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1.Ea\}v©ßÓzvÀ öuõhµ¨£mh
ÁÇUS Gs.476/2012.
£õg\áß¯® CuÌ 164CÀ öu›Âzv¸¢u£i Ea\
}v©ßÓzvÀ öuõhµ¨£mh ÁÇUQß •ÊÂ£µ® (Ea\}v
©ßÓzvÀ uõUPÀ ö\´¯¨£mkÒÍ£i), C¢u CuÈÀ
öÁÎ°h¨£kQÓx. Jº Bsk EøÇ¨¤ß £»ÚõP C¢u¨
¤µ©õn £zvµ® E¸ÁõUP¨£mkÒÍx.
ö\ßÓ CuÈÀ ¨µõºzvzxU öPõsh£i Aß£ºPÒ
ö£¸©ÍÂÀ {v²uÂ u¢x C¢u ÁÇUøP ÷©ØöPõsk
|hzxÁuØS EuÂ¦›¯ ÷Ásk®. |® v¸U÷Põ°ÀPøÍ
P£ÏPµ® ö\´¯¨ ¤Ó¢xÒÍ A_µ CÚzøua \õº¢uÁºPÒ
uõß C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ°Úº Gß£øuz uUP ¦ÒÎ
Â£µ[P÷Íõk®, Buõµ[P÷Íõk® C¢u¨ ¤µ©õn
£zvµzvÀ _miUPõmh¨£mkÒÍx. Aºa\õÁuõµzøu
Põ¨£õØÓ ÷Ási¯x |®•øh¯ Phø©¯õS®. §ºÁºPÐ
øh¯ v¯õPzøu £ØÔ¨÷£_® ÿøÁènÁºPÒ C¢u
AÓ¨÷£õ›À HuõÁx J¸ÁøP°À £[SöPõÒÍ ÷Ásk®.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.

3. UNION TERRITORY OF PUDUCHERRY
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY,
HINDU RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS DEPARTMENT,
GOVERNMENT OF PUDUCHERRY CHIEF SECRETARIAT, PUDUCHERRY 605001. CONTESTING, RESPONDENT, No.3

OF 2012

IN THE MATTER OF:
1. SHRI.DAYANANDASARASWATI SWAMIJI, RESIDING
AT
ARSHAVIDYA GURUKULAM, ANAIKATTI, P.O.
COIMBATORE, TAMIL NADU
2. SHRI PARAMATMANANDA SARASWATI SWAMIJI,
RESIDING AT ARSHA VIDYA MANDIR, ANAND
NIKETAN TRUST, NEAR SAURASHTRA UNIVERSITY,
MUNJAKA, RAJKOT-360005.
3. SHRI.VISHVESHWARANAND GIRIJI MAHARAJ, RESIDING AT SENYAS ASHRAM, SANYAS ASHRAM ROAD,
VILLE PARLE WEST, MUMBAI- 400056.
PETITIONER No.1, PETITIONER No.2, PETITIONER
No.3
VS.
1. THE STATE OF TAMIL NADU REPRESENTED BY
ITS SECRETARY, STATE SECRETARIAT,
RELIGIOUS ENDOWMENTS TAMIL DEVELOPMENT
AND INFORMATION DEPARTMENT, CHENNAI- 600
005, TAMIL NADU STATE. CONTESTING, RESPONDENT, No.1
2. THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH
REP. BY ITS SECRETARY,
REVENUE ENDOWMENTS DEPARTMENT, SECRE
TARIAT, HYDERABAD 500004, ANDHRA PRADESH
STATE. CONTESTING, RESPONDENT, No.2
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AND IN THE MATTER OF :
WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 32 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA READ WITH ORDER XXXV OF THE
SUPREME COURT RULES CHALLENGING THE CONSTITUTIONAL VALIDITY OF SECTIONS 3(1), 3 (4), 23,
24, 26, 32, 35, 36, 36-A, 36-B, 43-A, 45, 47, 49, 49-B, 50, 53,
54 (1), 57, 58, 61, 63, SECTIONS 71-76, 92 ,97, 108 AND 111
OF THE TAMIL NADU HINDU RELIGIOUS AND CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS ACT, 1959 ACT (HEREINAFTER
REFERRED TO AS THE TAMIL NADU ACT) AND SECTION 8, 12, 13, 15, 17-19 & 22, 25, 29, 41, 49, 51-5, 66, 70
AND 87 OF THE ANDHRA PRADESH CHARITABLE AND
HINDU RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS AND ENDOWMENTS ACT, 1987 [(ACT 30 OF 1987),(HEREINAFTER
REFERRED TO AS ‘THE ANDHRA PRADESH ACT’) AND
SECTIONS 3A, 4, 8, 9, 11, 12,13 AND 14 OF THE
PONDICHERRY HINDU RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS,
ACT, 1972 AS BEING ULTRA VIRES OF ARTICLES 14,
15(1), 19(1)(G), 21,25, 26 AND 31(1)AB, (HEREINAFTER
REFERRED TO AS ‘THE PONDICHERRY ACT’) AS BEING ULTRA VIRES OF ARTICLES 14,15(1) 19(1)(G),21, 25,
26 AND 31(1)(A)(B) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA.
TO
THE HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE OF INDIA
AND HIS COMPANION JUDGES OF THE SUPREME
COURT OF INDIA
¤¨µÁ›& 2013
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The Humble Petition of the Petitioners Above named
MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH
1.
By way of the present petition under Article 32 of the
Constitution of India, the Petitioner is challenging the Constitutional validity of Sections 3(1), 3 (4), 23, 24, 26, 32, 35,
36, 36-A, 36-B, 43-A, 45, 47, 49, 49-B, 50, 53, 54 (1), 57, 58,
61, 63, Sections 71-76, 92, 97, 108 and 111 of the Tamil Nadu
Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act, 1959 Act
(hereinafter referred to as the Tamil Nadu Act) as being ultra
vires of Articles 14,15(1) 19(1)(g),21, 25, 26 and 31(1)(a)(b)
of the Constitution of India for the reasons expatiated hereunder. Petitioner is also challenging the Constitutional validity of Section 8, 12, 13, 15, 17-19 & 22, 25, 29, 41, 49, 51-5,
66, 70 and 87 of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu
Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 [(Act 30 of
1987),(hereinafter referred to as ‘the Andhra Pradesh Act’)
and sections 3A, 4, 8, 9, 11, 12,13 and 14 of the Pondicherry
Hindu Religious Institutions, Act, 1972 as being ultra vires
of Articles 14, 15(1), 19(1)(g), 21,25, 26 and 31(1)AB, (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Pondicherry Act’).
2.
The 1st Petitioner herein, is the Convener of the Hindu
Dharma Acharya Sabha and the Managing Trustee of the Hindu
Dharma Acharya Sabha Trust. The Hindu Dharma Acharya
Sabha is a congregation of Hindu Dharma Acharyas and is the
apex body of such Dharma Acharyas that provides leadership,
guidance and a collective voice for the Hindus. It came into
being in 2002 and has grown encomprising virtually all the
ancient Sampradayas including Vedanta, Advaita, Dvaita and
Visishtadvaita, Sri Vaishnava, Tamil Saivism and Lingayats,
Swami Narayana of Hindu Dharma, with its current membership of over 125 Acharyas. The members are revered Heads
of Mutts which are several hundred years old and include
Sankaracharyas and other Peetathipathis. This Acharya Sabha
¤¨µÁ›&2013
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crystallizes the collective Hindu consciousness and seeks to
speak in a single Hindu voice on matters of deep import to
Hindu society and Dharma.
3.
The 1st Petitioner, is a widely respected and admired
scholar of Hindu tenets and traditional teacher of Vedanta
and is the Founder and Head of the All India Movement for
Seva (AIM-for-Seva), a large voluntary charitable organization that he founded and heads and which was awarded consultative status with ECOSOC (Economic and Social Council) by the United Nations in 2005. This organization is devoted to serving people in the remote areas of India, mainly
in the field of Education and Health Care. Besides imparting
value-based education and health services to poor rural children and their families throughout India, the organization
teaches good personal and social ethics.
4.
Under the guidance and leadership of the first Petitioner, the Hindu Dharma Acharya Sabha (HDAS) has so far
held several periodic Conferences since its inception in 2002.
One of the leading resolutions passed by the HDAS under
the leadership of this Petitioner in every conference relates
to governance of religious endowments and temples by the
Hindu Communities themselves and HDAS has presented
proposals and appropriate and situation-specific administrative models for Hindu temple administration in states like
Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Himachal Pradesh, Madhya
Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh. The HDAS under the continued
leadership and guidance of this Petitioner provides leadership at various levels, including areas regarding legal and legislative process in the matter of temple governance in order
to make it more transparent and accountable and primarily
vested in the communities of Hindus rather than in an ostensibly secular Government.
¤¨µÁ›& 2013
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5. The 2nd Petitioner, is the General-Secretary of the Hindu
Dharma Acharya Sabha and the Hindu Dharma Acharya Sabha
Trust and the Founder Acharya of Arsha Vidya Mandir, Rajkot
a centre for learning the Vedas, Upanishads Baghwat Geeta
and other ancient holy texts. The 2nd Petitioner imparts this
teaching of traditional texts to ascetics, to students, teachers
and even to those who lead corporate careers and are in Government service.
The 2nd Petitioner has represented the Acharya Sabha in
many important international meets like Hindu-Jewish Leadership Summit, Hindu-Buddhist Conference – Cambodia,
World Religious Leaders’ Summit, Baku – Azerbaijan, G8World Religious Leaders’ Summit – Winnipeg.
6.
The Third Petitioner is the spiritual head of the nationwide institution of Sanyas Ashram founded four centuries ago
and which is an important institution engaged in the spiritual,
cultural, religious, and educational activities and development
in India and is also a member of the Hindu Dharma Acharya
Sabha Trust. The 3rd Petitioner, as a leading Hindu Dharma
Acharya, has participated in many international religious meets
and cultural exchange programs including the United Nations
World Peace Summit in the year 2000 C.E. The 3rd Petitioner
is committed to the services for the social upliftment of the
downtrodden through the various social development services
done through the Sanyas Ashram and its nationwide branches
and a huge number of followers in India and overseas are
being inspired with the message of cohesive brotherhood
achieved through Sanatan wisdom and way of life propagated
by the 3rd Petitioner.
7.
The 1st Respondent is the State of Tamil Nadu and the
2nd Respondent is the State of Andhra Pradesh. The 3rd
¤¨µÁ›&2013
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Respondent is the Union Territory of Puducherry
(Pondicherry).
8.
The Petitioners herein are aggrieved by the Tamil Nadu
Act , the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious
Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 [(Act 30 of 1987),
hereinafter referred to as the ‘Andhra Pradesh Act’ for brevity] and by the Pondicherry Hindu Religious Institutions Act,
1972 (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Pondicherry Act’ for brevity) which have many provisions that are against Articles 14,
15(1), 19(g), 21, 25, 26 and 31A of the Constitution. The provisions of the Tamil Nadu Act, the Andhra Pradesh Act and
the Pondicherry Act, impugned herein, take away the internal autonomy of the Religious Institutions and Denominations.
Even the conduct of religious rites and rituals are completely
constricted and regulated by the Executive Officers and by
the Trustees appointed by the Government, in violation of
the rights guaranteed to the people who practice and profess
the religion and of the religious denominations under Article
14,15 (1), 19(1)(g)(, 21, 25 and 26 of the Constitution of India. The proposed expenditures and budgets for conducting
religious rituals have to be considered upfront by the authorities of the Department and the Government and only after
meeting with their approvals money can be expended for such
rituals. The temples are thus virtually treated as the personal
fiefdom of the political masters. There is no rationale or justice for the government to discriminate and arbitrarily fetter
and restrict the temples’ internal autonomy in management
and administration which cannot be dubbed as secular in character, more so when there is no aid or contribution or grant
from the Government.
The Constitutional mandate of “hands-off” from the religious institutions is totally breached so far as the Hindu
Temples and Charitable Institutions are concerned. Surely,
¤¨µÁ›& 2013
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this was not the intent of the Constitution makers nor is it
keeping with the letter and spirit of “secularism” understood
in the Constitutional sense of the fundamental freedoms
granted to persons of all faiths and beliefs under Articles 25
to 30 of the Constitution. True copy of the extract of the relevant provisions of the Tamil Nadu Act, Andhra Pradesh Act
and Pondicherry Act are annexed hereto as ANNEXURE–
P1.
9.
The Petitioners wish to make it clear that they are fully
in favour of total transparency and accountability in regard to
receipts and expenditures of all places of worship and charitable institutions of all Hindus, Muslims, Christians, Sikhs,
Buddhists, Jains or any other community. The Hindu temples
have largely been established and are being maintained by
the believers in the Hindu Dharma through voluntary contributions of money, time, skill, labour and learning. Persons in
the community, whether in a hamlet, village, town or city still
continue to voluntarily pool their resources of time, money
and labour for sustaining and maintaining existing temples
and in promoting and establishing new temples. They have
their own voluntary organizations which function in a democratic manner and fully accountable to the members of the
community.
If profit making bodies like companies including hospitals, Co-operative societies or if non-profit and voluntary
associations including those which run hospitals, colleges and
schools can have their internal autonomy undisturbed except
in exceptional situations, there is no justification for indiscriminate takeover of Hindu Temples and Charities and running them on a permanent basis as government departments
without any time-limit and without any regard to the religious
sentiments of Hindu temple going population running in to a
billion. There is no discernible logic or reason in the Acts
¤¨µÁ›&2013
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impugned herein, for incorporating such arbitrary and discriminatory provisions, whereas, on the other hand, they are
in violation of the fundamental rights guaranteed to the Petitioners under Article 25, 26 and 31A of the Constitution.
THE 1959 ACT;
10. In the State of Tamil Nadu, the law relating to the administration and governance of the Hindu Religious and Charitable Institutions and Endowments in the State is governed
by the Tamil Nadu HR & CE Act, 1959 (hereinafter referred
to as the ‘1959 Act’ for brevity).
11.
While the Tamil Nadu Act was enacted on the ground
that it was needed to prevent maladministration and mismanagement, the exercise of these purported regulatory powers
of the State in the temporal and secular administration of the
Hindu Religious and Charitable Institutions has today become
an engine of expropriation of Hindu temples and properties,
interference in purely religious affairs including conduct of
Temple festivals and rituals and oppression of the Hindu
community by the political forces of the State, in a most undemocratic manner. About 3500 temples had been brought
under the control of the HR & CE Department under the
1951 Act. Even under the 1959, Tamil Nadu Act, in the year
1967, there were only about 8800 temples in respect of which
the alleged regulatory powers were invoked. As of now this
number has become about 38,800 temples and Mutts. True
copy of the relevant pages of the Policy note 2012-2013 of
the Tamil Nadu HR & CE Department showing the total number of Hindu temples and religious institutions under the control of Government is annexed as ANNEXURE P-2.
These temples are compelled to contribute substantial
amounts as administration and audit fees. Apart from the
forced and arbitrary contributions in the guise of administra¤¨µÁ›& 2013
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tive fees and audit fees that are equal to about 1/6th of the
total gross income of the institution, a sizeable part of their
income is being taken away for non-temple and non-Hindu
purposes. True copy of the relevant Pages of the Policy Note
2012-13 of the Tamil Nadu HR & CE Department showing
the extent of properties belonging to Hindu Temples and Religious Institutions in Tamil Nadu and the meager income
claimed to have been collected from them by the Department
is annexed as ANNEXURE P-3. Copy of the response received under RTI Act and which shows crores of rupees diverted from Pazhani Sri Dhandayuthapani Temple for Municipal works and for purposes not related to the temple is annexed as ANNEXURE P-4.
As of 2010-2011 the entire annual expenditure of the HR &
CE Department in Tamil Nadu, which was Rs. 48.33 crores,
was met out of the fees charged which exceeded Rs. 83 Crores.
This amount of Rs.83 crores which was received as administrative and audit fees by the department does not include the
huge sums of money taken away by the HR & CE department from temples labelled “affluent temples” to the Common Good Fund and various expenses unrelated to the temple
running into several crores of rupees, the details of which
the authorities are refusing to disclose. These atrocities are
direct infringements of the rights guaranteed under Articles
25 & 26 of the Constitution of India.
12. The very object of the Act to amend and consolidate the
law relating to the administration and governance of Hindu
Religious and Charitable Institutions and endowments in the
State of Tamil Nadu by bringing all of these institutions under
the amended Act without any existence of justifying circumstances for the same or without even prescribing any time
limit for which the Act would be applicable to the Institutions
and the Endowments, is wholly flawed, unsustainable and con¤¨µÁ›&2013
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trary to the fundamental rights guaranteed under Articles 14,
15(1), 19(1)(g), 21, 25, 26, and 31A(1)(b) of the Constitution
of India. Even provisions that are ostensibly regulatory in
nature, effectively amount to taking over control of the Religious Institutions and Charitable Endowments, not to talk of
the other provisions, which even on the face of it, take away
control of the Religious Institutions and Charitable Endowments.
13. The 1959 Act came into force after repealing the Madras HR & CE Act, 1951which was in existence at the time of
commencement of the 1959 Act. The history of the legislations since 1926 concerning the religious institutions, denominations etc. and the H.R. & C.E Departments, the provisions
of the legislations relating to the administration and governance of the Hindu Religious and Charitable Institutions and
Endowments in the States of Tamil Nadu and the actions of
the officers of the said Departments under the cover of the
said legislations reveal that consistent attempts are being
made to usurp temples from traditional management, there
is gross violation of the rights guaranteed under Articles 14,
15(1), 19(1)(g), 21 25, 26 and 31A of the Constitution and to
misuse properties of temples and endowments. Several provisions of the 1951 Act, which were struck down as ultra vires
the Constitution have been deliberately and surreptitiously
reintroduced with more draconian powers in the 1959 Act.
The position is the same with the provisions of the Andhra
Pradesh Act and of the Pondicherry Act, impugned in this
Writ Petition.
The following chart would establish the re-appearance
of the provisions, struck down in the 1951 Act, in the 1959
Act.
The impugned Tamil Nadu Act The 1951 Act Sec. 43-A and
Sec.45 of the 1959 Act
¤¨µÁ›& 2013
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Sections 56, 66, 67 and 68 of the 1951 Act that were
struck down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Shirur Mutt
Case – AIR 1954 SC 282
43-A. (1) Notwithstanding anything contained in section 45
or any other provision in this Act, the Commissioner may
appoint, subject to such conditions as may be prescribed, an
Executive Officer for any temple under the control of a math.
(2) The Executive Officer shall be subject to the control of
the trustee of the math and shall exercise such powers and
discharge such duties as may be prescribed.
(3) The Commissioner may, for good and sufficient cause,
suspend, remove or dismiss the Executive Officer.
45. Appointment and duties of Executive Officer –
1. Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, the Commissioner may appoint, subject to such condition as may be
prescribed, an executive officer for any religious institution
other than a math or a specific endowment attached to a math.
Explanation.- In this section “math” shall not include a temple
under the control of a math.
(added by Act 50 of 1974)
(2) The Executive Officer shall exercise such powers and
discharge such duties as may be assigned to him by the Commissioner;
Provided that only such powers and duties as appertain to
the administration of the properties of the religious institution referred to in sub-section (1) shall be assigned to the
Executive Officer.
3. The Commissioner may define the powers and duties which
may be exercised and discharged, respectively by the Executive Officer and the trustee, if any, of the religious institu¤¨µÁ›&2013
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tion other than a math or a specific endowment attached to
math.
4. The Commissioner may, for good and sufficient cause, suspend, remove or dismiss the Executive Officer.
56. (1) For the administration of the secular affairs of a math,
the trustee of the math shall, when so required by the Commissioner, appoint a competent person as manager and report the name of the person so appointed, to the Commissioner; and in default of such appointment, the Commissioner
may himself make the appointment.
(2) The manager appointed under sub section (1) shall be
subordinate to the trustee of the math and shall, in addition
to the trustee, be responsible for the due submission to the
Commissioner of the registers, accounts and budgets of the
math, and also for the performance of the other statutory duties imposed upon the trustee by or under this Act.
66.
Appointment of salaried Executive Officer(1) For every institution notified under this Chapter, the Commissioner shall as soon as may be appoint a salaried executive officer, who shall be a person professing the Hindu religion.
(2) The salary and allowance of the executive officer, as
determined by the Commissioner, shall be paid from the funds
of the religious institution.
67. Term of office and duties of Executive Officer.(1) The executive officer shall hold office for such period as
may be fixed by the Commissioner and he shall exercise such
powers and perform such duties a may be assigned to him by
the Commissioner:
¤¨µÁ›& 2013
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Provided that only such powers and duties as appertain to
the administration of the endowments of the religious institution shall be assigned to the executive officer.
(2) The Commissioner shall define the powers and duties
which may be exercised and performed respectively by the
executive officer and the trustee, if any, of the religious institution.
(3) The executive officer shall be deemed to be a public servant within the meaning of section 21 of the Indian Penal Code
(Central Act XLV of 1860)
68. The Commissioner may, for good and sufficient cause,
suspend, remove or dismiss the executive officer.
Sec 71-76 of the 1959 Act
Sections 63 to 69 of the 1951 Act that were struck down by
Hon’ble Supreme Court in the Shirur Mutt Case
71. Issue of Notice to show cause why institution should not
be notified –
(1) Notwithstanding that a religious institution is governed
by a scheme settled or deemed to have been settled under
this Act, where the Commissioner has reason to believe that
such institution is being mismanaged and is satisfied that in
the interests of its administration, it is necessary to take proceedings under this Chapter, the Commissioner may, by notice published in the prescribed manner, call upon the trustee
and all other persons having interest to show cause why such
institution should not be notified to be subject to the provisions of this Chapter.
(2) Such notice shall state the reasons for the action proposed, and specify a reasonable time, not being less than one
¤¨µÁ›&2013
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month from the date of the issue of the notice, for showing
such cause.
(3) The trustee or any person having interest may thereupon
prefer any objection he may wish to make to the issue of a
notification as proposed.
4) Such objection shall be in writing and shall reach the commissioner before the expiry of the time specified in the notice aforesaid or within such further time as may be granted
by the Commissioner.
72. Consideration of objections, if any, and notification of institution.(1) Where no such objection has been received within the
time so specified or granted, the Government may, on receipt of a report from the Commissioner to that effect, by
notification, declare the religious institution to be subject to
the provisions of this Chapter.
(2) Where any such objections have been received within
the time so specified or granted, the Commissioner shall hold
an inquiry into the objections in the manner prescribed, and
decide whether the institution should be notified to be subject to the provisions of this Chapter or not.
(3) If the Commissioner decides that the institution should
be notified as aforesaid, he shall make a report to that effect
to the Government who may thereupon, declare the religious
institution to be subject to the provisions of this Chapter.
(4) Any trustee or any person having an interest, who is aggrieved by the notification published under sub-section (1)
or sub-section (3) may, within thirty days from the date of its
¤¨µÁ›& 2013

£õg\áß¯®

15

publication, institute a suit in the Court for the cancellation of
such notification and the Government shall cancel the notification if the Court so directs:
Provided that the Court shall have no power to suspend the
operation of the notification pending the disposal of the suit.
(5) Any party aggrieved by a decree of the Court under subsection (4) may, within ninety days from the date of the decree, appeal to the High Court.
(6) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-sections (4)
and (5), if the Government after taking into consideration such
matters relating to the management and administration of the
religious institutions as may be prescribed, are satisfied at
any time after the publication of a notification under sub-section (1) or sub-section (3) that it is no longer necessary to
continue the notification, they may cancel the notification.
73.
Scheme to lapse on notification On the publication of the notification, the scheme of administration, if any, settled for the religious institution, whether
before or after the commencement of this Act, and all rules, if
any framed under such scheme shall cease to apply to the
institution; and such scheme and rules shall not be deemed
to be revived by reason of the cancellation of the notification
under sub-section (4) under sub-section (6) of section 72.
74. Appointment of salaried Executive Officer.For every institution notified under this Chapter, the Commissioner shall, as soon as may be, appoint a salaried executive officer, who shall be a person professing the Hindu religion.

