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BACK PAPERS.

E o
|
|

-G.O. No. Department. Date. \

' TO o |
- Bis Greelleney the Dight Bonowrable, |
Sicd. € Huolotk, GOW.G, 6036,
N | | Governor-in-Council, |

- Fort St. Ceprge,_
MADRAS,

FURTHER PAPERS.

Tham

G.0. -No. DeI-)zfx"tm ent. Date.

O PETITION

SR

I g £ g A e g e 7 S

AEveAME AEDT , } , |
GLVSMUS DEP: The humble petition of N. C. SrINIVASA CHARIAR,

Manager of the Hindu Devastanam of Sanka- »
rama Nallur, on behalf of the Temple Committee !
of Udumalpet Taluk, Coimbatore District,

T ol KA TR~ g 1o s e

J

- )

Most RESPECTFULLY SHOWETE, , - | )
|

S e

_ The Petitioner, being very much aggrieved by that portion of the G. O. .
: -~ No. 463, Revenue, dated 20th July 1895, relating to the cancellation of G. Os. ' \
N Nos. 1379, dated 17th April-1893 and 164, dated 16th February 1893, begs to .
! approach Your Excellency with this, his humble petition, with an earnest desire s
. and full hope that Your Excellency will be pleased to bestow a careful considera. ‘ N ’
‘ " tion on the Petitioner’s representations, to re-consider that portion of the G. O. !
I " | abovenamed, and to do justice in the matter by restoring back the G. Os, Nos.
’ ; 1379 and 164 of 1893. .

L ATTTeRCarn L

2. Before entering on the main contentions of the Petitioner, it would - ‘

be well for him to keep Your Excellency thoroughly informed of the facts of the e
case which are briefly these :— ' : ‘ _
Thé village of Sankarama Nallar, in Udumalpet Taluk, has been from time jm-

memorial, an entire Inam Village, endowgd for the upkeep of the two temples of ' !

Kalyana Varadarajaswami and Thandaveswaraswami in the said village. At the )

time of the assumption of this part of the country, by the British, from the

Moslem rulers, the Government, pursuing the noble and benign policy of pre-

serving intact the ancient r:ligious and charitable foundations established by

ancient Rajas, made an elaborate enquiry, in the year 1799, as to the nature of the . ’ o

endowment of this particular village, came to the conclusion that it was an entire

- Inam one, re-granted the same as an entire Inam Village for the benefit of the tweo f

templqs abovenamed and issued a single title deed or sunnud, on the 14th July

1802, in pursuance thereof. Owing to the unsettled state of the country during

the period immediately following the Mahomedan conquest, the new Govex;nment;

had to assime the management of these foundations as their trustees ti]] 4

~ -

SO « R
- . - Vd

T e ————
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permanent order of things could be restored, Consequently the management
continued to be in the hands of the Government, for over half & century, when
Act XX of 1863, vested the trusteeship in the hands of an independant body.

This fusion of the two function§ of the grantor and the grantee in one for such
a long time, was productive of far more harm than good in the long run to the

interests of the Devastanam. The discharge of duty in the capacity of the.

grantor often clashed with the interests which had to be protected in the capacity
of the grantee and the confusion of rights and duaties often proved detrimental to

Devestanam rights. The followipg cases will fually illustrate the result of this
confusion. ’ o

(i) In 1804, during an Inam Settlement, the Government, full
position as trustees, in the exercise of its powers as gr:
certain portions of the endowment, measuring 44-91 acres

.ground, that the conditions of the grant, with respect t
Inams, attached to the above endowment, were n
whose dereliction of duty was the
grant, was entirely ignored.

y forgetting its
antors, resumed
of land, on the
0 «ertain minor
ot complied with. By
non-compliance of the conditions of the

(i) In 1862, during a Second Inam Settlement, the Govgrnment once more
forgetting its position as trustees of the endowment, instead of protecting
the interests of the endowment in that, capacity, entirely ignored the fact
that this was an entire -Inam Village, considered ‘it to be a Government
village, treated (a) the inams therein as an "
() and the works of Irrigation and Poramhoke
and divided the inams therein into a number
that new treatment, - .. . .o -4 -

ggregation of minor inams,
to be Government property,
of classes in accordance with

Sde o L .- . .
(@) In the first class,. were ‘grouped a number of six inams, which
were really inam lands allotted out of the entire Inam Village, as
remuneration for the services of six periodical Brahmin servants of
" “the two temples, but 'ﬁvhich were, however, erroneously treated as
Personal Inams unconnected with the temple, and were, accordingly
enfranchised as freehold tenures and for which seven separate
puttas with a quit rent of Rs. 9-6-0, were issued. These are the
inams which are now under enquiry, ‘
“(b) The second class ;-epres.en'ted’ an inam which was really an inam
belonging to a minor temple subordinate to the two big temples,
but which was, hoﬁevér, treated as an independant Devadayam
quite unconnected :'\Qith the l"te'mple_s; \yés settled and for which

a separate putta was issued in the name of its pujari.

(¢})- A third class was a group of 36 inauis of daily temple servants
who were really snbordinate to the two temples but who were,
however, treated as independant inamdars ‘holding their inams
directly from Government and being subject only to the condition
of doing service in'the temples, whose inams were ac

cordingly
" settled and to whom 36 separate title deeds were issued.

(d) . In the fourth class, were brought all those jnams whose incomes
had been habitually devoted to the expenses of the two temples,
and for which two title deeds in the names of the two deities
were issued.

Thus, it will be seen that the Government, instead of, in its adminis-
trative capacity, issuing a single title deed in the name of the two

Sy —— .

. mzamn ———y,

- Minor title deeds, by his letter No. 415, dated 18th April 1895.
approving- the recommendations of the Inam Commissioner, in G. O. No. 463,
- Revenue, dated 20th July 1895, cancelled the G. Os. Nos. 164 and 1379 of 1893,

" Petitioner, however, understood that the lower authorities had not

3

deities as was done in 1802, and in the capacity of the trustees, issuing

elnumber of puttas to define the exact relationship existing between
tah'e. trust properby and its minor holdings, assumed only the position
of the grantor, treated the village as Government property and issued,
in the place of one, 46 title deeds.

Again, in 1883, during the enfranchisezgent of Village Service I.nams
) . s t, the inam Commissioner taking, as his precedent, the action of
in this dlszlct;,is village to be a. Government village, enfranchised the

4 ;sl-?li;;etosoel;vice Inamsothéi'éih, and issued 6 title dgeds in the names of

village office bearers,

These successive acts in 1804, 1862 and 1883, split up an Entire Inam
into a number of independaht inams all holding direct under Government
into . |
instead of under the Entire Ina@dar.

