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¢ Muadras Government, Revenue Department,
2rd November 1860.

Proceedings of th

No. 52 Read the following Proccedings of the&%‘md of Revenrue, dated 20th September 1860
' No. 4,280:— : {

Read the following letter from B. CUNLIFFE, Esq., Collector of Madras, to J. D. SIM Esq
o . Secretaty to the Board of Revenué, Fort Saint George, dated Saidapet, 20th :\ugula;

1860, No. 836

. Sir,
1.0 Adverting to the Board’s Orders of the 92nd March 1860, No. 1,463 communicating
1.\\e'lf:rcceedings of the Madras Government of the 16th idem, No. 395, di[‘(—_‘,c[in(): me to furnish s
information cal ed for by Government in the first part of paragraph 7 of their Proceedings in 1‘el‘or\'
: ¥ e iy A 5 Al o
hip of the present Pcuuon:}:‘r:,Pd. dS'onagmelu%ah and Séndchellam, to
andarams of 1802, and with reference
’ " .r- ™ - . b} . . £ to
. ,f) om Strinivase Pillai, the Board's Petitions n(’)ted in the margin,®
mdshta, to Sitdrama Panddram. have the Lonor to report that the I’etit?on’er“
,541 of 1860 from K andaswimi Guruklkal, C. Sonagiri Mudali and S6nhchellam wh
) ﬂgﬁ'-wardeuaj Subramanigswdmi Pogoda in 8¥€ brothers, having been called upon lo’prove
drfeuppam. their relationship, the former a
o ; Qs \ - : appeared &
1,549, 1,980 and 2,095 of 1860, from Sona- stated that in 1802, the Indm in lt);‘:xestion \l\lii
Q[udah and others of Anddrkuppan. enjoyed by the descendants, from Nos 8to 18
of seven distinet families, as P ’
A 3 ot disy <. as shown in the genea-
ished by him, and which is enclosed.  This table show,s that, with the gwclee-p-
r cighteen are dead, leaving heirs, and that the 1st Petitioners are

368 of 1860,

soal table A furn
1ion of Nos. 9 and 14, the othe

”he deseendants of family No. 1.

Yo P 7 :

' ; ; - g To ascertain the truth of the Peti-

sava Parddram of Anddrkuppam, 75 years. t1oneIs statement, four of the old and aged

Jina Dhikshtar of Sayanuparan, 65 do. residents of that and adjoining villages were
o

Latdsa Panddram SjJ{ummangalam, 50 do. examined, whose pames are given in the
hbardya Panddram ¢f Ariattar, 75 years. margin.

s

The 1st witness Basava Panddram states that the Inam village was enjoyed by twenty-
i persons of the Panddram sects from the time of the late Collector, Mr. Place ir? 1796 f)rr
\bout 2% years, when it was resumed by the late Collector, Mr. Cooke ‘in 1819, 1f thiS.Sta;’

ment can be relied on, the parties mentioned by him must have enjoye’d the Iné:m in 1802 -

8.1 ﬁ‘ To show .more clear.ly the diﬁercnt members of the family who are stated to have
enjoyaﬂ the Infm 10 rwenty-four shares in the proportions he reunder given, a genealouical table
rence to the witness' statements, which is enclosed : &

| .....enjoyed 1 share.
@ 48 10 10 poanssssroneen® . i ?1(;
A 11,12and 23 and another person No. 24, name unknown. 1 do.

15 and Mu.e.. 1 do,a
; o 3 .. and
15 to 22..00ee- ad 19 sha;‘es.

_ Nos.11to R <8 £ T
Ll 5to7

aier 3

endants from Nos. 25 to 35 are now living, being the heirs of those in the first
f these shares has since been sold, as shown below. N0 0l f

e to onc Chenchuréman not entered in this list ; No. 18 to Subbu Panddram and
d'Nos. 20, 21 and 2€ sold their chares to 84 of this Lable, who is the 1st
There is,,r;therefore, a great difference between the gen'ealogical trees A

: g)ing ceven shares to the Infm, while the Jaiter contains twenty-four

the desc :
e, ﬂ’g' tates also that certain 0

es, it.would appear that only those of table A indicated in the
, ' s marginf are 10 be foundyin table B. As regards the several:
b Nowedy 2.9 15, 18, 19, 9(), others mentioned by the Petitioner C. Sonagiri in hiis table A,

