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REPORT ON TANJORE REMISSIONS IN FASLI 1294
_ﬁ (A.D. 1884-85).

From H. 8. THOMAS, Esq., F.LS,, F.Z.8., First Member of the Board of Revenue,
to the Secretary to Government, Revenae Department, dated 18th November

1885.

S1,—On receipt of G.0O., dated 22nd April 1885, No, 451, the Third Member
being absent on other duty, and the Second Member never having served in Tanjore, it
became my duty, as former Collector of that district, “after personal inspection of the
locality affected and conference with the Collector and district officers,” to submit an
opinion as to the necessity for « sanctioning " the remission for a single district of so
large a sum ** as Rs. 6,77,283. Accordingly, I started as early as possible,” and have
the honor to submit this report on the conduct and results of my inquiry, following
generally the order of events, so that Government may see the positions in which 1
found myself, and be the better able to judge of the adequacy of the reasomst
assigned for the conclusions drawn; and for ready reference the results shall be
briefly summed up at the end of the report. * ‘

9. That the district had suffered a great calamity from the excessive * rains of

October and December 1884, which had

» Panticularised in detsil in the letter of the breached numerous irrigation works and -
" Collector of Tanjore, No. 1871, dated 27th jnundated the district, seemed, from the
M“"%lgsﬁ’a%m d"ggdliﬁfz”gflggg‘md' reports of the several district ’ofﬁcers, to
1ogs, No. 1159, A& P : be beyond doubting as a general fact ; the
questions was rather one of degree, whether the agricultural results had been as
serious as those officers thought, or whether, from any reason, they had been errone-
ously estimated or misstated by their subordinates. It was a question which
resented but few points for inquiry ; for to directly ask the officers was, as indeed I
gound, necessarily to court a reference to their already expressed opinion, while much
evidence could not he expected from the land at so late a date as six full months after
the ordinary harvest season for the kér crops and two months after the usual reaping
of the sembaeand pishénam rice crops. The area of a whole district was also toe
wide to be covered to any inspection purposes before the Cévéry water should, in the
middle of July, renew the cultivation and obliterate all traces of the old crops. Also, if
there had been misconception and fraud, it could serve no useful purpose to allow myself
to be led about by the misguided and the misgu ding, reinspecting just what they
thought best to show me, without any means of better guiding myself. In this
dilemma I thought it best to see first whether the Revenue accounts would throw any
light on the subject. Accordingly, before leaving Madras, I asked the Collector to be
good enough to have these in readiness for me, and ready they were on my arrival on

the 11th of May 1885.
TIRUTURAIPUNDI TALUK.

Kir Crops.

.+ 8. Desiring to first master the system Wwhich the Collector and his officers had
followed, and passing from those generalities to the details of the Tiruturaipindi
taluk, which, from being the one reported to have suffered most of all the taluks, and
the one of which the annual settlement had been conducted by the Collector himself,
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seemed to be a typical taluk, it was three days before there was any light. With
: three cart-loads of vernacular accounts,

* Kér is a species of rice that, from being we seemed to be searching for a needle in
tolerant of much inundat_(on and rapid of g5 bundle of straw, and the hearts of my
growth, is usually grown in swampy lands, yight office sank before the task. Look-

Zﬁﬁwgf,’ﬁ :ﬂseﬁf,‘gdh;gp‘;‘fos‘;ﬁ,‘fgﬁr’o? p?:hté? ing first for traces of what had become of

nam rice being raised in the same season. thekdrcrops® we compared the cultivation
But the term kér, and the mixed one, kada- accounts (1) kept before the inundation
pukér, is commonly used to embrace all the with (2) the assessment account kept after
earlier quick-growing rice crops, such as it and we came on whole columns of

kadapukér, widu, aravuthénkuruvel, ka- eptries of kir crops marked off for remis-
lunde, &e. : y

. sion by subordinate native officials, who

gg 112113 i 3; :}}11: l%?ual of Vﬂlaggo.Accounts. had inspected the fields late in February
' and early in March, and professed to have

seen and personally estimated these crops as worthy of remission, while by no possibi-
lity could the kir crops have been on the ground at the time of their inspection, for
the account showed that the land had been broken up, and new crops had taken their
place in the same fields months previously. Nevertheless, those whose business it was
to scrutinise these accounts, and collate from them and place before the settlement
officer the items worthy of remission of assessment, had gravely entered these items
in the remission abstracts, and thereby obtained for them a full remission of assessment.

4. It will be remembered here that the duty of an inspecting officer is simpl
to make notes on the spot of the actual state in which he finds each field at the time
of his personal inspection. He has no authority to take the evidence of others; he
has simply fo record the facts which he sees with his own eyes. These men had,
.accordingly, recorded that whole columns of entries of fields of kdr cultivation had
been completely destroyed by flood, when in truth they never saw a vestige of even
the stubble of the kdr, all traces having been thoroughly obliterated by the second
crop which had taken its placey on which second crop also they had the effrontery to
make the simultaneous remarkithat it too had been destroyed. Thus they professed to
have seen at one glance, on one and the same day, and on one and the same field, both
the then standing crop and the crop that, whether harvested or not, had certainly
disappeared four months before,

5. It is not open to these men to plead that by any possibility they could ever
have thought that they would be justified in taking the evidence of cultivators or
village accountants that the kdr erops had been damaged months previously, and thereon
entering it as a fact they had ascertained by inspection; for never do this class of
officers exercise such discretion, and it was not contained in their official instructions
in the present year. The kér inspection is also necessarily a separate one, due in
December, and it was duly ordered by Rémasimy Shéstri, the Deputy Collector
then in charge of the taluk; but the tahsildar reporting in January that he could not
do it for the floods, the matter was allowed to pass without orders by either the new
Deputy Collector of the division, Tellaniyukam Pillai, or the Collector, by whom the
settlement of the taluk had been undertaken.

6. It may seem passing strange that, while inspecting the second crop, these
inspecting officers should have gone out of their way to certify that the previous crop-also
had been destroyed ; but certify it they did under their own hand, and superintended
the collation of those certified items into the usual remission statements, which again
they initialled in token of their having checked and found them correct. The only intel-
ligible reason for their so doing is that lands which bear two crops in a season are
Dot entitled to full remission if either one or other of the two crops is harvested, and
¥ was full remission of the Government assessment that had been bargained for by
the cultivators, and full remission could only be secured by the double entry.

7. In this exceptional year the bargain was a wholesale one, and the same -course
was followed generally. I have it on all hands as a matter of public notoriety

about which there is no longer any secret. The cultivators unitedly made upa purse -

caleulated at 25 per cent. of their assessment, or, more simply, at four annas in the
l‘}1Peef, :ﬁld this purse, which amounted to several hundreds of rupees, according to the
8ize ol the vattam or group of villages which formed the village accountant’s charge,

3
was given in a lump to the village accountant, so that it was the joint act of the
community. '

8. It was wise thus to gain the village accountant, and to work through him ;
for without this functionary’s collusion it is not possible in this unsurveyed dxstnct’
for any one else to defrand the Government through the medium of his accounts.
The village accountant thus gained, it became his duty to compass the remissions,
either by deceiving the inspecting officer, or by sharing the spoil with him. The
latter was the easier and safer course; so it ended in the inspecting officer and the
village accountant each getting two annas in the rupee, and the whole thing being
amicably arranged to the complete satisfaction of all concerned, except the Govern-
ment, which was to be thus pillaged of its assessment wholesale on a well organised
system. This was the plan of payment ; still money was not paid gratuitously, not
indeed till it was ascertained both that the payment of it was necessary and that it would
be effectual, and for this the revenue inspector, who is the normal immediate master
of the village accountant, ordinarily arranged between him and the huzur clerk.
Other modes of more direct payment also there were in the case of specially extensive
land-holders, and of subsequent reinspections, but this was the general plan.

9, Thus it came about that it was necessary for the inspecting officers to make
ttese singular entries about the earlier or kér crop.

R. VENKATARAMAIYAR’S SCHEME.

10. Still it may seem incredible that they should have deliberately run the risk
of its being detected ; for if we could discover it, and it still stands incontrovertible
in the accounts, so also could any of the superior native officials have discovereds
it; and in the course of any ordinary annual settlement, conducted in the usual °
way, it would have had to run the gauntlet of such dangers that no man in his
genses would have attempted it. But 1t is only neci@ildry to refer to the peculiar

plan * on"which this settlement was
"« I bog to submit, with reference to Collector's instrac- conducted to perceive that everything was

» contuined in the enclosed note, the following scheme . : . i
gzncomiders jon and orders of the Collector, . pre am.nied for such t},lmgs belng ven
(1) sh%:ﬂt«?eb Hector h;s ord];areftl'thnttthe c}a.lm:hforrreeolgil; tured with perfect security. The marvel
sion e examined without waiting for the : . :
B petitions £rom the ryote who have sufisred lows by the 18 how any Collector could have signed
reoemt fioods, llmposemexaammewtgf v;holett‘:lukthro:g:\; and sanctioned such a scheme. Surely,
out. e enclosed memorandum show the progral o . . y
1 intend to adopt during the examination, . th the provision that the mspeo,t.mg officer L
o work dhould commencs simatacoouty iy ol by romarks wero to be made in " black-
ranges an complet y the r T ETIAN
TheSiatest. Tho cxamining officers of the taluk le_ad pencil 7’ might -hs:n.re. served to open
the re-examining officer from the husur and cue karath - hig eyes to the possibilities of the use of
will compose the examining etaff. The former two : ¢

exsmine together in one and the sametime, a8 the azmash if Indian rubber, and of subsequent altera-
'As thero is 1o time to prepare slugws (statement of fields  Venkatardmaiyar have beensoprecise about

count of this year, if completed, or of the past year

count they may note the necessary remarks on the condi- pencil? Why, because then the natural

Hnste clork, and tho taluk gumastah snd the humur clerk 8tances none but an indelible pencil could

taken up subsequently will canse considerable delay in tion of entries ! Why too. should R.

completing the work. ’ 3

1oft waste, &c.) ptevious to the examination, I propose (¢ . i1 9 '

to allow the examining officers to take the adangal ac- black-lead pencil ? Why . could HOt. he
! o have been content with simply saying

guide them in their examination. In this adangal ac-

tion of the felds in black-lead pencil as they proceed with resumption would be that in such cir K

tl:)en :xa.mination. These entnpec will be made by the P P : h circum

should both attest the statement prepared from these by possibl have been mes

the karnam whom I havep ly named to get up the y nt, and the wa

 acoounts during the hours of relief of the examining oficers. WOUId N0t have been clear for the clerks,

The examining officers should, as & matter of duty, begin i : . s
the examination at 6 Ax. sndelose it by 10 ax., from" so that it seems to me that this precision

10 0 2 P.X. they will have recess. They shouid resume W48 80 marked as to be suggestive. It

the examination by 3 v.«. and close it by sunset. %
gl‘he karnam's biainom should be dogg. between 11 a.x. was n‘)t l,OIlg before that the Qollector had
to 2 ».M. and 7 B.u. 0 © P himself amended and submitted to the

When the examination of a village is completed, the .
stotomant of loss thus prepared asd the other village sanction of the Board of Revenue a scheme

accounts shouldbe sent at once to Tiruturaiptndi with s of his predaoesgor’s, the 13th paragraph of
in the accompanying form. The karnam will be s . . d. :
;‘?xebelﬁ to work un%erymg orders and complete the ac- which, by its very strict provisions for the

. counts within two weeks after he reaches the hesdquar- conduct of inspections, clearly indicated

tar on pain of QNP%:.?‘$~ shonld sond . ey it the form the gﬁssity for such precantions, and

jven_bel the evening o y i e

ﬁvol;.‘n n?anbzf the adjoining “meveryl of whom {woor 0? o ch 060 Prec.autwns was thaf‘t he 1‘es“.lt
D i racted to wait on the exsmining officers. of such inspection should be ¢ noted in



Form of note to be given to the karna;

\} on completing
the examination of & villag
&

. S
HELEE
& E{S d! Verification
§ :§ g % g Report. Remarks.
%% ledkd
21 8is3lad
LML

No fields sub- { Signed by the ex-

remrem—————*"Pate 0f commencement

4

ink ;” and this order he had issued in the
District Gazette of 20th December 1884
as Revenue Circular No. 5, Jamabandi.

