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would “not be called to compromise anything of the dignity and
perity of his Church.” % The Eaglish clergyman, in reply, promised
that the Church of England “did not wish to degrade, but rather to
protect and deferd it.” In other words, the Syrian Metropolitan
and the English Chaplain mutually agreed in behslf of their re-
syective Churckes to an understanding which was open to either
purty to revoke at pleasure, the Metran expressly stipulating that
the missionaries chould not interfere with the polity and teachings
of the Syrian Church. But there is reason to believe that the good
Doctor was not without hopes that the Syrian Church may ulti-
reately be absorbed by his own, for we find it stated by him that
+Cal. Maoaulay has been fortunate enongh to incline the Travan-
core Court to the belief thatall the Christian Churches are, and
pacessarily musé be, cognizable, in respect of interior arrangements
and the appointment of Bishops by the Christian king who is now
Sovereign of India.” §

3. Long before the proposed - union was effected, the Metro-
politan of the Syrian Church had invested a fund in Government
securities for educational purpozes, and also established a college .
at Kottayam to carry out the designs of the endowment. In the
words of Col. Munro, the Residert of Travancore, “the principal
abject of the establishment of a college +t Kottayam was to in-
struct the Catanars (clergy) and officiatirg priests among the
Syrinns in a completn knowledge of the Sytiac language...coe..oeee
WWith the study of the Syriaclanguage would of course be combined
that of the Suripture and other religious buoks written in that
{anguuge. Another object was to procure copies of the Scriptures
in the Syriac language......The plon of the College was also in-
tended to comprehend a system ofj instruction in. Malayalam to
the priests and  the laity, and translating the Scriptures and re-
ligious Looks iato.that language for general cireu.ation and use;”
and the object of increasing the callege fund by extraneous help

‘ * Vide Buckanan's letter dated Kandunad, 24th Nov. 1806, in his
Clristian Researches” pp, 130 and 131. (Page. varyin different edi-
tions. Hence the reference to the date of the letter.)

§ *“Memoirs of the Lifeand tv

ritings of the Rev. dins Buchanan®
by Hugh Pearvon, 4th Edition, p. w8 of the Rev. Tlaudios Bue

255,
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wag 10 prosscute the study of the Iloly Scrivtures according to
the custom of their (Syzinn) sect.” ©

4. -Frut\“l!nc above quotations, it may be fairly presamed that

the Sy:ian N

ctropolitan opened an educativnal institution without

the instru

atality of the Anglican missionaries, theuzh not

without thf good offices of the Dritish Resident and that the

chief aim o
tion of the
Seriptures
1o the cus

the institution and its endowwents was the instrue-
yriap clergy and liity in the Syrizc language and the
apd relizious books written in that langaage, according
1‘13. ritss and teachings of that ancient Church. The

prelate wheifourded the Sgrian vollege wus Mar Dionysivs

* Puikot.
%

y

9. \Aboutithis tme, Col. Munro, British Resideat sought
_ means ’\t')gi'eeﬂ'e-*t o the understanding eniered into becween

§ N . .
Dr. Bubanan and Mae Dionysius the Great, and w
Le wus [rstramental in getting duwn the Reverends N

that view,
om, Bailey,

Liaker 3l Fenn of tlp Church Missionary Society.. The Syrian
Merre 'P"Nn, Mar Dionysius Pununathara (successor of the founder
ofthe eollge) received tlewm cordially and alluwed them to cd-oper-
atewith hi in the admiiistration of she college aud its funds and

to ta

effected
. union t
the wiy

oin the justrution given there. A union was thus
P 315 0n terms of the above understanding. § The
S biccted was o\l the uncquivoeal understanding that
fonzies could not and should not interfere with the

doctrindandiberty of the native Chur-h; their sole aim being

sthe g

G. i‘ porer works of the missic

1 Vid
G, Cnri\l(.’. M. S. Dor & 70

1 Co
publishoy
339 &3 .

ral weljoration of he Syrian Coiumunity,” § ~politically
d régionsly.” §

widies were apparently
Aetran bad full con

\nce “‘l\ this understanding. T

ard of klaiumors, para 3 and Jamns Hough's “History of
y in Indit Vo) IY p- 925-

“Essay o} the Syrian Church and Community® by Rev.

Muaro's Rért to the Government, Dated 30th March 1818,
f “the] Pripdingsof the C. M. Society, 1819-1820" pp

§ A{t of Arbitratd, para 4.
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v
filence in them, and they 'were, therefore, allowed to takd an
astive part in the management of the seminary andin the ad.’
‘Drinistration of the trust. They were also permitted to preach in
Syrian cnurehes. The college fund which, before the arrival of
the missionnries, was incressed by a donation of Rs. ,000 by the
Travancore ‘Government wzs, duriag this joint uimlnn~tfutl°ll.
further augmented by a grant.of Rs 21,000 and of an estate
called Munro Island from E. H. the Raneecf Travancore, as “an
endotwment for the support>f the college,” and for “the exclusive
Foefit of the Syrian Community,” * .

7. The union, however, did not last long. It existed during
the life-time of Mar “Vonysius Tnnnathara, covering a peried of
eight years, and also during the first ter years of the episcopacy
of his' successor, Mar Dionysivs Chopat. It is sery important to
vensider whai avas the immnediaic’ cause of the ruptute.

8. The object of depuafing English missionaries ta wark among

" the Syrians was, it is said, “to reform without dicintegrating the
the Syrian Church, to help it “in fact to reform itself from with-
in.” § “The business of the Society’s missionaries,” said the Revd.
H. Baker, Senior, *‘is nol. to pull down the ancient Syrisn Church
and to build another on some planof their own, out of the ra-
terials; our abject i3 to remove the rublish and to repair the
decayed places of the existing Church. We are but advisers and
belpers to such as arc willing tojhear.” § “Their policy,” said
another missionary, was “to alter as little as possible, so that

the charazter and individuality * of the Church wight be pre.
served.” t

9. These, indeed, were the avowed objects of the Mission, and
the anthorities at home scem always to have insisied upon ihat
polics. But it is doubtful if the spirit and tenor of the instructions
of the Mission were [aithfully adhered to by the missionaries
on the spot. Tn 1821, Bishop Middleton was informed that “thers
W“as great reason to hope for a rapid approximation of jhe ancient

* Vide Resident's letter above referred to and the award
* Roe's “Syrian Church in Indis” p. 255,

¥ “The Missionary Reguter" for 1529, p. 528.