94 and 27 i

Compaving the tWo tabl

the lst'witness 13 silent.

and witness, Krishna Dhikshtar, table C has been prepared
that Nos. 1 to 5, as given in his table, and certain others

od the twenty-four shares of the Iném from the time
¢ of the faily of those from Nos. 1ted
ng, as are also

. From the statement of the
which is also eniclosed- He states
with whose nanes he is not acquainted, enjoy
of the late Collector, Mr. GreenwaY, in 18023 that ou ose fro
excepting Nos. ¢ and 8, who are dead, the rest of thei’escendzmts are still livi




Z Proceedings of the Madras Goaae7~7z};;é7it, Hw"'mel)e;

i ‘ hartment
3rd November 1860, :

the descendants of those who en

3 joyed L ,
acquainted as stated above. 403 the Inim in 1802, but w

ith whose names he is not
Lo d 12 al

7. The names of the
bp found entered in thet
given in the margin;
omitted in the former,

Nos. 1, 8,9, 10, 11,12, 13,16, 19, 20
QALY

persons given | A
= n t¢ e =]
21,23, 24, 25, and 29. 5 able C, will

able A also,in the

numbe
but some name w4

s 10 the latter are

8. The two other wit

. nesses, Venkatésa Pandd

knowledge as to wh : » Venkatésa Panddram and Subbardy

c:xceptin;s the familioe:njodyeld -lhe Indm in 1802 ; but the former }::]tl"lﬂ g

A ét’)nagiri Whiﬁ:)tllzlfl: descendunts as given in thetable A Ll':lt;y' Idu?cr
¥y ] atter s . i TN XOEY nished b

v peaks only of one family, viz., that of Sitdr

aram, deny all
ibes, with few
y the 1st Petj-
ama  Pandéram

9. 2nd Petitio { ,

19th May 1860 clni::i\;’ ?}:Léréma P:}ndarnm who has petitioned the 13
ks title. bas pl’oduced %he Ce;ﬁtoralu(m of the Inim to himself, lxavill;w be

: W : 10sed genealogical tal 3 !
Pilebund Sitdrdma Pand4ra = ogical table D), and s

n, NO- l 0"0' o 1 3 ot

the late Nawib, which was : » originally acquired the Indm wi ;

* la L AT R ey i _ nam with the ;
Petitioners, C. Sénagiri Mudali wrds enjoyed by his heirs as Mirds rights from

L SNd i hare bata 3 given in his table, &
also produced certain docume thers, have no right whatever to it. 'i‘heL'I)‘::‘-(:-that ;ha
e noticed in du elitioner has
e order.

: ard ofl Revenue on the
een called upon to :

' ! rove
ated that his 5th grundla?thcr.

nts which will hereafter b

10. In support of hi
: i 18 8 :
wilnesses marginally® amed tatement he has cited four

o 4 do, ST A
3. Strintvdsa Aiyengdr, 72 do l1. The lst witness, Kandaswén

] that Kaldstri Panda ot L
4, Venkatdolella Mudali, 65 dg, - 1y wouti Pandétam, No. 8, futher of e Paioper
) Nu. l(.;, continued to enjoy the Indm w'tllelletmoner’
- - |‘¢ s ‘ ¢ g L‘ ‘ l ; ‘ '
one Komara Panddram not mentioned i Thaaeitlable. - g e At ) gl il
Vaidi Pandéram, Vira Panddram and it othar, ramevare Lo ShEL Bl i,
} s ol all)l Certain others, names unknown also‘e " ﬂ_ngam Pandéram,
ihose sbare-ushipn S g e ) el\lt‘\()lu(»\'s C. Sénagiri Mudali and S()n"niloﬁled o
after the resumption of the h.:’un l-rll ‘n‘uhfnlr{r:\ o P e ;’C ul e i
the village 70 Rupees and 29 'K.ﬂ,lu[‘d't ,b:ili‘mll‘l Parddram L‘Ulllinu(‘(:l A.tn ?-ns; ltuc:esl el
«1l the honors in the Pagoda ‘wms of paddy per annum before such 'l mption, and SRR
g uch resumption, and enjoyed