¤¨µÁ›&2013
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76. Saving – Nothing in this Chapter shall apply to maths or
other religious institutions having hereditary trustees who
have a beneficial interest in the income of the institution.
63. Issue of Notice to show cause why institution should not
be notified (1) Notwithstanding that a religious institution is governed
by a scheme settled or deemed to have been settled under
this Act, where the Commissioner has reason to believe that
such institution is being mismanaged and is satisfied that in
the interests of its administration, it is necessary to take proceedings under this Chapter, the Commissioner may, by notice published in the prescribed manner, call upon the trustee
and all other persons having interest to show cause why such
institution should not be notified to be subject to the provisions of this Chapter.
(2) Such notice shall state the reasons for the action proposed, and specify a reasonable time, not being less than one
month from the date of the issue of the notice, for showing
such cause.
(3) The trustee or any person having interest may thereupon
prefer any objection he may wish to make to the issue of a
notification as proposed.
4) Such objection shall be in writing and shall reach the commissioner before the expiry of the time specified in the notice aforesaid or within such further time as may be granted
by the Commissioner.
64. Consideration of objections, if any, and notification of
institution.- (1) Where no such objection has been received
within the time so specified or granted, the Government may,
on receipt of a report from the Commissioner to that effect,
¤¨µÁ› &2013
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by notification published in the Fort. St. George Gazette, declare the religious institution to be subject to the provisions
of this Chapter.
(2) Where any such objections have been received within
the time so specified or granted, the Commissioner shall hold
an inquiry into the objections in the manner prescribed, and
decide whether the institution should be notified to be subject to the provisions of this Chapter or not.
(3) If the Commissioner decides that the institution should
be notified as aforesaid, he shall make a report to that effect
to the Government who may thereupon, by notification published in the Fort St. George Gazette declare the religious
institution to be subject to the provisions of this Chapter.
(4) Every notification published or deemed to be published
under this section shall remain in force for a period of five
years, but it may by notification, be cancelled at any time or
continued from time to time for a further period or periods
not exceeding five years at a time as the Government may by
notification, in each case, think fit to direct.
65.

Scheme to lapse on notification -

On the publication of the notification, the scheme of administration, if any, settled for the religious institution, whether
before or after the commencement of this Act, and all rules, if
any framed under such scheme shall cease to apply to the
institution; and such scheme and rules shall not be deemed
to be revived by reason of the cancellation of the notification
or by reason of its having ceased to be in force by efflux of
time
66.

Appointment of salaried Executive Officer.-

(1) For every institution notified under this Chapter, the Commissioner shall, as soon as may be, appoint a salaried execu¤¨µÁ› &2013
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tive officer, who shall be a person professing the Hindu religion.
(2) The salary and allowance of the executive officer, as
determined by the Commissioner, shall be paid from the funds
of the religious institution.
67. Term of office and duties of Executive Officer.(1) The executive officer shall hold office for such period as
may be fixed by the Commissioner and he shall exercise such
powers and perform such duties a may be assigned to him by
the Commissioner:
Provided that only such powers and duties as appertain to
the administration of the endowments of the religious institution shall be assigned to the executive officer.
(2) The Commissioner shall define the powers and duties
which may be exercised and performed respectively by the
executive officer and the trustee, if any, of the religious institution.
(3) The executive officer shall be deemed to be a public servant within the meaning of section 21 of the Indian Penal Code
(Central Act XLV of 1860)
68.
The Commissioner may, for good and sufficient
cause, suspend, remove or dismiss the executive officer.
14. After the 1954 Judgment of this Hon’ble Court in the
Shirur Mutt Case, the then Madras Government amended
the 1951 Act through an Amendment Act (Act No. XXVII of
1954purportedly in deference to the observations of this
Hon’ble Court in that judgment. It repealed Sec.56 of the
1951 Act, which this Hon’ble Court found to be extremely
drastic. However the Government did not repeal the other
sections by which an Executive Officer was appointed under
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the 1951 Act, namely Sections 63-69. Furthermore, it removed
the time limit of five years for which the notification issued
under these sections could be in force and made these provisions more anti-constitutional and violative of Article 31(A)1b.
Section 45 of the Tamil Nadu Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act 1959, the then Tamil Nadu Government introduced Section 45, which is even more drastic than
the repealed Section 56 of the 1951 Act. Section 45 invests in
the Commissioner invasive and arbitrary powers and provides
absolutely no safeguards for those who would be aggrieved
by this section. It also introduced new provisions and altered
the earlier provisions and these new provisions and alterations were against the dictum of this Hon’ble Court as laid
out by the Constitutional Bench in the Shirur Mutt Case. True
copy of the Judgment dated 16-Mar-1954 reported in AIR
1954 SC 282 is annexed hereto as ANNEXURE– P5.
THE ANDHRA PRADESH CHARITABLE AND HINDU
RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS AND ENDOWMENTS ACT,
1987 [(ACT 30 OF 1987);
15. As regards the State of Andhra Pradesh, the administration of the Temples in the State is governed by the Andhra
Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and
Endowments Act, 1987 [(Act 30 of 1987), hereinafter referred
to as the ‘Andhra Pradesh Act’ for brevity]. The Act is passed
in total disregard of the fundamental rights guaranteed under
Articles 25 & 26 of the Constitution of India. The Religious
Denominations, along with other religious institutions and
endowments are brought within the sweep of the provisions
of the Act, notwithstanding the rights guaranteed to them
under Article 26, over and above the rights under Article 25
guaranteed to every person, in the matters of religion. The
Act is unconstitutional on this ground alone.
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Contrary to Section 92 of the CPC, the Andhra Pradesh Act
circumscribes the power of the Civil Court in according permission to a Trust to alienate the trust properties by vesting
the power in the Government. Temple and endowment properties have been leased out to persons and organizations indiscriminately, under the guise of the Act and these lease
agreements on the face of it are not beneficial to the interests
of the institution concerned. True copies of the G.O. Ms. 240
dated 13.04.2012 showing land leased at 5% of the market
value, G.O. Ms. No. 103 dated 03.02.2009-permitting lease
of 81.55 acres of land for an adhoc amount of Rs. 300,000/per annum and G.O. Ms. No. 606 dated 31.05.2011 permitting alienation of property belonging to Tirumala Tirupati
Devasthanam to build a Marriage Hall for another temple are
annexed herewith and marked as Annexure-P6.
16. While on the one hand, the freedom in the erection of
the buildings, the installation of deities, the expenses to be
incurred, the performance of poojas, the gathering of worshippers and the securing of the income from the endowments
is interfered with by the Government, lands belonging to the
Temple and the Denomination are being indiscriminately
alienated/dealt with totally arbitrarily and in violation of Constitutional provisions. The Government infringes the freedom
to practice the religion of the devotees when power exists in
the Government or in its instrumentalities to control the
‘dittams’ (budgets) of the temple poojas which goes on to dictate what and how much shall be spent for such rituals and
even determine what ceremonies shall be performed and
handles the properties belonging to the Temple in a manner
it choses, disregarding the interest of the Temple, Denomination and the devotees.
17. Appointment of Trustees that are made under the Act
are against Articles 25 and 26 by the Government. The Trust¤¨µÁ› &2013
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ees are Government Servants, are paid by the Government
and they owe their existence and preferment to Government.
True copies of G.O. Rt. No. 859 dated 16th June 2010, G.O.
RT. No.877 dated 21.06.2010, G.O. Rt. No. 1125 dated
15.09.2011-, G.O. Rt. no. 910 dated 28.07.2011, evidencing
that all the Trustees appointed under the Act govt. nominees. Persons are appointed by Government in Development
Committee, Renovation Committee, Festival
Committee, etc in Religious Institutions without there being
any powers to do so, under the Act. True copies of G.O. Rt.
no. 669 dated 08.07.2009, G.O. Rt. no. 859 dated 16.06.2010
and G.O. Rt. no 1765 dated 18.12.2009 evidencing such appointments are annexed as ANNEXURE-P7.
18. The Appointment of Specified Authority under Section
137 of the Andhra Pradesh Act, is against Articles 25 and 26
and is a drastic provision as it completely brings the religious
institution under the control of Government as there is not
even the sham of administration by Trustees in such institutions. True copies of G.O. Rt. no. 547 dated 09.04.2010, G.O.
Ms. No 651 dated 18.06.2011 read with G.O. Ms. No. 1662
dated 25.08.2011 evidences such appointments and are annexed as ANNEXURE-P 8.
19. Funds belonging to the Temple are transferred and the
money is used to carry out civic works of Municipalities. True
copy of G.O. Ms. No. 869 dated 11.07.2008 according permission to TTD to release an amount of Rs. 8.40 Crores as
interest free loan to Roads & Bridges Department of Andhra
Government for unspecified period and further enhancing the
loan to Rs. 9.83 crores and the Minutes of Meeting held in
chambers of Vigilance Commissioner of TTD on 26.06.96,
are annexed as ANNEXURE-P 9.
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The Government controls and orders transfer of funds
from Hindu Religious Institutions presumed to be having
“surplus” funds to be transferred for purposes not connected
with the religious institutions or for non-religious purposes
purportedly under Sec. 72 of the Andhra Pradesh Act are serious violations of religious rights of Hindus under Articles
14, 15, 25 and 26. True copy of G.O. Rt. No. 130 dated
31.01.2011 according permission for diverting an amount of
Rs. 250,000/- from Sri Suryanarayana Murthy Choultry to
Veeravalipalem Gram Panchayat, East Godhavari District for
construction of Mineral Water Plant is annexed as ANNEXURE-P 10.
It has become a usual practice for the Government to sanction funds to Ministers, from out of the Temple money for
making offerings to the deity. True copies of G.O. Rt. no. 1353
dated 14.09.2009; G.O. Rt. no. 1147 dated 21.09.2011 and
G.O. Rt. no. 300 dated 18.02.2012 sanctioning Rs.10,000/on each occasion for Ministers to offer Silk Sarees to be offered to deities on behalf of Government, are annexed as ANNEXURE-P11.
However, when it comes to genuine expenditure to be incurred for the protection of the Temple structures and the
interest of the institution and the people, the Government
takes up an indifferent attitude. The 500 year old Rajagopuram
of Sri Kalahasti temple, a temple of great antiquity and fame
came crashing down on 26-May-2010. In spite of warning for
many years the temple management done by the Religious
Endowments department of Andhra Pradesh Government
did nothing to strengthen or safeguard this important and
ancient tower.
20.
These changes in stand only depicts the hollowness in
the claim of the government that the provisions in the impugned Acts are for the protection and benefit of the Reli¤¨µÁ› &2013
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gious Institutions/Denominations and in the interest of the
people associated with the Institutions/Denominations.
THE PONDICHERRY HINDU RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS, ACT, 1972;
21.
As regards the Union Territory of Puducherry
(Pondicherry), the administration of Hindu Religious Institutions including temples are governed by the Pondicherry
Hindu Religious Institutions Act, 1974 which has many provisions that are against Constitutional rights guaranteed under Articles 14, 15(1), 19(1)(g), 21, 25, 26 and 31A (1) (b).
22.
Authorities under the said Act are appointed by the
Government and are Government Servants, pure and simple.
They are paid by the Government. They owe their existence
and preferment to Government and are holders of civil posts
within the meaning of Article 311 of the Constitution. The
Act makes the administration of all temples and religious
endowments subject to the general superintendence and control of the Commissioner. The trustees are bound, by these
Sections, to obey orders issued by the Government, the Commissioner and his deputies. The expenditures of the temples
and institutions have to be allowed for the various items of
expenditure, irrespective of whether it is for secular or religious purposes in such institutions. The financial control over
the temples stands effectively transferred from the community to the Government and its servants which is impermissible. The Denominational character of he temple is completely
ignored. Appointment, suspension and reoval of the trustees
rest with the authorities under the Act. It is significant to
note that one of the grounds for removal is stated to be willful
disobedience of any lawful order issued under the provisions
of the Act by the Government, Commissioner, Joint Commissioners, Deputy Commissioners and Assistant Commissioners.
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When other institutions like schools, societies, general charities and non-profit organizations can choose or elect
their trustees from their own members, it is a moot point how
the provisions for statutorily appointing trustees for the Hindu
Religious Institutions built by and for Hindus and sustained
by Hindu worshippers, can be valid. Even in trusts belonging
to majority communities Government cannot appoint trustees except in compelling circumstances.
23.
The Impugned legislations have many provisions that
are against Articles 14, 15(1), 19(g), 21, 25, 26 and 31A of the
Constitution, are in the teeth of the earlier judgments passed
by this Hon’ble Court, are illegal even otherwise and deserve
to be set aside by this Hon’ble Court. The implementation
and actions taken by the Respondents under the impugned
legislations, besides being in violation of the fundamental
rights of the devotees claiming rights through the Religious
Institutions and the Religious Denominations, are a far cry
away from the projected objective of the impugned Acts, i.e.,
to ensure that Hindu Temples and Endowments are properly
administered and their income is duly appropriated for the
purposes for which they were founded or exist. Under the
Constitution, Regulatory power, not total controlling authority, could be given to the authorities to prevent mismanagement and to ensure greater transparency and accountability
in the administration of the properties of the religious institutions. However, unguided, arbitrary and draconian controlling powers vested in the authorities under the impugned Acts
have resulted in systematic and deliberate taking over the
control of the institutions and the properties. The Temple,
the Institutions under the impugned Acts and their properties are treated and appropriated as if they are the private
properties of the Governments and the political parties in
power for nurturing their own vested interests and vote bank
politics. It is respectfully submitted that the Impugned legis¤¨µÁ› &2013
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lations are replete with provisions which are contrary to and
in the teeth of the fundamental rights guaranteed in the Constitution, particularly Articles 25 & 26.
24. Under the guise of the provisions in the Tamil Nadu Act,
the Andhra Pradesh Act and the Pondicherry Act, atrocities
against the Temple Devotees, Hereditary Trustees, Religious
Denominations, Religious Institutions and groups are committed by the Respondents and their officers. Provisions exist in the said Acts, enabling exercise of vast powers to cut
down the dittams either abridging or abrogating the Poojas
and the ceremonies in the temple and make the practice of
the religion dependent upon the will and pleasure of Governmental servants and the Government.
To illustrate this aspect, in Tiruchengode Temple, Tamil
Nadu, which has more than a crore of rupees as annual income, the money earmarked for the primary purpose of the
Temple, i.e., worship including daily pujas and rituals is less
than 1% of the income of this Temple. The funds for the poojas
are deliberately kept low in every temple to facilitate siphoning of the funds to undisclosed and non-religious expenditures by the Government. Likewise, vast Temple properties
which are endowed on the deity by thousands of Hindu Devotees over many centuries which are to be respected and managed as Trust properties meant for maintaining and running
the Temples and its rituals for the benefit of the worshippers
are leased or alienated at abysmally low market value to unjustly enrich persons in power and those close to them and
without following the safeguards provided in the 1959 Act.
The mandatory provisions for fixing fair rents and the essential and indispensible provisions to be followed regarding transferring of properties of temples and endowments are deliberately ignored.
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25. Among Hindus, it is well known that a large part of their
daily life, their habits and customs are inextricably entwined
with religious faith. All the important ceremonies in a person’s
life from birth to death are dictated by religious rules. Indispensable religious rites punctuate even the daily routine of
personal ablutions and food. Traditionally and culturally the
Temple was a vital organ of the basic structure of Hindu religion and communities. The Hindu Temples represent the
culmination of social and religious aspirations of the Hindu
Society. Temple, the focal point in the life of the Hindu Community is also the index of the community’s wellbeing. It is
also the bond that draws into its fold people from the various
segments and denominations and binds them together. Every Hindu community Temple, apart from being a source of
spiritual or religious comfort, also serves as a center for education, music and fine arts. In a way that could not be done by
any other means, the Temples taught the people for centuries lessons of purity, harmony and devotion. Temples have
always been centres of arts, music, dance and education from
time immemorial. History is testimony to the fact that the
Temple, its rituals and preservation of its heritage were accorded the highest importance by the Hindu community in
and around it and that ensured perennial flow of benefits from
the dharmic institutions of Temples and its connected charities to the community. The ancient Temples, besides being
Heritage centers and troves of art, were also the repositories of the History of the land. The inscriptions, copper plates,
murals and even the stone carvings found in the temples fill
in the gaps in ancient and medieval Indian History where
every other source fails. It is of paramount importance and a
Constitutional duty that these invaluable records in and from
the temples are preserved with great care and expertise.
A great loss to many sections of the Hindu Community is the
systematic closure of the dharmic institutions like Veda
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Patasalas, Agama Patasalas, Music schools, gho-shalas and
native vaidya salas promoted and nurtured by the temples
within their precincts and in their properties. Due to the willful indifference of the HR & CE Departments and systematic
implementation of anti-vedic, anti-Sanskrit and anti-religious
policies of continuing governments most of these institutions
associated with the temples were wiped out from the face of
the temples. The continuing and willful non-collection of huge
income due to these specific endowments and alienation of
the properties meant for these institutions have wrecked
havoc for Hindus.
These have also resulted in denying many, economically and
socially weaker sections of Hindus, their right to carry on the
religious and devout professions of their ancestors like Vedic
scholars, scholars of Sanskrit and sastras, temple musicians,
temple artisans and the like. These were the sources of livelihood for a large section of each society. Denying these opportunities by the forced extinction of these institutions has
not only made these professionals a rare commodity, it has
resulted in the annihilation of traditional sub-sects within the
Hindu society. It had also resulted in the exodus of large number of people from villages and smaller towns to degenerated
jobs and ways of life in the cities. These culturally and religiously important ways of livelihood and profession is difficult to be revived in the Temples and in the related endowments under the administration of HR & CE Departments
and the State governments.
Unprofessional and unconcerned handling of the invaluable
records, murals, inscriptions and sculptures on the pretext
of maintenance by the temporal administrators belonging to
Government have resulted in irreparable destructions in many
a temple of these finest testimonies to history and heritage.
If this is allowed to continue there is a clear and imminent
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danger of citizens of India losing their most reliable sources
of heritage and cultural history of this great country.
26. During the early British rule, there was active support
from the government in temple administration. Government’s
support was to collect land revenue for large ‘devasthanams’
which was otherwise difficult to collect by the temple authorities. Interestingly the amount due to the temples as land revenue was paid upfront to the temples though the British Government collected such rent and revenue due throughout the
year. Unlike the current government, which charges 16% for
administering temple properties, the British Government did
not levy any such charges for their services. The administration part played by the Government was to mainly take over
the onerous job of collecting the incomes and rentals for the
land holdings of the temples.
27.
In this context, it is relevant to point out that the State
or any Authority cannot, under the cover or garb of adopting
regulatory measures tend to destroy the autonomy of any religious institution. The introduction of an outside authority,
who has no interest or knowledge of customs, practices, rituals, heritage and usage of the religious institution, in the governing body of the Religious Institution to conduct the affairs
of the Institutions, including religious functions, have proved
to be destructive of Articles 25 & 26 of the Constitution and
reduces the Institutions and the rights of those professing
and practicing the Religion to helpless Institutions or persons, as the case may be, making a mockery of the rights
guaranteed under Articles 14, 15(1), 19(g), 21, 25, 26 and 31
A of the Constitution.
28. While reasonable “restrictions" by the State upon free
exercise of religion are permitted both under Articles 25 and
26 on grounds of public order morality and health, such regu¤¨µÁ› &2013
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lation cannot go to the length of annihilating the rights guaranteed under Articles 25 and 26. However, what the Impugned
legislations do, is exactly this. What Article 25(2)(a) contemplates is only regulation of activities which are economic, commercial or political in their character though they are associated with religious practices and nothing further.
29. It is common knowledge that the flow of material wealth
and money is imperative to ensure the practice of the religion in a temple or a religious institution where worship and
propagation of religion take place. The land on which the
temple is situated, the construction of the building, the installation of the deity, the performance of poojas, the worship
by the devotees, the means to ensure the upkeep and maintenance of the temples, the continuity of the religious rites
and the management of the properties belonging to the deity
as per custom and tradition of the institution and the denomination fall within the ambit of the freedom guaranteed under
Articles 25 and 26. Further, even the management of the properties of the Religious Institution taken over by the Government cannot be for an indefinite period and has to be only for
a limited period, contravention of which is violative of Article
31A(1)(b) of the Constitution.
30. If the freedom in the erection of the buildings, the installation of deities, the expenses to be incurred, the performance of poojas, the gathering of worshippers and the securing of the income from the endowments is interfered with,
the freedom to practice the religion is also infringed. Power
exists in the Government or in its instrumentalities to dictate what and how much shall be spent for such rituals and
even determine what ceremonies shall be performed, which,
by means are secular in character. The enabling provisions
in the impugned Acts, under cover of which the Government
takes such actions, are an infringement of the freedom guaranteed under Articles 25 and 26.
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31. In the erstwhile Madras Presidency, temples were classified by the Revenue authorities of the British East India
Company as “chillara” (minor), “madhyama” (middle class)
and ‘Tasdik’ (endowed by the State). The madhyama and
chillara temples were free from any Government supervision
or support. The local communities continued these temples
as was the case with other religious institutions. As stated
earlier after the assumption of governance by the East India
Company, all the Tasdik amounts enjoyed by the Tasdik
temples were commuted into their annual estimated money
values and were added to the Government land revenue demand leviable from the lands and these tasdik values were
paid in the beginning of the year to the temples.
In 1863, even these Tasdik temples which were the only
temples that were under the nominal supervision of the Revenue Authorities were handed over fully to the trustees since
the British Parliament did not favour Government supervision of Hindu and Muhammadan Institutions. Christian Institutions, of course, never came under Government involvement, supervision or control at any point of time.
32. The Indian Constitution also acknowledged the importance of the religious rights of the people. While the Constitution provides for administration of the Religious Institutions according to law, no interference was ever envisaged in
the religious matters as long as they were not opposed to
public law, order and morality.
In Tamil Nadu, the HR & CE department as per the HR &
CE Act 1959 classifies temples as per the annual income of
these institutions and one such classification is, “Non-listed
institutions: under Section 49(1)”. These temples have an
annual income of less than Rs. 10,000/- per annum and under
this classification the Department has 34,265 Hindu religious
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institutions under its administration and these temples form
about 85% of the total number of temples taken over by Tamil
Nadu Government. It is beyond one’s imagination as to why
an ostensibly secular Government should compulsorily takeover and retain the detailed administration of these very minor institutions, which does not even have an income of
Rs.1000/- per month. This, by any standards, cannot be sustained as power to regulate, under the Constitution. Such
provisions are arbitrary and unconstitutional. These minor
institutions, which have no properties and very little income,
were far better off in terms of daily rituals, poojas and maintenance when they were administered and taken care of by the
Community of Hindus in their localities.
The Constitution not only protects the freedom of religious opinion but also protects acts done in pursuance of the
religion and this is made clear by the use of the expression
"practice of religion" in Article 25, as held by this Hon’ble
Court in Commr., Hindu Religious Endowments v. Sri
Lakshmindra Thirtha Swamiar of Sri Shirur Mutt,1954 SCR
1005. This Hon’ble Court further held,
“....what constitutes the essential part of a religion is primarily to be ascertained with reference to the doctrines of that
religion itself. If the tenets of any religious sect of the Hindus
prescribe that offerings of food should be given to the idol at
particular hours of the day, that periodical ceremonies should
be performed in a certain way at certain periods of the year or
that there should be daily recital of sacred texts or oblations
to the sacred fire, all these would be regarded as parts of
religion and the mere fact that they involve expenditure of
money or employment of priests and servants or the use of
marketable commodities would not make them secular activities partaking of a commercial or economic character; all
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of them are religious practices and should be regarded as
matters of religion within the meaning of Article
26(b).................”
It was further held that the regulation by the State contemplated in Article 25(2)(a) is not regulation of religious practices as such, that the freedom to observe the religious practices is guaranteed by the Constitution and the regulation by
the State is contemplated only when such religious practices
run counter to public order, health and morality.
33. In Acharya Jagdishwaranand Avadhuta and Ors.
Vs. Commissioner of Police, Calcutta and Anr., this Hon’ble
Court has held;”..
Religion is certainly a matter of faith with individuals or communities and it is not necessarily theistic. There are well
known religions in India like Buddhism and Jainism which do
not believe in God or in any Intelligent First Cause. A religion undoubtedly has its basis in a system of beliefs or doctrines which are regarded by those who profess that religion
as conducive to their spiritual well being, but it would not be
correct to say that religion is nothing else but a doctrine or
belief. A religion may not only lay down a code of ethical rules
for its followers to accept, it might prescribe rituals and observances, ceremonies and modes of worship which are regarded as integral parts of religion, and these forms and observances might extend even to matters of food and dress...
Restrictions "by the State upon free exercise of religion are
permitted both under Articles 25 and 26 on grounds of public
order morality and health. Clause (2) (a) of Article 25 reserved
the right of the State to regulate or restrict any economic,
financial, political and other secular activities which may be
associated with religious practice and there is a further right
¤¨µÁ›&2013

