M.R.C. 1—386,060—16-10-20..

MADRAS RECORD OFFICE.

| Govemm@m oﬁ‘ Maémg., |

Retare

DELFAR £ R‘ENT

W PR

G0. No. | /0 yQ : 13;&

\4és67 o
Dated @2 2_(— £ yé? B

. Ff{g}i fo be folded or roughiy handied o



amo—r

e L e T
AT
i)

BT RIR

~f=,v.._4

TN S o
.

A AR L Db, s o 5o
aai >

RS ox L3 . PR e ¥

h ; . '
- S 0 - i :"

T nave thehonor to report, for the mfor,matlon of the Board, that Insagiri Gosayl,

the ex-Manager of the Mattam, in the village of N arham, in the Pattukottai Talook,

* No. 10 of 1867. has instituted a  suit* against me, in

Jorma pauperis, in the Civil Court at

Tanjore, for the recovery of the landed property belonging to the said institution,

together with mesne profits, assumed to be Rupees 19,146-8-0, for the period during
which the same has been under Government management.

2. This institution, with its endowment, was taken under Government manage-
ment in the year 1856, under the authority conveyed 'in the Board’s Proccedings

marginally noted, in consequence of the
Of the 23rd February 1856, No. 551. :

t Order on Government Petition, No, 3,299 of
1860, communicated in Boards Oxder No.
1,296, dated 7th March 1861.

Do. on do., No. 1,036 of 1865, communi.

cecds, and illegally alienated parts of
the endowment, and is accordingly now
under 1y charge ; the two appeals, suc-

L4t

plaintiff havingmisappropriated the pro- -
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’ | I Vi) ncekz]iﬁgs of the Madras Government, Revenue epartment,
'} 22nd April 1869. - Lo
: ; T \ : ‘
2 : / ‘ “  Read the following :— ’ )
‘ \ \ No. 465, I’roceedmo's of the Board of Revenue, dated 24th April 1868, No. 3,018, i
1IN Read the followmcv letter from the Collector of Tanjore, to the Semetary to the
; r": Board of Revenuo dated 10th Apnl 1868, No. 91.
i

cated in Board’s Order, dated 13th Octo- cessively preferred by him to Govern-

ber 1865. ment, having been rcjected,} because the
Voo Government saw no 1eason to inter fexo with the Loard’s decision, ‘\3\ { —
R 3. FYromthece enclosed translation of the plaint, it will be scen that plaintiff resis
1 B his suit on the assumed ground that the object of the endowment was to provide for
5 pujal and other religious services, and not for the use of, or for thc distribution of

food to, the ¢ public”.

. 4. As I have stated in my letter} of the 14th July 1865, No. 210, the Sunnud

N + I"ide Doard’s Proceedings. 2nd Aurust 1863 'in support of the endowment of the
“ ‘ + 7 oo onra TrOueaCings, Snc Sugush 1SR Mattam, and of which a translation has

ik ) becn submitted to the Board with my letter of the 18th December 1865, No. 8,009,
'
{

does not contain an cxpress condition thatfood is to be distributed to travellers,
. though Mr. Forbes, in his letter§ recom.-
‘ § 19th January 1836, No. 10. mending its 1esump‘mon says such to be
. ' the terms of the grant. Neither, however, on the other hand, is there a word of
- ‘ pujah or any other religio‘us scrvices in the Sunnud, and the natural inference to
»be drawn from the fact of the Mattam being specifically mentioned therein to be

situated on the road to Rameswaram is, as I have already said, that the institution.

) was intended for the benefit of travcllers

: 5. It is thus on the ostensible character of the mstltutmn as a charitable one,
T and on the undoubted fact of the plaintifl having grossly abused Lis trust, that the
Lo defenco on behalf of Govermment now rests ; and this I have accordingly set forth
j in the enclosed draft of the written statemnent which I propose to put in, and to

