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P?oceedmgs of the Madma Government, Reveiue Departmenz'
31st Ma i 1375

No. 358, | Read tha followmg Proceedings of the Board of Revemw, dated 11th
May 1875 No. 1,232, Forest No. 81 :—

Read the following letter from W. H. COMYN, Esq., Acting Collector of Tinnevelly,
to H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
99nd April 1875, No. 198.

i HAVE the honor to submit the following report on the i mqumes made regarding

4

Board's Proceedings, Mis. No. 142-3,442. Malstbar drectet fn pmgmph 3 of Gor.
ernment Order, No. 577 dated Sth May 1874,

2.  The papers in- the Huzur records and those obtained from the talug gwe
~ the following account of the Kattalai Malai.

'/ 8. The ayacut account, dated Tth September 1803 descnbes the 11111 as B

under\-—-
Tﬁe area is 9511 chains* ; the boundaries ave—north, the Koreyar ; east, the Tam-

brapurni ; south, Tulukamottai ; and west,
~3, 1:33& asres and 46 cents.equal o 5144 square oy Oais gnd the tnam is ualled Vila.

pujai Kattalm Maniem.

4, A memorandum (yadast) in the Mahratta language, dated 16th December

1818 and bearmg the mgnature of one Mahal Syed Miran, the then Tahsﬂdar of Brem-‘
' fram) afeundonreoard.. o

| ia80 senson 46 dowbt the genuinonoss of this Teoum

gwe a short accoupt of the past hmtory of the hill i in the followmg terms ;:—

« Ambasarudram Talug, Tinnevelly District, 16th December Fasli 1928 (A D 1838y L

% The Inam of Vilapujai Kattalai Malai of Papavinasaswami Pagoda in Vikrama Smga-

‘pumm not included in the Jamabandi from Andu 941 (A.D. 1766) to 975 (A.D. 1800),

~ but was separately managed by Valangapuli Periasami Tevan, Zemindar of Ghokampattx, who

died on the 25th Arpasi 945 (A.D.1770); subsequently his son Valangapuli Valaya Tevan

enjoyed it. In Andu 976 (A.D. 1801), Tiruvengadam Pillai leased it out to Iayaperumal

- Pillai for 105 Pons; out of this, 35 Pons were deducted as being the proportionate share of the
: j vent of the southern hills, and the remainder was creditéd to the Sirkar. On the assumption of

' the district by the Company in Andu 977 (A.D. 1802), 35 Pons were entered as mam, being the
rental of the southern side hills according to previous years' accounts. Valangapuli Valayn
Tevan died on the 14th Adi of Andu 984 (A.D. 1809.) According to the Jamabandi of the inam

.' hills, 85 Pons stand entered as inam in%the account agninst the name of Veindra Muttu lelal,

‘the agent of Valnngnpnh Periasami Tevan, the g‘mndson of the original granter and the present
older. '
&h “ Kar, 17} Pons; Pethanam, 17# Pons. :
% No documents in support of this are forthoouﬁng ‘The extent 50 deduocted was nhown o
 inam from the days of ancient rajahs and of the Company’s zuft (i.e., government) down to the
/ present day.”
5. The inam of Kattalai Malai is described in Case No. 1 ,244 of the reglster of
inams prepared by Mr. Cotton. in the year 1819, and the entries in the register
regarding this inam appear to have ‘been based on the Mahratta memorandum abOVe
referred to, which was probably drawn up for the purpose. ‘-
8. In column2 of the register, Vilapujai Kattalai for Papavinasaswami Pagoda

is said to have been instituted by Valangapuli Periasami Tevan (former Zemindar of
(hokampatti), and the charity managed bv Vemdra Muttu Pillai, agent of the Zemindar,

the tmtle of Government to the Kattalai -

' ""\trwﬁax"yu’rpoﬁa i S
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7. The next set of papers which throw light on the subject are copies of
Sub-Collector’s takids, Nos. 574 and 50, dated 4th December 1833 and 29th January
1834, respectively, to the Bremmadesam (now Ambasamudram) Tahsildar. From these
takids, it appears that some seven chains of punjah land, which had been brought
under cultivation in 1833, were fully charged, and the assessmbnt brought to Govern-
ment account. TheZemindar claimed this area as forming part of the Kattalai Inam
land. This claim was inquired into, and the Sub-Collector finally relinquished the land
to the Zemindar as being situated within the limits of the Inam. h

8. In 1834 the Zemindar applied to the Sub-Collector for permission to con-
vert certain dry lands into wet with the
. aid of Koreyar stream water. The Tah-
sildar was .directed to report whether the proposed conversion would in any way
affect the supply of other irrigation works. This the Tahsildar reported in the
negative in his arzi No. 1 of 1835, but it does not appear that permission to convert
the dry land into wet was granted. ey : »
9. The next paper is a copy of takid No. 653, dated 9th December 1835, from
the Sub-Collector to the Bremmadesam Tahsildar. In this it appears that the renter
of Vikramasingapuram hill forests complained that the Chokampatti Zemindar’s
people were giving him tropble by carrying away the produce of the hills ‘included
in his lease under the pretext that the produce belonged to the Kattalai Malai Inam
land, and offered an increase ofjrent for the produce of the Katﬁ'zi‘ai Malai also if the

Sub-Collector’s Orders Nos. 308 and 490 of 1834..

was an inam te the Papavinasam Pagoda, and was under the management of Veindra
Muttu Pillai, the Zemindar’s agent, no application for its lease would be admitted.

10. In 1834 a circular order, dated 4th November 1834, wasissued by the Sub-
Collector to the Tahsildars inhis division, directing them to see that the inams in
charge of Kattalaidars for the maintenance of charities are not misappropriated by
them, and that the services are kept up, and calling on them to report any case of
misappropriation with a view to the inams being attached and arrangements being
made for the due performance of the services.