#|, Kandaswdmi Gurukkal, 65 3
2. Subbardya Pillai, ’77 years,

9. The @ NG
7 lf,. 'J.h,c' ,.L.lll.l‘\-JlIlCSt‘; Curnum Subbardva Pilla;
aoes tor a period of 33/ years, lie kinows 'h ya 1ulal, states

2 that as f: s
Hudurotkéri (1804) to Iswara (1818) as far as his

a s vills
by &hs })}.l(d‘i])ldg‘f was held on Indm tenure
- by his five ~ud Petitioner’s father
+ Ponni Panddram, >y bis five cousins, Nos, 81011 ,lu‘
Siwdmi Panddren . He states llmtl'ourotlp‘ P . ;
B Virobadd .[',- : an.(] certain others, nam =
. ira Panddram. with the permission of
Nallamuttu Panddiram. permission of' th

; experience
im tenure from the year
B Kalastri Pandéram, and
- 2 and 22 mentioned in table
andarams, mentioned in the margin,
unknown, also enjoyed the said I'nén
SO0 TR TR s e ah,r{;sand %(ah’tsu'i Pandéram and hi;
y N enjoyed by the said civw ares; but that the Kani Many
the two Petidoners, C, S(’)nauiri)[\"l -.\,u“ said six sharers alone. He ol
e & ‘ - : s ekl e moreover alle
anddram, one of the fuur persons aboy X Séudchellam are the :  Viraba i
father, and from the late: father b; )lme-)mcuuonccl. He asserts also tl H?]l)]le“'s o
. - (118 i 11 g :
permitted the Indm and Minyam to ll)u i I’iwtllmuer, it C‘:ltlecet hea:} ﬁ&m iy
in the table D, when th 5 e enjoyed by Kaldstri Panda g Borhoniiing
S B Rkt or Nalastri Pandaram, and his f, i =
on behalf of the Parod 1€ Pagoda disputed the i ! o SOV glren
e 1e right to these Indms '
and Ménya
ms

13. The 3rd and 4th witnesses, Strinivisa A:
the statements of the two other \Vi[.lvl.("s‘:()‘ L
Pandaram and his four cousins h
of the other p :
and his party.

L ‘ yengfr and Venkatiche 5
i Yotene e |t enkatdchella Mudali, confirm

enjovme . p
thaugh these four witnesses Joyment of the Ingm by Kaldstri

arties, who are stated t : ler slightly i
o have enjoyed 4 ghtly in regard ¢
the Indm with o zard to the nume
¢ ith Kaldstri 5
ri

)
lundérnm, No. 8,

1 Pt e S 4 nnsin .
etitioner C. Sonagivi Mudali having be
(ol

claims of the AR i e en call 1
f the other Petitioner, S{tdt4ma Pand led upon to explain the validity of the

but states the : e dram adits hi $
ut states that through the instigations of the Pagoda (l'!:,lth 1\1”8 claims to the Infm in questi
- ag H X g s
> rukkal, who is at variance with himlol?é
»

is trying to deprive hi » Petitioner ‘
states tl?ut ()ri(:r!ixlla]?)' l:;:lcl,utllll:] iilf[.l().l'm C. ‘So'mjgiri Mudali, of hig s : ;

o pr:ssemcsaonly threc-m:-lrf .L.[,“m['“m Sitdréma Pandgram pos;es:?;c .O-f the Inim. He also

] B i B juarters o one ehare,  This three ce ssed six shares ; but that e

1e village, and not the Indm shares which have ]‘0'::“3'" 3"{:"6 must refer to the

8 since been resumed.

15.  He further states th: f
: } states that the grandfather, Sitdra
P T Lo 7 s y Oitdrima Pandiir: V
oner, also Sitdrdma Pandirum, No. 13, in table D, had gi\'c‘n a"\:::?t’cﬁot ?’ e secoul P
“n statement to the ef
righteen

A o A

,pqoceedmgs .o;'ktlze Madras Government, Revenue Depariment, 3
' 3rd Novemher 1860.

L R e TR T
SRS
it SRS GREERCto aies)

of whom he is one, to the effect that he and his party inberit six
aining eighteen shares are being enjoyed by other persons.