: whicl I solicit the sanction of the Board. All the ev Adence available on the records
to prove the misapplication and improper alicnation of the property of the institu-
tion Dy the plaintiff, will be produccd at the Learing of the suit, which has Leen
posted for the 31st July next.
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—— L ) o o e i Proceedings of the Madras Government Revenue Department
Proceedings ¢ ) . -tment ‘ ’ ‘ o ° ] ’ P ,
_ 23 of the Madras Gom?r nment, Revenue Department _ g j . 99nd April 1869.
22nd April 1869. ! Voo ‘
. : . [ ~ v. .
’ " Excrosvre No. 2.
6. The cost of the defence will, of course, be defrayed from the funds of the ’ j Draft of the proposed written Statement.
1nstitution. . § . Tug plaintiff's assertion that the grant was made for Pujah and Aradhanai, ete., 1s untrue, .
. ‘ ; { t‘. there being not a word regarding these or of any other relizious services whatsoever in the
4 by ; : ‘
Excrosure No. 1. ; » ! Sunnud. o _ o ' )
To the Civil Court Tuni ( v 9. Tt is true that neither is it mentioned in the grant that it. was made for the use of, or the
Plaintif & ‘{ rt of anjore. . : distribution of food to, the public ; but from the fact of the Mattam being specifically mentioned
’ KR 4 e ) + . o s M ’
S~ : v formi pauperis. versus Defendant. ‘ . ‘ therein to be situated on the road to Rameswaram, it is to be naturally inferred that the endow-
Insagiri Gosayi Swamiyar, Inamdar of Sarwa- G. L. Morris, Esq., Colleetor of 5 ; ment was intended for the benefit of travellers, and is, ag such, of a charitable character.
+, maniam l.:mds, attached to the Mattam at Tanjore. ? J 3. The Mattam, withits endowment, was taken under the management of the Board of Revenue
! Nadiam, in Pattukottai Talook. i A : under the provision of Regulation VIL of 1817, because the plaintiff was abusing his trust by
) Petition of Plaint, . misappropriating the procecds and illegally alienating parts of the endowments—a fact which the
I an the Trustee of the Mattam at Nadiam in Pattukottai Talock. 1 was, according to custor, . defendant is preparcd abuudantly to prove.

.appointed as Madathipathi by my predecessor. I wasin enjoyment of the undermentioned villages 4. Under these circumstances, the defendant begs to state that this charitable establishment, -
‘attached to the said institution. \ with its endowment, cannot be gafely entrusted to the managemeont of the plaintiff, and prays that
2. In 1744 the said villag - . . " . n- ’ . the suit brought by him may be dismissed with costs. )

ges were branted, as Sarwamanmm, by Protﬂp Smg’ Ra]ah Of Tﬂ- . - 4 TAXJORE, . (Slgned) G. L. MORRIS,

jore, for the use of the institution. Insupport of thi rei sikk i f the
‘then Insagiri Gosagi. pport of this, there is a Sikka Sunnud in the name © 10th April 1868. | ' Collector.

gt e w23

3. Whilei oy : . . . . :
hile in_enjoyment of theso villages, with all rights and titles thereto attached, the¥. Ty Board sanction the defence of the suit on the usual terms, and approve of

were, in February 1856 X ,
o ltl; I‘eblll u:g) 1856, attached by-tht.z order of the Board of Revenue upon the Collector's report. ‘ } : fhe Proposo d writton statement.
e then the Collector has been enjoying the villages together with mesne profits. . e b .

4‘. The said villages were originally intended for mecting charges connected with pujah or
worship, ete,, of the Mattam, and not for the distribution of food to the public

No. 466. ?roccedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 2nd April 1869, No. 2,165.