11. Again, the whole scheme entirely
eliminates all the usual safegnards of
individual responsibility under the ex-
pectation of a second inspection by higher
authority. The usual plan is for the
revenue inspectors, whose special duty
it is to inspect and report on the orops,

joctedtoloss | amining oficers, | ©ach to inspeet individuall _in his own
off unex-) kamams, puttah-} yange, and having sent in his report, he

amined. 'v“i‘l’;gmmd"i el knows not who may be sent to reinspect

respectable ryots. any of his villages, and the reinspeoting

officer also is never quite certain that even

Form of Diary. his inspection may not be once again

25 | oo o inspected by the _ divisional officer.

5 rs% |Fomoe mx- | Furthermore, when inspections and re-

%a R 1nspections have been completed it ordi-
K- Remarks. narily falls o a different class of subordi-
| gg g éﬂ nates to check the figures, so that here
$18|83| 8% again such entries a8 those under remark
R 1w |8 | H | @& must have been detected. But in the
scheme devised by R. Venkatardmaiyar,

Horo enter tho nots head clerk and then acting sharistadar of

statement of falds | the Collector'soffice, and incautiously eanc-

examined bas boen tioned by the Collector, it was arranged

(To bg signed by the | th&t both inspecting snd reinspecting

’ _mdoﬁhwg officers should go together, so that the so-

Mg e | called reinspection was 1o reinspection at
(maled)  ®.v. 2% 1t was an arrangement by which the

27th January 1885,

whole inspection of “the taluk virtually

} fell into the hands of the clerks of the Col-
lector’s office, for they were to be the so-called reinspecting officers, and if by division

of spoil they colluded with the revenue inspector that accompanied them, then the
whole matter was plain-sailing to both of them, and the village accountant, ‘being

thereon * placed in funds for ready-money
payments on a pre-arranged scale, found it

an easy matter tosquare accounts withthem,
12. The reason assigned by R. Venkatar

¢ Teas( " fimaiyar for thus doubling up the inspection
and remspection into one simulta i .
delay.” With just as much Jeason might he have said that it would save a good
deal ;)’1‘0“;1 to have no m.spectilgn at all. The trick was so transparent that it is incon-
ceivable how any superior officér acoustomed to ding the

frauds could have been taken in by it, ol the land revenue from

It surely would not have b
on any but an officer seen to be very reliant on hyxs subordi(;at:; e been even attempted

* Paragraphs 7 and 8 supra,

’

13. This trio of the village accountant

elerk was also protected against-the
close that there could not be time fi

1
*

1 Adangal or No. 4 of the Manual of Vi
iy Hlage

into a remigsion statement in the
abstract in English, and the head
generally fell to him to verify

unpleasant inquiries, and whatever
practically acquired finality,

possibil
or it,

vernacular, and in f "
of the triu I’m again from that to a remission

ify his own accounts ng ?fdeik of the Collector's office, it
o ‘ ,
clerks, and they had a common understanding. T, if not, it was another of the hugur

, the revenue inspector and the Collector's
ty of reinspection by things being run so
They were protected pgain from the figures
even being checked by other eyes, for
the trio had themselves to collate the
figures fronf the accountt in which they

had firet made their remarks of inspeotion,

ersta 0 one else was allowed to make
1t might plea

8¢ these functionaries fo arrange,

5.

uk officials are ordinarily held primarily ansyverable for the correct-
ness zi‘fi 'th'gl}czlflaliuzzgofgnts till they pass under the last scrutiny of the Collector;: or
the divisional office, and so a double and md_epel’ldent responsibility and chec 8
ordinarily maintained ; but by R. Venkatardmaiyar’s remarkable scheme this al%’am vtvlz:s
prdctically precluded, and everything was kept effectually in hl;s hagds. \Tex:1 e
illage accountant, as the scheme says, ¢ will be directed to work under my orders,
VId gom lete the accounts within two weeks after he reaches the headquarter, on
an'ncof sll)is ension,” and so the trio brought in their accounts not to the taluk office,
E:Iis usual p‘l)ut to R. Venkatardmaiyar, and worked immediately under his eye. Some
sembla.nce,of taluk scrutiny was indeed eventually kept up, for when the ac({(ounts;
were thus got ready, they were sent to the taluk for the usual initialling in token o
correctness ; but this was required to be dong (::na time sgbll)::j 3}111;10 1\{12{32; s;)lrc(; :1(-)1;-
i i i i racti impossl y _ .
tinual hustling by reminders, that 1t masy Besidgs thg taluk clerk * who, in the fac;e1
of his own tahsildar and sharistadar, an
) Th%re '?erstilte i;n :‘fi:ll:a:ﬁe %:ﬁft:ﬁfﬁ;fﬁ in the face of the whole Collec.toy’s estab-
t(:1 mclfeok the accounts of the revenue lishment, themselves committing and
inspectors. confirming the frauds,—the taluk clerk
who, in the face ofh a%l this eo;lg :Izavle t};e
ihood to refuse to initial and to inform against the whole phalanx, and that also to
:aé%ﬁleoctor whom he saw to be in the hands of his officials,—such a clerk must not only
bave had the Horatian triple brass around his heart, but also must have been much more
assured of his own immaculacy in times past than many of them proban]y are. For
the low-paid subordinate Asiatic clerk in such circumstances some consideration must
be made. It is intelligible that he should have thought it safe to shut his eyes and
profess ignotance ; but that officials of the standing of tahsildar and taluk sharistadar .

are to be held blameless for not having spoken out and told the Collector of what was® .
going on, I cannot think. ' \

15. There was another padding thrown in to givgﬂle affair a verisimilitude and
presumedly to help to blind the eyes of the Collector, though it is a transparent affair.
1t was provided that the accountant of another group of villages (vatiam) should
accompany the trio. This sounds very pretty as a precaution against the accountant
of the village misleading the revenue inspector and clerk, but it is mere padding, for

R. Venkatardmaiyar must have known very well that with the land register (paimash
account) and -measuring staves it is not possible for a revenue inspector to be misled, -
and the neighbouring accountant being thrown in was a mere paper superf!mty. In
practice he was dropped out, and even the trio of village accountant, inspecting
officer, and reinspecting officer dwindled not infrequently to two, to wit, the village
accountant and the reinspecting officer. I have said that R. Venkatarimaiyar must
have been well aware of the hollowness of the pretext of saving time; must have
been well aware that a single inspector could do work of that.nature every bit as
quickly as two together, and would do it too a great deal better alone, as he would
have the sense of individual responsibility, and the staff available being thus doubled
by dividing, instead of halved by clubbing, the work could also be got through in
half the time, and time would so have been left for the possibility of bond fide
reinspection, and the mere possibility, much more the high probability, of such
reinspection, which also should have been specially impressed in such a year,
must have had the natural effect of making first inspectors cautious how they abuged
their opportunities. All this must, I say must, have ocourred at once to ‘a native
revenue officer of his experience, himself a largq lande@ proprietor, whose ‘thus
acquired knowledge of detail was his recommendation to his high office. But if we
. \ concede, just for argument’s sake, that it
See Collector’s letters to the Board of Revenne, might have escaped him at the outset, it

dated 25th February 1884, No. E. 21st could not but be forced upon him as the
Maxch 1884, No. 1479, and 12th May 1884,

working out of the scheme proceeded under
.- No. 2698,

his own eyes, for we shall have further

on more and more of such palpable frauds,
and if, in all the twenty-eight days he was at Tiruturaipindi, he had checked the

aocounts as well as my clerks did in three days, he could not help seeing that the

2



whole scheme was nothing but an opening for wholesale fraud and plunder of the
Government revenues, :

16. Yet again, it has to be rethembered that the reign of R. Venkatardmaiyar was
complete. He sat as king, all uncontrolled, alone in the taluk of Tirutarsipindi for
2 month with the whole strength of the Collector’s office, with the tahsildar and taluk
office and all the village accountants hanging on his orders, as if he himself were the
head of the district, while the too-confiding Collector was far away in other parts of
his district, sometimes at Kumbakénam, Negapatam, Tanjore, and so forth. The unique
scheme being entirely his own, and the working of it being left wholly to him, and
with such absolute trust, it is not surprising that those who desired to embrace the
golden opportunity should have done so with boldness, while those who unfortunately
had no finger in the beautiful pie would have the ver

¥y Strongest misgivings about
daring to reveal it ; unless, indeed, they were in the positions of tahsildar and taluk

sharistadar, which gave them direct access
to the Collector, when they ought to be
held answerable for not baving reported it.

- Venkatardmaiyar's scheme, that it concentrated
power and opportunities in himself and the subordinate cler

) ks of his own office, and
took it out of the hands of the taluk officials, I there had been no frauds, this
feature might not have been as suggestive as it is,

18. Doubtless the Government will be asked to believe that the framer and
worker of this unique scheme was guileless to the end and the vietim of circumstances.
Be that as it may, the scheme at least is primarily responsible for a]l that has taken
place in the Tiruturaipindi taluk, and, by reflex action, throughout the district ; for
the whole district naturally watched the action of the Collector and his office, and took
mourage to follow like courses. Therefore it is that I have been at some pains to
explain at the onset the bearings of a scheme which gave such large openings for
frauds of an extent and bold nat

C . ure that in other circumstances could not have been
credited as possible. The cultivators knew of the scheme and banded together, as we

have seen, to embrace it, ; f it will be further seen below.
The subordinates of the Collector’s own office felt secure under it, and behind all was

the reassuring belief that R. Venkataramaiyar was the father of it, and that the
Collector reposed unbounded confidence—and this last assurance sealed everything ;

ers, and it was never
roment would order a further Inquiry like that on

Bee paragraph 89 infra.

ough I shall have more to say about R. Venkatardmaiyar later on, I will now
revert to the accounts and see further how his scheme bore upon them, '
INspEcTION OF CROPS,

19. Returning to the vernacular aocounts, we shall see what more they have to
reveal of the manner in whi i i i8si

] Sceing the extraor-

: nary entries about kr crops already

*The Adangal or No. 4 of the Manua] of Mentioned, the same account* wag still
Village Accounts.

fmthexf'i st;arched. In this account is shown
ever d in the seri istin-
guishing number attached to each field, to 2 with the mens Cierof the distin
the crop, and a few more details,

officer was ordered by R. Venka.tarémaiyar’s scheme to enter in black-le
opposite each number, the State in which he had found that fleld at the time of his
Inspection.  One of these entries attracted attention ag being a little untidy, when it was

observed that the Tami] word for harvest-
g«ll Tkhfd ;)aen ﬁlrnssf1 Wwritten, and, being in
o . a0 +-lead pencil, had been rubbed out and
+ Manipidi md onnuku ombathu markd. written over with short } crop of such and

t Aruvadai or aruppu,

ify it for remissi ‘ t once  suggestive.. Closer

lify it for remission, the change was a -
r:%azl;c:;se tt‘;leq::r:xt)i’ny of these black-lead pencil en.trxes,.alx)lld verxns;;o:h étﬁzﬁﬁz
:plparent that such changes were common, and almost invanably agal

h as the following. The earlier entry
of Government ; and that there were others, ;Illlti’.cha; eiiod standoag * ctop was rabbed

out and destroyed T or withered } took its
place.

