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Order—dated 23rd August 1887, Mis. No. 4972, Revenue.

_ The two petitions and their accompuniments will be referred to the Collector of
Coimbatore for a full and careful report after such farther inquiry as he may decmn
recessary. The allegations made in the petition, datcd 4th February 1857, should in
partioular be carefully examined with reference to the records relied vpon by thoe
petitioner. 1t should also be stated why the inam lands were not separately surveyed
and settled. . ) . '

o (True Extract.) *

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
| Ag. Secy. to Government.
To the Collector of Coimbatore with two potitions and their
' seven enclosures to Lo returned.
Copy to the petitioner, ‘

————

Resp—agnin the following G.0., dated 22rd September 1887, Mis. No. 6704

levenue i— ' ’

Read—petition from ANA'N’EHIER-,‘ Landholder, TUdamalpet taluk - Coimbatoro
-district, dated 10th Scptember 1837, ’

ABSTRACT.— Laying claim to the free ard evclusive use of the Sankaramanallnr channel
. . * :

——— A ————

Order—dated 22nd September 1887, Mis. No. 5704, Revenue.

The Government will not receive a tetition on any matter, unless it shall appear
that the petitioner has first applied to the local anthority, and also to the Board or
other controlling authority, where such exists. The petitions addressed to sueh local
and controlling authorities, or copies of them, and the answers or orders of thosc autho-
rities, respectively, if any shall have beea passod, must be annexed to the petition
addressed to Government.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
. . SR Ag. Scey. to Government.
To Lhe petitioner. ‘

Reap—again the following G.O., dated 2¢nd Owtober 1887,.Mis. No. 6385, Revenue:—
Dead—sgain G.0., dated 22nd September 1887, Mis. No. 5704, Revenue.

tead—Salso petition from ANANTHA PAMIER, Coimbatore district, dated 13th
, Qutoher 18877 ‘

ApstracT.—Praying for justice in the watter of the Sapkeramanallur channel case.

)

Order—dated 22nd October 1887, Mis. No. 6385, Revenue.

Referred to ‘the Collector of Coixctatore for report 1 4 jo 3
Atis. Ne. 4972, dated 22rd August 1887. port in coutinuation of G.0,

(Tru€ Extract.)

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Ag. Secy. to Goverument.

To b Collector of Coimbators with three peiitions
and sevea exnclosures to he returuod.
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Reap—again the fullowing G.0., dated 8th April 1889, Mis. No. 2244, Tlevenue :—

hd
2eud—the following Troceedings of the PBoard of Tovenue (Land Revenue), dated
10th March 1889, Mis. No. 1659 1—

PSSR el

) ' Tur Hox. J. Gresy, M.A.

Read—the following letter from J. STURROCK, Zeq., Acting Collector of Colmbatore,
to the Secretury to Government, Revenue Department {through the Board of
Revenue), dated Coimbatore, 11th January 1889, No. 21 :—
T have the honor to subanit the report called for in G.0., dated 23rd August
1887, No. 4972 {enclosure returned). '

9. Ta this district there were six viilages kuown as ¢ devasthanam villages.”

Kartr
) Archunangalum vee e Karir taluk.
Yecllavanur
Velamb ol e e !
Perar v Coimbatore taluk, .
Sankaramanallur ... ... ou Udawmalpet

3. At the scttlement Ly the Inom Commissioner the four former were treated as
entire inam villages and the latter were pot. I can find nothing on record to indicate
the grounds for thg diversity of treatment, but it may be worth noting that those
treated as entirc inams were jnvestigated Ly ons ufiicer, and the remazining two by
another. *

4. When the cufranchisement of - the yilloze service inams was iz prc:gresg in
T (1ia .‘;.‘g‘, 3 ’Q r 1o .

o, o 20 St 1656, .87 T T o e
the entire inam villages should not be enfranchised, but that enfranchisement might
proceed in. Sankaramunallur which was an aggaregation of separate inains.

5. After the service inams had been enfranchised, a scries of petitions commenced,
and on that prescuted to Covernment, on the Z° th April 1337, a full repert has been
culled for.

G. With these introductery remarks I now proceed as directed to examine the
«llegations made in the petition, dated 4th Febrnary 1887,

7. Daragraph 4 of the petition of the 4th Febraary.—1 can fiud nothing 1in any
inscriptions whick threws any light on the matter. ‘

8. Paragraphs O ti 28 arc parrative. In parazraph 29 is given a list of the
documents on which the petitioners base their elaun, and the relevant allegations in
{he narrative can bg most conveniently dealt with by an examination of the documents
cited in paragraph 29, and of those subsequently produced or brought to notice by
the petitioners. " .