* Rae's above work, p. 283,
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.and veneralle community to the doctrines and dizciplines of tha
Church of England, and that it was really in contemplation to
introduce ihe Enylish liturgy into the Syrian Ciurch.” The good
Bishop burried to Cochin apparentiy to ascertain if the work ¢f
the few Engli<h missionaries had borne fruic s¢’ rapidly as it
was represented to him. The result of his Conversation with the
Metran was, acthe Bishop hims-li writes, “the Syrians are much
in the same state in which 1 left them four years and a half age,
that there is no visibleupprosimation to the Churchof England.™

10. As amauter of fact, the Syriun Church pever contem-
plated the introduction of the English lituegy into her scrvice,
but tho missionaries dreamed so, because, as one may naturally
conclude, jt was their premeditated design.  In other words, the
system of “removing the rul\buh and repairing the decayed parts,’
wag, in the offinion of the missionurie: s, 1o be carried out by actual
introduction of the English liturgy into the Syrian Church.
That they really had this desizn iu their contemplation is ulso
clee.r from their carnestness to translate and pubiish the English
book of Commen Prayers. Defure the publication of the Haly
Ditle, Catechisms and cther books which were likeiy to
regiove the supposed rubbish, they devoted themsclves first to
issue the bovk of Common Prayers in the vernacular, asifa compil-
ation made under the inspiration of Calvin & Bucer were a better
bock to “reform without disintegratinz the Syrian Church® than
the inspired writicgs. On Sunday the 29th »f November
1318, the Rev. Mr. Norten read the English liturgy in she
Syriar church at Muvelikara. 3 Mr. Bailey made presents of the
Beoks of Common Prayer to all parish churches and priests. §

11. The natural conclosion which a disinterested person can
draw from the above facts is that the real design of your wis-
rionaries since their first arrival in AMalabar was the total con-
version of the Syran Church into the Anglican commaunion and
the substitution of the Anglican liturgy and form of worship in

* Le Bas’ “Life of Bishop Middleton.” Vol, IL pp. 205 & 206.

% “Proccedings of the Church Missionary Society, 1819—1820,” p.
345. ) :

L Dg. p. 138,
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the room of the Syrian. When it was found that the immediate
Conversion of the Syrian Church was not s task as easy as it was
originally snpposed to be, Bishop Wilson of Calcuta, who visited
Malabar in 1885, made certain mild proposals of changesto be .
made in the government, discipline, and liturgy of the local
“Church. These proposals were (among others)

£1) That the accounts of receipts and expenditure in parish
charches should be subjected ‘to the approval of the, Dritish
Resident or of the ‘petson nominated by him.

(2) That ~lnoqe should be ordained before tiw production of 3
cert*Seate from the missionary Principai of the college.

(3) That the practice of praying for the dead and the

system- of* maintaining priests by means thereof should be dis-
continued.

(4). And that the liturgy should be translatéd in a condensed

form. removing what appeared to His Lordship certain objection-
able parts. §

12 Atfirst sight, the first proposal looks as if intended solely
to protect the funds from waste and misappropriation. The British
Resident was not likely to check all accounts himself. If once
the proposal were agreed to, the Resident was expected to trans-
fer the duty to the missionarice, than whom ro better person
he could nominate at that time, and the fina} consequence would be
that missionaries were certain to get coutrol over the finances of
the Church. By the second proposal, they could prevent the onli-
nation of cancidaces who were not inclined to approximate to the
teachings of their Church. The third and the fourth propossls had
direct reference to abrogation of ancient rituals and doctrines.
Hence, the Commupity, in Synod assembled, declined to accept the
proposals, as beir.z in contravention of the character of the original
understanding. They also urged that changes of this character
required the Patriarch's snnction Lefore their adoption. §

§ Vide Bishop wilson’s sermon p
and printed in tha C. M. S. Press, in 1836,

hed at Kottayam, lated

7 Vide copy of the resolutions of the Synod of Mavelikara kept in tha
Resident’s office ut Trivandrum,



.

13 The resolt of this pt of the wissionaries to tamper
with the doctrines and practices of an ancicnt Cburch was bitter
jealousy between she parties. They could not believe each other,
‘T'he miesionaries began openly to teach in the coilege uand preach
in Syrian churches, doctrines contrary to the accepted teachingg
of the Syrian Church. The Metran, for his part, bad to disperse
students and forbid their attendance. The Bevd. Joseph Peet
forcibly opened the college treasury and carried away all the docu-
ments, sccounts, mouneys, books, ornaments and other articles, till
then kept under the joint lock of the Mletran and the missionary
representative in the college-an act now amownting to crim'nal
trespass panishable under the Penal Code, then justifiable only
on the ground that “might is right.”

14, The next step taken by the missionarizs was the engage-
mené of puid agents to revise the Syrian Liturgy and the pro-
duction of a version thence forward called “hali mass.” After all,
what were the objectionable parts the missionaries detected in
the Syrian liturgy} They were, (1) Prayers for the faithful
dead, without a belief in Purgatory; (2) a belief in the Rea]
Presence, without admitting Transubstantistion as defined by the
Council of Trent; (3) the invocation of the Elessed Virgin Mary
and the Saints in the simple wonls “pray fer us,” without any
worship, adoration, or use of images; (4) an acknowledgment that
the Holy Eucharist is also an unbloody tacrifice; and (5) the
communion of the laity in the consecrated bread dipped in the
consecrated wine,

15. We all know that the above 50 called “errors of the
Syrian Church” are wore or less recognised and enforced by a
not inconsiderable section of the Divines of the Church of England,
reputed for piety and theological attainments. Bishops Cosin,
Barrow and even Heber, a predecessor of Bishop Wilson, were
practicing prayers for the faithful departed. ® Recently, the
Archbishop of Canterbury himself authoritutively directed preyers
to be offered for the Englishmen slain in the Transval war, on
the strength of a precedence of the latter part of the 18th

* Vide “:After Death” by Canon Luckock PP, 247 to 252,
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centary. % That portisn. of the Church of England that cbserves
all or almost all the above  mentioned so called errors is as much
orthodox and cnlightened  as the opposite party and is entitled
to all the privileges and "énefices in the established Church. Buy
the Syrian . Church which practiced them was supposed to have
been guilty of an unpardonable heresy. In short, the missionaries
_wished by the above proposals of Bishop Wilson, to arrogate to
themselves the right of nominating candidates for ndmission to
Holy Ordersin an ancient and independent Church; of approving
or disapproving items of expenditure out of the revenues of 2
Church in the accumulation of which they had not invested a
single pi¢; of removingall of a sudden doctrines and practices
that had been in vogue in the Syrian Church and in all Christian
Charches throughout the world from the earliest ages of Chri-
stianity; and of revisiog a litargy of which the Rev. Mr Palmer,
author of Origines Lu “gicee remarked that it had existed in the
_hird, nay even in the second centuryt- all these they claimedjon
the strength of 2 taciv consent of a Syrian Metran to such a union
with the Charch of England as should appear to both Churches
practicable and expedient,” on a distinct understanding that the
Syrian Church would “not be called to compromise anything of
her dignity and purity”; and it was the interference of the mis-
sionaries in such admittedly not unscriptural teachings that led
to the unfortunate rupture of 1836, and it was to change such
. ancient customs that the C. M. Society sacrificed a large amount
of money in wages and salaries paid to ‘Catanars end lay agents
employed to revise the Syriaa liturgy. It is, sherefore, no wonder
if the Syrians, thenceforth, began to suspect the good faith of
your missionaries, to accuse them of equivocation, and to regard
them as wolves in sheep’s garb.

16. The sabsequent denlings of the missionaries only tended
to enhance this suspicion. When Bishop Wilson visited some of
the Syrian churches, be met “ao Virgin Mary, no crucific, no
gaudy ornameats, no shrines for the host.” He foun) the Syrian
service “n mixture of aedmirable and most spiritual prayers,

* *The Macras Mail” of the 6th of April 1900.
t Origines Liturgicae by the Rev. W. Palmer, Vo), I, 1832, p. 42,
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with superstitious language about the Virgin Mary and Saints;
and with regard to the general moral character of the Syrians, he-
says that it “much surpasses that of tae Romo- Syrnns, of the
Portuguese Cathalics ard of the beathen.” .