11, The Vilapujai Kattalai services, for which the Kattalai Malai was endowed,
appear to have been ill-performed, or the proceeds of the inam to have been misap-
propriated, for the inam was attached in 1836 and kept under Government manage-
I ment, By order No. 348 of 1836 the Tahsildar was directed by the Sub-Collector to
E put up the lease of the hill to auction and fix the upset price after ascertaining from
the Zemindar’s agent, who managed the hil up to the previous Fasli, the amount of

" umie were made over to hum.e The Sub-Collector ordered that as the Kattalal Malai

ol proceeds derived from the tmamr. — Aguiu, fuTukid 410 vf 1856 the lease was confirmed

i in the name of the purchaser, a putta was given him, and the Tahsildar was directed
4 to collect the amount of the lease, and see that the amount was devoted to the perform-
L ance of the Kattalai.
. ! 12. From the above papers, it is abundantly clear that the Kattalai Malai was
' set apart in favor of Papavinasaswami Pagoda prior to the assumption of this district
- % by Government; that it was so set apart by one of the former Zemindars of Chokam-
patti ; that the Kattalai Malai was recorded as an inam in the first register prepared
. by Mr. Cotton in 1819 ; and that uninterrupted possession was held by the Zemindar
or his agent till Fasli 1245 (A.D. 1835-3), ° '

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
: 31st May 1875.

13. From Fasli 1246 (A.D. 1836-37)to 1255 (A.D. 1845-46) the Kattalai Malai
: A was under Government management and
Sub-Collector’s orders Nos. 371, 391, an i 3

o 1836 : 408, 429, and 475 of 1837 ; 266 and leased out from year to year, and even-
902 of 1838 257 and 316 of 1839 ; 387 tually in 1846 the inam was restored o

£ 1840 : 587 of 1841 842 and 882 of 1842; Karynglaya V FA |
975 of 1843 ; 395, 450, and 466 of 1844 ; and Karunglaya Valangapuli Tevan, the son of
the former Zemindar, ¢n his applieation to |

323 and 871 of 1845.
the Collector and promise that the services .

' would be duly performed as shown by the Collector’s Takids, No. 83, 29th May 1845,

and No. 106, 29th September 1845.
14. From the copies of the orders above referred to, which are on record, it is

clear that the hill was not, as assumed by the Board in ‘paragraph 8 of their Proceed-
18th April 1874, No. 918, attached in 1840 as. forming: part of the Chokam-

ings, .
i, but on account of the non-performance of the services for which the

patti Zemindar
endowment was made.

15. The inam in question having been subsequently restored was treated by the
[nam Commissioner as a “Devadayam ” endowment, and confirmed by title-deed in
the name of the trustee for the time being. The present trustee is the dispossessed
Zemindar of Chokampatti, who has never pretended to set up any other title to the
hill than that conveyed in the trust. TR

‘16. With regard to the doubts entertained by the Board in paragraph 7 of the
above Proceedings as to the exaet position of the Kattalai Malai, 1 have the honor to
refef jou to pmng‘mphs 14 and 15 of Mr. Happﬁwwgsport on the subject, of whiela
copy is herewith, submitted. His report, based on personal inspectioli and’ local
inquiry, conelusively shows that the hill now called Kattalai Malai is no other than
that described in the ayacut and entered in Mr. Cotton’s register, |

17. 'This being the case, and having regard to the listory of the Kattalai Malai
ag reviewed above, it is quite clear that the Government have no title whate¥er to it,
and the Zemindar, as trustee, having refused to accept, on any terms, the assignment of
land revenue proposed by Mr. Puckle in lieu of the Kattalai Malai Forest, Govern-
ment interference with the inam is, of course, out of the question except in the case
of misappropriation of the endowments, The self-interest of the Zemindar will proba-
bly be sufficiently strong to prevent the denudation of the Kattalai Malai, and all w¢
have to do is to see that the neighbouring Government forests are mot damaged or
eneroached upon. » ‘

18. The submission of this report has been necessarily tardy owing: to the time
taken up in searching for records, extendiniover a period of many years, which
might throw light on the subject, - ,

Mg

Excrosvre No. 1.

Feom W. A HAPPELL, Bsq,, Acting Sub-Collector, fo W. H. COMYN, Esq., Acting Collector

of Tinnevelly, dated Shermadevi, 19th December 1874, No. 106.

I HAVE/ th»g honOl‘ to mply to y(ml' 1etter, NO. 566, dated llth July 1874, !'e(luesﬁug me
to furnish the report called for in Government Proceedings, dated 13th November 1873, No. 1,262,
9. The taluq records have been carefully scarched, but without anything throwin g ’li gh;

on the origin of the title under which the Kattalai Malai is clainicd by the -Papanasam Pagada

being found.
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3. From Tahsildar’s arzi No. 700 of 1833, it appears that the renter of Vikramasingapuram

hill forests complained that the Chokampatti Zemindar's people had carried away his produce,
and asserted that the wax and other produce of the Kattalai Malai belonged to him, because it
had not been specially excluded from the forests rented to him. His claim was disallowed on the
ground that the hill in question was showa by the hocounts to belong to the Pagod& Kattalai.

4. From this arz, it is clear that the Zemindar of Chokampatti was in possession of the
Kattalai Malai in 1835, and that he was also in possession in the two previous years is proved
by orders Nos. 574 of 1833 and 50 of 1834, for he then claimed and obtained,as part of the
Kattalai Malai, seven chains of punjah land, which had been assessed as Government property, and
by orders Nos. 308 and 490 of 1834, which show that he applied for, but was refused, permission to
sppropriate some punjah land, converted into nunjah, to the feeding of Brahmins in the choultry,

and that the Tahsildar was directed to take o document from the Zemindar, binding him to spe i
the proceeds on the Kattalai service.