Read the following letter from the Collector of Tanjore, to the Acting Secretary

e e e

. Till Februar 5 5 Voo
o w;fcﬁonnected :?:Ed:iel,i:&gz; 13213":1;\:;30:161;(1? I;‘J: mn”nz;‘gemcnt 3 the pujah and other ;“:2; . i - {o the Board of Revenue, dated 10th I"ebruary 1869, No. 2u:— =
(the villages) were then uujustly attached under a mfstaker::tt‘?ﬂyt?d alc ording o usaig ljj' for the 2 Wiz reference to. the Board’s Proceedings, dated tho 24th April 1868’. No.
"distributiou of food to the public, and this suit is broucht for thx}? »dt tuey were Tnents t (her 4 { 3,018, I have the honor to report that the Civil Court at Tanjore has dismissed
-with mesne profits. ° @ vecovery of these villages tos® Y ,1 {he suit thorcin referred to, with costs. ~ '
’ 6. _As Iam mm.blc topay for the stamps required for iustituting the suit. I fie this in jorm-i % ' Lo 9 T cnclose herewith copies of the Judgment and Decree passed by the
:paupems under Scctions 299 and 300 of the Civil Procedure Code ° ! y { ! Court.
- T The aforesaid Sikka Sunnud was pledged, in 1865, to bne.\'a]( o Mudaliar. of Royal Iotel '(' . i’ 3. Tho cost incurred by me on account of the defence has, as the Board
st Madvas, Iwill cito him s a witness, aud eauso the said :h)cumem m)t,e :. 3. xtqr,l ot t‘loyicariﬂg' r l.' f will observe, been adjudged to be paid by the plaintiff; but as Le is'destitute of
', 8. 1, Insagiri Gosayi, the plaintiff in formi pauperis in the abovi Ula‘;: 3 1:131*0 that : { means, aud has instituted this sui m Sorma pauperis, 1 apprehend that it will have
. ll that is stated therein is true to the best of my belief and information. plaunt, €o de ’ : 1;‘ \ to be borne by the { l.mds of the Nadiam Mattam under Government }1xallagel1lexlt,
(Here enter the Schedule of lands.) :', Y and to which the suit refe.rred., z'md from which funds it has been .pmd at pr.es_e.nt.‘
—— ) ! I have, however, ordered inquirics to be mado as to whether there is any possibility
Extent of Nunjah and Punjah lands in the seven villages ... 213 11 0 ; of rceovering the cost from the plaintiff.
R3. A, P. !
Listimated value of the gross produce, after deducting Porakadi J _ ] i Excrosurs No. 1.
Varam, ebe. oo woe e e e e e .o 113,280 10 (¥ ) % ‘ In the Civil Court of Tanjore.
Do. of mesne profits of the said lands, as per annual accounts } : Present:—W. 8. Wirasior, Fsq., Acting Civil Judge,
of the Circar from 1856 to 18G6... ... .. .o oo .o 19,148 4 ; Original Suit No.10 of 1867.
' g ¥ ‘Tusazhiri Ghosi Swamiyar ... ... ... Dlaintiff (Pauper.)
Total value of the claim ... 1,32,427 ¢ }/0 ? f G. L. Morris, Esg, oo oov oee e Defendant.
INSAGIRIGOSAMIYAR, (Signc& in Gu saratti-) () i {/ Trs suib coming up for final hearing, the Court, aftcx: ex.a,mining the witnesses adduced on
Filed on the 12th December 1867. : / ;l both sides, pernsing the various dt.)cuments filed by the plau}tli'f a‘md defendant, and hearing the
Original Suit No. 10 of 1867. f : arguments of Subramonia Aiyar, Vakeel .on behalf of the .plamtxﬂ, and of the Government Vakeel
(Sizned) L. W. BIRD, ;'t _on hehalf of the dofendant, the Cou.rt .dehvere(.l the i."ollowmg:—-— )
’ Civil Judgt ' Jupauent.— In this suit plamtxff, aileging h‘xmse_l.f to be the Madathipathi or proprietor of
' (True Translation.) i the Ghosavi Mattam, situated in the village of Nadiam, 1n the Pattukottui Talook of this distriet,
iened) VORRIS -
(Signed} G L.MOR 0 o, ;

—
-
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
22nd April 1869.
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_Bues in formd ; -
Jorma pauperis 1o set aside the order of attachment issued by Mr. Forbes, the former

Collector of Tanj i (5 :
anjore, who in the year 1856, acting under the instructions of the Board of Revenut, .

- ousted the plaintiff : .
. to recover (I:nco nlxoriromﬁ tho p ossession m,ld enjoyment of the lands and Mattam ahovenamed, and
possession of the said lands and Mattam, and alzo the mesne profits derived

» therefrom dari .
ring the years they have becn under the management of the defendant.

2. The plainti .
Plaintiff states in' his plaint thatythe lands specified in the list filed by him were

ranted i o
temple of the Nadiam Ma::)ta 1€ r‘(f‘;l{:’lo‘ls rites, (.:ore.monics, and observances to be performed i the
poses of charity : that olat I an .not for the distribution of food to travellers, or for general pur-
¥ ; that plaintiff having succecded to the post of Madathipatli, continued to perform

"the duti i :
uties of his office, properly and with regularity, up to the year 1856, when Mr. Forbes, who

wag then Collec Tanor . .

of the Mattéu(: t:;dofhr%n‘]ﬁl ¢, ousted him improperly from his posscssion of the endowment landd

fore now Sucs ';o reco_vf ttl)1 e;tor has ever since administered them hinself, and the plaintiff there-
r the lands and the mesne profits derived by defendant from the land, the

'value of the clai i o
. claim being Rupees 1,32,427-2-0 together with subsequent profits and costs.