17. In spite of such eulogistic remarks of their Metropolitan_
the local missionaries, howerer, indulged in viiification and ridicule
of this ancient uburch. Rev. Henry Baker Junior reports that he
used to punish people for attending Syriun Mass and that he ac-
tually dismissed o teacher “for paying more respect to the Syrian
than to his own (adopted Anglican) Church.” 3 Another mis-
sionary desigrated the Syrian Eucharist, “a most wretched piece
of Laffoonery,” t notwithstanding the *adwirable and most spiri-
tual prayers,” met by Bishop Wilson. A third Anglican pastor
considered himself “a painful spectator of their mass,” and re-
marks about their celebratioa, that “a young Catarar, during the
whole hour, made a great fuss before the altar.” €

18. If you will kindly refer to the statisties of the Anglican
diocese of Travancore and Cochin, you will find thatit is com-
posed, for the most part, of proselytized Syrians, ana that your
wissionaries have pulled down the Syrian Church: and buoik
another out of the waterials.

19. From the above observations, it willappear that, se far as
their dealings with ibe Syrian Church are concerned, the oliject of
your missionarics was exactly that of the emissaries of the Roman
Church, viz the absorption of the Syrian Community into their
respeciive communion, and both have succeeded to & great extent,
as roay be judged from the vatiorality of the members that con
stitute the branches of their Churches in these parts. There is,
however, one difference. The Iatter resorted to force and cruelty to
attain their end, whereas the former employed no viclent ieans!
Had the work of your missionaries been earried on in the 16th

*-** Bishop Wilson's journal Letters.” pp. 95, 87, 101 and 102.
2 Vide Madms C. M. S. Records Vol. XIII pp. 27 & 212,

1 V311 pa1es, ) C

% Vol. I p. 82.
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century when the word religious toleration in its present sense had :
not been sounded even in the ears of English and German Re-’
formers, we fear they would not have scrupled to imitate the policy
of Menezis. On the other hand, had. Menezis been a Roman
Catholic Bishop in the 19th century, he would not have dared
fo resort to oll the ernel mensures he employed.

-20. Itmay be argued- that jour missionaries were sincere
and borafide; théy weré honestly attempting to remove super-
stitions frcn the Syrian Commanity and to bring them to the
"right path ‘of salvation. The same may be said of Menvzis with
) greator force. He was not less aftxious for the salvation of Syrians.
He sincerely believed that no Christian out of the pale of the
Romun Charch could be saved. - He offered to risk his life for the
suppused redemption of the native Christians from etornal dum-
pation. On the other band, your missionaries never believed that
the Syrian Church was beyond the pale of Salvation. Under such

tances, the

cir t duct of Archbishop Menezis was more ex
cusable.

21. With the above historical facts, may I humbly submit that
the unfortunate rupture between the Syriuns and the missionaries
was the_unavoidable result of the, interference of the latter in
matters connected with the doctrines, discipline and liberty of the
former, which Dr. Bucl'numn had, as a condition of union, prufnised
to defend and protect? The Syrian Chureh was true to her promise.
She cannot be charged with any breach of faith. On the other
hand, by their departure from the lines originally laid down and
by their attempt te encroach upon the dignity and liberty of the
loenl Church in utter violation of the_ promise which their greau
pioneer had made in their behalf, the missionarics disqualified
themselves to administer the joint trust.

22. - 1o consequence of the above differences, it was found
necessary Yo effect a separation; and the British Resident, av the
insfance of the missionaries cansed several of the landed propertics
and ornawents to be sold, and the proceeds of the sale were depo-
sited in the Residency, pending the disposal of the question. The
I6ss inflicted upon the trust by this ill-advised procedare may Le
imagined, when it is told that a single item of property which was
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sold for Rs 12,000, was afterwards mortgaged by the purchasec
for Rs. 90,000 and is now offered for sale for Rs. 120,000. The
sggregate amount held in trust under the joint adwinistration of
the Metran and the missionaries was, according to an acount
drawnup Ly Col. Fraser, the Resident, Rs.62,000in round numbers,
exclusive of the estate of Munro Island. The Resident made a
division of the amount himself, but the Madras Government direc-
ed him to abstain from making any division and, with the con-
currence of the Supreme Government and of the Hou. Court of
Directors, decided to settle the question by an arbitration.

23. A Committee of Arbitration consisting of three European
members met at Cochin early in 1840. Out of the aggregate sum
of Rs. 62,000, they awarded the lion’s share amounting to Rs.
47,000 and odd to the missionaries to be administered by them and
by the Secretary to the Corresponding Committee of the C. M. 8.
Madras, conjointly with the British Resident, “for the exclusive
benefit of the Syrian Community.” The bond for 3,000 Star
Pagodas, invested in Government sccurity in 1808, 2 smm of Re.
8,000 granted by H. . the Ranee of Travancore before the arrival
of the missionaries, and an estate which was the patrimony of the
former Syrian Bishops were al! that were adjudged to the Metran;
and even from this sum, a few thousunds of Bupees were deducted
0 cuver certain expenses alleged to have been made by the mis-
sionaries since the rupture.

24. The Syrian Metran (Mar Dionysius Chepat) “appealed
against the award; but Government observed that “although the
AMetran did not bind himself as he ought to have done, by a formal
document to abide by the decision of the Arbitrators, still, frem the
circumstapce of his having agreed to submit his claims to arbi-
tration ond having himself nominated one of the Arbitrators,
Government were of opinion that he should submit to the de-
cision which bas been passed by them and in corsequence declined
to interfere further in the =atter” t

25. With reference to that part of the award in which the
name of the Britich Resident of Travancore had appeared coupled

t Extract Min, of Cons, 15th July 1840,
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with thosc of the Charch missionaries as joint trustees of certain
mouey and property adjudged to the latter, the Government dir-
ected the Resident not to associate bimself in the administration
of funds which were contested and disputed by the very parties
for whose benefit they weremised, and at the same time, observed
thut under other circumstances, advantage might have resultel
from ths Resident being allowed to exerciss some sort of super-
vision over the distribation of the sum granted by the Travancore
Sirkar for the educatior. of the Syrian Ccemmanity, bat that in
the state-of feelings that then existed, they thought that such
superintendence should. not bz exercised and that the opicion of
the Resident, if not officially connected with either of the con-
tnding parties, would be estecmed more impartial than if be were
8 co.trusteo with either.

26. The Hon. Court of Directors approved of the insiructions
issued to the Resident and considered that if the Syrian Metro-
politan still refused to abide by the decision of the Arbitrators, the
properts in contention should be settled by a Court of Justice.

The Court's view of the case was duly cowmunicated to the
Resident, §

27. Thereupon, the Resident reported that “the Metran of the
Syrian Church was dissatisfied with the award of the Arbitrators”
and that “in accordance with the decree of the Committee of
nrbitration, he disbursed from his treasury, the whole of the Funas
awarded by them to the Missionary Society.” §

28. The Government, in reply, again informed the Resident
that those who had received the amount awarded to the mis-
sionarivs should refund the same, in order that the contested pro-
perty might be settled by a Court of Law, It was further ob-
served that “the course uppeared to be not only the most vecoming
under the circumstances of the ecase, but indispensable in the

§ Despatch dated Sth Dec. 1841 No. 39, parns 10 & 11 & Board's Re-
solution on the above Despath dated 3oth March 1842,
€ Regldent's letter dated Jth April 1842 No. 309.