£õg\áß¯®

33

given to the State by Sub-clause (b) under which the State can
legislate for social welfare and reform even though by so doing it might interfere with religious practices....
The contention formulated in such broad terms cannot, we
think, be supported. In the first place, what constitutes the
essential part of a religion is primarily to be ascertained with
reference to the doctrines of that religion itself. If the tenets
of any religious sect of the Hindus prescribe that offerings of
food should be given to the idol at particular hours of the day,
that periodical ceremonies should be performed in a certain
way at certain periods of the year or that there should be
daily recital of sacred texts or oblations to the sacred fire, all
these would be regarded as parts of religion and the mere
fact that they involve expenditure of money or employment
of priests and servants or the use of marketable commodities would not make them secular activities partaking of a
commercial or economic character; all of them are religious
practices and should be regarded as matters of religion within
the meaning of Article 26(b)....”
34. Traditionally, the Temples were administered by Trustees and were not controlled by the Government. However
under the Tamil Nadu HR & CE Acts of 1951 and 1959, and
the various amendments that were carried out to the 1959
Act, under the promulgation of the Andhra Pradesh Act, 1987
and the Pondicherry Act, 1972, the trustees became mere
figureheads under the HR & CE Departments and the Governments, which appoint these Trustees. The Trustees have
very little powers vested with them and their appointment
lasts only for a year or so. The Government exercises authority over both the trustees and trust funds in devious ways.
The Commissioner and his subordinates have absolute say
in any budgets and expenditure proposals. The few disqualifications in the 1959 Act and the few qualifications prescribed
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by the Andhra Pradesh Act and the Pondicherry Act are far
too basic and do not take into consideration the traditions,
heritage and denominational character of the institutions, the
religious sentiments of the Hindus and is an invasion of their
rights under Articles 19(g), 25 and 26 of the Constitution.
35.
The impugned Acts have provisions wherein not only
does the financial control of Hindu temples and religious institutions lie absolutely with the Government and its agents,
the power and authority to adjudicate and rule over matters
relating to traditions, customary honours, partake in religious
rituals, denominational character of a religious institutions
and established usage of a religious institution and the like
which are matters of fact, also lie with the Government and
its agents. The expenditures of the temples and institutions
have to be allowed by the government for the various items
regardless of whether the expenditures are for secular or religious purposes in such institutions, i.e., under the impugned
Acts, the temples and institutions are, effectively under the
mercy of the government as regards the expenditures in the
Temple. The Assistant Commissioner of the area in which
the institution is located is empowered to pass such orders
as he may think fit on such proposals of expenditures and
budgets. The Government servants are therefore, empowered to direct what shall be spent and how much shall be spent
for the ceremonies and rituals or other items to be incurred
by the temple or religious institutions. So much so, this has
resulted in HR & CE and Government Officials being given
unjust primary importance in all temple rituals and festivals.
The festival and consecration invitations and announcements
go out in the name of these officials and their political masters, who, most often turn out to be non-believers and atheists.
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The offerings to hundies in the Temples are made by the
devotees, out of devotion and their beliefs. Such devotees
believe and desire that the funds from these offerings be used
for the daily rituals, festivals and upkeep of the Temples. The
government in scant regard of the religious sentiments and
expectations of the worshippers arbitrarily divert these funds
to non-religious government expenditures. The unsuspecting devotee does not know that when he offers Rs.100/- in
the temple Hundie, he is actually offering the State Government Rs.16.00, which is taken away by the Government as
“administrative and audit” fees. The real intention of the Government under the guise of regulating the Temple funds is to
tap the huge collection of offerings by devotees to temples,
for undisclosed and unconnected purposes. The offerings of
devotees thus serve as an easy source of money for the government. The primary purpose of temples which is propagation of Hindu customs, rituals and more particularly the religion itself is completely ignored under the Government administration. True copy of the Annual expenditure statement
of Tiruchengode Temple showing that less than one percent
of the income of the temple being spent for daily poojas is
annexed as Annexure P-12.
As the Government has the power to revise any orders
passed by any of these HR & CE authorities, it follows that
the financial control over the temples stands effectively transferred from the community to the Government and its servants, robbing the community of its right to profess, practice
and propagate their Religion through these Religious Institutions.
36. The power to regulate, by any stretch, cannot extend to
apportionment and utilization of such money belonging to the
Religious Institutions and the persons, who profess, practice
and propagate their Religion through these Religious Insti¤¨µÁ›&2013
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tutions. That such money belonging to the Religious Institutions are appropriated under the guise of fees, salaries etc.
will not legitimize such action on the part of the Government
either under the provisions of the Constitution or other laws
purportedly enacted to regulate only Hindu religious institutions of this country.
37. Most of the wealth and properties of the Religious Institutions and the Temples are contributed by persons, who profess, practice and propagate their Religion through these
Religious Institutions, including Temples. The said persons,
in their capacity as citizens, are made to pay all the taxes,
customs and duties, etc. applicable to the general public.
However, out of the taxed funds when Hindus make contributions to their religious institutions they are made to pay an
additional “tax” of 16% as administrative and audit fees in
temples.
The utilization of the funds belonging to the Religious
Institutions, for purposes other than those pertaining to purposes of worship and propagation of religion and maintaining
the tradition, culture associated with the Temples, results in
taxing the Hindus twice. In other words, citizens, merely for
being the persons, who profess, practice and propagate the
Hindu Religion have to bear the brunt of being burdened with
the payment of forced contributions or levy of fee to the Government for the making contributions for religious purposes
or services, as the case may be, resulting in discrimination
vis-à-vis the citizens of the country who belong to Religions
other than Hinduism. The State cannot discriminate on the
basis of religion and appropriation of the money belonging to
the Religious Institutions, including Temples, for purposes
other than those pertaining to purposes of worship and propagation of religion and maintaining the tradition, culture asso-
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ciated with the Temples, in as much as the same is violative
of Article 14 and 15(1) of the Constitution.
38. The impugned Acts have arbitrarily selected only Hindu
religious institutions and endowments for the purpose of extreme Governmental control and departmentalization. Such
interference by the Government amounts to discrimination
and is violative of Article 14 and 15(1) of the Constitution.
The following chart would show the disparity followed by State
Governments in regulating religious institutions of different
religions:
Religious Institutions
Hindu, Muslim,
Christian
1. Scope of the Acts Like T.N. HR & CE Act, 1959 or Andhra
Pradesh . Religious Endowments Act
All Institutions including Temples, Mutts and Endowments
Only Trusts and Endowments. Places of worship i.e. Mosques
are not included, No Acts or legislations to regulate or control Christian Institutions or Trusts.
2. Executive Officer, Appointed by Commissioner who is a
Govt. Servant, Appointed by non-Government Wakf Board,
No such appointments.
3. Status of Executive Officer, Government Servant, Non-Government Person alone can be appointed, No such appointments.
4. Powers under the Acts, General Superintendence and control of Temples, Mutts, endowments and their properties, Can
Supervise only Wakf properties, None
5. Religious Matters, High level of interference in Hindu religious matters including daily poojas, Interference in religious matters specifically prohibited, None.
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39.
The entire scheme and context of the impugned Acts
negates any freedom or autonomy in the Hindu religious communities or denominations to administer or manage their
temples. The Government under the impugned Acts, can wield
its power to appoint or remove the Trustees and compel them
to obey all orders of the Government or its servants on pain
of prosecution and dismissal, and in devious ways can remove
the Trustees, replace them by its nominees. The Hindu denominations or communities have no lot or part in the choice
of Trustees or voice in the management of the institution and
it is plain that Articles 25 and 26 are rendered nugatory and
of no real effect whatsoever for Hindus and Hindu Denominations.
40. The State Governments of Tamil Nadu and Andhra Pradesh
and the Union Territory of Puducherry have taken over the
administration and control thousands of religious institutions
including Mutts and denominational temples either by alleging mismanagement or stating that the institutions are wrongly
taken over for under the guise of “better management”. While
these reasons are perspicuously against law, fundamental
rights and clear decisions of Constitutional Benches of the
Supreme Court, these Governments continue with such takeovers with impunity.
For instance, the HR & CE Department in Tamil Nadu
has about 38,500 temples under its control and administration and there has been no instance of this department voluntarily repatriating a temple back to the Trustees or to the
community after setting right the alleged mismanagement
within a few years. Such takeovers have actually resulted in
the deterioration of the temples and religious institutions
under the Government administration. Besides using the draconian and arbitrary Section 45 of the 1959 Act to appoint
Executive Officers for thousands of temples in Tamil Nadu,
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Executive Officers were appointed in hundreds of large
temples in Tamil Nadu by the HR & CE Department under
Section 64(5) when that section affords no powers to appoint
Executive Officers to religious institutions including temples.
To quote an example, in Shri Thiagaraja Temple, Tiruvottriyur,
Chennai an existing scheme has been modified and an Executive Officer has been appointed under Section 64(5) of
the 1959 Act which does not sanction power to appoint Executive Officer is annexed as ANNEXURE P-13.
41.
Article 31A (1)(b) of the Constitution states the takeover of management of any property by the State can be only
for a limited period. No such safeguard is provided for in the
impugned legislations and this seriously violates article 31A(1)
(b) and the religious rights of Hindus under Article 14, 19 (g),
25 and 26. While the 1951 Act of the Tamil Nadu Government had a safeguard in this regard, it was deliberately omitted in 1959 Act.
42. When we are considering the question of vires, what is
to be determined is the existence of the power to interfere
and not the extent of such power. The power exists and it
has been so exercised to cut down the dittams either abridging or abrogating the Poojas and the ceremonies in the temple
and make the practice of the religion dependent upon the will
and pleasure of Governmental servants and the Government.
Chronic ineffectiveness and maladministration in collecting
income from the properties of the temple is akin to interference with the daily worship, propagation of the temple tenets
and with the religious faiths of any community or denomination.
43. As far as the worshipping Hindus, Hindu Communities,
Hereditary Trustees of various temples and religious institutions, various Mutts and denominations and sub-sects of Hin¤¨µÁ›&2013

