Iyengar. L

4 ~8:70.° Narayanasami Iyer

..1'-Raiﬁasv§ram1 Iyengar 6. :8rj - Vedavyasa Aiasmga Bhatter, o

7S Vedavyasa Thlrumala: ‘Bhatter, ‘8. Sri’ Vedavyasa Sn_j’_' :

" Rama Bhatter (died), 9. Minot Sri Parasara Alaginga Bhatler_"-‘- L
: '_-_by guardlan Su Ranganachar Ammangar 10 K. S.'Kuppusaml SRR
SELR , BN ,‘_'Defendants. B )

o When tne case came on. for further mal on the 27;]1 August' TR
L _71907 after. the exammanon of seven witnesses for. the Plaintiff o'
- the presence of Mr.; T. Desikachariar Vakil for Plaintiff and of © =~

e "Mr. AV, GOpalachanar, Vaiy, for lst defendant,and ‘Mr,*
T8, 0 Narayanasami Iyer for himself and. as pleader for .defens - L
. dants 2,7 and 10 and the defendants 5, 6 and 9 being absentand = -
: i"t_he defendants 3 and 8 having died, the parties (Piax_n;:ff and S

ST RC i A e e




.'and Dy that the Plamtlﬂ‘ has been installed in . February. 1899,s
aecordmg to the lmmemonal usage:stated above, that he has been
-~ ‘ever since h;s appomtment performing the pooja and giving reli». - L
'.'gloos instructions in ‘the Mutt and also been performing the

_secuiar and religious duties in the temple set forth in schedule B

- . and enjoying the honours and emoluments in schedules Crand D, :
" that the Jeer' represents Udayavar the- splmual ‘head of- ‘the
k -_Valshnavnes and his duties in the Muit and temple’ are mostly 1
‘religious, that.defendants who are managers of secular affairs |

-

'defendants 2 and 10} filed a Razinamah and the court passed thé '
_ foliowmg Order.

Suit to have it deelsred that tbe proeeedmg of the temple

/- managers ‘dated 3rd February, 13th April- and lst May 1904
- preventing the Plaintiff from exercising his nghts and . pnvileges

in the temple by virtue of the office be holds are null and void,
for an injunction preventing defendants from mterfermg with
the Plaintiff and his successors in the dutics appertammg t{o hls

or their office,: for past emoluments w:thheid and fo: rfuture 3 i
.emoluments. . L - SRR '

2." Plamt aiieges that tbe Plamtlﬁ' 1s an, ascetic preSIding

o 'over the Mutt called Snranganarayana Jeer Muit ** at Srirapgam, . '
* . that this Mutt is attached to the Snrangam Devastanam ‘and is
E being ‘maintained and its establishment and other charges mcurred : .'
- from the Devastanam funds; that the course of succession in this -
- Mutt which is also called. UdayaVar Mutt:after_the name’ of the .

orlgmai founder was for.a long time regulated by the head of the:

Muit appomtmg hls suecessor during| his life tJme, that in- defan!t
. _"_.of sueh appomtmem the Stalathars for the tlme bemg of the - _
Snrangam Devastanam ~ appointed the Jeer, “that - t__he,’
.'Jeer of this Mutt either by himself or by his proxys had also the
-power - of supermlendance in the temple.and had some perqms:tes
' and emoiuments, that when the management of the temple Was
' handed over 10 the Comm:ttee the }eer ceased to.eXercisg-his:
: extensive powers though he still oontmued to dlseharge the dutles,

reeeive the honours and emoluments sel: forth in schedules B, C,

B heve no manner of rlght to mterfere wuh the Plamuff s dlseharge

it
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n?'the_ duties and ‘receipt of honours, that the defendants 1 and 2
COI}uded:together_' and passed 3 proceedings on 3-2-04 directing
the Plaintiff not to- perform his duties in the temple as he was

ailing' from some ‘disease, that the sald - proceedings are ‘illegal -

, having:begh passed without the knowiédge “of the permarnient
manager, the 3rd defendan®, that even if Plaintiff is incapzcitated .
by his illness from carrying his duties, 1t is_illegal to.deprive him- o
of his honours and perquisites as was done by the proceedings

dated 13—-4—04 as the Plaintiff’s office is a"‘-cm:_pora_tion sole *
that-the order-of.the defendants 1 and 2 d'ated_sl——:_ZS-h:_O_d'p'reven-

~ ting Plaintiff -from- sending -his- own ‘riomince for. “Lachanai -

service *.is illegal that. his proxy s even to this'day. petforming

certain duties mentiongd in-schedule E,_ that Pi_aintiﬁ' r_ha's served
the defendants 1,3 and 4 with a ‘wrliten notice on 4—7--04 for .

the cancellation of the s_:gid proceedings and for allowing him the
h’sualfpér.quisitgs,': that contrary to ‘the immemorial ‘custorn, the

managers have aprointed the 4th defendant in place of the minor -

9th defendant; a hereditary Stalathar trustee, #nd that defendants

5 to 9 have a right of management and so they are imp]eade_d_ah_d

that Plaintiff is'_t_hg:ref_‘orrg_en_titled to have the :eli_efs_jsqug_ht.fc}r;f

3.. The 1Ist defendant In his written statement '_d-e'hié's:. th_;e_

allegations in the plaint, denfes the'rule of succession of Stiranga -+
- Narayana Jeer and adds that the Jeer is‘appointed by the _trﬁste"é"s_
. of the Srirangim temple on the recommendation of the Stalathars,

that the Jeer is at best only an aceredited servant ‘of the temple

and so amenabie to the control of the t_emp]é‘ authorities, that eh L
the death of 'a Jeer and till another is appointed for the office, Et

the Mutt property and idols are all placed vader temple guards,

that - the ‘present Plaintiff was appointéd by this defendant and

some other trustees in 1899 on’ the recommendation ‘of the
Stalathars, that the Plaintiff wag removed »from,_oﬂ‘ice_ asg
complalnts” were ‘resefved from many -quarters regarding the

virulent form of leprosy in his body which rendered bis prese'nc@-,_ _

obnoxious -to worshippers, - that *the 'I_’If.’sint-i_ﬁ” is “granted z
compassionate allowance of Rs, 20 for his' maintenance which he

has not duly accouated for, that the Plaintiff Is-not entitled o
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i _of actlon ?