13

aveence of the Hono Coutt’s sauctionte tie provecdings of the
Arbitrators.” *

29, The Resident subsequentiy informed the Government that
prior to a compliance with its reguisiti
paid to the missionaries, it was the purpose of the Madras Coum-
initzee of the C. M. Socie:y to refer the matter o the parcob
Committee in England for their iastructions. €

80. The further proceedings of the cese were brought to the
notice of the Hon. Court of Directors, in reference to which they
wtated that they still held the opinion that the dispuws between the
contesting partivs coulld only be settled by a Court of Justice.
They observed furtber that it was much to be vegretteq that the
farger pavt of the property in dispute should have been paid te
the missionaries before the disputes were seuled, as they feared
that the difficutey of a settlement would be waterially increased
Ly the preceptate dispusal of the property

81, General Cullen (Besident) afterwards wported that the
aggregate sum puid over to the €. 31, Society was Rs 47,484
3-93 and that the balance consisting of the Jonu acknewledgment
for 3,000 Pagudas and a suw of Rs. 6,080, Leing the shure of the
proceeds of the sale of the Syriun College lands and property, .
allotted to the Syriun Community by theuward of the Avbitrators,
had gince that date, cuntinued in the Residency Treasury. t

32, The Resideut further subwitted that since the orders of
the Hou. Court of Divectors conveyed in Fxtract Min. of Cons. No.
380 of the 19th April 1842 were communicated to the Church Mis-
sion Society, no steps were taken by that Society to_restore the
funds which had been paid to thew, nor the Munro Island, to the
latter of which the then Syrinn Metrau Mar Athanasius had sub-
witted 2 claim on the purt of the Syriun Coliege. The Resident,
therefore, proposed, *‘to suggest to the m2mbers of the Church

* Extract Min, of Cona. 19th April 1842, No 380 -
* Letterof 15th May 1842, No. 421,

% Despatet of 30th May No 7 of 1843, para 78

1 Letter of the 23rd Sept, 1853 No. 318, paras.
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Mssion at Cottayam the restoration of Munro Island or its
rve-appropriation (o tke,pusposes originally contemplated, Viz the
benefit of the Syrian Community.” §

33. On the above communication from the Resident, the
SGovernment, observed that tho matters av issue between the
Syrian Metropolitan and the 1aissionaries were precisely in the
position in which they stood on the receipt of the Despatch of
the Hon. Court of Directors dated 30th May, No. 7 of 1843, where-
in the Government were informed that in the opinion of the Court
the disputes between the contesting parties could oniy bo settled in
a Court of Justice. t

34. “The Committee of the Church Mission Bocicty were
again requested to state what answer had been received from the
€oumiittee in England to their reference on the subject of a ro-
fund of the amount made over to the Society in 1842, and if the
refund had been dis-nllowed, for what cause.”

85. Butalter along delay of eight years, the Committee re-
plied that they insisted upon the award being regarded ‘‘as con-
clusive and beyond the control of the governing authorities.”
They objected to the question being reopened, snd declined t re-
fund the property as vequired by the Hon. Court. It appears the
Resident took no further steps for the settlement of the question ®

36. The above are the principal peintsin the history of the
Syrian endowments once adininistered Ly the Syrian Metran and
the C. M. S. missionarics conjointly. The foliowing facts may be
elucilated from the above extructs,

(1) The separation betweon the Syrian Charch and the mis.
sionaries was the result of the undue interference of the latter
in the internals of the former, -

(2) The award of the Arbitratots has been annulled by a com-
petent authority cud has not the force of a legal decision,

§ Letters dated 23rd Sept 1853, No. 318, parns 7 & 8
{ Exur. Min, of Cons. dated 15th Jan )834, Ko 8
* Reply dated 14th July 185), No, 9]
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. (3) It was not accepted hy the Syrian Charch.

(4) It was not binding on the Syrian Community.

(3) The Syrians continued to complain against i and the com-
plaint was accepted by thehizhest Authority in the Government.

(6) The question still remains undisposed of.

(7) The terms of the award are not being carried out verbatim
et literatum, in as much as the Resident who was nominated a co-
trustee in the administration of the tunds adjudged to the wis-
sionaries, was forbidden to exercise that power.

(8) It is left tothe option of the Syrian Comniunity to have
recourse to a Court of Law.

(9) The Court of Directors expressly directed to give inti-
mation of the fact to the Syrian Metran, but the intermediate
nuthorities suppressed it from his knowledge.

(10) The present possession of the endowments by the mis.
sionaries after repeated requisition to refund, is not rightful.

(1%): The preceptate disposal of the property by the Resident
and the refusal of the C. M. 8. to refund the sume have materially
increased the difficulty of settlement.

(12) Through Mar Dionysius Chepat who was Metraa at the
date of the award, and after him, through his successor, the late.
Mar Mathew Athonasius, the Syrian Community continued to ad-
vance their =Inim to the property in question.

(13) General Cullen was of opinion that the Munro Island was
vot utilised by the missionaries for purposes originally contem-
plated, and accordingly, he proposed the necessity of restoring it
to the Syrian Community.

37. I mnay here observe that, till very receatly, the Syrian
Comuunity remained in utter darkness in respect of the final de-
cision of the Court of Directors, which had anuulled the award
of the Arbitrators and directed vhat the parties might be instructed
to settle the question through a Law Court. It appears the fact
wa3 not intimated to the Syrian Metraa, most probably because
the Hon. Court inisted upon a refund of the endowment by the !
missionaries, befors the parties tuke action. It was the C. M. 8.

Committee’s refusal to comply with this requisition, that prolongel
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the question. Unaware of thess facts, the Syrian Commuriity con-
tinued to petition the. Goverament against the award, declining to
draw their shure of the funds as adjudicated by the Arbitrators. #
This state of taings. continued. till- 1870, when Mar Mathew
Athsnasius, in whom the teachings of the missionaries had appa-
rently taken some root, thought fit, in view of the dissensions in
the Chureh, to strengthen his position by getting hold of the Syrian
sMare, mutilated it wns. The then Bishop of Mudrss prevailed
wporr thie Resident, T to carry out the terms of the award withiat
reference to the deeision of the Court of  Directors; which had «a=
nulledithe same; and though it. was found that in consequepce «f the
opposition of the orthodox party in the Chursh, nolegal el etis
the trustees could be made as required Ly the award, {2 Resident
took iipon himself to nominate two trustecs, in utter violation of
the ternis of the award. § Thus, the Syrian portion of the fund was
made over to Mar Athianasius in 1870, and the missionaries were
elated witl the hope that the award was fozinally aceeptad by the
Syrian Comnwnity, In this connection, it has-to he remembered
that tha assent or dissent of Mar Athanasi-., after itaving beca
superseded by a lawfally constituted Bishop winot bind the Cun:-
munity. Besides, Mar Athanasius. and his co-trustees nccepted
the award only to the extent of the intercst of the Star Pagodas, §
and even this supposed ussent was exaried withoat giving - them
any intimatiun of the final decision of tl:e Hon. Court of Direc-
tors above referred to. Even now, bus fur the accidental discovery
of certain Governmwent records; our Community would have re-
wainod in ignorance of the facts stated in the above paras.

38, With these remarks, I humbly 25k you, vespected Sir, to
consider whnt right the missionaries ¢f tla- €. M. Society have over
the fuuds and property granted by the R

2eze of Travancore as an

¢ Vide Rev. Henry Baker's letter to the Bishup of Madrus published
in ““Colonial Church Chronicles” of October 1571
t Vide Do Do publishetin Do of Nov. 15700 p 449

7 Resident's letter tothe Govt. dated 1Cth Now. ;a9 No. 100, and the
opinion of the Advocnte General dated 17th. Dee. 15 prrn 2.