3. The defe in his wri .
the Tands by the I:g?l;t;fn;;z.::;tien et?tTment denied the plaintifi’s allegation that the grant of
cercmonies) inasmuch as no n;]ent' 3 jo ely for the purposes of Pujali and Aradhanai (anniversary
were held, of any religious servi ion whatsoever was made in the Sunnud, under which the lands
that Sunnud that thc{;an(is We;mis, and that although, on the other hand, no mention was made in
tion of food to traycll oy granted for the benefit of the public, or fur the regnlar distribu-
avellers, still from the fact that the Mattam is situated on the r(:ml to Rames~

'waram it may nat : I ke
y naturally be inferred that the endowment was really intended for the comfort and

relief of travel .
avcllers, and as such of a charitable character. TFurther, that as the phintiﬂ', when

in charge of the Mattam, w i i
g » Wag abusing his trust by misappropriating the proceeds, alienating parts
4 y ¢ ¢ !

of the endowm ’ R . .
wment, and generally misconducting himself, the late Collector, as Azent of the Board
4 o

~ of Revenue, acti e
e, acting under the provisions of Regulation VIL of 1817, took charge of the yattam,

with its endowments, and Las since then coutinued to retain them in Lis enstody
4. The following issues were framed : — o
1.—Whether th
¢ grant of lands by the former Rajal of Taujore, as specified in the plaint,

wag inten ie
ded to be applicd to the performance of religious scrvices only, o t0 the .

. c‘}‘\y:lwitﬁble object of feeding, and the benefit of travellers only
— .]mt ‘CP .the pauper plaintiff, when in charge of the said Mattam, was guilty of
’ m‘? Vt:.‘l salion of the endowments or income of the Mattam or 1 ’
5. The plaintiff filed the following documents :— St oot

A.—~Yadast sent by Kondal Row, late Tahsi
RN Ay » late Tahsildar of Pattukettai Talook, to plaintif, dated
- B.—Copy of a list m: ic authoriti
lply_ l?t made by the public authorities when plaintifi’s Mattam property was
sold in auction Ly Government, dated 10th November 1863
. ) , U < .
C.-——lixoccedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dated 2nd Angnst 1865
]).——f;c;:f Sunnud, (in the Mahratta language’ about tlje villaze in question, dated in
ia‘.—Memor.andum (in do.) about the same villaze, dated 26th Jilakada in 1185
.-—Ordex: issued to the Custom Officer of Darasaram from the Tanjore Palace, Teg8T ding
certain Mattam charity.
G.—-—Penswn.Ccrtiﬁcatc of cash allowance issued by the Collector of Tanjore to Venghobs
Ghosami, dated 22nd Septemler 1833,
11.—Sicea Sunnud granted by the Tanjore Rajah to Atinaram Ghosami, date
1809, regarding certain Inam.
I.—Order relating to Inam granted to Sedubavaswamy by the Tanjore Rajab in the year
Sursan Seba Arbayanmaya Alaf.
Do, do. * to do. by do.

-~

d oth June

T in 1746.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
22nd April 1869. -

K.—Title-deed granted by the Inam Commissioner to the villagers of ‘Ka,ruka':'ayal, in
the Pattukottai Talook, dated 20th June 1865.
Do. do. do. to Aiyavaiyen and others of Nadiam in the talook of
Pattukottai, dated 28th January 1865.
M.— Do. do. do. to Kuppaiyen of Nadiam in the said talook, dated 10th
June 1865. i C \

6. 'The defendant filed only one documcnt;i
I.—Memorandum sent by‘the Spocial Assistant Colleetor to the Collector on 17th Janu-

L.—

ary 1856.
7. At the final hearing the plaintiff examined twelve witnesses, of whom the first witness,
the confidential Agent of Velu Moodelly, the kecper of the Royal otcl in Madras, produced the two
Sicca Sunpuds, exhibits D. and L, whereby the lands in dispute were granted by the former
Rajah of Tanjore for the maintenance of the Nadiam Mattam, and proved that those documentg
had been mortgaged by plaintiff, about four years ago, to Velu Moodelly, as security for moncy
then lent to him by Vela Moodeclly, who had delivered them to witness for the purpose of filing

them in this suit.

