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-~ R W z ' :{A l " . - Lt e . . "mu, . ’ ,;m--\, . -
A }::3"; | HN : ”No‘. 46. 7;“Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 13th
i 3 ‘@/ | R o - . July 1870, No. 4,848 :— e o
bog g B ‘ L T oo ¢ . o
. - E‘g_; ?kn!- ‘Read again Board’s Proceedings, . 26th July 1869 and 19th January 1870,
( -k ; NI ' o ‘Nos. 5,426 and 387. - I
. A 3 p :E:; Ve Read also the following letter from the Government Pleader, Madras, to the
~ g h:é‘;;;{ _ x | \ h o Acting Sccretary to the Board of Revenue,. dated 22ud June 1870,
;} Nikd ) o No. 81. - : | S
) ‘3%} ‘Q ' Wirn reference to the Board’s Proccedings, dated 19th January 1870,
; o ) fgj ‘g N(). 387, I have the honour to forward copies, just obtained from the Iligh Court,
: , ;;? "1 s of the Decrco and Judgment imRengar Appeal No. 59 of 1869, relating to Nadium
- ‘ ;!?a [P Muttum in the Tanjore District. It will be seen that the Court has decreed the | ‘
, s;:fi ; restoration of the lands of the Muttum to the plaintiff with mesne profits from1st. -~ .,
. e ', January 1864, but without costs either in the Lower or Appellate Court. " : o
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"Excrosure No. 1.

: In the High Court of Judicature at Madras. ‘
Monday the Thirteenth day of June, One thousand Eight hundred and Seventy.
~ FPresexrt: 7 '
The Honourable Sir C. H. Scorzaxp, Knight, Chief Justice.
The Honourable Mr, Justice IlotLoway, ‘
o Regular Appeal No. 59 of 1869.
~ Plaintiff . persus Defendant. ‘ .
Insagheri Gosamiar, Pauper (Appellant.) - The Collector of Tanjore (Respondent.)
. Regular Appeal against the Decree of the ‘Civil Court of Tanjore in Original Suit No. 10 of
1867. 3 L ‘ ‘
‘ 2. This Regular Appeal coming on for hearing the Court delivered the following Judg~ """
ments. 1— S C ‘ o § . y
Scotland, C.J.—The plaintiff claiming to be the rightful owner of a Mutt and certain land o
" attached to it under a grant by the Rajah of Tanjore in 1744, from the possession of which he B . i
*had been ejected by the Collector of Tanjore in 1856 on charges of breach of trust by misappro-

priation of the property of the Mutt and other misconduct, has brought this Suit to recover

possession of the land and the mesne profits. The recorded issues raised the questions whetl_lep ‘
or for the charity of affording

" theland was granted for the performance of religious services, )
f malversation of the
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food and shelter to travellers ; and whether the plaintiff had been guilty o

'land or the income derived thercfrom. ‘ oo . E
3. The Civil Court 'found that the grant was for the performance of religious ceremonies,

' and pious observances only, and that the plaintiff had led a vicious life, and been guilty of malver-
sation in his office of Trustée ; and being of opinion that he had on that ground been properly
deprived of the lands belonging to the Mutt under Regulation VIL. of 1817, decreed the dismissal
of the Suit. . S . . L

‘ ‘4. 'The main ebjection relied upon on the part of the appellant is, that the lands formed a.
" religious endowment of & private nature to which Regulation VIL of 1817 did not apply ; but )
‘that if applicable, it had been repealed by Act XX. of 1863, and under Section 4 the plaintif
" becam® entitled on the passing of the Act to the restoration of the endowment. . ‘
. 5. 1have no doubt that the ‘Regulation was applicable to the endowment, but Iam of -
" opinion that tho objection is well founded as respects the effect of Act XX. of 1863. By the
passing of the Act all the powers relating to the superintendence and management of religious
‘establishxhehts‘," which had been vested by the Regulation in the Board of Revenue and the
Collectors throughout the country, were completely‘determined; and ’either the District Com~
. mittecs appointed under the Act or the Trustees, "Managers, or Superintendents referred to in
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,",;I ,;‘I{rééeedzng.v‘:gf t/;e Madras deernment, Rez;e-rvz;ze Department
. Tth September 1870. ,

iSectidns 4 ‘ 1 | w
‘ s 5, and 6,.became entitled to the possession and management of all religious endo
o =