9. The order referred to in (i) does not, as alleged, declare that the village n
question s a whole inam village, but the inam lands assigned by the order aud enu-
merated in (i) are partly i the dovasthanam villuge of Sankaramanallur and partly in
Goverument villages.  Jn the case of the Goverument villages the meusurenients of
the asscssed linds are alone given, while with regard to the devasthanam villogs tho
whole wyacut 1s entered and the extent of theinam calcalated by Jeducting minor inams
and poramboke. This is the same form as that adopted in the Inam Commissioner’s
setiloment of whole inam villages, with regard to which the Inam Comuissioner

-
.
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; ain - , _dated 10th March 1889, Mis. No. 1659.

I explaived in a l]ctter, dated 4ik Oectolier 1865, that the exclusion of poramboke was Resolution—d oth Sarch 1859, S5 .
' H;l im W2y intended to bar the rigkt of the inay:dars to enjoy thd sume as part of their Submitted to Government. ‘
1 vullage. . SR i ' . P
'E e " : : 9. The Board agree with the Collector in thinking that there kas been no good
i e “es N . . : h . - . r . .
Jya;: ol ‘10 -Ip the list _o'f villages (iii) of the Tdamnalpet taluk prepared in fash 1211, the ' , ‘ cause for treating Sankaramanallur differently from the cther villages referred to
L ﬂ.l}lln 18 S?’cl]:% ;0 contain 18 Goverrmert villages and 52 halets and one @ »vasthanaw : o which have been scttled as entire inam villages. .
P villagze wi re ha ' T . : . . . . L . .
) " N e h.dn.l ets.. « : ' 3. In the list mentioned in paragraph 15 of the letter read above, the inam 1m
‘] " dn. Document (11V) 18 the_ jemclandi account of fasli 1211, The boundaries of : ‘ guestion is entered as sarva inom, and, of the other villages settled as entire ivams,
1 . tm' ;\" %’th“?"“n village ar~ given, and the irrigation works, &e., are rerticularized a3 : some are entered as eutire villages and somc as sarva 104 like Sankaramanallur.
s stated, ut it cannot be said that this proves anything more than that the whole : : ‘ - d Extract o
i village was =stvled a ¢ devast P s o) Rkl ! (A true Copy and Lxtrac J)
b o was stvled a ¢ devasthanam ” village whic o
'S A sicilar zemm . anam ' village which has bkeen throughout admitted. : ' ‘ . AT
[ { { similar remark applies to document (v). , . . : (Signed) M. DAMMICK,

t 9 -1 . ' : . : ' S :
1R 12. The inam scttlement account of fasli 1214 (document vi) seems fo assign a3 _ ' ' ) Secretary.
1 devasthanam tasdik for two temuples the whole of the S ey : : To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,

B o T np » whole of the ayacat less minor inams (inclad- : ’ ith ni 1os ned and with petiti

S B ine reswined nams), though poramboke 13 de . . - ' ; . with nine enclosures retnrned and with petition
: (ii). Itis to be ncted in poramboke is dedneted in the same way as in document - :- No. 180 of 1489 to be returned.
- . ‘ 4 in conneetic ST gt e ) Y g : . . .

e anmbers of the fields s) L cont cction with the’inum scttiement that the poiash . ‘ Copy to the Collector of Coirsbatore.

o the only land ' g ds shown as resumed inams in the secount are the sarie as thy o of - | i ' .

R : On“y ;i.sk.w ich were treated as Sirkar lunds at the time of settlement aud survey. | —_—

3. The kammijasti aceounts of fushi 1223 (docu ey ‘ - A% i . . . v

; ernment area remaiéod thmu(rh(: tOf}fdb,h 1223 -,(""’ cument vit) show that the Gox- ¥ ; ; Read—the following Proceedings of the T~ rd of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated

; ghout the same 2s that resumed, while there were addi- ‘ ' 19th March 1889, Mis. No. 1666 :— .

tions from sltivatad 3
| n poramboke to cultivated iram lands and zice versd.