P

other shareholders of the Inam,

chares out of the Indm, while the rem

he has produced copy of the statement in question, exhibit
I, a translate of which accompanies. From this it Wi}l be'observed‘ that Sitél‘é.mf‘- Pa.ndéram
::.n’d bis party, the forefathers of the ond Petitioner, hav.mg disputed w;t.h th’e remalning elghteen
<hareholders, Uddandi, Komari, &c., relative to the enjoyment of Ké}m Ményam (ff the v.lllage,
they had recourse to the arbitrators mentioned in the
margin,* who awarded a decision on the 15th Kartigai of
{he said year Bahuddniya (A. D. 1759) and both parties

have agreed to abide by that decision.

16. Tn support of his assertion,

v Tombu Mudali of Panjetti.
Komarappa Mudali.
Agatiappc Mudali and others.

17. In this document it is provided that in the event of the Sirkér resuming the Inaim and
h ;i'-'m ams, the six shareholders of the Indm are alone to defray the necessary expenses for
i s g ir efforts prove ineffectual in that case, the one Kéni of Kéni Ményam,

i , and if their g
ﬂ::;:dr::o::};hzndecision of the arbitrators to the six sharers alone, should be enjoyed by the
a

whole of the twenty-four shareholders.
18. The 1st Petitioner, Sénagiri, has produced a copy of the :‘zr“bitrators‘ decision, a trans-
ot of which has also been produced by the 2nd Petitioner. This document bears date the
prigy S 2 e -oar Bahudéniya (A D. 1759) the same date as that of the agreement. In
M Bt 3"?:’1 appear to have been execnted on the strength of the arbitrators’ deci-
fz}(:t, the. agreement W;’“thouii quite unintelligible to any in this Office in some parts from the
Bk docume}“ ’rofes:es to show that the Ejamin or chief man Sftardma Panddram and
])!lrasc01(’gy ad?Plte( "Lr;i\: shares of the [nén, and Uddandi, Komari and others who enjoy the
b p'ar.ty w?mh * mn| m;s having disputed with each other relative to the enjoyment of the Kéni
x'en‘wammg L Sl“'ttat’ors de;ded that the chief man and his party should enjoy the Ményam,
B th? z‘lr'n' ter, and other honors in the Pagoda, and that the rest of the land
snd S 8 ?H‘SL e )twgm ’-;'cur equal shares. From this it is evident that Sitdr4ma Panddram
':’h}mﬂ.dt lr){e 3:‘3‘;{:‘1;:1‘: of {he Ingm and the Kini Minyam, and was recognised as the chief party
inherite L.

in the village.

Sonagiri Mudali, addressed two Petitions to this Office under dates
the 26th and 28th July last, stating that the Village Curnum,

Subbaraya Pillai, whoon a former occasion spoke in favor of his

Niga Panddram. claims to the Inam, hat} during the recent inqlfu-y given a contrary
C. Muttu Panddram. statement. On referring to the deposition given by this Curnum
Ponni .Ptfnddr,am. on the Tth December 1838, when an inquiry was held um.ier the
i?;;imfwal,,:zl;{.z;f X instruction of the Board regarding this Indm which wlﬁ dlxspi\‘n;d
L a . : ’ .. ’ s 2 5, 0 t e
C. Firgbaddra Pandaram. by the Petitioner, Som.xgm and others, .and the Gurukka s
Pagoda on its behalf, it appears that this Curnum had denied a
bt~

19. The lst Petitioner,

Former statement.
Kaldstri Pandéran.

Nalla Mutltu Panddram. ok sl et o ;
These and certain others, knowledgeof the forefathers of the 1st Petitioner, Sénagiri, having

e At O i but that prior to Fasli 1227 (A. D. 1818) the
’ founded the village, bu P : :
iy ey \:;a'*e was for ‘2?) years enj oyed by the parties marginally noted.

Kaldstri Panddram. y the p )
Peria Niga Panddram- His two statements, however, materially differ as to t_he parucula;
Chinna Na77 g shareholders prior to resumption. But on both occasions he state

Peria Ella Panddram. that the Ist Petitioner and his brother were the sons of Ramalinga,

i ! didrams 4 :
((:‘luyl}mttl;bl;’afy:;;,;pla. brother to C. Viwabaddra Panddram entered in statement A.
. Mu

has not admitted that this Korattar Vira-
hare in the Indm; but his first witness,
represented to have enjoyed the

Sitardma Pandéaram,
92nd Petitioner, has any s
e cighteen who are

00, The 2nd Petitioner,
o uncle of the

ddra Mudali, th
baddra at he isone of th

the Carnuim, has stated th : N
3 s ann] 21X SHUTet 'S,
Indm conjointly with the principal siX sharch




T
.