* Mahsul, t Pdl. % Shdvi.

: ; ther mixed in the same field.
idu, two species of rice, are sown together .
ki matave St 4nd i rspe, wile e w1 Ll 10 coms n e, ust
The ]fiér IlI:a,ndls millet, beans, and castor-oil seeds are sown together ltn M Tf;mso that
:ﬁemmifl{?t broadcast, ’the rest in drills, but lifaPed. at tfhreee ‘tﬁiﬁo 881;23;) made the
. : ; ined and the rains of on ) ,

rotatios Och}fop' 1: I;z:icxf;caggcgrsta;tered the second or widu crop as pel(iwhed, ?:ild
most ol h p ]lllloﬁa field for full remission, whereas, whether the secon I?r wut 1(;
wrote off & €i] y erished or not, the fact of the earlier kér crop having been harves et
orop hadﬁ;'eadytg) make the land liable to assessment. But the assessm?t t;vas 110d
shself ? c';his; is another instance in which the account itself is self-contr::.i 1: rg, (I;I(l) ;
cgafrg:th.er evidence is necessary to show that lt-he G?ve?melfl:orl:;a:hge::co “:nl;“tﬁat i

I . is so plainly. protruding .
i lone revenues.l 'T;; }txlci;:'l %t’ (’::r(:elio esgape tiepobservation of the Collector’s sharis-
requires to be explain tadar and his office. It will be s(i:an in f}le,
i summaries § of the cases against the earlier
§ Files Nos. 12 and lgiﬁiiR' Venkatarimelysr and the Iat§er sharistadar that they have
and Shanmugam ' not, as in the nature of the case fihg ctlmig

. ; it was difficult

] tisfactory explanation to offer. In most cases i
not Poss}llbly l;?;::.’ :Eg-;aa;sthe v:r‘zrk gf rubbing out had been done very carefully, allllé
detect the eatries might have escaped detection, had not attention been drawn to tbe
the uni%er}illl. close scrutiny by the extravagant entries about the kdr crop, and by
gf}i’g:spg’euliar entries, such, for instance, as the following.

7,7 “i ing crop,” was found occurring again
21. Tho word " makasulih” Tin the Stzl:l((iilizaih.p, It is not an idiomatic expres-
sion in Tamil ¢“in the standing crop the
yield will be so much ;” the w‘(:rj(]i/[ “;‘1;; t;ls
; i i stive of the nominative case. ahasul,
stanggng crop ” ;;vg‘scglugg:: t’ﬁ:sntdv::i%tgez and then twisted into the locative case
- mlg' ) c_ro%,he standing crop) so as to be able to add a remark yvhlch wpuld qualify
muhasuhzi g?m remission, instead of leaving it liable to assessment, as it would be
fhe e 1'Or ént was left unaltered. The change being thus suggestive of fraud,
if the oor 112ru tr}za Collector’s sixth English clerk,. Whp had been the inspecting
o Sémad tll]a,d written it, was called on to explain himself. All unabashed he
oﬁiccalr a? ted that that was his manner of expressing himself ; it was the expression
ho Lo 4 ad epeatedly. It was true he had used it repeatedly for hundreds of fields,
ho had nse t'r g at ch' expense of Government ; still cases were pointed out to‘ ‘hlm
?,nd eyeryh Hili d in the selfsame village inspection written in the Xemacular the
i th'li be amuch ” without the redundant “ in the standing crop” so thgt though,
yield il e'z,:'om'r he still adhered to the same line of defence, it was evident that
fenaz p'ﬁo mt' re,dundant expression, used too in a 'plqce wh.erp brevity is stu@xed to
e wtzm lculd not even be claimed as an invariable idiosyncracy. Btill his
o qtmo; _— ose warned us to look yet closer. Over the medial ! in makasulil was
tae:ilg:lltﬁx: tmt which Englishmen place over the letter &. Placed over a consonant

Mahasulil md onnuku dru markdl.

it means in Tamil that that consonant is to have no vowel sound after it. In this -

: iginally written must have been
its presence proved that the word originally i .

el (1, saing o), e dokted  beng mceussly . oul 1 ut e

tonaoi us ne replied : Not so. T was writing standing in the field an ml my

tex;?tcil(:)u being an awkard one for writing, the dot fell a little in the wrong place.

po

It was pointed out to him that there were two dots, one neatly over each J, both
* It wa

the final and the medial /, in the altered word makasulil, an error in writing that

the veriest school-boy could never make, unless makasul had been the word first

written, and then changed into makasulil, and that this same writing of two dots was
)

Y
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frequent, and that the dots were always exactly over the consonants to which they
grammatically belonged. Again, it is the A B ¢ of Tamil that there is but one way of
writing /i in Tamil ; you must begin at the bottom of the circle in the soft { and end
with the ¢ in one stroke; it would be much more difficult to write it in two strokes
than in oue, and, as a matter of fact, it never is written in two strokes ; but in the
case before us the ¢ was always a second stroke disconnected with the  that preceded
it, and obviously not written at the same time.

22. Thus, on the face of the remark itself was borne the incontrovertible evidence
of change, and these changes being frequently repeated, and always in the direction of
depriving Government of its revenues, there was a primd facie suspiciousness about
them that called for explanation and further testing. Anticipating that, in the face of
such incontrovertible evidence, the defence would probably be admission and justification
of change, we were at the pains to examine the fields, and we found that their condition
evidenced that the earlier entries were the true ones, and the fields ought to have paid
assessment, instead of having remmission granted them on the strength of the fraudulent
changes. But I need not enter into these details here because in this case
H. Séma Rau pleaded, and continued to adhere to it, that there never had been any
change, a plea that step by step has been shown to be utterly untenable,

23. H. Sima Rau was pressed rather closely for an explanation on this point,
because there still lingered in my mind the possibility that he, an upsccustomed
English clerk, might have been overpersuaded and pityingly yielded, out of nothing
worse than honest weak-mindedness, to the clamour of the numerous cultivators, and the
superior subtlety of the village accountant, and, returning to the point again and again,
as the enclosed record of his case will show, every possible opportunity was offered
him, short of putting the words actually into his mouth. But honest explanation he
siad none to give ; only with a tenacity worthy of a better cause did he cling to his
* untenable lie till even he was speechless. It was clearly brought out, too, that he was
thoroughly master of the right manner of examining fields so as to preclude the
possibility of his being misled, and, strong in his knowledge, he had undertaken the
1nspection alone, without either accompanying revenue inspector or village accountant
of another group of villages. :

24. There was no conclusion but that his subse

| @ _ . _his quent entries, entitling to
remission, were deliberately fraudulent ; withthim therefor

e fell tolthe ground as utterly

unreliable all the remissions based on his recommendations in all the villages with the .

inspection of which he had been entrusted.

25. And seeing how patent were his frauds the conclusion of untrustworthiness
of the remissions generally took necessarily a wider basis, involving in doubt the
trustworthiness of those whose duty it was when checking the aceounts to have
observed these obvious frauds, and brought them to the notice of the Collector, instead
of allowing him to pass his orders for remission on the faith of them. But the case
against these officials strengthens as the matter rolls, exhibiting a greater variety and

multitude of instances which they have allowed to pass unnoticed. 8o we will return
to them later on.

26. Meanwhile, the next typical case we may take is similar to the last, only a

trifle bolder. In this same No. 4 account
another set of inspecting officers * wrote
against a few fields the vernacular word

for standing crop, and it was clear that
these fields had borne crops, and were liable to payment ofpz’tssessment. And these

remarks being in ink could not be erased. So the were neutralised by a bri

note at the end of the account book to the effect };hat in saying standiyng Eﬁ:;fs i(});:)t;
meant crops of less than 25 per cent., which it was not possible that they could have
meant at the time of first writing, as will be explained in paragraph 28 nfra. Sefting
aside the effrontery of such an account transaction, the ink of the foot-note was
different from the ink used in the columnar remarks against the severa] fiol¥s showin
ths(.f the footl-note was evidently made at a different , .
and necessarily a subsequent time, and the effrontery of the remark naturall

d;-éaw atltentlon tothe ink. 1t did so with us ; it sl:guld have done so ?nugl?é Séz(flr:ci((i)xgz
office also. '

* Revenue Inspector Gopalaiyangér and Col.
lector’s Clerk B. Séma Rau.

- 7. For reaped or harvested arappu or aeraradai.

time to the columnar remarks, -

9 i hat these icular remarks were few, and that they were in
conn;ciioxlltv:f?tltxrﬁn;s situated ilx)lm;t tract that had as a whole been certified gexéex?lly
by the Collector himself to have been seen by him to have suffered' from inunda 1oxti.
But the Collector’s inspection was only of a most general character,* and never meant,

. as he himself remarks, to supersede field-

* Collector’s letter, No. 3372, 3rd June 1885. by-Reld inspection, and does not therefore

stion whether these particular fields were inundated or not, and in an

?gzzlzi:g?i q:]r:sc-,téothere are frequerlx)tly a few fields that, f}pm being near the v;llagle

site, near the threshing floor, or for other reasons standing high, are ex?ptlona& .

That these fields were observed to be thus exeeptmna{ gnc{ were ’truly entere h@c}c;o‘r -

* ingly is evident from the remark against them, ¢ standing‘crop,” a remark which, as
will be seen below, could not be properly neutralised by a sweeping foot-note.

idation of the two preceding cases (paragraphs 21 and 26) as well as

of mzz?).r Iortlfgximg}?:to will follow, E 18 well .here to rgcall that the terms used. by
i ting officers are always technical texms with a definite, well-understood meaning,
Hepecting and necessarily must be so, because other-
1. For orop lost in the seed beds beere trans- wigse there would be no certainty about
plantation the term is ndtankdl pal. their exact force, and there would be

2. For crop. destroyed soon after transplanta- uncertainty as to the head of remission

i I : v
. Fglrox;rggt?:gc‘il rod by drought or flood after under which they should be s&hown, as

- : ain has Wwell as opening for plgad_mg uncertainty
23“%5’11:;2?;?:&?;(1& g?)?gestlt:\i,g:ﬁdvi. when intentionally bringing them under

4. For short orop, the grain having set but not s wrong head, and the same unsatisfactory
yielded fully, manipici, which means set yncertainty must necessarily trouble also
grain, and the proportion of the yield is 4 checking clerks and make it impos-

if th rtion of yield alope . ;
;:zd;it‘;(:&;,ritlgrzp?igzﬂgt ilt comez under on Bible for them to hold any one responsjble

head manipidi and no other ; alpa mehasil for éxactitude ; and without the certainty

i % finite meaning attach-

/ ahasil are sometimes used. ithat there was de ) :

b Fﬁ?dustl:gx{f; g:astroyed without a vestige of ing to each of these technical terms'of
" straw even pdl. Tevenue remission accounting, the superior

6. For a full standing crop mahasil, because
any standing crop short of a full one must
come under manipidi or alpa mahasil.