14. Decuraents (viii) and (ix) prsve nothing mere than (vii). ‘ :: | ‘ | ‘
|

15. Nothing infe p . '
5 From the hukun?nian bef U:[Lr?d’ so for as T can sce, in faver of the petitioners’ claim | Tae Iox. J. GROSE, M.A.
B  %eoedings. dated ,,'fg (;-[ 1847 (x), which isin gencral terms based on Board’s Fro- ' S
Sllxblnig}’(l ) thgaé H'A arch 1834. N On the 2nd Febrnary 1847 a statement was . : .
4Ny ollrctor to the Iicard, v which entire ond minor inams Were Lo ‘
4

separately entered. A copy of thie st i it wi
probably be found in the 115}oard’sx ;fg (310 seat s ot mow orthcouing B, bt Wln‘

Toul—the following letter from J. STURROCK, Esq., Acting Collector of Coimi)af
‘ tore, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department (through the
S . : . [ Comuissioners of Land Revenue Jated Coimbatore, 11th January '1839,
" Jarla(é;ﬂ \\,1‘th_£c~f:a;ence to ( x1) T am dirceted to state why the jnarz lands were not | o, o, 20— ) e ) y | )
P ly surveyed and settled, 1 can find no exmlanatien of this. : : R A

17. Amongst the docume : ) | : Tn reply to G.0., dated 23rd October 1887.“1\70. 6385 (enclosures returned) T have
Ly BEEMRS urments pu 5 o i . L eT S ; Py Yo - oy ’ :
tLid inquiry, thore is a transerint Cp{ht“tln'qu the oppeliarts after the }‘OFEH‘A("D“‘H‘G“ of e the honor to state that, in my letter, No. 21 of this day’s date, I have reported thst in
and filed before Mr. Cole in 1685, (/;;*1]'“1] acerunts (marked o) which was drawn up R my opinion the Sankaramanallur village is as much cntitled to be treated as ay entire
devasthanam on the different irric :lp,*_lm document shows the amoints spent LY th(e ’1 o "inam village as any other inam village in this district.

e dy . . AL WOrKs 1 X *AN > W arnn 1 ars 3 . . . . . '
agd_l&oz. There i3 alsoa nemorandura (;‘n’l‘;rindﬂfe vilage betw een 11110 years lfbil‘) _ 5 1\ 9. If this view be accepted, the claim to treat the chanpel as a Government
1235, deseribing the state of the “ devasth: ed v) drwn up by the kernam in 151 ‘ ‘ e source of irrigation falls to the ground. :

. : ythu,nqm irrieatio b2 ? e 110 - . |

randum it anpeours that ¢ i 4 irngation works. From uiis jenmo .

randum it appeats that the works wers then baing Tjred from dov thanam Tunds '

[ have not becw able to fiud sny account of mo: vpaired from devasthan :

irrigation works of the village, an: scount of mion’ss spent by Government on the
: age, and no water-rufe sceu.s ever to have been charged by

Government ¢ 73 :

3! n dry Inam fields irrigated

LUt micated frem them until 1t 1
Tuam Commissionct now wnder - cuE frem them until after the decision of the

! . 3. Tt may be mentiched that, since Mr. Leman’s letter .record.cd with Board’s
; Proceedings, dated 95th Mareh 1887, Mis. No. 2200, was written, it has been found .
N that wet assessment en lands irrigated by this channel in the Sankaramanallur village
P was paid up to fasli 1257, in which year the mauagement of temple affairs was given

up by Government, and as the examination of records in connection with the inquiry

o e e e e

) 18. The documents above noted secm o . . about the Sankaramanallur village shows that there never was at any time more
. claims § against this T can only ,O{n}; f;iilm to m? to tend to support the dovasthanss - . Government wet land in the village than .acres 2-1 of resvmed inam land, it is clear
the district were at one time r};"ard oy e 1act that all the six devusthanam villages 1t j that the assessment on the wet land vuder the channel must have been credited to the
showing the lands made over to ti;; SS governmem villages. Tn the lists drawd Up b devasthanam and the chanznel treated as a devasthanam channel.
occupicd flelds and assessed waste Wcmal:{lgomont of the temple committees in 1847 ' Y 4. If it be now decided that the Sankaramanallur village is an entire icam th
entered in the annual lsts of Gm,m‘;;e;t\’?e;«hqm. The suurces of irrigation wers : ; " laim to the channel as a Government source of irrigation must be abandoned sndthe - °
gronted {rom poramboke in sl but .+hi~ urrigation works and dgrkhasts were freely N * claim of the Kolumum ryots to take water from it, put forward in their petition to the
that no dutkhnsts were granted in \5.\.{)-;,?1]0, village of Sankaramapallur. The fat - Y Board, dated 13th October 1887, must be left for scttlement with the devasthanam '
situation and laxity of admmistrati:‘;“r;l iﬁimllur was no doubt due to its remoto < and Ananthier. Our settlement and irrigation registers show that the flelds in
drawn Lotween it snd the ofher villases °r than to any distinction intentionally : ~ ‘ T question are within the ayacut of the Kolumum tanlk, but in some pattas of fash
' 19. In conclusion I am distizwo;; : Fos _ ' , 1274 the lstter ¢ va? for channel is entered against some of the fields, and as these
centitled to Le regarded as an enﬁre.i,;qzmonsopmm.l thz%t Sankaramanallur is as much " A : lie on the other side of the channel from thg tark, it 1s clear that water nrust either
. .‘ as any other inam village in the distriet. : ., come from the channel or.be broucht across 1t. T_he precise nieaning of the entry in °
v * Frrageaph 2.~Tha oxclusion of ormboln £ - 3 ', : : the patta must be determined by the civil courts if the Goverument abandon their
vulit.':gf; of whatover deseription is simply ca accQV\Lx—f’:-mbft}éﬁ extent of lund entered in the title-dueds jssurd for whol i o claim to the channel. The Obhgatlon of Government to the ryots is fulflled by allow-
exciusion Is.m“r:o wa;\mt“ndu_d to bat the right of (Lo ip o KCHemdy‘uucuiiivaMa c.hnmct; § ‘;A z{i}:s;:;,:‘.a -Ost,;; 3:9 ‘ \ ‘o the t f.‘dke water from the tank. ‘ _
sawe a5 patt a4 parcel of their village. wamdars Lo cultivate such lupds v! - ;r;‘ciiinl~ic and B ih: : ‘ ng them 1o : o .
* ! ‘- i
' ¢
. * {i.. %
. * . -
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ExXCLesURE,