8. Second witness, & Ghosami in charge of a Mattam at Combaconum, produced Exhibits E.
and G., two Sicca Sunnuds granted by a former Rajah of Tanjore, whereby his Mattam was endowed
with lands producing Rupecs 22 a-month, which grant was subsequently reduced to the monthly
income of Rupees 11 which is still cbntinued. The grant being only designed for the purpose of
performing Pujah and certain festive ceremonies and the maintenance of the Ghosami in charge
of the Mattam, and not for the distribution of food to travellers or othee charity.

9. Third witness, a Ghosami in charge of 3 Mattam in the Town of Tanjore, repeated the same

evidence in regard to his own Mattam, and produced the Sicea Sunnud, exhibit H. and admitted

" that, as Ghosami in charge, he is not at liberty to alicnate or make away with any of the lands

assigned for the maintenance of the Mattam.
10. Fourth witness, a Ghosami in charze of a Mattam in the Town of Mannargudi, makes the

same statement as third witness.

11. Fifth witness, the Manager of Sctn Bava's Choultry, which is situated on the road to
Rameswaram, half a mile from the Nadiam Mattam, also produced two Sicea Sunnuds, Exhibits
I. and J., granted by a former Rajah of Tanjore, assigning, for the support of the Setu Bava's
Choultry, lands producing an income of Rupces 6,000 per annum, and Rupces 2,000 for the
maintenance of a choultry in Mannargudi, the whole of which is expended in charity to travellers ;
and stated that for ten ycars he managed the Dhurmapuram Mattam in the Mayaveram Talook
which possesses an annual income of Rupees 20,000, no part of which is expended in charity, but
simply in the support of the thirty disciples living in the Mattam, and in the expenses of religi-

for no bad purposes ; and that while he so managed that Mattam, none of the

ous ceremonies, bub
lands to hig knowledge were alienated or made away with, and that though such alienations would

Jower the income and so be injurious to the Mattam, he was aware that they were occasionally
made. (This witness’s evidence was given in a very evasive and unsatisfactory manner.)

19. Sixth witness was for fourteen years the Agent of one of plaintif’s predecessors for the
conduct of the affairs of the Nadiam Mattam, and he deposes that there is a Temple in the Mattam
where Pujah was daily performed ; and that charity and food to Brahmins was only given on
certain festive occasions. ITo declares that plaintiff conducted his duties as Ghosami properly—
namely, performing Pujah daily and teaching and eating with his disciples. Ile speaks to two
alicnations of portions of the endowment Jands of the Mattam by plaintiff’s predecessor : one Veli of
land on onc occasion as & gift to an Astrologer on the occasion of an eclipse ; and subsequently two

Mahs to a Prohit Brahmin. 1lo acknowledged that while plaintiff was Ghosami he only occasionally

visited the Mattam, as he was not then Agent.
nesses, inhabitants of Nadiam, state that from time to time

13. Seventh, eighth, and tenth wit
they visited the Mattam in their village, and plaintiff always behaved properly.
B

i
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:, gs of the Madras Gorernment, Revenue Department, ‘ Proceedings of the Madras Govérnment, Revenue Depariment,
P 22nd April 1869. ' . .‘1 : 22nd Apryl 1869. D
’ 14. Eleventh wit : : : ) o z 2 :
Predocessors in the p;s?i)ﬂ:é}roducgs two d(?cuments, Exhilits K. and L., to prove that plaintiff's The Court is of opinion that this is a good argument of the plaintiff’s, and that the evidence which
1osami, established an Agraharam and granted for its support lands | has been adduced does not prove that the Mattamjva,s ever regarded as a halting place for travel-
: lers, or where a charitable distribution of food was raade. .

tam- ) e
ouL ¢ ‘;he e]l(l()w“[e“t ()‘ the }H 3,1 ‘73 lhe Setu Ba a

15, Twelfth witn " e
Mattam endowment Lo 5:80 rp;r:l: :snt(;)l;z:-t pllamtlﬁ" let to his (witness's) elder brother five Velis of the
mnal rent of Rupees 7-15-6 per annum. ' for which charity it posscsses an annual income of about Rupees 6,000 per annum, is situated about
' mile from the Nadiam Mattam, from which Mattam some of the lands originally granted by the