©+.6.  Now th T y

rreligious establiszilgfsél:g epdo}v me.nt n dlSp‘ft‘? appear unquestionably not to be of the class of
‘the Act was vested in o ’ ‘en-ommatlon of the.:ruSteCShip of which at the time of the passing of
_publie officer, and there;oizct;iezsleebg ;)’1" stubje“ P o pirmation of the Government or Zny
;Pa‘sse;d toTt;xc District Committees ap:o‘;ntﬁl I‘:(’;:r"fh: Ij:c]:md doscribed in Section 5, and which

o .epoint then. to be considered is the applicabili.t of Sesti

12222’52‘{3lzstki;:uss:ﬂlon admit of‘ the inclusion of the lfmdy in diss(;ntx:(: tte lallixitx}xl;;'e;smtsh(;fog;e
Seotion pro.v et ?e,ti:an be gaid t'o 'have become entitled to the transfer of such land Thi
i Aot bl T undm thl'c case ‘of r}ellglous establishments, «* which at the time of the pa.s.sin" of
nation shall nob:-est i:r : I}I;anagem‘ent of any Trustee, Manager, or Superintendent whose no?ni-
oF 2ny public sfion: th’ nlor 1e (:xerpxsed by, nor‘be‘subject to the confirmation of, th; Govern t
ira nsfer to. such T;u tf’ 90\2 qvernment shafll a3 soon as possible, after the passing of thi TII;CI:
tho ths of“ e )a_sﬁ Sgee’f t.ha,‘nau,g,vcr, or Sup‘erl»n‘tendent, all the landed or other prO;erty thi hc ;
Board of Re‘ven' ;e o I:; ol <; A:ct shall be undex: the superintendence, or in the possession ;‘n}aa
provides for the dete‘"j Ot‘-:a a,zr'ent, and belonging to such religious establishment." It’fzrthm
the looal agenty in res ler:: tl;)n 0 hall thc.po‘wers‘ and responsibilities of the Board of Revenﬁe a e’]:
“Tho Goyernment Plea é’ . such establishments agd all the land and other property 8o transfe Iil‘ |
- any Trustee,” cto.. th eel‘s «'x‘:.con-tendedfhat by the use of the words *‘ under the manaoe;e:: ¢ f
the Act wer’e pers(-;mn ; mi: uln (;s restrxctgd to endowments which at the time of theopaasino ° ‘
. 8. These words by} th:;:;vfg n'l;“;S:egz,‘.Manggers, or Superintendents. L g of!
the Section sh | uhb import personal management ; bu i
property of rec{;::o(ij:a‘er:t); lt)ila; the Words.we.re not intended to be applicabl; in :h:flzl iﬁlxotzsﬂ?
o of the Boar?l Of’Reven ux: Tex}tts, .i'og it is 9xpressly provided that the property in the poss e
gﬁ‘eét to the language of the wal\lo;e (;::zsn()fa:ierpzzs'ing-zf th; ot shall be transferred. %iV;‘fé:: |
be constra i ine i ’ eading it with Sections 5 and ( ink i

Lo belon;ida:olzg;glzzdthi 1endowrr.xenté! of all religious establishments, thémar?z;gIcrful:;l:k o}tlex?si
‘hands of the Governnfent :l?eyl alzlp?ithd Trustees. A different construction would leave in Z
contrary to the plaioly declard purposs snd o of same religious establishments which would be
©* 9. The plaintiff then beinpill‘nqufe and whole scope of the Act.. ’ B ‘
by the Act, th.e only point rem s e rustee t.o Wh.o w the land in dispute was made transferabl |
1 betng. deprived of the mn alnjng to be noticed is whether the plaintiff’s conduct whi "

nagement of the endowme : which led tq

' o Q. ‘ - nt presents a . .
decree in this Suit for the restoration of the property as the Civil go frrtoinads f('ior ] ; Cgusxnlg him a
‘ ccided. I do not

