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;"I’roceeding: of thé Afadras' Government, Revenue Departm}nl,
. : r

3rd March 1871, .

N=.A3.. . Read the following Pfoceedingk of the Board of Revenu(.[, dated Tth

o February 1871, Np. 581 :—
“Read the following letter from the Collector ¢f Tinnevelly, to the Acting Secretary
to the Board of Revenue, dated 8ta December 1870, No. 604.

Ix reply to the Board’s Proceedings, No. 2!2691, dated 30th May 1870, I have
the honour to inform you that the land tenuies of this district are Zemin, Kattu-
guttagei, Inam, Panguvali, and Perumpat, and I will here bricfly describe each.

9. Zemiy.—By Regulation XXV. of 1802 the proprietary right of the soil in

- certain cases was vested in Zemindars and in their heirs and lawful successors for”

ever, or until such timne as the conditions set forth in the Istimirar Sunad or Title-
deeds granted to them ceased to be observed on their part. Such Zemins have always
been treated as definitely bounded estates, and no cognizance has ever been taken:
of the particalar classes of land comprised within those estates; for the very
conditions of the permanent settlement conferred on the Zemindars the power to
deal with waste lands as they pleased, and their mode of allotting the building sites.
(any more than their mode of allotting other waste lands) has never been called 1n

o .

question. . ) .
. 3. KarrveurraceL.—Kattuguttagei differs. from Zersin.ténure only in name |
and in not being permanently setled by law. It is, however, equally permanently
settled in fact, as these minor Zemins were confirmed to their owners shortly after -
we took the country. They consist mostly of scattered villages held, as their niifo -

implies, on the payment of a fized annual rental, and their owners have exercised

within the limits of their estates the same privileges as Zemindars, and have allotted

~waste lands as they pleased.

4. Inas.—All Inams were settled in 1865 by a Special Commissioner, and

cach Inamdar holds a Title-deed, conferring on him the absolute right to enjoy,
freo of rent or on certain favourable terms specified, all the lands named in the
schedule referred to in the Title-deed ; he is, however, empowered to sell, mortgage,
sub-let, or alienate any portion of this land as he pleascs. The Inamdar’s right to

. e e .
Board's Proceedings, No. 1,833, dated 1Gth the nat.tarn Or. buildipg site of en.tlre
March, and No. 8,412, dated 21st November Inam villages is, thercfo'\.*%\l conceive

1566, are especially conclusive on this point. gg indisputable as that of Zeniliduis va \

: Kattuguttageidars.

5. PancuvaLr.—Panguvali was originally identical with the Vissabady system
of the northern part of the Presidency from whence it wasintroduced, for we read in
one of the earliest reports on this district that ¢ the greater part of the cultivators
of the fertile villages on the banks of the Tambrapurni were driven forth by te
then Hindu Government to make rooin for colonies of Brahmins,” who were at firs (
contented to live as one family, sharing the produce in common. DPrecaution?
were, however, adopted to prevent any sharcholder from claiming any land as his -
own by obliging each man to occupy good and bad land in turn; as might be :
expected under such a system no one would lay out capital even to save the land
from ‘exhaustion, and seeing that there was every chance of the land becoming .

~ poorer and poorer annually some communities agreed to a permanent division, some

PR
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divided nearly all, (the undivided portion being termed samudayam) and ox;ly a:

’

I
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r N . I~ a h buildin tbro'uvhout a vast tract of country. The authorit ferred
vere fow hl o ro _ N | _ of any such building g ract o Y. e authority conferre
) cerZain orati:nlj)l: (ti: nA0 division as y ‘ft., When shares were sold or divided @™ T by such an enactment would, however, very rarely have to be used. Much
and Paﬁ:, Natt le b orarain(Bra.l uing’ quarter), Kudi Nattam (Hindu quarter), depends on the sentiments that the Governm’nt officers are known to entertain -
waste land af :}?1 ( }i" ourers qu?frte , was sold or allotted with the cultivated and ! ' towards the Missionaries, and one case menjivyed by Reverend Mr. Kearns is a
s of the share. The right¥o the waste has always been claimed by the ; good illustration of this. Mr. Levinge, with'hif friendly manner, could have got

-

shareholders i e . . . . FAT -y
, and it has been cusfpmary from time immemorial for strangers to anything needed in reason, but Mr. Silver’s f#ling towards the Missions was so