’ Petitioner wh“(‘)‘v w;al,é appointed Manager in 1884, brought by repeated repre-
-‘Th? o 1G.ovei'nment;, between 1884 and 1889, the erroneous impression they
sentatne to‘n under and, after a lengthy correspondence, the Government was
were Jubenr die and careful consideration to pass G. O. No. 680, Revenue, dated
lensed afte;889 pdeclaring the village to be an entire Inam Village, cancelling the
8th Au‘ghu.Sb ent; already made and ordering the issue of a single title deed for the
er.]fra.nc 1se:1 whole. In carrying out the provisions of the G. 0. the lower
f:llage.t? . felt a doubt as to whether they will have acted rightly if they include
aﬂth(-’“ ::: settled in 1862, in the single title deedfin question. The Inam Com-
::i(:xsil::er answering in the negative, the Petitioner was compelled once more to

trouble the Government by his petition, dated 28th February 1893, praying for

the rectification of the errors committed by Government in 1804 and 1862. The
Government, after duly ygighiqg the arguments set. forth in his petition, by their
G. 0. No. 1379, Revenue,"date'd _171‘t!l11.5Ap1fil 1893, rectified the errors of 1862 and
as regards those in 1804, d’efﬁlit}ed t.g"restore the resumed inams as the lands had
been in their possession for a very long time. In thf? light of this G. O. an Inam
Register for the village was submitted by the Collector to the Inam Commissioner

* with a recommendation for the issue of a single title deed.. It was also represented

to the Inam Commissioner that the holders of the title deeds issued for the several

-minor Inams refused to ‘surrender the title deeds for cancellation as ordered by

Government. The Inam Commissioner thereupon, raked up the matter once be-
fore finally decided by Government, and took objection to the cancellation of the

The Government,

observing that it was inexpedienb and probably illegal to recall the. title deeds
issued for the Minor Service Inams. At the same time the Government called for
submission of a report on the truth of the allegations of the Petitioner in para.
4 (g} and (k) of his pe'ti.tion, dated 23th February 1893. Before the submission of
the report, an enquiry was held by the Tahsildar. before whom the Petitioner
appeared and filed a number of documents in support of his statement. The

put a proper

interpretation of the documents and the report submitted to Government must

‘ " necessarily be full of misrepresentations.. The Petitioner is therefore once more
compelled to trouble Your Excellency with this petition.

He begs, herein below in Part I, to deal with his arguments in support of his -

- prayer for the restoration of G. 0. No. 1379, dated 17th April 1893, in Pars I to

deal with Six Personal Inams, the report on which is called for by the above G. 0.
No. 463, Reveuue, dated 20th July 1895, and in Part IIT to deal with his arguments

- in support of the restoration of the inam lands resumed by Government in 1804,
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PART IL—MINOR SERVICE INAMS.

3. The arguments in support of his prayer for the rectification of the
errors committed by Government in 1862, has been fully set forth by the Petitioner
in his petition dated 28th Febrﬁary 1893, to which, the Petitioner craves Your
Excellency leave to refer. The Government, fully concurred in the Petitioner’s
views, and was pleased to grant his prayers in the above petition by G. 0. 1379
dated ‘17th April 1893. The soundness of those arguments having been once
approved, the Petitioner now respectfully prays Your Excellency to consider
whether the arguments adduced by the Inam Commissioner in his letter No. 415
dated 18th April 1895, were such as, to outweigh the arguments which have been
once approved and to necessitate the Government to cancel its own order. The

Petitioner was not accorded an opportunity of meeting the arguments of the Inam-

Commissioner before the passing of G. O. No. 463, dated 20th July 1895 and he
begs permission to deal only with his arguments herein below. '

4. -The arguments adduced by the Inam Commissioner are :—
(i) No fraud or misrepresentation was made out on the part of the
holders of Minor Inam Title Deeds: :

(ii.) The practicé of excluding all Minor Inams, Personl and Service,
from the single title deed was observed at the time of the Inam
Settlement in the case of all entire Inam Villages, and the cancel-
lation of the minor title deeds in the Inam Village in question would
lead to a similar revision of the title deeds issued in respect of other

- entire Inam Villages. ..

(iii.) And this revisio;h% wouid shake the confidence already placed
by the inamdars in the finality of the Inam Settlement.
As regards (i):—

‘ 5. Rule III of the Inam Settlement rules, which lays down the procedure
for the settlement of Minor Inamis and the issue of several title deeds in the names
of actual enjoyers of the inams has no applicatioh to entire Inam Villages. (Vide
G. Os. Nos. 164 and 1379 of 1893). The above conditions the existence of which will

justify the cancellation of title deeds are essential only in the case of independant
inams in Government villages. With such independant inams, it is quite reasonable

to expect proof of existence of fraud or misrepresentation, before a title deed is
cancelled. There, the creation of the Inam is not questioned but the person holding
it is doubted. The Government in such cases, does not meddle with the inam but,
when a claimant comes forward, examines the prppriet-y of the person holding it.
It is not till the claimant can show by positive proof that the one holding the inam
has got into it by foul play such as fraud or misrepresentation, that the one holding
it is disturbed. Assuming the claimant establishes the fraud or misrepresentation,

on the part of the incumbent, what is the result? The previous holder is turned .

out and the new man is installed in that place and title deed issned in his favour.
The title deed is cancelled in that case, not for the purpose of extinguishing the
inam, but for setting aside the rights of one and creating right in another without
disturbing the inam. Thus the consequences of cancellation of the title deeds are:
(1) the continuance of the inam; (2) the extin-guishn?ent of right created by fraud
or misrepresentation and (3) creation of right in a rlgh't person. In the present
case before us, the inam itself, as being a direct holding under Government, is

questioned. The Minor Inams cannot have any separate existence as independant

o

o

R

holding direct under Government. In an Tnam Village such as this, the direct

" holder under Government is the Entire Inamdar and the Minor Inamdars are

subordinate to the Entire Inamdar. The cancellation of title deeds in this particular
case, produces consequences far different from those in the other case. Here it has
the effect not of setting aside one person and choosing another as in the other case,
but that of the renunciation of false position of the landlord which the Government
had erroneously assumed in 1862 and assigning it in favour of the Entire Inamdar.
Therefore no right of the Minor Inamdars is lost. There is only a change of landlord
without in any way affecting the right of the tenant. The Petitioner does not
require the extinguishment of right of the Minor Inamdars. He prays that no right
of theirs should be interfered with, but that the Government should renounce its .