+gee that any effect can be given to- i

’ | given to the evidence as tq th intiff’s i

a2 ‘ ¢ plaintiff’ i ife

: :n:i Iztht};.;gspegt t}clg such of the appropriations of portions ofp the :ndi‘:;?itmezt e of life
zainst him 2 i e T thi i "

;lzt i bl nd ¢ ?rged t? be lmproper, I thirk their effect as a dis ualifi ";3

, ce open for consideration in the present Suit. The Act m:(llkcs nzi‘i'mtr'l s st i

e 1stinction ag to tho

roperty of ‘religi ; .

"Ifmztcéi Bra;eaii}‘c)us estabhsl-xments which had been taken from the manae

esocet t’ 1 gers, or Superintendents, because of thejr miscond Mabeme}) bor control of
pect to all endowments under the superintendence or in onéuct: 1 provides aliko with,

:-ilf: ttr}::gt;l;oz}:tr:di?nzizrrx;ciloinmm:dibately affcr the passi;hge:t? i;e: i;i:x;.OfIt:l : Bzzrdto o
present Suit, tho atte op of the Act is opposed to the entertaining i: aj;efz;iee thc:f .

.to the endowment being p.laced undc(:- tllxz
ime be brought to remove the plaintiff and

ave been proved

management which led

10. For thesc reasons the ¢ ‘
S e decree of the Co ' .
plaintiff d ' ‘ ’ " urt below should i
m:inaaeme?:ar:d ;;0 be the tl:rustee of the Mutt, and as such e’ntIitt]}“;k’ P reversed .and the
" 3 g ot g}agd claimed, subjcct to the trusts ard y to.th? possession and
an endow m‘ent. ‘ ‘ | LUnts purposes for which it was granted as’

[

—— AT A=
TVt

" f,und due must be ordered to be paid to the plaintiff to be applied

" the Lower Court.

Taken, however, with the plaintiff’s ¢llegations, t

. the ground of the plaintiff's misfeasance and malfeasance, I put my jud

- property. Bare immorality according to common ethical standards

" Trustee would in consequence of the precepts of the particular r

. of no great ethical cnormity, while faults morally much graver wo - An N
f the particular religion and the §pec1al purpose

J&—“F'Q'
£33

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Rebelzue Departmeh%;
7tk September 1870. | o :

11. With respect to the claim of mesne pf&ﬁts, I think that no ground has been shown for, -

making the defendant accountable to the plaintiff for a period further back than the date for the

passing of the Act, not reckoning the time to be allowed for transferring the land, and to the end ,';’

.

of the year in which the Act was passed seems sufficient to allow on that account. The Coil‘rb
below must therefore, I think, be directed to ascertain the amount of mesne profits ince the 1stxo~f

January 1864, by taking a proper account in execution of the decree, : !
to the same trusts and purposes.

1 thiok the case is one in which the defeﬁdant should not be ordered to pay costs either in this or

12. Holloway, J.—It has been contended that the endowment is no‘t‘wi‘thvin the Act. If |
it depended upon the documentary evidence, it would be difficult to say whether this is so or not.
he evidence does show that it was an endowment
for some religious purpose. This being so, Section 4 secms to provide for the very case of the
Board of Revenue or a local agent beihg in possession to the exclusion of the Trustee, and taken .
with preamble to point the provisions of the Section to a case in which it or he has a,ssumed.tho ,
superintendence by virtue of the old Regulation. They must have acted under the .ngulanon,
‘or .they were simply wrong-doers, and the plaintif would, on that ground, be entitled to our
judgment. - ‘ '

13, If in possession under the Regulation 2t the passing
restore the property to a Trustee in the position of the plaintiff.