purchase permission either to residé \g to cultivate in a Panguvali village. } well known that advantage was taken of his return to the district to inflicta
ot i, col;bf:in‘u.\si;?.—ll’erunlpat is the or:dinary r:yotwary tenure under which the 5 wanton injury on an inoffe.nsive body of people. . '
rm 1n.t le.absolute possession of his holding so long as he pays the : 9. The Alangaraperi case, reported by Reverend Mr. Sargent, has since
:ta}slzeis;rz:t] ::»ltd f;:-ih, ;(n, h]xls putf%h or lease. In Ryotwary or Perumpat villages all %l been .settled, and there 1s no I:mger. cause of complaint. With one of the cases
et ¢ i specially retained as Government property, and no ryot has any 3 mentmne(.i by .Reverc-aud M. Rattari I am pt.ersonally acquainted ; Karungulan
: oanythiny he does not pay for, A stranger wishing to build can claim, free . "i being a village 1n which I have taken much interest, and the case alluded to was
of charg'e, any vacan.t space in the nattam or village buil?iing site, and the village { brought to my notice by the villagers on my recent return to the district from
fi‘l):;‘::t’:;?; C::zolt"”llx:tnderf' l;is building in any way. Of course, social and caste ! % furlough. Karungulat.n. was & Pangiu.rali vi.llage till recently, but the common
not be all ’ d Hiero act, are.upheld. A low caste man, for instance, would ' larlqs ].la,ve now .been dwxd.cd and the. village 1s Perumpat. Some Roman Catholic
owed to build in the Brahmin street. As population increases an extension Voo Christians applied for a site on which to build a church, and the Head Assistant

Collector being called on to aid that officer allotted a site which tie late share-
holders thought very objectionable; they have accordingly taken 3t an injunction
from a Civil Court to stop the erection of the building,ﬂxyhi’,ﬁr-they assure me,
however, they do not object to if erected in & suitable plaée. A3 I shall visit the
village shortly, I hope to be able to settle the matter amicably. ;With reference to
_Linather case the Reverend M. Rattari informs me that since his letter was written,

| ;f‘:::: bl;xllldtl_ng site i3 frequfant'ly as'ked for, and during the ‘[richinopoly settlement
nevel:i; e do e.:gtend the. bu1.ld1ng sites of numerous Perumpat villages; but I have
extensi:)ia:,f (l’)fuzlldilapp'l.;catx? anen’;g made to the Revenue authorities for any .
To obtain a site for tolle eeS l: emin, Kfitt}lguttagei, Inam, or Panguvali villages. .
it would clearly be nece rection of a building in any village held on such tenures,
et in the oo ) ssary to purchase or procure the good-will of the land- :
case of Zemin, Kattuguttagei or Inam, or of the community in the

case of P s i lner Lo et '

ranto d banghuvah villages, but building sites in Perumpat villages are (if available)
g ed by the Government officers free of all charge or rent
. g .

he has obtained the land he required at Tenkasi.

10. I much regret that this reference should have remained unanswered so
long ; but as it involved an explanation of our system of land tenure 1t was purposely
Jeft for reply against my return to the district,

——————— 7. The marginal statement exbi-
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Particulars of tenupes. |, N0 Of Area in | bits the number and arca of these several - —
Villages. 8;1;11323- classes of villages. ‘ Excrosore No. 1.
— . 8. In the special case un der report ‘ From Reve?end P. RATTARI, S.J., Catholic Missionary, to the Collector of Tinnevelly, dated
{elféﬂfﬁgisﬁfdy:ﬁﬁ?ffs 723 | 1,03 Iam, I confess, surprised to learn that T | . ] Palameoteah, 25th June 1870. .
Inam i’illages 2 ’ . ’;; 130 50 much opposition has been experienced l 1Ix reply to your letti:r, .1\'0. 68t d.a.ted.ISth June' 1?70, by which you dmﬁjﬁ;e\me to inform you
Ayan  do. .| 1,103 3,09; by the Missionaries jn obtaining sites for. ) if I have had any dlﬂicuftle:? in obtaining sites for buildiag schools, chapels, etc.,‘;‘a‘n{i if 8o when,
———————— Christian churches and schools. I had ' where, aud’by whotn O.bJeCUOH was madei, I have only two cases to explain— NPT
Total.. LOR0 | 4,367 alwavs i . le here First is a case in the Tenkara Taluq, where there is a village named Caréunconlam \
* Particulars of Ayen hadl}; lmagined thaf‘ the peopt.a 1¢ ‘ ‘ (Carungolam). In this village the inhabitants are Heathens, Turks, and Christians. The priu-
Vidages. e ng ago recogpized the existence cipal portion of the Ileathens are Bramese. Both the Ileathens and Turks have their mosques ;
_ i:%}nguvali Vil(;ages 425 | 1,460 of Christianity as an accomplislled fact, . but the Christians have n(ft a church ; therefore [ advised them to apply to Government for asite to
erumpat 0. 673 | 1,637 | and were enlightened enough to leave ' ‘e{ild a chapel. The Christians according to my advice presented a petition to the Collector Mr.
- = each man to choose his 0:,n form of ' : Loa;d'ley ; this petition was sent to Mr. Grigg the Assistant Collector at Tuticorin. Mr. Grijg,
-~ . ‘ I‘eligion : but the lucid reports of the } ‘ after having obtained information about the quality of the ground, and satisfied himself that ti (;
'ading Missionaries (both Protestant and Roman Cathol; . P ded . . : spot of latid is absolutely uncaltivated and full of stones, etc., and that Government do not realize | ~
45, this letter, show that a very different feeli . atholic), which are a'ppcn e ! tax from it, went in person to see the place ; having fixed the limits about one acre, he grant=ua by K
are often exporienced in providing Chri ‘e.e" Ing exists, a.nd that. great dltﬁ(.:ultlt.‘s IH i writing, on thk\\.‘l\.'nh March 1870, the requisite site to bl‘lil(l the chapel, and promised t{ allow
ever domiod fo oiehos 1T g Chnstian congregations with that which 18 . 3 ' another half acrofor a burial ground. The 'Irurks are silent, and make no opposition, jbut the
¢ enie .0 either Hindus or Mahomedans, or even to demon-worshippers, _ ' } Bramese, in their higtred to the Christian religion and contempt towards the Pariah caste, sought
pullars, or pariahs.  Noting this, and regarding the peculiar system of land tenure ‘ i all means to prevent c‘\;s building. They persecuted our Christians in forbidding the Pa'ISars to
here I tl‘_‘“k an enactment is necessary to procure sites for Chistian churches or ) f cut their rice fields, andl the blacksmiths, carpenters, etc., to arrange their cards, besides t°\~8}§°"
schools in Zemin, Kattuguttagei, Inam, or Panguvali villages; for at present it is that the site was for theiruse. During anight they transferred a large quantity of straw ; this;str‘.\;t‘ ’