$ Depesition of the Inte Mar Thomas Atharusius and Co-trustee Chanda-
pilla Catunar in tho Seminary case (0, S. 439 of 1054 of Alleppey Court.)
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endowment to the Syrian Seminary for the exclusive benefit of the
Syrian Community. If they rest their right on the joiut posses.
sion they once had, it was because our Community admitted them
toa share in the management of the semicary onthe bona fida
impression that they would act true to the promise they had made
when they sought a union with us, viz that they would uot meddle
with the doctrines, disciplines and liberty of our Church. If they
depend on their joint or independent name in the trust deeds, it
was in his or their capacity as Manager of the Seminary or as
Secretary "to the Committee of its adwinistration—a capacity to
which the missionaries do not and cannot advancz a right of suc-
cession now. When they deviated from the promise which they
had made as a condition of union, it was their daty to return the
properties to the Syrians for whose exclusive benefic they were
endoned by their kind donor.” As long as they exercised co-
operation with the Metran without infringement of the terms of
anion, they had a right to a joint administration. But when they
icterfered with the internal and fundamental teachings and
literty of our Church, they forfeited whatever right they previously
bad.

89. Again, if the missionaries depead upon the award of the
Arbitrators for their right of administiation, what force has thzt
award, when it was aonulled by the Court of Directors? If they
say they have a long possession, is not that possession illegal and
usurpation on the face of the urgent and repeated orders of a com-
petent authority for a refund, so as to enable the Byrians to es-
tablish their right by a Court of Justice—a way still open to them?
1f vou say that the Syrians gave their assent to the award, my
reply is no. Mar Dionysius Chepat, Metran of the period of
separation continued complaining against the award as long as he
exercised the dusies of a Metran. His successor Mar Athanasius
followed his footsteps; and it was only to secars his own threstened
position that he gave a sort of qualified assent during the latter part
of hisrule. But even that assent had reference only to that portion
of the endowment to which the missionaries were beld to have bad
no mannes of right. It was a time-serving consent, and it is
also clear that the Community did not concar witk: him, in a8 much
as the Resident could jnot get the votes of the Community for ths
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election of co-trustecs, but bad to nominate “them himself - agaiost
the terms of the award.

40. Ishall now come to another aspect of the case. It willle b
seen by.a. reference to the original records that the donations of ;
H. H. the Ranee were ‘intended for the :political, moral and re- |
Yigious reaovation of the Syrian Community to be achieved through
the instrumentality of the Syrian college’at Kottayam. ® The chief
design of the college was, as stated above, “to prosecate the study
of the Holy Scriptures and other religious books in the Syriac !
language, according to the custom of their (Syrian).sect” ¥ 1t fol-
lows from these, that the grand object of renovation to be attained
in the same college by the Ranee’s donativns could not be effected
in a way not identical with the designs of the college itself, of
which they formed an endowment. The conclusion, therefore, is
that the moral, political and religious renovation contemplated
by H. E. the Ranee was such as could be attained by secular and
religious education that would not undermine the time-honoured
customs, liberty and teaching of the Syrian scct. It cannot be
argaed jor a moment that the Hindu donor who was totally ig-
norant of tho schisms and differences that pervade various Chri.
stian sezts, had ever contemplated the teaching of such ductrines
and sweaping changes as were proposad by Bishop Wilson years
after the endowments were made, or that the properties were be-
stowed for a purpose altogether alien to the designs of the In-
stitution of which they formed an endowment. Such heing the
case, it is clear that the C. M. 8. missionaries whose sims were
and still are, as scen from their subsequent conduct, to introduce
changes and heresies in the Syrian Charch on the line proposed by
Dr, Wilson and to make proselytes from it, cannot be
legal trustees to carry out the intention of the endowment
and of the college to which the properti'es were attached.
I must, therefore, with great regret, ussert that the C. M.
S. missionaries, by their attempt to introduce schisms in the Syrian
Church and to curtail our independence and by their proclaiming
to the Syrian students doctzines and changes disapproved by the
Syrian Community in a public Synod, have committed a breach of

* Vide award of Arbitrators para 4.
< Do Do para 3,
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trust and have disqualified themselves for its administration, even
if they had a right juintly or independently.

41, A third aspect of the case. I have already stated that the
disputed funds were intended fur the ecclusive benefitoi the
Syriun Comnunity. The trust as now administered by the mir-
sionarics is not applied for this exclusive purpose. By Syriaa Con-
munity is meant that Commwunity which follows the doctrines
and teaets of the ancient Clurch as taugbt oud helieved at and
about the time the endowment was made. This, no doubt, was the
Jacobite Syrian Charch. Tt way, in this counection, be anzued that
the term Syriun  Counnnunity applies to all persons of whatever
creed thature Syrians Ly mationality. This is & fallacious inwer-
pretation, if I may use that word. When H. H. the Ranee invested
1he fund, there were two seetions of Syrians considered as a pation,
viz the Jacobite and the Riman Qatholic Syrians. Neither during the
time the funds were adwinistered jointly ia the Syrian college noc
after the separation was the term, as used in the deed of endow-
ment, construed as applicable to the latter sect, and never were
they regarded as beneficiaries of the trust. The expresiion
#Byrian Co ity,” as und d Uy the donor, by the ‘admini-
strators, and by the missionaries, at and about the time the dona-
tion was made, wes exclusively apulied to the Syrian Christians
for whom the old Syrisn college was founded and who followed the
tenets and dactriues of the Cburch over which the Matropolitan
founder of the college exercised apiscopal jurisdiction. Col. Munro,
who was instrumental in bringing down the missionaries and in
founding the endowinents, was in favour “of maintaining the inte-
grity of the Syrian Church as a separate establishment standing, asit
hasdone, for somany ages, a bright monunent of Christian Truth,
in the midet of the darkest scenes of idolatry and wickedness.” In
exercising his good offices in  behalf of the Community, he did not
mean Lo help the Syrians as a nation but only as a religious body-
“The Roman Catholics,”” he writés, *‘especinlly the Syrian Com-
wmunities still uited to them wou'd be induced by the great meli-
oration of the religious and temporal state of the Syvians, 0 join
them.” 1 These extracts show that Col. Munro was sstisfied with

t Col, Munro's Beport dated 30th March 1518,
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- the truth and orthodoxy of - the doctrines of the Syrian Church,
that all that he desired was an infusiow of life in the Syrian Church
“morally, regliously and politically," and that the Syrian Com.
munity as a ‘nation was never in his contemplntlon ‘when he in-
duced H. H. the Ranee'to’ found the endowmgnts. On the other
hand, he even aimed at the conversion of other religious bodies i
- the Syrian nation into the Syrian Cburch. Now, that Clurch
or' Commueity which Col. Munro and H. H. the Rauec
“desired to halp was the Jacobite Syrinn Community. ® Dr.
Kerr, who visited Malabar in 1806, divides the then Christians
on the Malahar Coast into three "denominations, viz “(1) St.
Thome or Jacobite Christians, (2) Syrian Roman Catholics, (3)
Latin Church.” { Dr. Buchanan designates the Syrian Christians
*Jacobite" and says that their proper denomination is “Syrian
- Christians or the hynan Chureh of - Malayala.” 1 Mar Dionysius
- Punnathara witk - whoin ‘your missionarics had a~ hearty co-opera-
“tion in the administration of the trust styles himself “Metro-
-politan of the Jacobite Syriaa Church in Malabar ‘under the juris-
dicton of Mar Ighatius Patriarch of Antioch in Syria.” }

.. 42. TIf'the term “Syrian Community,” a3 used at the time the
- endowments were made be explicabls in a national point of - view,
the Aribitrators were laying down o meaningless or unworkable
system when they decided that the Collego trustees should be *a
clergyman and a lagman of the Syrian persuasion to be clected by
the Syrian Community.” § Also compare the expressivns “Metro-
politan, bead of the whole Syrian Community." and -other similar
expressions thrmighout the award.” § Further, it has been decided
by Courts of Law in Travancore thas the Syrian Community at
the duta of the ‘endowmunts was Jacobite and that the Jacobite

* Vide Rer, Henry Bakcrsleuers to the Blshop of Mndras above re-
ferred to.