1 (l | ) ) > cvenie (" l d)'h ,[,
v '»

O T 111
21. The 2nd Petitioner has filed

* 1 Decisi 1
on of Puncha -
nehayel of 15th Kértilai
KCdrtil dE
ttkai, Bahuddniya copies of thia doen
v ) ¢ documents ““'r"il
irginally

year.
1 Kardrndr .4
ma executed 1o noted.
o S“”””‘"’"’"""/“i'nna:uC;lnnp(m"/ Sirkdr by Mirdli
17 A4 - - L a 7 A ~ 'S 0 e .
1 Ttikid issued to Zi[/adm-’ “{”1 l;)‘/‘ December 1826 : 22, The first is an agreement
Virabaddra 3] o Of]\a""’ql‘”l’}’uir l Tor) given to the Sitkir by the I '
4 Ly IR udali of Pedd, : by Tahsilddr Subbram y the Ryots ot
‘A”.'/"” 1850. apolliem, dated 3rd | bramannyapuram  alies  Anddy
) ~ard  Kuppat v the 19 & =
Pllri;znent cxeculed by  Uttukout Lrl“(’ : won the 19th December 1826,
andardam, é-c., to Pile(.)u;;d Iita ﬂ?il mg h‘) convey lnl\p;ll and othop
ings received at their village, with

—_—

{ dancers K i
e, 0rs AOmari
Siltdrdma Panddray

2tk A'vani
~ va 7 al
ni of .4n:/uusa year. ty daled  reference thet '
. { ice to their respective shares of
e Mirds, under the instructions of

the Ejamén, Kaldstri i
Ejamén, Kaldstri Panddram,

23. Thes s
g © «CCOI)d 18 cony »
'8 copy of a Tikid jgg
1ssued to the Zilladar of Kannighappair (to which tl
= R B O whiieh the

village of Andarkuppam was att

the  TAEIA 18 that ach b
T4kid is, that Komars Dy os ed) by the Tahsildér Vir:
o stid irabaddra Mudali. The purport of
O

aram having ¢op

. pla inec A e "
Ludm preye plained that certain of the Pandirams belon
EARR R D > Ve

nteg h y QN Il 1 ae g » ” s oY
the SIX ‘\h-ﬂll‘ l()ll]l'l', 1‘\ i ic ’ rain

a rom measuy O‘ .
lLS‘.Ul(d Lo lll‘v SiX Sdil'L'hUl\Ik I's

mfg[lm ;\he eighteen shares of the
of the Kani Manv: .
d . oY ) 3
yam; the grain should be

a4 Tl <

= e third is ;

Petitioner 15 a docume ;

. 1ev, by ecertai . nent piye Db %
Angirasa (A )1) L1"L‘-l:,n of the Uighm; € to Sitfrima Pandéram, grandf

e sa (A, D 1795), stating () v shareholder dram, grandfather of the 2nd

according to his instruct; 8 that they will ders, under date the 2fth Avani it

ructions,  If they vill conduct themselves - Il vani of the yeay

hey } s consistently in every re s
) Y respect

Inam giv i
el i
§ 1 to them by the said Sitdrd e EQ do so, they will forfeit tl 1l
dina luu(]grm“_ - ¢ the cighteen shares ol the

25. The Bo:
(}0‘-'(’1‘umerl1:lf ufp‘c?a'rd were not, T dare sav
Tilug and vy 8 to relationship, 1y Fye?
rival parties 1 he Hizur, and has l'e. : le
ninutely before the Bo:u lwl(l
I'd that

ared fo ™ .