quxtq within the power of a large body of landed proprietors to prevent the erection
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not having be:n placed there before the night in uestion. Finally, the printipa: of thesa Braurese
; b.rought an action in the Court of StreeveLgundl_xm against Reverend Verdier and some Chris-
~ tians of Carounconlam (Carungolam), bei: the falsity of this process is a3 clear as the sum.

Reverend Verdier has not entered into thic,:(:tb,ir, being absent from Palaincottah for the past ted
- months. One hundred witnesses can tc;t‘.ify'.‘\that never before that night had a bundle of stra¥
. been on the site in question. 3 '

; : . ) .
0 It is of the greatest importance to obtyin the Collector’s support in matters of this descrip-

! tion ; otherwise it is impossible for the Christians to remain in their village under the pressure of
- such tyranny.

[ . . . © .
Ihe second case is a little different. Near Courtallum at Tenkasi we have a chapel ; a large

multitude of people come to the aunual feast of September 20th, and I wished to enlarge, if possi-
ble, ‘the compound of the church ; and observing on the south side, beside the magnifique road
leading to Courtallum, a spot or tongue of land ten yards wide, I prescnted a petition to Mr.-
Stuart, and after to Mr. Pennington, to allow this small place for building a Chuttrum for the
g P°°P. P‘j’Ople, and the Collector has been so good as to grant what I asked. After obtaining
permission Reverend Besset went to the place to commence the foundation, etc., but the Nazikimar
- made opposition, and prevented the workmen from cowing to work. On September pext it is my

\ Jotention to go to Tenkasi for to coimmence the work, and I hope that the Tahsildar will protect
» us from an unjuit opposition such as met with on the former occasion. | |
} These are the o'y cases that I have to ex
¢ sim plicity of style. b

plain, and, in conclusion, I beg to be excused for my -
‘ P.S.—In order{'

32 a9 Italian as my name will show. '
that you way the better understand the exposition of the above two cases, L.
¢ to explain them in the Tamil language.

F. KEARNS, Missionary, S.P.G., to the Assistant Colloctor of Tisnevelly, !
,’. v dated Pudiamputur, 28th June 1570. 1
(' Ix reply to your official communicati |
, that, as a rule, I have never been able,
- church or school-room without the greate
»villages tha opposition, generally speaki
,individual to claim the site which may be

‘In Zeminduries the trouble and expense
tho site i3 on vill

 the Zemindars

“directed my Catechi

vt -

F rom Reverend J.

on of the 18th instant, I have the honour to inform you -
in the district under my care, to obtain 8 gite for &
8t trouble, opposition, and vexation. In Ayen or Circar .
ng, comes from the villazs officials, whoset up some.
given us by the owner, or which we may have purchased. :
We are put to are most annoying and vexatious. Whether
age mattam, or on the land of a Christian ryot, we are, as a rule, opposed by

‘ 1n eresting church or schools, and this from a theory which the Zemindars main- °
tain, namely, )/ﬂu the land in the Zemindari is ¢

- s . heirs. You ask for instances, but they are :
" orans*at I shzfll content myself with a fow, which I hope will be sufficient for the purpose®
/- Government have in view :—

. 1.v \jﬁ-’hen 1 was appointed to this Mission District in 1834 there wag no cemetery in whichto
inter Native Christisus. I applied frequently, but unsuccessful}

o : '3, to the then Zemindar of Ettia-
puram for permission to purchase a piece of waste for the pur

: . - pose, and for the first two or tbree
years we burled Native Christians ou the side of the public roals.

