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. No. 3,242, . _
ProceepiNGs oF THE BoArD or Revenur, dated 4th December 1878,

Read the following letter from W. LOGAN, Esq., Collector of Malabar, tq C. A.
~ GALTON, Isq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Calicut,
15th November 1878, No. 313 :— .

I mave the honor to submit the report called for in G.0., Revenue Départ;lléﬁt,
No. 1,370, dated 28th August 1878, communicated with Board’s Miscellaneous No.

= ( 9,354, dated 11th September.
1, Kunumel Nambiyar, 6. Kariyad or Dlaloli- 2. The Narangoli Nambiyar
2. Chandroth . - do., . . . yedathil Nambiyar, - family belongs to one of the seven hered~

. ? Z %;ikﬁ‘;t& gg' 7. Klﬁl‘;lil;gotadathﬂ, o itary chieftains or Stanomdars fas -
-y Aniygrath or Naran- ' ~ npamed in the margin) whovat the time
"~ goli Nambiyar. , - of the cession of' Malabar held posses-
o * 1. Panup. 5. Peringulam. sion of the district formorly known as
", 2. Panianur. 6. Kariat. Iruvanad, the limits of which ecxtended

3. Puthur. 7. Ilavilam. from the Kodoli to the Mahe river, and

. 4. Tripurangotur. 8. Kallayi. consisted of eight amshoms,*

i 3. In order to understand the better the past history of the family in question,
’ ' it is necessary to state that, in consequence of the general distributich of the country
o A of Keralom (Malabar) by the Cheraman Perumal, in the ninth century, this district
o : formed. part of the old Kolastri Kingdom till its alienation in favor of Vadake and Teke
EE Adiodis, two hereditary governors who acknowledged the Kolastri king as their -
suzerain lord. o - B
- 'A Lo 4. In course of time, by marriage or otherwise, these Adiodis were supplanted
- by two families of Nambiyars, which, during the early years of the Tellicherry Settle-
ment, consisted only of four governing members (the first named) having a place called
Mondole, near Mahe, for their capital. . :

5. From the commercial contracts entered into by them with the Tellicherry
Factory, they scem to have invariably held friendly relations with the English, totally .
unlike the Kurungot Edattil Nair, the seventh chief named above,  who appears
always to have sided with the French, &e.

6. During the Mahomedan occupation of Malabar, the Nambiyars (who then
L consisted of six families) showed their attachment to the British by joining them in -
. ] their attack on Mahe in 1779, and by personally assisting the garrison of Telli-
T cherry when that place was besieged by Sirdar Khan and the Cherakal Rajah
(1780—82). : . . .
s 7. The Nambiyars were in 1784 forced to become the subjects of Mysore, and
L - they remained as such till 1792, when the cession took place. The district was,
S * however, held under Khas, or direct management of the Company, in order to prevent
' tho jllicit trade carried on at Mahe to the detriment of the Company’s interests, till
1794, when, owing to the fall of Mahe, the N ambiyars, in consideration of their former
services, were reinstated as the Revenue Collectors of the Company under the quin-
o - quennial settlement jointly executed by them. : :

8. Very soon after, the followers of the Narangoli Nambiyar murdered three

-l

e A

ﬂ : Moplahs in retaliation of the murder of one of their body ; upon which the Supervisor
R | and the Northorn Superintendent, assuming that the Nambiyar had instigated the
ok crime, declared him a rebel and sequestered his lands and other property. DBut on

o the arrival of the Malabar Committec from Bombay, in 1797, they reviewed the
' records connected with his outlawry, pronounced the proceedings irregular and unwar-

1 -ranted by the Regulations, quashed the same, and restored the Nambiyar to his
S © lands, &e. | »
3 9. In 1798, in order to secure the regular payment of the revenue of the distriet,

~ the joint agreement of 1794-95 was rescinded and separate agreements were entered
ST into with each of the Nam™* irs for the remaining term “0f “the quinquennial - lease;
rotal e I and on the expiration of . s latter in September 1799, Government took into their
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own hands the collection of the révenua of the taluk, in common with that of mnSt
of the other taluks, and the Nambiyars were granted a M likhana of one-fifth of the
net revenue, which was afterwards, in 1801, fixed permancntly on the net revenue of
1800-1. o ’

10. - The present position of this ancient family has been already briefly des-
cribed by me in my former letter. I would now only add that the property apper-
taining to the Tarwad is very heavily encumbered ; that the present Nambiyar has
been removed from his office of Karnavan or head of the family for mismanagement;
and that, under the circumtances, and more especially in the face of the fact of the
family being split up into threée branches, each having distinet interests which clash
with one another, it would, in my opinion, be inexpedicnt to pay the whole Malikhana

to one who has been proved to be incompetent to manage the affairs of the family and
regardless of its common interests. : , ‘ -