16. Thirteenth wit
- Mahs of the Mattam en:IOI::Zf (00;1’1111011 to both parties) admits that he has reccived as gift four :me . ! . \ ,
hie now holds. ent lands from plaindfl’s predecessor, and three from plaintiff which Tanjore Rajah were taken away by the Rajah anc} transferred for the support of the Setu Dava's
, . . Choultry. If the Nadiam Mattam had been a place where travellers were regularly fed, the Rajah -
+ Fourteenth witness (also a : would Lave hardly transferred from it its endo ment lands t ther instituti i
. e common witness . va y st wment lands to another institution of a precisely .
Possession from plaintiff and the preceding Ghosami ;) proves that he and his brother lave g0t similar nature closc by. Inthe opinion of the Court it maybe fairly inferred that the Rajah o dered
of which three were given by plaintif oubthe oc;:ml' ; t’;ght Mahs of the Mattam endowment : that transfer of lands to the Setu Bava's Choultry't; where the income would be applied in general :
asion o : . . .
- & Dew moon. ' charity in preference to continuing the extravagant grant originally made for the support of &

18, Fifteenth wit
ness, als . .
o0 & common witness, admits that Le kas eight Mals of the Mattam so-called Ascetic and his disciples.

lands, which he :

. says was given him by plaintiff

uff's predoeessor o N H celing .

sor on the oceasion of an eclipse- 00, That the Mattam stands on tho road to Rameswaram is no doubt the case, but so does the

19, Sixteenth witn
. ess, a servant in the Tanjore P 3 i ‘ - |
I}nm e e it 8 arast n o T ;]Vh iGCh 1‘ jcc‘ p;l oves that his father obtalr{cd for . Setu Bava’s Cloultry close to the Mattam, and at it every traveller who asks for food is given it day
now holds. : . by day, and the fact of the Mattam heing so situated cannot be considered as & proof that the endow-
charitable purposcs. Moreover, the Sunnud granted to the Setu Dava's

20. The defendant examined six wj

adjacent to Nadiam proveset‘{l?;:l:}fi(xl't::x “‘Wnesscs, of Vf'hom, first, the Village Moonsiff of a village ’ ment was only designed for
.the Mattam endowment lands which h: sii(;;lr; 1:{(;10 plaintiff made a present to him of four Mahs of Choultry by the Rajab of Tanjore, Exhibit I, makes special mention of the charity to be ma.intail;/xed
o there ; whereas, in that granted to the Nadiam Mattam, it is merely stated that the holder of the
Mattam should cnjoy the lands rent-free for ever. 1lad it been intended by the Rajab, when
igning the eudowment lands to the Mattam, that the income derivable therefrom should be applied
the Court considers that some special mention of such intention would have been entered
in the Sunnud, and as nothing of the hind appears, the Court finds that the lands of the Nadiam
d not in viéw to the distribution of food, cte., to travellers, but for the maintenance of
Lservanecs to be performed regularly in the institution.

. )41 tn y 1 \i } : o p]‘ln tlﬂ
( 2] Sec() (l W t €88, an luhabltdllt Of J.\ adian , p]O €8 ﬂlaﬁ ﬁftecn CArs aao 1 ] 2
W].L]l(}ss) ehl(}r bl()t}le[ R,upces OO, aﬂll 1]0 gaVO WltDC‘SS one ‘ cll Of the A‘Iattam (‘nd\)\vmtllt 1:

with orders to pa; i
¥ the kist thereon, (namel
4l ) ¥, Rupees 7-12- i i
+tiff’s debt of Rupees 50. Witness has kept the II:L:; e7velr2 s?;x{:to s brother i iaton o
e. '

22. Third witness

, speak inti .

Mattam ; Lo used to drinkp " : ;om;:l;;izf": bad and immoral character when in ;barge of the

. e times, and . .