FYrom G.D. LEMAN, Fsq., Collector of Coimbatore, to the Secretary ﬂo the Board of Nevenue
- dated Coimbatore, 1st March 1887, Ref, on No. 901-Bd. ’

With reference to Board’s Droceed:i
. ard’s Uroceedings, Reference on Petitio ister N b
Mey 1886 (enclosures returned), I have the honor to ;eport as fc]-ﬁo:sl?flster No. 18 of B¢

2. The old records show that the affairs of the anicut are somewhat cdmp]icated.

3. In 1830, w! s dov : .
in reply tolgkggi(‘i‘df]‘: tﬁhe} devasthanam inams were still under the Collactor, the Tahsildar reports
anient wnd channel ‘f > {)Y SIng over the repairs to Mariappa As.ri and Karuppan Asari, the
311 cawnies of e may be ‘put in order and 98} cawnies made up of 3} cawnies patta dry
3 es of grass patia, 29 cawnies assessed waste, 234 poramaboké, and 114 de.v-asthanau;

service inam beirrizatel, that erof % e .
ment of Rs. 9-2.0. ° e, that the benefit t5 Sirkar would be Rs. 435 against the present assess-

4. Afte po Lo
xDthhe?ig;g?;gigrg?F;i’f]ifffftm rogrard‘ to) the darkhastdars’ solvency, the Collector in
reduced to 25 cawnies only. ) T‘il(;a l‘;ﬁﬁgm the darkhast, but the irrigalle arca was le34

A ar was or ] el ) penairi
the anicut and chennel to Mari ‘ s ordered to give every assistance In repaurieg

cawny and that the names of 331‘%& Ai{:ni as ho egrecd to pay b rupees wet assessment per
< ’ e pattudars were to remamn i atta lands and the
darkhastdars’ names to be entered in waste irrivated in the puatta lands a

N o .

[ 28 1 T n s D o I)
I 118 INun seem ] ) .
S t } ave (.!\)De very o :t]@, Hlxd one ' u‘ih a ltbddl came to t )

“.']1 the r.lah Lidar's pe >:i08 [)1 P ASAT 1Y l)l W}l(lf: h(} hd;d dOllG }:{s' '1 &

w sniids R p 2 SUTRRITS] t-]d th(., Ak art th

‘ ’ > e Cu t e

th < pll v ll(_b r»l ven to hlﬂl G; re p}“l lnc tlle anicut ( )

6. This di . ; )
9541 Febr;?;:;ld] ;gt YI:ve:: ;(he Collector’s spproval and he fined the Tabsildar, and takid, dated
, was sent ordering the Talsildar to inform Mariappa Asari that, as he had

not acted up to the terms of hi
ms of his acreement 1l e = . .
ovr to others to repoir. grecwent to irrigate 25 cawries, the apieut would be made

7. Mariappa Asari <
. : art and Ka \ oAl . .
! Karuppan Asari obLjected that there were nouv 25 cawnies available,

but their oblecti X ' I tu
. ! jection was overrule 8 T i { h n '
their contons ) Ll“lu](,d, and th(y‘wuc told to P roduce surcties ( or the fulfilme f