: 5. In order No. 653 of 1835 the renter and the Kattalaidars ave declared to be in possession
of the produce of the Government hills and of the Kattalai Malai respectively, The ocorre-
spondence already quoted shows that the term Kattalaidars must have been applied to the iyhon:
dar of Chokampatti and his agents.

6. From orders Nos. 348 and 371 of 1836

: , it appears (hat the rent of the Kattalai Malai for
Fasli 1246 was put up to public ‘

T auctio® by the Tahsildar, and bought by one Sodalaimutu
Servaikaran for Rupees 165. In Order No, 416 of 1836 the Tahsildar is directed to put the

renter in possession of the produce, as the Kattalaidar used to be, to conductsthe service accor ing
to custom, ard to place the surplus in deposit.

{ The correspondence quoted in the margin shows that the Kattalai Malai continued ‘.0
& ; be rented ont year by year, yntil 1846, when it
was made over to the Zemindar of Chokam-
patti as Kattalaidar. .

8. Order No. 208 of 1844 forwards &
petition from the Chokampatti Zemindn;. m;:(l)

Re Kattalai ‘ direcis the Tahsildar to inquire and report ¥

fm i service. In reply (Arzi No. 306 of 1844), the Tahsildar repo’rts that :};a
Sirkar, and t;:eo .:nvt-‘ of 1236 and previous Faslis show that the income was mnvd by ha;
Bl i e 5 h.,pﬁ,,eem.b’ one Veindra Muttu Pillai, and that, after the pagoda
rorf ' Lak,h‘ mana the inoome was still collected by the Sirkar, but the service ‘."ﬂﬂ
performed hy La Pillai, the Curnam of the Katfalai. T have no means of verifying

Order No, 416 (15367 :
ebo. ,, 429 (lw{ -
Do. ,, 266 and 293 (1838),
Do. ., 257 (1839),
- w 460 (1841).
Do. ,' 5
{20 tho Tubaidar"ar Ausbamomadram),

R T A

ey

s '16. Imada no a.tﬁainpt o measure the hill ; but, judging

" a-half at Papavin e e vinos Jgé and inereasing income could not be derived from it.
L 2 otherwise

probably reconds that would throw some light on the subject. The Katta}&i Malai was restored
to the Zemindar's representative in 1846, but the estate was not restored till 1859. &

11. No one in Papanasam profeg*gito know precisely when or by’ whom the original
grant was E:i‘:-regiml‘ prepared in 1802 the area and boundaries are given, and the inam is
caﬂec:i"ﬂapui&i Kattalai Maniem. The area is 951} chains. The boundaries are—north, the

$ i W6 Tambrapurni, south Tulukamottai ; and west, Kosu Golai, '
Koreyar; In former correspondence on the subject the claim is sometimes alluded to as vague

e ! or undefined, and in a recent letter to Govern-
Proceedings of Government, ment the Inspe;zt:); of, Forests says, * the

: AT ite limits since I was in charge of the range.”

Kattalai )@1& clalmlii;s eﬁ::ie&;t:hlﬂt\i identified the boundaries, and made a local inquiry.

- 14 I have bl::: ab{e to learn, the claim has always been the same, and no boundaries
So faras I ha\'; oot Ehoe S given‘ in. A register. Tambrapurni and Koreyar are consid-
could be.mom Tho Kosu Odai is & well-defined hill-torrent. Tx?lukamott&i is said to have
erable nverl- = oname of the whole hill. The Kattalai Malai is the portion of the northern
been originally bo:ween the Kosu Odai and Tambrapurni. The xidge is the southern limit.
glope enclosed ¥ed boundary lings laid out along the ridge, there will, no doubt, be occasional
Until & well-t!:"l",n the Government hill in that direction, but these are of slight importance, as
e tho sopes that valusble focst is to be fous: et A
it is only on cords already quoted show that the Botmd were mistaken in saying that  the

o leml:d could not, by any stretch of imagination, be calted hill punjah.” lfuniah.c;:ops
tract mow ¢ froquently cultiv ated on it, and a portion wu\u@mn.lly converted into nunjah.
ized the prosent after the denudation of & former Hatfalai Malai, the seizuro

dated 30th Oct. 1874, No. 328,

A B e e

is v ide of the mark.

think asurement 1s very wide of the ‘

= :ya:‘:tm:nd one or two in breadth from north to south. . _ :

from east ';h de’nudatiﬂn of a hill of this size could have no appreciable effect on the water-
17' 8 RN

. ortions have been cleared, but, taken as a whole, the

'supply of the Tal.“bmtﬁ:;m ozaity;eizgroeuﬁn Governraent hills, It is greatly for the interest
forest seems heavier hat it should be conserved, and so continue to be a permanent source of
1’101(16! t t,: it ashis private property, and is believed to secure a considerable

\ y- He hsaabove the requirements of the pagoda service. He lived for a yearand-
income from it ov:;:,‘wuecting the ducs himself. Some judgment must have been shown in
4 It is

The hill is about three miles in length

merely by the eye, 1do n.(;t .