- ,Jeer ” on the death of the mcumhent for the time bemg ?

' Plamtlﬂ‘ is entitled to 28 Snranganarayana .Ieer?

4
question the legatity of the appolutment of the 4th defendant. !

that the Plaintiff cannot question the legality of the. several|
proceedings and cannot seek to set agide all of them in a single

. suit, that the suit is bad for misjoinder of causes . of” actiop, and )

that this defendant does not admit thai the several functions of .

' the Jeer in the temp]e can be Iooked after by his proxy.

4. Defendants ? 4 and 7 adopt the defence of the lst 5

' defendant. ;

5, 3rd defendant ln hrs wrltten statement admils the P!ain- |

tiff's claim and says ‘that the temple funds should not be charged i’

for the Plaintiff’s claim bot should be recovered from the property.
of the managers who passed the order. He died after the tna] 1
began and the 10th defendant has been added in hm stead

_:' 6 Defendants 5 8, 8 and 9 adm:t the Plamt:ﬂ"s clalm and
say that the femple funds canuot be charged for the damages and
eosts whlch the Piamtlﬂ' seeks to recover in his plamt. S :

7 The 1ssues are : ——“ j

(1} Is the su!t bad for mis_]omder of partles and causes

(ﬂ) Is the ascetlc known as o Snranganarayana Jeer

the head of a Mutt who cannot be removed from such position |
. or deprived of such authoirty by the managers - of the Sriranga-_:
. nadhaswamij Devastanam ‘oris he on’y a temple servant who can j
" be depr:ved of his offxce by such managers 7 Con e R

(m) What is the rule govermng tf"e devoluuon of and :
successmn to the nghts appertain:ng to the * Sri Ranganarayana :

(iv) What are the rights, pr:vx!egm and perquisxtes that :

{v) What are the duties that have to be performed by}
him as such Jeer and which of them may be performed by proxy, '
accordmg to. the lwage if BD}G Prevailing in the matter? :
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v (vi} If such usage as is referred to in the iast Issue be
proved to exist, 1s it valid aud enforceable ? - ey H

(vri) Is Plamhﬂ‘ meapaeitated by il!ness from discharg-
ing the duhes arpertaimng to hls position as such Jeer? - '

(viii) “If so, is the Plaintiff in"the pos:tion of a: corpo—_ -
ration sole’ and cannot :be . deprived of hls right to be -

Snranganarayana Jeer, _do:ng the dut:es by proxy ? :

_ ix) Ts. the order of lbe managers’ preventing the
 Plaintiff from diseharglng the dutxes and recelvmg the honours_ o :
and emofuments due to the Jeer, invahd for any of the " reasons e

set out in the plalnt 7:

(x) Is Plaintiff entztled to any, and if so, to what
amount as damages and loss of perqmsites clalmed in the plaint ‘7 o

x:) What re]ief if any, is Plaintn‘f sntltled |o 7 ' L

Plamtlﬂ"s vakﬂ appears and admits the Razmamah pet!tmn.f :

Plalntiﬂ' signed the Razinamah. .

lst éefendant s ‘vakil© states that he does aot oppose the

Razinamah that he s one of the three’ trostees of the temple and .

that the majority have agreed to compromse the ‘case Wlth the

Pialntlﬂ'- - E TR e T

_ :2nd defendant sfgned the Razmamah and his pleader adm!ts R
'the petxtxon on bis beha}f ' i :

3rd and 8th defendant are dead - 4th defendant !s before the |

Court. - -He is the vakil for many defendants and states he bas no

interest in the suit. - Defendants 5, 6 and 9. admn‘ted by thelr o

sfatements the P!amt:ﬁ“s elsm:. o

10th defendant signed the Razmamah and his Pleader admtts o

the petltion for him.

~ 7th defendant by Narayanasaml Iyer states that he opposes .

‘this Razipamah. ~Seven witnesses were examined for Plaintiff.

“7th defendant’s pleader teporfs that he cxamines no witnesses, -

Wm— -
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- Lfind-that:the Plaintiff: by -his evidence lias establisted a case
'm his favour so as to entitle him-to'all the: rellefs claimed -herein
as agamst the 1st and 7th defendant. :

The edecree mthe smt will.follow the terms of the Razlnamah

. (Sd)

Mundabba -Bangara;: Subord!nate Iudge :

e for Mr. T. Te Rangachariar. :

LIST OF EXHIBITS FILED

- Far Plam’aﬁ' -—-

A 5-—2-—04
322_7—01
C. 4—2—99

. D. 11—3—8§7

" For Defendants':

1. £16--10-03

e managers of the: Sr:rangam Devestanam. o el

1.7 18~-2 04
IV. 20—2—35
V. 5—6-—35

vI. 55,2—24.

