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HIS EXGELLENGY THE GOVERNOR IN GOUNGIL

FORT SAINT eeom;a

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY IN COUNCIL,

Tn Htmnm: MEMORIAL OF SUBBU'SAMI AIYAR mm
AssistaNT KARNAM of PERUNDALIYUR VILLAGEy ik
SarriaxaNcaLay Tarux, Conpatore Disteicr.,

 most numam AND Rssw;, UL
Yunr Exceﬂency s hum mble Memomahst begs pertmssmn to appeal to your
= Exce]lency in Council under Section 6 Regulation VI of 1831, against the orders
 of the Hmmb}a Board of Revenue conveyed in Para 1 of their Proceedings da
Qeptem _g;-wls%, No. 5282' removing your Memoma.hst from the Assist

f the said Perundaliyur village for the reason that it is no%;

datﬁ'ry gpp'@m ,.‘,"k In this connection your 2 Memorialist begs to submih, that.

" had submitted a ﬁmn Appeal to your Excelke;my in Council,
ject, last year, and his petition was dismissed with the Endorsement No.f

 dated 5th Novomber 159-®bat under Section 23 (1) of Madras Act I11 of 1835,
a.ppeal lies to Government against the orders of the Board. But your Memoria-

list now learns, that it has been lately laid'down by Government that retrosp octiy
effect cannot be given to Section s

23 of Act 11T of 1895, and that all suits
disposed of under that wrong impression sh

ould be re: opened, suo moto and
on the merits. Your Memorialist, therefore, most respeetful ly ventures to res
t«hmmenwml. fully trusting that your Excellency in Counc

‘ il will be pleased b
: pem:e the same a.nd

G.0. No.

Department,

seb nght bhe m;nstlce done to him, by resbomng hnn‘: 60‘ ﬁhﬁ

80 2 ’Zonr Exoellancy s Memomhst begs leave to p\nbmxt, thaﬁ tx]l the

-5 halmd erd’a Proceedings your Memamlm was the Permanentr,a,sa‘ istant K
ndaliyur, on a pay. of ; r M onallsﬁfb@a a
1 sued Seshagiri Aiyar the Eead Kamamaf Bé‘ age, a

. ﬂar, nndér Regulation VI of 1831, to be {transferred to that office.

tis pay (Bs. 15—0—0); that the Deputy Collector of ﬁhé‘ﬂ )

~ suitin your Memorialist’s favour, in Revenue suit "N

* August 1892 (Exhibit C), and put him in possession of t

that thereupon the defendant had ﬁPPGaled to the Collec

blllaetor bad co nﬁrmed ﬁhe
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has widely travelled out of record and has 3
m's place, regarding which no &

till the present Head Karnam vacates,
removed your Memorialist from the Assistant Karna
body had appealed and no issue lay before them.

3. From the above, your Excellency in Council will be pleased to see that
Para 1 of the said Board’s Proceedings removing your Memorialist from the Assis-
¢ Karnam’s office ot Perundaliyur, is clearly ?Illegal and that gross injustice has ,

tan
aid order.

been done to him by the s A
owever, to facilitate your Excelleric,y in Council in arriving at & %w

as to whether the Board was right, even on the
r Memorialist from the Assistant Karnam’s
sonths after his permanent appointment to it
- appointment, and in restoring Venkata-

Excellency

4. Inview,h
a just and correct conclusion,
merits of the case, in removing you
office, more than thiee years and four 1

on the ground that it is not a hereditqr
narasier to it, your Memorialist solicits permission to lay before your

in Council a concise resumes how the said Assistant Karnam office has existed
from before the passing of Regulation V1 of 1831, under what circumstances your
Memorialist was appoinbed to it and how the Board itself had confirmed his
appointment to it in 1891 :— _ o e

: Your Excellency’s humble Memorialist is the Karnam Mirasdar of Perun-
daliyur village. His grand-father Venkatiah alias Venkatesa Aiyar was the sole
Karnam of the office, at least, from Fasly 1212 (so far as authentic records are
extant in the Collector’s office). About Fasly 1230, 4. e., long before the passing‘ :

of the Regulation VI ot 1831, the sole Karnam office appears to have been split
up, into two, the one being styled simply as ‘Karnam’ and the other as ‘Sant Kar-
pam’ 4. e. joint or Assistant Karnam. BEven after the said split, the gmnd-fafheé
of the Memorinlist continued as a Karnam of the Village down to his death in s
Fasly 1242.  After him, two of his sons, the senior uncle and father of the Memo-
vialist, successively, held the office till Fasly 1270, when your Memorialist’s father