of the Act, they are bound to
With regard to the defence on
gment on the ground that

there is no such evidence hefore us as to the purpose of the institution

the acts of the plaintiff are sucha violation of that purposc as to disqualify him fgr bolding the
is not so according to some

religious standards. In some cases of public religious endowments the disqualification, of &
eligion be shown by faults perhaps

uld not disqualify. In each case,

it is a question upon the precepts and practices ¢

of that religion to which the institution is devoted. o e . . 1
14. Even supposing, therefore, that the acts stated would have afforded 2 good defenc?, an
The evidence

a defence available as this Suit is framed, I am of opinion that it is not ma.de. out. 1de
undoubtedly leads to a strong suspici(m that the course of life of the plaintiff is not very edifying,
but we are wholly without evidence as to the purpose of the endowment from which we pciuld
properly conclude that the piqintiﬁ' ought to be removed.  Reference to the precepts and practices

of the religions of antiquity to which in many points the Ilindu bears strict resemblance, will,
without unsavoury illustration, explain my meaning.

I have had some doubt whether if another
starting point for the account than the taking possession is ge

lected, it should not be the period
of the institution of the Suit. I do not feel, however, sufficient confidence in my yiew to urge by
way of dissent, either the one or the othcr. - L

-

' Excrosues No. 1, ‘
‘ In the High Court of Judicature at Madras.
Monday;the Thirteenth day of June, One thousagd Eight hundred ‘a.‘nd Seventy.‘
‘ ‘ PrESENT ¢ ‘ ‘ ‘
The Honourable Sir C. L. ScorLaxp, Knight, Chief Justice,

* The Honourable Mr. Justice IloLLowaT.
‘ Regular dppeal No. 59 of 1869, -
Plaintiff ‘  wersus Co

“Insagheri Gosamiar, Pauper (Appellant.)
Regular Appeal against the Decree of the inil Court of

of 1867. -

Defcndant. .
The Collector of Tanjore (Respondent.)

Tanjore in Original Sult No. 10

s
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D

and payment of the amount |

as to enable us to say that ~
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: Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
L Tth September 1870.

A . | 4 " Grounds of Appeal.
I.  ** Regulation VIL of 181
oy Act XX, of 1863, ° ‘

o Lo Tlte plaintiff thcrefo;e isnot responsiblé to the Revenue Board or any other authority
‘or the manner in which he may have disposed of the property in dispute. '
L .“ T}:e ?laintiﬂ' has not misappropriated the funds of the Mutt in question.
. IV ** Nor is he a person of an immoral character.
Y. *“ Even if he were so, that circumnstance would no
:?ust the plaintiff from the possession of the property in disput
VI, *“ For nearly four. centuries the
of the plaintif°s predecessors and

ing to hig own will and pleasure a

D —Thi " ) '
appeal ez;ze‘.} dfhls Regular Appeal coming on for bearing. Upon perusing the grounds of
o h,ea . 1’u }gment and Decree of the Lower Court and the material p}zpcrs in the Suit,'and

ring the arguments of  Sunjiva Row, Vakeel for the Appellant, 2nd of Mr, Govornment

‘ cader for the esp 5

o Trust o e dreversed, ar}d this Court doth adj udge and declare that the plaintiff is

t , and as such,f enu;led to-the possession and management of the land claimed,
. Tposes for which it was granted ag v he mesne
.profits dcnved‘from the said land since the 1st of January o bt ot s
and purposes ; and this Court doth order and direct th
amount of mesne profits rece

7 does not apply to the present casc, and it is besides repealed

t give the defendant any right to
property in question has remained in the posscssion

plalnt{ﬂ', cach Gosami in office appointing his successor accord-
t the time of his death.” -

ab the Civil Judge do ascertain the clear
D ce the Ist of January 1864, by taking a
to the plaintiff and by him appli ecree, and that the amount found due be paid by the defendant:
: ‘ applied $o the same trusts and purposes ; and this Court doth further
‘ costs allowed against the defendant in this Regular Appeal or

(Signed)  C. II. SCOTLAND,
. Chief Justice.
' ( ., ) . IIOLLOWAY,
Judge.