£õg\áß¯®

40

dus are concerned, the Impugned Acts infringes Articles 14,
15(1), 19 (g), 25, 26 and 31A (1) b. The impugned Acts are
ultra vires Articles 14, 15(1) 19 (1) (g), 25, 26 and 31 (1) (a)
(b) of the Constitution of India. Petitioner craves leave to
challenge the provisions of the Tamil Nadu HR& CE Act,
1959, the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious
Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 and the Pondicherry
Hindu Institutions Act, 1972 for the following;
GROUNDS
A.
The impugned Acts are ultra vires Articles 14, 15(1),
19(1)(g), 21, 25, 26 and 31 (1) (a) (b) of the Constitution of
India and are also in the teeth of earlier judgments of this
Hon’ble Court.
B.
The impugned Acts, wherein not only does the financial
control of Hindu temples and religious institutions lie absolutely with the Government and its agents, the power and
authority to adjudicate and rule over matters relating to traditions, customary honours, partake in religious rituals, denominational character of a religious institutions and established usage of a religious institution and the like which are
matters of fact, also lie with the Government and its agents,
is a direct infringement of the rights guaranteed to persons
and Religious Denominations under Articles 25 and 26 of the
Constitution. The temples are run as Government departments, salaries and perquisites modeled on government salaries and even dearness allowances as per government official models from time to time.
C.
Under the guise of the power to regulate, what is being
actually done is exercising control over those who are otherwise protected under Articles 25 and 26 of the Constitution.
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D.
Huge sums of money from Temples and other Religious
Institutions under the 1959 Act and the Andhra Pradesh Act
are transferred to the public exchequer and utilized for purposes unconnected with the primary purposes of worship and
propagation of religion and maintaining the tradition, culture
associated with the Temples besides preserving the art and
architecture found in the Temples. The power to regulate,
by any stretch, cannot extend to apportionment and utilization of such money belonging to the Religious Institutions
and the persons who profess, practice and propagate their
Religion through these Religious Institutions. That such
money belonging to the Religious Institutions are appropriated under the guise of fees, salaries etc. will not legitimize
such action on the part of the Government either under the
provisions of the Constitution or other laws.
E.
The utilization of the funds belonging to the Religious
Institutions, for purposes other than those pertaining to purposes of worship and propagation of religion and maintaining
the tradition, culture associated with the Temples, results in
taxing the Hindus twice vis-à-vis the other citizens, or levying fee for the same service, is discriminatory and is violative
of Article 14 and Article 15(1) of the Constitution. The impugned Acts have arbitrarily selected only Hindu religious
institutions and endowments for the purpose of extreme Governmental control and departmentalization. Such interference
by the Government amounts to discrimination and is violative of Article 14 and 15(1) of the Constitution.
F.
Under the impugned Acts, the Trustees are reduced to
mere helpless nobodies both in what they do and in the method
of their doing. In this context, it may be pointed out that, in
the past fifty years, all major and important temples in Tamil
Nadu have only trustees appointed by the Government or
the HR & CE Department and we cannot now imagine a more
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subservient or sycophantic group of nominated figureheads
anywhere else acting as trustees or administrators of religious institutions.
It is difficult to imagine a more insidious and a more complete discrimination that annuls the rights of the society of
temple worshipping-Hindus and the local community or denomination to which the temple (and its endowments) rightfully belongs and the unlawful vesting of the rights in the executive Government.
In Tamil Nadu, HR & CE Department has a classification,
“Non-listed institutions: under Section 46(1)” and under this
classification it has 34,265 (as of March 2012) Hindu religious which have an annual income of less than Rs.10,000/It is incomprehensible as why Government should compulsorily take over and retain the detailed administration of these
very small institutions whose income per month is not even
Rs. 1000/- .
G.
The very object of the Tamil Nadu Act to amend and
consolidate the law relating to the administration and governance of Hindu Religious and Charitable Institutions and endowments in the State of Tamil Nadu by bringing all of these
institutions under the amended Act without any justifying circumstances for the same or without even prescribing any time
limit for which the Act would be applicable to the Institutions
and the Endowments, is wholly flawed, unsustainable and contrary to the fundamental rights guaranteed under Articles,
14, 15(1), 19(1)(g), 21, 25, 26, and 31A(1)(b) of the Constitution of India.
H.
While the Tamil Nadu Act in section 3(1) provides that
the provisions of the Act may be made applicable to Charitable Endowments on finding that they are being mismanaged,
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no such safeguard are provided for the other religious institutions like temples and Mutts under the Act.
Without prejudice to the submission of the petitioner that
the Act cannot ipso facto be made applicable to all Hindu religious institutions or without there being any justifying reasons, it is submitted that;
I. Assuming that the Tamil Nadu Act is to be made applicable
to the Religious Institutions, no guidelines have been put in
place as to when and under what circumstances the provisions of the Act could be applicable to Hindu Religious Institutions. No definite period for which the Act would be applicable for these institutions is contemplated. Likewise no notice is contemplated under section 3(1) or 3(4) to the affected
parties. The absence of such provisions goes to the root of
the maintainability of the sections 3(1) and 3(4) of the Act.
J. Section 4 of the Tamil Nadu Act deals with exemption of
religious institutions from the Act. Such power to exempt is
coupled with duty. It therefore transpires that, if in line with
the objective of the provisions of the Act, a religious institution offers to conduct its affairs in a clean, transparent and
efficient manner it would be the duty of the competent authority of the Government under the Act to grant the exemption sought for. Available data shows that there is no such
instance where the Government has exercised its power in
favour of institutions and endowments that apply for such exemption.
K.
Section 8 of the Tamil Nadu Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act, 1959 creates four classes of authorities, viz., Commissioner, Joint Commissioners, Deputy Commissioners and Assistant Commissioners. Similar provision
exists in Section 3 of the AP Act and in Sections 3 and 9 of the
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Pondicherry Act. These classes of authorities under the said
Acts are appointed by the Government and are Government
Servants, pure and simple. They are paid by the Government. They owe their existence and preferment to Government. The Government may also remove them. All these
officers are employees of the Government and therefore, they
are holders of civil posts within the meaning of Article 311 of
the Constitution.
L.
Section 23 of the Tamil Nadu Act, Section 8(1) of the
Andhra Pradesh Act and Section 3 and 3A of the Pondicherry
Act make the administration of all temples and religious endowments subject to the general superintendence and control of the Commissioner. The trustees are bound, by these
Sections to obey all lawful orders issued by the Government,
the Commissioner and his deputies.
M.
By virtue of Section 23 of the Tamil Nadu Act, Section
8(1) of the Andhra Pradesh Act and Section 3 and 3A of the
Pondicherry Act, the expenditures of the temples and institutions have to be allowed for the various items of expenditure for secular or religious purposes in such institutions.
The financial control over the temples stands effectively transferred from the community to the Government and its servants which is impermissible.
N.
Section 24 of the Tamil Nadu Act empowers the Commissioner and his subordinate officers and also persons
authorised by them to enter the premises of any place of worship for the purpose of exercising any power conferred or
any duty imposed by or under the Act. Clause (5) of the Section further states that if any question arises whether entry is
prohibited by any religious practice or usage of the Religious
Institution, the Commissioner has power to decide the same,
which is wholly unreasonable and illegal. Such right of entry
in a public temple or other religious institution, for persons
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who are not connected with the spiritual functions thereof, is
a serious infringement of the rights guaranteed under Articles
25 and 26 and affects the religious sentiments of the devotees of the Hindu Religion and amounts to insulting the Religious Institutions/ the persons professing/practicing Hindu
religion. A power in the nature of the one in Sec. 24, can be
invoked by the Competent Authority in rare circumstances
only, when there is enough cause or material warranting such
intrusions. The concerned officer has to apply his mind, has
to be satisfied, for reasons to be recorded, that circumstances
exist for entry of the Commissioner and his subordinate officers into the religious institution. None of these conditions
are satisfied in Section 24 of the Tamil Nadu Act.
An Appeal provided against the Commissioner lies to the Government. The said remedy of Appeal to the Government is
equally inefficacious and purposeless. Available records show
that the Government uniformly upholds or confirms the orders of the Commissioners.
O.
Section 26 of the Tamil Nadu Act governs with the
criteria for disqualifications of a Trustee under the Act. No
qualifications have been specified for the important role of a
Trustee of a Hindu religious institution. The disqualifications
like insanity, insolvency, etc., which are of general nature,
are hardly sufficient to protect and preserve the sanctity of
the Religious Institutions, including Temples. Scant regard
shown to the rights of persons who practice, profess, propagate the Religion through the Religious Institutions, is writ
large in Section 26 of the Tamil Nadu Act and offends the
rights guaranteed under Articles 25 and 26 of the Constitution. Going by Section 26 of the Tamil Nadu Act, any person
claiming to be a Hindu can be appointed by the Government/
HR & CE Department to be a temple trustee. In fact, such
trustee can even be a non-believer in the tenets of the temple
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or even an atheist as has been the case with the appointment
of political nominees as trustees for many important religious
institutions in Tamil Nadu. The Denominational character of
the temple and the very requirement that the trustees should
belong to that denomination are completely ignored.
P.
Appointment, suspension and removal of the trustees
rest with the authorities under the Tamil Nadu Act, the Andhra
Pradesh Act and the Pondicherry Act; and it is significant to
note that one of the grounds for removal is stated to be willful
disobedience of any lawful order issued under the provisions
of the Act by the Government, Commissioner, Joint Commissioners, Deputy Commissioners and Assistant Commissioners.
Sections 17 to 19 of the Andhra Pradesh Act deals with procedure for making appointments of trustees, their qualifications and disqualifications.
The provisions of the Tamil Nadu Act, and of the Andhra
Pradesh Act, 1987 have reduced the trustees to mere figureheads with HR &CE Department and the Government
appointing Trustees. Further the Tamil Nadu Act does not
specify any merit or qualification for the prospective trustees
who are to be appointed by the Department or Government
except that such Trustees shall be Hindus who are not of
unsound mind and are not insolvent. The few qualifications
prescribed by the Andhra Pradesh Act are far too basic and
does not take into consideration the traditions, heritage, denominational character of the institutions or the knowledge
and qualifications of the trustees with regard to the custom,
rituals or the denominational tenets of the temple.
Q. Section 32 is discriminatory and direct intrusion into internal autonomy of the Religious Institutions under the Tamil
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Nadu Act. Since the other institutions like societies, general
trusts, education institutions are spared off the obligation to
furnish accounts why should trustees of Hindu Religious Institutions alone are statutorily forced to submit budgets, accounts, reports and returns to the Department under section
32 of the Tamil Nadu Act.
R. When other institutions like schools, societies, general
charities and non-profit organizations can choose or elect their
trustees from their own members, it is a moot point how Government under Sec. 47 of the Tamil Nadu Act statutorily appointing trustees for the Hindu Religious Institutions built
by and for Hindus and sustained by Hindu worshippers can
be valid. Even in trusts belonging to majority communities
Government cannot appoint trustees except in compelling
circumstances. Sec.47 (2) gives even speculative powers to
the Commissioner and his subordinates to appoint non- hereditary trustees in the religious institutions, which is unsustainable. Similarly the power vested in the Assistant Commissioner to appoint trustees for unlisted temples under section 49 potrays the Government’s intention to control even
very small religious institutions having an annual income of
less than Rs. 10,000/- per annum.
S.
Sec. 50 of the Tamil Nadu Act is wholly unsustainable
and is in the teeth of the powers of the Courts. This statutory
power authorizes the Commissioner and his subordinates to
appoint trustees in total disregard to the settled schemes by
competent courts.
T. Sec. 53 of the Tamil Nadu Act gives excessive and unguided powers to the Authority under the section to suspend,
remove or dismiss any trustee. The said power is unsustainable and deserves to be set aside by this Hon’ble Court.
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U. Sec. 57 of the Tamil Nadu Act vests arbitrary power with
the trustees and the Commissioner of a religious institution
to fix fees for the performance of any service, ritual or ceremony in such religious institution notwithstanding anything
contained in any scheme already settled or in any decree and
even if it contrary to the usage of the institution.
V. Draconian powers are given to the Department under Section 58 of the Tamil Nadu Act, which extends to even purely
religious activities and directly interferes in the pujas and
rituals. The powers of the Department under Section 58 are
brutal negation of the rights under Article 25 and 26 of the
Constitution.
W. Draconian powers are given to the Department under Section 61 of the Tamil Nadu Act which deals with Mutts, which
are invasion of the inviolable religious rights of the Mahant
to practice and propagate his religion. The vesting of the
final powers to the Government to pass orders is a serious
encroachment to the religious and administrative rights guaranteed under Article 26.
X. The law as it stood by this Hon’ble Court considering Sec.
58 of the 1951 Act has undergone change as is reflected in
Madras Bar Association Case regarding vesting of Judiciary
power with the Executive. While the Shirur Judgment upheld this section for reasons recorded in the judgment, it still
only upheld the power of the competent official of the HR &
CE Department to settle schemes and not to modify schemes
already settled by the Courts. The HR & CE Department
has been and is abusing this section to modify schemes settled
and even to appoint Executive Officers to religious institutions using this section when this section accords no such
power. Sections 64 and 65 of the Tamil Nadu Act are also
directly in conflict with the Sec. 92 of the CPC.
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Y. Provisions 63-69 of the 1951 Act, which were struck down
as being draconian to the core and sans appeal safeguards
have been deliberately and surreptitiously reintroduced with
powers, which are more draconian than the provisions of the
1951 Act. Sec. 72- 76 of the Tamil Nadu Act as shown in the
Chart in the Para 6 of this petition are a repeat of the Chapter
VI of the 1951 Act which was struck by this Hon’ble Court in
its entirety.
Z.
Section 35 of the Tamil Nadu Act authorizes the Trustee
to incur expenditure for securing health, etc. of pilgrims and
worshippers, and for training of Archakas, etc. Sub-section
(2) of Section 35 mandates that in incurring expenditures
enumerated therein, the Trustee of the Religious Institution,
other than a Math of specific endowment attached to a Math,
shall be guided by the general or special instructions of the
Commissioner. The said provision is an unreasonable restriction on the rights guaranteed under Articles 25 and 26 of the
Constitution.
In this context, it may be pointed out that this Hon’ble
Court in Annexure P-6 judgment has had occasion to consider the corresponding Section 30 (2) of the 1951 Act and
was pleased to strike down the said Section as being unconstitutional. The reasoning given by this Hon’ble Court qua
Section 30 (2) would apply on all fours to Section 35 (2) of the
Tamil Nadu Act.
AA. Similarly Section 36 of the Tamil Nadu Act which deal
with “Utilisation of Surplus” is a direct infringement of the
rights guaranteed under Articles 25 and 26 of the Constitution. Under this section the surplus funds of the religious
endowments and temples can be expended only for the purposes sanctioned by the Commissioner and no exchange, sale
or mortgage or even a lease for a term exceeding five years
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of temple and endowment properties would be valid unless it
is sanctioned by the Commissioner.
No rights whatever are reserved for the community to which
the temple belongs or to the trustees who have been traditionally administering the temple, either in or over the temple
and its funds.
It is not for them that the account has to be rendered or the
budget to be submitted, or for them to grant sanction for the
expenditure of the funds of the temple; but the entire power
is transferred from the community or trustees to the servants
of the Government and ultimately to the Government itself.
AB. The annihilation of dharmic institutions attached to
temples has resulted in denying sections of Hindus their right
to carry on the religious and devout professions of their ancestors like Vedic scholars, scholars of Sanskrit and sastras,
temple musicians, temple artisans and the like. This is an
invasion of the rights of these sections of Hindus guaranteed
by Article 19 (1) (g) of the Indian Constitution in as much as
these were the sources of livelihoods for a large section of
each society. Denying these opportunities by the extinction
of these institutions has not only made these professionals a
rare commodity it has resulted in the annihilation of traditional sub-sects within the Hindu society. It had also resulted
in the exodus of large numbers of people from villages and
smaller towns to degenerated jobs and ways of life in the cities. These culturally and religiously important ways of livelihood and profession can never be revived in the Temples
and the related endowments under the administration of HR
& CE and the governments.
AC. Section 36 of the Tamil Nadu Act, which deals with
Utilisation of Surplus Funds, corresponds to Section 31 of
the 1951 Act, which was struck down by this Hon’ble Court.
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The reasoning given by this Hon’ble Court qua Section 30
(2) would apply on all fours to Section 35 (2) of the Tamil
Nadu Act.
AD. By virtue of sec. 45, 43-A and by sections 72-78 of the
Tamil Nadu Act the Commissioner through the Executive
Officer appointed by him takes over the entire administration of the temple. Similar provisions exists vide Section 29
of the Andhra Pradesh Act of 1987 and Section 9 of the
Pondicherry Act of 1972. Though Sec. 45 of the Tamil Nadu
Act reads that only powers that appertain to the properties of
the religious institution can be assigned to the Executive
Officer appointed under that section, the Commissioner assigns other additional powers and duties that appertain to the
administration of the temple as well. At the same time, he
proscribes and diminishes many of the existing powers and
duties of the Trustees that are not relating to the properties
of the temple, when he has no right to do so. The Commissioner thus narrows the scope of authority of the Trustees of
the religious institution reducing them to a superfluous and
vacuous body having no voice in the administration of the
temple. There is no access to Court or appeal safeguards for
sections 43-A and 45. The Act seems to provide an appeal
safeguard for Sec-74 but it is a sham since the Act says the
aggrieved person may approach a Civil Court against the
notification of his temple but the Court shall have no power
to stay the notification.
In fact, the equivalent sections 56 and 63-69 of the 1951 Act
were struck down by a Seven Judge Constitution Bench of
the Hon’ble Supreme Court in 1954 SCR 282 (Shirur Mutt
Case) for being draconian to the core and for not providing
any appeal safeguards. But the then Madras Government
clandestinely brought back the sections after renumbering
them and slightly modifying the language as sec. 45 and sec-

¤¨µÁ›&2013

£õg\áß¯®

52

tions 72-78 when the new Act was brought out in 1959. It
later added section 43-A as an amendment to the Tamil Nadu
Act in the year 1974. The reasoning given by this Hon’ble
Court qua Section 56 and Sections 63-69 would apply on all
fours to Section 29 of the Andhra Pradesh Act of 1987 and
Section 9 of the Pondicherry Act of 1972.
AE. Section 49-B of the Tamil Nadu Act, Section 41 of the
Andhra Pradesh Act, and Section 9(d) of the Pondicherry Act,
vest power with the Executive Officer not to implement order or resolution of the trustee, which is again violative of
rights guaranteed under Articles 25 and 26 of the Constitution. Any proceeding or any order by the Trustees may be set
aside by the Commissioner or by the Government. It is no
longer in the body of worshippers or in the Community or in
the Trustees that the ownership and direction of the administration of the temple resides, but in the Government and in
the Government servants. The Trustees are thus reduced to
mere helpless nobodies both in what they do and in the method
of their doing. They dare not disobey the Government or the
Commissioner, expect on pain of dismissal or prosecution.
AF.
Not only does the financial control of Hindu temples
and Hindu religious institutions lie absolutely with the Government and its agents, the power and authority to adjudicate
and rule over matters relating to traditions, customary honours,
partake in religious rituals, denominational character of a religious institutions and established usage of a religious institution and the like which are matters of fact and rights guaranteed under the Indian Constitution, also lie with the Government and its agents vide Sections 63 and 114 of the Tamil
Nadu Act and 93 and 121 of the Andhra Pradesh Act.
In this context, it is submitted that if there are issues regarding deciding any rituals or religious matters, only a competent civil court adducing to evidence, customs and established

¤¨µÁ›&2013

£õg\áß¯®

53

traditions, can decide as an appropriate forum, such cases of
religious disputes and claims of religious rights.
The section 63 of the Tamil Nadu Act empowers the Deputy
Commissioner or the Joint Commissioner who are without
adequate judicial experience to decide whether the religious
institution should be notified on the ground that the religious
institution is being mismanaged, notwithstanding that a religious institution is governed by a scheme settled or deemed
to have been settled under the Act. Such power to decide
questions, which can be decided only by persons with adequate
judicial experience, is arbitrary and draconian, resulting in
invasion of the rights of the Petitioners under the Constitution.
AG. For the purposes of maintaining these authorities the
temple has to make an annual contribution of 12% of its income. The income so interpreted is the gross income; and in
addition up to 4% of the income is to be paid as audit fee.
It is a moot point to note that the Tamil Nadu Act does not
define “income”. The Government chose to define the term
through rules made under Sec.116 of the Act but this was
found ultra vires the Act by the Hon’ble High Court of Madras. However this definition as per rules made under the
Act remains intact and the Department continues to enforce
it in its calculation and collection of fees from religious institutions.
It is a well-known fact that the HR & CE Department is making a surplus every year from this collection of contribution
received from various Religious Institutions as can be seen
from the statement of annual receipts of contributions from
Hindu Religious Institutions and the annual expenses of the
Department given by HR & CE Department, Government of
Tamil Nadu under Right to Information Act, 2005.
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AH. Entire chapter VIII of the Tamil Nadu Act is an interference with the internal autonomy of the religious community.
No other Institutions, under any other department of the Government, is subjected to such kind of government control
and this results into an invasion into the rights of Hindu Citizens of India under Articles 14, 25 and 26 of the Constitution
of India. Under Section 87 the government has the power to
appoint auditors. When the other institutions like non-religious trusts, societies, educational institutions and commercial institutions are not subjected to audit by the Government,
the power vested in the Government under the impugned
Act to appoint auditors for the Hindu Religious Institutions
alone are discriminatory, arbitrary and unsustainable.
AI.
Sec 92 of the Tamil Nadu Act is not legally sustainable.
Charging of fee of 12% of the income of the Religious Institutions for paying the Government and its officers is not justifiable on any account. Extraction of such significant share of
the income in the name of fee for services rendered, after
imposing the presence of the government and officers in every Religious Institutions fails any test of reasonableness and
legality.
AJ. Chapter VIII of the Tamil Nadu Act which deals with
the budgets, accounts and audit is violative of Articles 14,
15(1), 25 and 26. The Religious Institutions are subjected to
the Control of the Government and the HR & CE Department, which defies all claims of strictly regulatory exercise of
powers, by the Government and the HR & CE Department
with no specific period for which the Religious Institutions
would be subject to such control. It is only the religious institutions as compared to other institutions like societies,
educational institutions that are being subject to control which
is discriminatory and hit by Articles 14 and 15(1) of the Constitution. The said Chapter VIII of the Act is a gross violation
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of the rights guaranteed by the Constitution under Articles
25, 26 and 31A of the Constitution.
AK. After making a payment of up to 16% as administrative
and audit fees, temples are permitted by HR & CE Departments to utilize up to 40% of its gross income for payment of
salaries to its employees. This enormous amount of apportionment together with the fees payable to the department
leaves very little money with the religious institution for the
primary purposes of worship and propagation of religion and
maintaining the tradition, culture associated with the temples
besides preserving the art and architecture found in the
temples. The Government and its servants have scant regard for these primary purposes.
AL. The power to regulate, by any stretch, cannot extend to
apportionment and utilization of such money belonging to the
Religious Institutions and the persons, who profess, practice
and propagate their Religion through these Religious Institutions. That such money belonging to the Religious Institutions are appropriated under the guise of fees, salaries etc.
will not legitimize such action on the part of the Government.
AM. Huge sums of money from Temples and other Religious Institutions under the Tamil Nadu Act are transferred
to the public exchequer and utilized for purposes unconnected
with the primary purposes of worship and propagation of religion and maintaining the tradition, culture associated with the
Temples besides preserving the art and architecture found
in the Temples. Most of the money of the Religious Institutions and the Temples under the 1959 Act, are contributed
by the persons, who profess, practice and propagate their
Religion through these Religious Institutions, including
Temples. The said persons, in their capacity as citizens, are
made to pay all the taxes, fees etc. applicable to the general
public. The utilization of the funds belonging to the Religious
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Institutions, for purposes other than those pertaining to purposes of worship and propagation of religion and maintaining
the tradition, culture associated with the Temples, results in
taxing the Hindu’s twice for the same taxing event, or levying fee for the same service. In other words, citizens, merely
for being the persons, who profess, practice and propagate
the Hindu Religion have to bear the brunt of being burdened
with the payment of tax twice or levy of fee twice for the very
same taxable event or service, as the case may be, resulting
in discrimination vis-à-vis the citizens of the country who belong to Religion other than Hindu. The State cannot discriminate on the basis of religion and appropriation of the money
belonging to the Religious Institutions, including Temples,
for purposes other than those pertaining to purposes of worship and propagation of religion and maintaining the tradition, culture associated with the Temples, is violative of Article 14 of the Constitution.
AN. Section 108 of the Tamil Nadu Act is repugnant to Section 92 of the CPC, which is Central Act and the same is not
sustainable.
AO. Likewise, Section 111 whereby no notification or certificate issued, order passed, decision made, proceedings or
action taken, scheme settled or things done under the Tamil
Nadu Act by the Commissioner and other authorities under
the Act, is questionable in any Court of Law. It vests the authorities under the Act with arbitrary and unbridled power,
liable to be struck down by this Hon’ble Court.
AP. The impugned Acts have arbitrarily selected only Hindu
religious institutions and endowments for the purpose of Governmental control and departmentalization. Such interference
by the Government amounts to discrimination and is violative of Article 14 of the Constitution.
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AQ. Appointment, suspension and removal of the trustees
rest with the authorities under the Tamil Nadu Act and the
Andhra Pradesh Act; and it is significant to note that one of
the grounds for removal is stated to be willful disobedience
of any lawful order issued under the provisions of the Act by
the Government, Commissioner, Joint Commissioners,
Deputy Commissioners and Assistant Commissioners.

inely referable to the field of legislation allotted to the State
under the constitutional scheme…”

Sections 17 to 19 of the Andhra Pradesh Act deals with procedure for making appointments of trustees, their qualifications and disqualifications. The trustees became mere figureheads with HR &CE Department and the Government
appointing Trustees, with very little powers vesting with them.
The servants of the temple also are not completely under the
control of the trustees. While trustees are no doubt entitled
to suspend or remove the temple servants, a right of appeal
is provided to the Deputy Commissioner or his superiors.
The temple servants, therefore, would know who exactly are
their masters; and this would no doubt have its own effect on
their conduct and deportment towards the trustees.

AS. The impugned Acts have arbitrarily selected only Hindu
religious institutions and endowments for the purpose of Governmental control and departmentalization. Such interference
by the Government amounts to discrimination and is violative of Article 14 and 15(1) of the Constitution.

AR. That a careful consideration of the aforesaid action of the
Respondents under the guise of regulation would show that
the said actions are a direct infringement of the rights guaranteed under Articles 25, 26 and 31 A of the Constitution. In
this context, it is pointed out that this Hon’ble Court, in E.V.
Chinnaiah
Vs. State of Andhra Pradesh and Ors., AIR 2005 SC 162,
(2005)1SCC394, had reiterated and relied upon the decision
of the earlier decision in Kartar Singh v. State of Punjab
MANU/SC/0029/1956 : 1956CriLJ945 ) and held that;
“..it is necessary for the courts to go into and examine the
true character of the enactment, its object, its scope and effect to find out whether the enactment in question is genu-
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This Court further held;
“..It is a trite law that justice must be equitable. Justice to
one group at the costs of injustice to other group is another
way of perpetuating injustice.”