position of landlord which it had erroneously assumed, by cancelling the title deeds

which it has directly issued to them and assign it in favour of the Entire Inamdar.
Thus, Your Excellency can see that there is no illegality in the cancellation of the
title deeds as has been observed by Government in G. O. .463, Revenue, dated 20th
July 1895. The reason for the issue of minor title deeds in 1862, by Government,
thereby assuming the false position of a landlord, was due to the misapprehension
of the Government in treating the village as a Government village. But when
once the initial mistake was pointed out and rectified by G. O. 680 Revenue dated
8th August 1889, there can be no possible objection on the part of the Government
to cancel the transactions based on that initial mistake. Your Excellency will
thus perceive -that your Petitioner does not pray for the deprivation of any
right of any persons but only for the renunciation of the false position of landlord
erroneously assumed by Government, in favoar of the Entire Inamdar. Hence
fraud or misrepresentation on thé part of the Minor Inamdars is not a question at
issue as far-as the cancellation of the title deeds is concerned. In this connection
the observations of Mr. Whiteside, the then Inam Commissioner in his letter to
Government, dated 14th June 1889, No. 216, embodied in G. O. No. 680, Rev.,
dated 8th August 1889 are worth noting. They are “ They (The six Devastaﬁarr;

“villages in Coimbatore District) appear to have been at first granted as entire inam

“villages, but'subsequently, the then trustees for the sake of convenience parcelled
‘““out. the various service Inams out of the entire Inam and assigned them to the |
“several office bearers in the Devastanam to remunerate them for their service in

. “lieu of ready money payment. During the Inam enquiry the Deputy Collector

“settled these as minor Inams and those reserved for the upkeep of the Devastanam

¢ according to actual enjoyment and hence each village instead of having one title deed

" ““in the name of the pagoda to which it is attached, had several title deeds issued to

““ the several oﬁice bearers, all of them rendering service to the Devastanam.”
As regards ii:—
6. The argumenﬁ resolves itself into two distinct things, viz.

(a)  That similar title deeds have been issued in a number of entire Inam
Villages is itselt an indication of its propriety ; and

. Y N
{9)] Because there are a number of cases for revision, therefore it is expedi-
ent to revise none. ‘ : .

As ‘fegards (a):—

7. The reason for the issue of similar title deeds in a number of enfire Inam

* Villages is that the Government was the trustée of all entire Inam Devastanam
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Villages and that in Government was united the two—tBe administrative and
executive—functions of all entire Inam Devastanam villages.
misapplications of law is no justification for jts retention. A
the Rule I1I by the Inam Commissioner, and the application
a misapprehension, to a number of enitire Inam Villages hag
So, the issue of minor title deeds in a number of entire Inam
caused by a misapprehension of Rule I11, is no justification o

es. A nnmber of
A misapprehension of
of the rule undepr such
caused mistakes in all.
Villages, having been
f its propriety,

As regards (b):—

| 8. The Petitioner is quite aware that the Governmens ig always actuated b
the noble policy of redressing the grievances of the ryots and of rectifying thei{
faults especially if such fanlts have a tendency to entrench on the just rights of gthers
A similar policy has been pursued in G. O. No. 680, Revenue, datea 8th AI;U'USt.

O

1889 para. (4). When the Government came to know
Perur in Coimbatore Taluk, in the enquiry -of Sankar

and called for report about Perur, even though no claim hag then been put forward
with a view to redress the - grievances of Perur. The existence of g namber of
grievances requiring redress has never been, in the annals of this ro
reason for refusing redress for all. Grievances if really they exist must be redressed
irréspective of their number. The grievance doeg really exist in thre ‘PPE‘;en ¢ OT
as the continuance of the title deeds in the present condition deprives ;he Er:t.'\?’
Inamdar of his right to be the landlord of Minor Inams.  Ag hag been, Obep)rvpi l}le
the Inam Commissioner, there are a number of deprivations of just ri 'ht.s d by
deprivations have been caused by Government at a time when it wa:g it;o
trustees. The deprivation of just rights of a number of entire Dey k
Villages has resulted in a corresponding augmentation in favour o
For, Government, by such treatment, has become the landlord of thege Minor [
and when the conditions are not fulfilled, these Inams must, of ripcessir,v be qulllam:
in favour of Government. Consequently, breach of trust in 4 number of o - m;e:
deprived the just rights of many and because there are a numberp of de nlqet“ ,m:\
- none of them deserves restoration, on the score of expediency, EXPP(Eenj m]n'\:
thus been a shelter under which the Inam Commissioner Proposed ani the'(‘ o‘z o
ment approved to remain so as to refain, without restoration, the deprivedr x'i:;‘nj
of many entire Devastanam Villages. . : ghts

of' the irijnstice done to
amanallur, it came forward

Govemment, a

Sueh
If the
astanam Tnam

_As regards iii:—

9. The term “Inamdars” to such Cases as these is supely a i
nomer. These are not the cases jn which the Inam Settlement, must mis-
first instance, have been made and having been once €Troneously m, o
not the classes of Inamdars who, as of right, can claim 4 finality in the T
Settlement. . If the Minor Inamdars had, as of right in t.hemselw;es beerfl d.“am
Inamdars from Government, they are entitled to say that their graﬁgs once m: t
cannot be disturbed. Al that is prayed for herein 1S not the deprivation O;ni} @
rights of the Minor Inamdars but a renunciation by Government of their f«i]je
position of landlord in favour of the Entire Tnamdar. There is no cdnﬁdence(r:

n the
ade,” these are

posed at all and further there 18 no confidence shaked., The ﬁnality of Tnam

Settlement is in no way disturbed but only misapplications of rulefg s oo
Hence it will be seen that there is no llegality or inexpedieney ahf’ set ng:ht.
of the title deeds. The interests of none are affected .~~7 ‘@ the cancellation

confidence and there is no disturbance in the finali* - ** LPere is no shaking of
o - «wy of the Inam Settlement,

S

.

R, |
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10. Having met as briefly as possible the grounds of the Inam Commis-
sioner, the Petitioner begs to submit the chief reasons which prompt the Petitioner
to pray Your Excellency for the cancellation of the Minor Inam Title Deeds. They

might be summarised under the following heads :— .

(@)~ The retention of the title deeds in their names renders their holding
direct under Government and they (the title deed holders) assume a sort of
semi independance and naturally go out of the control of the temple
authorities. .

)] Disobedience on their part has to be left unpunished and non-attendance
and failure to perform duty hag to be left unrectified.

(¢) Resumptions, in the present state of the inams necessitated by the non-
compliance of vhe conditions, will enure to the benifit of the Government
and not of the Entire Inamdar. In 1804, a similar resumption resulted to
the benefit of the Government and a number of such resumptions is sme to
follow as the inams would hardly be sufficient as remuneration for
their services. A number of such reéumptions will deprive the Entire
Inamdar of all its office bearers ‘

(d)  The present system gives an incentive to the holders of the title deeds
to alienate their lands and the purchasers are deluded into the blind belief
of the existence of absolute title in them owing to the existence of title

* deeds. ’

{e) To get possession from them in case of their removal from office and ap-
pointments of othersin their stead, the Entire Inamdar must resort to the
tedious and expensive course of the institution of a law suit.

(f) The issue of title deeds disables the temple authorities from changing the
present mode of remuneration to one of payment in cash, even if such a
reform be eagerly desired by the servants themselves.