8. In 1883, the Tabsitlar at o
they wanted to ’lnafe ‘i:}cl::janl l‘ip(?rte% that they were unable to fulfil their contract and that
0 Assan Sehib and Venkatapathi Naidu, which, after a clatenent

by the Collector that 'ushpa Reddi . o
be had refused to take it U;E;at};;dct;l:}}r::t:;l;ﬁl([)’\’;i!;]cc;llsulngd and a reply by the Tahsildar that

9, The Tuhsildar’s arzl of *
Ve“.kat“}'mthi MI\J:iltli‘zx‘w sltmi:]r()f 'Lt‘g Ang“? 1833 forwards the darkhast of Assan Sehilrand.
repuir the anicut and N -e(.n.te that Kuruppun Asuri and Mariapps Asari not bLeing able to
pay assessment as agreed, it is sold to Assan Sakib and Venlgxmpaﬂli

.I\,. ) 1 ‘ for 43
a]qh[ a’n\l 'he ﬂ,m et p h inicut in }) 1T and lI!l..dLe 2 cawnies at & aset
y e t() ”t t e g ) rens '
and 44‘ faS IIS dnd fﬂ” aRsexR SlllCIlt “f lts- Y y v

be paid whether cultivation is made or not u ,‘I—"’;lw-“y in 45, .e., Rs. 125, which assessmenpt is to
: : ot . ey gave securi 3 i H . ACeD
by the Collector and a note on the arzi BAYS 10 answer.” ity for this, and this was aceepted
10. From 1835 Qont Yo
Venkatapathi Na.idutge ;9301‘(118 lz_l‘e sileat, .ID ISMT the petitioner Anaunthier purchased from
thongh the agreemen ‘320 re;f;‘iromxl‘e t.}le_rmtncg anicut and channel in question, ghowing theb
icub on o ' Lo irmimate 25 cawnie o rTiE
anicut had been again washed away and eretion htop;:;)sdmay have been once carried out, the
11. Since that there is nothi " ' '
. + 910C are 13 uothing to show tl : et
tioued until Anantha Lamicr brought it to t-‘],“t his pos<ession in the channel, &c., Was ques-
which the Colleetrr’s order d:\*'?d‘ 16th ?\fme tll)mb the clianel was a Goversment chauwel oo
; - y O ‘ Ve ® C rmes )
channel was a Government source « ¢ irriwm';‘,nﬂn er 1885, was passed to the eifect that the
12. At the time of paimaich this <iile -
settled as a Goverurl;e\x);t g'?ll;;‘:lm ﬂ‘us village was almost entirely inam, but it bas now been
as belonging to the d:-vu%thm;e‘-n b?l?emcwh&?? & Collector’s order does not speak of the anicut
. i * i Qs hell e 1 . . .
may oceur to Sirkar, & ‘:nkar anicut, and the question asked i3 what profit
13. Tt is said that th i
. e CO“{‘(‘tor wlic .
0 Wn8 iar ) i 3
ment of temple funds, may lave u‘éaut‘ t at1 that time agent for the Board in the manage-
reason for such inferencr in shown ‘and llott;a'yli‘evusmhnmn and not Sicker, but no sufficient
. R 3 1 think ; . : . .
must be token in its strict meaning ¢ U,ovemllﬁ(,,’]:i the doubt is raised, that the word Lirksr

14. Tt is then to m i i
. e ST Y
beneBt of Goromn oo 12 ];1;51&;3:‘.: Fh'ab y‘he Collector aciing for Government and for the
repair the anicnt on eondition Oflil‘x'ig:t?i;?g?thlb and Venkatupathi Naidu the perinission to
Y T Ty 0 cawnies RG] y , P o4 o
fo Government ; whethier such conditions wer tes aud paying yearly, after fasli 45, Rs. 127
§ were or were not Tulblled is not material. Itis

e

s s A N S

e. : - 81 Aveust 1889, No. 680, REVENUE. T

—————© — "

—————

: certain that in 1864 the anicut was again in disrepair and that without any reference to Gov-
ernment end withont any condition of watering any land or paying any water-rate the anicut
was sold by the son of Venkatapathi Naidu to the present claimant. :

15. The wording soems to show that the anicut was washed away as soou as built, and
though I cannot from the records show that the 125 rupees promised was ever collected, it i3
not possible to say it was never done, for the first two years were cowle.

16. It is manifest that Ananthier is not justified in saying thut'Yeuka‘La-pathi Naidu ever
} had such right in the amcut that he conld sell it-witliout the origimal condition of paying
: Rs. 125 a year for irrigation holding good. .