&

N e T TR
o o et e

- ite mansgement ; destroyed, and not guasi-private property like this,
common property m;&f::r i thynt the holder or renter, in collusion with subordinate forest

18 Thﬂd“’;lmder or damage the neighbouring Government forests. If ordinary care is
officials, should P that this need be the case to any great extent. There is only one path by '

this report, apd there isn 7 e 3 . i
Sl terfered in
management of the Kattalai prior to 1835, records to show that Government interie

in F:hgﬁto owing deseription of this inam is takedl from the Hinduvi accounts preparcd
~—*Devadayam, Papavinasasswami Covil Vilapuja Kattalai Malai Inam, with 2

: 1
T R L

taken, 1 do not see down to the plains. 'The felling can, therefore, be easily watched, %
aymout assessment of $5 Pons end 72 F S of hich the wood can be brought down p : - e S
g ; is i : : i 1ly be able to protect himself. S
the Zemindar of Chokampatti, Thi z‘“‘;‘":l‘o;‘*“l 9 ¥rmoos. 103 - Fhle dnem 35 ’"&m "3 the repter of jungle produce Wil PR AN N R
performs the service by his agent Ambalava fOf u" P K&mndaynvulanqlp d other 19. Mr Puckle estimated ragr mfc:::: loads allowed to be cut-and tl,m i 3
sordtnoniss 64 with it aee \na an of Yikmmmpnm l’ulf "’.w 7o caloalating it: be takes the maximum number 0 -t; gt od & m;_m? & b
pickles. There are no docume “mthja!mdﬂ daily, and four Brahmins are fed with n ro.t: of seigmiorage: The latter is collected 013131‘ on ; 51 ' nds ;er w: ) olr s:ry udn,. o
n effect.” Rupees & cart-load, and the actual number of cart-loads removed, i
10. Ido it express] : i o " oo charged onl four or five Rup : : : _ 5
ment of the mnnt::lixint;e Kmfml'm'“d‘m the taluq records that the resumption b{, Gz‘;r; ::mident ag it m{mt be, on the state of the lta:k:’ P{ﬂbaiym 8]?1;11::: ;:“d":m; flh" b?‘imh tﬁm *
soant - ¥ . ) : . ; inqu 4 oubt w 3 )
The two acts were perhaps MnﬁemPOruneou:n;u: :;:mefqu:nw < the't: "f°‘t";-“’ o vte; by the ' perP:utte& Aocurate figurce &9 un:;izm:ndabl';t’ w‘:s n?):! 3: ‘inadequacy of the ;ﬁer; bu: . I:i: :L ;
l:emd&peu baio}r)u;c: The Zemindari was mdmﬂd.iu F:uwpel.{ io:t“t:: :(o.;o;lxy l?:l..i was not quite 2,009 R‘:}fw: &m m;e;ethe . Bl ke AE Pty yery liberal offer. - As _ ;4
ot by Government till Fasli 1 . : ; eil- fear of losing the WEET s t d more than he pleases on th od . 3
 lance at Gooty for robbing tha”Tenkwnw" ';‘r:l: Ze;l;c:n Wnslx;emovedt;nd ::5: n:;l:: ::; in i . longashis mml mprmm ::::;::e :;a:‘;f lnu(:n :I:;‘prl:r:ta ptopertypi‘fx theolx:mnf, I::El }: R 198
‘ ?;isati‘h‘:mm ot the manager's improvement, and ?Wt in o:g;quono:n :I)ihe :;erfeitx’xre of his estal® “gorvice. There 1‘; edm;y the Temple Committeo to lay out the whole sum received from Govern- - i
e e management of the Kattalai was undertuk there are wight be eom A - £ AT : ' ‘ =
i = en by Government. In your office thex :

£l
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indmg: qf the Hadm @tmmmmt Revenue Departmnt.

=2 e ¢ S Hay 1875. 5
i e ; ! 7‘ - t

| montontlupa-fmuol the Kattalai service. He is not the tmsteoofthowohbﬂtﬂl)'_j ._M,L';;."K

~ of this particular Kattalai or servive. S

20. Major Beddome estimated the value of | mnuw.twokwt—ﬂ"-.»’
M Under official management it probably would not more. Thuxpootdowldm‘-
" tages would, therefore, weovdmvnug..swo.-ym,orm interest of Rupees 87,500.
 The set-off against this very heavy expenditure is an expected, but uncertain, improvement i

«mm hich the fain runs off the face of a Ll mmgamv# MM"“““” S _

thuwjmvuththuo:tf ’"*' 4

21.. There cenibe no doubt that the hill belongs to the r.goa.xmdu.nd*w i b

| sitempt to contest the claim in the Civil Courts would fail. Perhplﬂ”d‘dwﬁd -

mnhmymm&vmaphnm thmngw fell into the hands of “‘W g 3
" 22. The Kattalai Malai is on the west of the Tambrapurni. mwm‘“ n:t

on the east. Cemmmumhtwmtbtwuumnﬂydﬂmlt Thoholdltdﬂ"w

Malai cannot steal the Singampatty timber, and the physical obstacles are so
h!imisonthunghpodmmwchu an extensivo scale.

(Tmcqny- R )
AL (sx!.a) W. 1. COMYN, b1
~ BunED to Government with reference to G, 0., dated 8th May 1874, No. 577-

ﬂn Wmmbmmd.ﬂwmﬂpmmwdmh' .
"'ﬁmmponuﬂnhmm'%w - A

thompohonmountofﬂnvduefmw
ﬂnmmofmmgnmammﬁm,umm :}i““
Wa&oadjomﬁwmm

~ No. 350. & Oun m, Bllt May 1875 No.849. : ‘7’%
' b - - ” o7 " A"I ‘&
 Forat. Ro. u. Recorpep. e L

A. MACGREGOR, ot
“W Seeretary to GMJEF

"dmﬁmﬂmmﬂm : 2 ” 3 =
-Mt s (&md) R ESTOKES g iy

o 1 T S e BT o . L I 5 NI i e e T i




e

e L
»

.
i C et

R .. .",.r
TR T Thpe T
: :

Yy
°

‘wig ‘Ao pavd -

"AVR

‘696898 ""ON

"HNNTAAM

1 uo Fupaodex sBuipeecorg € prvog

0} JUemUIIA0Y) JO 0131y o) Saipavdox opew
q

6F8 "ON ‘ol81 Ao e "0 O
'HONTATYH 2° qUVOod *=L

i} Q9

3

"