(g) " The fixity of tenure prevents the authorities from changing one piece of
land for another, although such a change be very benificial to both the

 servant and the master.

(k) The title deeds issued in 1862 in favour of temple servants, are not in
themselves final deeds, in as much as, on the occasion of each appointment,
a fresh deed will have to be issued in the name of the nominee, thus
proving to be source of constant trouble to the Inam Commissioner, and
breaking the very principle intended to be kept up by Government, viz.,
the finality in the Inam Settlement. v ’

T1. Tt has been the-noble policy of the Government not to interfere with
the executive administration of each pagoda. The evil consequences abovenamed are
the daily experiences of the Petitioner and the difSculties he had to surmount for
enforcing an efficient administraticn of the executive affairs have been too numerous
to find a place here. This is the chief cause for the general outcry that the admi-
nistration of the Hindu pagodas is very unsatisfactory. If the servants are taken
out of the control of the temple authorities and modes of enforcing strict discipline

paralized, then it is very hard to expect an efficient management of the Hindy
pagodas. . -

PART II.—PERSONAL INAMS.

12, The Petitioner begs respectfully to submit that his statement con-

‘tained in para. 4 (g) and (k) of his petition, dated 28th F ebruary 1893, that six

inams which were really Temple Service Inams, were, in 1862, enfranchised under
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an erroneaus impression that they were Personal Inams, is

- expressed by lower Revenue authorities is erroneous, The arguments advanced on

both sides are based only on the following five documents whi
s ich
by the Petitioner before the Tahsildar., The documents are :— were produced

correct and the view

(i.) Copper Pla,tg Saﬁnud. giveﬁ by

raja of Mysore. Karthar Krishparaja Vodiyar, Maha-

(i)  Kaifeith (Deposition) (Marked A in
Seshaiyar, Kurnam of Sankaramanallgr
the basis of which the Sunnud iij followi

his previous Petitions.) given by

Village, in Fasli 1209, (1799; on

| ng was granted.

(1ii.) Sunnud (marked D in his previous
Hardis, Collector of Coimbatore, dat
of Sankaramanallur.

Petitions) ‘single titls deed) by Mr.
ed 14th July 1802, for the village

" (iv.)  Paimash Olungu of Fasli 1212

nallur. (1802) of the Inam Village Sankarama-

(v.) Inam Daryafsthi chitta of Fas; 1214

Petitions). (1804) (@arked L'in his previous
'13. The Petitioner begs;, ﬁrét of all, to | co
» to put forward }
on the above documents and then to proceed to m 118 arguments based

) : eet the objection o .
the other side. The Petitioner’s arguments are : joctions expressed by

Document I:—Copper Plate Sannud.

14. ' This document e'vidences~

‘ .the .g;'ant, of thé Entire T :
Sankaramanallur to the two temples ab ntire Inam Village of
whole village, nct excepting even an incl

ovinamed, by a Mysore Maha Raja. T
’ 1 of ground, hag b subj
grant, There is no reservation in fav¢ | ot Tyt of ¢

of . he
ur-of any independant, Inamdar,

. ‘ . . i .:

Sunnud. Had these S1X Inams any prior existence, or ha(d they been creat 1ntlthh

there would have been an express mention ang Teservation of them t; 1ef1d,
' n the sai

Sunnud. Want of reservation is a clear indication of their non existe
, . hel nce.

Document II:—Kaifeith, the first Government record, "

15. This is an important document.
~ the Collector’s office. This is a deposition or
Bunth, Collector’s Shirestadar in the year 1799, during an enquiry held just after t1
annexation of this part of the country to the English Dominion, and t;Jx o afher ; }:e
express purpose of serving as a guidance for a regrant. [n paf-a. 2 of thi nKox"f : le
it is said “Again, during the reign of Thirumal Naik of Madura :is Kalle;n 1
Krishnaraja Udayar of Mysore, the whole village of Devastanam S, ;:n. arthar
and 2 Sei in Shqlamadevi and 6 Sei in Kallapuram haq- boch end ankaramanallur
abovenamed Devastanams.” : ncowed to the two

'l‘h.is .is an authenticated copy from
Kaifeith recorded by Mr. Gundoo

o : . . ,
16. Here again we see no express reservation in fayo

in questioh. This is the document which disclosed the then

of this endowment and which served as a foundation stone

Devastanams. The British, when assuming the Governmen
country from the Moslem rulers, actuated by a noble desir
"ancient religious and charitable endowments established. by
for the fulfilment of that desire, enquired after the existe
when it was assured of their previous existence,

ur of thesix inamdars -
state and the nature
for the rights of the
t of this part of the
© of preserving intact
the ancient Rajas, and
nee of each Inam and,
regranted them subject to the

P .
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same conditions as were in vogue originally. While such was the case, would not
these six Inamdars have taken care to put forward their claims to the British and
to have them reserved in the Entire Inam Villages ? and would the deponent herein
not have mentioned these six inams and had them reserved? The absence of
precaution on the part of either and the want of reservation in this and the subse-
quent document very well indicates that no independant inams existed in the village
at that time.

17. This kaifeith proceeds to state
" “Out of the Devastana Sank'aramanailur,

(a) 13 Bullah 'viva's allowed to the three minor temples dttached
to the above two Devastanams;

(b)  Punjah Bullah { and Nanjah Sei 4 were allowed separately 4
to Brahmins for the services of Vedaparayanam and Panchan~
gam in the above two big temples.”

18.  The lands mentioned in (b) above, are the lands allotted to 8 Brahmin
servants for the services of Vedaparayanam and Panchangam in the two big temples,
and set forth in detail in the Document No. IV, of which the allotments of two
servants were resumed in 1804 and the remaining six inams form the subject of
the present enquiry. (Vide Paimash Olungu Document No. IV). This conclusively
establishes the fact that these eight inams had been endowed to eight Brahmins for
doing the services of Vedaparayanam, Panchangam, Puranam &c. This docu-

- ment entirely negatives the theory that”the six inams in question were quite

independant ones and unconnected with any service in the temples.

Document III :—Onyginal Sunnud of 1802.

19.  This document follows step by step the recommendations contained
in the preceding document. Herein also, we see the grant of the Eutire Inam Village
by the British with no reservation in favour of any independant Inamdar. This
document, creating a title as it does, in favour of the Devastanam, would have been
very cautious in its terms and would have expressly mentioned reservations, if in-
dependant inamdars had holdings in this Entire Inam Village. The title deeds issued
to Zamindaries, Shrotriemdars, Agraharamdars and other entire Inamdars, do
contain express mention of independant inams, when the object of the Government
was to save such independant Inams.

DoCument IV :—Paimash Olungu.