AT.
The stand of the Respondents is that the impugned
Acts were enacted to reform or eradicate the evils prevalent
in the management of religious institutions and endowments.
If reformation or eradications of the evils prevalent in the
management of religious institutions and endowments is the
real object of the Acts impugned, there is no justification for
the selection of only the endowments of one religion to the
exclusion of other religions in India. It is in this aspect that
the contention under Article 14 and 15 has to be viewed. The
question is not just whether a Government can select institutions and endowments of one particular religion for legislative reforms, but also in addition to that whether a Government can take over into its exclusive control the religious
institutions and endowments of one particular religion under
the guise of remedying the evils alleged to exist.
AU. If India is a secular state, all religious institutions and
endowments must be subject to equal treatment and equality
before Law. Either a religious institution should be regarded
in the eye of the State as a voluntary association subject to
legal rights, liabilities and duties which they share in com-
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mon with other voluntary associations regardless of whether
the institution belongs to one particular religion or another,
or all religious institutions should be amenable to the same
rigour of Governmental administration, control and departmentalization.
AV. The impugned Acts, far from regulating the freedom on
the right to profess, practice and propagate the Hindu Religion, effectively takes away the said freedom and leaves the
Religious Institutions under the impugned Acts and the persons who profess, practice and propagate the Hindu Religion
at the mercy of the Government and the H.R. & C.E Department.
AW. Interference with the heritage structures, buildings and
the income of the properties and in the expenditures that are
requisite and sanctioned by the tenets of the temple would
result in interference with the daily worship or with the religious faith of any community or denomination.
AX.
The impugned Acts concentrate the right of administration of the temples completely in the hands of Government instrumentalities created by the impugned Acts and in
the Government itself. The entire scheme and context of the
impugned Acts negates any freedom or autonomy in the religious communities or denominations to administer or manage the temple. If the Government can wield its power to
appoint or remove the Trustees and compel them to obey all
orders of the Government or its servants on pain of prosecution and dismissal, and in devious ways can remove the Trustees and replace them by its nominees and the denominations
or communities have no lot or part in the choice of Trustees
or voice in the management of the institution, it is plain that
Articles 25 and 26 are rendered nugatory and of no real effect whatever for Hindus of this country.
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AY.
Many State Governments have taken over the administration and control thousands of religious institutions including Mutts and denomination temples either by alleging
mismanagement or stating that the institutions are taken over
for “ better management” under the guise of the Impugned
Act. While these reasons are perspicuously against law, fundamental rights and clear decisions of Constitutional Benches
of the Supreme Court, the State Governments continue with
such takeovers with impunity.
For instance, the HR & CE Department in Tamil Nadu
has about 38,500 temples under its control and administration and there have been no instance of this department voluntarily repatriating a temple back to the Trustees or to the
community after setting right the alleged mismanagement in
a few years.
AZ.
Article 31A(1)(b) of the Constitution states the takeover of management of any property by the State can be only
for a limited period. There is no such safeguard provided for
in the impugned legislations and this seriously violates article 31A(1) (b) and the religious rights of Hindus under Article 14, 19 (g), 25 and 26.
BA. As far as the worshipping Hindus, Hindu Communities,
Hereditary Trustees of various temples and religious institutions, various Mutts and denominations and sub-sects of Hindus are concerned, the Impugned Acts infringes Articles 14,
15(1), 19 (g), 25, 26 and 31A (1) b. The impugned Acts are
ultra vires Articles 14, 15(1) 19 (1) (g), 25, 26 and 31 (1) (a)
(b) of the Constitution of India.
BB
Once this Hon’ble Court is satisfied with the
unsustainability of the Act, as being ultra vires the Constitution and other laws of the land, there has been rampant mis-
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use of the power of regulation granted to the State under the
Constitution, this Hon’ble Court would be perfectly justified
in laying down guidelines on the extent to which the exercise
of the powers of the State is permissible.
29. In view of the fact that the Petitioners herein are challenging the legislations of three different States and the challenge to the same are on the grounds of infringement of the
Fundamental rights of the Petitioners herein, the Petitioners
are advised to approach this Hon’ble Court directly under
Article 32 of the Constitution of India.
30. This Hon’ble Court has jurisdiction under Article 32 to
entertain, try and dispose of the present Writ Petition.
31.
The Petitioners have not filed any similar petition before this Hon’ble Court or before any other High Court, for
the same or similar reliefs.
PRAYER
In the circumstances, it is most humbly prayed that this
Hon’ble Court may be pleased to;
(i)
declare that the Section 3(1), 3 (4), 23, 24, 26, 32, 35,
36, 36-A, 36-B, 43-A, 45, 47, 49, 49,-B 50, 54 (1), 63, Sections 71-76, 92,97, 108 and 111 of the Tamil Nadu Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act, 1959 Act as being
ultra vires Articles 14, 19 (1) (g), 25, 26 and 31 (1) (a) (b) of
the Constitution of India.
(ii)
declare that the Sections 8, 12, 13, 15, 17-19 & 22, 25,
29, 41, 49, 51-55, 66, 70 and 87 of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act,
1987 [(Act 30 of 1987) as being ultra vires Articles 14, 19 (1)
(g), 25, 26 and 31 (1) (a) (b) of the Constitution of India.
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(iii) declare that the Sections 3A, 4, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13 and 14 of
the Pondicherry Act, 1972 as being ultra vires Articles 14, 19
(1) (g), 25, 26 and 31 (1) (a) (b) of the Constitution of India.
(iv) that pending the hearing and final disposal of the Writ
Petition, the Respondents by themselves, their servants and
agents be restrained from acting in furtherance of the impugned Section 3(1), 3 (4), 23, 24, 26, 32, 35, 36, 36-A, 36-B,
43-A, 45, 47, 49, 49,-B 50, 54 (1), 63, Sections 71-76, 92,97,
108 and 111 of the Tamil Nadu Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act, 1959 Act.
(v)
that pending the hearing and final disposal of the Writ
Petition, the Respondents by themselves, their servants and
agents be restrained from acting in furtherance of the impugned Section 8, 12, 13, 15, 17-19 & 22, 25, 29, 41, 49, 5155, 66, 70 and 87 of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu
Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 [(Act 30 of
1987).
(vi) that pending the hearing and final disposal of the Writ
Petition, the Respondents by themselves, their servants and
agents be restrained from acting in furtherance of the impugned Sections 3A, 4, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13 and 14 of the
Pondicherry Act, 1972
(vii) that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to pass such
other as may be deemed fit in the facts and circumstances of
the case.
FOR WHICH ACT OF KINDNESS, THE PETITIONERS
SHALL AS IN DUTY BOUND EVER PRAY.
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Filed by :
K.R. SASIPRABHU
Advocate for the Petitioners
Drawn by : Ms.Bindu K Nair, Advocate
Settled by : Mr. C.S. Vaidyanathan, Sr. Advocate
Drawn on: 02.08.2012
Filed on : 06.10.2012
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
I.A No.
2012
IN WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 476/2012. OF 2012
IN THE MATTER OF:HIS HOLINESS PUJYA SHRI
DAYANANDA SARASWATI SWAMI
TO
THE HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE OF INDIA
AND HIS COMPANION JUDGES
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
The Humble Petition of the

Petitioners Above named

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH
Grounds For Interim Prayer
BC.
The Petitioner further submits that it is in the interest
of justice, equity and good conscience that pending the hearing and final disposal of the Writ Petition, the Respondents
by themselves, their servants and agents be restrained from
acting in furtherance of the impugned Sections 3(1), 3 (4), 23,
24, 26, 32, 35, 36, 36-A, 36-B, 43-A, 45, 47, 49, 49-B, 50, 54
(1), 63, Sections 71-76, 92 and 97 of the Tamil Nadu Hindu
Religious and Charitable Endowments Act, 1959 Act, Section 8, 12, 13, 15, 17-19 & 22, 25, 29, 41, 49, 51-55, 66, 70
read with 65-A, 87 of the AP Act and Sections 3A, 4, 8, 9, 11,
12, 13 and 14 of the Pondicherry Act, 1972.
***
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xqUSz ÷uõµn®

1. ©õ÷h CÀ»õ©À £õÀ EØ£zv! 19.1.2013 vÚ©o
|õÎuÈÀ öÁÎÁ¢u Pmkøµ. B]›¯º. v¸. ÷P.Gß.
Cµõ©a\¢vµß.
ußÚõÀ •i¯õu J¸ Põ›¯zøua ö\´xuµa
ö\õÀ¼ |a\›UQÓÁøÚ¨ £õºzx, ""PõøÍ ©õk, PõøÍ
©õk GßQ÷Óß, EÇUS¨£õÀ, EÇUS¨£õÀ GßÖ
PÊzuÖUQÓõ÷¯'' GßÖ ^ÖÁõºPÒ. BÚõÀ, ©õ÷h
CÀ»õ©À £õø» EØ£zv ö\´QÓ Âzøu ^ÚºP
ÐUS®, C¢v¯ºPÐUS® øPÁ¢u Pø»¯õQ Âmhx.
2008B® BsiÀ ^Úõ ÷©ø»|õkPÐUS HØÖ©v
ö\´u £õÀ ©ØÖ® SÇ¢øu EnÁõÚ £õÀ ö£õ¸Ò
PÎÀ ÷Áv¨ö£õ¸ÒPÒ AvP AÍÂÀ P»¢v¸¨£uõPU
Psk ¤iUP¨£mk Ax, ""©õö£¸® £õÀ FÇÀ'' GßÖ
¤µ£»©õÚx. HµõÍ©õÚ SÇ¢øuPÒ EÒ£h £»º
÷|õ´Áõ´¨£mhuõÀ ÷©ø» |õkPÒ ^Úzv¼¸¢x £õÀ
ö£õ¸ÒPøÍ CÓUS©v ö\´ÁuØSz uøh ÂvzuÚ.
^Úõ HØÖ©v ö\´u £õÀ ©ØÖ® £õÀ EnÄPÎÀ
"÷©»ø©ß' ((Melamine - Cynuramide, C3H6N6. Meltting
Point 3540C An important material used in plastic industry. Condensed with formaldehyde and other substances
it produces thermosetting resins which are stable to heat
and light.) GßÓ öuõÈ¼¯À ÷Áv¯À ((Industrial Chemical) ö£õ¸Ò P»UP¨£mi¸¢ux. w¨¤iUPõu Tøµ
©ØÖ® uk¨¦PøÍz u¯õ›UP EuÄ® "÷©»ø©ß
£õº©õÀiøík' ((Melamin-Formaldehyde resin
Melamine and Formaldehyde - HCHO - copolymerise to
form this polymer. It is quite har and is used in making
plastic crockery.) GßÓ ¤ÍõìiU ÷µõ\Úzøu (Põ´a]Ú
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¤]øÚ) EØ£zv ö\´¯z ÷uøÁ¯õÚ Pa\õ¨ö£õ¸Ò
"÷©»ø©ß'. Aøu¨ £õ¾hß P»¢x ÂmhõÀ Tku»õÚ
¦µua\zx C¸¨£øu¨÷£õ» •uÀ Pmha ÷\õuøÚPÎÀ
Põmk®. BÚõÀ, "÷©»ø©ß', ]Ö}µPzv¾®, ]Ö}º
EÖ¨¦PÎ¾® ÷\u÷©Ø£kzx® GßÖ Psk¤iUP¨
£mhx® Aøu EnÄ¨ ö£õ¸ÒPÎÀ ÷\º¨£x E»P
ÍõÂ¯ AÍÂÀ uøh ö\´¯¨£mk Âmhx.
^ÚõÂß £õÀ FÇÀ, 2008 áüø»°À öÁÎa\z
xUS Á¢ux. Akzu |Á®£¸USÒ ‰ßÖ »m\® ÷£º
"÷©»ø©ß' HØ£kzv¯ ÷PõÍõÖPÍõÀ £õvUP¨£mh
uõPU PshÔ¯¨£mhx. ]Ö}µPzvÀ PÀ E¸ÁõÁx
•u»õÚ £À÷ÁÖ ]Ö}µPU ÷PõÍõÖPÒ Põµn©õPU
SøÓ¢ux
BÖ
SÇ¢øuPÒ
©µn©øh¢uuõPÄ®
öu›¯Á¢ux. G¨£i¯õÁx HØÖ©vø¯¨ ö£¸UP
÷Ásk® GßÓ öÁÔ²hÛ¸UQÓ ^Úz öuõÈÀxøÓ
uõ® £¯ß£kzxQÓ ÷Áv¨ö£õ¸ÒPÒ Eh¾US FÖ
ÂøÍÂUPUTk® Gß£Ú ÷£õßÓ "AÀ£ Âå¯[P
ÐUPõP A»miU öPõÒÁvÀø»! |® |õmk¨ £õÀ
EØ£zv¯õÍºPÎÀ ]»º Eµzøu¨ ÷£õmk, wÁÚ®
ÁÍºzx, Aøu¨ £_ ©õmkUS Fmi Auß ¤ÓS
£õø»U PÓ¢x ÂØ£x uø»ø¯a _ØÔ ‰UøPz
öuõkÁx ÷£õßÓ Âå¯® GßÖ Gso÷¯õ GßÚ÷Áõ
& ÷|µi¯õP & ³›¯õ, Eµ®, PõìiU ÷\õhõ, \ø©¯À
Gsön´, \»øÁ ÷\õ¨¦z yÒ, uspº BQ¯ÁØÖhß
öPõg\® £õø»²® P»¢x ö\¯ØøP¨ £õø» ÷|µi
¯õP÷Á u¯õ›zx ÂmhõºPÒ. Ax £õº¨£uØS C¯ØøP
¯õÚ £õø»¨÷£õ»÷Á {Ó•®, ö\ÔÄ®, öPõÊ¨¦
EÒÍhUP•® öPõsi¸US®.
"£õÀö\ÔÄ ©õÛ'²® ((Lactometer) GÎvÀ
H©õ¢x Âk®. EnÄ B´ÁP[PÎÀ •uÀ {ø»a
÷\õuøÚPÎ¾®Th A¢ua "ö\¯ØøP¨ £õÀ' ÷uÔ
Âk®. BÚõÀ, Aøuz öuõhº¢x £¯ß£kzxQÓÁº
PÐUS¨ £õºøÁ¨¦»Ý®, ö\Â¨¦»Ý® £õvUP¨£kÁ
xhß ¦ØÖ÷|õ´ Á¸ÁuØS® Áõ´¨¦sk.
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]ÔxTh ©Ûuõ¤©õÚ÷©õ, £_Âh® A¤©õÚ÷©õ
CÀ»õ©À Põ_ ©mk÷© SÔ GßÔ¸UQÓ ]» £õÀ
EØ£zv¯õÍºPÐUS "BU]÷hõ]ß' ((A cyclic peptide
hormone secreted by the posterior lobe of the pituitary
glad. It stimulates contraction of the smooth muscle of
the uterus. Also, during lactation, it promotes the ejection of milk. It is used in obstetrical and veterinary practice to stimulate milk ejection and induce labour. Formula
C43H 66N 12012S.)) GßÓ ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸Ò øP öPõkUQÓx.
C¯ØøP¯õÚ BU]÷hõ]ß, Â»[SPÎß ¤m³mh›a
_µ¨¤°ß ¤ß£Sv°À EØ£zv¯õQa ÷\ªzx øÁUP¨
£kQÓ J¸ íõº÷©õß. Ax ö£sPÎß ¤µ\ÁzvØS¨
¤ÓS P¸¨ø£ø¯a _¸[P øÁ¨£uØS®, ©õº£Pzv
¼¸¢x £õø» öÁÎ¨£ha ö\´ÁuØS® EuÄQÓx.
A¢u íõº÷©õß ö\¯ØøP¯õPÄ® u¯õ›UP¨£mk
ÂØ£øÚ¯õQÓx.
¤µ\ÁzxUS¨ ¤ß P¸¨ø£°À ]UPÀ HØ£m
hõÀ AÁ\µ Põ» ]Qaø\US ©¸zxÁºPÒ Aøu¨ £¯ß
£kzxÁõºPÒ. AøuU PÁÚU SøÓÁõP¨ £¯ß£kzv
ÚõÀ P¸¨ø£ ÷\u¨£mkU QÈ¢x Th¨ ÷£õP»õ®.
PõÀ|øhPÐUS¨ £¯ß£kzu¨£k® ö\¯ØøP BU]
÷hõ]ß ªPÄ® ©¼ÁõP, J¸ SªÌ I®£x ø£\õ
Âø»°À QøhUQÓx. £õÀ PÓ¨£uØSa \ØÖ•ß
Aøu¨£õÀ ©i°À F] ‰»® ö\¾zv ÂmhõÀ
Tku»õP¨ £õÀ QøhUS® GßÓ uÁÓõÚ Gsn®
£õÀPõµºPÐUS HØ£mk Âmhx. BÚõÀ Esø©°À
Ax £õÀ Põ®¤¾ÒÍ _¸USz uø\PøÍz uÍºzv
Âmk¨ £õÀ ÷ÁP©õP öÁÎ¨£h ©mk÷© ö\´QÓx.
Azxhß Ax £_Âß CÚ®ö£¸UP EÖ¨¦PøÍa
÷\u¨£kzuÄ® Tk®.
ö£õß •møh°k® Áõzøu AÖzuÁß Pøu
©õv›, {øÓ¯¨ £õÀ Qøh¨£øu¨ ÷£õ»z ÷uõßÔ
Úõ¾® Cµsk ‰ßÖ BskPÎÀ £_ £õÀ u¸Áx
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SøÓ¢x ©»hõPÄ® BQÂk®. Auß ¤ÓS AøuU
"÷Põ&\õø»'U÷Põ (£_¨ £õxPõ¨¦ CÀ»®), P\õ¨¦U
PøhU÷Põ AÝ¨£ ÷Ási¯x uõß.
"BU]÷hõ]ß' ö\¾zvU Qøhzu £õø»¨£¸S®
©ÛuºPÐUS® SÔ¨£õPa ]Ö SÇ¢øuPÐUS® £»Âu
©õÚ Eh¼¯À ÷PõÍõÖPÒ Á¸®. P¸zu›zv¸US®
uõ´©õºPÒ A¢u¨ £õø»¨ £¸QÚõÀ ¤µ\Ázvß÷£õx
Pkø©¯õÚ Evµ¨÷£õUS HØ£k® Áõ´¨¦ AvP©õS®.
AvÀ u¨¤¨ ¤øÇzuõ¾® SÇ¢øuUS¨ £õ¿mkÁvÀ
]UPÀ HØ£h»õ®. £õºøÁz vÓÝ®, ÷PmS® vÖÝ®
£õvUP¨£kÁuõ²® PshÔ¨£mi¸UQÓx.
©õkPÐUS ©mkªßÔU Põ´, PÛ EØ£zv°¾®
BU]÷hõ]ß £¯ß£kzu¨£kQÓx. £Ó[Q, §\o, _øµ
÷£õßÓ Põ´PÎÀ BU]÷hõ]øÚ F] ‰»® ö\¾zv
ÚõÀ AÁØÔß £¸©ß K›¸ |õÒPÎ÷»÷¯ C¸©h[PõP
AvP›zx ÂkQÓx. CÆÁõÖ íõº÷©õßPÒ EnÄ¨
ö£õ¸ÒPÎß ‰»® Eh¼À ¦S®÷£õx Bsø© ©ØÖ®
ö£sø© £õvUP¨£k®. ]ÖªPÒ E›¯ Põ»zxUS
•ß÷£ £¸Áö©´v Âk® Áõ´¨¦ AvP›UQÓx. £õÀ
PõµºPøÍ ©mk® £È¨£vÀ AºzuªÀø». GÀ»õ¸÷©
£n® \®£õv¨£uØS¨ ÷£¯õP Aø»QÓõºPÒ. B°µ®
÷Põi ¹£õ´ ö\õzx ÷\º¢u ¤ßÚ¸® Akzu B°µ®
÷Põi ¹£õø¯a ÷\ºUP B»õ´¨ £Ó¢x G¢uÂu©õÚ
FÇ¼¾® Dk£hz u¯[PõuÁºPÎ¸UQÓ |®|õmiÀ
\õuõµn Â¯õ£›US A¢u |õmh® CÀ»õ©»õ ÷£õS®?
]» BskPÐUS •ß ug\õÅ›¼¸US® J¸
¤µ£»©õÚ |øPU Pøh°À J¸ \Áµß u[P |õn¯zøu
Áõ[Q÷Úß. ]» ©õu[PÒ PÈzx |øP ö\´ÁuØPõP
Aøu E¸UQ¯÷£õx Av¼¸¢x J¸ Ámh©õÚ
ö\¨¦zuPk ¤›¢x Á¢ux. |øPU Pøh •u»õÎ°h®
÷Pmh÷£õx, ""|õß GßÚ ö\´¯ •i²®? |õ÷Ú \Áµß
Põø\ CßöÚõ¸Á›h® Áõ[Qzuõ÷Ú ÂØQ÷Óß'' GßÖ
ö\õÀ¼Âmk •Pzøuz v¸¨¤U öPõshõº.
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CÆÁõÓõP GÀ»õ¨ ö£õ¸ÒPÎß Âå¯zv¾÷©
EØ£zv¯õÍ›hª¸¢x ¦Ó¨£mk¨ £» øPPÒ ©õÔ
~Pº÷Áõøµa ö\ßÓøh²® Áøµ JÆöÁõ¸ Pmhzv¾®
P»¨£h® TiU öPõs÷h ÷£õQÓx. A›]°À PÀ,
ªÍPõ´¨ ö£õi°À ö\[PÀ yÒ, ªÍQÀ £¨£õÎ
Âøu, ÷u°ø»°À EÐ¢xz ÷uõ¼, ©g\Ò ö£õi°À
{Ó÷©ØÓ¨£mh _snõ®¦z yÒ, \ºUPøµ°À µøÁ
GßÖ ÷áõi ÷\º¨£vÀ "•x{ø» •øÚÁº' £mh®
ö£Ö® AÍÄUSz ÷uºa] ö£ØÔ¸UQÓõºPÒ. A›]ø¯¨
÷£õ»÷Á, £¸¨ø£¨ ÷£õ»÷Á, EÐ¢x £°øÓ¨
÷£õ»÷Á ÷uõØÓ©ÎUS® PÀ S¸ønPøÍ E¸ÁõUS®
¯¢vµ[PøÍ
ÁiÁø©zx,
AÁØÖUS
Aµ]ß
AÝ©vø¯²® ö£ØÖ "öuõÈÀ' ö\´QÓõºPÒ!
CÆÁõÓõÚ
P»¨£ha
ö£õ¸ÒPøÍa
\ØÖ
ö£õÖUQÚõÀ ¤›zöukzxÂh •i²®. BÚõÀ §a]U
öPõÀ¼PÒ ©ØÖ® µ\õ¯Ú Eµ[PÒ ‰»©õPz uõÛ¯[
PÐUSÒ £µÂÂk® ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPøÍ G¨£i }UP
•i²®? Põ´&PÛPÐUSU PÁºa] u¸® {Ó[PøÍ
HØÓÄ®, Põ´PÒ £ÊUPõ©¾®, PÛPÒ AÊPõ©¾®
ukUPÄ® £¯ß£k® ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPÒ, ©µ¤¯À
©õØÓ® ö\´¯ EuÄ® ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPÒ GÚÖ £»
÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPøÍ |õ® EmöPõÒQ÷Óõ®. Ax©mk
©ßÔ EnÄ¨ £õUöPmkPÎÀ Aa]h¨ £¯ß£kzu¨
£k® \õ¯ ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPÐ® EnÂÀ P»¢x
ÂkQßÓÚ.
FÖPõ´PÎß {Ózøu ÷©®£kzuÄ®, h¨¤°À
AøhUP¨£mk Á¸® Põ´PÔPÎß £_ø© ©õÓõ©À
ukUPÄ® ö\¨¦ ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPÒ P»UP¨£k
QßÓÚ. uº§\o, £mhõo, Sh ªÍPõ´, Pzu›UPõ´
÷£õßÓøÁ F] ‰»® HØÓ¨£k® ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸Ò
PÍõÀ ö©¸÷PØÓ¨£kQßÓÚ. B¨¤Ò £Ç[PÐUS
ö©¸÷PØÓU "PõŸ¯ Bº\÷Úm' ((Lead Arsenate
{Pb3[AsO4]2} A white crystalline substance, m.p.10420c.,
used as an insecticide.) öuÎUP¨£kQÓx. ©g\Ò
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ö£õi ©ØÖ® ©\õ»õz yÒPÎÀ "PõŸ¯ S÷µõ÷©m' ((Lead
Chromate [PbCrO4] An yellow precipitate obtained after
mixing solution of lead salts and potassium chromate. It
is used as a yellow pigment.) P»UP¨£kQÓx. CÆ÷Áv
¯À ö£õ¸ÒPÒ µzu÷\õøP, SøÓ¨ ¤µ\Á®, •hUS
Áõu®, ÷£õßÓ ÷PõÍõÖPøÍ EshõUP ÁÀ»øÁ.
C¢v¯õÂß ÂÁ\õ°PÒ, I÷µõ¨¤¯ ÂÁ\õ°
PøÍÂh 750 ©h[S AvP©õÚ ÷Áv¯À Eµ[PøÍ²®,
§a]U öPõÀ¼PøÍ²® £¯ß£kzxQÓõºPÒ. CuÚõ
÷»÷¯
÷©ø»|õkPÒ
C¢v¯õÂ¼¸¢x
EnÄ¨
ö£õ¸Ò PøÍ CÓUS©v ö\´ÁuØSU Pkø©¯õÚ
Pmk¨£õkPøÍ ÂvUQßÓÚ. C¢v¯z uõ´©õºPÒ u¸®
uõ´¨£õ¼À S÷Íõ›ß ((Chlorine) ©ØÖ® £õì÷£m
( Phosphate) §a]U öPõÀ¼PÎß Ga\[PÒ öuß£k
Áøu Kº B´Ä Psk ¤izxÒÍx. •ø»¨¦ØÖ
÷|õ¯õÀ £õvUP¨£mh ö£sPÎß •ø»¨ £õ¼À ©ØÓ
ö£sPÎß •ø»¨£õ¼À EÒÍøuÂh AvP AÍÂÀ
§a]U
öPõÀ¼PÎß
Ga\[PÒ
Põn¨£kÁx®
PshÔ¯¨£mhx.
£» BskPÐUS •ß J¸ öáº©õÛ¯ ©¸¢
uõ´Ä {ÖÁÚ® Pzu›a ö\i°ß ÷ÁºPÎß ©¸zxÁ
Sn[PøÍa
÷\õvUP
Â¸®¤
C¢v¯õÂ¼¸¢x
AÁØøÓ CÓUS©v ö\´ux. ÁÇUP¨£i÷¯ C¢v¯
HØÖ©v¯õÍº Pzu›aö\i ÷ÁºPÐhß øP°»P¨£mh
Põmkaö\i ÷ÁºPøÍ²® P»¨£h® ö\´x AÝ¨¤Úõº.
öáº©õÛ¯ {ÖÁÚ® AÁº AÝ¨¤¯ P»¨£h ÷ÁºPÎß
¦ØÖ÷|õø¯zukUS® ÷Áv¯À ö£õ¸ÒPÒ C¸¨£øuU
Psk, Pzu›aö\i ÷Áº ÷Áshõ®, P»¨£h ÷ÁºPøÍ
©mk® {øÓ¯z vµmi AÝ¨¦®£i ÷Põ›¯x.
CÆÁõÖuõß µ°À £õøuPÎÀ ÷Pm£õµØÖ ©s
iUQh¢u {zv¯ PÀ¯õoa ö\i°ß ©PzxÁ® Psk
¤iUP¨£mhx. GÚUSz öu›¢uÁøµ P»¨£hzuõÀ
HØ£mh J÷µ J¸ |ßø© Cxuõß!
***
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2. A¸ÒªS _¨¤µ©s¯ìÁõª v¸U÷Põ°À v¸a
ö\¢yº uoUøP AÔUøP (£\¼ 1416 & 1418).
CuÌ 164Cß öuõhºa].
Á›ø\ Gs 31. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 32.
÷Põ\õø»PÒ PõÀ|øhPÒ £µõ©›UP¨£mh Põ»zvÀ
£õÀ ÁµÄ øÁUP¨£hÂÀø». CÇ¨¦ ¹.1,92,720/&
Á›ø\ Gs 32. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 33.
PõÀ|øhPÒ Põ¨¥k ö\´¯ |hÁiUøP GkUP¨£h
ÂÀø». ¤Ó v¸U÷Põ°¼¸¢x & Põ¨¥k ö\´x ö£Ó¨
£mh PõÀ |øhPÒ CÓ¢xÒÍx & Põ¨¥k öuõøP
ö£Ó¨£hÂÀø» & CÇ¨¦.
Á›ø\ Gs 33. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 34.
Âkv AøÓPÎÀ ©õuUPnUQÀ J¨£¢uUPõµºPÒ
u[Q°¸¨£x ÁõhøP Á`À ö\´¯¨£hÂÀø». Pkø©
¯õÚ •øÓ÷Pk CÇ¨¦ ö£õÖ¨£õÚÁºPÎhª¸¢x
Dkö\´¯¨£kÁ÷uõk AÝ©v°ßÔ u[P AÝ©vzu
ÁºPÒ «x {ºÁõP |hÁiUøP GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®. ¹.
1,40,000/&
Á›ø\ Gs 34. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 35.
•UQ¯ ¤µ•PºPÒ & AøÓPÎÀ C»Á\©õPz u[Q¯x
£v÷ÁkPÒ uoUøPUS uõUPÀ ö\´¯¨£hÂÀø».
uUP |hÁiUøP GkUP¨£h ÷Ásk®. CÇ¨¦
¹.1,26,100/&
Á›ø\ Gs 35. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 36.
Âkv AøÓPÒ TkuÀ ÷|µ® u[Q¯x. E›¯ ÁõhøP
Á`¼UP¨£hõø© & CÇ¨¦ ¹. 27,080/& ö£õÖ¨£õÚ
ÁºPÎhª¸¢x Á`À ö\´¯¨£h |hÁiUøP GkzuÀ
÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 36. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 37.
v¸U÷Põ°À ¦zuP® & {¾øÁ°ßÔ ÂØ£øÚ ö\´¯¨
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£h ÷Ási¯ ¦zuP[PÒ ÂØ£øÚ ö\´¯¨£hõ©÷»
B»¯ {v°¼¸¢x öuõøP ö\»Âmhx. B»¯zvØS¨
ö£¸® {v CÇ¨¦ & ¹. 2,27,130/& Dk ö\´¯¨£h
÷Ásk®.