Yadast by the Plamtlﬁ's to the manager 7

i Yadast by the' Committee to do. ER

- -Yadast-'sent’ by: the ‘trustees proh:biting “th®
. Plaintiff from entering the templa and partakmg .
i the fuuenons ' b

i

Yadast sent by »the managers of the Srlrangam
temple to the Plamtlﬂ‘ '

. .stast by the trustees to the Head Pexshkar of f;
“ithé Snrangam ‘temple.-._ 2 :

Reglstered lease deed exeeuted by r,he Piamtxff "
3rd witness:to SriranganarayanafJeer (Plamnﬂ' 8 |

__ -':'Predecessor) in. respect. of -certain, rlghts in-the |

—

" 6f_ the '_
Sn:angam tEmple R

Petition by Sthanikam sAnnasami Iyengar to the

: Arz1 by the Shenstadar to the Col!eetor

Arzl by the Provmcxal Court Pundltk fo: the
Cotlector. 7 -

Copy of the deposmon o" Snranganarayana Jeer

» before the Celicetore
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LIST OF WITNESSES EXAMINED ¢ -

For Plalntiff s~ -

Sri Parama Hamsa Sr: Ranganarayana Jeer Swangal

(Plamtrﬂ' ) 2 K. Seshadri Iyengar { Ist defendant ), 3. Ranga-

sami Iyengar, 4. Thnuvengadathlengar 5. Srmivasa Iyengar,
6 Srinivasa Iyengar,’i Doralswaml Iyengar

For Defendants — Nil. .

(Sd) Mundabba Bangara, Subordmate Judge T s

for M. T, T. Rangachariar. g

(True copy) .
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En ﬂ:e Euurt of the Suhﬂrdmate Judge |

OF -
TRICHINOPOLY. Lo

"Pnesaxr—-’r T. RANGACHARIAR Esg B. A,B L.,

. L Subordmate Judge
Tuesday the 27th day of Augnst 1907
Orlgmal Sun No. 22 of . 1905.
{0 S. 32 of 1904 D:strict Court. Trzchmopo!y)

E Between -

S " Srl Parama Hamsa Sri Ranganarayana Jeer Swamiga! ; S
S Head of the Mutt, residing In the Matam at’ North Uthara Street, -
Lo __Snrengam. Trlchmopoly Ta]uq. S mPla:ntgﬁ’ Lo

- And-—""

. '1. K Seshaﬂn Aiyangar adopted eon of Kodiyalam_ o
- Thatham Alyangar Temp!e Manager, residing at- ‘West Uthara
| Street, Srirengam, 2. Ko. Ka, Sri Vathula Desika Pranatharthi-
"hara Rangachanar adopted son of Sri Vathula Desika Srlrenga- e
- charfar residing at East Chitra Street, Srirengam, 3, Karalpadi -
.- Alavanthar Aiyah, res:dmg at North- Uthara Street Srlrengam " _ .
(died), 4. S. O. Narayanaswami Aiyar adopted son of Siva:ama DR
“Aiyar, residmg at West Adayavalanjan Street, Sﬂrengam 5. 8ri
- Uthamanambi Ramaswam! Aiyangar son of Sri Uthamanambi
. Rengaswaml Aiyangar residing at West Uthara Street, Srirengam
. 6¢Sri Vedavyasa -Alasinga Bhutter ‘son -of Sri . Vedavyasa,
: . Venkata Bhutter residing at North Uthara Street Srirengam,

7s-8ri ‘Vedavyasa Thirzmalai Bhutter son of " Sri Vedavyasa

Venkatasudarsana Bhutter residing at the same place 8. Sri -

Vedavyasa Sri Rama Bhutter son of Sri Vedavyasa A!asmga

_' Bhatter residing at the same place (died), 9. Minor Parasura _
_ AIasmga maier adopted son of Sri Parasura Sn Ranga Raja

R —
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Bhutter by his adoptive mother and guardlan Sr:ranganaehe.r
ammangar resn‘hng &t South Uthara Street, Srirengam,
10, K. S. Kuppuswaml Alyangar son of Kuvalagudy K. Singam
Aiyangar res:dmg at East Chitra Street Srirengam.—Defendants.

Suit to have it declared that the proceedings of the Temple
Managers - dated 3rd February, 13th April and 1Ist May 1904
preventing the Plaintiff from exercising his rights and pnvzleges _
in the temple by virtue of the office .he holds, are null and
void, for an injunction preventing Defendants from interfering'
with the Plaintiff and his successors in the dutjes appertaining
to his or their office, ‘for past emo]uments w1thheld and for =

future emoluments.
Value of the elaim Pon _ _
“a) Rs. . 400—0-=0 for deelaratxen and mjunctioﬂ.
NGB 2 000—0—0 ;he amount of damages prayed for. '

e}, . 630-15-=3 the amount of the perqmsltes and_ _
emoluments cla;med up to date of plamt. _ : o

Or m all Rs. 3 030—15—-3

Canse of action arose on rﬂd from 3rd February l3th Apni :
and 1st May 1904 and isa contmumg cne.. - N

This case commg on for further trlal this day after the.
examination of seven witnesses for the Plaintlﬂ' in the presence -

of Mr. T. Desikachariar, Vakil for Plaintiff, and of Mr. A. V. _'
Gopatachariar, Vakil for ist Defendant and Mr. S. O, . Narayanas

swami Iver for himseif and as p]eader for Defendants 2,7

‘and 10 and the Defendants 5, 6 and 9 being absent and the

Defendants 3and 8 havmg died and it appearing that the patties

( Plaintiff and Defendants 2 and 10) have agreed to compromise .

the matter of the suit and that they have put- into, Court a deed
of compromise praying that. this court will- ‘pass'a decree in
accordange with the terms thereof, this Court in pursuance. of
the said deed of compromxse ‘and. ona perusal of the ev:dence' '