officer passing orders of remission would
have no security that the effect of his
orders would be what he meant them to
be. Thereturn made by him to the Board
and Government must also be delusive.
being definite and well kndWn, it is not possible for an inspecting
3‘1%2?; t:;‘}rlr(l)s,wtg::; “ staguding crop * againgt a field or any nymber of fields, to enter a
foot.note saying that he meant from the first to mention  that the crop, though
standing, was so short a one as to entitle it to remission, and that it was only to save
writing that once for all he had explained it in a foot-note that covered all the entries,
instead of repeating it against each entry; itis not possible for him to plead  this,
because if be had really meant it, it would never have entered into his head to use _thg;
term ¢ standing crop ” at all ; he would undoubtedly have used the term ¢ short erop.
if he used any term at all, or without the prefix short crop he ”woul'd have briefly
designated the shortness of the crop by such'werds as “ mé 1 m 9,” which means that
the yield of a mé will be 9 markdls, from which at the same time it is unmistakable

8. For grazed off mditu katte.

+ that the field is to be eutered for remission under the heading» * short crops,

imi it is quite impossible that standing crop(mahasul) could beused in the locative °
S;:aﬂt::ﬂg’egnmst?:;'cteclrog. It is a wrong beginpil;(g for s&ch an entry ; thé technical
term must necessarily be short crop (manipids). Consgquently,v when.we.ﬁnd thgse
terms used in the way mentioned in paragraphs 21 and 26, the conclusion is unavoid-
able, that the entry first made had a definite meaning very different from that sought
to b’e subsequently imparted to it; and tl_le attempt to change the meaning ﬁrgt
entered must be self-apparent to every checking officer, and should at once arrest his
attention as irregular and needing explanation. - Y

" ’_
2 se<irregular uses of terms were 8o noticeable as to attract our attention, )
80 ou:;%t- g]et;r]et: llravg attracted the attention of the Collector’s checking clerks and .

huzur sharistadar. . ; 3
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. 80. The rule is that inspecting officers shall fiote against each field the state in
which they found it ; butin the accounts before us we are met on every page with a
very free use of brackets. A bracket runs down the whole or three-fourths of a foolscap
page, including 20, 40, 50 or 100 fields in one remark—more fields than from their
acreage it is possible to have seen at one view—and with one brief remark for the whole

bracketed lot the assessment of every one of them is recommended for full remission.
After making every allowance for flooded tracts,

handed with the Government revenues, and any checking officer
'should be led to look a little closer at such wholesale liberality,

31. Looking closer and finding that the first entry against the
had been ¢ reaped,” which made it all liable to full assessment,
have struck him as remarkable indeed that the inspecting officer sh
out the first entry and remarked short crop of 9 markdls in the m
per cent., so as to bring it all at a stroke into the exactly opposit
all entitled to full remission. How could this wide expanse of har
been metamorphosed into standing crops, and all too of the identically same poor
description yielding 9 markéls to the m4. The difference in appearance between cut
stubbles and standing crops must necessarily have been so remarkable that it could
not have escaped the inspecting officer’s observation, and, before including such wide

areas in one sweeping remark, he should surely have been more than ordinarily careful
to be correct. ’

of ordinary caution

surely it ought to
ould have rubbed
4, t.e., of under 25
e category of being
vested stubble have

82. All this should have occurred to a checking clerk or huzur
ordinary caution, and the Collector should have been informed, and
 officer called on to explain his suspicious entries. But no such infor

given, no such explanation ever asked.
G

sharigtadar of
the inspecting
mation was ever

+ 33. But supposing the explanation asked, is there a possible answer. There is
more than one, but they will not bear tegting.

It may be urged with truth that in submerged tracts
has the appearance to the eye of being full and healthy,
the finger and thumb is found to be soft and full of
really the case in the instances before us, the cultivators accompanying the inspecting
officer over their own fields would most certainly have pointed it out to him long

before he could have made any entry that would make it liable to assessment ; and
" even supposing that he had been too hasty with-his pencil, and did not allow of’their
pointing it out till after he had made his first entry, still once having learnt that4little

hint he would know it for the rest of the day, and could not go on repeating it times
without number in the same day and in the same village ; 1 in, i

ge 1mspection. Again, it could not
glaring changes from standing crop to shot Ccrop co

palmed off, and even then it would be tenable for o
‘hundreds.

the overflooded rice grain
but on being pressed between
water. Supposing that were

34. Another answer, and a specious one and in some few singular instances, as

* Paragraph 62. exhibited below,* atrue answer, is that the

. inspecting officer mistook the id tity of
the field ; took No. 50, say, for No. 120, and the remgrk ¢ : 'ho had bre

: reaped,” which he had first
entered against No. 50, really belonged to No. 120 ; and so, ped, 1 ad firs

: on discovering his mistake
- he had altered the first mistaken entry ‘“‘reaped ”” and substituted the truge one ¢ short’:
crop.”  In the first place no such mistake ought to occur, for with the paimash account

in his hand and the villagers present to point out their own and their neighbours’ fields
1t i8a lame excuse to plead ignorance of his daty. Tt is an excuse that can be of no avail

in any case but that of a young and inexperienced inspecting officer, and even with such
an oue 1t is an excuse that ¢ i i

order, and not to whole blocks of fifty or more fields take

wice ; it cannot be put
» page after page, without some very excep-
at by mistake of number the entry “ reaped”
0 had mistakenly got entered against No. 50,
t to find its proper entry “ reaped ” against

forward as an excuse for numerous entrieg
tional reason. And if weare to believe th
that should have.appeared against No, 12
then when we come to No, 120 we expec

it strikes one as just a trifle free- .

whole wide expanse '
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it ; but if we find that too remitted in full, then the whole fabric falls heavily to the
’ .
ground.

ree use of brackets, which swept many fields in under one brief
remaf]f.(?;;;l:aeplf 30), and the chang,e of all these fields at a stroke from thetlf_ull :
assessment to the full remission category (paragraph 31} is ren_d;re(%l still Tore gtf)r_ ! tm%
when we find them followed by numerous other fields Wl‘t‘ t ede’ri r);ﬁ . itto ;
against them. The remark that headed the list of dittos was ‘ reaped, fw11 ch mean
liibility to full assessment ; this being erased and a ?ema:rk entitling to ut relt:l;pm%n
substituted, then it follows that unless the leading ditto is amended so aist 0 re t.m llls
original meaning of liability to assessment, all the dittos are affected so as ;) I;Iilac 1;3:{ y
undergo the same transformation as the erasure, and they are all swe;;:; n;i 0 : :hs m;lgt
of lands to be remitted their assessment in full. Consequently, the firs h ough1
that would naturally occur to any one writing or examining such an gcc;mn W?{u t
be that the first ditto in the string should be amplified into the origina] rezlm(air bot
which it was the ditto. But this was not done; the dittos were never }zlimen led, 1111
were all made to do duty for a meaning exactly opposite to that which they originally
conveyed. ‘

' i ‘ - kets, and
. by a singular misuse of dittos was the free-handedness of brackets, an
the ssvzégg;schg’naées fnder them, still further emphasised so that one would think it
was sufficiently obtrusive to arrest the attentioq of thg most cursory of checking clerks
and huzar sharistadars, unless indeed he were intentionally blind.

i find *“ harvested ” entered against a f.iqld. . This.of course would

k037t.heA v%ilori:a v:;eldn liable to assessment; but the liability is whittled away to a
m?nimum by the addition of the remark  so much, the rest withered,” 8o that it
xTesults in the portion chargeable as harvested being a very small proportion of the,

field, while all the rest is remitted, and so the original entry is practically subverted, .

it i i ] irri irs the cultivator may, on
s possible that in lands 1mgated from reservoirs :
gx?aull')et:gii’o;f' i‘uxlx)ning low, elect to save his crop on a portion of a field at the sacrifice

of the rest; but the case is very different when, the fields being all necessarily level

ivi ight low banks calculated only to keep the water up to the.
angd::lib%;\ilgﬁd v:')g ats'::gglxl‘avely asked fo believe that the country suffered from wide-
:eread inundaéion which destroyed or injured all the rest of the field, while this little

l;ltr bit was saved by a slight partition bank that must have been well below the
%)nun ation level, if it were in truth an inundation that wrecked all the rest of the field.
Entries of this c,haracter are suspicious on the face (_)f them, and a very little t].lought
should have sufficed to open the eyes to the necessity for more careful examination
of these and other entries.

ks have been made on each separate style of tampering with
38. The above remar the accounts as it has been put forward *

, 21, 30, 31, 35,36.  individually as a type of its species: and.
;Pu%:phs g: ,14?’5,2%’ 9, 22, 23, 24, if singly even the several types of fraud
+ Do. 86,22 25, 28, 29, 32, 36. have been shown to be of & nature that

both those who committéd them + and
those who failed in the duty $' to check them must necessarily be held inexcusable, .
what can be said in extenuation when it is remembergd tha't in the case of th.e com-
mitters and the non-checkers these types ¢ came not single items but in .battahons,; ”
each type that stands singly in this report obtruded itself on their notice in dozens and .
dozeus, page after page. 1t is in their cumulative evidence that their true force lies, - -

89, 1t is also not to be supposed for a moment that my four men 'and I have
exhausted all the types of fraudulent tampering to be found in those three.cart-loadg
of Tiruturaipiindi accounts. Probably we }mve not detected a half pf. them? if a t«?nth;
for our business was not prosecution of delinquents, }mt the ascertg.ln}ng, as speedily as
possible, whether or not the accounts were to be relied on for Temission purposes, and,
if not, why not, and where not. And as soon as we had sufficiently established the.

. basis of our conclusions, we passed on to other taluks.

40. Again, it must be remembered that if my men and I, so few in numbef, and
having .so comparatively brief a time for each taluk, could discover what we have,

L f
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how could the whole checking staff of the taluk and the Collector’s office have failed to
similarly detect them if they were honestly doing their duty to the State. It may be
argued that the ordinary annual examination could not be expected to be as close as
my special scrutiny ; but what I answer is that with such glaring frauds in such
numbers the most casual examination could not have helped lighting on one or more
such singular cases as should at onoe have opened the eyes of superior officials to the

imperative necessity for closer scrutiny, and with that closer scrutiny. the whole plot
must have come out, :

41, Again, natives are not so reticent to each other as they are to Europeans, and
it is not possible that among all those huzur clerks, taluk gumastahs, and hundreds of
village accountants and hundreds of heads of villages, let aloue "aspirants for office,
and men with private animosities, there was not one man that did not maintain strict

reticence to his countrymen in office about what was going on wholesale and was in
every one’s mouth.

42. Indeed, I go so far as to marvel how any European Collector even could:
remain in Cimmerian darkness with such a blaze of iniquity around him. With that
direct intercourse with the people which there should be; with that command of the
vernaculars which is invaluable, and which, I venture to think, should be even more
exacted and encouraged than it is ; with the advantages of obtaining information which
his position affords, the Collector of a district has opportuuities enough of a whisper of
such things reaching him, and then, painstaking could have unravelled the rest. But,
be this as it may, amongst natives at least these things are freely discussed, and
generally known, so that I hold it not possible that the Collector’s then acting huzur
sharistadar, R. Venkatardmaiyar, and after him the permanent sharistadar, Shanmugam
Pillai, and those next to them in office could have failed to hear of these things’ even
Vy common rumour. But I presume none of them told the Collector.

43, Again, these accounts, while they are to a Collector a foreign language, dre
to natives readily noticeable in their mother tongue.