C¸ BskPÒ |hÁiUøP GkUPõ©À ÷Põ¨¤øÚ
Qh¨¤À ÷£õmh ¤›Ä GÊzu›hª¸¢x Ámi°Ç¨¦
¹.19,800/& Dkö\´¯¨£kÁxhß öuõøP²® ÂøµÂÀ
Á`À ö\´¯ |hÁiUøP GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®.

Á›ø\ Gs 37. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 38.
J¨£¢u¨ ¦ÒÎø¯z v¸zv AvP Âø» öPõkzx
B»¯zvØS CÇ¨¦ HØ£kzv¯x. SøÓ¢u Âø»¨
¦ÒÎø¯ Âkzx AvP Âø»¨¦ÒÎø¯ AÝ©vzx
CÇ¨¦ HØ£kzv¯x. CÇ¨¦ ö£õÖ¨£õÚÁºPÎhª¸¢x
Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®. ¹.30,830/&

Á›ø\ Gs 42. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 43.
j\À PnUS & j\À AvPa ö\»öÁÊv¯x & C¸¨¦
SøÓÁõP Põs¤zux & ÁµÄ øÁUPõux & Cµmøha
ö\»Ä uõUPÀ ö\´ux. CÆÁõÓõÚ •øÓ ÷PkPÒ ‰»®
B»¯zvØS HØ£kzv¯ CÇ¨¦. ¹. 32,899/& Dk
ö\´¯¨£kÁ÷uõk ö£õÖ¨£õÚÁºPÒ «x uUP {ºÁõP
|hÁiUøP²® GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®.

Á›ø\ Gs 38. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 39.
Bøn¯º A¾Á»P E£÷¯õPzvØS ö£õ¸mPÒ öPõÒ
•uÀ ö\´ux & GÆÂu EzuµÄ® CÀø» & CÇ¨¦
¹.49,986/& Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 39. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 40.
\s•PÂ»õ\ Esi¯À & µ^x ¦zuP[PÒ uoUøP
¯õsiÀ C¸¨¦U PnUQÀ (£iÁ® & 22) C¸¢x
ÁÇ[P¨£hõu ¦zuP[PÒ Esi¯¼À £¯ß£kzu¨
£mhx. {ºÁõP B´Ä ÷©ØöPõÒÍ¨£h ÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 40. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 41.
\s•PÂ»õ\ Esi¯À E£¯® ©ØÖ® x»õ£õµ®
‰»©õP ÁµÄ Á¢ux & ÁµÄ øÁUP¨£hÂÀø». CÇ¨¦
¹. 40,103/& ö£õÖ¨£õÚÁºPÎhª¸¢x Dk ö\´¯¨£h
÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 41. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 42.
E£¯uõµº ÁÇ[Q¯ SÖ¢uPk & Bøn¯µõÀ Cuµ
÷Põ°ÀPÐUS AÝ¨£¨£mhx & SÖ¢uPmiß ©v¨ø£
A¸ÒªS _¨¤µ©o¯ _Áõª v¸U÷Põ°À v¸aö\¢y
¸US ÁÇ[P EzuµÂh¨£mhx. ]» ÷Põ°ÀPÎ
hª¸¢x ©v¨¦ öuõøP ¹.44,000/& ö£Ó¨£hÂÀø».
¤¨µÁ›&2013

£õg\áß¯®

72

Á›ø\ Gs 43. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 44.
j\À PnUS C»m\UPnUQÀ öPõÒ•uÀ ªP AvP®
HØPzuUPuõP Cßø© & CÀ»õu C¸¨¦USa ö\»öÁ
Êv¯x & öPõÒ•u¼ßÔ ÁµÄ øÁzux. ªßuh[P
¾USa \õßÖPÎßø©. PsPõo¨¤ßø©, B»¯zvØS
÷£›Ç¨¦ Pkø©¯õÚ •øÓ÷Pk uUP|hÁiUøP
GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 44. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 45.
_Põuõµ® ÷Á»Áß Âkv AøÓ Gs 66 ÁõhøPUS
öPõkUP¨£mhx. Âsn¨£uõµº ÁÇ[P •ßÁ¢u
ÁõhøPø¯ ©øÓzx SøÓÁõP ÁõhøP {ºn¯®
ö\´¯U Põµn©õ°¸¢x & B»¯zvØS CÇ¨¦ HØ£kz
u¨£mhx. Dkö\´¯¨£kÁxhß ö£õÖ¨£õÚ GÊzuº
«x Pk® |hÁiUøP GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®. ¹.9,677/&
Á›ø\ Gs 45. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 46.
Aºa\Pº £°Ø] £ÒÎ & EuÂ öuõøP ÁÇ[Q¯x &
©õnÁºPÒ £ÒÎ ÷Áø» |õmPÎÀ Âk¨¦ ö\´ux &
EuÂ öuõøP SøÓÄ ö\´x ÁÇ[P¨£hÂÀø» & {v
CÇ¨¦ ¹. 7,352/& Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®.
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Á›ø\ Gs 46. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 47.
Aµ_¨ £o°¼¸¢x K´Ä ö£ØÓ £o¯õÍºPÒ {¯©Ú®
K´Äö£ØÓ £uÂ°ß {ø»U÷PØ£ \®£Í® {ºn¯®
ö\´¯¨£hõø© \©{ø»¨ £uÂPÎÀ K´Ä ö£ØÓÁº
PøÍ £o¯©ºzv¯÷£õx J÷µ\®£Í® {ºn¯®
ö\´¯¨£hõø©.
Á›ø\ Gs 47. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 48.
£o¯õÍº Si°¸¨¦ 4% ÁõhøP ¤izu® ö\´¯õ©À
SøÓÁõP ¤izu® ö\´ux CÇ¨¦. ¹. 1,06,843/& Dk
ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 48. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 49.
A¾Á»P¨ £o¯õÍºPÒ •Põ® ö\ßÓx. \õßÖ
CÀ»õ©À £¯n¨£i £mi¯À AÝ©vUP¨£mhx &
•øÓ÷Pk & öuõøP Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®. ¹.
29,657/&
Á›ø\ Gs 49. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 50.
£o¯õÍºPÎß \®£Ízvß ÂQu¨£i ÂQuzvØ÷PØ£
Si°¸¨¦ ÁõhøP Á`À ö\´¯¨£hÂÀø». SøÓ¢u
ÁõhøPUS Ãk JxURk ö\´¯¨£mhx. CÇ¨¦ ¹.
21,603/&
Á›ø\ Gs 50. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 51.
öuõS¨§v¯ Ai¨£øh°À £o¦›²® K´Ä ö£ØÓ
£o¯õÍºPÐUS A¯À £o¯õÍº Si°¸¨¦PÒ
Bøn¯º AÝ©v°ßÔ SøÓ¢u ÁõhøPUS uÛ¨£mh
•øÓ°À ÁÇ[P¨£mhx. Bøn¯º ¤ß÷ÚØ¦ AÝ©v
ö£Ó¨£kÁxhß Si°¸¨¦ ÁõhøP {ºn¯® ö\´¯¨
£h ÷Ásk®.
öPõÒøÍ÷¯õ! öPõÒøÍ!!. (C¢u¨ £PØöPõÒ
øÍUPõµºPøÍ v¸aö\¢yº •¸Pß usi¨£x
GßÚõ÷Íõ?
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Á›ø\ Gs 51. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 52.
ö|´ öPõÒ•uÀ & Bøn¯º _ØÓÔUøP¨£i ÷\»®
BÂß ¼m {ÖÁÚzvÀ öPõÒ•uÀ ö\´¯¨£mhx.
öuõhº¢x öPõÒ•uÀ ö\´¯¨£mhx. Pk[SøÓ£õk
CÇ¨¦ ¹. 6,27,517/&
Á›ø\ Gs 52. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 53.
AvP›zx Á¸® SzuøP {¾øÁPÒ uìvz öuõøPU
Th Á`¼U£hõø©, {»Á¸Áõ´ «xU PÁÚ®
ö\¾zuõø© ¹£õ´ 77¼ ÷PõiUS ÷©À £õUQPÒ Á`À
ö\´¯¨£hõu {ø»°À Á¸Áõ´ •hUP® ‰ßÓõsk
PÎÀ ¹£õ´ 33¾ ÷PõiUS ÷©À Ámi°Ç¨¦ \®£¢u¨
£mhÁºPøÍ¨ ö£õÖ¨£õUQ CÇ¨¦ Dkö\´¯¨
£kÁ÷uõk 1959B® Á¸h C¢x \©¯ AÓ{ø»¯a\mh®
v¸zu¨£mh \mh® 52/1999 ¤›Ä 79] £i á¨v
|hÁiUøP ‰»® {¾øÁPÒ Á`¼UP¨£h ÷Ásk®.
(C¢uU ÷Põ°¾US |õØ£uõ°µ® ¹£õ´ \®£ÍzvÀ
Kº Cøn Bøn¯º ÷uøÁ¯õ? ÷Põ°ÀPøÍ¨
£µõ©›UQ ÷Óõ® GßÖ Em¦S¢u Aµ\õ[P® GßÚ
ö\´x öPõsi ¸UQÓx. EmxøÓ ÂÁPõµ[PÎÀ
u® ‰UøP ~øÇzxU öPõsk uõß ö\´¯ ÷Ási¯
Phø©PøÍ ©Ó¢x ö\¯¨£kQÓx. C¢u AÁ»
{ø»ø¯ uªÌ|õmiÀuõß Põn»õ®. Esø©¯õÚ
Bß«P _u¢vµ® GßÖ QøhUS÷©õ! C¢u¨
£nzøu Á`À ö\´uõÀ 1000 Qµõ©zxU ÷Põ°À
PøÍ \›¯õÚ •øÓ°À £µõ©›UP»õ®.)
Á›ø\ Gs 53. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 54.
á¨v |hÁiUøP ‰»® {¾øÁPøÍ Á`À ö\´¯
|hÁiUøP GkUPõx }v©ßÓzvÀ ÁÇUS öuõhº¢x
Ãs ö\»Ä CÇ¨¦ Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®. ¹.
1,59,755/&
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Á›ø\ Gs 54. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 55.
£Ø£SÍ® Qµõ© |ßö\´ {»® & H»® öuõøP Á`¼U
Põux «sk® H»® Âh¨£hõ©À CÇ¨¦ HØ£kzv¯x
CÇ¨¦ ¹. 95,059&I Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®.

Á›ø\ Gs 61. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 62.
ö|À¾US¨ £vÀ öµõUP® ö£ØÓx & Bøn¯µõÀ
{ºn¯® ö\´¯¨£mh Âø»ø¯ Âh SøÓÁõP Á`¼z
ux SøÓPÒ.

Á›ø\ Gs 55. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 56.
£¢uÀ ©sh£®, Põ¼©øÚ ÁõhøP Dk ö\´¯¨£mk
©ÖH»ªmhx & £õUQ Á`À ö\´¯ C¯»õux &
|ßöPõøh H»ªh¨£hõux & CÇ¨¦ Dk ö\´¯¨£h
÷Ásk®.

Á›ø\ Gs 62. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 63.
Põº £µõ©›¨¦ & ^¸¢x Gs TN 69&3238 & AÍÃmk
£v÷Ák ((Log book)) uoUøPUS uõUPÀ ö\´¯¨£h
ÂÀø».

Á›ø\ Gs 56. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 57.
Á¸Áõ´ }v©ßÓ® ÁÇUS v¸U÷Põ°À {ºÁõP® \õº¤À
}v©ßÓzvÀ BáµõPõuuõÀ ÁÇUS uÒÐ£i ö\´¯¨
£mhx & CÇ¨¦ Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®. Pk[SøÓ
£õk ¹.31,132/&
Á›ø\ Gs 57. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 58.
£øÇ¯ C¸®¦ PmiÀ ö£õx H»® ‰»® ÂØ£øÚ:
CÇ¨¦ ¹.48,600/&
Á›ø\ Gs 58. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 59.
ö|À AøµøÁ ö\´ux & Psk•uÀ SøÓÄ CÇ¨¦
ö£õÖ¨£õÚÁºPÍõÀ Dk ö\´¯¨£h ÷Ásk®.
¹.6,02,592/&
Á›ø\ Gs 59. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 60.
ö|À ÂØ£øÚ ö\´ux & ö|À öPmk¨ ÷£õÚuõÀ &
Âø» SøÓ¢x CÇ¨¦ HØ£mhx & Dk ö\´¯¨£h
÷Ásk® ¹. 80,023/&
Á›ø\ Gs 60. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 61.
ö|À ÂØ£øÚ öuõøP & Aµ_ {ºn¯ Âø»ø¯ Âh
ªPÄ® SøÓÁõP EÒÍx. B´Ä ö\´¯¨£mk
|hÁiUøP GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®.
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Á›ø\ Gs 63. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 64.
÷Áø»PÒ & AÍÄ® ¦zuP[PÒ ÷Põ¨¦PÒ uoUøPUS
uõUPÀ ö\´¯¨£hÂÀø». ö£õÖ¨£õÚÁºPÒ «x
{ºÁõP |hÁiUøP GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®. Pk[SøÓ£õk
¹.1,69,67,095. (C©õ»¯ FÇÀ. FÇ¼ß FØÖU
Ps÷n v¸aö\¢yº ÷£õ¾®. C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯z
xøÓUS Cx÷£õßÓ CønBøn¯ºPÐ®, I.A.S.
£mh® Bøn¯¸® ÷uøÁ¯õ?)
Á›ø\ Gs 64. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 65.
öuõÈ»õÍº |»{v ¤izu® öuõøP & J¨£¢u¨¦ÒÎ
ÂØ£øÚÁ› ¤izu® öuõøP E›¯ xøÓPÐUSa
ö\¾zu¨£hõø© ªP •UQ¯ £v÷ÁhõÚ AÍÄ ¦zuP®
•øÓ¯õP¨ ÷£n¨£hõø© & •iÁÔUøP J¨¦uÀ
ö£Ó¨£hõ©À öuõøP £mkÁõhõ ö\´x Á¸Áx ©ØÖ®
SøÓ£õkPÒ |hÁiUøP GkzuÀ ÷Ásk®.
Á›ø\ Gs 65. uoUøP AÔUøP £zv Gs 66.
÷\©|»{vU PnUSPÒ ‰ßÖ Á¸h[PÍõP GÊu¨
£hõø© Phø©°¼¸¢x uÁÔ¯ GÊzuºPÐUSa \®£
Ízvß Bøn¯º EzuµÄ¨£i |hÁiUøP Gk¨£x®
J¸£Svush©õP {ºn¯® ö\´x Á`À ö\´¯¨£h
÷Ásk®.
***
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One Day National Seminar on
'An Interdisciplinary Study of
Tulasi on 20.12.2012. At the Academy of Sanskrit Research Melkote.
CuÌ 164Cß öuõhºa].

÷uõÎ÷\º¤ßøÚö£õ¸mk G¸÷uÌuÉCU
÷PõÎ¯õº * ÷PõÁ»Úõº ShUTzuÚõº *
uõÎøn÷©»o usn¢xÇõö¯ß÷Ó
|õÐ|õÒ * ø|QßÓuõÀ Gßuß©õu÷µ.
toli cer pinnaiporuttu, erutu el taliik
koliyar, kovalanar, kutak kuttanar
tal-inaimel ani tan am tulay enre
nalum nal naikinratal-en-tan matare.