: ._:;.’--}*recorded in the case botb order and deeree that- the Plamhﬁ' S i
- . begiven dunng his life time the perqmsltes and emolumients S
" “"due ‘to" hls ‘office accordmg 10 custom and accordlng to" E‘hé T

V,IDeVasthanam accounts by the ‘trustees ont of the temnle fund=
‘that: Plaintiff do: perform the dutles attached to his oﬂ‘i_ce and
entmned in the p!amt as heretofore eltber by himsel ©

Plamtiﬁ' ’s Mutt as mentloned in the plamt =
For the use on the foreheads of the !mage _of the God

" snd the Goddsss ‘in the Srirenganatha Temple, the Plaintiff to -

f"-'take out, either himself or by proxy, the PIGSCTIbEd ‘quantity

of pur:ﬁed camphor ‘and - Paniugu - Sattam > ointment” kept
. ‘under. Plaintiff’s "seal in’ the temple ‘and ‘to: Issne by his proxy

: : th_e prescnbed quantity to be mixed w1th the sanda! for
“kal]ﬂ}l" to thg” ¢ v &




A
-

2. To suvervise the daily ritual in the temples in
accorcance with the tenmets of the. Tenegalai sect and the
Pancharatra Agama Sastra and to have the delinquents punished.

3. To have ¢ Pulugappu Thaflam > ointment 'prepared
every Friday by extracting the ointment from ** Punugu Sattam ™
and by addmg to it the prescnbed quantity of punﬁed
camphor and to divide the same into three parts ‘one to
‘Per;yakoﬂ Srirenganatha ‘I‘emp]e , one to ¢ Nachiar Temple’
and one to ‘Sakrathalwar Temple’ and have them applied to

the deities of those temples under the supervision of Plalntlﬂ‘ :

or his Proxy..

: 4. Dur!ng the time of annnal ablshekams ‘known as
¢ Jeshtabishekams > in the temples of Sr:renganathar, Nachiar,

etc. Sakarathalwar etc, in the months of Ani and Adi (June
‘August) the Plaintiff -by himself .or by his prozy to test the

quantity of ‘purified campbor known as 4 Pachakarpuram ™',
saffron, Kungamappoo and Kastoori produced by the temple

" managers, then to have * Santhukappu ™ ointment prepared for -

application to the big Deity in the Chief inner shrine by mixing
¢ Sandal’ ‘Punugu Sattam Ointment’® and ¢ Parified Camphor

from his custody, then to have prepared . Ulkappu™
for being applied ‘within the coats of armour of the * Utsava™

images of the Perlyakov:l and the Nachiar Temple, mixed with

purified camphor Kastoori from Plamt:ff’s custody and Sandal -

to jssue from his custody the quantity of purified . camphor

necessary for the abishekam of the said Deities, such camphor -

being applied with Sandal, to see. finally that the mixtures

- are applied to the Deities as mentioned above. The Plaintiff .
has also several other minor duties to be done by proxy on
the above occasions which are ali regulated by “mamool“-'

or immemorial usage. .

5. During the month of Pirattasi (Septembet—October)
every year, to cause ° Santhukappu’® to be prepared by
Plaintiff’s men in the same way as aforesaid and . see it
applied to the recumbent Deity in the inner shrine.. -~




T

5‘.

7 - Bvery. year on the da'y following the ** Jeshtabishekam ¥
P]aiunﬂ' to send through his men * Sirappu Alangaram”’ to
the said big Deity in ‘the “inner shrine® from the: store- house

known as Kottaram m the temple at the expense of the temple :

.1 To. deerde about the ritual to be done in. the temple :

"whenever dlsputes arise . about them, aceordmg to the teeets

: of the Tengalal persuasxon and Pancharatra Agamam.

8 --To superwse the ntual in the te'mp'les.'} s

.9 To cause the prescnbed qeantlty of punﬁed eamphor

to 'be ISSHEd by his proxy for i uise in'the ablshekam ‘I': ewn as
*s Choornabhishekam ' during every seventh day festival and
on: other “ Choernab:shekam . ecasxons m the temple. :

. 10, To give daﬂy rehgzous mstruetions to the dIscipIes R

of the -mutt and ‘the. temple, servants in the ‘Plaint mutt and
disciples -

to fix: the wsnal red- hot.seals on- the shouiders of
_of the mntt at thelr expense. Sy

it. To keep in h!s custody a et of keys of the boxes E
containing jewels etc.,” of ‘the temples in jthe, room .known
as . Thekk11ara1 in the temple and to cause the ‘same to ‘be -

' epened and shut’ by ProXy as occasion requires, and to cause RN

“his “seal to be: put uwpom. the Iocks of 'all the rooms efc.,

‘where any of the temple articles are kept along ‘with “the - .
-seals of the other officers and canse his seals over ‘them to -
be exammed before they are opened on necessary oecaisons. .

, 12. To appomt his own men as . Leehanalkaran and
- Sthanathipathi and to exercise his duties and privileges inthe .~~~ ¢
temple by them  as proxxes without any refernee ;e the £ R

temple: trustees.

Subardmate S udge,

for Mr- T. T. RENGACHARIAE._ e

[Sd) MUNDABBA BANGAR.A
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Typed By +— {§d.) T. P._Vaithinatha Aiyar; Copyists 28—-1_-1% '

" Bxamined by i — (5d.) T. K. V. Nath, E:{aminer 20—1—16

{Sd.) D. Krishnaswami Ag. Supenntendent 31-——3--16 o

 (Sealed) Application made 2111916, Stamp papers
calied for 27——1—2916 Stamp papess depos1ted 27—1—1916 . .
Copy Ready '31—1-=16. Do. ‘Delivered 31-—1—1916. (Ind} .