& sopm
ol Fuprosa—prnda Appeaauus g, we WpOpy 1oIvivN

FOREST Nq, 81. 3 v
AE ProceepiNes oF THE Boirp oF Revevuve, dated 11th May 1875, No.'1,232.
Read the following letter from W. H. COMYN, Esq., Acting Collector of Tinnevelly,
: to 1L E.STOKES, Esq., Acting Seeretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
22nd April 1875, No. 198:— vy e i =

~ I mave the honor to submit the following report on the inquiries made regarding

: : the title of Government to the Kattalai

*Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 142-3,442. Malai as directed in paragraph 2 of Gov-
ernment Order, No. 577, dated 8th May 1874. :

9. The papers in the Huzur records and those obtained from the taluq give
 the following account of the Kattalai Malai. :
.‘ 3. The aiscﬁt account, dated Tth September 1803, describes the hill as
» under :— ] . .

The area is 951} chains* ; the boundaries are—-north, the Koreyar ; east, the Tam-
- ',. brapurni ; south, Tulukamottai ; and west,
wﬁm and 46 cents. equal {0 5313 8qUAT®  RKosy Odai; and the inam is called Vila-
A o v ~ pujai Kattalai Maniem.
\dum (yadast) in the Mahratta language, datéd 16th December

A , 288 f |h )hfﬂmmm- 'ﬂ ‘ &2 8 oo N
Y Sy reason to doubt the genuineness of this document, which purports to
- give a short account of the past history of theill in the following terms :—=
"« _dmbasamudram Talug, Tinnevelly Listrict, 16th December Fusli 1228 (4.D. 1818).

«The Tnam of Vilapujai Kattalai Malai of Papavinasaswami Pagoda in Vikrama Singa-
puram was not included in the Jamabandi from Andn 941 (A.D. 1766) to 975 (A.D. 1800),
but was separately managed by Valangapuli Periasami Tevan, Zemindar of Chokampatti, who
diod o the 25th Arpesi 945 (A.D.1770); subsequently his son Valaogapuli ¥alays Tevan
enjoyed it. In Andu 976 (A.D. 1801), Tiruvengadam Pillai leased it out to Tlayaperumal
Pillai for 105 Pons; out of this, 35 Pons were deducted as being the proportionate share of the
Sk ol the southern hills, and the remainder was credited to the Sirkar. On the assumption of
the district by the Company in Andu 977 (A.D. 1802), 85 Pons were entered as inam, being the
rental of the southern side hills according to previous years’ accounts. Valangapuli Valaya
Tevan died on the 14th Adi of Andu 984 (A.D.1809.) According to the Jamahandi of the inam
hills, 35 Pons stand entered as inam in the account against the name of Veindra Muttu Pillai,
the agent of Valangapuli Periasami Teven, the grandson of the original granter and the present
holder « Kar, 17} Pons; Peshanam, 17} Pons. | *

~ «No doouments in support of this are forthcoming. The extent so deducted was shown as
:nam from the days of ancient rajahs and of the Company’s zuft (i.e., government) down to the

- present day.”
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gnature of one Mahal Syed Miran, ti then Tabsildar of Brem-




: 5. The inam of Katfal'ai Mleai is described in Case No. 1,244 of the register of
rmamsegardipref;;efl by Mr. Cotton in the year 1819, and the entries in the register
ng this inam appear to have been based on the Mahriitta memorandum above

referred to, which was probably drawn up for the purpose.

= saig.tolhl;commn? of the register, Vilapujai Kattalai for Papavinasaswami Pagoda
Chokam ttive bedenthmshtu.ted by Valangapuli Periasami Tevan (former Zemindar of
patti), and the charity managed by Veindra Muttu Pillai, agent of the Zemindar.

7. The next set of papers which throw light on the subject are copies of
?:;Collectm:’s e;tkds, Nos. 574 and 50, dated 4th December 1833 :nd 20th JIa)muary
ow d; rmit : v y,ttl::a the Bremmadesam .(nbw Ambgsamudram) Tahsildar, From these
under,culﬁ frn'- 1t some seven chains of punjah land, which had been brought
R aocm'mt mr'lmlln Z838" b i fu'lly chm:ged, and the assessment brought te Govern-
it cia T ?mm.dar cflmmed this area as forming part of the Kattalai- Inam
WA i was inquired intoy and the Sub-Collector finally relinquished the land

emindar as being situated within the limits of the Inam.

8. In 1834 the Zemindar applied to the Sub-Collector for permission to con-
vert certain dry lands into wet with the
3 aid of Koreyar stream water. The Tah-
1d i : :

zlﬂ*'eca: :;1” d“.'e‘l’ted to report whether the proposed conversion would in any way
Y tive? T_PP S'.Of other lrflgthun works, This the Tahsildar reported in the
‘thega mn his arzi No. 1 of 1835, but it does not appear that permission to convert

dry land into wet was granted.

i thésg.’b g'he next PapeT is a copy of takid No. 653, dated 9th December 1835, from
- the Sub-Collector to"the Bremmadesam Tahsildar. In this it appears that the renter

Bub-Collector's Orders Nos. 308 and 490 of 1834.

m“l‘;ﬁ? @;mg him trouble by carrying away the produce of the hills included

land, and oi;‘m ,egr tlw? pretext that the produce belonged to the Kattalai Malai Inam

s were mid an increase of rent for the produce of the Kattalai Malai also if the

was an inan toe ;:ver e }flm‘ The Sub-Collectdr ordered that as the Kattalai Malai

Muttu PinI:i 5 Pa.pavmwm Pagoda, and was under the management of Veindra
y the Zemindar’s agent, no application for its lease would be admitted.