; . 17. Tt also seems $o me that the right that Assan Sahib ond Venkatapathi Naide had was
, to repair the anicut and so keep it—not to let it be destroyed again and then without reference
to Goverfineut to sell it to othera to repair. :

- 18. The Collector ab initio interfered to regalate the arrangements made, and I think
the re-making of it by Ananthier was an act Le could mot do without permission und as a
further consequence without permission to irrigate and use Govercment water.

19. As regards the irrigation of the Kolumum lands they are seid to be irrigated by the
tank, but the river chanuel lies between them and the tank and cuts them off from it. Water
can only get to them if carried over the channol ¢i iuto it and then out cf it again.

4
3 a0, There is no evidence of the existence of eny sach agueduct, except ‘that of witnesses

1 do not believe,

21. But the lands were irrigated before 18G4 when the channel was in disrepair, and it
may safely be said that when this was the case there were no aqueducts but that the water
passed into aud out of the old line ¢f the channel as convenicnt.

T

22. When therefore Ausathier renewed the cld chanpel, the Kolumum peopls, who had
been in the habit of taking their water through it, continued to do so, and as, I buiicve, they
_ huve done o to this day and csnnot be interfered with by bim.

N
T

ol

' 23. The condition that 25 cawnics weve to be irrigated and paid for every year has never
been observed by Anauthier, and it should be enforeed frou: this time and could be enforced
in arrears. ' :

; : 94. As we cannot tell what extra land bas becn jrrigated angd if any has it would not by the
i present ruined tank vules be charged water-rate ; there is no liability on account of this for
Jands watered in Sankaramanallur, but that the Kclumum tands now watered may continue to
bo watered without trouble and expense to the ryots, I would make a stipaistion that if the

™o Governmeut does not clzim the Rs. 125 dae by Ananthier year by year since 1864, he shoula
N L now agree that he will make no further resistance to their taking water from the chanuel for
1

AN _what land is now irrigated as long'es the chanuel is open.
N\ . o :

95. The Roard’s questions in the above reference may be thus answered :—

No. 1.—There is no evidence that the channel was constructed solely to irrigate devastha.
pam lands, for there is no evidencs of its origin. When reg,-mred in 1830 the Collector
stipulated for a payment of Rs. 125 for water to be taken to the then suppused irrigable area
(cawnies 25). . :
| No. 2.—The owners, aa they call themselves, have not paid eaything to Governwent, ”
{ because the conditions under which the repair of the anicut and chanuel weresllowed Liave been
always neglected. : ' o

No. 8.—The channel has culy been in use since 1864 for any length of time together, and
the Kolumum lands have always been watered. Dititioner Was, by the eorditions that bound~
the person from whom he purchased the anicat, bourd to pry Rs. 123 a year which he has never
done.

No. 4.~—This so far as I know i8 unt-ruc;*. Government cnce im,,e.-rfered, and the devastha-
nam people have records of clearance as well as Ananthier. The point beccmes immaterial.

No. 5.—The matter is. treated of already. I do not fiud the entry o be trustworthy, and
I cannot say what channel is weant or whether the entry < channel 1s trustworthy and d_’muld
or should not be ¢ tank.” . y 8

No. 8.—1Is answered in No. 4.

96. T therefore find that the channel and anicutars Government and not private property ;
that Ansnthier must pay Government Rs. 125 a year for the use of it and the ch-mnrr‘lelr-' 'th};i"-
he way not intorfere with the usual supply of water to the Kcolunum ryots and that if be agrecs
to these torms, Govermment should torego the collection of the Rs. 125 which they can claim
of hiw for the use of the anicut, chanuel and water since 1864, ,Y ]
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"To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,

" To the Inam Commissicuer with current N,
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8 . 8 Aveust 1889, No. 680, Revexue,

—————

Resolution—dated 19th March 1889, Mis. No. 1€65.

Submitted to Government in continuati f Board’ nes. AMis. No.- 5q
dated 19th Maroh 1ok on of Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 1:659,

(Trae Copies and Extract.) , |
o © (Sigmed) M. HAMMICK,
: ' & Secretary.

with ten enclosures returred and with petition No. 181 of
.o ' 1333 and petition No. 882 of 1887, in original,

| ' Teturned.
* . Copy to the Collector of Coimtutore to }?e returne

Read—also petition from N. C. SRINIVASA CHARIAR, Manager, Sankaramanallar
o dgvasthanam, Udamalpet taluk, Coimbatore distriet, dated 18th March 1864,
ABsTRACT.—Prays that, on the strength of the

nalh_zr b.e declared an entire devasthanam ina
service inams be cancelled. '

e documents referred to within, Sankarsv:a-
m village and the title-deeds granted to village

-~
——

Order—dated 8th April 1839, Mis. No. 2244, Revenue, :

: ‘Referred to the Inam Commissioner for early report.

