWiﬂgZ—"“

1. Copyof Proceedings of the Depaty Magistrate, Trichinopoly,

Qated the 3tst March 1805, passed nuder Section 144 C. C. P., res-

training the newly appointed trustees of the Sapatharashiswaraswami

temple at Lalgudi from interfering with the management of the
1

tempie.

9 Petition dated G —=i—050f Annasami Aiyar and 2 others

th(‘,'new]y app«;ir1b~—d irastees of the gaid temple requ ysting that the
above order may be reccinded as being opposed to certain High
{ourt rulings’

3. Petition dated 6 —4 =95 of the said trustees praying that

> . ¢ & Tiany1agad . 8 a £ 3 o 5
Dorasami Aiyar and 2 others the dismissed trastees ok the temple,

may be bourd over to keop the peace,

W. L, D'M.

10

20

10

:‘,’)

30

11

4, Petition dated 6—4—95 of the said trustees stating that the
tomplo isjlocked up and requesting that the dismissad managers may
emple 1540 P {
be ofdered nob to interfere with the worship of the tqmplry.

Heard Messrs Wedderbarn and Rangachariar for the peti-
tioners. .
ORDER. <

o to the dismissed trustees TDorasami Aiyar,

A notice will 1ssu
Jamasami Aiyar and Vencataram Aiyar to appear’ and show cause
on Saturcay the 15th Instant why the Deputy Magistrate’s order
should not be rescinded or altered. A notice will also be issued to

foda.s y refrai anwhil inter-
{hem under Section 144 C. C. . to refrain meanwhile from infer

fering in the munagement of the temple.

9  The Temple Committee, Trichinopoly Taluk will be informed
by a notice that they "shounld make arrangements pending the
disposal of the matter to carry on the business of the temple by

persons other than the present disp ntants.
I )

(Sign(‘d) ——

614, District Magustrate,

I Naik Sami diyengar, Manager, Temple Commatlec’s Office;

Trichinopoly Taluk do solemnly afirm and say as follows:—

. 1. That.the Sapthnrishi%w.n'&szvni"s Temple at Lalgadi is one

of the Temples underthe control of the Trichinopoly Talak Temple
I poly I
Committee.
9. On the 2lst June 1890 Ramasami Iyer and Doras ami Tyer
were appointed as managers of the absvesaid Tewmple by the Temple

Committee.

Muchilikas having been taken from Ramasami Iyer for the due

performance of his duties ander the orders of the Temple Committee.

.
3. That in 1891 Ramsami Iyer resigued and in his. place
Palaniappa Chetti and Aanasami Iyer were appointed fo act with
D rasami [yec and the said three were managing the affairs of the

Temple together.

- .
4 That on the Ist April 1832 Dorasami Iyer was sus-

peaded pending eanquiry into various charges of embezzlemen

W. L. D'M,



aad in May 92 on the application of Ramaaami Iyer and
Dorasami Iyer,Venkatarama Iyer,Ramasami Iyer, Dorasawi Iyer were
appointed as Managers with Palaniappa Chetti and Annasz;mi Tyer
and the 5 continued in the management to

92,

gether till 29th December

5. Onthe 9th December 92 the Temple Committee suspended

Ramasami 1y®r and Dorasami Iyer on varions charges of embezazle-

ment, falsification of accounts, misfeasons and malfeasons brought .
against them by several people,

3 Vg 3 P v . «

6. That in Jannary 93 Ramasami Iyer and Dorasami Tyer 10
petitioned the Temple Commitien to allow them to continue in
office,

Ll ) m . vy :

7.~ That the Temple Committee refused to allow them to conti- .
nue in office aud fixed a day for ( nquiry into the various charges and o |
due notice wag given them,

8. Ramasami Iyer and Dorasami Iyer agsisted by Venkatrama . |
Iyer refased to obey the orders of the Committee and on the 25th
n N N > . .
Februacy 93 Ramasami [yer and Dorasami Iyer and Vencatrama
Iyer AR - 5 :
¥ were  dismissed by the Temple Cowmittee after
due enquiry ang their dismissa] was published in the Distvict = 920
Gazette, g o

9. . e . [ .
Ramasami Iyer, Dorasami Iyer and Vencatarama Iyer
however refused to vacate offics

. continnally interfering in the
management by Annasami

Iyer and Palaniappa Chettyar. .

10. That in the complaint of  Anuasami Tyer and Palaniappg

Chettyar i inab T y ;
thyar of their mability to carry on the work against the inter-

ference of the three dismissed frustees,

Candasami Iyer was appointed on the 18th March 94. .