. 44. Again, with R. Venkatarémaiyar’s scheme before him, any man of ordinary
prudence and experience in revenue matters should have been naturally expectant of

some such advantage being taken of such unusual opportunities in such a year of
large remissions,

45. When to all this is added the framing of that scheme by R. Venkatarémaiyar,
and a strong presumption of his being interested in such remissions by reason of his bein
largely interested in land,* and finally
* Paragraph 168 infia. direct evidence that he himself has com-
t Paragraphs 133, 134 infra, and appendix 12. mitted those very frauds with his own hand

. in another taluk,t then it is unravelled
how he was the prime mover in this matter ; how the Collector’s office, of which he was
the then head, diligently joined him in carrying it out, how the obsequious taluk
officials, getting what scraps they could in the general plunder, and some of them
faring not badly, kept silence, while the Collector innocently signed away lakhs of

rupees of Government revenue under the full impression that it would be a pitiful
cruelty to do anything else, : '

46. I wish not to be misunderstood as implying that there was no inundation at
all; on the contrary, it was because there was a very real inundation, as admitted in
my second paragraph, that it served as a convenient basis to enlarge upon ; without such
a true foundation the upper fabric of fraud could never have been built up to such
dimensions, and my difficult task is to know the stucco from the stone, and to ull
down the former without injuring the latter. ’ d :

47. But to revert. . R. Venkatar4maiyar is head clerk of the Tanjore Colleotor’s
office and was oniy acting as Collector’s sharistadar till the

o L erm M .
8. Shanmugam Pillai, joined the office from the Tinnevell B rict o sharistadur,

; : € r y district ; and the furt
question arises what part, if any, had this latter official in the matter, It isethl(la ﬁlz':;
duty of the highly-paid office of huzur sharistadar to protect the Coll

ue such as those which were enagted w

i . . holesal
his eyes, and he had two months in which to inform himself of them, or e e

for he joined
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the jamabandi office on the 6th February, and the jamabandi or settlement was not
closed till 30th March.

48. As R. Venkatarfmaiyar must, among pative officials, be held principally
responsiblesduring the time that he held the office of Collector’s sharistadar, so also

- must Shanmugam Pillai clear himself from like responsibility from the date on which he

e high office. I felt therefore that this report would be incomplete if
%}lsegx%ll:z::gﬁ ofghis connection with the fraudulent remissions of revenue were not
taken and submitted to Government. It will be found in full on a separate file along
with all the other explanations of native officials ; but here it may be briefly stated that,
though 8. T. Shanmugam Pillai had only just joined the district, and came presumedly
with a good cbaracter, so that it is hard to believe that he can so very soon have been
in active collusion with the perpetrators of all these wholesale frauds, still, on the
other hand, it is not possible to believe that he can be a man competent to hold
such an office, and yet have remained entirely ignorant of what it was not only his
first duty to specially search for, but what was too self-apparent without searching.
His explanation is that he had necessarily to work by means of his clerks, and that,
being new, he had no reason for mistrusting them. But, on the contrary, being new,
he had no reason for trusting them, and as it appears elearly from the special order,
which he is careful to say in his explanation was a special and unusual ordel.', issued
of his own caution, that he had his suspicions of R. Venkatardmaiyar’s scheme, it follows
that having those suspicions aroused, as indeed any one must have had (see paragraphs
25,29, 82, 36,40 supra et passim)he ought to have checked some of the accounts himself,
inéteat’i of explaining to the Collector, as he says he (_hd, on_ly the remal:ks of his clerks,
which are all confined totrivial subsidiary matters not immediately affecting the revenue,

- and studiedly leaving the impression that all matters of importance had been founa

: btrusive, various, and multitudinous are thg tamperings. witih the
:ggﬁés ]zﬁlztsgvgnt’in exércising this most perfunctory nominal supervision in th.e
presence’ as he says, of the Collector, he could not have help'ed. seeing thfam. T}tns
being p(;inted out to him, he admits, as he cannot help admitting, that in turning
over the leaves of the No. 4 account (adangal) to find these trivialities that alone were
mentioned and explained, he did see the frauds which everywhere studded the pages,
and that nevertheless he did not once mention their existence to the Collector, because he
did not look upon them as in any way suspicious. Remembering what the tamperings
with the accounts were, this was not possible to any man with a knowledge of revenue
administration. But whatever he thought of their character, it was not for him to decide
upon them ; he was, by his own showing, sitting at the same table with the Collector
a%) the time when he noticed the fraudulent tamperings with the accounts detailed above;
he held those very accounts in his hand, and was actually referring to them at the time,
the duty on which he was employed being nothing else than personally explaining to
the Collector the shortcomings in those very accounts, and yet day after day he sat
there at the same table wholly withholding from the Collector any mention whatever
of these numerous frauds, which were incomparably more important than the insigni-
ficant shortcomings in those very accounts which he was gravely expounding to the
Collector, and getting the Collector’s written orders on the while. When, on the
tixird da}z of being in the district, I myself pointed out to the Collector those same
tamperings with the accounts, he was instantly struck with their fraudulent character,
andpit was clear both that he had never had one of th(?u.l pointed out to him bgforg, and
also that if he had, he must bave thought them suspicious. And yet Siinthiralingam
Shanmugam Pillai wishes us to believe both that he thought these _aocount-frauds
to be wholly free from suspicion, and. a]sq that he was justified in mthhold.mg
from the Collector all knowledge of their existence, even though he was at the time
being employed and trusted in his high office in the special duty of bringing just
such frauds to notice, for he was employed in the scrutiny of the accounts then
being conducted on Mr. H. E. Btokes’ system. Loth as I was to think thus evil of a

new man, and not thinking it probable till pro formd I took his explanation, we are

X lusion that Shanmugam knew as well as every one else what

i dorilzgnozo :}l:stcﬁ?: :;;gnto it, and thereby deliberately failed in his first duty to the

g:?légctor and’Government. The Collector had just selected him as an outsider from

another district, and not unnaturally expected that he would be at least independent
_ 4 ‘
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of local proclivities, while he knew him to be sufficiently capable, and had this
cunfidence been justified by this one man alone, such a light might at such an early

stage have been cast on Tanjore frauds as should have rendered them futile all over
the district.

49. Why did he shut his eyes and keep silence ? Was the tide too strong for

him? Did he fear that he would bring such a hornet’s nest about his ears that his -

new post would be untenable ? It is the most charitable supposition, and it is highly
probable. When men are afraid to do right because of the power for mischief of evil
surroundings, it is time, in protective encouragement of timid well-meaners, and it is
imperative in its own interests, that the Government should assert a superior power,
and instil a superior fear of doing wrong, and even of failing to do duty.

50, Seeing to what a height the flood of corruption has run in Tanjoré, I submit
that such notice should be taken as to give it an effectual check,

51. While considering it my duty to submit, for the orders of Government,
definite suggestions of the punishments to be meted out to different individuals,
according to the parts severally played by them, I will not burden the pages of this
report with them ; and, confining myself here to the prime question, remissions, have
relegated the conduet of individuals to so many appendices, one for each individual,
forming each a file of the original evidence against him, a summary of its bearing, and

of his explanation, completed with the conclusion to which it seems to point in the
matter of punishment. ‘

52. Some of these are simple cases of ordinary revenue frauds that could be dealt
with in a page or two ; some again are intricate matters of account hidden under the
~ubtleties of a clever defence, which have taken much labor and space to unravel and
represent in their true light. One of these covers 13 pages of closely printed matter in
the summary alone. Of all these intricacies, which are necessary for proof, I have
lightened the pages of this report, relegating them to the appendices, so that while it
will be easy for Glovernment, by reference to those appendices, to satisfy itself in all
detail on any point, still here, in the body of this report, the several types of fraud
will be touched but briefly, so as to present an outline sketch of the position for
remission purposes, so as to show why in certain cases I have been unable to trust
the inspection reports on which the remissions where based, and why in other cases
I have concurred with the conclusions of the district officers. I need hardly add
that in every case every individual has had the fullest opportunity of explaining
himself. In every instance the original records were placed before them, and the
items of account which formed the prémd facie points against them were indicated,
and every assistance was given to tho making of an honest defence by telling them
plainly why it seemed to us that the entries were fraudulent, and what other accounts
went to support the view, so that in no case could the accused have the plea that he
was lost in a maze of accounts which he only half understood. In every case it was
made easy for him to make a defence if there were an honest one possible. So that
there is nothing left for any of them to plead that is not already on paper in their
several depositions or subsequently submitted letters, for, when asked, copies ‘of

accounts were freely given with time to consider a defence with the aid of counsellors,

In point of fact no one of them had any difficulty in making the most clever defences
that the nature of the inculpating circumstances admitted of, excepting ouly R. Réga-
vaiyangér whom I have acquitted of fraud.

53. But it has yet to be explained why the inspecting officers first ent,
thing and then changed it to another. Why did notp they gat once enter th:r::mz:;
which entitled to remission, and then there would have been no signs of change
Why, because the bargain with the cultivator had not yet been concluded. It was
the first breaking of the ice for a bold secheme of wholesale r

_ . ) emission, and it needed tc
be demonstrated to the cultivator that in the inspecting officer’s hands practically lay
the power to remit or assess ; accordingly, he wrote in the fields what would

undoubtedly render them liable to assessment, unless the ryots paid him to change it
Also it was safer to write the truth in the open daylight before any number of
strangers’ eyes in the fields, who would be looking over his shoulder &s he wrote
and it would be easy to make the change at home at night, when no one would know
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i i not be able to give any but hearsay evidence ; and so

:}Illey Elglfggh?agx?::ylt’sg:éa? fﬁlr%:;ff’the participatin% village accountant, t1¥1 th((la Ylll:ﬁe
accountant was made the medium of a wholesale village transar;il;}on 2 l;m hm te:
later-visited villages the villagers would be prepared, and only.wgtc m% : :m?::ble
of the inspecting officer, whether he would be honest and unlllnuuenceb ,lo nenable
4o a consideration ; for honest men also there were, as we 8 ﬁai seeh ag ;)wt,) d the
villagers had to beware of them, as the dishonest inspecting o fcers ud o bew o of
making false entries in open daylight before the very eyeS({ Il;llll)l I{:hl;sclolnllkenctor’s
villagers. When once the ice was fairly broken, and the example set by otor's
staff in the Tiruturaipindi taluk becalrile tgelmla{rallynk;):vex?n ctct))u;'z;g;asgsrzv:;na:hat o
s of some of the remissions in other taluks wi t of

:)1(1)415?: :i?er?li)lsars. But the ball §as set ::llin% by.ll}. ller;]::;a:ﬁzag:; axvlvfi :Ben (gfllelag::r tz

; e to Negapatam, 1t W1 .