20. Th'is docﬁment stY]es these inams as Brahmadayam Kadu (lands for

" Brahmin’s allotment) Vedavirthi Kadu (land for reciting Vedas) Panchanga Kadu

(land to read calendar) Battavirthi Kadu (land for Brahmin’s service) Purana Kadu
(land for reading Puranas)—These appellations do well indicate the purposes for
which these lands were allotted. Because a land was enjoyed by one who reads
calendar in the big temples (Panchangam), that land was called Panchanga Kadu;
and so on. This document further enables us to identify the six inams now in
question as having been those mentioned in Document II para 2 (b). By adding
the extent of the several allotments in this document, we arrive at the figure
Punjah Bulla 1 and N'anja Sei 4, the’ extent mentioned above said to have been
allowed to 8 Brahmin’s for the service named above.
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7 longs to the two temples is mentioned to be 1517 Pong 5
, 2 18 said to be the annual income for the tyw
- .»¢ statement of the several items of expenditure. QOne of th

L
LE

- cawnies and 1191-10-3 Punjah Bullas, and this ayacut ig

:‘c for daily expenses of the temples) is arrived at. The sever.

10
Document V :—Dariafsthi Chittas,

21.  This is an Tnam Settlement, accé

the head (a).

- 1st para. herein is

) . Pons, P
“The whole taram assgssment of the village. 1517 7 a;‘;‘m;‘
For the two temples tastik | 1462 5
For three Minor Temples Inam . 9 ; 1 1 "l
For Brakmadayam and Panchangam Servz'ce. 23 0 > 17
Servants of the village ‘ ' Oé 0 lg r
» 2 0
| 1517 7 12 3»
The last para, :— - | ‘ |
“ Thandaveswaragwami
“ Kalyana Varadarajaswami
o Nunjah Punjah
Cawnies Ballas-

“The whole ayacut of the village

Jorthe two temples. 14
Deduct Poramboke - o mples. 136 4 3 1191 10 3

014 o 260 10 1
t.+ Net Balance, ., 185 6 3 931 0 5

—

Minor Inam ‘
: 9 8 9
Village Service . 0 0 0 ]§ 13 (1)
L L " .‘ 2 -
Total .., 9 8 2 24 3°1
Net Balance Devastanam Padi.tha;a;n. Tastik' 125 15 1 906 13 1”7
i ore -~ 1 6 ?

—

22. In the first para, the taram assessment of the wholo village which be
« b -

nd 7-12-% Panams. This
0 temples, Then there i3 a detailed

R e items / in thi
_statement which is a sort of budget is for Payment for Brazg(:r;ij’aln thl:
X ‘ m an

Panchangam services. If those services be independang services, then there

necessity to mention this as one of the items of expenditure in ;sile }t;n da]:re-fls I}:O
temples. This cannot be taken as an exclusion from temple’s income foxl- 8:: o the
One of the items of expenditure is stated to be for village servants ana 12 :(;:sz:t;

denied that the village servants are the servanis of the Entire Inamda
- ' r.

2

23. In the last para, the whole ayacut is mentioned to be 136-4.3 Nanjah

sald to belong to the
ram Tastik (the extent

) Lo . al parcels i
herein. One item is for minor Inam which includes the extenlz of th:re.d,efaxled
six inams

now in question. This deduction was not intended to Serve as reservation in £

of independant holders, for, along with this, the extent fop village serv:ntjv;) o

also been deducted and they have been recognized to be the servants of the E ‘tl.a:
2 nur

Inamdar. : : , | :

{ two temples. By a series of deductions, the temples Padithg,

11

24.  Thisis another positive proof which conclusively establishes that theso
six inams are service Inams subordinate to this Entire Inamdar and not independant,

Inams. ,
25. Again, in the body of this document, we find reasons assigned for the

resumptions of two out of the eight allotments granted to Brahmin servants and
two out of three allotments made for the use of the three minor temples attached
to the big temples. In the case of the former we have this reason.

“In Komaralingam Venkataramanaswami temple in a different village in the:
name-of Mathwamuni Achar—Kilavadi Pathu, Sandy, second sort cawny,
0-14-1 at the rate of 22} panams. The above mentioned Inam having been
in use for a different temple as the Kurnam’s statement shewed, was zufted

(resumed.)”

“In the name of Appa Aiyangar, for the Service of Panchangam (reciting
calender.) Panchangam Kadu in Ruthrapoliem, Saraly, Second Sort—
Balla 1-12-0 at the rate of 13} Panam assessment Pon. 2, 2-15-2. Waste
- for 30 years as there was none according to the Karnams Statement was
zufted {resumed.,” ’

26. The above quotations prominently bring out the fact, that the lands
were for Vedaparayanam and Panchangam services and not independant personal
Inams, and that in one case the service having not been performed in the temple g
for which it was granted and in the other case there having been none to perform :
the service and the land having been waste for 30 years, the lands were resumed,

27. - Similar reasons are assigned for the resumptions of the other Tnams
named above.

~ 28. Thus, a perusal of the above five documents in the light of the argu-
ments adduced by the Petitioner, will conclusively bear out the Petitioner’s stato-
ment. The want of reservation in Documents I, IT and III, and the express men-
tion of the purpose for which these Inams were allotted, in II, III, IV and V serve -
as negative and positive tests to establish the Petitioner’s conclusions.

29. The Petitioner having narrated his arguments in support of his
proposition proceeds to examine the soundness of the other theory put forward by
the minor Inamdars, started from the very same documents mentioned above.
Their arguments might be brought under the three following heads :—

OF The use of the expressions Brahmadayam, and Battavirthi, as appellations
for these Inams now in question, in the Document IV, expressions which
a.re'a.llegefi to be applicable solely to personal independant Inams.

(iy  The imposition of Jodi—an assessment levied on personal Inams alone.

(ifi) - The difference in the treatment of these Six Inams and the Temple service
Inams in the Document III, Sunnad of 1802, the former being uncondi-
tional and the latter conditional,

As regards (i) :—

30. It is nowhere laid down on authority that such expressions as
Battavirthi and Brahmadayam, were, in the years 1802 and 1804, applied to
personal Inams only. T}}e literal meaning of these expressions ‘does not indicate’,
that restricted application. Even granting that such restricted application, that'
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alone cannot be a fqundation for the other theory. The reason for this misappli- '
cation is palpable. . Similar Brahmin’s Inam in Government Villages were then
styled Brahmadayam ete. Those who prepared the Devestanam accounts were the
same Karnams who were preparing the Government accounts. Further, the
management of the temples having been in Government, the authorities made no
difference in the treatment of Devastanam and Government Villages. Hence, arose

' the misapplication of the technical terms applicable to independant Inams, to the

Brahmin’s service Inams now in question. Such misapplications as these by

' Government officials cannot deprive Devastanam of its just rights. We find th.e
expression Poramboke applied to unassessed wastes in this village, a term which is
applicable to Government unassessed wastes. From this, it cannot be inferred that
those unassessed Wastes in this village are Government property. |

T
s

As regards (ii):—

|
R
g
b
[
[
i
i

81. The imposition of Jodi cannop be a sure test. It was consequent
. the application of above appellations to the Inams now in question. The qGo on
ment and its officers had then two interests to guard and two dutie's to diqch:izn-
o which, often times, owing to carelessness or want of discrimination clash;d Y l?tel,‘
H : one another. ~ A Brahmin’s Inam in a Devastanam village Was by ’W ant of dif' l
} , mination on the part of the Government officials, named after ,the same ina bcl;}-
b Government _villages : with the application of the name, the natural incrgs 1r: .
! applicable to such Inams in Government. villages, were also tacked, in the cla ent}
| these Inams now in question. One of the incidents was resumpti’on in favoz(:' 0f
P | Government and another was the impésition of Jodi. Hence there wag misappli of
(. | : { tion not only of name, but also of rules which govern only Government, Inallr:}: cha-
the case of resumptions there was this beauty. The reasons for resumptions ‘ rt
the cessation of service, thereby the irresistable conclusion follows that these I vere
were coupled with the condition of performing service. .