_ (Signed)  C. A. GALTON,

Secretary to Government.

Jhb os. 2156, 2157 and 2233
and their enclosures, in originsl, to be returned.

-

Rrap—also petition from ANANTII A-IB AMIER, Coimbatore, dated 27th October
' $87. | : ,

Asstracr.—Praying thet Government may confirm their right to the Sankaramanallur

channel, &e.

REeap—also lett¢r from the Collector of éoimbatore, dated 18t/h7 March 1889, No. 234.

Asstracr.—Reporting that the report called f
%2!1(1 October 1887, l'egz?rding the Sr;nkamm“analo
Mr, Sturrock in his letters, Nos. 20 and 21, dated
Revenue, Madras. E

r by Government in G 0., No. 6335, dated
1th January 1889, through the Board of
Reap—also letter from'the' Collector of Coimbatore

: No. 35-Govt,

AssTracT.—Reporting that the enclosi; > i ;
of 23r3 Yorch 1850 will Lo submitiod on theis Tomins, oy 1 -y SECTetary s momorandum

been called upon to send them. eipt from C. A. Venkatakrishnish who Las

, dated 26th March 1889, Ref. on

READ-;—also letter from the Collector of Coimbato
_ No. 1075-Petn,

Aspsreacr.—Forwarding copies of two of the d ' '

R o ocnment :

23rd March 1859, and sialing that Venkatakrishniak wagt: giléeigfol;ﬁ? memorandura, dated
other three documents. : onth’s time to produce the

re, dated Sth April 1889, Ref. on

-

lar channel has already been subwitted by -

-
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8 Avcust 1889, No. €S0, Rrvence. )

Reap—also the following letter from W. 5. WHITESIDE, Xsq., Inam Commissioner,
' to the Becretary to Government, Revenue Department, dated Madras, 14th
June 1889, No, 216 :— _ ’ ‘

With reference to +.0., dated Sth April 1889, Mis. No. 2244 (enclosures herewiia
returned), I Lave the honor to report as fullows :—

2. Petitioner, who is tlie manager of the pagodas of Thandavesvara Swami ang
Xalyana Varadarajuswami, claims that the village of Sankaramanalivr uttached to the
said pagodas may be treated os an entire inam village and that the enfranchisement of
serviee inams in 1t already ¢ rried out by the Inam Deputy Collector may be cancelled.

3. The six villages noted .in the margin are attached to diffcrent devasthanams in_ .
, ‘ e the district. They were settled originally -
in the year 1862 by the Inam Deputy.

4, Ve‘a\mba(‘lii _
5. Sankaramanallur. .
6. Perar.

1. Xérar.
2. Achimangalam, °

v Coilectors, T. Kristna Rao and Thelasinga
3. Yellavanur,

Mudaliar, the villages 1 to 4 by the
former, and 5 and € by the latter.- In the four villages settled by the former,

“he, with refercuce to the entries in the old accounts, r.cognized them as entire

inam villages and entered them in the registers as such, but the latter in settling the
other two villages omitted to mention that they were entire inam villages and hence

~ this Iengthy correspondence.+ During the-scttlement of service inams in the Coimba-

tore district in 1831, the Deputy Collector brought to the notice of the Collecter’that
the devasthanam villages ubove referred to with the exception of Sankramanallur (in

‘which only a small portion was surveyed) had been surveyed and settled and requested
- to be informed whether the scrvico inams in the villages should not be enfranchised.

The Collector in recommending the enfranchisement of the service inams in these
villages observed that there was nothing on record to show that they were ever exclu-
eively assigued to the devasthanam. Mr. Horsley, the then Inam Commissioner, asked
the Coilector to ascertain and veport the opinion of the tristees on the matter. > In his
letter, dated 20tL September 1833, No. 4¢8, the Collector riported that the trustees

" insisted that the villages wera entire inams and objected to the enfranchisrment of the

service inams therein. Mr. Wilson, who bad succeeded Mr. Horsley, after perusing the
correspondence connected. with the case and the entries in the inam register, decided
that the first 4 villages were entire inams, while the fifth was for the most part merc!vy
an aggregation of separate inams, and that therefore the service inams in the forper
ghould not, and those in the latter should, be enfranchised. I perused the iram
registers of all the devasthanam villages and £ind them all to be aggregations of minor