:‘g?lﬁov’v z?)dtlllil:lslsuv;:eg::sl in othexig:al:luks also, and so cut in to take a hand at a second

sharing of plunder of Government revenues.

i i lves
t it has been said above (paragraph 22) that we did not content ourse |
with iiargigmtion of accouunts ; we inipected alsto thc%éieldd.:l t:osiex(:' 31 :hc?:; :I;I;pfl)lrtegé ':l;:
conclusions we had arrived at from the accounts. e did sc ho case of ° h ma
i and in the case of as many others as time allowed ; and here 1
glaoltlrdb({)‘;eng?;;cei% mind that the object (l))f thﬁlalse our I;el‘ns’peg(}tlvg;l:tohfe rﬁﬁl-d; ;:a:hl:?:
incriminati inspecting officers, but the ascertainin
%1111: ler:a(’gtl)r;nﬁgovrvlhiocfh utlgle) grangt of remissions rested, were to be acc.eptedh by us?ba;s
thep had been accepted by the Collector, as trustworthy. Antlclpat]tng‘ the possible
argﬁment that the alterations of the pencil record, by rubbing out t effJSt ep?aylri in
the No. 4 account and substituting another, were bond fide corrections irom mmd ﬂeln.
entries.of inadvertence to more correct entries on closer .exammatlon,. we V:'iantebbede
fields themselves to tell us which were the correct entries—the earlier an mwildl.
out or the later and remaining entries. To ascertain this we dld. liot go il y
inspecting all over the country generally, with no definite purpose; ultl, 80 ectu:ig
t I;cad cases in which the accounts showed clearly that ther.e had been a ¢ angeix n;; e
igpthe record, we tested those particular fields only, examining them t% 860 W ef tﬁr
they supported the earlier entry or the later; for, if the facts seen on the face of the
fields supported the earlier entries in the accounts, then the h;ter entries were
fraudulent ; whereas if they supported the later entries, then the atf;r entngs gvele;(:
bond fide corrections. Now, the difference betwgen the appearance o reaped fie
which have borne a full crop or a short erop being less marked than the difference
between fields which have borne a full crop and no crop at_all, we preferred to select,
where possible, the latter class of fields as affording, evidence of the clearest and

strongest character.

i of this may be taken in the testing of the inspection mgde by
R Rg:;,véi;;:;z?c:eventh Engyl'ish clerk of the Collector’s office, ?.ccompamed by
S'Vengappaiyar, third-class revenue inspector of the Tiruturaipundi 1_:aluk, the full
record in whose case is put up in a separate file to allow of orders being passed on
the individuals, though here we are primarily concerned with the influence of their
action on the remissions. In the village of Kurumbal, in the Tiruturaipindi taluk,
against field No. 197, with sub-numbers 39, 53, the original black-lead pencil entr{
in the No. 4 account had been ¢ harvested ” (arappu) for 1t was still traceable, thoug
it had been rubbed out, and  pal,” which means * utterly destroyed without a vestige
of straw.” was written over it. These two remarks were in as full antagonism as
could well be wished for evidential purposes. Which was true, the earlier
¢ harvested » or the later “ utterly destroyed?” To the mute field we looked as a
witness not to be suborned. What was our surprise when we found that even
here an effort had been made to thwart our arriving at the truth | The field, though
divided into three portions, and belonging to two different parties, had been ploughed

‘oIl over. Selected, as our fields were, from the accounts, the village aceountant

ich we had selected before we could go to the spot, and so there was oppor-
},{;fx v:;l :;,cntioipate us. Buttheattempt wasa failure ; for, not vhaymg beqn ungated..ﬂor
wa‘nty;f water, and the rainfall having been insufficient, the well-baked soil of an:Indian
‘Mce-field was too hard to allow the plough to enter ; the plough had only seratched

i
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the surface, and, as the Indian plough has not a mould board that overturns the sod,
the surface of the field was still visible, and there were still the clearest evidences of
the field having been harvested. There were good stout stubbles in abundance,
there was no lack of fallen grain ; the grain too, being picked up and broken with the
thumb nail, was found to be full and sound ss from a ripened crop.

56. In explanation of the fallen grain it should be remembercd that rice differs
markedly from wheat in clinging so loosely to the ear that, though hand-reaped and
carried with care, the slightest unavoidable shake suffices to separate a proportion of
the grain, and to leave it fallen on the reaped field as evidence of a crop baving been
harvested. Trodden in by cattle, picked up by birds, gleaned and stored in holes by
crabs, not by field-rats in Tanjore, it may disappear ; or moistened by rain it may
sprout and present the clearest possible evidence of having been ripened grain, or,
withered by the sun after sprouting, it may again disappear, so that, while its absence
need not be a negative proof, its presence is a positive one.

57. Confronted with the testimony of the field the revenue inspector tried every
means of shaking its evidence, suggesting that the grain might have been let fall from
other crops carried across the field to the threshing floor. But no; the grain was not
dropped 1n a line of carriage, but was evenly distributed all over the fields, including
the very corners, and the fields themselves were in no such line of carriage but in a
corner, and no one carrying crops would have been at the pains to carry stubbles also
and to make them take root all over the field.

58. The revenue inspector suggested error of number, or, in other words, of fleld
identity, the field to which we referred being possibly different from the field to
which he referred. But here again the evidence was complete; the boundary mark
on two sides was the drainage channel, with the river next to it on one of those sides;
on another side was the disused old embankment of the river’s former course ; on the

fourth side was a high ground of dry land. 8o that neither he nor we eould possibly
bave mistaken the identity of the field.

59. This field, No. 197, has been thus dealt with in detail as a typical case, and, to
show the care and exactitude with which we made our inspections, taking our notes
then and there on the spot, with indelible pencils, and putting in attested copies of these
notes for the information of the inspecting officer called on to make his explanation,
and copies of these notes will be found bound up with every separate file of a case
of inquiry. Though not unable to converse direct with the people in the vernacular,
and to myself examine the Tamil accounts and the field register, still I took the
extra precaution of never going alone. 1 had always D. Vethagiri Aiyar, whoissa

competent tahsildar, with me, and on this occasion I had also the Deputy Collector of
the division.

60. Tt does not seem necessary that I should enter with the same exactitude into
fields Nps. 239, 240, 241, 248, 249, in the same village, and Nos. 32, 83, 34, 35, 36,
51, 52, in Gnyénandyakapiram, a hamlet of Vélar, and other fields in Vélir proper,
and in the Manili village. They are all entered in full detail in the file of the
record of the case against R. Régavaiyangér and 8. Venkappaiyar ; suffice it here to
state that they all tend to show beyond a doubt that the inspections of these two
officials are not to be in the least relied on for remission purposes.

61. But though the evidence in each case was for remission purposes thus care-
fully gone into, it was never considered complete till the inspecting ofticer himegelf
was given an opportunity not only of clearing himself by way of explanation, but also
of throwing on the matter any light that might be possible from his point of view.

62. So doing in this case it came out very clearly that R. Régavaiyan
been duped throughout by 8. Venkappaiyar, a revenue inzpeotor of sixgezn yyeargﬁxl::l-
rience. How I came to the conclusion that the former was innocent, and the latter
guilty of deliberate fraud, is detailed in my summary of their cas,e. Here it 1
enough to say that R..Régavaxyang{tr’s having, in his ignorant simplicity, been made a
party to 8. Venkappaiyar’s fraudulent entries, does not make those entries one whit
the more reliable for remission purposes. The whole inspection made hy these two must
be condemned as utterly untrustworthy for remission purposes. It may also be added
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here that opportunity was given for the revenue inspector altering the remarks written
by the clerk, and the handwriting of the two is so alike that neither can tell them
apart. :

63. The fact that so much pains had been taken to erase the evidences of having
harvested in field No. 197 of Kurumbél (paragraph 65), by attempting to plough
when the field was not fit for ploughing, is a significant indication of a desire to
conceal facts, of mald fides rather than of bond fides. We had a like instance elsewhere
of & whole field laboriously dug up by hand labor with a hoe (manvetly) bocause the
soil was still too hard for the plough; and there was no true agricultural reason why
in either case the soil should be turned at that date though I made careful inquiry.
We had instances later on in another taluk of fields being irrigated unnecessarily deep
for no rational purpose but concealment. The generous European mind prefers to
Jook upon all these little deceptions unsuspiciously, referring them, if possible, to some
ingenuous source, but constant repetition without an available honest reason, sought
for though it be, brings unwilling conviction.

64. As another evidence of our scrupulous care not to be misled into unjustly
thinking ill of any one, it may be noticed in passing that we took no oral evidence ;
we preferred to be led only by the evidence of our own senses, derived from things
seen in the accounts and in the fields, and even these were subjected to adverse
criticism.

65. Both sky and soil were brazen, both direct and radiating heat were at this
scason of the year intense, and inspection had to be continued till the sum was high
in the heavens. Suffering severely from sun headache, I sent the Deputy Collector,
Tellandyakem Pillai, out to inspect in company with two of my men, D. Vethagiri
Afyar, who is a tahsildar, and B, S. Rangaya Ndyadu, whose salary is Rs. 200 a-month,
while I kept my tents that day, thinking that with three men of such position ti®
results should be reliable. But there was a conflict of opinion about flood-levels
which proved very useful in the end, 8o I shall reserve it for discussion under’ the
accumulated light thrown on it by all our inspections in this and other taluks, though
careful note was taken of it at each one of them.

66. But confining ourselves for the present to our immediate question, the
reliability or otherwise of the inspection entries, on the faith of which the remissions
had been granted, the next inspection tested was that of the Tiruturaipundi taluk
sharistadar, Kristna Rau, and, warned by the covflict of opinion above mentioned, I
resolved always to be present myself, though I suffered and it ended in my being
completely prostrated for a time, but only for a time.

67. Heavy tropical showers had now fallen with local pertiality, and it was feared
that in the villuges where they had fallen we should find our testing of inspections
frustrated by the characteristics of the stalk being in some measure less marked. But
instead thereof, we found that the stubbles were too silicious to be so easily affected,
and the rain had become our most useful ally by causing the trodden-in grain to
germinate and spring up, and when we walked into a field that the taluk sharistadar,
Kristna Rau, had recorded to be utterly destroyed (pd/), we found it freely studded
with bright green seedliugs of an inch or two high, which arrested-the eye at once.

68. Among the crowd of landlords that accompanied us about their fields, was one
native gentleman of considerable wealth, the leading man of the landed gentry of the
p!ace. Why he was so active did not appear just at first, till afterwards we came to
his own holdings on which remissions had beea wrongly btained. Al the morning
long he plied us with subtleties. Oh! no, that was not a paddy seedlingy it was a
partioular kind of grass, he said, and he gave the distinctive Tamil name, and was
following it up with a Tamil dissertation on grasses, when I quietly dug up the sced-
ling, and showed him the grain of rice from which it sprung still adhering to it.
Then, agein, there were seedlings springing out of the clumps of stubble. Those, he
gaid, were not seedlings, they sprung from the roots of the stubble ; and he was pfepﬁi"ing
to tear up the clump of stubble and confound me. But I preferred to do it for myself,

and, separating the talks with a careful hand, again the unmistakeable rico seed,

* wrgapped in its husk, was seen still adhering to the young seedling which' sprang out
. of, and had not yet absorbed it. This was the gentlemfn, who, lgike anothcfx" Fa%suﬂ,

5
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had been at the pains to have a field hand dug all over to
commenced by telling us it was not his, and that it did n
we were inspecting, but to another.

69. But why do I dwell upon these details ? Not so much to show the frauds with
which they sought to throw dust into our eyes at every turn, as to satisfy the Govern-
ment of the pains we took to be certain of our facts. The eye is soon educated to the
distinguishing of rice seedlings from grass at a glance, without any necessity for stooping
to handle them, and there is no real room for any possible uncertainty in the matter.