(IV-2-5)

Pining for the tulaci, cool and lovely, on His feet worn
By Kovalan, the Pot-dancer, who pounced upon the bulls seven,
To win the hand of Pinnai, the pretty bride, with shoulders fine.

Parankusa Nayaki is said to be withering away, in
contemplation of the Tulasi worn by Kovalan (Gopala
Krsna) when He tamed the seven unruly bulls to secure the hand of Nappinnai, the charming niece of
Queen Yasodha. If the gnostic mother could not get
for the Nayaki, the Tulasi garland worn by the Lord
in the heavenly abode, she would want to know why
she cannot have the Tulasi from the feet of Sri Krsna
who encountered the seven unruly bulls for the sake
of one like her.
£õg\áß¯®

matar ma manmatantaiporuttu, enam ay,
ati am kalattu akal-itam kintavar
patankalmel ani paim pon tulay enre
otum mal eytinal-en-tan matantaiye.

(IV-2-6)

My young daughter stands entranced by the tulaci, superfine,
which did the lovely feet of the Great Boar adorn,
Who the Earth pulled out in a distant past,
From deep waters to placate Mother Earth of charm exquisite.

Alas! day by day, my daughter keeps withering down,
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©õuº©õ©s©h¢øuö£õ¸mk HÚ©õ´ *
Bv¯[Põ»zx AP¼h®RshÁº *
£õu[PÒ÷©»o ø£®ö£õßxÇõö¯ß÷Ó
Kx®©õÀ * G´vÚÒ Gßuß©h¢øu÷¯.
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The Mother says that her daughter goes into raptures
over the Tulasi worn at the feet of the lord who assumed even the form of a beast and reclaimed the
earth from beneath thedeep waters for the sake of
just another lady, namely, Dame Earth.
©h¢øuø¯ ÁsP©»zv¸©õvøÚ *
uh[öPõÒuõº©õº¤ÛÀøÁzuÁº uõÎß÷©À *
Áh®öPõÒ
§¢usn¢xÇõ´©»ºU÷P CÁÒ
Áh®öPõÒ§¢usn¢xÇõ´©»ºU÷P
©h[S©õÀ * Áõqu½º! Gß©hUöPõ®÷£.
Matantaiyai, van kamalat tirumatinai,
tatam kol tar marpinil vaittavar talinmel
vatam kol pum tan am tulay malarkke ival
matankumal, val-nutalir!-en matakkompe.

(IV-2-7)

Ye, damsels with foreheads bright! here's my daughter,
Like unto the creeper young, madly after
The Tulasi garland, cool and lovely, closely knit,
at the feet of the Lord who lodged on His broad chest,
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With garland, bedecked (Laksmi), the lotus-born,
The lady, young and lovely (when He did the ocean churn).
Parankusa Nayaki's mind leaps back to the churning of the Milk-ocean, when Laksmi emerged and got
Herself lodged on the Lord's chest. Following the
usual pattern, the Nayaki is after the Tulasi worn by
the Lord on His feet at that time.
öPõ®¦÷£õÀ^øuö£õ¸mk C»[øP|Pº *
A®ö£›²´zuÁº uõÎøn÷©»o *
usn¢xÇõ´©»ºU÷P CÁÒ
Á®£ÂÌ
Á®£ÂÌusn¢xÇõ´©»ºU÷P
|®¦©õÀ * |õßCuØSGßö\´÷Pß? |[øP«º!
Kompu Pol citaiporuttu, ilankai nakar
ampu eri uyttavar tal-inaimel ani
vampu avil tan am tulay malarkke ival
nampumal-nan itarku en ceyken, nankaimir? (IV-2-8)
Ye, young ladies, what can I do for my daughter
Who does for the fragrant Tulasi, cool and lovely, aspire,
Worn at the feet of Rama whose arrows spat fire
On Lanka to reclaim Citai, like unto the comely creeper?

The creeper is but a part of the tree and Sita, the lovely
creeper is thus part of the tree, namely, Rama (like
unto the gem and its lustre, the Sun and its sheen).
|[øP«º! }¸® Kºö£sö£ØÖ|ÀQÜº *
G[V÷Úö\õÀ¾÷Pß? ¯õßö£ØÓHøÇø¯ *
\[öPßÝ®\UPµö©ßÝ® xÇõö¯ßÝ® *
C[V÷Úö\õÀ¾® Cµõ¨£PÀGß ö\´÷Pß?
nankaimir! nirum or pen perru nalkinir;
ennane colluken-yan perra elaiyai?
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canku ennum; cakkaram ennum; tulay ennum;
innane collum irap pakal-en ceyken? (IV-2-9)
Ye, ladies, you too have reared up daughters,
But what to say of mine, this odd thing of a daughter?
Day and night, she keeps mentioning the Lord's conch,
The discus and Tulasi; what can I do for her, as such?

Addressing her mates, the Mother points out
the difference between their daughters and hers.
Deeply engrossed with God-love, Parankusa
Nayaki's speech is halting; not being sufficiently articulate, she spells out, at long intervals, the words
'conch', 'discus' and 'Tulasi'.
Gßö\´÷Pß? GßÝøh¨÷£øu Gß÷Põ©Í® *
Gßö\õÀ¾® GßÁ\•©À»Ò|[øP«º! *
ªßö\´§s©õº¤Úß PsnßPÇÀxÇõ´ *
ö£õßö\´§sö©ß •ø»UöPßÖ ö©¼²÷©.
en ceyken?-ennutaip petai, en komalam,
en collum en vacamum allal; nankaimir!
min cey pun marpinan kannan kalal-tulay
pon cey pun men mulaikku enru meliyume. (IV-2-10)
Ye, ladies, what shall I do with my daughter?
She listens not to me, being immature and tender,
Well beyond control, poor thing, she is getting thinner,
Wanting to decorate her fond but languishing breast
With Tulasi worn on the feet of Kannan on whose chest,
Broad and bedecked, the jewels gleam bright.

The ladies, to whom the mother complains,
turn round and ask her whether she could not counsel her daughter suitably and keep her under re¤¨µÁ›&2013
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straint. The mother regrets that her daughter has
gone out of hand, being enthralled by the charming
personality of Sri Krsna, bedecked with lustrous jewels. Unable to secure the Tulasi, worn on His feet,
with which Parankusa Nayaki wants to decorate her
emaciated but all the more attractive breast, she is
thinning down and the Mother just does not know
how to deal with a daughter like this, infatuated with
God-love, too deep for words. The Mother cannot
punish the daughter because she is not merely immature but much-too-tender to stand the punishment. Bringing the God-intoxicated daughter round
to the commonplace standards through routine advice, is also out of the question.
ö©¼²®÷|õ´wºUS® |®Psnß PÇÀPÒ÷©À *
©¼¦PÌ ÁsS¸Tºa\h÷Põ£ßö\õÀ *
J¼¦PÇõ°µzx C¨£zx®ÁÀ»Áº *
©¼¦PÌÁõÚÁºUPõÁº |Ø÷PõøÁ÷¯.
meliyum noy tirkkum nam kannan kalalkalmel
mali pukal van kurukure catakopan col
oil pukal ayirattu ip pattum vallavar
mali pukal vanavarkku avar nal-kovaiye. (IV-2-11)
Those that can recite these songs ten
Out of the thousand glorious songs of Kurukur Satakopan,
Of established fame, adoring the feet of Kannan,
The cure certain for the wasting malady of separation from Him,
Will on a par be with the celestials in heaven, of great fame.

This end-stanza spells out the benefit accruing
to those who are conversant with the ten preceding stanzas. The scholars will enjoy parity with the 'Nitya Suris",
the Ever-free angels in heaven. As the Azhwar who pined
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for the tulaci at the feet of the Lord all along now describes these very feet as the cure for the malady of separation from Him, it is clear that the Lord has again obliged
the Azhwar with His beaming presence and regaled him,
even as Lord Krsna regaled the Gopis, after a spell of
separation from them.
Thirumangai Azhwar as Parakala Nayaki:
Similarly, Thirumangai Azhwar in his Peria
Thirumozhi 8-4 desires to get the fragrance of the Tulasi
garland worn by the Lord at Thiruk kannapuram.
In the songs in which he takes on the persona of
a maiden in love with the Lord where his greatest emotional fervour is expressed. In Periya Thirumozhi 8.4.
Parakala Nayaki asks a dragon-fly to go to her Lord and
then return to her bearing the fragrance of His Tulasi
garland:
ÂsnPºu[PÒö£¸©õß v¸©õºÁß *
©snÁöµÀ»õ®Án[S® ©¼¦PÌ÷\º *
Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß Pvº•i÷©À *
Ásn|Ö¢xÇõ´ Á¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥! 1
O Dragon-fly! Go now to my Lord of
Tirukkannapuram, - He is the Lord of the celestials, He
bears Sri on His chest, He is worshipped by the whole
world, - come back and blow over me the fragrance of
His Tulasi wreath.
÷Áu•uÀÁß ÂÍ[S¦›¡»ß *
£õu®£µÂ¨ £»¸®£o¢÷uzv *
Põußø©ö\´²® Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß *
uõx|Ö¢xÇõ´ uõÌ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥! 2
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O Dragon-fly! Go now to my Lord of Tiruk
kannapuram, - He is the first-cause Lord of the Vedas,
He wears the Vedic thread, the world praises His feet,
offering worship, filled with love, - come back and blow
over me the pollen from His Tulasi wreath.
Âsh©»öµÀ»õ® Fv}Gßö£Öv? *
Ash•uÀÁß A©µºPöÍÀ»õ¸® *
PskÁn[S® Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß *
Ásk|Ö¢xÇõ´ Á¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥! 3
O Dragon-fly! What do you get from hovering over
blossoming flowers! Go to my Lord of Tirukkannapuram
- He is the Lord of the Universe, worshipped by all the
celestials - come back and blow over me the fragrance
of His Tulasi wreath. (PT 8.4.3)
}º©¼QßÓx Kº«Úõ´Kµõø©²©õ´ *
^º©¼QßÓx Kº][PÄ¸ÁõQ *
Põº©¼Ásnß Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß *
uõº©¼usxÇõ´ uõÌ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥!
4
O Dragon-fly! Go now to Lord of Tirukkannapuram,
- He is the beautiful who came as a fish in the deluge, as
a turtle in the sea, and a man-lion in the yore, - come
back and blow over me the fragrance of His Tulasi wreath.
Hµõº©»öµÀ»õ® Fv}Gßö£Öv?*
£õµõ¸»P® £µÁ, ö£¸[Ph¾Ò *
Põµõø©¯õÚ Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß *
uõµõº|Ö¢xÇõ´ uõÌ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥! 5
O Dragon-fly! What use hovering over all beautiful flowers? Go now to my Lord of Tirukkannapuram, He
came as a huge turtle in the deep ocean that girdles the
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Earth, - then come back and blow over me the fragrance
of His Tulasi wreath.
©õºÂÀv¸Áß Á»÷Ú¢x\UPµzuß *
£õøµ¨¤Í¢u £µ©ß£µg÷\õv *
Põ›ÀvPÌ Põ¯õÁsnßPvº•i÷©À *
uõ›À|Ö¢xÇõ´ uõÌ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥!
6
uõÌ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥!6
O Dragon-fly! He bears Sri on his chest, and a radiant discus on His right hand. He is the great one who
lifted the Earth. He has a radiant form and the dark hue
of the kaya flower, - come back and blow over me the
fragrance of His Tulasi wreath.
Áõ©ÚßPØQ ©x`uß©õuÁß *
uõº©ßÝuõ\µv¯õ¯ uh©õºÁß *
Põ©ßußuõøu Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß *
uõ©|Ö¢xÇõ´ uõÌ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥! 7
O Dragon-fly! Go now to my Lord f Thirukkanna
puram, - He is the manikin (Vamanan), He is Kalki,
Madhusudana, Madhava, and the anointed King Rama,
son of Dasaratha. He has a broad chest, He is verily the
love - god kama's father, - come back and below over me
the fragrance of His Tulasi wreath.
}»©»ºPÒ ö|k}ºÁ¯À©¸[QÀ *
\õ»©»öµÀ»õ® Fuõ÷u * ÁõÍµUPº
Põ»ß Psn¦µzöu®ö£¸©õß Pvº•i÷©À *
÷Põ»|Ö¢xÇõ´ öPõsluõ´÷PõÀx®¥!
8
O Dragon-fly! Do not; hover over the blue water
lilies and the profuse flowers growing by it in the lakes.
Go now to Tirukkannapuram, - He is the destroyer of
mighty Rakshasas, - come back and blow over me the
fragrance of His Tulasi wreath.
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O Dragon-fly! He is the son of Nandagopala and
sweet companion to Nappinnai, He is the Lord of Gods,
He is the beginning of the end, He has the hue of the
fragrant kaya flower, - come back and blow over me the
fragrance of His Tulasi Wreath.
Ásh©¸®÷\õø» Á¯»õ¼|À|õhß *
Psh^ºöÁßÔU P¼¯öÚõ¼©õø» *
öPõshÀ{ÓÁsnß Psn¦µzuõøÚ *
öuõsh÷µõ®£õh {øÚ¢yuõ´÷PõÀx®¥!

10

O Dragon-fly! The victorious Kaliyan, King of the
bee-humming fertile groves-and-fields Vayalali has sung
this garland of sweet Tamil songs for the cloud-hued
Lord of Tirukkannapuram.That we devotees may sing it,
***
grace us with the fragrance Tulasi wreath.
Reference Books:
1. Visistadvaita and its Development - Sri. K.C.
Varadachari. 2. Thiruvoimozhi (Incorporating Bhagavad
Vishayam) - Sri. K.R. Krishnaswami. 3. The Divine Wisdom of the DRAVIDA SAINTS by Alkondavilli
Govindacharya - Edited by Vanama malai, Dr.T.D. Murali
dharan. 4. The Sacred Book of Four Thousand - by Sri.
Srirama Bharathi. 5. God Far, God Near - An Interpretation of the thought of Nammalvar - Sri. R.D. Kaylor, Sri.
K.K.A. Venkatachari. 6. Tiruvaymoli English Glossary - by
***
Sri. S. Satyamurthi Ayyangar.
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QQQQQQQ

9

QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ
\©õvPÒ,¤¸¢uõÁÚ[PÒ,
v¸Áµ_PÒ BQ¯ÁØøÓ C¢x
\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯z xøÓ°ß RÌ
öPõsk Á¸® \mhz v¸zu Gs
32E®, Auß ÂøÍÄPÐ®!
QQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQQ
QQQQQQQ

|¢uß©uø» {»©[øP|ÀxønÁß *
A¢u•uÀÁß A©µºPÒu®ö£¸©õß *
P¢u®P©Ì Põ¯õÁsnß Pvº•i÷©À *
öPõ¢x|Ö¢xÇõ´ öPõsluõ´÷PõÀx®¥!