- D.K. Superm:endent. S D. M. C 0. S 430 of 1924 Pla!ntlﬁ"
Exhiblt. ' : T

Recewed 29th November, 1924 sealed sttrlct Muns1ﬁ" | 7'

: .Conrt of Srlrengam.

‘Recetved 2nd December 1924 sealed Dzstmt Munsiﬂ"s .

-.Court of Sruengam

Sealed Distnct Munsiﬂ"s Court of Srirengam L A.:
_ 7:1328. of 24. O.°S. 430 of 24 Produced on - the 29—11-24
K'by Plaintiff. Proved or  admitted by _Defedents pleader. '

2—12—-1924 and ﬁ!ed as Exhxbit G..

Vlde memo dated 2-12—24

(Sd) K. S. V. ROWJE,
-~ District Munsiffs

(Trus Copy)
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Plaintiff vakil appears and admlt ‘this pentlon

-Plaintiff signed this razinamah.  1st defendant vakil
states that he does not appose the razinamah, that -he |
- is one of the three trustees of the temple and that the |
- majority have agreed to compromise the case with the o
- Plaintiff. . - S ¢

“'2nd defendant s1gned the ° Razmamah and his |

= : pleader admit thzs petmon on hiS behalf

..8td and Sth defendants are dead 4th defendanu o
is before the court. He is the vakil for many
defendants and states he has no- interest in the suit. - |
Defendants 5,6 and 9 admltted by thezr statement the N

Plalntlﬁ' ’s claim.

“10th defendant signed thxs razma_mah and hls' e

‘pleader admits this petmon for hlm

7th defendanu K. G. Narayanasaml Iyer states_

that he opposes this Razinamah. . Seven Wwitnesses | -
- were examined for Plaintiff. :7th defendant pleader |
" reports that he ‘examines no ev:dences 1 find that the

Plaintiff by his evidence has established a’case in‘his
favour so as to entitle ‘him to all the reliefs cialmed
herein as agamsﬁ the Ist & 7th defendant el

The decree i in the sult wﬂl follow the terms hereln

(id) Iileglble . Subordlnate Judge 27—-8—07. |
Copledby 5th and last pagel .

(Sd) Supenntendent .




Triehy Dismct Ccurt

0» P. No. 69 of 1948 dated 3&8*1954

ASir———r

_ _R Ramasaml AAyyah | K } Petitioners
3 Seshayya R S IS Rt

Vi

. The Madras Hindn Re!igwus Endowments‘]

L Board by its Presldent _ d

2, Sadhu Srl Vaishanva Kads. Kada o
L Ramanujanharlar

3. Srirangam 8ri Ranganathaswaml RO }.Réépar;d-;ﬂis." -

Devastanam by its Executive Officer

" 4, The Commissioner appolnted under the
"Madras H. R. & C. B. Act, 15531

(Added as per order on I. 4. No, of 5]

dated 4--12—-1951) o N

o Petition dated let June ‘1948 under section ?9-A(3) of
the Madras H.R. & C. BE- Act praying that the order of the

st respondent (bearing Board’s Order “No. 6060 dated_- )

1721948 in C. No. 9458!46 Adm) be set aside and the

petitioners right to recxte pinnadi and receive emoluments, .
'perqursites apd sambavana on all occasions on’ all goshties te

" also recognised and the 31d respondent be directed to give
effect thereto and 2ad respondent be restrained by an in;uncuon-'

_ from - interfering with the exercise ‘of these rights by the

. pemioners and tbe other members of the gix families of whom

.' petit:oners represent two and that the respondents be oxdered K

_ to pay petitioners costs of thls applicatlon. S
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- .out on _pmcess_l_on._ It is the peutione!s
v _members of the six’ familles to . whl_ch .they belong ‘have all
~slong ‘been members  of  this  goshti -

i 'also entiled to “share,

Y

Ths vpetition baving been besrd on the ist, 2nd, 7é,

. 8th, 9th, 10th, 19th, & 31st days of July 1954 in the presence
of Sri. R. Sesbadri, Advocate for the pentwners and " of .
Sri 8. Sengamalam Pillal, Advocate for .respondents Nos, 1,3,
and 4, :Srl 8. Kasturl Rangachsriar, pleader for the 2nd

respondent, and baving stood over to ‘this day for consxderat:on, T

the court passed the failow!ng order —

Thls is a pet:tion under sect!on 79-A (3) of the Madras

o -.H. R & C E -Act 11926 to set aside an order of the Board.

‘passed under secticn 79-A (1) negativing the claim .of the
petitioners as members of the community known as the

Srirsngam Kowl Miras Sathatbaves to membership of a. body o

~ called the Adyabhaga Goshti ‘whose tight and duty it is to

chant prabhandam on various occasions at the Srlrangam‘ R

temple and during the festwals when the demes .are_ taken.
‘case - that “the ..

and that
. nght to! rec]te the pmnadi or the latter ba]f of the verses
.-in - the prabhandam whﬂe ‘the’ munnad: or eerl!er half ls'
- recited - by ‘the ‘Brahmin members of the goshtl - They ‘are
equliy with the Brahmm members_ .
~‘the. prasad_a_m_s, sambavanas e_nd_ -honours which cox_a_stltuted :
~the emo!bments of the services' tendered 'by' 'the 'gbshtt. .