10. 1In 1834 a circular order. da i :

, . . dated 4th November 1834, wasissued by the Sub-
f:iectozf to K;he T.ahsxldars in his division, directing them t; seo that the inams in
1;}wmgtsmul thatmlmdars t-‘or the maintenance of charities are not misap;"l‘opﬁﬂted by
misax;pmpriatiinthe~t;em ces are kept up, and calling on them to report any case 2

] with a view to the inams being attached and arrangements bein
made for the due performance of the services. s e 5 .

apéealrl;o &m"ﬂ Kattala sorvios] for which tho Kattalai Malai wos endowed,
propriated, for the inam EE R, "or ?ne proceeds of the inam to have been misap-
ment. B; order ¥ 34“" attached in 1836 and kept under Government manage:
put up the lease f"t-h 8 of 1836 the Tahsildar was directed by the Sub-Collector to
hs Zesisites of the hill to auction and fix the upset price after ascertaining from
proceeds deri se:gent, 'h? managed the hill up to the previous Fasli, the amount of

ved from the inam. Again, in Takid 416 of 1836 the lease was confirmed

o R S ST

]

~ of Vikramasingapuram hill forests complained that the Chokampatti Zemindar’'s
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it the name of the purchaser, a putta was given him, and the Tahsildar was directed
t was devoted to the perform-

to collect the amount of the lease, and see that the amoun

ance of the Kattalai. |

12. From the above papers, it is abundantly clear that the Kattalai Malai was
set apart in favor of Papavi ami Pagoda prior to the assumption of this distriet
by Government; that it was so set apart by one of the former Zemindars of Chokam-
patti ; that the Kattalai Malai was recorded as an ina.m: in_ the first register pml?ared
by Mr. Cotton in 1819 ; and that uninterrupted possession was held by the Zemindar

or his agent till Fasli 1245 (A.D. 1835-36).

13, Fro Fasli 1246 (A.D. 1836-37)t0 1255 (A.D. 1845-46) the Kattalai Malai -

was under Government management and

Sub-Collector’s orders Nos. 871, 391, and #16 10,504 out from year to year, and even-

56 + 408, 429, and 475 of 1837 ; 266 and : _
3521 s:;s ’1?338; 237 and 316 of 1839 ; 387 tually in 1846 the inam was ARSI

of 1840 ; 587 of 1841; 842 and 882 of 1842 Karunalaya Valangap alilevan. dhmon ot
843; 0, and 466 of 1844 ; and e R,
478.001043; SO0, 5 48 the former Zemindar, on his application to

323 and 871 of 1845.
- the Collector and promise that the services
would be duly performed as shown by the Collector’s Takids, No. 83, 20th May 1845,
and No. 106, 29th September 1845. T
14. From the copies of the orders above refarred to, whi
clear that the hill was not, as assumed by the Board in paragraph of their Proceed-

ings, 18th April 1874, No. 918, attached in 1840 as forming part of the Chokam-
patti Zemindari, but on account of the non-performance of the services, for which the

endowment was made.

are on record, it is

15 Theduan is. guestion having heen anhsequently - stored was eated by the
Inam Commissionsr as a Devadayam ” endowment, and confirmed b title-deed in
the name of the trustee for the time being. The present trustee s the dispossessed
Zemindar of Chokampatti, who has never pretended to set up any ther title to the
hill than that conveyed in the trust. ;e / '

16. With regard to the doubts entertained by <he Board in paragraph 7 of the
above Proceedings as to the exact position of the Kattalai Malai, I have the honor to
refer you to paragraphs 14 and 1.? of Mr. Happell’s report on the subject, of which a
copy 18 herewith submitted. Iis report, based on personal inspection and local
inquiry, conclusively shows that the hill now called Kattalai Malai is ne other than

that deseribed in the ayacut and entered in Mr. Cotton’s register,

17. This being the case, and having regard to the history of the Kattalai Malai

' as reviewed above, it is quite clear that the Government have no title whatever to it,

and the Zemindar, as trustee, having refused to accept, on any terms, the assignment of
land revenue proposed by Mr. Puckle infieu of the Kattalai Malai Forest, Govern-
ment interference with the inam is, of course, out of the question except in the  case
of misappropriation of the endowments. The self-interest of the Zemindar will proba-
bly be sufficiently strong to prevent the denudation of the Kattalai Malai, and all we
have to do is to see that the neighbouring Government forests are not damaged or

eneroached upon.
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of the p =% ;
- of the produce of the Gaternment hills and of the Kattalai Malai respectively. The corre-":

o ""ﬁ‘ﬁm\”r S TR

. \:{‘ﬁ
)

tbke: 8‘.1;l‘hi: s:e}:rr:;;;n f(:,t; this :wrt lm::l been necessarily tardy owing to the time
. records, extendi 1 i
e -Biles ; ing over a period of many years, which

Excrosvere No. 1,

From W. A HAPPELL, Esq., Acting Sub-Collector, to W. H. COMYN, Esq., Acting Collector |

of Tinnevelly, dated Shermadevi, 19th December 1874, No. 106

% h:ﬁg;:zeﬂxe 1;:!(1}:1'11 1(:}0 rep-aly to your letter, No. 566, dated 11th July 1874, requesting me
. Tepo ed for in Government Proceedings, dated 13th November ,1873, No. 1,262.