11, That on tho<20th March 95 tixe Sab Magistrate of Lalgudi
came to the Temple on the coﬁ:plaint of Dorasami Iyer that the keys 39
of Temple were forcibly taken away from him by the 8 recognized
trustees and found the three trostees insile thegemple and ordered
to the parties not to interfere with the management of the Temple : o
pending orders from the Dy. Magistrate, Thereupon the 3
recognized trustees Jocked up the Temple the daily pooja had to be
sfopped,

: 12. That o™he 31st March Deputy Magistrate pn;sed proceed-
ings under Section ‘44 directing the three recognized trustees not ~
1o interfere with the management,of the Temple, pe !

W. L. D’M,

.
B ——

10

20

30

13

13. That the Temple remained closed and the Deputy Magis-
trate, [ am informed and believe the same to be true, directed the
Police to open the doors of the Temple but the Police however
ref'nsod to open the Temple which had been closed by the recoguized
trastees and with whom the keys of the Temple remained.

14, That on the 6th April on the application of 3 recognized
trustees the District Magistrate directed both parties not to inter-
fere in the management of the Temple and informed the Temple
Committee that they shonld make arrangements pending the
disposal of the matter to carry on the basiness of the Temple by
persons other than the disputants.

15. That on the same day the Temple Committee ordered me
to proceed to Lalgudi and earry on the worship in the Temple.

16. That on the 7th April I proceeded to Lalgudi and found
the Temple shat: Thereupon I called apon the recognized irustees
to produce the keys which they did on my giving them a receipt for
the same.

17. That thas the worship in the Temple was from the 7th

* April 95 to 15th April 95 carried on by me without any disturbance

whatever keys being returned every night to the recognized trus-
tees and taken back in the morning. '

18. That on the 16th April 95 the recognized trustees refased
to hand over the koys as the District Magistrate comfirmed the

order of the Deputy Magistrate.

19, That the temple remains closed and the keys are with
the recognized trustees and the dismissed trustees are threatening to

break the doors open,
(Bigned) Naik Samiengar.

Manager,
Temple Commitlee,
p Trichinopoly.
Sworn before me,
A, T. FORBES, 3

17 =4~=95;

W. L, D, M,

e - R L
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MEMORANDUM OF CRIMINAL REVISION PETITION.

Befors the Deputy Magsstrate of T schinopoly,
Proceeding dated 31-=3-—05.

Bejore the Distriot Magistrate of Trichinopoly,
Miscellaneous Case No. 9 of 1895,

Befora the High Court of Madras,

Criminal Revision Case No. 177 of 1895,

»

Recognized

unasami Iyer. NI
Aunasami Iy trustees. } Petitioners,

Palaniappa Chetty,
Candasami Iyer. }

The petitioners abovenamed present this petition o- the High
o

' puty and  Dissriet Ma-
gistrates of Trichinopoly, dated 31gt and 15th April 1895

following reasons ;—

Court of Madras against the orders of the De

for the
-

1. Because the Magistrates had go jurisdiction to pass an
order under Section 144 in the circumstances of the case,

2. Becanse the Magistrates have ignored the fact th

at the pos-
session of the temple is now with the recognized trustees,

3. Becanse there has been no enquiry at all as to present pos-

session.
4. Becanse the procedure adopted by the Distri

, ct Magistrate
is illegal.

5. DBecause the Police and Magisterial reports show that the

present pessession is with the recognized trostees,

6. Because the order is infructuons and his likely to endanger

the pablic peace.

7. Because the Magistrates are bound to maintain the present
possession however obtained.

8. Because the order of dismissalis prima facie righb? 5

9, Because the District Magistate ought to have examined the
witnesses tenderad by petitioners.

10. Because the Magistrate ought to have proceeded llgcier
Sections 107 and 145 Criminal Procedare Code,

H. G. WEDDERBURN,
18.=4--95. Counsesl for Petitioners.

W. L. D: M

PRINTE;) BY @ C, AND €O, SCOTTISH PRESS, MADRAS.

10

30
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Bis Epcellency |
The @overnor of Sort St. Beorge,
in Council.

. i S e i Th
TR A o
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The humble petition of M. NATARATA ATYAR and others,
Members of the Davastanam Committee under Act
XX of 1863 of Trichinopoly Talug.

T HIGH COURT.' HumBLY SHEWETH,
# 3 1. The Lalgudi Temple is under Petitionefs’ supervision.
| 3 l u CRIMINAL REVISION CASE o i 2. That it has been held that Managers or Trustees can be dismissed for good

cause by the Committee, see 8 M. H. C. R., p. 334.
No. 177 of 1895. .