- Atlength I laid the matt/
by ore Archdeacon Shortland, who submitted it for the consideration 4 al /

. of Government. Governry/ 0%
“adiled upon Mr. Magne for an explanation, but I never heard how the matter terminated. , Mean*

-~ tme a. p(-)or Brahmin made the Mission a present of a small picce of land for burial purposess
xrewvthis piece of land is not within the limits of the Zemindar;,
'?. (,"t Q\Jg During Mr. Mayne's time the Christians of Sillana
I?"d witjin the limits of the village. 1 erected, at very considerable expense, a /hool chapel upo?

it, and i:or about two years we were in undisturbed posscssion of it.

. . The Zewinir at length brought
an act.on sgainst me before Mr. Levinge to recover the site, but just as e action came on foF

ttam gave me a site in Acir possession

bearin'y the Zemindar wrote to me, relinquishing any claims he
Ay . -
el ; as‘ razied by the Zemmdarg danager before Mr. Levin

.-

.

might halve to the site, and the ;
ge and yae Assistant Collectofs
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Mr. Ames ;.'ei,g'ui,c'éﬁlH ;.6;ths subsequently or thex%.::ou'ts the Zemindar renewed the suit before
Mr. Silver, the Collector, who called upon me to show ca{se why the church slfould n.ot be pulled
down, it having been erected without the Zemindar'd t'%‘limission. 1 at.zcordm.gly mformefi th;
Collector how I obtained the site and the nature of it, als of t‘ht'z previous suit, and how it ha
terminated, and réquested him to take the evidence of o3 rs. Le\"mge and Amc.:s, tlfese gentle-
men having kindly consented to appear if cited. The C:g,.'l.ector did I?Ot take their ev1dence,. but
served me with an injunetion to pull down the church within a cer?mn number of days, whxch. I
refused to do. The Collector then sent his own Peons who pulled it down, and the Sub:Magls-
trate sold by auction the materials, the desk, é’hur(ﬁh-l.)ooks, and the gong ; and as I declined Fo
receive the proceeds of the sale the money was paid into the Government Treasury. Thfere is
itk i t village now. : |
DClth;’r c};:zc;;i(;rteslcyhzzl )tllll:h:ermination of the suit mentioned in the preceding paragraph the
Zemin;ia,r instituted another against me for the ref:overy of a site in a v'illa.ge named Sammuga-
puram, distant from Sillanattam about four or five mxles: The people o.f this village had fndany yea:s
previously built a madam, and kept it in repair at the.lr own cost ; this m.adam they 1;:4 1(1: (;ive;' e;
me for a school-room, and to recover this site the suit was brought aga-ms.t me. \ e da. ; .
in possession for nearly two years when the suit was commenced, and Guring th.at pen‘o we :
a most flourishing school. BIr. Silver tried the case, anfi although Le left,-me. in possession t o
judgment was practically against me, for he served me with an order, fnrb.ldd:ng me to repa.,zr
the building. 'Time and the monsoons destroyed the school :»om, an.d tue sllteJ.,' came the hZezln;m-
dar's. There has been no school in that village since, and there "snd,ssarc, altllloug there
istian ryots. 4 ) .
- C4}TnsAt thz present moment, in the village of Suppilu.puram', the. o ?s‘a Cl{r1§|,1a1§ c;ngreiattxzn,
who, a fow months ago, attempted to build a school-room on a..mte to which. in ,nthu gn‘l'euﬂ’,:Lti :Z
have a clear right ; but as usual they were opposed, the building prevented, and the con-odre{},1 o
left without a place to worship in, or a school for their children. Irt mfmy, p(.arhaps, b.e szut a b:t
bave, notwithstanding, many school-rooms and churches in t'he Lemmd.a,nes.. .Qufte ru;:&,I but
they have been built in the face of opposition and after expensive and- tedious litigations. 111‘ :
medans and Ilindus have their places of worship in every village without reference 'of any kin
to the Zemindars ; it is the Christian ryot only that is subjected to an annoyance that is unjust and
jnsulting. This paper would be incomplete were I to close it without referring to the cause.of the
treatment which Christians receive with regard to churches and school-rooms. In all the v111.ages
that I have been acquainted with there is extortion, to a greater or less extent, practised.

'Jo Ayen or Circar villages by the Grama Munsiffs, Number Curnums, or Merassidars, and in

Zemindary villages by the Zemindars. By the former class of individuals a.vzl.ﬁ{’\o\r per-centag.e,
g0 to speak, is demanded of the ryots for everything which these individuals may vaye to do in

-~

their official capacity for the ryots. In the case of the latter every horse, elephant, Puiawgusus N

bandy or carriage, which a Zemindar purchases, or every marriage of a son or flaudghter b;l::;illlrf

to him, the cost or expenses are levied upon the ryots, each of whom is obhg?. tot c«:he ioute

at a rate fixed by the Zemindars of so much per chain. .These are -ta,);{es in :ddmont oaccording
land-tax or rent, and are known in thege parts ¢ Yani .Va,f‘l," ¢ Kuthirei vari, tet:,c., ed(:;mnds e
t;) vhe object for which the money is required. Christians generally -resist these s