Chidambara Aiyar was dismissed. (Vide para 4 Exbibit 4, and p
5. Thus your Excellency in Council will be pleased to see that there
been two Hreditory Karnam Offices i this village from before the passing of the
ion VI of 1831, and that your Memorialist’s imuediate ancestors. rere it

possession of one of them for, ab least, 60 years. P B
6. In Fasly 1270 (A, D. 1861) when the pre‘sengg Memorialist’s father ¥
dismissed, your Mewmorialist could not suceeed him in office, ashﬁfarma&
of the same family as the dismissed servant, 80 i

Regulat

RIS o n e

and therefore a person

tinct moa-mirasi family, one Seetharamier Was. ?-Pilﬁmgéf; or the p
 tinued in office till his death in Augustl&SS;anﬂ £W0 s previ
. 1268 (A. D. 1659) the other, sani Karnam, had also bee ismissed Jis T _
e v S

 in office, (aiHeadKaNamaftar th ""E’ev_‘iginnl)j,, to this day. Thaﬁhhese “:‘mnfwa@

" mon-mirasidars will be patent from the fact that down to this day, your Watioaes

‘ maéthét%«preéentatiﬁs cmfbmue in possr-sswnof " the Karnam In it Iaids
M flaey mon (Vide B E) L ‘

e ,;féﬁ;iﬂﬁémbriaﬁst’s father Chidambar Aiyar haﬂng ‘died in May 187!
 tho di ability of the ‘Memorialist to hold the Karnam ;éﬁ@ @ﬁaﬁeﬂ‘“w h A
~ para 3—Boards Standing Order No. 172 Maclean’s Eﬁ&xﬁm ~ And from ¢
- forwards your Memorialist had bge‘ix*’qpplgin"gf;tgﬂae{g

ity ! ;
s } z




but the thres years rule lay in his way and he had been told on ‘ebéry such
ocoasion that there was no vacancy: He had therefore to wait till bhe'mrshnum;-

be a vacancy.

8 Meanwhile, in the Year 1889, a fow months before Sectharamier’s death
the Revision of this village took places when Seshaghiri Aiyar, who was appoimé&
as Sani Karnam in 1859, was retained in office with the new designation Foi

; Karnam,” and Seetharamier; a.ppointed in 1861, was retained in office as « Assistant
 Karnam,” on the principle of seniority. Thus at the Revision there was no material ,f‘

: change introduced in the constitutton of the Karnam Offices of this village.  Both
" the Mirasi Offises were retained, as also the then incumbents. The-only reform
~ introduced was, that whereas till the Revision the two Karnams were equally re-
‘,m‘uneva't.ed. from the assessment of the Inam lands, ab Revision, for the first time,
~ some diffsrence was created in the pay of the two offices; the Head Karnam’s pay
- having been fixed at Rs. 15-—0—0 and the Assistant Karnam’s pay ab Rs. 10-0-0.

In all other respects the two mirast Karnam Offices which existed before the
Revision, remained essentially unaffected after the Revision in JHABL o e

¥ 9. Soon after the Revision, in August 1389, Seetharamier who waslmlda
ing the mirasi Karnam Office, (styled as Assistant Karnam during the | evision)
~ died; and your Memorialist who was eagerly waiting for a vacancy at once applied.
- tobe ceinstated. Bub the Divisional Officer appointed for the place, on probation,
~ the deceased Seetharama Aiyer’s son, Ramasawmy Aiyar and ordered your Memo-
rialist to sue and recover. But before your Memorialist could do so, the aforesaid
Ramaswamy Aiyar himself had been dismissed and his place filled up, on the 5th
December 1899, by another utter stranger to the village, by one Véﬁl;{abﬂna‘;r:asieg,ﬁ

although your Memorialist had again applied to be reinstated.
ik 1 10. Your Memorialist sued therefore this _Veﬁkabangxsie@er{‘
~ months of his appointment, for the Mirasi Ka
 Karnam at the Revision) in Revenue suit N¢ 591 ont
~ Qollector, Northern Division, Coimbatore. In his  suit
~ parasier contended thas the appomﬁmmf f Assista Karr
- appointment. But your Memorialiss wF
- Assistint karnam office was ewistence
Regulation VI of 1831 and not @ net

 sgistaat, Kurnamship of this village o
support of this contentions

the Co ' Coimbatore,




or in any other manner. On the éoutra.ry, he deliberately gave up all g-ucﬁ hopéi :
and left this village of his temporary sejourn for good. ' g