G -w:.m-/_’AA Pttt S e
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| As regards (iii) :—

| 32, From Document ITI, two inferences in favour of
y of the othe \
} ’2 ‘; are deduced :(— . other theory

‘ i‘ , (2) Because, from the extent of the entire Inam Villawe viz., 55 Nunia Sei

b \‘ ‘ ’ : a:xd _222‘9’0 Punja Ballas, Brahmadayam with b:h:ar 1t;m)§L1:11eli:ubre::

; : Nunja Sei, 4 and Punjah Balla 42-7-0 are deducted and with tho » suring

g 1 ‘ extent is added the extent in Government villages and the tota] }emmtmvi
as Devastanam Paditharam, therefore such a deduction of thes 'S el; erc

was intended as reservations in favour of the Inim dars. ese six Inams

{7 14 ‘ . (b) The conditions mentioned in the last para,

. have application -
Temple Service Inams and accordingly the six i pplication only to

nams now in question had

i

As regards (a):—

33. 'This argﬁment will not stand the test of a critical examination
"1 There are other items deducted along with this Brahmadayam. The first is l’oram:
boke. By d_educting Poramboke, is it to be infer:ed that Poramboke was {;]so
. intended to be reserved in favour of Government? Such a reservation was not at
~ all intended is laid down by Inam Commissioner as long back as in the year 1865, .
In his letter dated 4th October 1865, by the Inam Commissioner, noted in Mr.
Sturrock’s letter dated 11th January 1889, No. 21, embodied in G. 0. 680 Revenue

v
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no conditions attached and therefore were independant personal T o
' nams.
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dated 8th August 1889, there is this passab/e. «The exclusion of Poramboke from*
« the extent of land entered in the title deeds issued for whole villages of whatever
« description is simply on account of the generally uncultivable character of such
«lands: but the exclusion is in mo way intended to bar the right of the Inamdars lo
« qultivate such lands when practicable and enjoy the same as part and parcel of their’

- “willage.” S

34. Taking another item Village Service Inams.” From the deduction
of this item, is it be concluded that they were intended as reservations in favour of
village officers? That such a reservation was not at all intended, is laid down
by G. O. 680, Revenue, dated Sth August 1889, whereby the enfranchisements made
in their favour.were cancelled and they were made subservient to Entire Inamdar.
Acting under such a direction, the lower authorities have issued orders to the village
officers and they now act in obedience to the orders of the Devastanam authorities.

35. Taking again a third item, deduction of the extent for two village
deities. The Inam for one of the village deities has been resumed in 1804. The
other village minor temple is under the control and supervision of the two big
temples and attached to them. Is it to be inferred that because it is deducted,
therefore this temple was declared independant ? ‘ '

36. The principle for grouping these several items and deducting their
extent from the ayacut of the village must be the same, applicable to all the items.
What was intended in one item of deduction must be intended for all. So, it is
plain that these deductions were not intended to operate as bars to the rights of
the Devastanam. ‘ ‘

As regards (b) :— | S :_ B

37. The absence of conditions with regard to Brahmadayams and the
presence of conditions to temple Service Inams, in the document, cannot indicate
that the former was unconditional and therefore independant and the latter condi-
tional and therefore dependant. A close examination of the documents II, IIT and

V will bear out the Petitioner’s contention and point out t'h‘i reason for tacking the

terple service Inams alone with conditions. - a

38. 1n para. 2 of the Document..ﬁ appears.

“ Again, during the reign of Thirumal Naik of Madura and Karthar Krishna
Raja Udayar of Mysore, the whole village of Devastanam Sankaramanallur
and 2 sei in Sholamadevi and 6 Sei in Kallapuram had been endowed to
the abovesaid Devastanams for the performance of daily Pujah, Festivels
and the salary disbursements of Devastanam servants.”

From ‘this we must infer that the whole village not excepting even
an inch of land in favour of any independant Inamdar, was endowed to the two
temples in ancient times. Acting on this information, the order of the Collector
in Document 11T proceeds in para 1 as follows.

“The Karnam of the village has given in writing about the local custom to the
- effect that endowment in lands as hereunder described—the villages of
Sankaramanallur and others, was in use for the benefit of Sri Kalyana
Varadarajaswami and Sri” Thandaveswaraswami temples in the above
Sankaramanallur village in the above Taluk. Order, to the effect that
endowment should be continued as usual was received from Lord Clive,

L e S .
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the Governor of Madras by the Board of Revenue on the 21st of June 1800,
and the same was commuynicated by the Revenue Board on the 15th Sep-

tember 1800. Therefore, in accordance with the above order, the endow-

ments of these villages were regranted.”

The regrant confirms the endowment as it originally stood. As above
shown, the want of reservation indicates the absence in it of any-independant Inam.
39. The Kaifeith proceeds to state:— |
“QOut of the Devastanam Sankaramanallur,

(a) 1} Ballas was allowed by the three minor temples attached to the above
two Devastanams. S \ ,

(2] Punja Balla § and Nan]ah Sei 4 were sﬂlowed separatelf to Brahmins
" for the services of Vedaparayanam and Panchanga services in the above big
temples.” °

1t is incontrovertible that the Inams comprised in (a) and (b) were
temple Service Inams and not personal. . - ,

40. It proceeds.

« Deducting the above, the remaining Nanja Sei 51, and Punja ‘Balla 030 of.
Sankaramanallur and the 8 seis of Sholamadevi and Kallapuram are being

appropriated for the expenses of the abovenamed two big temples.”

The object of the deduction of these Inams and the apportionment
of the rest of the village among the temple servants and for temple expenses and
the laying out of condition for temple servants alone, is clear from what follows.

«The village is rented by A.g;ah:.mr;im people and vﬂlage officials and out of

the rent collected, pay of Karnam, Manigar, Nirani, Tandal &c., of the
village) is defrayed.” The remaining rent is paid in performange of daily
puja etc., of the said Devastanams and for the: salary of temple servants
according to the list.”.