_ 2 The lst respondent in the defunct Board whose place B
. has been taken by the 4th respondent, -the - commlssioner.
" appointed under the new Act (Mzadras XIX of 1951). The
. 2nd respondent is a Brabmin Ieader of the Gosht! who Is
"--.al}eged to bhave obstructed the pet!tioners in the exercise of
~ their right in July 1943 & whose obstruction was wpheld by
- the 3rd respondept, the executive officer of theé Davasthanam =
'_'_by his proceedings dated 6—2-1943 spd on a petition
- therefmm ‘by the Ist petitioner, by the Board on 16-2-1948, -
-_It is this otder of the Board that the petitioners scek to
s '_'ut “ldﬂe ' o

it ls the:r =
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3. After slxteen documents where marked and six witnesses o
examined for the retitioners spd twelve  documents marked S
- and five witnesses examined on the side of the reSpnndents, ' |l
the petitioners and the 2pd Terpondent made a joint appli-
" catlon. to the Counrt prayirg that the Srirapgs Naraysna -
Jeer, who s the bieh priest of the temple, may be examined -
.. 88 a wltness and agreeing to abide by his evidence as ﬁnally" _ _
determlmng the matters in controversy. To this conrse - - .
: respondents 3 and 4 subsequemiy agreed I

4.  The Jeer was accordmgly examined and his evidence
- is conclusivdy against the nghts claimed by the petitioners, - ;
"1t follows therefore that, in terms of the jolnt - apphcation' S y
the petmon has to be dismissed. In fact all whet the petitioner = '
“mow 8sk is that, baving regard to the way in which the

"petltion has ended, no costs should be awarded against !hem. E—— :
51 dismiss the petltlon. But havmg regard to ail the Lk
-c:rcumstances 1 direct esch- party to bear his own costs. : '
" The petition bas been pending from 1948 and has suffered = - (4l
''83 adjournments and has not undergone a’ full triai Ttherefore - [k

' ﬁx the Vaki]s fee at Rs. 400/ ‘{one set) B R

Pronounced in open Court this 3rd day of Auguat 1954. L

P 'r RAMAN NAYAR, e
Dzsm'ct Judge, TR




T Sm Rang‘anmhasamy Ete., Devasthanam
SRIRANGAM S L

_'Executwe Oi‘ﬁcer.

.T_he Commrssloner. R ' e
_Hindu Religlons and Chantable Endowments,
' _Adm:mstrat:on Department MADRAS—2. :

The Deputy Commiss:oner, _ : :
Hindu Rehgtous and. Chari(able Endowments,
Admln' tratmn Department MADRAS-Z P

Sub: .,Establishment—deers post Filling
- Remarks, Sy S

1 ,':"Commlssionerss Rc 11128/58 Azlm
: Dy Commiss;oner 8 Rc 4745]58[ 29'

I enclose ~ - ,
e (l) Copy of my note to 1be trustees datcd 2
.on. the. l:ustOry of the post and the necessity
,..retalmng B _ ;
(2) Descnptlon of -the - dutles attsched' to. th_e
-as glven in - scheduie ‘B of the Judgement

3 0.8, No. 22[1905 :
: _'(3) Emoluments attached to. the post. S et
.. i (4)' Honours’ attached to the post .as given o schedule" S
S ‘D"’ of the Judgement in Q. 8. 22}05.

L ._;2(5) Board‘s Order. 675 dated 231942 . S
":(6) Resolution of the Ttustecs 317[67 ~C '1 dated::' s
. 28—4—58---- - s

In this: connectmn I may also be permltted to mentloh
A few words about the, petmoner A copy of the letter sent
“to the Government is sent to me also.- Though" nothmg is' o
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¥nown of the assoctation known as ¢ Public Welfare cemmr'r{ée

the records in" this Devasthanams throw consulerable llgh! on

the gentleman who has sigoed ‘himself as the - Secretary of it._.
" He was a clerk in this Devasthanams. ‘some years back for:

a short period In a leave vacancy., Subsequently, I am told
- he was appomted a8 the :Execative Officer -of some 'temple i
' Jayakondam when some cbarges were framed agarnst him by _

then Asslstant Commlssioner Sri K. Somasundara Deslkar and}r-
" _has-been sending letters ‘to -the Government “about the__'—

_'ndminlstratlon"'of this” temp!e ‘most-; of - them - suppf,)rtlng'.=
' Vadagalal interests: snd - against. Thenga]ar interests-- In 1982,
""he. 'made  some complaints regardmg the _ oroeession sof

Sri Nadhamunlgal and Srl Vedanta Deslkar rn connection wrth_ :

"Valkunta Ekadasi’ Fesuvals. Tn veply, the then Exaeutxve :

'ojﬁcgr referred to. numerous !egal proceedmgs and sa:d thet:e
. the Devasthanam could not do ‘a thmg ‘which - had nOt ‘et
._}wlth recogmtron in any. ‘of “the Civil ‘or, Crlmrnal Courts."_-"

o Jeer’="whlch as_wiil.be seen’from the  enclosures

Now again he has reeommended for the abolltion ofr the post_.j

ref” great responsub:!lty and honour -and ‘held- by a Thengalar.;j
“In- another letter addressed to the Commissioner (Copy °

o forwarded to me) he as .the Secretary of ‘the-same assocration

: Q""_:-r.states that in ‘the  Trust ‘Board the Vadagalal'communliy is
jrepresentated only by ong person, that the Thengelar eommumty

':::"_'has two representatrves ‘and “has requested that’ the latter be
reduced to ‘one “and’ the seat allotted to ‘some - other caste._'