2. Thefacts of the caseare dotalled * , :
Order, 22ud April 1869, No. fODitaﬂOd 1n the papers recorded with Government

The plaintiff. Ine . : a3 the:
Madathiputti . '¢ Plamntiff; Insagheri Gosamiar, wus the
adathiputti, or proprietor of the Ghosayi Muttum i,n e ;3 hori Gosomi o,und e

he was mi Sogl

livi:iqi I:lf;l:ai[[)proprllatlmﬁ,’” the procceds of the estate, alienating parts of it, and

the i‘zuttum iznig?é mzxmer, an.d Mx.'.. H qu bes, the Collector of Tanjore, attached
- At that time ‘it was belioved that the endowment was of a

charitabl .
itable nature, but when the proprietor filed a Suit for its recovery, it was held

to be proved in the Tan] .

only. p, dn,](‘)re Court that it was an cndowment for religious purposes
| 3. T . '

andor Rc‘rﬁfagi udg\(; IoIf Tanjore held t.hat the resumption of the cndowment in 1856
| s\ auon VEL of 1817 was right and proper. Tho plaintiff then appealed
to tho High Court, ‘ _

4. The High Court hold

o that under Act XX. of 1863, whicl into forco
on t} RN 3, which came 1nto for
dzlitnleumih l\Iar?ll 18‘63, Government were bound to give the Muttum back to the'
’as th;]_ en PI‘OPI‘IOtOI' ‘. as. SOOn. as pOSSiblO,” and havo taken the 1st January 1864 .
precise date by which this should have been donc. "They have consequently

dec ‘
ccreed that . the Muttum must be handed back to the Ghosayi with mesne profits

1864, to be applied to the same trusi3 -
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" Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
oth September 1870,

from the 1st January 1864, but without costs. This sum will be about Rupee}' ‘
12,447, .

5. The Government Pleader was disposed to doubt this construction of the

law, and desired. to confer with, the Board as to the de‘sirability,‘of appealing -

‘against it to the Privy Council. T e
6. The conference has now taken place, atid the Government Pleader and tho

Board cpneur in thinking that tliere are no sufficient grounds for an.appeal.

'

. 7. Act XX. of 1803 was designed to divest Government of all connectif)n ‘
- with religious cndowments. If the nomination of the Trustees, Manager, or Superin-

tendent of any such endowment was vested in Government, or if it was subject to

. their confirmation, the law required themto hand over the property to Committees.
. If the nomination was not vested in them, and the property was under the manage- -
" ment of any Trustee, cte., the law required them to hand over the PTOP‘%“}" tg‘t.he\ |
‘Trustee for the time being. R . - ‘ R

8. The law implies that this division of religious endowments was intended

‘ \ )

" to be exhaustive, but in order that this?may be tho case, the word “ magagement -

‘ " must bo understood to mean’sométhiug.diﬁ’ercnt from the personal management of -
 the property. which the law supposes to be in the hands of the Board of Revenue

" ‘and its azents, - X ' : .

"~ 9. Inthis case the Ghosayi, ‘thbugh_the' pers’omﬂ maﬁzigement of the property

- 'had been taken from- him, continued to be “#ke Trusice *‘ Jfor the time rbe‘:’ztng, ?’:g.xld
""" Government Lad never formally deprived him of that title, or ba.‘twt_empted to appoint
‘another Trustee in his place.”” C

10.  All that can be said is that the case was not contemplated by the law.

11. Tho Collector will be directed to report on the amount of the mesne.

profits. It must, of course, be paid from the Endowment Fund.

ORDER THERLON, 7th September 1870, No. 1,389.

Miscellaneous. \ that there are sufficient grounds for an

‘ appeal to the Privy Council. The

refund due to the plaintiffshould be made from the Endowment Fund, if themesne-
“profits have been paid into this Fund, if not, from the Public Treasury.