. . : iect
occasenally indus follow their example ; hence Christians are not pqpula-l‘, and there is anobject \ >

. RN
in apnoyg them. . '

oy . ————
\
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. . e i 11y, da*sd ‘
From I{evcren&g- SARGENT, Missignary, C.3.S., to the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly yed }

N Palamecottah, 4th July 1870. - . . )
Ix reply to you\f\kztter of the 18th June, (in Tefe.rence to the alleged dxﬁitciltytz::— aihing
“40q for Christian scheols and churcbes in this district, I have the honour f:o state .
e 1. IHitherto the dixculty has exsisted only in cases where the people wish to build on gro d
never .before occupied b;t them in any way. As Hindus they would have hardly any difficult; \

for if the land belong to a _wmber of shareholders the parties wishing to build a shed or cheap Y
0 2 ‘ ,
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Vg ' : 2 A The Government resolvé to refer f.¢ the opinion of the Government
. Memb. \They learn from the letteY\ {177 %77 ¥leader the question as to the Jaghiredar’s  power, under his presen‘;'fenure, to
L ember incharge of the Inam - grant a lease binding on his successors. (e '
P have becﬂ‘rnfran N oo ] . - SN -
: R A - : . . (True Extract.) : ™

N

! _ (Signed)  W. HUDLESTON,
: : : Secretary to Government.

e e

>

pay the quit-rent to Government out of the ann?
sum of Rs. 5500 now stipulatod®to be paid to him permanently.. L : _

B 1 ‘ 3 . . t : ° J
ol th:;::d’ therefore, a(e dlspo.sed to adhere to the opinion already 3 | /

No. 57.

. .
RDER THEREON, 3rd March 1871, No. 387.,

TuE question at issue is whether fh;
ITill Jaghire of Peria Kalroyen,  whie

. the
. ‘ has been permanently leased from
Jaghiredar by Government at an annual rent of Rs f 500, the Jaghiredar reserv-
A |

g certain land in three villages free of rent, shall now. in accordance with previous
orders, be enfranchised from liability to l’a se b t!;e Inam Department under | ‘
the rules prescribing payment of g quit-regt foz enfranchisement, which wolfld . : , 0
amount to Rs. 187 in «this casé, or be left in its existing condition. The Jaghire
18 at present held free of any payment to Government Dbut without Sanad.

y o ground that
t was undesir-
h their right

Miscellaneous,

Dl e

troffhz Tnam Commissioner.
i ,, the Board of Revenue.

", the Government Pleader.
"b » - .

2: . The late Collector was opposed to the enfranchisement 01 tl:l
19 quit-rent could be charged under the terins of the lease, and tha 1!
able, under these circumstances, that the Government should relinq%®
of ultimate reversion.
¢ of quit-renty

3. The Board of Revenue advocate the enfranchisement f7¢ hiredar

and the issue of the usual Title-deed, observing that if this is not done the Jag
will have cause to complain of breach of agreement. - :
cessary 83 8
in his petv
ct ofa
Board

4. The Government do not see that the enfranchisement is né

g fulfilment of any preliminary condition to the lease, as the Jaghiredar,

tion that the estate might be leased from him, only adverted to the prosp®

quit-rent being fixed as a reason for his proposal ; but they agree With.t?e df

that no payment of quit-rent can be required from him, as ho conditicned M. & .
holding the lands he reserved to himself rent free. ‘ '

e -
L)

:v-\ nYr 'n > . T . -S case’ Bo
5. The contingency of ultimate reversion to Government 13, 12 thu

excecdingly remote that it may well be left out of consjderation-

e 6. If a Title-deed is granted the J agl‘firedar would thereby acquire a.n mdl;
putable power of alienation, and it may admit of question whether t%ns ng
attaches to his present tenure. The Board of Revenue advert to this conmderatxor;

‘ as affecting the validity of the lease, and adduce it as an argument in fa.vour ot
enfranchisement, but it may be questioned whether subsequent enfranchisemen® -
would. render valid a prior transaction otherwiso invalid. It would probably be N
deemed necessary to obtain a fresh lease, although the terms might remain unaltered: _‘

bm o e emoy

| Exd. F. T Baatleman,
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building for religious purposes would not-care “senerally to ask permission; Jut-make use ab once
of unoccupied ground within the limits ¢ f the® hamlet ; but if the land belong to onlf one or two
owners the ryots generally ask permissica # build, and at the same time they obtain permission
to cut down so many palmyra trees fo- xﬁr‘“\ise of the building. Itisan acknowledged duty on the
+  part of the Ilindu land-owner that hé'is bound to further the wishes of his tenants in reference
to their worship as Iindus. e seldg.1 or never puts himself in opposition to bis tepanta in such
a matter. But when a portion of the people in a village become Christians, and want 8 place of
worship, then it i3 that, as'the land-owner is opposed to their becoming Cariztians, he puts every

obstacle .he can in the way of their having a site on which to build a school-roowm or pru)"er-house
of any kind. :