11. Tt is quite certain that if the nominal head of the family receives the whole
of the Malikhana, he will not put it to its proper uses. I admit that it is contrary
tu the theory of inheritance on this coast to recognize any one but the head of the
family ; but it should also be borne:in mind that the tendency of the family is to split
into branches having no common interests, and that, as matter of fact, this occurs every
day. Such partitions are, however, brought about by mutual arrangements and

‘ coneessions, and it is impolitic in Government to prevent this natural process taking
i effect by giving them an additional motive for contention. ' ST
‘- . 12. If the policy of Government in such cases was to effect an arrangenient such
as I have proposed in this case, by giving half of the Mulikhana to the eldest male to
i enable him'to support his dignity, and by dividing the other half amone the branches
into which the family has split, it is clear that the heart-burnings -which the unequal
o - distribution of the Malikhana by the nominal head gives rise to would not be. felt.
. Besides this, the case of the Zamorin family furnishes a very ancient and authoritative
i precedent for dealing with such cases in the way suggested. In that family. the
’ : - bolders of . Stanom (rank), the five eldest males, get cash a separate share, and the
balance is divided among the three branches into which the family has for a long time -
been divided. B N 5

1
|

. Sopurrred for the information of Government, in pursuance of &.0., dated 98th y
August 1878, No. 1,370. ‘ ' : '

2. TUnder the peculiar circumstances of the family as now explained by the
Collector, the Board support his proposals as set forth in his letter of
1878, No. 190. '
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R T’ the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. -
- Copy to the Collector of Malabar. -
Exd. W. J. Lewis. _ | | - S
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REVENUL PREJARSMENT
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25ih Januery Smed, Ko, 212,
, T
Read the following paper:—; .-.= = S ‘
. . 3 N : b ; é g
No. 509. Proceedings of the Boird ¢f Bovonns, dated 4th December 1878,

No. 3,242.
; Collector of Malabar, to C. A.

¢ard of Revenue, dated Calicut,

A TN} Y .
ot ;(}\ ‘I'?\%. .3
STt

GALTON, Esq., Acting ;= sresr;

15th November 1878, No.dlo i~ o
. T mave the honor to submit the report clict for “in G.0., Revenue Department,
No. 1,370, dated 28th August 1873, esmmmieeind with Board’s Miscellancous No.

9,354, dated 11th Scptember. e i _
1. Kunumel Nambiyar. 6. Kariyad ac ¥s Y.i 2.} The Narangoli Nambiyar
2. (Ij'hﬁ\drgg go. . Kyeﬂm}(lﬁt; b 2ily Lelongs to one of the seven hered-
i 121 ;;1 ;uratll1 dg: . i‘gair.go a:““'“"‘ EE ry f,:}!neftmns or Stanomdars (as
5. Aniyarath or Naran- : K}}sj‘dizmx i1 the margin) who at the time
woli Nambiyar. } © Mof the cossion of Malabar held posses-
» 1. Panur. 5. Peringulam:- st sz of the district formerly known as
2. Panianur. 6. Kariat. . trivansd, the limits of which extended
3. Puthur. 7. llavilam. .~/ 12 Kodoli to the Mahe river, and
4. Tripurangotur. 8. Kallayi. * Lobw o4 of eight amshoms.*
3. In order to understand the baftcr § {* -istory of the family in question,
it is necessary to state that, in consoy { tie gendral distribution of the country

s, 1o tiie ninth century, this district
. Jies «ton in favor of Vadake and Teke
o the Kolastri king as their

P
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of Keralom (Malabar) by the Cheraman.
formed part of the old Kolastri Kinglony tu
Adiodis, two hereditary governors “wia
suzerain lord. - S
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4, In course of time, by mariizgs oF CherEiss ‘these Adiodis were supplanted

i?*jyears of the Tellicherry Scttle-

'Ii\f; b { 1rst named) having a place called
G |

’3 fo by them with the Tellicherry
& tions with the English, totally
%unih:, chibf named above, who appears

ment, consisted only of four govern::
Mondole, near Mahe, for their capital.

5. From the commercial contriicts
Factory, they seem to have invariabiy b
unlike the Kurungot Edattil Nair, the :
always to have sided with the French, &=

6. During the Mahomedan genips
consisted of six families) showed thelr U
their attack on Mahe in 1779, and by
cherry when that place was besi '
(1780—82). ' i

7. The Nambiyars were in :
they remained as such till 17 92,

i
+4 14 Axiabar, the Nambiyars (who then
o eut i the British by joining them i
v sisisting the garrison of Telli-
han and the Cherakal Rajak