(True Extract.)
(Signed) H. E. STOKES,
ngder;Secretarg to Governmente

/

To tho Doard of Revenue,
»» the Accountant-General,

Exd. F. R. Bantleman.
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Core : No. 5,426. L
N _ ProczepiNgs or THE Boarp or Revenus, dated 26th July 1869. ‘
N : : Read the following letter from J. W. HANDLEY, Esq., Government Pleader, to the Acting Secre-
. b ‘ _ tary }to“the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 23rd July 1869, No. 820— LT Y
: o i e <-w 7 VWirH reference to the Board’s Proceedings noted in the margin, I have the honour to forward, "~ - \\'}’
v - el . o ‘ ' ' “for the information of the Board, copy, just - wd
% & . T ’317 ‘: , Pated loth‘Ju]y 1669 N?’ 4,961  obtained from the High Court, of the printed . ’ 7,5"1
@ & Sy D ! record in Regular Appeal No. 59 of 1860 relating fo the Nadieni Muttum in Tanjore District. ot 1
ol &R ) A | . 2. The appeal has now been set down for hearing on the 2nd August. Ihave not yet received o ‘;X
E =3 rf = = ) : an answer from the Collector to my application for copies of such of the depositions and documents IR |
‘u-q ;- mg ; ‘:3 SR ’ : :,.,, \ { g8 in the case as might be in his possession.» Should I not hear from h'{m in time, I shall apply for R |
G = 5 3 b Y § & postponcment of the case. _ R o S ] ’i
G g o = e y oy i ) 3. Tt will be observed that the case set up by the plaintiff on appeal i3 shortly this—1st, ) |
g 4 R = E’ et b S y " Regulation VII. of 1817 has no application to the case, (I. and IL); 2ndly, if it did apply, it Would‘ N
f"‘ il % i = i C*;‘ : Ey ot authorize the summary ejectment of the plaintiff from the lands in dispute, though he were gpilty .
;i ‘ § o pa 4 B ' P of misconduct, (VI.); 3rdly, he hasnot been guilty of misconduct. I donot see how the first poing n
sk [ < oo ;‘ E?.é ‘ J! ‘ can-be maintained. The plaintif°s own case is, that the lands in dispute were originally givento ¥
N 5t e P - maintain certain religious céremonies, (paragraphs 2 and 4 of plaint,) which seems.to bring them ST
. { o . :j ) clearly within the words of Section 2 of the Regulation, That Regulation is no doubt repealed - ‘;
k i P & L a0 asto religious endowménts by Act XX, of 1863; but all acts dome under it before its repeal are g
. " SSHE [0 Lawful, and the latter Act nowhere enjoins the restoration of endowments to managers Who have
e ! = 1 T D - “ been removed for misconduct. When once it is finally decided that this endowment s a religious . e
‘ weoL N s r r L ome,it will be for the Board to take the proper steps under the Act to divest " themselves of tho {h}
B e o e " management of it; Lut ihat Las wolliug to do with the present rait, As to.tho pocond- poinf,.ag«w‘-w-":‘m-~—j’j’}.
j ) S case reported in Volume 1II. of the Madras High Court Reports, paragraph 334, scems cpnclu- N ;
i " give against the plaintiff. The ‘question directly at  issue in. ‘that case was the power of a Com- ey
/ . ) . mittee appointed under Act XX. of 1863; but the Court holding that their powers were the same < 1'
'/,;z } Y j 88 those given to the Bpar‘d of Revenue by Regulation VIL of 1817, it became. necessary to de\g\xde:, e \
7 ' " upon the effect of that Regulation, and it was decided that the authority to suspend or remove &
. S manager for just cause was implied, though mot given in express terms. The third point is &
‘ question entirely of evidence, as to which I can pronounce no opinion until T have read the deposi-
- tions. 7 ‘ o ‘
/ ' 4. T have forwarded a copy of the grounds of appeal to the Collector. '

t—

Excrosure No. 1.~—Printed record in Regular Appeal No. 59 of 1869 relating to the Nadiem

Muttum in Tapjore District.