2. Dut to my knowledze there has hitherto never been any difficulty in building 3 school-

room or place of worship on ground previously occupied by the ryot, but that diffculty has beed

al‘?ays met by the Maistrate pro tempore of the district maintaining the people in their right t0
build on ground already in their occupation. Inthe case, however, of a place called Alangampe"i’
when reference was made by the people to your office, and under your instructions, the Assistan?
Collector was directed to visit the place, and roply to the petition ; the Assistant Collector, withou?
ascertaining the fact that the site iutended for the school-room or prayer-house was their 0!
Ramasawmy Covil, simply heard the Vakeel of the land-owner, and ordered your petitioners to g0
to the Civil Eml_rt. This decision scemed to me a deviation from the mamool of the district, aud
to place the ryot‘i in a less advantageous position than they were before.
3. The cirs utkatanees of this case are as foll ow :—Some six years ago about thirty families,
(Shanars), occuping the extreme corner of the nattam of Alangarapcri, applied to me for'Christian
jnstruction for tiemselves and school for their children, They bhad there two mud-buildings 33
rites of their old lemon-worship, namely, a small one called Ramasawmy Covil, she roof off an
the walls more or less dilapidated, alongside their houses and within their own street ; the-other
a larze building outside the hamlet on a wild open spot. This latter building they imprOVCd and
turned into a temporary place of Christian worelip and a school, and to this place they invited
me. I went there and had service, The people observed to me at the time that they intende
after a while, when they had collected a little money, to build a better place on the side of their
old Ramasawmy Covil within their own street. In the meanwhile they had to build up the walié
of their village well, which they no sooncr did than some parties unknown came by night a7
broke up, and threw back the materials into the well. The people saw they were io bad case and
unable to witbstand the ill-will and power of the land-owner, who is a Tahsildar in the districts
and whe has .resolutcly.refused to allow their building a SChO(;l or prayer-house on this site oranj-
where clse thyip “he village. In an interview which I had with him he refused in the 82 way
‘I.n:ils‘uddir? uall of wind th.e temporary place of worship they had put up outside the village
sty i down ; and now wishing to build on the site of their old Ramasawmy Covil, but afral
that a breach of the peace will take place in case they commenced the building without Mngisterial
juterference, the people appealed to your office, but as I before said they wc:e toid to go to the
Civil Court. '

4. Numecrous instances might be cited in which the rights of ryots have been invariably
maintained to build on ground already occupied by them— A
(\.j' . (1.) In Arikullam, Ottapidaram Txf.luq, the people newly come to Christianity buil® os/land
), which they had used as a place for throwing the ashes from their houses, the village m,'moriti(-’s
'\"F . pulled down the place, but on appeal Mr. Silver, the Collector, ordered the Tahsildra o see that

Té% “Yhe place was re-built. This was in January 1861, . ; )
Lgem b (2) In Sippiparei the people built ou similar ground, the Mirassidar pul, ~i down the place
and on a complaint being made the Mirassidar was severely punished. This ;:in 1832.
r@3) To mention only a few other instances. In Paniyadipatti of he Sankaranainafco"il
TAuq in 1853, also in Pichatalavanpatti in 1854, In Nachiapuram g;rlgu_ 1o Nanarkadu,
Stvalaperi, and Marudacolam, when troubles arose on the rycts buildi /> CLristian places of wor-
_# sbip, the Magistrates invafi‘a.bly upheld the claim of the ryots to build,é:houls or places of worship

|

Y
[
\,

FEN

)

— ey st

——

—~ £ - -

ard Marlh 1871

et

for their own use on sit<s witich they had already occu ied as ground for manure or for smcking
straw or any other purpose whatever. . ‘
5. The only difference betwcen the present case anu the others above cited scems to be this,

the breach of the peace actually occurred in those cases anu “tn Magistrate interfered ; here the . R

people applied to prevent the breach of the peace. I regret t/ add that only yesterday I learn

that the people in Alangaraperi baving fallen out among the’f?selves, some of them have gone;‘_
back to their old worship, and have taken possession of the old Ramasawmy Covil (the disputed

fite), and restored it for their own use. It is not difficult to gurmise how far the land-owner has
A ) .

contributed towards this step. .
6. In Tuvareikolam, Nanguneri Taluq, we are also in diffculty. About 400 people, men,

women, and children, applied to me in Febeuary for Christian instruction, but their old Covil is
some distance outside the village, and at present all that can be done is to teach the children and
ouse, as the owner of the land will not consent to their building anywhere

people in a private h .
When I went there I had to conduct the service in the open strect.

within the village.

From Reverend R. CALDW ELL, to the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly, dated Edyengoody, 7th
: July 1870.

