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Proceedings of the Madras G dvernment, Revenue”be;artment
for the month|af March 1860, ’
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No. 57, Read the following Proceedings Jof the Board of Revenue, dated 15th February
1860, No. 829.
Read again letter from the Collector of Clhingleput, dated 27th April 1839, No. 130, report-
ing on the claims of certain Pandérams to the [restoration of the village of A’ndarkuppam.
(In Cons. 28th April 1859, No. 1879.)
Read also letters from the same Officer, lated 26th July, No. 277, and Gth August 1859
No. 291, and Gth February 1860, No. 37, on the same subject. ;
(In Cons. 3rd and 8th August 1859, and ¥th February 1860, Nos. 3890, 8943 and 574.)
Resolved that the above letiers be submi} ted to Goxiernment, with reference to paragraph
9 of their Proceedings, dated 9th October 1858,

In Consultation, 29th October 1858, No. 4-953.];‘ No. 1365, Revenue Department, communicating
| extract from a despatch received from the Home

|
Government on the Panddrams’ memorial.

2. The petitioners assert that the land on which the village of A’ndérkuppam now stands,
bestowed on their ancestors on Inim tenure by the former
ted thereon # Pagoda dedicated to Subbramanya, cleared the
» village now styled A’ndarkuppam ; that the Indm
remained in their possession through all the :troubluus times of Hider and Tippu, in which,
however, the original Sanad was lost, and was mot affected by the transfer of the Jagir to the
British by the Nawsb of the Carnatic; that the person whom they had appointed to corduct
the worship in the Pagoda maintained by themt laid false claims to the Indm as appertaining to
the temple, but that Mr. Greenway, the then Collector of the district, enquired into the matter,
and finding petitioners’ claim supported by the entries in the * Tarapadi” accounts of the disnicr;
passed an order on 5th February 1802, to the f'fallsildér of the Tirupastr télug, directing him
r the Infm in the memorialist’s names ; that the false claim thus rejected, was subse-
he Priest who $ucceeded him as Gurukkul” of the temple, and
ordered the resumption of the Indm and paymentof Rupees
* or Government share of the produce for the benefit of the
temple, leaving to petitioners only the « Kudivéram,” or cultivatoi’s share, on the ground that
there were no documents to support their claim to the Indm; that petitioners then stated that
the documents were in possession of an absent party, and that some moriths afterwards they
produced Mr. Greenway’s order to Mr. Cooke, but were informed that they were too late, and

that final orders had been passed. ‘
3. They protest against this resumption and seek restoration of the Iném and Pagoda, and

they produce cdpy of Mr. Greeuway's “order cited. Before the
what Mr. Shiibrick styles,  the original order issued by Mr.
must be an attested copy, as the original was
responds with the office copy in the Collector’s
ine.

4. In this order it is directed that the Iifdm be confirmed to the Pandirams on the ground
at the time fhe Jagir was ceded and as the Mgnyam appeared
in their names in the * Tarapadi’’ accounts. These particular Tarapadi accounts, however, ars ' 4
and the village canuot be traced in the accounts in the Board’s office,
Tarapadi Acconnts,” or ¢ Barnard’s Survey Accounts.”

o the Board on 24th April 1819, that he had ordered the village,

which he learned “ had for many years been omitted
In Consuliation, 3rd May 1819, No. 697. fﬁ'om the accounts of the district, and had been in
the occupation of some Pandarams,” to be brought

¢ was produced to substantiate what was asserted in

The present Collector emarks on the omission, on the part of the peii-

Mr. Cooke the ordler by Mr. Greenway, on which they now rely;
included among the papers before them,

¥

was, in its unreclaimed state,
Goélkonda dynasty, that they erec
land, and built the hamlet which grew into tht}

to registe
quently revived by the son of t
that Mr. Cooke, the then Collector,
70 annually out of the * Mélvéram,’

in support of their claims,
Collector they have produced,
Greenway, but which the Board presume

addressed to the tdlug Tahsilddr, and this cox
records, and is, therefore, he has no doubt, gei

of their having been in possession

not now forthcoming,
which are designated  Place’s

5. Mr. Cooke repofted t

to account, as no Sanad of any one Collecto

regard to the grant.
luce before
\at in the copy of thij order,
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is a signature of one “ M. Hi@gii;son, Attofney»

T. Virdswami Bramini, Interpreter Supreme Co

to-shew that about the time of M, Cooke’s deci
possibly in consequence of that decisi i

( ecision, or it m at the:
prevented those interested from ‘.ﬁmduci:xg it be 4o tﬁ“ﬁtﬂ@‘ e ot

J 6.. I.n 'the very brief correspondence that
of the individual Panddrams, as distinet from th

not brought forward or taken into consideration,
7. Mr. Shubrick points out that the name fi¢self of the ‘1]‘
villa

Pandérams’ claim as opposed to that of the
:: A,’ndﬁr” being almost entirely confined to
A'ndavan” the village might be said to be'ded;
he remarks on the significance of the change of
Mr. Cooke's, dated 15th Jane 1819, for Wﬁich c

might have been the work of the office servants i

Pagoda, and done with the view of strengtheni
'I\;'Ir. Cooke’s letter above quoted proves the fact
if Mr. Greenway's order may be held to establis

of the Indm would seem to follow as a matter of:

XXXI of 1802.
8. The evidence of the ‘agéd Karanam o

occupied by the Pandirams, who contributed 20 i
support of the temple, He speaks to the state oi' things in 1817-18
<18 and for

His grandfather’s accounts are said to have sh
 shewn

two belonged to the Panddrams and one to the P
e

9. As it appears from the cortespondénce
Extract Minutes Consultation, daled md J
an-

Consultation, 16¢th January 1846, No: 104.

virtue of it8 wested inte

might be, in the willage, it is evident th

T-?sults. of the resumption, or of thc’eﬁeét:t ;h'le :
lhe.d;?condnunnce of this allowance from 0(‘?x i
admission of the Panddrams’ claim, and th 5
most deserving of support, : T

10. The average annual
l:,’(}_l» to 1268 incluaise, has beer:“’l@:'::eﬁdel?gnd g
period have continued to be Rnileé:';(‘;s y:et::f-g.
- i --The Gurukkul of the temple appe ‘
u?clu.ded in A'nddrkuppam, were ttninsferl::dms o
(l.nsrnct ¢ Tarapadi” accounts of one of these & lﬁ
tion of 613 kdnis to A’ndérkupj)éﬁ).' ;e

-

l~' Tllua] tr Ca!lllDt 1 & urvev
" { d' ev
[h . ¢
A .C()unt’

Tarapadi Abstract Account” in the Board’s offic
. e
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an alienation in C = s 10 A pp kol o .\VV&"“ ﬂ"(l ce
] -)]‘l ‘n 3] ]ft "‘ Lﬂn‘ "‘ ta L) "dﬁll\u am NAIA:

fees in grain to the same persos; in the entri
! e entries

ﬁetter of 24th July 1845, No

uary 1846, Revenue Department, N it e .
partment, No.13, in Rupees, 83-!2-:’1 or:tmo[t‘hu 1v T”{!ge e
’ which Rupees 70

t Law, 26th June 18
; 19. Translated, Si
t e ed, 'S
E :f il;jlpgft{g?at Madras,” which wou]dlf;(:g
» this:document was produced publicly, and
; 3
et sl s being filed elsewhere,
sed in 1819, in rega
ed : gard to the Indm, th i
claim preferred on behalf of the Pz;no;ad:z’:s

e thegi’lsv evidence in favor of the
S S agoda, the use of the word
ol g ra.ms, to whose tutelar deity
‘enommated “ A'ndérkuppam,” 3

ame to * Subbramanyapuram” by %’P* s
ange no. reason is therein assioned dl:lllzrd(;r' "
]xzxe with the Gurukkul of t:e St;bbrar:,a]lidl
| , . /a
”’ha I":::l);:a::nz He also points out th}at
A c’i‘mm;m ) ccupan(.:y,'aud remarks that
. anees stated in it, the restoration

course, un 'O Visi
5 der th’_e provisions of Regulation
g

,) th::dvlllage goes 1o shew that the village was
2 1 [

agodas annpally {rom its proceeds towards the

20 ves :

£ B s for 2 years previously.

| llage as enjoyed in three shares, of o

by | ares, of which

‘ .

submitted :

itted to “Government, with the Board’

ard s

469, that the

were allowed by Gov
erni
ient to the Pagoda, in

e H rests, whatever the
imﬁgfﬂ)& :l:db:lo cau‘s?.to complain of thi
mErs e ?a'lf, il intrigue there were,
poe, ot €gilimate consequence of the
evidently cousiders that this last is

ai i
bainst the village for the five years, from Fasli

The payme
pay flts to the temple for the same

1
1ave stated before the Collector that the lands

from four vi i
i ri‘:x:::ges, which he named, and the
e Néyer télug, shew an z\liuna;

or “ Place’s

Ont
he other hand Barnard's accounts shews

rtain

named ; in the village of Nelivéii in Ponnéri P

s 4 . o 1 Z i 1 ¢ . . 'k (1) k... .
I S dl f ;\ 1 rl“ m an n u v 2 A l("nl"g A orl

rc "'d“l Iveu".’a[ll u"()thc{ 0‘ thc tl”ugcs
a‘ g X ’
‘ " ‘ N . . ﬁﬁi

apéleyam

district the same extent of
Xte f land fs similarl i to 0
f0 g : arly alien d to the Siddha I’ LA k
entries that h}:luse{.]““ﬁge’b erfa not named b th Gurukkul he ?n‘dm‘;u“ ‘ che e 4 v
| = “'ucwcd : B r"‘— y 3 et T" th:::]t tlmt these are the only
n n the Board Omcel 18 o prov bat,o 's o not exist,