Tuze Board concur with the Government Pleader in his view of the case.
(A true Copy and Extract.)

. o (Signed) J. GROSE,
s . : Acting Sccretary.

To the Government Pleader.
,, the Collector of Tanjore.

Exd. A, S. Rodgers. o ' ’
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R No. 387.
Paocnmnmcs on' THE BoARD OF Rmvwv"z: dated 19th Ja,nuary 1870

Rea.d the following letter from J. W, HANDLEY Esq., Government Pleader, Madras, to the
Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 16th Deccmbcr 1869, No. 390:— .
. ' Witn reference to the Board’s Proceedings noted in the mar«m I have the fionour to report :
L : that the appeal, therein roferred to, (Regulm‘ Appeal No, 89 of
T e e . Datod 1141 July 1569, Ko & 8L 1849,) relating to the Nadiem Muttum in Tanjore district, came
PR o on for hearing yesnerday before the Chief Justice and Mr, J ustme ,

N Holloway, when I appeared, as mstructed on behalf of Government to oppose the appeal. -
g 72, The learned Judges said" that they would: record their decision and the reasons fOI‘ it in
'Qf ‘ ?1 o : | Wntmg, but they stated the conclusion to which they had arrived to be that the p]m;ltlﬂ' :;23:.
. : * succecd on the ground that, whether he was rightly or wrongly removed from the office of ina :‘ .
Gy g\\ ; 1 of the Muttum, Section 4 of Act XX, of 1863 made it incumbent upon ﬂ}C Boardror Revenuo o,
N . restore the lands and other property belonging to the mstxtutxon, to him. : e
{ o B 3. It appears to me, with the greatest deference to 8o high an authority, that the Court h%s, .
‘ entirely misunderstood the cffect of the Act. The point was not insisted upon by the appellant’s .
, : * vakeel, and therefore I was not perhaps as well prcpared to meet so novel a view, as I should
) NS }}1‘ \\T - otherwise have been, but I mamtamed and T still think I was right, that Section 4 does not ang
ri\\‘ -~ §h‘§ = cannot apply to the prcscnt case, that it-falls under Section 3, and that under that Section an
] h’;\\ ‘: N o Section 12 the proper course for the Revenue authorltxes to pursue was to hand over the propert)’ of
- SN N ' SR the Muttuid to & Committes duly appointed under Sections 7 to 11, which course would be pursued
o £ C i _a s mow that it had been decided that the institution in question is a pnrely religions one, .o - o -~
' 4. The wording .of the Act however. i is very obscure, and of course I feel consxdemble dxﬁi-
" denco in my own opinion upon the questxon, seem" that it is opposod to that of the learnei J udges
* abovenamed. . I propose, therefore that, a3 soon "as I can® obtain a Gopy of the Written J ud*fment
o of the Hwh Court, the Board should favour me with an interview to discass the whole question
and confer upon the desirability of taking further proceedings by way of application for review of
Judgment or appeal to the Privy Council. The case isa very important one, not merely considered:
by itself, but as likely to give rise to many other suits, if the constructxon put by the High Court
upon the Act is uItlmately established.
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: Tu Board will iz a day to confer with the Government Pleader on this subject, when the
i Judgment of the ngh Court has been submitted to them.

(A true Copy and Extract.)

(Sigued) ~ J. GROSE, -
Sub-Secreta.ry.
To the Government Pleader.
E,, the Collector of Ta.njore. A
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. Regular Appeal Suit,—~No. 59 of 1869, filed -

- ip High Court against decree of - Tanjore Civil ~

' Court in Suit, No. 10 of 1567, relating - to Nan-

© dism Muttum and its endowments,—Govern-"
¢ - ment Pleader informed - that Board will fix a ~

" day to confer with him upon desirability of”

; applying for a reyiew of Judgment in, or of

| preferring a Special Appeul. to Privy Council,

. when Court’s written Judgment las bheen sub- -

. mitted to thera. T
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