70. In the village of Shinkaldnthi not only did we find that a field, marked by the
taluk sharistadar as utterly destroyed (pd!l) by the floods, had been evidently harvested,
but we found others on a lower level admitted by him to have becn harvested and others
close by on the same level admittedly harvested, and lands entered as having becn a
short crop with all the appearance of a full crop. The details are to be found at
length in the file and papers relating to this officer. In brief, all that it concerns us
here to note is that the inspection notes of this officer are as replete with false entrics
as those of others, and no reliance can be placed vn them for remission purposes,

71. While engaged in one of these field inspections, that in Manili above
mentioned, a ryot came up to me, and told me that a certain individual who had by
bribery received large remissions had all the while reaped excellent crops; that he
would show me his granaries full, and that hearing that [ was coming to inspect the
fields of his village the next morning, the said ryot had in the previous evening
hurriedly screened in all his granaries with leaf-screens so that they should not
be visible to a rider, who otherwise would be able from the saddlo to see them over the
wall. T went, and sure enough there were the new leaf-screens all round the top of
the brick wall which enclosed a courtyard ; after a little banter the mau invited me to

cater the yard. It was asfull as it could hold of ricks made of twisted ropes of straw
" which bound in ricks full of pure grain. He said it was all last year’s crop ; but close
observation of the husk will soon show the difference between lust year's rico

and fresh rice ; and eventually he admitted that all the ricks but one contained fresh
rice in the husk.

72. There might perhaps be no moral doubt that the man hu
though he had received remissions freely,

calculated to hold the number of rick-like granarics that would supply him and his
household with food for the twelve months as well as seed grain for the coming year,
that he had retained enough to fill it full, and had realised on the rest while the price
of grain was high, and that he had endeavoured hurriedly to conceal all this from me
by an unusual leaf-screening; but actual proof there was nonc—for looking up in
the accounts the extent of his holdin y striking out his remitted fields, and calculating
what might be an ordinary outturn from his remaining unremitted fields, I found
it still to exceed the quantity which I fonnd in the granaries, and which the ryot said
was all he had ever reaped on all his

holdings.

73. 8o it was obvious that evidence of this nature was of no
could never lead us to a positive certainty, only to an unsatisfacto
could easily be flanked with so much hard swearing as to put it
Bo I promptly eliminated that line of inquiry as profitless.

74. Oral evidence that he had sold a quantity of crop was proffered, but I did
not take it; for it would have led into innumerable intricacies, and I had resolved
from the first to eschew such a very unreliable source of information, 1 preferred to keep

to inanimate things which were under no temptation to bear false Witness, to wit
accounts, fields, gauges. ’

provent our inspection, and
ot even belong to the village

_ d reaped good crops
that his courtyard was of dimensions

practical use, as it
ry suspicion, which
out of countenance.

75. Thus we had thoroughly tested the reliability of the inspections of three
Huzur Clerk H. 84ma Rau, paragraphs 21—24, 08tches of inspecting officers and had

Do.  R. Régavaiyangar cum meant to go through all the officinls whe
Reév;nug21nspeotor 8. Venkappaiyar, paragraphs had been employed to inspeet in the

‘ . Tiruturaipiindi taluk, aud hud examined
T%%E_ '?(l)mnstadar Kristna Rau, paragraphs the accounts, and sin’glcd out suspicious-

looking entries aguinst each, meuning to
inspect those fields, but these inspections take time, especially when,’ the villx?gcs
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are some miles from camp, and events were occmrring elsewhere which called us
away.

in Tiruturaipindi that the accounts in the Manndrgudi
" Rubmionursr;:?r(;}tlteei.mellzcz:lted thepextravagqht not@on, and took no no:uﬁe of
faluk he zum % rew, but still I put it from me as impossible, .and went on wit m)Ir
et rl’m:loiuwgrk. ’ But still rumour was positive and particular in detail, and
Tlruturalgliz o there at once, or it would be too late. I thoughf it was a trap to
al urg};le Comgmission ridiculous, and declined to go; but I thought it prudent nefveler-,
o : uietly take such precautionary measures as would involve us in 11110 alse
e 0h(()luld the rumour turn out to be a mere trap ; but which would at the samg
e seon o true information, and prevent the accounts from being further tampere
ith, W1 ile going on with my work at Tiruturaipindi unconcerned, and appointing
with.  Whle going a field inspection for the next mton:;ma%é I
: and instructed two of my men to start after
% SYéE:;%‘g ﬁi{?du nightfall, and, reaching Mannirgudi before
. they could be }e:x.{)gcte;l, to1 go t;)1 the tzl;}i
i itten authority from me requiring the tahsildar to place his an
:gﬁzr:;xt}; :cz)rlizts under the)irr scal, but his owzﬁock f;in hli:evzg g(;fiﬁs(;ﬁ . }ﬁ;nfx;?ngdaiz
dawn, quitting their cart, and strolling up to the office u 2008 L they found 1t
i riting up accounts, with all the clerks an
iull Ot;f v‘;z)liltgz;r(i;ogs ttaI:let sm:rningg. I.?In short, the taluk office had just the a;()ili)earance
00}? n office wears when the jamabandi is in full swing. This was extraor nallfy,tas
;uzh fclhe Collector and 1 had been informed by the divisional officer, Deputy Co ef olt-
N? Tellandyakam Pillai, that the jamabandi of thl's taluk had beeg qlosed abou
: eth a % Thereon Rangaya N dyadu produced his autherity, and insisted on my
o r(;lon beﬁn . romptly carried out. The accounts being t'hx‘zs. secured, he at onee
retur d f %n }I)\danmirgudi and reported to me at Tiruturaipuridi that tl}e rumour was
returnekal o ounts were being written up afresh, and he had secured evidence - thereof
?meﬁ t ?dagid new account together; though the tahsildar, Dévasagdyam Pillai, had
:lzx:ieilothat anything of the sort was being done. That denial the tahsildar after-

* wards persisted in before me.

i ours came from the Negapatam taluk also, Seeing that they were
veriﬁz:l. nyJﬂf‘;ctrsu Fxlx Manndrgudi, and that I cguI’d not keep pace with ev;nttﬁ mfu?tlise
two taluks if I gave more time to Tiruturaipindi taluk, I abandoned the ;r
tw ootion of fields in the Tiruturaipiiodi taluk, and marched that night for Manndrgudi.
]Vleph d, however, already examined many of the accounts preparatory to the inspec-

AR ;é 1ds, so I took those memoranda of examination with me, and though it was
tion o -(13 at a later date that the clerks concerned were placed on thelrr'defencg,
:&fﬁsﬁag as well dispose of them here, so as to complete the affairs of the Tiruturai-
pundi taluk. '

's fourth English clerk, B. 84ma Rau, and Revenue Inspector

v G'I()S'algiovlzla;cgtéo.: sconojointly sfbmitbed inspection notes on which Rs. 44,847-115-8
ere rI:amit'ted out of a total beriz of Rs. 44,956-15-6, or only Rs. 108-15-10 less
:i':;; the whofe land revenue of the villages which they inspected. Some of the;e
remissions were arrived at in the manuer shown in paragraph 28 supra, gt{mrlsm y
tifving to fields being entitled to remission, though they ,?ould not possibly have
ceon Zh gcro s, for their own incautious word * fresh sowing .showe(.l that all traces
ec;e: eor nf (;rop had been removed before the time of their inspection, by .the land
geiﬁrg%roken up for the ¢ fresh sowing.” Though bound by the Collector’s circular to
make estimates of short crop ouly from the crops preserved for inspection, they made
their estimates from the stubbles of the reaped fields, and giving no sign thgt they had
done so, left the impression that they had properly estimated from the Stazl u.lgh cr};)ps,
nd so remissions were given on what were reaped fields. Not content with these
?rauds in which B. 8¢ma Kau had joined him, V. Gopalalzangér, after the aocom:t
had be’en handed him signed by B. Sdma Rau, interpolated, just above B. 84ma Rau’s
ionature, ¢ the first crop also has been destroyegl.” The manner in which the remark .
ilgnﬁeen ,squeezed into inadequate space shows it could not have been there. at the
t.us B. Sima Rau signed under it, or he would have left proper space when mgnmi:
nln“c;BB ‘Sdma Rau, if his statement is worth anything, says it was not there when he



20

closed the account with his signature. The ink in which the interpolation is made is
not the same as the rest of the remarks which B, 84ma Rau has signed, not the same
as B. 8dma Rau’s signature, but just the same as V., Gopalaiyungir's signature, It is
unfortunate for these forgers that every one is not supplied with the same ink in India.
Inks are locally made in the mofussil, some on one recipe, some on another, and there
are inks which look exaotly alike at the time of writing, but one dries brown, while
the other dries black. The whole thing is so apparent that Fourth-class Revenue
Inspector V. Gopalaiyangér has to admit it. The effect of this interpolation has been
that double-crop fields which would have been charged assessment on account of their
having borne & first crop have been fully remitted.

79. K. Svndurardjalu Ndyadu, seventh vernacular clerk, Collector’s office, has been
at the pains to write twice over down the two columns relating to first crop and second
crop, that the crop had been lost, so that both crops would be held to be lost, and the
remission be full remission, though by no possibility could he have scen auything
whatever of the first crop, all traces of which had been entirely removed in preparing
the land for the second crop; and his defence shows that he knew he had no right to
say anything about the first crop which he had never seen, and never could have seen.

80. V. Gopal Rau, though second municipal clerk, had revenue experience, and
being employed on inspection duty, wrote * harvested” in ink, and scratching it out,
wrote ¢ crop lost” above. The one writing is traceable under the other, and the
difference in inks shows difference of time and circumstances when making the second
entry, which entitled the fields to remission. Like others, he certified to short crops
which it was physically impossible for him ever to have seen, and thesc erops which
he says were short from being injured by floods were in villages which the Kngineer's
accounts show never had a breach in any irrigation work anywhere near them. In
@l the villages in the Tiruturaipindi taluk which he has inspected, and in all the
remissions for short crop which he has estimated, and they run up to nearly five
thousand rupees (Rs. 4,954), there is not a single cuse in which his estimate of short
crop has exceeded 9 markdls per mé. Nine marksls per md has been the stereotype

highest estimate in every case. It is not possible that in all the thousands of fields
which he inspected there were none in which the short cro

mi. But 9 markéls per m4 was safely within 25

in any village, and so entitled to full remissions. Though the deponent states that
the entry arose from his having harvested the crop in several instances and found it
always so, it is an affront to the intelligence to ask us to believe him, and there is no

other credible explanation of the stereotype entry as that of the highest crop, except
that it was made with the view of always ensuring full remission.