. On - the whole therefore, T feel - mneh welght eannot “be

','._attached to hrs representatlons as he hasg apparently more of-

“sectarlan interests and prejudices at- beart than the in:erests_

o _ "of the temple or rts admlnistration. BRI

| ,r. s. N. 215

(Sd) K. K. MENON _
Execut:ve Oﬂleer.

i .":Advance copy snbrmt:ed to the Commrssioner, H. R and C B..__
: Madres._”-..--: o i




fﬁ NOTE TO THE TRUSTEES' REGARDING
THE NECESSITY FOR RETAINING |
S : THE POST OF THE JEER

Hlstory records tﬁat Srl Rsmanuja fllth Century‘%ssa ed S

R "_fthe admmlstratioh anid fot laY!nE down sdetails ‘of the .Variaus o

"'?he occupléd d ‘voigie bésmoh and "fhb

emost Vatshnhv!te Shnne ‘bt a :
of ‘customs,” fltaals’end idedls” of administratiﬁ
" all 'the remainlog 107 Valhnavife Shiinés:  Afiér Ramapjs
- the ‘temple seems to ‘have Beéni” hdmimﬁtéréd for & - ime by -
L 60TME 6f’ his. disciples in whom e had dur!ng his life‘txme"
;__;reposed great conﬁdence and substqdently b}i iheir deécenﬂems.sf an

: were 1 t Sanyasins.. _ : : |

By about tbe bcglnning of the' 12th century oné
'Kuranarayana Jeer,-a foreigner to the piace by blrth nppeared s
. on the scene. . He was. ‘the dxsc;ple of Periya, ‘Battar . and 8
“great - scholar. :
. devotion he was .able to perform many. miractes He is sald. :
to-have wrecked the. attempls - by bis maglcal powers of . a

by the floods..

“on his finger- when the boat turned against the . current and
‘came back to the shore. ‘He: gathered a large followmg and‘--.i

i ,:.:maﬁagement of ithe affairs Of ‘this temple from the Afmudanafs - - i
| - sad-that he Was. tesponsible for effecting vdrious teforms in

rltuals and ‘othef- CUStOME’ wtilch gdi:ern ithe conduct of ‘pujas .
"'.'and fcstwals in this great. shnn_e. “As the renowned Salnt end oo
' of the age ‘as the pr poﬁnﬂet of ‘the. Vlsishta Aavaita '

moulded by bird in this enple

Tbough unattached to the temple by h:s

“wicked sanyasin (0 remove . Peria - Perumal 10 Sr!rangapatam." : i
Once.when Perumal was. taken throngh Kaveri in a raft. for .k
o Pathmettampemkkam" festival “the " raft was -carrled away
-On hearing this, 1t s said that Kuranatayann' Lo o

" Yeer. turaed the Valays pavitram (ring of darba grass) he had . S




they felt ‘that the deal set up by Srl. Remamnja could be
followed onity by a sanyasin of such high- atainmcnts and not

by people clothed 1n wordly enviornments. He was therefore
‘assigned “‘the mmtt of Udayavar ‘the Udayavar seal and the
1lng of the sacred conch”™ by Kandadal Ayi who was holding
“them.. From that time onwards Kuransrayana Jeer, who by

. bis wonderful devotion ‘was rediating goodness al} over, came:
to be called Sri Ranganarayapa Jeer...The post scems to .|

- ‘have been continuously held thereafrer by sanyasins, the |
N 'deceased Jeer being the 49t!1 in the parampara. o B &

It is seen that the post was ﬁlled up even when the East- : 

':. _Indla Company was dirgctly administering the _aﬂ'al_rs :of this

temple between 1801 and 1842, . Reference is seen in-ons of |

. the orders of the Collector to the Head Peishkar on 12-6-]821 o :
* that .One of the keys of : the Karuvoo!am was w!th the Ieer. :

Agaln in an ear!ier lit!ganon 0. 8. 130/ 1808 the Jeer is seen .

‘to have been the . lst Plaintiff. . It is seen that he en}oyed a:"

. ‘unique . position then, and that  he. enjoyed the company -

: _'-'_circars ‘confidenee ‘more than even the Stalathars. One of the - |
. Coflectors of the District, A P. . Onslow, in bis report to the |
 Board . of ‘Revenue: dated - 22--2—1842, : while giving bls - ¢
VRIS 'suzgestians for dtvestlng hlmself of the adm:mstratlon of the .
. temple,  stated as follows i~ “Owing to- long desuctude, the |
. Sthiathars could ot be entrusted thh the management of the - |
funds be!onglng o the’ ‘pagoda without a ‘powerful check and |
- .guch T am assured wﬂl be found in the. supermtendance of a "}
~Jeir Who bemg bound by “his profession not to accumulate

wealth for wotldly aggranduement ard having in virtue of

. his high office renounced all ties of kmdred and so being free
- from ~al the motives which . dommonly conduce to cause
. ']’)ectl_lat!oil_, will not fail to enforce in' the -Pagoda of which £
~ be is the head the d'ue appropriation of: the funds allotted to’ i

its malntenance®. He also suggested that the -Jeer shall

_durmg his -life- tlme pominate "a’ person to succeed him’ In

the same mannet as Gooroos are accustomed to name the!r
successors. : Lo R
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" The daties assigned to the jeer “the honours be is
entlt!cd to and -the " detalls of emoluments and perqmsrtes '
due to him have been laid down in a decree’ in O. §. 32/1904
of the Dist. Court, Trlchy subsequent!y transferred -and filed-