‘inams, as in the case of Saukaramanallur. They appear to have at first been granted

as entire inam villages but subsequently the then trustces for the sake c¢f convenicnce
parcelied out the various service inams out of the entire inam and assigred them to
ihe several office-bearers in the devasthaunm to remunerate them for their services in

~lieu of ready money payment. During the inam inquiry, the Deputy Collector settled

these minor inams and those reserved for the upkecp of devasthanams according to

~ actual enjoyment and licnce each village, instead of having one title-deed in the rame

of the pagoda to which it is attached, had severul title-deeds iszued to the several cffice~
bearers, all of them refidering scrvice to the devasthanam, It will thus be seen that
Sankaramanallur differs in no.way from the other villages, all of them being aggre-
gation of minor inams, ' . .

. 4. The village of Sankaramanallur includes 44 acres of ayan which have been
surveyed and settled by the Settlement Department. These 44 seres aopear from the
Collector’s letter to have been assigned origizally for service in the devasthanam, bub
owing to cessation of service by the holders therecf they have been resumed by éov.
‘ernment and treated as ayan when the devasthanam was under their manag-ment. If
these 44 acres be assumed to be inams as they were once, the village bacomss an entir
inam. Trom a per.scl of the statomont referred to in paragraph ?5 of the Collector's
letter, dated 11th January 1889, No. 21, whick I consider.to be & genuine document,

it appears that Sankaramanallur is classed 23 sarva inam which is tantamount to .
saying that it 1s entice inam. " I have perused the several documents appended to the -

petition now under ‘report, and they all go to establish the petitioner’s contention that
the village is an enture inam. From the Collector’s letter above referred to it alaa

*
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. . . C Yoverne |
appears that during the period that the village was nader the management of Govern ;
ment, no water-rate was ever colleeted for lands urigated by means of irrigation works !
in the village and eredited to ayan, that .ne repairs to those works were exceuted solely

at the cost of the devasthanam, and th:at no money appears {o have been spent by |
Government on that account. '

5. In these circumstances, I agree with the Collector in his conclusion that the :
village of Sankaramanallur is an entire inam like the 4 villages referred to above and .

that the enfranchiscment of the service inams in it should be cancelléd us requested by .
the potitioner,

S NS S PR I

Oxper—dated 8th August 1889, No. 6380, Revenue.

: Upon a careful consideration of the
Miscellaneous.

arguments adduced by the petitioner
Srinivasa Chari and of the full and
exhaustive reports submitted by the Collector and the Inam Commissioner, the Gov-
ernment is of opinion that the village of Sankaramanallur should have been treated -
usan entire inam village. The enfranchisement of the service inamms therein Sh(:l‘lld ‘
accordingly be concelled and a single title-deed issued for the village as a whole.  The -
lands wlich have been resumed will of course remain Government lands.

2. As regards the channel, it appears from the Collector’s report of the 1lth
) January last that thers are no good grounds for treating it as a Government work of
irrigation.  The Government accordin gly abandous its claim to it and further directs _ : TN
that any water-rate, which muy have been levied in pursuance of the Board’s order of -
tice 25th March 1887, be refunded. _ j .
3. The channel havin 2 been declared a private one, the petitioner Anarthier is free: : . ’
to establish his claim to rights over it by mcans of a suit is the civil courts. L
_ 4. The Government observes from the papers that the village of Perur in the
T . Coimbatore taluk is in esactly the same position as Sankaramanallur, and although no :
i claim has been put forward as yet in respect of it, it is probable that, as goon a3 the
ecisicn in this case is known, a similar claim will be preferred. The Inam Comrnis-
sioner should, therefore, inquire and report on it at an early date.

(True Extraet.)

| (Signed) €. A. GALTOX, | . .
I , | ‘ Secretary to Government. : - '
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To the Board of Revenus (Land Revenus).
, the Inam Commissioner.

»» the Accountant-Genoral.

» N. C. Srinivasa Chariar,

» Ananthier,

» the Kolumuuw ryots.
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Kxd. A. D. Xavier.
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Gobt of 1889} §Hndrus,

REVENUE.

Issued

4‘;4“0—'{. . EN“-

G.0.,'8th August 1889, No. ¢20.

AUGTUST.

Inam, Coimbators,

Censidering that the village of Sankarama-
rallur attached to certain pagodas in Udamelrat
talak should hzve been trestedas on entire inam
viliage and ordering the issve of a single title-
deed for it; declariag the Sankeramauallne
chonnel to be private property; and directing
the Inam Commissioner to submit s report with
regard to Perur village which isin the same
vesition as the former,
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