It will be seen -from the above, that the ‘Brahmin servants mentioned
in (b) above had a treatment different from that of the other servants of the temples.

The Brahmins had land allotments in “lieu of their P2y, while ofhers were being

paid in cash out of the rents collected by the agraharamdars. Consequently

“ The temple servants complained that their pay was not paid to them regularly
for some years past, lands were apportioned to them for their services and
_they are enjoying the same for the last 4 fuslies: We have prepared a
detailed list, stating the names of all the servants with their allotted
portions of land.” - ' :

~ The temple servﬂants‘ ﬁnding their position unsafe, desired- the position
of the Brahmin periodical servants, and aspired for land allotments. "T'he Govern-

ment fully concurring in the views of the Karnam, came to the conclusion in III.

that the system of allotting 1and_'sl for all the items of expenditure in the
temple would work better than the other system, and proceeds therein to parcel
out the lands as detailed in IIL. In I we find. .

“From the' year Sitharthi Fasli (1209) to Dhurmuthi (121i)'out of the sum
collected during the Jamabandi of the said Devastanam Inam lands, held

every year, tastick was fixed for the expenses of the temples and the pay
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of the servants and the payments were made in cash: Now from the year
Dundubhi (Fasli 1212) lands were shared out for the expenses of the
temples and servants.” '

41. Then the Government fixes the extent of land available for thus
apportioning out for temple servants and temples’ expenses, to be Nanja Sei 59
and Punja Ballas 179+%. It then works out the process by which this figure

“is arrived. The whole ayacut of the village is taken which was Nanjah Sei 55 and

Punja ballas 220-0-0. From this ayacut is deducted the extent of land which is either

. already allotted or which 1is useless for allotment. This extent is found to be

Nanjah Sei 4 and Punja Ballas 42-7-0. In this is included the Six Inams now in
question under the heading Brahmadayam. From the entire extent, this extent is
deducted and the balance, Nunjah Sei 51 and Punja Ballas 179-9-0 is arrived,
which can be apportioned for purposes for which there had not been till then
land allotments. To this extent is added the lands in other villages left unallotted.
Adding these two, the above figure N anja Sei 59 and Punjah Ballas 179-9-0 1s got,
which is then allotted to the temple expenses (temple paditharam) and for temple
servants. Then follows a long list of servants with the extent of land for each.
Along with this document, two lists marked E and F in previous petitions were
prepared to particularize the names of the servant and the lands assigned to each.-

The Document 111, thus after assigning for the first time land allotments for the

temple servants proceeds to dictate the terms subject to which they are to be held.
Hence there was a necessity for defining in this Document the conditions subject
to which the temple service Inains, were allotted.

. .42. - The assignment to Brahmin servants, called Brahmadayam (Six
Inams now in question) having-been made long prior to this assignment for temple
gervants, the Document II1 does not contain conditions to the Brahmadayam Inarms.
It was because there was land allotment for Brahmins long prior to Documents 11
and 111, therefore the extent of which is mentionéd and deducted from the entire

- village, and the income derived from the remaining portion is said by the

Karnam to have been utilized for the pay of temple servants and for the expenses
of the temples. And it was because temple servants were not paid regularly
the Karnam states that land allotments which worked better was preferable.
It is again because that Government too found land allotment system was agree-
able, therefore it proceeded to carry out that scheme. It was because there
were land allotments already existing, théy had to be set aside in fixing the
extent fit for allotment. Then allotments are made and they are handed over
subject "to conditions. This difference in treatment was necessitated for the
carrying out of the above’ object is plain from Document V last para and 1st
para. In the last para of Document A" theA whole ayacut for the two temples
is put down as Nanja Cawnies 136-4-3 and Punja Ballas 1191-10-3, which was
the ayacut for the whole village. From this is deducted Poramboke which is quite
unfit for allotment. The net balance is stated to be 135-6-3 cawnies and 931-0-2
Ballas.- Then again, the extent already allotted viz, minor. .Inams (including the
present Six Inams) and Service Inams measuring 9-8-2 Cawnies and 24-3-1 Ballas,
is deducted. The net balance, the extent 125-14-1 Cawnies and 906-13-1"Ballas,
is entered as having been left for Devastanam Paditaram Tastik (allotments to defra):
the expenses of the temples.) In asimilar.way in the first para is worked, the
income of the village, its items of expenditure and the net balance is assigned for
the expenses of the temples including pay of temple servants,
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~ 43. Now, taking the arguments advanced by the Petitioner namely
(1) want of reservation in Documents [, Il and 1II, and (2) the express men-,
tion in II, IIT, TV and V as service Inams, on one scale and those put forward

on the other side with the Petitioner’s explanations in the other scale, the Peti- -
A scale, .

tioner begs to submit that the former will far outweigh the latter

» 44. The Petitioner feels confident that he has done all he could to
convince Your Excellency that these Inams were originally temple Service
Inams enfranchised in 1862, under an erroneous impression that they were
personal Inams. | |

PART IIL—RESUMED INAMS.

45. The Petitioner, has repeatedly begged the Government by his
Petitions, praying for the restoration of the 4491 acres of land resumed in the year
1804. The Government, by its two G. Os 680, Revenue, dated 8th August 1889 and
1379, Revenue, dated 17th April 1893, has declined to grant the prayer on the sole
ground that it has been in long possession of the resumed lands. The Petitioner
once more prays your Excellency in Council to reconsider that question in the
light of the arguments adduced by the Petitioner herein below. He proposes to

“deal (1) with the inode by which the Government got the possession and (2) with

his arguments in support of his prayer for restoration.

46. As regards 1:—The Petitioner_ beg.r‘s‘ ‘to invite your Excellency’s

attention to the Tabular Statement herewith appended. The first four items therein

measure in survey 4491 acres and form :the' subject matter of this portion of the
petition. The first two items herein with item No. 4, are the allotments, which are
mentioned in para. (2) (a) of the Keﬁféith (Document [I) to have been allowed to

three minor temples attached to the two big temples. The second two items with .

items 6 to 11 (both inclusive) are the lands mentioned, in the above document sub

_para (b) to have been assigned in favour of Brahmin servants for Vedaparayanam
and Panchangam services. Thus, it is quite clear that these minor Inams are part.

and parcel of the Entire village, parcelled out for the sake of convenience for the above
purposes. The several allotments of the extent mentioned in the paras (a) and (b)
of the Kaifeith are set forth in detail in the Paimash Olungu (Document IV) from

T g
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observed by Mr. Whiteside the Inam Commissioner, in his letter to Government No.
916, dated 14th June 1889, emhodied in G. O. 680 Revenue dated 8th August 1889 o
« these 44 acres appear from the Collector’s letter to have been assigned originally
« for gervices in the Devastanam, but owing to cessation of service by the holders
« thereof, they have been resumed by Government, and treated as ayan when the
« PDevastanam was under their management.”’