3. That Petitioners dismissed 3 out of 5 Managers or Trustees in February

e S | g e

4 1893 for disobedience to orders and other misconduct and published the order in
- TRICHINOPOLY DISTRICT. Bl the local Gazette.
Select Documents applied for | . 4. That the dismissed Trustees refused to vacate and have ever since infer.
By Mr, H. G. Wedderburn A v '1 | fered with the management of the Temple by the two remaining Trustees. : |
Memo. No, 6185, | i : hices 5. That the Committee haveno power to sue the dismissed Trustees, see L. R.] e o i
@ o ; b
|| et |17 Mod. 148, m
1 3 I oy o . . . v 1
U b g $ %o Be Reird on . N f 1 '(“‘l aw) _+ 6. That on the 22nd March, the recognised Trustees applied to the District 'M

(7~ Magistrate of Trichinopoly to bind over the dismissed Trustees to keep the peace Ser )
. -'t~‘ AV - . . .
(/. " 4 as they threatened to interfere with the festival then approaching.

S Sy

s -
: 7. That their petition was referred to the Depuaty Magistrate. 3
] 8. That on the 28th March the Sub-Magistrate of Lalgudi came to the Temple 5
1] on the complaint of one of the dismissed Trustees that the keys of the temple had %
| been taken by force by the recognised Trustees, S the said Magistrate ordered w ‘
neither party to interfere pending orders from the Deputy Magistrate. : ’ ¥
: 9. That the recognised Trustees locked the doors of the temple and remained * '
l‘; in possession of the keys. £ ] % ]
Y 10. That on the 31st March the Deputy Magistrate passed proceedings under U M" é ‘
B | sec. 144 exparte directing the recognised Trustees not to interfere in the manage- | &AL idfre 2
; ment of the temple, Bk. 2, p. 1. ~ 34 B
_ : : (CA e tuy }f'.i
L1.. That on the 1st April the Deputy Magistrate ordered the 2nd Class Lt =
Magistrate to open the doors with police aid, Bk. 1, (8 p) R
— s .
; ; ' (33 S
1‘ 12. That the Police declined eventually to break open the doors or to L&
3 assist the dismissed Trustees, Bk. 1, p. 1—6. ' [
.i I
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HIGH COURT,

—

CRIMINAL REVISION CABE
No. 177 of 1895,
TRICHINOPOLY DISTRICT,
Select Docnments applied for
By Mr. H. G. Wedderburn

Memo. No, 6185,

To be heard on

e ! 5. That the Committee haveno power to sue the dismissed Trustees, see L. R ] i
s ™ 117 Mad. 148, w:
er, n.w purk [
3 6. That on the 22nd March, the recognised Trustees applied to the District
s Magistrate of Trichinopoly to bind over the dismissed Trustees to keep the peace M'A\

X as they threatened to interfere with the festival then appr oachmcr / . 7"

. S0 SESR o SN | A L“J \,‘

A

23 x\" J\ :S q/h:f}){:)
o W Ny W \""
Bis @ceIIencg

The ®overnor of Sort St. Beorge,
in Council.

The humble petition of M. NATARAIA ATYAR and others,
Members of the Davastanam Committee under Act
XX of 1863 of Trichinopoly Talug.

HumBLy SHEWETH,

1. The Lalgudi Temple is under Petitionefs’ supervision.

2. That it has been held that Managers or Trustees can be dismissed for good
cause by the Committee, see 3 M. H. C. R., p. 334.

3. That Petitioners dismissed 3 out of 5 Managers or Trustees in February

1893 for disobedience to orders and other misconduct and published the order in
the local Gazette.

4. That the dismissed Trustees refused to vacate and have ever since inter-
fered with the management of the Temple by the two remaining Trustees.

7. That their petition was referred to the Deputy Magistrate.

8. That on the 28th March the Sub-Magistrate of Lalgudi came to the Temple
on the complaint of one of the dismissed Trustees that the keys of the temple had
been taken by force by the recognised Trustees, &S the said Magistrate ordered
neither party to interfere pending orders from the Deputy Magistrate.

9. That the recognised Trustees locked the door. of the temple and remained
in possession of the keys.

10. That on the 31st March the Deputy Magistrate passed proceedings under U.. ria

sec. 144 exparte directing the recogniseh not to interfere in the manage- [ ity 1 U

ment of the temple, Bk. 2, p. 1. r~ 3,4t

11. That on the 1st April the Deputy Magistrate ordered the 9nd Class 'CQLM, fi’"" )
Magistrate to open the doors with police aid, Bk. 1, p. 1. 3 :

12. That the Police declined eventually to break open the doors or to 24
assist the dismissed Trustees, Bk. 1, p. 1—6.

,-~.j*‘x,/'u v} -Lé/ = p—



o 14, That the District Magistrate

O foand 4
]

" *  Committee and they are with Mr. N ataraja Aj

S

2

18. Th : - T
at on the 8th April an application was made to the District Magistrate

under sec. 144 to set aside th
eateins e e order of the Deputy Magistrate and to pass

passed an order allowing the Committee to

carry on worship pending disposal of the petitions before him, Bk, 1. p. 7
E] LB pn .