ÿøÁènÁ ã¯ºìÁõªPÒ, B\õº¯ ¦¸åº
PÒ, ¦PÌö£ØÓ ÂzÁõßPÒ ©ØÖ® ÁÇUPÔbºPÒ
BQ÷¯õº
v¸Áizuõ©øµPÎÀ
£õg\áß¯®
B]›¯º A. Q¸èn©õ\õº¯ß Ai£o¢x ö\´²®
Âsn¨£®.
BÐ® Aµ]ß öPõÒøPPÍõÀ |©x C¢x \©¯z
vØSa ö\õÀö»õnõu xß£[PÒ ÂøÍÂUP¨£kQß
ÓÚ. AøÁPÎÀ JßÖ {ºÁõPzøu ©mk® ÷©ØöPõÒÍ
{¯ªUP¨£mh C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ AvPõ›PÒ
|©x ©uzvØ÷P E›¯ Em\h[S •øÓPÎÀ uø»°mk
AÁØÔØS›¯ ©›¯õøuPøÍU SøÓzx Á¸Áx.
•P®©v¯ºPÒ ©ØÖ® QÔìuÁºPÒ ÁÈ£õmkz
u»[PÎÀ CÁºPÒ SÖURk ö\´ÁvÀø». C¢x \©¯®
\õº¢u v¸U÷Põ°ÀPÎÀ CÁºPÒ AvPõµ® ö\¾zxÁx
\mhÂ÷µõu® GÚ AÔÂUP ÷Ásk® GßÖ Ea\}v
©ßÓzvÀ §ä¯ÿ u¯õÚ¢u \µìÁvPÒ ©ØÖ® C¸Áº
ÁÇUSz öuõkzxÒÍÚº. Auß Â£µ® C¢u CuÈÀ
öÁÎ°h¨£mkÒÍx.
15.5.2012 AßÖ Press Trust of India öÁÎ°mh
ö\´v°øÚ C¢uUPmkøµ°ß •iÂÀ u¢xÒ÷Íß.
CvÀ PskÒÍ£i uªÇP Aµ_ AøÚzxa \©õvPÒ,
¤¸¢uõÁÚ[PÒ, v¸Áµ_PÒ BQ¯ÁØøÓ C¢x\©¯
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AÓ{ø»¯z xøÓ°ß ö£õÖ¨¤À GkzxUöPõÒÁuØ
PõÚ \mhz v¸zu® Gs.32 SÔzxz öu›ÂUP¨
£mkÒÍx. C¢uz v¸zu® G¢u ÷|µzv¾® \mh
©õUP¨£h»õ®. A¨£ia \mh©õUP¨£mhõÀ, E¯º}v
©ßÓ® CvÀ SÖUQhõx. ©õs¦ªS. •u»ø©a\¸®
\mh©õÚ ¤ÓS C¢uz v¸zuzøu v¸®£¨ö£Ó ©õmhõº.
C¢uz v¸zu® {øÓ÷ÁØÓ¨£mhõÀ, Auß ÂøÍÄPÒ
£¯[Pµ©õP C¸US®.
1. \©õvPÎÀ Aø©¢xÒÍ £µ¢u {»¨£µ¨¦
C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ Á\® ö\ßÖÂk®. 2.
A¢u¢u \©õvPÐU÷Põ, ¤¸¢uõÁÚ[PÐU÷Põ AÀ»x
v¸Áµ_PÐU÷Põ EÒÍ ö\õzx, Á[Q°À ÷£õh¨
£mkÒÍ £n® GÀ»õÁØøÓ²® uÚx Á\©õUQU
öPõÒÐ® C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ. 3. ]Ôx
Põ»zvÀ A[S |øhö£ØÖ Á¸® BµõuÚ[PÐ®
•h[QÂk®. 4. \©õvUS Asø©°À EÒÍ {»¨
£µ¨¤À ©õÔ ©õÔ vµõÂhU Pm]PÒ uªÌ|õmiÀ
Bm]US Á¸® {ø»°À ¤ßÁ¸® Põ»[PÎÀ v.•.P.
Aµ_ A[÷P ö£›¯õº \©zxÁ¦µzøuU PmiÂk®.
AÀ»x ÁoP ÁÍõP©õP BUQÂk®.
C¢uz v¸zuzøu Gvºzx Ai÷¯ß £õg\áß
¯zvÀ Pmkøµ GÊxÁuõÀ G¢u ©õØÓ•® |øh
ö£Ó¨÷£õÁvÀø». ø\ÁºPÒ, \[Pµõ\õ›¯º, BwÚ[
PÒ, ©õzÁ ©h[PÒ, ©õzÁ B\õº¯ ¦¸åºPÒ, ÿøÁè
nÁã¯ºPÒ, (öußPø», ÁhPø» ÷£uªßÔ) ÿøÁè
nÁ B\õº¯ ¦¸åºPÒ, AøÚzx C¢x\©¯ Em¤›Ä
PÎÀ ö\ÀÁõUShß vPÊ® ÁÇUPÔbºPÒ. ö\õØ
ö£õÈÁõÍºPÒ AøÚÁ¸® JßÖ÷\º¢x ©õs¦ªS.
•u»ø©a\øµ ÷|›À \¢vzx, C¢uz v¸zuzøu
øPÂh ÷Ásk÷PõÒ ÂkUP ÷Ásk®. ""|ß÷Ó ö\´P!
Aøu Cß÷Ó ö\´P!'' GßÓ •xö©õÈUQn[P
EhÚi¯õP AøÚÁ¸® ö\¯À£h ÷Ásk®.
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u¯õÚ¢u \µìÁv ìÁõª¯õÀ Ea\}v©ßÓzvÀ
öuõhµ¨£mkÒÍ ÁÇUQÀ C¢uz v¸zu®£ØÔ SÔ¨
¤h¨£mkÒÍx. B°Ý® AuØPõÚ •uØö\¯À Aµ\õ[
PzvØS ÷Ásk÷PõÒ Âk¨£x. AøÚÁ¸® C¢uz
v¸zuzvß £¯[Pµzøu EÒÍ£i EÒÍzvÀ öPõsk,
ÿÁõÚ©õ©ø» ã¯º, ÿ A÷íõ¤»©h® ã¯º, ÿ©z
BshÁß, u¸©¦µ® BwÚ®, v¸ÁõkxøÓ BwÚ®,
ö£áõÁº ©hzx ìÁõª ÷£õß÷ÓõºPøÍ JßÖvµmi
EhÚi¯õP •u»ø©a\›ß PÁÚzvØS Cøu Gkzxa
ö\À» ÷Ásk®.
ÿ©nÁõÍ©õ•ÛPÎß v¸Áµ_ uØ÷£õx ]ÂÀ
ÁÇUPõP uÚUSU öPõkUP¨£mh öµÂß³ £mhõøÁ
•ßøÁzx ÁÇUPõi Á¸QÓõº •zuÇPß Gß£Áº. Cuß
£µ¨£ÍÄ 1.82 HUPº. v¸Áµ_ Aø©¢v¸¨£÷uõ |õØ£x
ö\ßm {»zvÀ, C¢u ÁÇUQÀ ÷uÁìuõÚ® öÁØÔ
ö£ØÓõÀ H÷uõ J¸ Põµnzøu •ßøÁzx, A¢u
ChzvÀ Pø»¯µ[P® PmkQ÷Óõ®, ¯õzv› {Áõì
PmkQ÷Óõ®, ÁoP ÁÍõP® PmkQ÷Óõ® GßÖ A¢u
{»zøu A£P›zx ÂkÁõºPÒ. C÷u Pvuõß
¤¸¢uõÁÚ[PÐUS®, ø\ÁºPÐøh¯ \©õvPÐUS®
HØ£k®. G¨÷£õx®÷£õÀ £õg\áß¯® B]›¯º
GÊxÁx ¤uØÓÀ, Aµ\õ[Pzxhß ÷©õuÀ÷£õUøP
øPUöPõÒÐQÓõº
GßÖ
•zvøµ
Szuõ©À,
ö£›÷¯õºPÒ JßÖTi HuõÁx J¸ |hÁiUøPø¯
EhÚi¯õP GkUP ÷Ásk®.
C¨÷£õx |õ® JßÖ ö\´¯õ©À C¸¢uõÀ, |®
•ß÷ÚõºPÎß \õ£zvØS BÍõ÷Áõ® Gß£x ©mk®
EÖv.
PTI ö\´vUSÔ¨¦:
http://www.ndtv.com/article/south/tamil-nadu-to-
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amend-hindu-religious-and-charitable-endowments-act211316
Tamil Nadu to amend Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act
Press Trust of India | Updated: May 15, 2012 21:28 IST
Chennai: Tamil Nadu Government today proposed
amendments to a 1959 act governing temples seeking to
bring 'samadhis' and 'brindavans' under its ambit for effective control.
The Tamil Nadu Hindu Religious and Charitable
Endowments (Amendment) Act 2012, moved by HR and
CE Minister MSM Anandan in the state Assembly said
samadhis and brindavan were not covered under the Act
of 1959.
"The samadhis and brindavan established in
memory of famous guru, sadhu or saint are being worshipped as a place of public religious institution. These
institutions have acquired the status of religious institution and own vast property besides attracting large number of worshippers," it said.
Though some of them were registered under the
Tamil Nadu Societies Registration Act, 1975, they were
not being controlled effectively under the same.
The government had for effective supervision
decided to include samadhis and brindavan, where there
is public worship, under the definition "religious institution," under relevant sections of the Act and bring suitable amendment to define "persons having interest" in
***
such religious institution, it added.
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B¢vµ Aµ]ß £õµõmhzuUP
ö\¯À. uªÌ|õk Aµ_ C¢u
AÔÂ¨ø£ ¤ß£ØÖ©õ?
""Põ÷\ uõß PhÄÍhõ! Cx A¢uU PhÄÐUS®
öu›²©¨£õ!'' GßÓ £õhÀ £» P¸zxUPøÍ öÁÎ¨
£kzx® £õh»õS®. øP°À Põ_ C¸¢uõÀ PhÄøÍ yUQ
©i°À øÁzx ÂkÁõºPÒ. v¸U÷Põ°À Aºa\Pº
CøÓÁÛß v¸ö|ØÔ°À C¸US® Pìy›v»Pzøu
ÁÈzx B°µ® ¹£õ´ é©º¨¤zvk® £Uuº ö|ØÔ°À Cmk
ÂkÁõº. ö£¸©õÒ v¸¨£õu[PÎÀ ö£õ¸zu¨£mi¸US®
£õuUSÓmøh PÇØÔ ÿ\hõ›÷£õÀ éõvzvkÁõº. Cx
÷£õßÓ AÁ»[PÐUöPÀ»õ® Ai¨£øh Põ_ uõß.
37,000zxUS ÷©Ø£mh ÷Põ°ÀPøÍ "Bm]' ö\´x
Á¸QÓx C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ. CÁØÔÀ £ø\²ÒÍ
÷Põ°ÀPÍõÚ £ÇÛ ushõ²u£õo ÷Põ°À, \©¯¦µ®
©õ›¯®©ß ÷Põ°À, ÿµ[P® µ[P|õuº ÷Põ°À, v¸zuo
•¸Pß ÷Põ°À, ]u®£µ® |hµõáº ÷Põ°À, ©°ø»
P£õ½aÁµº ÷Põ°À, v¸aö\¢yº •¸Pß ÷Põ°À ÷£õßÓ
PhÄÍºU÷P ©›¯õøu. Qµõ©[PÎÀ J¸Põ» §øáUS
CßøÓ¯ Âø»Áõ]°À ªPU SøÓ¢u öuõøPø¯
öPõkzxÂmk Aºa\P›h® C¢uz öuõøPø¯U öPõsk
"CøÓÁß EÒÍ[SÎµ BµõuøÚPøÍa ö\´xÁõ' GßÖ
øPPÊÂ Âmhx C¢u C¢x\©¯ AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ.
JÆöÁõ¸ ÷Põ°¾US® |gø\, ¦gø\ {»[PÒ,
©øÚUPmkPÒ, B£µn[PÒ C¸¢u÷£õv¾® AÁØøÓ
ö¯À»õ® ¯õº ¯õ÷µõ AÝ£ÂzxUöPõsi¸UP, BskUS
5,000 ÷PõiUS Á¸©õÚ CÇ¨¦ HØ£mkU öPõsi¸UQÓx.
AÁØÔÀ 1,000 ÷Põiø¯ •u½k ö\´uõÀ Av¼¸¢x
ö£Ó¨£k® Ámiø¯U öPõsk, AøÚzxU Qµõ©[PÎ¾®
‰ßÖ ÷ÁøÍ §øáPøÍ •Êø©¯õP ÷©ØöPõÒÍ»õ®.
C¢x ©UPÎøh÷¯ Enºa] CÀø». |©U÷Pß Á®¦ GßÓ
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Gsn®. ÷Põ°À C¸¢uõÀ GßÚ? ÷£õÚõÀ GßÚ? |õ®
ö£sk ¤ÒøÍP÷Íõk _P©õP C¸¨÷£õ®. Ãs Á®¦
GuØS? GßÖ ö\õÀ¼U öPõs÷h ÁõÌ¢x Áµ¨£ÇQ
Âm÷hõ®. A÷u\©¯® §ºÁºPÒ v¯õPzøu «sk® «sk®
Pspº©ÀP ÷©øhPÎÀ ÷£] Á¸÷Áõ®.
C¸sh ÁõÛÀ ÷uõßÖ® Kº ªßöÚõÎ ÷£õÀ,
B¢vµ ©õ{» Aµ_ Kº öPõÒøP •iøÁ Gkzv¸UQÓx.
Cµsk »m\zvØS SøÓÁõÚ Á¸©õÚ® Á¸® ÷Põ°À
PøÍ Aºa\PºPÎh÷© J¨£øhzx AÁøµ uº©õvPõ›¯õP
{¯ª¨£x GßÓ •iÁõS®. Cuß£i 34,682 ÷Põ°ÀPÒ
Aºa\PºPÒ Á\® J¨£øhUP¨£h EÒÍÚ. C¢x\©¯
AÓ{ø»¯zxøÓ°ß ¤i°À AP¨£hõx C¢uU ÷Põ°ÀPÒ
{ºÁõP® ö\´¯¨£k®. Cx ÷£õßÓ •iÂøÚ uªÌ|õk
Aµ_ GkUS©õ? Cx ÷PÒÂ. BÚõÀ uªÌ|õmiÀ EÒÍ
ã¯º ìÁõªPÒ, ø\Á ©hõv£vPÒ, î¢x \©¯zøua\õº¢u
ÁÇUPÔbºPÒ,
B\õº¯¦¸åºPÒ,
ö\ÀÁõUS¨ö£ØÓ
ö\õØö£õÈÁõÍºPÒ JßÖ÷\º¢x ÷£õµõiÚõÀ C¢u
C»UøP Gmh»õ®. éºÁ Æ¯õ¤¯õÚ G®ö£¸©õß CÁºPÒ
EÒÍzv÷» ¦S¢x AÁºPÒ Gsn[PøÍ ©õØÔ |õ•®
\•uõ¯zvÀ Kº A[P®, \•uõ¯ AÁ»[PøÍ umiU÷PmP
÷Ási¯x |®•øh¯ ö£õÖ¨¦ GßÖ EnµøÁUP
÷Ásk®. A¢u |õÐ® Á¢vhõ÷uõ!
5.1.2013 ÷uv°mh C¢x |õÎuÈÀ (øíuµõ£õz £v¨¦)
öÁÎÁ¢u ö\´v.

Rs. 50,000. This is because hundi collections in a temple
may fall short of the requirements at times.
A decision is also taken to create a corpus fund
with Rs. 500 crore to pay salaries to the staff of 3,000 odd
other temples which, in contrast, are getting annual income as mandated under the Endowments Act. Legal
opinion is sought for this also.Security issue
At a Prajahitham media conference here on Thursday, Endowments Minister C. Ramachandraiah and Commissioner B. Balaramaiah said the government would be
asked to give one-time grant of Rs. 350 crore to create
this fund.
The Minister said a new security system using
electronic gadgets was being formulated in coordination
with ECIL to prevent burglaries at seven major temples
including Srisailam, Vijayawada etc.
Master plans have been finalised for Srisailam
and Basar temples involving an outlay of Rs. 642 crore
and Rs. 30 crore respectively to give facelift for pilgrim
facilities. Similar step would be taken up at Annaravam,
Simhachalam etc.

34,682 Temples to be handed over to archakas
Special Correspondent
The government has taken an in-principle decision to hand over as many as single-trustee 34,682
temples whose annual income is less than Rs. 2 lakh, to
archakas. It will finalise the decision after thorough consultation with Law Department on the possible legal implications.

Answering questions, he said the bullocks and
cows offered by devotees at Vemualawada temple were
being offered to small farmers and were not sent for
slaughter houses as alleged. The plea by many NGOs to
hand these animals to them would be considered. He said
the punyanadi harati programme which received overwhelming response, would be taken up regularly at specified places, covering the Krishna, Godavari, and
Tungabhadra.

This measure is opted for this category of temples,
although the Government, by law, can appoint Executive
Officers for any temple having an annual income above

The leasing of endowments lands would be allowed only through auction periodically with a provision
to hike the rent as required.
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v¸©ø» v¸¨£v ÷uÁìuõÚ® v¸©ø» v¸U
÷Põ°¼ß ¦Ûuzußø©ø¯ |õÐ® ©õ_£kzv Á¸QÓx.
Auß \õº£õP öÁÎ°h¨£k® \¨uQ› ©õuCuÈÀ öÁÎ
Á¸® PmkøµPÒ \ºÁ\©¯ \©µ\zøu öÁÎ¨£kzx®
PmkøµPÍõP öÁÎÁ¸QßÓÚ. v¸©ø» öu´Á÷©
£µöu´Á®. AÁ÷Ú
÷Áu[PÍõ¾®, BÌÁõºPÍõ¾®
öPõshõh¨£mk Á¸® £µ©õz©õÁõÚ ÿ©¢|õµõ¯nß
AÁøÚö¯õÈ¢u ©ØÓ ÷uÁøuPÒ ¯õÁ¸® AÁÝUS
÷\å§uºP÷Í. AÁÝUS {PµõÚ AÀ»x ÷©®£mh öu´Á®
CÀø» Gß£x ÿµõ©õÝáº {ø»|õmi¯ Â]èhõz
øÁuzvß E°º |õi¯õS®. AuØS ©õÓõP PõÎUS®,
]ÁÝUS®, ¤ÒøÍ¯õ¸US® £µzxÁ® ö\õÀ¾® Pmk
øµPÒ \¨uQ› CuÈÀ Ch®ö£Ó»õ©õ?
÷©¾® 2013B® Bsk ÷uÁìuõÚ® öÁÎ°m
kÒÍ ©õuCuÌ |õmPõmi°À ©õºa ©õuzvÀ PõÍíìv
]Áß Ch®ö£ØÖÒÍõº. {ºÁõP •øÓ°À P¤÷»aÁµ¸®,
PõÍíìv ]ÁÝ® v¸©ø» v¸¨£v ÷uÁìuõÚzvØS
Em£mhÁºPÍõ´ C¸UP»õ®. BÚõÀ AÁºPÒ v¸÷Á[Ph
•øh¯õÝUS Cøn¯õÚ öu´Á[PÒ AÀ». AÁºPÒ
÷\å§uºPÒ.
G®ö£¸©õÚõÀ
EshõUP¨£mhÁºPÒ.
ãÁ÷Põi°À ÷\º¢uÁºPÒ. G®ö£¸©õÚõÀ ÁÇ[P¨£mh
\UvPøÍU öPõsk é®íõµ® ÷£õßÓ öuõÈÀPøÍa
ö\´x Á¸£ÁºPÒ. Aµ]¯ÀÁõvPÐUS CøÁö¯À»õ®
öu›¯õx. I.A.S. £i¨¦ vÓø©¯õP {ºÁõP® ö\´ÁuØ÷P
EuÄ®. AøuÂmkÂmk ©u|®¤UøPPÎÀ SÖUQkÁx
Thõx. |õmPõmi°À ]ÁÛß £h® Ch® ö£ØÔ¸¨£øu
£»º GvºzxU Piu® GÊv²ÒÍ÷£õv¾®, Aøu Gkzxa
ö\õÀ» ÷Ási¯ ã¯º ìÁõªP÷Íõ, B\õº¯ ¦¸åºP÷Íõ
CßÖÁøµ u[PÒ Gvº¨ø£ öu›ÂUPÂÀø». CÁºPÒ
u[PÐUS›¯
Phø©PøÍ
BØÓõv¸¨£x
Hß?
v¸÷Á[Ph•øh¯õ÷Ú AÔÁõß!
***
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v¸©ø» v¸¨£v ÷uÁìuõÚzvß •øÓöPmh ö\¯À.
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ECIL asked to develop security system to prevent
burglaries at seven major temples.

MountRoad MahaVishnu
BÚ Pøu:
MountRoadMaoBÚ

QQQQQQQQQQQQ

C¢v¯ |õmiÀ B[Q÷»¯›ß BvUPzøu Gvºzx
÷£õµõi¯, SµÀ öPõkzu |õÎuÌPÎÀ JßÖ 'THE HINDU'.
BÚõÀ CßÖ Ax C¢xUPÐUS GvµõÚ |õÎuÇõP ©õÔÂmhx.
"ö\US»›é®' GßÝ® ÷£õºøÁ°À C¢xUPÒ AÀ»õuõº
GzuøP¯
öPõlµa
ö\¯ÀPÎÀ
Dk£mhõ¾®
Hx®
|hÁõux÷£õ» ]zu›US® ußø© öPõsh C¢u |õÎuÌ
C¢xUPÐøh¯ {¯õ¯©õÚ ö\¯ÀPÐUS ©ua\õ¯® §]
|õmi÷» SÇ¨£® ÂøÍÂ¨£ÁºPÒ C¢xUPÒ GßÓ ©õø¯ø¯z
÷uõØÖÂUP •¯Ø] ö\´xÁ¸QÓx. AzuøP¯ •¯Ø]PÎÀ
JßÖuõß Asø©°À öÁÎÁ¢u ìÁõª Â÷ÁPõÚ¢uº
£ØÔ¯öuõ¸ Pmkøµ.
'THE HINDU' 03-01-2013 AßÖ E»P¨¦PÌ ö£ØÓ _Áõª
Â÷ÁPõÚ¢uøµ¨£ØÔ & v¸. égá´ ÿÁzéÁõ AÁºPÍõÀ &
Taking the aggression out of masculinity GßÓ Pmkøµ°À Áh
C¢v¯õÂÀ î¢x ö£s©oPÒ PnÁß ©õºPÎÝøh¯Ä®
©ØÖ® Sk®£zvß |»ß P¸v²® öPõshõh¨£k®
"PºÁö\Íz' GßÓ ÂÇõøÁ¨£ØÔ¯ ¦øP¨£hzxhß AuÚ¸
Q÷»÷¯ î¢xUPÍõÀ ÷£õØÓ¨ £k® xÓÂ¯õÚ _Áõª
Â÷ÁPõÚ¢u›ß ]Põ÷PõÂÀ GkUP¨£mh ¦øP¨£hzøu
Cønzx J¸ RÌzuµ©õÚ Pmkøµ öÁÎ°mi¸¢ux. CuØS
Pkø©¯õÚ Gvº¨¦ QÍ®¤¯x. Akzu |õÒ 04.01.2013 AßÖ
v¸.AµÂ¢uß }»Pshß C¢uU Pmkøµø¯ Cøn¯uÍzvÀ
Pkø©¯õP Â©º]zuõº. Cx î¢x £zv›UøPUS C&ö©°À
‰»® AÝ¨¤ øÁUP¨£mhx. CuøÚ Auß B]›¯º £v¨¤UP
ÂÀø». CuÚõÀ ©Ú÷ÁuøÚ¯øh¢u î¢xUPÒ _©õº 250
÷£º A¢u A¾Á»Pzvß •ß¦ 06.01.2013 AßÖ Gv¨¦¨
÷£õµõmh® {PÌzvÚº. AvÀ ]»º øPx ö\´¯¨£mk ¤ßÚº
ÂkÂUP¨£mhÚº.
07.01.2013 AßÖ CÁºPÎÀ ]»º A¢u B]›¯µõÀ
÷£a_ÁõºzøuUS AøÇUP¨£mhÚº. AÆÁõÖ AøÇUP¨
£mhÁºPÎÀ ""vµõÂh ©õø¯'' GßÓ ¡¼ß B]›¯º v¸. _¨¦
&_÷u] áõPµs ©ga GßÓ Aø©¨ø£a ÷\º¢u uªÌ|õmiß
uø»Áº & v¸ |®¤ |õµõ¯nß ©ØÖ® I.ê.á.ê.I
Á[Q°¼¸¢x K´Ä ö£ØÓ AvPõ› v¸. µ[P|õuß BQ÷¯õº
Ah[SÁº. A¢u \¢v¨¤À |h¢u Eøµ¯õh¼ß ÂÁµ[PÒ
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GxÄ® CxÁøµ öÁÎ°h¨£h ÂÀø». CuØQøh°À
ö\ßøÚ&©xøµ&÷Põ¯•zyº BQ¯ Ch[PÎ¾® Gvº¨¦¨
÷£õµõmh[PÒ |øhö£ØÓÚ. ÷©¾® ö\ßøÚ ÿµõ©Q¸èn
©hzøua ÷\º¢u xÓÂ¯õÚ _Áõª B_÷uõåõÚ¢uõ AÁºPÎß
Piu® î¢x |õÎuÈÀ 07.01.2013 AßÖ ''Misleading'' GßÓ
uø»¨¤À öÁÎ°h¨ £mhx. AvÀ •UQ¯©õP AÁº
SÔ¨¤mi¸¨£x & ''We strongly feel that the use of Swami
Vivekananda's photo and the comment are totally inappropriate in the context of the article. The whole world knows that
Swamiji was a pioneer in safeguarding women's rights - dignity, equality and their emancipation. Instead of joining the
Nation in spreading the man-making and character building
message of Swamiji to the youth, you have thought it fit to
publish an inappropriate and wholly misleading reference
about Swamiji in your daily."
CuØQøh°À 09.01.2013 AßÖ ÂÜz ÷©õíß
AÁºPÎß ©Ö¨¦ Piuzvß RÌ î¢x B]›¯º 4 Á›PÎÀ
u[PÐUS® A¢u égø\ ÿÁzéÁõÂß PmkøµUS®
G¢uÂu \®£¢u•® CÀø» GßÓ E¨¦\¨£ØÓ Áõuzøu
•ßÛÖzvÚõº. Cøu¨ öuõhº¢x v¸©v. ¤÷µ©õ |¢u S©õº
10.01.2013 AßÖ "He Gave us Back our Dignity" GßÓ uø»¨¤À
J¸ ©Ö¨¦UPmkøµø¯ öÁÎ°mhõº. v¸©v ¤÷µ©õ|¢uS©õº
AÁºPÎß ©Ö¨¦ Pmkøµ°ß uõUPzuõÀ 10.01.2013 AßÖ
9B® £UPzvÀ J¸ \xµUPmhzvÀ B]›¯›ß ©ßÛ¨¦
öÁÎ°h¨£mhx. ÷©¾® v¸. AµÂ¢uß }»Pshß
AÁºPÍõÀ P®³Û\ ]zuõ¢uzøu ¤ß£ØÖ® î¢x |õÎuÊUS
\Áõ»õP
ußÝøh¯
BÇ©õÚx®
AÊzu©õÚx©õÚ
Pmkøµø¯ Centre Right GßÓ Cøn¯ uÍzvÀ áÚÁ› 4&2013
AßÖ RÌUPsh uø»¨¤À öÁÎ°h¨£mhx.
Swami Vivekananda, Indian Culture and the charge of
male chauvinism. Cøuzöuõhº¢x AÁº 2BÁx ''Lal Salam
Comrade" GßÓ uø»¨¤mh Pmkøµ°À áÚÁ›&10&2013
AßÖ uÚx PshÚzøu öÁÎ¨£kzv C¸¢uõº. CuØS £vÀ
ö\õÀ» C¯»õ©À CßÖÁøµ &21.01.2013& A¢u |õÎuÌ
ö©ÍÚ® Põzx Á¸QÓx. öuõhºa]¯õP £» ÷Põn[PÎ¾®
20 BskPÍõP Bµõ´a] ö\´u AÔbºPÒ AøÚÁ¸® C¢u
|õÎuøÇ Hß {µõP›UPU Thõx GßÓ ÷PÒÂø¯
GÊ¨¤²ÒÍÚº. CuØS BuµÄ® ö£¸Q Á¸QÓx. BP÷Á
î¢xPPÎß ©Ú® ¦s£k® £i¯õÚ Cøu¨÷£õßÓ
Âå¯[PÒ CÛ Áµõ©À ukUP JÆöÁõ¸ î¢xÄ®
JØÖø©²hß ÷£õµõh ÷Ásk®.
***
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