I mave the honour to acknowledge your letter, No. 66, of 18th ultimo, in beha)f-of the
Collector of Tinnevelly, inquiring whether I have had any difficulties in obtaining sites” for schools
etc., and in reply, Lbeg to submit to you a list of the places in the district ?f comi‘;y in which
wy work is carried on where difficulties have been met with, TR

9. It will be observed that in every instance the difficulty has arisen from thy supposition
on the part of Puttahdars that their right to dispose of the nattams or village sites, though not

. jncluded in their puttahs, is as absolute as their right over their puttah lands .., : -

3. 1 may obscrve that, though this supposition is probably erroneous, the propriety of it
has never been tested on my part, or on the part of house-holders who wero not Puattahdars, by
any application to the Revenue authorities for permission to make use of a vacant portion of the
upcultivated, untaxed nattam, for the erection of a school or any other ugeful public purpose.

4. 1 beg to explain that in every instance payment for permission to build on the village site
would willingly have been made, and was offcred- :

| 5. 1 have also to explain that the rcason why a site was generally asked for in some portion
of the nattam was, that there was always abundance of unoccupied land therein, and that whatcver
difficulty might stand in the way of my getting a site in the nattam, the difficulty of obtaining &
a site in cultivated or cultivable puttah lands would naturally have been much greater.

6. My reason for.including in the list some instances that occurred many years'& ™ is to show
that the difficulty in obtaining sites for schools or churches is not a mew one, and that™= some '
instances the same individuals have continued to refuse sites for schools, ete., for as long a perivd -
as twenty-five years. B o

7. When I mention in many cases that the consent of the Puttahdars was refused, that the
gchool or church was erected notwithstanding their refusal, and without their cousent, and yet that
po legal objection was offered, 1 have to explain that in many cases the Puttahdars refused their’
consent through fear of the obloquy of their neighbours rather than from reluctance on their own ;
part, or because they considered it a point of honour, especially of Mahomedans, not to give théir

assent to the crection of any building intended to be used for Christian purposes, whilst at the
same time they J~wed it to be koown that if the European Missionary would take upon himself
the responsibility of =recting the building without asking for their consent, they would mot insti-
tote any legul procee\\“in\gs against him for doing so, and would be quite willing to accept the

v

accomplished fact. - "7y ' ‘ ‘
8. Tn those cases in which it was known that this was not the feeling of the Puttahdars, no

attempt was made to crect any building without their consent, and in such cascs the obstacle to my ‘\\
obtaining sitcs holds in force to the prescnt day.
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Placed in the Rathapuram Division of the Nanguneri Talug 14 whick dificulties have been
met with in obé.ainéﬁg sites for schools and churches. ‘

1. Koliangulum ; available space/in village nattam ; site refused by Puttahdars, including

Village Munsif ; church erected futf years age Ly occupiers of land and house-holders, without

" consent of Puttahdars ; no legal objection made.

" Zdauiar for the last three years ; Christians assemble for worship in or near various houses.

2. Maradappappuram ; avaijable space in village nattam ; site refused by Puttahdars, includ-
ing Village Munsif and Mirassidars; church-school erected five years ago by house-holders,
without consent of Puttahdars ; nolegal objection made.

3. Laundriyalingapuram, a hamlet in the Inam estate belonging to the Aramo ' ¢
site in nattam refused by head of nattam ; church-school erected four years ago by occupiers °
land and house-holders, without Inamdar’s consent ; no legal objection offered. .

4. Lamugarungapuram ; site requested for Anglo-Vernacular school in the nattam of *hn;
large village ; refused by the principal Puttahdar, who was also Village Munsif, After severd
years delay a piece of puttah land was obtained for a site on which a good school-house a3 erect;
ten years ago. This site being at some distance from the village, and near a burping ground, to?
school failed, and eventually the building was removed.

5. Rathapuram, head-quarters of the southern division of the Nanguneri Tal

ly matham i

uq ; site desired

 in village nattam for the erection of a large Anglo-Vernacular school ; plenty of space available,

site refused by Puttahdars. After keeping up the school for seven years in a ghed a suitable piece
of land was ;f: length obtained three years ago by private purchase. -

6. Ranmatbaguram, a hamlet belonging to the village of Orumangulam ; site desire .
pattam of hamlet by the whole of the house-holders resident in the hamlet ; refused by non'reSlden
Puttahdars, ﬁspecially by Koonje Mareikhan, a Mahomedan merchant near Kulasegarapata®s
half owner of the village ; building of church commenced eight years ago with the consent of s0m®
of the Puttahdars, but without that of the Mahomedan proprietor ; legal objection made bei;:)r;
Sub-Magistrate of Rathapuram, by whosé order the building was stopped. After t%0 years al
passed the building of the church was again commenced without consent. This time B9 lega
objection was made, and the building was finished.

7. Ajyungkulam, hamlet in village of Muthumcottamoly ; site in nattam refused by .Mal.w‘
medan Puttahdars; church-school erected 24 years ago without their cousent ; no legal objectioR
made.