12. On the other hand, your Memorialist himself had bi*&ghg the tvm“sm

decisions to the notice of the Board of Revenue, soon after the latter of them was
passed, in another connection . —Ramaswamy Aiyar son of Seetharamier, who hg

been dismissed in November 1890 from the Assistant Karnam office; had appeale
to the Board of Revenue for restoration to it in Board’s appeal petition No. }g_%
Your Excellency’s humble Memorialist, who had been, at the time of his appeal, ap
pointed Assistant Karnam by virtue of his miras claims established in the above

~ guit decisions, gubmitted 2 counter-petition t0 Ramaswamy Aiyar’s Board’s appeﬂ
petition. In that counter petition your Memorialist had ewpressly and clearly set
out in print his mirasi claims to the Assistant Karnam’s office of Perundaliyur, ho .

be had sued, for the place; Venkatanarasier the success

Ramaswamy Aiyar how he (Ramaswamy Aiyar) did n " pash

on the merits of the case against him, and that even if Ramaswamy Aiy aipH
ved to be restored, as your Memorialist had been appointed to the Assistant Kar-
nam office by virtue of his mirasi rights, Ramaswamy Aiyar bhe son of a non.

" mirasdar, may nob be restored and that your Memorialist may be con Aok A
thereby saved from the expense of another litigation a.gaiusbt Ramaswamy Alyar
As Exhibits to this counter petition, your Memorialist had also submitted for tho e

perusal of the Board, the two suit decigions (Exhibits A and B), now set aside in
para 1 of the Board’ s

« Proceedings now appealed against (Vide Kxhibit E).

yenue, upon a careful perusal of all thes6
al and tacitly

13. The Honorable Board of Re
sed Ex-Assistant Karnam Ramaswamy Aiyar's appe
confirmed your Memorialist in his mirasi Assistant Karnam’s place.
rable Board had then thought that the assistant Karnamship of
not a mirasi appointment; that was a fitter opportanity to have set as
decisions and to have restored Venkatanarasier. And your Memorialis
would not have been quite 50 much, then, as it is nomfﬂrll,ief ‘
then, for six months. %ut the Board of Revenue took, then,a ju
of the case and did not interfere with the suit decisions
namship of this village had become a closed question.
tinued undisturbed in the Assistant Karnam's place fr
the Board’s Proceedings now appealed against, dated 208
than 3 years and 4 months. T | T

w1

papers dismis

2 ey 14. In the above cii‘f:ﬁmsﬁ#nq@f
- pectfully a‘nd;humfﬁly .s’qbuii;tg_thﬂgz'-ﬂ ¥

" (i) Theorderof the Boardr
" isllegal snd ultravies.

bl
e

ol being exclasive

afficss 0 vtion of the Collector’s d
i) 'The sa of the Board is arbrtrarygna uﬂ]mf(ag

¥

on the modified po

Lt é@%ﬁﬁwﬁbnally interfered with. ‘and sot aside the de
regularly {:omtﬁuted( Revenue Courts and its own
passed tn 1891, Bl e $i T




(iv) Itis eqﬁaﬁyugainst the equitable policy o Government. (’& mﬁﬁ‘ :
- the Assistant Karnam’s place were not a mirasi appointmant, ‘%enkﬁm;
narasier is in no way a better candidate to it ‘than-yotndMemorialist
a proved mirasdar. Also, at the very time when he was ap -ﬂ‘iﬁtéﬂ;’
your Memorialist had applied for the place. His very first appomt.; 1 1
ment was in clear disregard of the Government order that even in
filling up ‘non-mirasi offices preference should be given tqmv TR,
Much less did Venkatanarasier deserve to be restored, after, rightl,
wrongly, your Memorialist had come into possession of the office.

La.sﬂj, the said order of the Board is inconsistent with the 581‘4?16& -
policy pursued by the responsible Collectors of the District for 4 num-
ber of years. Several Assistant Karnams in the District continue i
office on the principle of the two suit W v eir ae
" pot come to the notice of the Board within the past

that period, eveun the Board apbeéﬁ; o | ve epter

(Vide para 13 supra). While so many contintie it

ciple, it is inequitable that he alone 8 ould be disturbed e

e

exactly like that of a woman who, it W | ;
y like that of a woman who, 10 P¥ @g po ,#B‘ 'oénbw

lose eveu her husband.

(iii) }}aqrs id order of the Board is a clear ﬁfbliz{{bh Sfﬁthe three‘ymrrml{

oy

)

15. In conclusion, your Memorialist mo%?ﬁdﬂie ‘
for tho length which this Memorial has assumed, which, in
tude to place before your Excellency in Council all m%« 3
nate case, has unavoidably developed. He most earnestly and

he may be restored to the Assistant Karnam office of Iﬁrmdﬂhﬁuw*x

]

For which act of justice and equity, 'he»’shgﬂl mﬁmﬁ é,;‘ ‘
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