, 47. As regards (2):—The Government has fully recognized the pro-
priety of restoring them (these 44'91 acres), but the only plausible vbjection for the
refusal has been that the lands have remained in its possession for a long time.
The other arguments of the Petitioner, would be very clear from this and other
previous petitions and since his reasons indicating the propriety of restoration have
been approved, he thinks it unnecessary to recapulate them here. The restoration
having been for proper reasons found to be by Government to be in accordance with
justice, long possession alone should not influence it to deviate from its course.
The policy of the Government has always been the non interference with ancient
religious and charitable foundations established by ancient Rajas,” the protection
of their interests, and the restoration of illegal encroachments on the part of any.
"This policy has been followed in the case of Perur village when it, in 1871, found
that it has illegally taken back from’ the religious foundation the village of
Mavuthampathi, it at once came forward to restore the whole village in favour of
Perur Devastanam. There are similar instances in this village itself. 'The G. Os.
620 and 1379 are clear indications of its benevolent and charitable disposition.
So, long possession. with it, has never been, in the annals of Government, a
reason for refusing restoration, if it is justifiable for other reasons. Further, in
this case, there has beénz properly speaking no long possession. The resumption
was in 1804, and till 1863, the Governmentpontinued to be trustees of the pagodas
and consequently such a possession can never be taken into account. It is hardly

N

' 33 years, since the Government can be said to be in possession in its own individual
Ct
_capacity.”” Evengranting that there has been a very long possession with Govern-

: . . u . .
ment, the broad principles laid down by Government in its legislature do not give
protection for long possessions, in such cases as these. Sec 10 of the Limitation
Act expressly lays down “mno suit against a person in whom property has become

. . P, e =

TR
e

e

vested in trust for any specific purpose, or against his legal representatives or
assigns (not being assigns for valuable consideration) for the purpose of following
in his or their hands such property, shall be barred by any length of time.” The
Government, while it itself lays down 'such broad principles of justice has
never taken shelter under long possessions and the Petitioner craves the extention
of their benevolent and charitable disposition in the present case also. The
compliance with the Petitioner’s prayer causes only a very trifling loss of Rs! 24

/ - and odd—the assessment on the 4491 acres—which is nothing toit. On the
other hand, this poor institution will gain immensely by this sum, and the Govern-
ment will have its noble and benign policy 4pursued here as well, if the Petitioner
has been granted his prayer. ‘

which. the appended Tabular Statement is an extract. Out of the eleven allotments
(3 in favour of minor temples and 8 in favour of Brahmin servants) two of the former
(the first two items in the statement,) and two of the latter, (the second two items)
measuring 4491 acres, were, as will be seen from the Daryafisthi chitta (Document
V), resumed in 1804, owing to cessation of service. The cause of the resumption
in favour of Government, has been the want of discrimination on the. part of the
lower Revenue authorities in 1804. The management of the pagodas, had been,
prior to 1804 vested in the hands of the ‘Government. The Government deputéd
for the executive administration of the pagodas, the very same Government officials
who were serving in Government villagés.' The consequenéé was that when there
was cessation of service in relation to a portion of the religious foundation, the
Government resumed them in its favour instead of rectifying them by fresh appoint-
ments.. This initial mistake, was .left unobserved till 1362, during which - ' }
period the Government continued to act as trustees of the pagodas. Carelessness ' 5
or want of discrimigation n ‘the‘ lower authorities has been the cause of this ‘
erroneous resumption. The pature of this mode of resumption has been well

NECE

-

>
e — L AT
. .

, 48. After @dducing the arguments on the three subjects in three parts,
the Petitioner feels confident that he has done all he could to convince Your
Excellency in Council _the truth of his case. In the first part, he has clearly
establish‘ed the futile nature of the Inam Commissioner’s arguments by showing
that fraud or ‘misrepresentation cannot be prerequisites to the cancellation of
minor title deeds in this case, that the issue of similar title deeds in a number of

i
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entire Inam viliages having resulted from the misconstruction
of Rule 1II of Inam Settlement rules, cannot be 4
all, that there is no confidence shaked a
such cancellation and that the cancellat
of Inamdars but of a chanee of landlo
cancellation, In part II, he has sho
Inams were temple service Inams an

and misapplication
justification for refusing relief to
.nd no ﬁ.nality of Inam Settlement disturbed by
ion having the effect, not of depriving the richts
rd. there is no illegality or inexpedienc; in
wn by positive and negative proofs that the six

d has met the arguments of ide,
. : n the oth
clearly proving that the imposition of Jodi and the appendage of aSlelai?oS;(:ew;eﬁi

the result of confusion and that a difference in treatment in the title deed of 1802
was necessitited by the then circumstances. - In Part III, he hag endeavoured td
point out how long possession alone cannot serve as a ground for refusal ) ‘ho
Petitioner therefore invites your Excellency in Council to a carefy] consid tion of

Cetioner thrstos o ! nsideration of

.

(1) that the 1st para. of G. O. 463 ;R‘evem;e,
 cancelled, by restoring G. 0. 1879 date

| ;(2) that the six Inams for which a re

dated 20th July 1895, be
d 17th April 1893 ;

4 port has been called for be declared -

temple service Inams, and their enfranchisements cancelled :

(3) that the 52 title deeds issued in 1862 and 1883, be cancelled :
included in the single title deed to be issued : .

(4) and_y.tl'lat' the 4491 acres of lan

and

» —

gl resiimezd ir} ,1804, be reéto;'ed. .
For whichact of kindness, the Petitioner, shall, as in duty bound, evef pray.

Dated 20th August 1896.

. ENCLOSURES.

—pp—

(1) II. (Marked A in his previous petitions.) An English Translation
' _in print, of the Kaifeith (deposition) dated 1799,

, (2) 1Iand V (Marked D and I respectively in his previous petitions.)
English translations; in print, of the title deed issued by Mr. Hardis
in 1802 and Dariyafsthi chitta of Fasli 1214 (1804). -~ -

K. R.V & CO. PRINTERS, COIMBATORE,
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b HIS. EXCELLENCY,

i

- THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,

FORT Sr. GEORGE,
MADRAS.

117 FroM
N. C. Srinivasa Chariar, Manager, Sankarama-

Nallur  Devastanam, Udumalpet Taluk,
Coimbatore District.

FE T NP —

. Pemnmion No.
. tr' -

i Dated 20
Despatched  August 1896
; ; Received ‘ '

i

: A

‘ Exscrosures 2,
P
i
P

SUBJECT.

Praying for the cancellation of para 1 of G. O. dated
20th July 1895 No. 463 Rev., for cancellation of the
enfranchisement of certain personal Inams made in 1862
by the Inam Commissioner, for restoration of certain

inams resumed by Government in 1804 and for inclusion
of all the minor nams in the single title deed ordered to be
issued for the Sankaramanallur entire Inam Village.
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