as 0. 8. 22/1905 of the Trichy Sub Court.  Sehedule B glves R
the ‘dutles and privileges attached  to the mntt." They ‘arg o e
: twelve in numher and - are glven An enclosure { The
- emoluments and perquisites have had some slight varlations'_'_ A
‘due_to changing conditions. ~The present list is encloged =
. (2) “The * honours "7 attached to him are glven in: schedule"..'_"' i _'
- € .of the seid decree and !n enclosure (3) Tt 1s- thus seen
" that, In ‘additton to ‘the hrstorlcal background, he occup!esf.'._]_' '
'+ .a “unique _position In the admlnistrat!on that . apart f’romﬁ_i"_:-._.‘._ -
' other dut!es, he Is practrcally the so!e monarch - fo snperv:se C
‘and gwde “the admimstratran in most_of ‘the rehgious ‘and :-7
 ritualistic matters. -Most of these are Dlaces ‘where the Executive‘_': S
Ofﬁcer and hrs non-brahmln assrstents,.have no admlssron. _
-In some | placcs even Brahmms cther than archakas have oo, S

';'admlssion., The archakas be!oag to the Va&akalar sect and

- "_thc Jeer belongs to the Thenkalai sect. : Though he belongs'::'_ S
1. to -that: sect ‘and - would. normally ptotect ‘the r;ghrs snd_-i-

'{..pr:vdege of that communlty for the reasons graphrcaﬂy' '

'“;'explained by Ons!ow in his report of 22—-2—!842 he is_. S

: not likely to cncroach upon - the rinhts ‘of ‘the Vadakalal;_.

. -gect, Yet it canot but he sald that this sectar]en difference "
. and ‘the unique position he holds In the maiter of ‘honours ¢
and in keep!ng the - balance even often !ead sectarian fanatics . -
| to take sides and cloud the issues wrth personal and_’.-
L -eectarren sennmcms. o : ST

'!‘he temple ls considered to occupy the ﬁrst rank among'

el! the Varshnavrte Shrmes, the . temple . of . temp{es ‘and. Sri
-Ranganatha, the holy of the bohes: The names ¢ Kovr!”

and- Perlaperumal * refer to. thls - shrine and this deity

;'only.'_ In the mangalasasanams of the 108 Vershnawte Shrines

the prayer is o Tiruvarrngam Vazhka*  This umque position. o

: Oecupied by the temp!e entails rhe necessuy far preserving its

ST USRS
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cu_srohzs, fe ideals, its sacrec?nes; md abave all its divinity
to radiate its rays of culture. and ideals . on ‘all the other
vaishnavite shrines. = - S '

- Tt:is with. these backgrounds that we have to examine
‘the question as to whether the ‘post Should be retained at .
some cost or whether, as a maiter of economy .or ‘retrenche _
ment, it should be abolished. In this connection the following
polnts deserve special cosideration. S -

1. The qﬁe__st"id_n has to be viewed in an unbiassed way,. -
dissociating our minds from possible influences of enthusiastic

sectarian sycoopncy and fanmaticism. .

2. The mIal'ma:Ap;in't_ﬁe of th_e . unique -pbsi:ioﬁ _:the.;gmpla :
eccupies among “the _vaishnavite world and .among. the other,
vaishnavite Shrines: . R TS IS T S

3. If the post is one - dealing ‘with. administrative of

Secular functions, we can view it from a commercial angle:_
This was a post created by Udayavar bimself and
~Mudailndan, his chlef disciple and. his sister’s s0n was the
'first_ Korattu maniam. But  his’ ‘present ‘duties are only .
secular and admlnistrative,- hough he also supervises Indoor -
administration. .~ He checks whether "X comes in_time, Y
prepares prasadams properly or Z distributes them properly.
These are only secular or administrative, But the Jeer.
 supervises ihe religious and - i:’malfsﬁc; ‘side of ihifzé_s_, “And |
feel  when  * religious portion’ “or . *“Ritaalisiic aspects™ -
step in, ““commercial ideas” must bid -good-bye.  Temples .
exist only to maintain religion and rituals and they are to be.

malntained. Irrespective of monetary consisd°'5_ti°n$f'}9ﬂrticular& Sl
'+ in temples which lead the way 10 others, .. 5

4, It is true that the expen_s;es__may._pri}né_:;'fécie_ lo_bl':,._: R
-8 bit high. Bat it is to be remembered that some_ of the,
dutles asslgncd to him have to be got done by.subordinates,




5 .

. -i'nat be has to maintain  a retmue and feed . 50ME . of the -
 desantharies who g0 to the mutt, consxstent with the practice
'and dlgnity of the. matt.

"~ §. The dignity of the temple, the parity of . the Pujai T
- and the sanctlty of  the ritaals ‘are undoubtedly enhauced_ -
" when they are under the superintendance of -.ag the old -

Collector put it-*“a Jeer who being bound b;r his profession

" not - to accumulate wealth for . k:ndred » and who leads
. the llfe of a Saayasm. : ek

Takiug all these aspects mto cons:dcration I am strongly_

. of ‘opinion that in the interest of the temple - the maintenance .
- of jts unique position among ‘Valshnavite ‘Shrines ~ the need - . s
" for  the preservauon ‘of the templcs sanctity and sacredness . - o
oy 'demand the continuance ‘of - this I holy ofﬁce”':rrespecuverf S
of monetary cons:deratmns The d!scontmuance of it wilh o
“paase - ‘greas  discontent, dissatisfactlon  and heart burning,f._ R

"}";._“among “the - pious devoties. T fee! ‘so and the trustees I;?.

hopc wﬂl in one vmce agree w1th me. '

AV 24-.-4}-==1953°

(Sd.) KK MENON B. A., B, L

Execuﬁve Oﬁcer- .