+ Vide his report at page I45 of Buch ’s Christian R h
% Clristian Rescarches p, 124.

1 Missionary Reglster for 1899,

§ Award para 2,

T Do paras 3, 6,-7, 14 ete,
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ection is the lawful beneficiary body contemplafed in the nw?rd_. t

?Ihe necessary conclusion from the above facts is tbat the Sgrian
Community for whom the endowments were mad:c was .the
Jucobite Syrian Community of Malabar. The subee'quont secessions
into Syro-Protestants, Athanasian schismatics, six years' porty
Salvationists, Baptists, Brothers &e, all qf whom claim the epithet,
uSyrian" as an adjunct to their respective designations, could not
have béen contemplated or ‘Greamed of by the ¥ind donors.

43, Is the trost'as administered by the C. M. 5. missionaries
applied for this.exclusive benefi! You cannot, ir, answer this
question in ' the affirmative. On the ' other hand, your missionarica
abuse it-for purpeses altogether alien, uncalled for and unwarrarted.
The C. M. 8. Coltége at Kottayam is ‘the Institution where' the
proceeds of the tiust funds are- ncwutilised by the raissionaries.
The College wus for mroy years” known as “the C. M. S. Syrian
College.” What must have been the motive of the missionaries in
changing that name into the “C. M. 8: College,” you may imagine
for yourself. In further proof of. the -abuse of funds, I may maulti-
ply pages after pages with instances of suceessive Priacipals of
your college teaching their orthedox Jacobite- Syrian students,
doctrines contrary to these of their mother Church; compelling
them to yield themselves to be confirmed in'the Anglican faith by
an Anglican Bishop against theic own will and the will of their
parents or guardians; obliging them to partake of the Lord’s Supper
-« administered by the Church of England; forcing them to repeat
the Athanasisn and Niceue creeds as embodied in the Book of
Cou:mon Prayer with the Jioque clause which.wras the cause of
the ¢-hom between the Rostern and the Western Churches; de-
priving them of their stholarshin by reason of théir marriages in
Syrian charches acenvding to the Syrian custom; excluding them
from the liberty of cerupeting for scholarships issued from the pro-
ceeds of the yery funds in question, and Limiting those scholar-
ships to I'l‘_owst_a-nts. &ec.  This mode of abusing the endowment is
‘mpliedly admitte! by the chinpiai: to the Anglican Bishop of

t Read judgments of the Royal Com-t - - '
A, 8. No. 307 1061, of the High C.
of 1075 and of the District Coart of -

in:l appeal in Travancore.
>~ ov Trevancorein A, S, No. 125
sgnicamin O. S. No. 25 of 10755
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vasueore and Cochiit in a lettér published in the Christian Pa-
,triot of - the'21st June 1902, in which be says that one of the aims
it vhe C.: M. 8.-ia the Kottaynm college which -offers ‘atiractive
scholarships- to the Symna is'to e’'ect '“internal reforms both of
doctrine. and pmctaa in lthenncxent Syrmn Church g

thonsand Star Pagodu'and olher itema are “the pmperues of the
Syrmn ‘Community” and’ are to be held by trustees “for the ex-
same n.wnrd, the 'Imvaucorc Ranee’s endowments were made for
the _support, of. the Syrian . College and are to. be held by the

ies.“for. the exclusive benefit of the -Syrian Community”*®
‘In cther - words, hoth sets of -properties are-to be held on the
same Jevel in resy t ‘of their beneficiaries, Bat if the- +Syrians who
have joined- the Protestant Chun:h..nmpo,b beneficiaries of the
former, and if, m apite of national claims set :up by certain bodies
in- the Community, Courts have held that the Jacobites ‘alone are
their real beneficiaries, how the Syro-Protestants and other non-
Jacobite Syrian sects can have a r:ght to: the Ranee's endowments,
by reason of their nationality, it is for you to explain.

45. - The advantages derived from funds inve.ted for the
exclusive benefit of the Jacobite Syrians are enjoyed by Protestants
and Hindu Converts. IT the orthodox also reap’any benefit, there
is nothing exclusive in it. They have to pay the same rate of fees
and-bear the same expensesas a Hindu or a ‘Roman Catholic
student to enable them to study ina college supported by funds
endowec for their exclusive benefit; while the children of Syro-
Protestants and Hindu converts are aliowed to proceed for half
the usunl rate of fees, if their parents can assert the righs of being
Mission Agents, i. e. those under the employmer.t of the Mission.
Thus, a zrust for an exclusive purpose is employed to carry out
the. exclusive designs of the missionaries. May I ask you, Sir, to
consider whether this system of administration dchbcmte]y adopted

¥ Vide Report of the C. M. S. College for 1853 and the revised rule s
of the College passed in that year. Sce also *‘the Christian Patriot” of
the 24th May 1902,

3 Vide paras 2, 7, 8 &e.
° Vidoparas 4, 12 &e.
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by your issionaries is not a grave breach of trust, disqunl:u'ying
"“them to hold the position of trustees of the funds ia questiou.

~
46. Again, a fourth aspect of the case. I have already pointed
7 out that the old Syrian Collegze was started for the edueation of
“#the Syrian clergy in the Syriac language und the Scripru -es ond
. -other religious Looks in that language aczording to the custens and
igeachings of the Byrian €hurch, and that the Rupee's donations
 conld not have been intended for a purpose not identical v-ith the
designs of the iustitution of which they formed an endowwent of
support. When the missionaries were put in charge of these pro-
perties by tho Arbitrators, they full well understood the wrms of
5 the trust and: interpreted it in the same sense in which I have
done above. Hence, for many years, they muintuined s Syriae
i:class and n Syria: Professor in their college, to impart instmctions
n the Syriac language and books, to candidates preparing for Holy
Orders in the Syrian Church; and so long as the Syriac class ex-
isted, the college also was designated “the C. ML, S. Syriun College™

47. You know Syriac is the religious and liturgical language
f the Syriun Charch, and assuch, knowledge of thatInoguage and
E books in it is indispensably nccessary to all aspirants of ordi-
2nation. One of the changes proposed by Bishop Wilson was the
¢ yemoval of tae Syriac lunguage from the services of the Church.
£ To give full vent to this proposal and to utilise the money spent
on Syriac for the carrying out of their own designs, the mission-
aries closed for ever the doots of their college to all that seck in-
struction in that language; aud with a view to remove a seeming
nconsistency, they converted the name *“C. M. S. Syrian College”
nto ~‘the C. M. 8. College.” Is not this another deliberate hreach
f trust? :

i

48, One more point, and I shall close this part.of the case. Sup-
Zpose, for mere sake of argament, that by virtue of the award, you
ave a right to administer the trust. Do you sct in conformity to
sithe terms of the award in whatever ssnse you .may interpret it}
§The Arbitrators have adjudged to you several items in money and
Janded property. In the case of some of them, they hare expreasly
wstated the purposes for whicli the money is to be utilised. Among
sthe purposes for which the fourth ite:n in the award viz Rs. 140375,