15. That on this, the Commit -
) t ' . ey
from the recognised Trustees, Bk. l,e;. (;83‘1 l;(; S TR oliiing

16. That the District Magistrate

the Deputy Magistrate and withdreyy thon the 15th April confirmed the order of

e interim order, Bk. 2, p. 6.

17, That the temple has remained closed since the 16tk April

19. That it has been held that the
ernment, Weir Criminal Rulings, p. 7“3.

QO. Th ) 1 2 1
at t e Commlttee are I’eSpODSlb]e tO the Pllblic and to GO t
9 h overnment

i r . forthe due supervision of the temple management

e

21. That the recognised Trust
ees have sent the k
eys of the T
e emple to the
22. That the Committee therefore a
directing the District Magistrate to forbid t
in the temple management until their rights

EPGB:I to Government to pass orders
; dismissed trustees from interfering
should be determineq ina civil court.

23. That both the Deputy Magistrate and District

erred in saying— Magistrate have clear] y

(1) that the possession of the temple is with :
5 the dismi :
(See Letter of Superintendent of Police, B?(. llsngssﬁe(; o

e th? leCOg:DISQd trustees are new trustees, they having been
appointed in 1891, (whereas of the dismissed A
re-appointed in 1892 and the other after that), and havin :tle
in joint possession with the dismissed Pt . Fegru:::
1893 and subsequently. See Bk. 1, p.11—13. p

24. Petitioners submit that both the Magistrates have ignored rulings of the
High Court,

(1) That their duty is to support those apparently enforcing legal

© rights (I. L. R., 2 Madras, 140, I. L. R.,'6 Madras, 203, . C./%fw NG

hav?

* Weir, p. 753.) :

'(2) That the remedy of the dismissed trustees is to sue if they have
been wronged. 3 M. H. C. R., p. 334.

i

2 3

(3) That a Magistrate has no right to deprive a person in possession ;
of land of his possession. (Weir, pp. 772% 773) by an order |
under Sec. 144 (Cp. 145¥ of the Cr. Proc. Cod¢)and also have |
ignored or misconstrued the order of the Government of Madras,

dated 16th May 1865 (Board’s Standing Orders, No. 140, para. 2)
to the effect that Government can only 7recognisef( those
persons as Managers who are recognisedas such by the

Committee.

9. Petitioners submit that the fact that the dismissed trustees have been
discharged by a Magistrate on a charge of criminal misappropriation cannot affect
the question as to the dismissal for refusal to appear before the Committee and
answer charges of misconduct. The Magistrate who discharged the dismissed
trustees found that the accounts submitted to the Committee were false, that they
were signed by the dismissed trustees but that the Karnam was to blame and not

the trustees.

95. The Petitioners submit that had the Board of Revenue continued to -

manage as before 1863 the Magistrates would have supported the Board’s nominees
and that they are entitled to the same support from Government and its officers

as the Board of Revenue received before 1863. Yo o

('- g

s

! !

_,.!J’ La 3".1' 5

Hon, Al 0o 455
A Ticsine

- I e il SSRGS il g St

e omomcia A .

o~

)

A A SRR



M‘w)‘r’ B cadaloat 5

.
PR S
-

spclihans SRR danh S B~

PR

. Vs 5

‘%GRRENT NO. 242
f ,,//a/ (1895 ) Dapaurxese,

From a
TaeE PRIVATE SECRETARY 10 THE
Rigur HonograBLr THE (GOVERNOK,
To : .
Tag CHIEF SECRETARY
10 (GOVERNMENT,
DEPARTMENT. '
Dated /2 ’
a
} AAQQ)&F SECRE}H 1895,
Received '%k :
@9/4 ".75 S 1'3 WMAY. 1895 @
%W &
N
B.Nonosum;r ’?F
/ Subject.
. tlc. A Zea 3
TRANSFERS a from Rovasa ney .77,4 _

au.z'u.;,a Wa‘% P
xw 2o

Tham 50



Répr
Phtition from Irrgsarey /w

&éd M 6{Al7ud Z,..%

Darep & & ltbuf

18957

Transrerrep to the Chief Secretary to

Government for disposal.
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