Iv). .\1 . (, 1 ll ] Vv rave erum
L

whi 3 M ti
tich be meant cultivable area, a8 95 kénis, a
y

" Y b
stated that the Gurukkul, in a snbsouucx?t’
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+ Proceedings of the Madras Gpﬂﬁ‘mm

for ithe amonth of | March 1860
}_ simed 20 pagodas, and 6 kalams 8 markéls

the customary aid to the temylﬁ: 2
ekived from it, which corresponds nearly enough

ull extent of annual emolument def!
f the Pandérams and of the oljd Karanam.
cctell is imperfect, but it seems doubtful whether

n which has ‘been colleets
rther, and fhe Board think that sufficient data are forth-
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applieation for
of grain, as the f
with the statement o
14. ‘The informatio

ed search will elicit anything fu ; L -
coming on which to pase a judgment. They congider that it may be assumed as proved that
certain lands were assigned in ¢ -old free gift” from SBYel"al villages to the hamlet, which was
styled A’ndérkuppam, such name affording interny evidence that the village was occupied by
the name of the Siddha Panddram; ‘that at

Pand4rams, and that one assignment at Jeast wa 2 :
British, the then Collector was satisfied, that

an early period after the cession of the Jagfr w«th : ; :
at the date of that cession, the hamlet was in the jpossession of Pandirams free of taxation, and

that the accounts, whick were then prodnnedmm: i ?dentries Of: it in their names as** Ményam i
that he confirmed their free tenure of it in pre ce to the claim set.up on behalf of the tomple

by the Gurukkul, and that they accordingl contjinued to enjoy it until in 1819, Mr. Cooke -
resumed it on the ground that no former ordet of any

Collector was forthcoming . to support the
that the claim of the Gurakkul of the 1eF le onits behalf, for but a portion of the
nues of the village,

unced by Mr. Cooke as a false statement
overnment Officers as the resources of the village, is in truth colla-
¢ the Panddrams’ claim| inasmuch as the former claim corresponded
the Panddrams in their narrative, to the Pagoda, and also by the

prolong

grant ;
estimated reve
intended to mislead the G
teral evidence in support @
with the amount.assigned by
old Karanam in his evidence.

15. The Board are of opinion tha
the ben
rbe instruc
tatives of thejold
em any ¢ustomary allowance,

¢ the foregoing data afford sufficient ground for admitting
efit of M . Greenway's decision in their favor, and they
d to restore the village of A'ndérkuppam on
Pandéram residents in the village, leaving
on behalf of the temple, to

the claim of the memorialists to
beg to recommend that the Collecto
Indm tenure:to the present represen
the Pagoda Gurukkul to obtainfrom ‘th
which, by prescription, he may be entitled.
16. The submission of this report has b
minous and detailed accounts of village Jands,
Ordered that the following endorsement be passed

cen delayed by the necessity of examining volu-

though with only -partial success.

1. on petitions Nos. 1441, 1510 and

1938 of 1859 3— - ;
« Petitioners are informed that the Board's report on the subject of these petitions has

been submitted to Government, whose decision they must awﬁitf" & ‘ e

(A true Extract.) P .\
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Sub-Secretary.

March 1860, No. 395.
d* to the late Court of Directors a.memorial
ali and Chénachellam, for the
in the District of Chingleput
named f\’ndarkuppam, with a recommendation unfavor-
able fo memorialist’s prayer ; the Court in reply observed
17, 18, 19. that the| reasons given by this Government for rejecting
the claims of memorialists, viz. that the decision arrived
inasmuch as the memorialists had always

No. 58. ORDER THEREON, 16th

The Government of Madras having forwarde
from Cl Sénagiri Mud

« No. 24 of 1837, dated Srd July. restoratjon of a hamlet

5th May 1858, No. 5, paragraphs 16,
at in 1819 could not be disturbed, was insufficient,

nonstrated against that decision as unjust,
9. The memorialists, the Court continue,

rer
“ assert that the lands in question, then lying

«waste, were giranted in lndm, to their ancestors about four
« centuries and @ half since: that their ancestors formed and
«named the hawlet, and likewise built 2 Pagods on it; that
but that they were in possession when the country
e a decree of My, Greenway passed in January

j’(zrayr(rph V7.

« their Sanads were lost in Hyder's invasion,

¢ fell under the British dominion. They quoot:
1
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Ix Con. ST AUGUST 1859, No. 3943.

From C. J. SHUBRICK, Esq. Collector of CHINGLEPUT,
dated Sydapet, 6th August 1859, No. 291.

Referring to the 2nd paragraph of my letter to the Board, No. 277 of the 26th ultimo, I
have the honor to state, that the statement therein made, that 1o portion of the lauds of the
villages entered in the margin, had been found to have been transferred to Aundar Cooppum in
the Tarapady accounts, has since been found to be incorrect as regards the village of Peravaloor.
The mistake arose out of the Record-keeper at Conjeeveram having forwarded the accounts of

in the Sydapet talook, instead of the proper village in the Nayer

a village of the same name, in ) !
latter village having smce been found and examined,

talook. The Parapady accounts of the :
shew an alienation of 61} cawnies to Aundar Cooppum, which I request the Board will be good

enough to verify with the Tarapady accounts in their office.

————————".
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