8. Sothikaivilay, hamlet in village of Muthumottamoly; site in nattam refused by Maho&
medan Puttahdars ; church-school erected 20 years ago without their consent ; building P ulle
down by Puttahdars ; afterwards a compromise was made, and building erected with
permission.cz’another site.

&L/’l’slampuram, Inam village belonging to Tinnevelly mosque ; site in nattam refused by

d in

. ) U e
10. Alangkulam, a hamlet in the village of Kumbikulam ; congregation in existence for th

last eight years; site in nattam of hamlet steadily refused by non-resident Puttahdars, the chl.e f
of whom was till lately a Manager of the Rathapuram temple ; congregation assembles for worshiP
in the open air ; have often officiated there myself under the shade of tree ; mot the slightest
prospect of permission to erect any building being obtained.

11. Pullavilei, a hamlet in the village of Dhanakarakalum ; site in nattam of hamlet refused
by the two non-resident Puttahdars, Usakhan Saib, a Patan Mahomedan, and Su aranarayand
Reddy, Village Munsif; congregation has been in existence for the past six ye=i's ; have used UP
every means to obtain a site up to this time, but in vain. / ¢

12. Pittamangalam, a hamlet in the Ekabhoga village of Irrukento#ei ; site in nattast ©

.‘ hamlet refused for tho last two years by the sole Puttahdar, Palvanuh Natta Moodelliar ; B9

prospect of obtaining permission. . B

13. Ramengoody,ahamlet in the Ekabhoga village of Pullimangkulam, sole Puttabdar, ('33“
Myadeen Saib, a Patan Mahomedan ; site refused for three years (25 years ago) by the Saib.
house in the hamlet was purchased from a tenant and converted into a school. This was pule

ad
)

der

Puttahdars’

et S e e

Y . [

Proceedings of the Maras Goverihment, Revenue Department,
‘.’\ 1{511'07&1871.

~down, but when a representation was aboutio be madedo the authorities it was allowed to be
re-built on a larger scale. . .

14. Pullimangkulamchery, a large Par%\r hamlet ‘belonging to the aforesaid village and
land-holder ; site for school-church in nattam or il repeatedly refused by land-holder at intervals
for the last 20 years. A small congregation has 1::3\.' existence for the past year ; site again
peremptorily refused ; persons who join the congre%zgtli.gn epwived of work.

15. Soodoowerudavily, a hamlet belonging to the“Same village and land-holder ; site for

-~ school-church in nattam refused ; no prospect of permission being obtaied.
L ]

Tae Government having noticed that there is often great difficulty in obtain-
ing sites for Christian schools and churches in the Tinnevelly District, request_ed
the Board to consider whether a legislative enactment was necessary to remove
this dificulty in other districts as well as Tinnevelly. .

9. The Collector of Tinnevelly reports that in Zemindari, Kattuguttagel,
Inam, and Pungavali villages, the right to dispose of the village site is claimed by
the owner of the estate or the sharers of the village, as the case may be, and that

they often refuse to give a portion of it to Christian congregations, though they

never do so when it is similarly required by Hindus, Mahomedans, or even demon-
worshippers. It follows, therefore, that when a native is converted to Christianity,
he is debarretl from a privilege which is conceded to every other member of the
village community. _

3. If the custom of the country gives the residents of a village a claim to
unoccupied parts of the site when they are really required either for habitation, for
worship, or for burial, it would seem to be only just to protect Christian converts
from losing this claim. On the other hand, if the sites really belong to the sharers
of a Pungavali village, or the owners of a Zemindari, Inam, or Kattuguttagei
village, and if their right of property is not limited by the wants of the village
community, the expediency and justice of a legislative enactment, forcing them to
give sites for Christian churches, etc., would be doubtful.

4. The Collector of Tinnevelly will be good enough to inquire and report
what are the rights exercised by Zemindars over the village site in Pungavali
yillages situated within the limits of their estate. ~ This may throw-cons:derable
light on the general question,

5. The Collectors of all other districts will report whether the difficulty |

noticed by Government exists in their districts, and whether they consider it should
be removed by law.
6. From the enclosures to Mr. Puckle’s letter, it appears that the difficulty
occurs in three ways— .
(1.) The Mirassidar sharers or the owners of villages refuse to give unoc-
cupied pieces of the village-site for Christian churches, etc.
(2). TLey oppose the building of such churches, etc., on portions of the
village-site already occupied by Christians. '
(3). They oppose the building of such churches, etc., on land outside the
village-site held by Christians. _
7. The powers of a Magistrate would seem to be sufficient to meet the second
and third difficulties, supposing the occupants of land in these proprietary villages
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have tht same rwhts over the soil as Goverm’nent ryots, but the Collector of Tinnef
velly will report whether this is 5o or not. /

i
. J,,w.:
No. 54. Oan TT'm {ox,'3rd March 1871, No. 386.
‘ Miscell =1 Tre Government await the further
. e aneo \ information called for by the Board.

' ' (True Extract.) o
- (Signed) ~ W. HUDLESTOY,

Secrctary to Govcrnmmf
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