2. The tal .
e taluq repords have been carofully searched, but without anything throwing light

on the origin of the title under which : = ;%
i Lot ; ch the Kattalai Malai is claimed by the sPapanasam Pagoda

3. From Tahsildar’s arzi No. 700 of 1835, i :
hill fovests complaned gl it appears that the renter of Vikramasin
and asserted tlull]t &E*ﬁvim:;g%g:dm:émm Zemindar’s people had carried away ll‘:is 81::5‘2:‘!:‘1:
had not besn: specfall excluded f L1 eaisal the ‘Katml“i Malai belonged to him, because ié
ot thak the bl ..Y o u. , mm the forests rented to him. His claim was disall : ed on th
5 t . let h; in question was shown by the accounts¥to belong to the Pago;; I%:ttnl(:il :
- rom arzi, it 18 clear that the Zémindm- { s . .
Kattalai Malai in 1835 ¥ of Chokampatti was 0 i¢
A ;}: ;T; 415:;0;1 ;;g that }le was also in possession in theptyvo prev;:uf ::Z:l )1‘: oufwmﬂ:;
i MN mibird afnd oO‘ of 1834, for he then claimed 'a.nmainedv"‘a's ar‘t E,f the
ot Vos.’808 . A P":“J“h l*fu'l, which had been assessed as Governme R
) nd 490 of 1834, whiol show that ks applied for; but was ro e BROPETEY ‘“‘td
g - , permission to

% : Az .

azsrzlll’:ta:;:;mahme I'mn[dajrab landdi; [cotnv] erted into nunjah, to the feeding of Brahmins in the choultry
was g to take ., A 3 : ? ")

the proceeds on the Kattalai service. g /‘egr’\"d”' hending hi € dpetd

5' :
In order No. 853 of 1835 the renter and the Kattalaidars are declared to be in possession

e i O s s mmthmn.tum:m mﬂﬁ;m'ﬁéﬁiﬁﬁd% the Zemin-

6. From orders N : : ;
Ry e :tmnl\ a:) 848 and 371 of 1836, it appears that the rent of the Kattalai Malai for
; forl]’3 P e public auction by the Tahsildar, and bought by one Sodalaimuttu
Servaikaran upees 165. In Order No. 416 of 1536 the Tahsildar is directed to put the

renter in pOBsession of the prodn ;
ce, as the Kattalaid ; ,
to oustom, ard to place the surplus in d v ,:f alaidar used to be, to conduct the service sccording

7. Th £ . 1
6 correspondence quoted in the margin shows that the Kattalai Malai continued to

Order No. 418 (1838), be rented out year by year until 1846, when it
Do. ,, 429 (1537). was mad ;
Do. *,, 266 and 202 (1838). made over to the Zemindar of Chokam-
II)):. 5 :5“'{ (( '.?ﬁ" patti as Kattalaidar.
(> the Do. ..J?‘(um;’f g : : 8 Order No. 298 of 1844 forwards a
g basamadram.) * petition from the Chokampatti Zemindar, and

T e e _ directs the Tahsildar to inquire and report who
P*f° : mﬁm, In reply (arsi No. 306 of 1844), the Tahai‘lldar reportspt(;mt the
}d".‘ .'“m;hlﬂthe ts of 1 und previous Faslis show that the income was received by the
Ebmika“madoommtom{ pexformad‘ t.lm .-byono Veindss Mattu Pillai, and that, after the pagoda had
. by m.' . mt::mo msﬁ# collected by the Sirkar, but the service was

riormed by Lakshmana Pillai, the Curnam of the Kattalei. I have no means of verifying

this report, and there is nothing else i
wmanagement of the Kattalai pm;ht:‘:sgz records to show that Government interfered in the

b o
e,

© pickles.

; probably records

et g g

 Kattalai Malsi
T T ¥ 1 have recently in
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9. The following description of this inam is tak("an from the Hinduvi accounts prepared
i Fasli 1254 :— Devadayam, Papavinasaswami Covil Vilapuja Kattalai Molai Tnsm;with an

.

ayaoub assessment of 48 Pons and 71 Fanams equal to Rupees 102. This inam is in charge of
the Zemindar of Chokampatti. - The Zemindar for the time being, Karunalayavalangapuli Tevan,
performs the service by his agent Ambalavana Pillai of Vikramasingapuram. Puja and other
ceremonies connected with it are performed daily,
There are no documents to this effect.”

10. I do not find it expressly stated in- the taluq records that the resumption by Govern-
ment of the control over the Kattalai inam was & consequence of the forfeiture of the estate.
caneous, but the fact is nob satisfactorily proved by the

The two acts were perhaps contempo ] ¢
papers before me. The Zemindari was resumed in Fasli 1244, but the Kattali Malai was not

¢i1l Fasli 1246. The Zemindar was removed and kept under surveil-

and four Brahmins are fod with rice and

rented out byeGovernment
lance at Gooty for robbing the Tenkasi Taluq Treasury. It may, therefore, have been in
mnnuger’s'hnprovement, and not in consequence of the forfeiture of his estate,

consequence of the
ment of the Kattalai was undertaken by Government. In your office/there axre- ,~

. the manage
i that would throw some light on the subject. The Kattalai Malai was restored
ive in 1846, but the estate was pot restored till 1859. '

the Zemindar's representa
o en or by whom the original

11. No one in Papanasan professes to know precisely wh

t was made. .
12. In A register prepared in 1802 the *area and boundaries are given, and the inam is
called Vilapujai Kattalai Maniem. The area is 951} chains. The boundaries are— porth, the

south Tulukamottai ; and west, Kosu Odai.

“Koreyar ; east, the Tambr@pumi, ,

subject the claim is sometimes alluded to as vague
or undefined, and in & recent letter to Govern-

Proseedings of Government, dsted 30th Oct. 1574, N0.838. 1o 3o Tnspestor of Forests says, “the
olaim has extended its limits singe I was in charge of the range.”
the hill, identified the boundaries, add made a local inguiry.