necessary ilr ”I.“, long (:'\l'ldn‘“‘t“"' arising out of the

u“““libl':tlcu:;lkln.‘} lias given great trouble both in the
ily. I have laid the pretensions of the

a8 Phavi et they m: :
Petitioner ull:)?c “dllllll.otlimcrv*" however, that ] ¢y may decide upon them.
sand that after vierar the battle f
¢ ViCtory ot attle for the Ind ;
Y gained 1im has been fought by th
- J e 1\1

fruits, ¢
s, and to exel
xcelude the Is :
st Petitioner » the 2nd Petiti
oner from gl| nartic: I “E'“"!'Ur has su-ppc(l in to secure i
'L participation in them. ‘This bei ‘ll' ke,
i i belng the case,

:

I should be inel;

iclined my
yself to mak
nake the §
hrutn) am over to

to the Ist Petitioner and his party
I

iiae\'llu;: 1t’he 2nd to establish hig
st Dot b 118 claims 3
etitioner admits he i cmi(;mlh n the Civil Court t
ed, 8, 10 any sha
y share above that to whic
ich

27. I{] regarc
warden of A IE,TJ 9. 148 D
¢ Andéarkup )
0. SEnauis: 'Ppam, pointi
“ ‘bormglr‘] Mudal; 2 'SZ" l/n'tlmg 0
strength of what he = 1achel)

etition N
No. 1,54
wil of 186¢ -
.u:‘Llhe inndmiaﬁii)i’l‘i)l,\'r:s(;'l:ll h‘:‘\(lilh‘\\'iimi SRE Y & el
am, and elyiming the” 1e claim of tl -
TR presents 2 claiming the vills aim ol the present Pe :
: 1-,0‘”“”’» and on the stren, lto be Bernarg'y Tara: the village on behalf nlt the P: lemm“"
i dispute between g f, gth of a decree arapadi Account el ol L
report that My, S} ormer worshipper ;‘L of Mr. Greenway pass a copy of which he has in his
reported fully (;l l]m)r’ckr my In’uduc(-‘u .lhc Pagoda and 'tll.ussf‘d P January 1802, respecting
of the Board to ltl: l"l,"nerits of the \\'Ix??lm’ h”“'i"'r,? in his lc!lc‘:( ll‘“nda:'iu:w' L ke Soahaloh e
it will be clear th'e roceedings of (iuv?.casc’ It only I'Pln'lin‘i)f b ST, APUL NP IR A0
1% should also be l:,tbthe Petitioner hag nt:;'n}‘cut, dated l(itl; \l"ll Olr lr‘la“(L:(w oAt nisatich
v serv y ol nadre ! ' 4 ! i
approved of by the Sc:‘ved that the Proce t]-'(' slightest claim wh tl. 3 ; » No. 398, from which
29th June 1860, N ccretary of State f ‘C( Ihgs of Government :!‘(Hl to the A
a8 A communiculcd(})l Indin, in his Despatels 1 quoted, have been fully
% In reference to Petisi )y the Board undey df‘p'“ch to this Grovernment of the
ithers of ;\.n(l:irku[)')'u etitions Nog, | 03 208, the Hih BN P
by their ancestors to‘ mﬂ’“."”‘é’ for the tran'.\(-") and 2,095 of ) adal
S on the plea of tla mis: ool the |
. appropriatiy
n of it

Pagod;
agoda, I have the |
Me. Cook 1€ honor to st; :
Mr. Cooke, dated 21 state that fy
by Govcm;"(i:tt_c;},.’hh April 1819 i‘:.t\\“i;’ln[l Paragraph 13 of |
— ’ y; 3 q ) " . 7 ‘'
the temple uut' flL annual payment of 6 ¢ abserved that wi Caran of ,"l“' late Collector,
Gurukkal to w} X l'lm proceeds of the ]‘ ) Rupees was order -l?' the [ndm village was resumed
ot o whom it has continued to b:“uu- the payment m:-:. & l)c‘nm(lp for the support of
e .,Z Hence it would T € paid from that year ;;‘]‘ﬁ et
f the temnle ar the . e up ssant tf
i emple, but whether as the 1t the Gurukkal of gita 4pe. resput Bl
€ are no means of e 'l;:|llftxl Ullllrch W

i ol ol ascertaining
1 long time uninterruptedly,

1860, from Soungiri Mudali and
tzoda of their village constructed
s funds by the Gurukkal of the

the P :
alter s arden ([)l?g;(;dd ‘I)ntl ﬂ‘\\'nys the management
it ul ~|"C|l alapse of time. T e Pagoda or its mere servant,
s 1t should not perhs « LThisarrancement havi g
perhaps be now disturbed it having continued
Cdl.

