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Ceylon, to claim a de facto veto over candidates for the throne. In this situation, the
king had two alternatives —either to confiscate all religious lands where the evidence
for the original endowment was weak, and thereby to increase the royal treasury, or to
maintain the status quo thereby reducing the treasury. The choice of the former by
the king in 1235 immediately faced enormous opposition and the king in consequence
was forced to appoint a commission of six members to investigete the case in question.
The commission found that the confiscated lands belonged to the Sangha; and the king,
in the presence of the ministers, formally returned them to their owners. A similar
problem arose during the reign of King Uzana (1250-4).56

Far more important effects were generated by the system of monastic land-
lordism in the fifteenth century. In Burma, the growth of this institution perhaps
reached its highest point during this period as monks added to the lands given to them
by their lay disciples by purchasing further areas in spite of the fact that this ran
counter to Buddhist teachings. Though these possessions undermined the royal treasury,
in another way they contributed to economic development as the concerted effort of
monks and laymen resulted in a successful reclamation of waste lands. It was estimated
that through monastic eaterprise an area of over 5000 acres was cultivated.5? Kings
sometimes gave active support to this process. It was a time when a close and
harmonious relationship was established between the state and the Sangha order.8

Notwithstanding such occasional harmony, there was a tendency in Burma, as
also in Thailand, for the king to be aware of the growing ownership of land by monks
as is indicated by the birth of the so-called Revenue Inquest or Sittan. These Sittan
were usually prepared and submitted to the authorities by local Myothugyi or
Ywathugyi under the royal order when the demarcation or ownership of land was in
doubt or when the royal treasury was low, and they were typical of Burmese Revenue
Records in that they served to indicate the complexity of Burmese political and social
organization, its feudal character and the importance of the myo or township as the
unit of administration. The Sitran® of 1764 and 1765 made during the reign of

56. Than Tun, ‘“‘Mahakassapa and His Tradition,”” JBRS, XLII, ii, Dec. 1959, pp. 111-20;
“History of Burma, A.D. 1300-1400," ibid., pp. 119-21.

57. Ibid.. p.115.
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59. See Yi Yi, ‘“‘Konbaung Khet Sittan Mya,” (Revenue Inquests of the Konbaung-Dynasty),
JBRS, XLIV, i, June 1966, pp. 71-127; U Aye Kyaw, ‘‘Hanthawaddy 32 Myo Sittan,”
(Revenue Inquest of Hanthawaddy 32 Towns), The Universities Quarterly, (UQ), I, iv, 1966,
pp- 183 -95; “Muttama 32 Myo Sittan,” (Revenue Inquest of Martaban 32 Towns), UQ, V. i,
1970, pp. 241 - 54; **Bassein 32 Myo Sittan,” (Revenue Inquest of Bassein 32 Towns), UQ, V,
ii, 1970, pp. 207-12, Almost all Sittan followed a general rule. For instance, on which day,
in which year and to whom the investigation is made, history of the area concerned, lineage
of the ruling families, boundaries of the area, class of the land, kinds of plants grown therein,
methods of taxation employed, types of customary fees which local people have paid to the
ruling chief and customary funeral ceremonies if the local chief died, are serially included.
These Sirtan constitute an extremely important primary source for the understanding of
Burmese administration and society.




























