2




1-6 is ndjndged are included the education of ordained candidates’;
and the construction and enlargement of churches” Tt must Le ref
membered that when this fund was endowed, the C. M. Snc-cu-
had not the express intention of establishing a branch of their.
Church in the field occupied by the Syrians, und the fund was
“collected for use of the Syrian Church ang, therefore, formed par.
of the common endowment of the Syrians, jointly administered -
Their donors’ intentions were the education of those ordained in
‘the Syrian Church and the construction and repair of Syriaz-
church buildings. How are the proceeds of this fund now spert
You mway say you spend them in the education of those ordaine
in the Church of England and in the construction of thei:
‘charches. The mere fact that yeur missionaries hold the trusteeshi;
of this fand does not catitle you to use it for a purpose not con.
templated hy the donors. The Arbitrators awarded that sum to yor
in the same manner as they did with Ranee’s endowments. 1
you sny you hold the latter trust for Syrians of all creeds and de-
nominations, the same must be the case with the tormer. Har:
you erected or enlarged any caurch belcnging to any denomina
{tion of the Syrians other thaa the Anglican! Hav2 you spent any
pic of this fund for the education of any ordnined candidates
other than those of the Anglican Church? Is not this a breaeh of
trust]

49. Then ngain, according to para 9 of the award, the chapel
attachied to the present C. M. 8. College was constructed with the -
fund set apart from the general fund of the old Syrian College and
that chapel is to be used “for the exclusive benefit of the Syrion
C ity and their s 5,” on the same condition as the
chapel attached to the old Syrian College was used when it was
under the partial jurisdiction of the missionaries. Norw, the last:
wentioned chapel was used for Syrian services, the only prerog-
tive, the missionaties had. being the right of nominating the-

oliciating priests from the College Malpans. Hence, the chapel:
attached to the C. M. S. college and adjudicated for the exclus
henefit of the Syrian Commumly cannot be employed for any’
service other than that of the Syrian rite and by any pne<t olht‘r

than one of Syriaw persuasion. Ts this, I ask, the way in \vlmh
tic chapel is now used?
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“to administer the Syrian trust funds, I shall next offer a few re-
“marks to show the result of your wicsionary administration of the
“trust. As already pointed out, the Syrisn College at Kottayam
“gnd its endowments were intended for the religious, sucial 'nml
bpoiiﬁc:ll renovation of the Jacobite Syrian Cowmunity in assimu-
“lution to their time-honoured customs anl practices; ond pre-
. perties subsequently added by donations could n?t hu.\‘c been de-
cioned far un autagonistic purpose. The missionaries were ud-
mitted to co-operation on the firm confidence that European ine
fluznce and adrlee would help to accomplish these ends with as
much rapidity and thoroughuess ag possible. Unfortunately, their
subsequent condact was su ill-advised that they appeared to our
* Community as equivocators and double-dealers as far as the pro-
, wise made by Dr. Buchanan as a condition of union was con-
‘cerned.  The wissionary interference, instead of producing the
desired effect, led to the split of our Community into several rival
{factions. The missionaries whose duty was, in imitation of their
great leader the Apostle St. Puul, to strive “to preach the Gospel
not where Clrist was named, lest they should build upon another
man's foundation”, ® began to preach the Gospel to those in whom
Clirist was already named, and built their house upon the founda~
tion laid Ly St. Thomas and his Syrian successcrs, and for that
purpoie they snutched the very tools with which the latter were
ouilding. The Syrians are depiived of their funds, the missionaries
" appropriated them and wuse the snme to increate schisws iu the
;Syri:m Church, to make proselytes from it and to help and
" support schismatics. Those in whose veins Syrian blood runs and
for whose exclusive benefit the trust was created are held on no
. bLetter level than with Nairs or Brahmios, while converts to the
« Charch of England, from whatever caste or creed they may  be,
_ arc fattened with the bread of the children. -

50. Having thus far proved the incapacity of your missionar’es

51. In the above pages, I have dealt with the trust funds in
i general. I shall next take up some of the important items of the

o

* Rom. XYV. 20.
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fonds with which we are particalarly iaterested, and show how far
the Arbitrators were reasonable in alloting thern to the missionaries.

* '52. Ra. 21,000. This was a sum granted in the year 1818 by
the Travaacore Goverzment &s an endowment jor the support o
the Syrian Seminary. 9 The decd of this sum was it the joint
names of the Metran and one of the missionaries. The Arbitrators
awarded it to the missionaries on the pr ption that “the bene-
fdctions then and suhsequently *granted by the liberality of the
Travancore Government would never have beew nonferred on the
Syrians irrespectively of those means, viz the instruction to be
afforded by the English Missionaries” (vide Awnrd para 4.) This,
1 submit, isan argument based upon a wrong hypothesis. A glance
over para § of the award brings to our view, that some years before
the arrival of the missionaries in Travaacore, the local Government
had granted the Syriar. Metran & sam of Rs. 8000 for the purpose
of proszcating “the study of the Holy Seriptures according to the
custom of their sect.” Here wo liave an iustance of a grant
conferred on the Syrian Metran irrespectively of “the means of in-
struction to be afforded by English Missionaries.” If further proofs
be necessary, I rany poin out many churches with endowments
founded by our Hinda sovereigus during comparatively darker ages,
when European missionaries had not even set their feeton the
chores of India. These, coupled with the fact that the grant of Rs,
21,000 was issved “with a direction by Col. Munro to the Revd.
Bailey to invest it in lands and to assumethe direction and manage.
l;'lent of this and all other funds (including, of course, the un-
disputed Star Pagodas) belonging to the College, employing with
him a committee of the principal authorities atfached to 6",
most clearly show that the kind donar never meant that the fund
could only have been omployed for missionary instruction or tha
it could not be used for an instraction withant the instrumentality
of missionaries. On the other hand, the Revd. Mr. Bailey was, at
the time, manager of the Seminary by consent of the Metran. He

7 Vido award para 4,

+ Award para 4.
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was, therefore, asked to assuwe, in that capacity, the manngement
of the fund then.newly gianted; and with a view to check his
autoeracy, Col. Munro was sagacious enough to bind him with
committee of the principal anthorities of the Sewiuvary, who were
unexceptionally native Syrians. * Had the doaor meant to limit
the expense of the proceads of this fund to the instruction that
European mmissionaries alone tould afford, Cel. Munro would
nevei have directed:Mr. Bailey to assume charge of this and !l
other funds {including those which were not limited to European
missionary instruction) -sud to manage themw in comnon with a
committee of native Syrians.