. to the houses of i our » and also saw Lim f; ine aht

, prostitutes in the town of Pattukottai ; states also th;,t her eh‘tﬂsltly gmina ?'t m:i}:l
as secn a dancing &

and a woman of bad character w m
: of the Gentoo cast ) inti
" improper, he being a Sanniyasi. Ste going to the plaintif's Mattam, which was from tho jurisdiction of

293
in charity,

were grante
tho religivus ccremonies and pious o

20. This finding of the Court on the first iasue does not, however, remove the Nadiam Mattam
the Court, and involve a decree against the defendant.

31. Regulation VIL of 1817 was especially enacted to provide for the due appropriation of
anted for the endowment and maintenance of Mosques, Ilinda

the rents and produce of the lands gr
Temples, Colleges, Choultrics, or other pious and beneficial purposes. Now the plaintiff hds
strenuously contended that the grant of the lands in his case were designed solely for the suppout

and regnlar continuance of tho religious ceremonies and gervices which were to be performed in
. . ! .. i
the temple situated in the Nadiam Mattam, and for the support of the Ghosami in charge thereof

‘ } and of the disciples under his tuition. )

This is a clear admission that th
' within the mecaning of Regul

23. Fourth witness's evidence ig unimportant
24. Tifth witness deposes to having seen plaintif on djv

, 25.  Sixth witness, who was Police Peshkar fy
proves his having bl ron or the town of Pattukottaj fr o

. and finding plai;ii??: c(:::plz: . ”:1 181J1 to a dancing girl's house, where th::-e‘:v:? altsii‘:)ttf:bl::e] ',
« undressed, andsaid he had COm); :; tlht “'C'e men u’nd two women gambling with Cal“ﬁ-—pﬂxintiﬁ' was
and tho others on the pial of a house clflqsmum s hf)usc on husiness of Lis own,~—itness kept bim

. Tahsildar, who rebuked plaint; oy ™ ght, and in the morning produceld the party before the - o
plaintiff for his miscorduct, and let him go home party | N 13_. is

' ' cial purposcs,
" aslocal Agent of the

that Regulation if it were 8
e manncr, or to the

ers occasions smoking gunja.

e endowment lands were designed “‘ for pious and bene-
ation VII. of 1817, and consequently the Collectcr,

2ovenue Board, had undoubted right to interfere under the provisions of
e therefrom was not being-

hown that the lands or the income derivabl

26. This was tho evidence in the ¢
purpose for which it was intended by the individual who

ase, and 1t ghow . .
. that the lands granted many years . shows very clearly, in the opinion of the Court,

have been most recklessly dcnltwitl?i’)zsflfhc 1f o R‘U‘ﬂ.‘ of Tanjore for the support of the Muttunt
portion of the endowment lands have | ¥ p:aiatiff and his predecessors ; so that a very considerable appropriated in 81
thereby scriously diminished - W}]%‘p ;.efzn ‘pem'mncntl‘? alicnated, and the income of the institution made the grant originally. . ‘ . .
' of an Ascetic, or (a5 bis tiéle.of oL p (u.nhﬂ' himself, it is proved, while professing to lcad the life . 33" The inquiry that was conductc'd I?y M.r.. Norman in the year 1835, z:nd4 Whof?_ }'fe?nrt t.o
" habit of frequenting prostitutes’ ! Om‘““ df“f'ft‘s) a man wlo has conquered Lis passione, was in the ng the result of his inquirics has 'been filed by the defondant in this Suit
‘ & prostitutes’” Louses, of allowing women of bad claracter to visit his Maltu, hat ot that time the vlaintif was personally Iisconducting himself
fthe Mattam were dila iduted, and the income d¢lyived from'the enduw-

the Collector embodyi
(Exhibit I), shows clearly t
while the buildingso

of gambling, drinking intoxicating liquor, and of smoking gunja ' 1
27, Tho vor U ST e BT e intiff §
m l pom-t upon which the plaintif chicfly relics is, that the Nadiem Mattam, from the -+ ment squandered by the plaintifl in debanchery. e
auagement of which ho was remoued L ‘ \ iern Mattam, -] . ’ 11 both by the plaintiff gy
measgeentof whic moved by the Collector, was not on of those institutions whereat 3 ./ 34. The evidence that Las now been adduced both by p nd by defendant shows
stribution of food is made regularly 1o travellers, but that it is solely tho abodle of 8 . conclusively that for some time prior t0 the interposition of tho Collectorithe lands forming the
by plaintiff and his predecessors in the Office of