B

.ne the subjects of Mysore, and
1 took  place, The district was

Lowever, held under Khas, or direet manaugg nend o1 e Company, in order to preven
the illicit trade carricd on at Mahe io.the AAriment of the Company’s interests, til
1794, when, owing to the fall of Make, the Dambiurs “in consideration of their forme
services, were reinstated as the R enus Uoh 3o the Company under the quin
£

quennial settlement jointly executed
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8. Very soon after, the followers ¢, the Narangoli Nambiyar
Moplahs in retaliation of ‘the murder of e of their bgdy ; upon %hli'cl?]t];lrg (}Srtfgertvhirsii
and the Northern Superintendent, assumng that the Nambiyar had instigated the !
2}1;1[!10, 5lccllared him a rebel and seques >red his lands and other property.O But on - :
the arrival of the Malabar Committee som Bombay, in 1797, they roviewed the - - . Liead of these ancient “ Malikhana” fz:
records conneo Benulat'ls ou anY ) PTO_-Ouncod the procecdings irregular and unwar- ; : 3 - policy 18 eminently advisable both for
lands &Cy gulations, quashed tie same, and restored the Nambiyar to his : | : gradually extends till the pittance Q
1085, &6 . Ry S ' object of maintaining the family in a
the jg{nt g&};ﬂ?&;g gg%ﬁrgi" OSSCHIG the :>gular payment of the revenue of the district, T But the circumstances of the pre.
into with cach of the N / 5.' 9 was I‘Ps_cnded.afld separate agrecments were entered the Governor 1n Council sanctions the
d on the expi he Nambiyars for the remaining term of the quinquennial ledse; : ment, subject to reconsideration on £
and on the expiration of the latter in Sptember 1799, Government took into their Py : s :
mfmhlmnds the collection of the revenue f the taluk, in common with that of most : 5 : R ENT
of the other taluks, and the Nambiyars vero granted a Malikhana of onc-fith of tho . R e 1 1L GARSTIN
net revenue, which was afterwards, in 1501, fixed permanently on the net.revenue of. L ' v :m.atary to Go-v;rnment.

S
ih ¢35 rnment do not concur in
tor's! opinion that it is impolitic
th e recognition of a single

i | wneides: on the contrary that the

i 1 opvate interests, for distribution
iiy};z::tar;t;f%s useless for the original -

~ir; 0f respectability.

:geptional treatment, and
als as a present arrange-
-se among the sharers.

Miscellaneous.

1800-1.

].O. 111 T e . 1 ‘ el 4

eribed b :ﬁhe. PTGSerfxt posttion of this areient family has been already briefly des- . a . i <}

e 27 ‘t}e 1% my former letter. .I wald now only add that the property apper- 1 | “

') been o 0 ‘1(; f‘arwaq 1s very heavily ercumbered ; that the present Nambiyar has ‘I i t

fqndntlrf,xtno‘.v e((i rom his office of Karnava: or head of the family for mismanagement ; : \

?;’amil 2 1: under 1the circumtances, and nore especially in the fice of the fact of the

[ ith z) neemgt}slp it up imto three branchel cach having distinet interests which clash ; : 5 N
: another, 1t would, in my opinic , be inexpedient to pay the whole Malikhana : N . ST T { . 4

H

RO U TP

to one who has been p :

: roved to be incom- tent to m: i i -
Dy . - j o manage the affairs of family and .
i regardless of its common interests. ) e s of the y

11. Tt is quite certain that if the .cminal head of the family receives the whole i : |
?f gf t)}{:;}ﬁdmi‘% ]he }V'ﬂl not put it to iw proper uses. I admitythat it is contrary S , ’ . o
family ; but);toslm 11<?1r1ti1uce on this cog 0 recogniZe any one but the head of the :
into lfrz’l,n ches ham’uo also be bOTr_le in 1t d that the tendency of the family is to split
day. Such S art‘:?'lo no common intere: .. and that, as matter of fact, this occurs every ,; ' | :
concessions z?n 1 }t19n§ are, however, L)ught about by mutual arrangements and . _ , | o
affoct b 5, and it 1s impolitic in Gover: 1ent to prevent this natural process taking : i ‘ To tho Board of Revenue. - N

¢ ct by giving them an additional moti e for contention. L ,, the Accountant-General.

[

e TR

I 1112 If the policy of Government i: such cases was to effect an arrangement such

as o :ll‘le proposed in this case, by givirs half of the Malikhana to the eldest male to 5 ' y
‘ ! ?nta bh_lm to support his dignity, and ly dividing the other half among the branches O R 3
ggl} o which the family has split, it is cles' that the heart-burnings which the unequal ' o ' '

St}'lbl‘ltlog of the Malikhana by the nor inal head gives rise to would not be felt.
Besides this, the case of the Zamorin faf 1y furnishes a very ancient and authoritative S
: precedent for dealing with such cases i the way suggested. In that family the ? o
holders of Stanom (rank), the five eldct males, get each a scparate share, and the " :

‘ balancq i§ divided among the threc branies into which the family has for a long time '
{ been divided. ‘

B

! . : J

Svraitreop for the information of Clvetnment, in pursuance of G.O., dated 28th . j
August 1878, No. 1,370. i l"
T ' 2. Under the peculiar circumst: ces of the family as now cxplained by the !
Collector, the Board support his propos; s as sct forth_in his letter of the Srd July : P
1878, No. 190. B . L : ) Ty

T
(A true {ipy and EXtraCt’) ) ” ,_ Exd. W. . French.

3 ) Acting Sub-Secretary. o
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