53. The 3Iunro Island. The Arbitrators have awarded this
property also to the missionarics on the ground that the Nest of
the property was in the name of the Revd. Joseph Feon to le en.
Jjoyed by him and his snceessors in anubogam tenure. (vide award
para 12)) With regard to this also, they are guilty of a gross mis-
understanding. If we are to rely on the mere wordiog of the Neet,
the presumption is that H. H. the Ranee granted the land in
anubogam tenure, as is usual with the sovereign of Travancore,
to the Revd. Mr. Fenn and his children to be privately enjoyed as
n mark of royal favour. This is the correct constructivp, if we were
to rely on the mere wording of the Neet and compare the same
with thousands of others issued to roval favourites. Butin the
present case, it is adwitted ou all hands that the grant was L
intended as a murk of royal favour towards Mr. Fenn and bhis
fumily for service as u courtier. The Aeet, therefore, must be con-
strued as having been granted to Mr. Fean in his implied capacity
as chainoan or sccretary of the cowmittee that wanaged the
Seinary affairs, to be used for educatioun by him and his suc-

i the manag of the Syrian Seminary whoever they
may be, forthe exclusive benefit of the Commanity. I can point
out puttahs of Seminary properties registered in vhe name of one
Tty Ittoop with no further qualifying words, Lecause that man
hel@ the office of mansger iu the Sewinary ut the time the pu-
ttahs were jssued. (See for instance the puitah of Nenthravely

®~Vide para 20 of the award.
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land in ths pussession of the Metropolitan). The conclusion, . there-
fore, to-be arrived at from tke above circumstances is that the
Neet was issaed in tho mame of Mr. Fenn as Muanager of
the Seminary for the time Teing, and that this fact cannot confer
on him of hig missionnry successors any right to the property com-
prised in it to the exclusion of the Syrian Metropolitan. The suc-
cession to ‘the office of management devolves “on the person or
persons appointed by the lawful nuthorities of the Seinary cleated
by she Community, the missionaries having forfeited that right by
reasous stated in the previous pages. I may further remark that
until very recently, it was never the practice of the Travancore
Government to isvne puttahs or Neets of properties in the names of
more than one person. Even in the case of private fawily properties
to which several co-ordinate brothers or consins arc entitled, the
registry would always stand in the name of one, either the seaicr
or the managing member.

51. The next point I bave to discuss fs whether the Syrian
Christians are in a position to administer the trust to the satis-
faciion of the donor’s intention. I do mot see any incapacity in
them. To my mind, they are in & better position than the mission-
aries to execute the trust to its very intent and purpose. You are
perhaps informed of the existence ofa Syrinn Institution at Ko
ttayam ealled “the Mar Dionysius Seminary.” Here Syrian youths
are educated to all intents and purposes of the endowments that
are now in the possession of the missionaries. Al that is required
to satisiy the design of the donor is a system of instruction that
will comluce to the politieal, moral and religious renovation of the
Syrian Comwunity in assiinulation to the time-honoured doctrines
and discipliues of the Jacobite Syrian Church. This is and can be
Lettevachievid in the Mar Dienysius Seminary than in any Tustitn-
tivn oniducted by the missionaries. Itis a High School recognised
by the University of Madras andis conducted under proper ma-
narement and by approved teachers. A sound liberal education is
imparted. preparing students for Tniversity Examination.  Seri-
ptures and peligious looks are taught in Syriac, Malayalam aod
English. Deacons and candidates for ordination are instructed in
the 8yriac languaze also by duly .appointed Malpans. In short, all
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the requi ts contemplated by the donors of the Syriun funds:
are satisfactorily accomplished in'this Seminary. If funds would
permit, it is our intention to raisc it to the status of a ¢
the C. M. S. College, supported by Syrian funds. clun
with the Mar Dionsysius Seminary, in tlie v accouplishe
mert of the requirements of the trust? [ have clearly pointed vus in
the above pages that the C. M. 8. College does not conform tothe
terms of the trust and that theissionaries ave ot el
somplish its designs, [f the Ranee of Travancore coull 1 the
Syrian Metran to execute the desizns of her donzetion oi s, 8GO0
acanted before the acrival of the missionaries in this comtry, why
not now when our Church is governel by better educatead and ex-
pericoced superiors, surrounded by liberally educated supporters,
assisted by a Comuiittee of emmpetent persons, and provided with
institutions bLetter adapted to the trust than the wissionary To-
stitution? T would also refer you in this connection to the advice
given by Dr. Whitchead, Bishop of Madrs, to the students of the
Bishop Corry’s High School, in his speech delivered us chairman
of the prize distribution meeting held in 1900, to the effect that it
is much better for every Christinn boy to study in schools conduc-
ted Ly men of his own faith and denowination than iu ene under
the management of a different denvinination.

ve. Can
1 l'qlll;l.“(_\'

Lo e~

- Lenving aside for the present all vonsideration of the points
discussed in the previous pages, J beg to invite your atteation to
another inportant aspeet of the questivn. The endowmeuts in dis-
pute are the properties of the Syrinn Church. You bave neither
a proprictory tight nor a Leneficiary interest in them. The only
claim that yon can advance is that of an adwinistrator, appointal
to look after the properties of a minor. . The express references in
Col. Muanro's report to the impotency of the Syrians as “a “ailen
Church” und his anxiety “to restore them to the High station which
they formerly occupied,” through the co-operation of the wission-
ariex, sutliciently justify the conclusion that the position of your
missionaries iy the administration of these properties is simply that
of u warder to a minor. [ say, T am no more a minor; I bave at-
tuined my full wajority and am quite able to look sfter my business
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without the help of a warder, Deliver me my properties buvic is

my present raquest, Will you kindly do so or not is the only
quesrion.

6. I beg firther to irform you that the Syrian Community
have attained u position to respect their prestige, inmintain their
liberzy and aseert their claims. Hitherto, they were kept in
gmorance of the decision of the Honourable Court of Directors
on the award of Arbitrators and of the subsequent proceedings
of the authorities concerned. Now Irappily, though accideatly, the
secrefs are revealed and tley are provided withf necessary weapons
to assert their right by legal means, if necessary. I have, thercfore,
hemlly to intinmte to you in the name of the Comnrunity, that
if ho amieable settlement of the question crn be arrived at
within a reasomable time, the Syrian Community are prepared to

take legal action against you and your missionaries that are con-
¢érned in the matter.

57. As followers of the Lord of Feace, we are reluctant to fight
ith Christian brethren in o Hinda Court of Layw, bui we will be
Jed to it, if the Saciety unfortunatels turn deaf to our lawful com-
plaiats. I, therefore, request you, dear 8ir, to consider the critienl
position in which your missionaries are in respect of the admini.
stration of the Syrian endowments; and I earnestly pray the Com-
mittec of the Church Missionary Soviety throaght you, its
Secretary, to direct the missionaries in Travancore to give over
charge of the administration of the Syrian trust propertics in your
possession to the Most Revd. Mar Dionysius, the only recognised
bead and Meiropolitan of the Syrian Church of Malabar, to be
administered by him and bis Commictec for the exclusive bencfit
of the Syrian Community. .

In conclusion, T beg tointimate to you that T am prepared to
give you any further informiations and to hold further commauni-
cations with yon, if desired, for an amicalle settlement of the
“question, May God  Almighty who worked 80 wnany wonders for
the protection of the flack of His Apostle St. Thomas in the dark
land of Malahar, tlnrol{gh the vicissitudes of nineteen centurivs,
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apen the heart of the Society for the glory of the Syrian Vrauch
of Hix Universal Church and for an amicable settloment of 130
qaestion that had been w0 long perplexing her.

DBelieve me
Reverend Sir
Your most ohedient Servant
£ M eHILIP
. Secretary to the Malabar Jacobite

B Syrian Associativa.

Kottayam, Travancore

St. Thomns Day
3rd Thomoos—1Gth July Th02,
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