Sanniyasi who w; . . . .
nside he Mattan:s sodpclrform regularly certain pious ceremonics and obscrvances in the temple endowment of the Mattam had been dealt with bot - ¢ ‘ ‘
» and that the endowwent lands were merely grauted for the support of the Gho- Ghosami in the most reckless manner. Instead 'Pf rcgardm?ﬂ' taose la:n\( as property, in the

wsufruct of which they bad merely a life interest, ttlhe Ghosamis of the Nadfam Mattam evidently

sami &Ild hls dlb(:]p103 ﬂnd fO 1 (l} n h L;\pedu‘bs 01 tde le]l 10us cercmonies 1
T (
3 ufl 1 o t ¢ -3

i e
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regarded and treated them as if they were thoi§ absolute private property to be alienated as they
pleased. ‘ .

3:’).‘ The plaintiff did not hesitate to assign away portions of the endowment in payment of &
private debt of his own ia one instance, the land so given being of infinitely greater Vahfe .tha.n
the debt on account of which the alienation was made. Itis no justification for the plaintiff to

. urge, as be does, that he only did as his prczlecessors‘ had done before him. There can be no

. doult but that, managed as the Nadiam Mattaut was in 1833, the endowment of the institution was
being seriously impaired and diminished, and the evidence of plaintiff's first witness shows that

even during the last few years the plaintiff borrowing money from an JTotel-keeper in Mad'ras h.as

given bim 2 licn on the lands of the Mattam, and as security for that debt has deposited thh. him

the original Sunnuds granted by the Rajah of 'i‘anjore ; so that if this Court were now to give d

decree in plaintiff’s favor, it is clear the income, instead of being expended for the pious purposes

R inteuded by the original granter, would go to pay the private debts of plaintif contracted while he

g was not in charge of the building.

36. Moreover, the evidence of the eredible and respectable witnesses who have bcen. cxamme(?,
prove that plaintiff, while managing Ghosami, was in the habit of keeping company with B osti-
tutes, of visiting their houses, of gambling, of drinking, and of smoking gunja ; all which d.]ssoluto
practices necessarily entailed the misappropriation of the fuuds of the Mattam which plainhﬁ", as a
boly Ascetic, had been selected to manage. The Court, thercfore, upon the second issue is decidedly
of opinion that the plaintiff, when in charge of the Nadiam Mattam, was guilty of malyersation of the
endowment and income of the Mattam, and that the Collector had good anl saflicient cause for
enforcing against him the provisions of Regulation VII. of 1817,

37. The Court, thercfore, dismisses this suit with costs. *

Dated this 23rd November 1808.

(Signed) W. S. WIITESIDE,
deting Civil Judge.

Excrosvre No. 2.—~Ieceree. §

SumyTTED, together witha copy of the Board's Proceedings, dated 24th April
1868, No. 3,018, for the information of Government.

9. This suit was brought by the ex-Manager of a Mattam in the vill.afl,;etlof
Nadiam, for the recovery of the landed property of the institution, together with 010
mesne profits during the time that the Mattam has been under Government manage

: .
ment. |
{

3. The institution was, together with its endowment, taken und.cr GO(;’C::i
ment management in 1856, under authority conveyed in Bua'lrd.’s PrOCf}e‘}mS_“‘s’a )a)rto-
23rd February 1856, No. 551, in consefjuence of the plaintiff fzavmt'a m1sapy
priated the procecds and illegally aliena ed portions of the endowment.

B . s olit 14 ‘”
4. Tt will be seen that the suit has been dismissed ; })ut as 1t wasllfrmi:;;l ha:'e
forma pauperis,” the Collector is of opinign that the costs incurred by hun
to be paid out of tho funds of the Mattarp.

5. o intends, however, to endeaveur to obtain them from the plaintifl

L
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T Pproceedings of the Madras Gvernment, Revenue Department, . n
~ 22nd April 1869. S y
“ ™
No. 467 Orprr THEREON 22nd April 1869, No. 1,004 ’;
Q. . y ;
RECORDED. _ N ;
Miscellaneous. .9, The Board will be good enouf,h .
' to report on the course adopted with -
' a3 costs inurred in the case. - ’ |
reference to the payment of the | 3
' (Trs Extract.) ] ’
[2
Acting Secretary to Government. - |
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