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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
13th March 1873.

the Yeomiah should pass to the appointed disciple of the last holder or to his legal
heir. In regard to an Inam village held by the same family for the support of
another Mosque he says it has been decided that the village passes to the appointed
disciple. He also observes that as the Yeomiah and Inam have been held by
the same family since the Fysal it is reasonable to hold that both should pass to
the appointed disciple. He admits, however, that the point has not been decided.
In his last* letter he states that the
Yeomiah has always been held by the
Kilamattur priest for the time being. This assertion does not appear to be well
founded. The records of this office show that the Yeomiah and Inam were origin-
ally granted to two persons apparently not related to each other, but co-tem-
poraries. 3

5. The history of the Yeomiah is as follows:—It was originally granted
TElngécés.ure to Collector’s letter, dated 5th April :z izr::ﬁ’(i}:dsi}riaf][l% S(EO' lez X\l;oyzla)fiaggg

his son, Ittikad Shah, claimed the grant
and based his claim on the fact that he was the son of the original grantee. Ittikad

Shah died in 1825. In reporting} the
¥ 's letter, dated 8th September 1825, 4 P g2
e S L PR lapse the Collector remarked that the

¢« deceased was a Fakeer or priest and his son Istiyak Shah (No. 3) having
succeeddd to the same office, it devolves on him to perform the ceremonies of the

mo;':ix:..'..”

* 20th December 1872,

The continuance§ of the allowance

§ Board to Collector, 29th September 1825, ¢ 1, was accordingly sanctioned.

The formal sanction of Government for the continuance of the granti to
Istiyak Shah was accorded in Extract Minutes of Consultation, dated 23rd March
1847, paragraph 12, referring to retrenchments made by the Civil Auditor.

Up to this point the succession was from father to son. Istiyak died in
1854, and though he left seven sons, the eldest of whom was twenty-five years old,
Bt the Collector recommended| the conti-
| Tabular report, dated 5th April 1856
Shah (No. 4), aged 41 (cousin of Ittikad Shah), on the ground that he was the
head of the family. Government regard-
ing the title as imperfect sanctionedq|
the continuance of the grant to Mookaid Shah as head of the family for life only.
Dissatisfied with this decision Mookaid Shah for some years refused to draw the
allowance. He insisted that the grant was of a permanent and hereditary character,
and having finally produced satisfactory evidence as to the validity of the claim
the grant was declared hereditary—G. O. 18th September 1866, No. 2,506. Moo-
kaid Shah held the allowance until his death on the 11th August 1871,

6. As regards the Inam** village of Kilamattur referred to by the
Collector as being held by the same
family, it appears that it was originally
granted previous to A. D. 1780 to Mustak Shah for the support of himself, his
disciples, and a mosque near Madura. Mustak Shah, the original grantee, was
succeeded by his disciple Istiyak Shah. The latter was succeeded by his disciple

¢ G.0., 13th October 1856, No. 1,083.

** Tabular report, dated 29th March 1855.

nuance of the allowance to Mookaid

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
13th March 1873.

Ittikad Shah (No. 2) who died in 1824. On the death of Ittikad Shah the Collec-
tor without sanction continued the Inam to his son Istiyak Shah (No. 3) who was
not a dis't;iple, but the order provided that the Inam should be held by Istiyak
Shah until Mookaid Shah (No. 4), cousin and disciple of the deceased, attained his
majority, after which it was to be held by both jointly. This arrangement was
: followed until the death of Istiyak Shah
* G. 0., 3rd May 1855, recorded in Tabular ;. 3954 when under the sanction* of
Roport, 29th March 1856. ’ ) :

Government, Mookaid Shah became the

sole registered holder of the Inam as the disciple of his cousin Ittikad Shah.
7. With his letter, dated 30th May 1872, the Collector submits two docu-
ments, viz., & Judgment of th_e High Court and translation of an Arzi dated 9th
November 1854 addressed to the Collector by Istiyak Shah shortly before his

death.
8. From the Court’s decision it appears that the Inam village passes to the

appointed disciple of the last holder. On this point however there is now no
dispute. :

9. From the second document it appears that Istiyak Shah expecting to
die transferred both Inam and Yeomiah to Mookaid Shah. The reason for the
transfer of the Inam is clearly recited in the Arzi, viz., that Mookaid Shah was the
appointed disciple of Ittikad Shah, No reason is assigned for the transfer of the
Yoomiah, The required explanation however is obtained from the tabular report
oo tha denth of Istiysk-Skah ~nd tho orders theseun, from which it seel... clear
that Mookaid Shah succeeded to the Yeomiah as Zead of the family which is pre-.
cisely what Vizier Sahib and his brotherg asserted in proof of the hereditary
character of the grant and in support of their claim to it.

10. The facts of the case are briefly these:—The Yeomiah and Inam were
about the same time originally granted independantly to two persons apparently
not related for the support of two institutions unconneeted with each other.
Neither Mustak Shah, the original grantee.of the .Inam, nor his successor and
disciple Istiyak Shah ever held the Yeomiah. Ittikad .Shah, the disciple and
successor of the latter, and the first holder of both Yeomiah and Inam, evidently
claimed and obtained the Yeomiah solely on the grour.ld that he was the son of
the original grantee Jamayed Shah: On the deat.h of' Ittikad .Shah in 1825, his son,
Istiyak Shah, who was not his disciple, held l.lntll his death in 1854 both Inam and
Yeomiah, and though it was expressly mentioned that he held the Inam in trust
for.Mookaid.Shah, his father’s cousin and appointed disciple, no such qualification
was mentioned in regard to the Yeomiah. In 1854 Mookaid Shah succesded to the
Inam as the appointed disciple of Ittikad Shah but the Yeomiah was continued to
him as head of the family. His claim to this position was apparently based on his
being the eldest male member of the family at the time. The origin of the con-
nection between the Yeomiah and Inam was the accidental circumstance that both
happened to vest in the same person, Ittilm(% Shah, the former under the ordinary
law of inheritance the latter in an exceptional manner by appointment. The
two grants were thus held under distinct titles.

11. It seems to the Board that the obvious inference to be drawn from the
foregoing is that though the Inam passes from Master to disciple, success
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