' 13. In former oorrespondénce on the

S far as'T have been able to lears, the” dlsim hes shways g _ .
~ould e fiore definite than those given in A register. Tambwpurm and Ko.r‘ yur B consid-
" e Ko Odsi is o well-defined hill-torrent. Trlukamottai is said to have
hole hill. The Kattalai Malai is the portion of the northern

sk the name of the W ;
been originally the and Tambrapumi. The ridge is the -southern limit.

. losed between the Kosu Odai, . : )
e b marked boundary line is laid out along tho ridge, there will, no doubt, be occasional

W u_ ; 7 : ;
2?::,:1;:;“5 on the Government hill in that directior but these are of shght importance, as
@

:t is only on the slopes that yalunble forest is to be found. . .

15. The records already quoted show thgt tl?e B_oa.rd were mmt?ken in saying that  the
w olaimed could not, by any streteh of imagmatxon, be called hill punjak.” Punjah crops
sl tly cultivated on ity and a portion was actually eonverted into nuujah.

been frequen
soem to bat? - present after the denudation of & former Kattalai Malai, the seizure

ts seized the '
1f the occupan :ous to the pwpamtiQB of A register.

must have taken place Prevt S kg ;s

16 ' made no attempt to measure the llnll; but, ;udgmg x?.ergly by the eye, T do not
think the .,'yadixt'hxéummant is very wide of the mark. The hill is about thres miles in length
from east 0 wost, and one or two in breadth from north to south.
abes, : on of a hill of this size could have no appreciable effect on the water- .
i valley. Some portions have been cleared, but, taken as a whole, the

than on the neighbouring Government hills. It is greatly for the ipterest
resent holder ‘

Chsds treats it ashis private property, and is believed to seeure a considerable

income from it over and above the requirements of the pagoda service. He lived for a year and-

-

‘pee: the same, snd no boundaries - :
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- a-half at Papavinasam, collecting the dues himself. Scme judgment must have been shown in

its management ; otherwise a large and inereasing income could not be derived from it. It is
common property that gets destroyed, and not guasi-private property like this.

18.  The real danger is that the holder or renter, in ocollusion with subordinate forest
officials, should plunder or damage the neighbouring Government forests. If ordinary care is

' taken, I do not see that this need be the case to any great extent. There is only one path by

which the wood can be brought down to the plains. The felling can, therefore, be easily watehed,
and the renter of jungle produce will generally be able to protect himself.

19. Mr. Puckle estimated the annual income from the hill at Ruvees 4,000, bot in
ealoulating if, he takes the maximum number of cart-loads allowed to be out, and the maximum

: "“?9 of seigniorage.® The latter is collected only on the better kinds of wood, ordinary kinds
beiug charged only four or five Rupees a cart-load, and the actual number of carteloads removed,

depelfdent, as it must be, on the state of the market, probably seldom reaches the maximum
permitted. Accurate figures are unattainable ; but, from inquires I have made, I doubt whether
quite 2,000 Rupees a-year ave realized. It was not the inadequacy of the offer, but his
fear of losing the wholo, that led tho Zemindar to refuse Mr. Puckle’s very liberal offer. As
long. 8s his aotual receipts are unknown, he need not spend more than he pleases on the pagoda
sorvios. Thero i mo reason to suppose that he has any private property in the Tnam, and he
might be oompe_llgfi by the Temple Committes to lay out the whole sum received from Govern-
ment on thé performance of the Kattalai serviep. He is not the trustee of the pagoda, but only
of this Pa!tlonlar Kattalai or service.

20. Major Beddome estimated the value of the hill as forest at 500 Rupees a-year.

Under official ma nagement it probably would not realize more. 'The expacted collateral advan- |

tages would, thfarefmte., cost G@mﬁmﬁ Rupees 3,500 a-year, or the interest of Rupees 87,500.
The agt-o'if a.ga.mst this yery heavy expenditure is an expected, but uncertain, improyement in
the way in which the rain uns off the face of & hill covering an area of less than six square

T

| 3L Thero oan bo no déubt that the bill belongs fo the Pagoda Kattalai, and that any

% ciatest the claim in the Civil Courts would fail. Perhaps the old Mahratta

- decountts in your records will explain how the management foll into the hands of the Chokem-

patti Zemindar, : :

22. The Kattaln Malai is on the west of the Tambrapurni. The Bingampatty hills .

= th.e* east, Commnnma.tmn between the two is exceedingly diffioult, The holder of the Kattalai

Mdmhia cannot steal the Singampatty ‘imber, and the physical obstacles ave so considerable that
raids on the jungle produce can never be on an extensive scale. J

(True Copy.)

(Bigned)

.

W. H. COMYN, .
Acting Collector.

| "

Susitrep to Government with reference to &. 0., dated 8th May 1874, No. 477

2. From the reports now submitted, there appears no prospect of success for a
laim on behalf of Government to the traét known as the Kattalai Malai. The title of
the Zemindar to it as trustee of the attalai service, for which itis an endowment,
seems unassailable, and the tract is fully indentified and comprised within easily-
3. The Zemimtlar has refused to accept the assignment of revenue which was
proposed by Mr. Puckle, and the tract cannot be obtained for Government on any
terms. This is to be regretted not so much on account of the value of the forest on

-
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tho tract itself, or of the importance of preserving it from denudatioi;, as on account of
the security against trespasses and depredations on the adjoining Government forests,
i ined by its acquisition.
thl;.WOz;i i:’eeg:lx;oetdbzobtain%d at present, the Collector should have ‘the tract
enclosed within the recorded boundaries demarcated all round by engraving on the
rocks, and should take measures to have a spemally strong forest-guard at the spot to
prevent smuggling oftimber and produce from the Gowment forests.
2 (Ti’ﬁe Copies and Extract.)
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To the Secretary to Gomment,@evenue Department.
Acting Coll innevelly. ¢
,, the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly

- £

Copy to the Inspector ofF":_ ts. »
A ;
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