L Inp OB 7
paragraph 7 of thei
their Proceed:
edings dated |
Cons, 17t/ gs dated 1Gth March 1860, N s
' v March 186 ment, disposi 860, No. 395, Reve Depar

0 1\’0. a0 g Uisposing « f > i/ avenue “Pml-
} 1,236, L.')'lh I"vbru.lryklb"li()ll::'n }lsl:mrdlu' b oy
Sonagiri Mudal » on the cluims advanced by C.
Mudali and Séndchellam by .\‘]clnu:i:{; fhe

in

e . o R e e - 4

=1

B RS
5

the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
3rd November 1860-
e R S S

Andarkuppam, the Government while admitting the right of the
ho were ousted by Mr. Cooke from the Indm in 1819, directed
to the relationship of the Memorialists to those original

R e s b i

Proceedings of

the restoration of the village of
Jescendants of the Panddrams W
that inquiry should be made as
Pandirams.
2. The Collector’s present letter is a reply on
this point, and to the endorsement of the Board on

N:)’s. }:gg?} the Petitions noted in the margin, from the above-
,, 1,549 L of 1860. mentioned Memorialists, praying to be placed in
= ;,ggg i possession of the village, and in the management of its
:: ,""3:‘..’65 J Pagoda ; from one Sitdrama Pandéram, asserting

preferential claim by descent to that of the Memori -

lage Pagoda, re-asserting his claim on behalf of that

om the Gurukkal of the vil
is last person’s claim that it has been already distinetly

alists ; and fr
It is sufficient to say on th

institution.
ynd Anally rejected. Mr, Cunliffe in Paragraph 97 of his above letter seems to have lost
sight of the Board’s Proceedings of 15th February
No. 829. ¥ last, on which the Government Proceedings of 16th
1,236. March quoted by him were based, and to have

In Cons. 17th March 1860, No.
misunderstood the object of the Board in forward -

merely that as adverse claims to possession had

ing the Petition in question to him, which was \ ,
he might be in possession of all the

been advanced and were then under his consideration,
claims that had reached the Board subsequently to the Government order.

3. On the claims of Sonagiri Mudali and others to have the management of the village
Pagoda, the Board consider it annecessary to pass any decision, and resolve to refer them under
Regulation VII of 1817, to the Civil Courts for the establishment of their rights relatively with
those of the Gurukkal, who has certainly for many years past had the management of the temple
and of the allowance assigned to it from the revenues of the village subsequently to the resumption
of the Inim, though more probably as the descendant or successor of the individual originally
inducted by the Pandarams, the founders of the village and temple, than by any inherent right of

his own.
4, Had there been any present vacancy in the post of Gurukkal or Pujéri, the Board would

have admitted the Petitioners’ claims to consideration, but the circumstances of the case are not
such as in their opinion 10 call for the disturbance of the long incumbency of the present office-
bered will in future be dependant on the Indmdars for the mainten-

holder, who it is to be remem
ance of the temple and its services, and is not likely under these circumstances to be too

independent of their legtimate influence-
5. 1t remains to notice the adverse claims of Sonagiri Mudali and Séndchellam, the

original Memorialists, and of Sitdréma Panddram to the possession of the village.

6. Four genealogical tables are furnished by the Collectorin elucidation of the various
ments made by the claimants, and by the witnesses who have been examined ; together with
f an agreement executed by Sftarima Panddram, grandfather of the
and five others, to the eighteen other shareholders of the village,

and copy and free translation of the award
f the village,

state
copy and translation ©0
Petitioner of the same name,

which document was produced by Sénagiri Mudali;
made by certain arbitrators in a dispute which arose among the Panddrams o

transcript of which has been produced by both parties.

%. Both these documents are dated « 15th Kértikai of the
d to correspond “ with the year of Salivahana 1668,” but according to

Brown's Iphemeris Sal. 1668, corresponded with Xaya, the concluding year of the Cycle of
Bahudénya is the 12th Serial year, thus corresponding with the year Sal. 1680, but there
n the order of titles as used in Bengal and Madras at present, which
and 1t may be that this variation was formerly of

year Bahud4nya” which in the

latter document is sai

which
is a variation of eleven years 1
would nearly remove the above discrepancy,

more extended incidence than it now is.
8. ‘I'he year S. S. 1668 corresponded with A.
of these documents is only of importance as ev

D. 1746, but the correctness of the date

idencing their credibility or otherwise.

i) -




6 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
3rd November 1860,

9. FErom them it would appear that that section of the shareholders which was headed by
Sitirdma Panddram, and included five others,

was recognised as filling a somewhat superior
position to that of the remaining eighteen sharers,

10. Tt is difficult to say what amount of cr
the parties and witnesses which are embodie
Collector, but it will be observed that
Sitardma, admit the right of the Mem
Sonéchellam to a share in the Inim,
to a share, ‘

edibility should be attached to the statements of
din the four genealogical tables supplied by the
all of them, except that of their immediate opponent
orialists C, Sonagiri Mudali and his brother or relative
The Memorialists moreover admit the right of Sitirama

11. Sitdrama on the other hand, denics
to share in the Indm, but that they have such
witnesses, and the witness who most §
Sonagiri, &c., is the Gurukkal of the
advocate of the rights of the P
claim was rejected by the Board

all right on the part of Sonagiri and Sénachellam
aright is admitted by some even of Sftdréma’s own
trongly supports Sftdrdma’s claim as opposed to that of
Pagoda, who for a long time previously was the strenuous

agoda to the Indm to the exclusion of all Panddrams, which
and Government,

12. 8o far as the Board can discover the
those of Sitirdma, had both shares
easy to judge, though that of Siiar
influential one of the two.

ancestors of Sonagiri and Séndchellam, as well as
In the Infm. What their relative positions were it is not
£ . .

4ma's family may perbaps hayve been the superior or more

18. Jeis, however, to be borae in mind that Sonagiri Mudali and his brother or relative
Sondchellam have long and stoutly fought the battle of the Indmddrs against Government, and
have sncceeded in obtaining the reversal of the sequestration, and that Sitfrima now steps in to

reap all the fruits of their labors, denying them any right to a share, which ey

en his own
Witnesses admit them to possess,

14. Under these circumstances, the Board eonsider that C. Sénagiri Mudali and Sond-
chellam should be put in possession of the Indm, the recovery of which from sequestration has
been cffected by their exertions, and that Sitirfma and any other sharers who may claim more
than that share in the Infm to which Sonagiri Mudali and Sénéchellam admit them to be entitled,
should be referred to the Civil Courts for the establishment of their respective rights,

10. The Board resolve to recomme
carry out this arrangement, which is in a
mentioned will be endorsed i

nd to Government that the Colle

ccordance with his own opinion,
n accordance with the

ctor be authorized to
The Petitions above-
se I’rucccdmgs.
(A true Extract.)

(Signed) W, HUDLESTON, Sub-Secretary.

No. 53, ORDER THEREON, 3rd November 1860,

1. When nmking the inquiry to which these P
‘h‘{ Government did not intend that the claims of other than those on whose application the
Inim had been restored, should be taken into consideration, Their object was merely to
ascertain beyond a doubp whether the thep Petitioners were bong, fide descendants of the Pand4-
rams of 1802, They will not enter therefore into a detailed consideration of Mr. Cunliffe's
elaborate report, but will merely observe that as C. Sénagiri Mudali and Sondchellam have
tendered evidence which shows that they are, in all probability, descended from the 1
of 1802, it is proper that they should be put in possession of the Ingm,
with the recommendation of” the Board of Revenue and the '
precisely the same grounds.

No. 2,039,

roceedings and their enclosures are a reply,

Yanddramsg
e g
[his is in accordance

Collector, though not founded on

2. Whatever rights Sfid)iuna Pandir
Government, the parties must cither come to an understanding
may seek his remedy in the Civil Courts, to which the '
him to resort, under Section 2 Regulation IV of 1831.

am may have, that is not g i

among themselves,

Y or Sfiardma
Governor in Council

hereby permits

3. The claim of the Gurukkal l

1as already been negatived
necessary in his case.

and no further orders are

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,

Leputy Seeretary to Government,

atter for the decision of
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