_81. G. Rémaiyar, third vernacular clerk, Collector’s office, certified to kér crops
having been short crops, when he can never have seen them, as they were reaped long
before he inspected the fields. Like others, he has tampered with the record, rubbing

out the earlier entry which rendered liable to assessment, and substituting one which
entitled to full remission. He fnspected fields in the Negapatam taluk also, and there
the fields too bore witness against him.

per cent. of the lowest rate (dittum)

82. D. Vésudéva Pillai, eleventh vernacular clerk, Collector’
with exactitude the short crops on fields of kadapukér erop which
in erop, pishdnam having taken its place at the time of his inspecti

83. P. Brinivasa Rau, second English accoun
crops he never saw, and his notes bear the
missible elsewhere, and usual orly in this

down to pay assessment have been converted

84, T.V. Rﬁmacham}ra Aiyar, eighth English accountant, Collector’s offico, instead
of making field-to-field inspection notes, boldly disposes of tho land revenues of a
whole village at a single stroke,

with the one general remark at th f §
that the whole village of Ovary 9 @ ond of the acooun

) ' rwas destroyed by flood. From our inspections of
other villages this is a highly improbable eventuality, for the d K ‘

distinetly proved again and again, on the duration of floods, and higher lands drained
off earlier thpn others, 3md were none the worse for thejr temporary immersion.
Again, when in another village he does estimate from ficld to field, he has in February

8 office, estimated
be had never seen
On.

ntant, Collector’s office, has estimated
usual rubbings-out in his entries, inad-
Tanjore jamabandi, by which orops set
into crops entitled to full remission,

p exceeded 9 markéls per °

cstruction depends, as '
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' ' in the previous
i i t that must have been off the field in the p
ostlmated %ee )E:lsd :;i?nzlg; (;t c:: pas to entitle it to remission. He hai efent;erliaid
‘A“(llgztarc; ed young” some kadapu that must have been harx;’ested lozlhg . hagr:inc:
inspectio}; and has proposed for remission as * destroyed green” a crop tha
come to m’aturity and been harvested.

i i ant i llector’s office

irasimy Aliyar, sthird vernacular accountant in the Co 3
h 8t5.te'§. tshatv gzéﬁrzt czop’ was destroyed when the circumstances w:reit t::xlc;h
lfst sha; could not possibly have seen the first crop, for another :{{aﬁs e; t[;:eﬁ by
tt:z:,lndin in its place. He has made entries harvested, and thgil %u lifie assessmenyt
sddin gea(;en by caterpillars, so as to bring what stood answerable 1:or full assesament
" d 8full remission ; whereas the fact of the crops having been cut an ried when
;11191 s::v the fields is sufficient evidence that hﬁ wglc}dnoﬁa%oil;}:;ye;h‘:e? b?elclaterpinm,
i i saw that other fields ; !
pxl(liars el?tmci;l;ﬁﬁ'ed Ei[te‘ s;{li hl‘:e has to admit thathe had no such e\(rlxec};nce w;:th
::ferzzceeeven to fields a&joining the ones on which he makes these amended remarks,

for we have accounts in our hands while examining him.

‘ itted on the inspection notes of
teen thousand rupees have been remitte
N Ggsing::él;n; Néyadu, acting mukdsa and confirmed chattrall)n 010:51.1 haHer%e:;
lsewherc, we find that first crops that could not possibly haved. i‘?n :l‘ records that
e itted : but there is this difference, that this inspecting °ﬁi°el}; :s .1tnq yo olv h
;:m(;id not profess to have seen them ; heta%ﬁiﬂie{i:gg:?ottaaiit:le lgn chse ewmhsoas{a
8
ghat t'léezv:;agobpeg;):::t;:&l i’crltlxgiz% ::ld sanct,ion. the remission st}z:t}emeptp, that gi:::
o;ggs 1should still have b;en remitteﬁi ix; ::1:(.) - f&alaz’yltlﬁllrll: :'ﬁeod;l tﬁ;?;‘;;l v:ithoub
i ops cou : 4 :

b e pd o o T L
::gec;ls very baI()ily on the taluk and Collectorate staff engaged in the jamabandi.

i of crop is also somewhat lax, but it admits of two interpre-
tatiof:'s;r illga:s%:l :et;ards thg individual one is bound to takeo t(lll_e Ifi(l)re tﬁzv:s?el;l:
al " As regards the #missions, however, the case is different. dr m: ; y he assees-
;::1:};' is due, and in the face of this presumption the case made out for r
should be clear and trustworthy before they are sanctioned.

i i i i i dyadu, the
responsible of the inspecting officersis J. P. Shr}navésalu Néy ,

ti ssialiflflﬁ? :tf Tizl')uturaipﬁndi. He inspected twenty-two villages and ;u};m;tted
80 mgt' notes on which Rs. 81,434-14-3 were remifted out of a total beriz or
1nspec 110111 d revenue of Bs. 32,234-7-10, so that in all the twenty-two villages only
availab : rign of Rs.799-9-7 is left as Government revenue, In some villages there isa
B B 6 annas 3 pies, of Bs. 1-9-9, of Ra. 9 odd, and of Bs. 17 0dd, to the credit of
P Oen’c while in many others not an anna is left to Government. Indeed,
Goy&{:mthe’ dry crops, on which there could be no remissions, he has brought under
ouﬂ y n%ission every available item of Government land revenue, and exhaugted pretty
fu f ’ every type of fraud to compass it. He has certified to the destruction of first
2::;sywhich he cannot possible have seen. He endorses palpable alterations by which

. flelds certified as liable to assessment because of their yielding a crop are transformed

; i | remission. He has done this by obviously unidiomatio
:llit(;)ig e}is a‘:ﬁltlg;d in?e,r;f)gllations out of columnar ord_er and out of keeping with the rest
f th;owr’itin “and by other means, all methods which should at once have caught the
o of an hgr,xest checking clerk. He has over ridden the accounts of a whole village
ety“oi brought it all in at a stroke for full remission by a sweeping entry on the cover
af the account book that all the short crops mentioned within were crops of less than.
(2)5 r cent. In another village he has made a like sweeping remark that x‘x‘ll the
IBgr orops, kurave and wiidu, crops which he cannot possibly have seen, “must
eaitlainl be ’brought to remission.” Another such sweeping remark in another vi ,
:t.ids thg information at the foot of a statement that all the first crops in the village

‘were destroyed, though we are certain he did not see one of them. He has estimated -

i they had been reaped, and always for the purpose of full"
the yieud of ilifeladi::t:;bbe?ly out earlier enptl?ie; which made the land liable to full
:::ls::x:t and had written in their place new ones entitling the fields to full remission.-

H
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He has submitted to the Collector accounts for remission which professed to be the
result of inspection, though there was not an inspection officer’s note on a single field
in the village.

89. Added to all this in his own inspections he has officially reported that ¢ all
the kadapuksr losses had been inspected,” when he knew that none of those crops
oould have been inspected, as they were not standing at the time of inspections.
Besides the remission of Rs. 31,434 on his own inspections, he, as tahsildar, has sat
by the Collector at jamabandi time looking ou while like frauds were being enacted
on all hands, and remissions to the amount of about 2} lakhs of rupees were granted
in his taluk alone.

90. The frauds in his taluk came under almost every conceivable head. We
tabulated such as we had discovered types of, and required him to fill in the tabular
statement village by village. We had not sufficient establishment to do this; he had.
By so tabulating we should have been able, had he filled in the statement, to
tell exactly village by village every remission that had been wrongly given, every
subordinate down to the village accountant that was responsible for it. We gave
him, his taluk sharistadar, and his clerks full information as to how to fill in this
statement. But soon numerous difficulties were represented, and the Collector
supported his objections. It became very clear that there was a fixed determination
not to fill in that tabular statement, and I had to give it up. When we gave the
statement to the tahsildar to fill in our impression was that it would reflect mainly
against the Collector’s clerks, and that consequently the tahsildar and taluk staff
need not hesitate to prepare it. 'We had not then seen the tahsildar’s inspection notes ;
we did not then know how deeply implicated he himself was. Iaving now seen these
inspection notes, their revelations make it quite intelligible why he, equally with the
Collector’s staff, and we know not how many more of the taluk staft, had the strongest
possible reasons for arguing in every conceivable way against the preparation of an
account which would have so thoroughly incriminated them all.

The heads of that tabular statement were calculated to embrace, in as few colurons
as possible, the many varied types of fraud indicated in this report. They are a8
under :—

Number and of village.

Tields certified as either reaped or standing crop by the inspecting officer,
but remitted in the accounts.

Crop certified by the inspecting officer as short crop, but erroneously
included under shdvi, nattupdl, &e.

Short crop remitted when the yield is above one-fourth of the olugu rate.

Two-crop lands brought to remission when one crop was realised.

First crop remitted in the accounts on the certificate of the inspecting
officer at whose inspection the second crop had taken the place of first
crop.

. Fields cultivated a second time but not brought to land revenue.

. Remitted in accounts without the certificate of the inspecting officer.

. Fields noted as skévi (withered crop), nattupdl (seedlings destroyed), &o.,

but omitted from the remission statement.

10. Short crop lands not brought to remission though the yield is certified

25 per cent. below the olugu rate.

Som @
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The first eight columns would show entries inimical to the Government revenues,
the last two those that, though irregular, were still favorable to collections, and these
latter sometimes carried strange revelations with them, revelations of frauds teo
blatant to pass, and therefore corrected by the village accountant in the face of the
superior authority of the inspecting officer’s notes.

91. Thus we have examined the part played by every one connected with field

inspections in the Tiruturaipindi taluk. The tabsildar, the taluk sharistadar, a taluk

revenue inspector, ten huzur clerks, and two huzur sharistadars, have passed under
examination, and we find fraud, or concealment of fraud, written on the face of every
one of them, except R. Régavaiyangdr, who, however, was so duped by the revenue
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inspector that accompanied him, that, for remission purposes, his notes are as useless
as if he had himself been fraudulent. N. Govindasémy Ndyadu also stated fairly that
his notes were based on hearsay, not personal inspection, and yet they were treated
as if he had himself inspected the crops and wrote only what he saw. Thus we have
carefully tested the character of the field inspections on which the proposals for
remission were made, and found them utterly unreliable from end to end of the taluk

of Tiruturaipindi.

99. These proposals for remission were professedly checked in the taluk office by
the tahsildar and sharistadar before being submitted to the Collector as correct. But,
as both tahsildar and taluk sharistadar were themselves offenders, it was not to be
expected that they should check like faults in others. Presented to the Collector
as correct, they were professedly rescrutinised in the Callector’s office in accordance with
M. H. E. Stokes' published rules, but six, or more than half the scrutinisers, are the

original perpetrators. The rest®should be

* Virasdmy Aliyar. " called to account by the Collector for not

'IS" % é.Véml?nadRaE having brought to notice the frauds that

R Ré!;::ai;nan?h yar came under their eyes. That palpable

’ ’ frauds did pass under their eyes unchecked

in the memoranda of scrutiny, is readily traceable from a comparison of those memo-

randa with the accounts which they professed to have thoroughly checked, memoranda

in which they cursorily stated that they had found the fraudulent accounts correct,

and then dwelt in detail on minor discrepancies which were of trivial importance.

But to pursue this inquiry was to travel beyond the limits that were unavoidably

necessary to the completion of my Commission. Had I turned aside to put upon his

defonce every taluk clerk and every village accountant that had been a party to the
frauds, my labors would have been interminable. It was enough for me that I haé -

thoroughly tested the basis on which rested the remissions in the Tiruturaipindi taluk,

and nowhere could 1 find a single village the remissions in which could be relied on

as justifiable. The nearest approach was Tallenayar, of which hereafter.

93. Neither was it possible to limit the frauds in the accounts to any particular
head of account. If we could have been satisfied that they were confined to the kér
crops and the short crops, we might confine our attention to those two items, and
refusing remission of Rs. 20,801-15-3 on kdr crops, and of Rs. 74,409-15-1 on short
crops, total Rs. 95,211-14-4 out of Rs. 2,49,256-6-0 granted in the taluk, allow the
balance Rs. 1,54,044-7-8 to pass. But though we may say confidently that the great
bulk of the kér and the short crop remissions were almost without exception fraudulent,
wae cannot say from the Revenue accounts that the frauds ceused there, for we find that
many, we know not how many, fields have been brought under (sAdvi/) withered crop and
gmﬂ ') destroyed crop that ought to have been fully assessed, and even the remaining

eads of account are not free from improper entries.

94, Feeling then how unreliable at every turn were the Revenue accounts, I have
had to cast about for assistance from the accounts of the irrigational Engineers, which
accounts would show when and where breaches took place, and how lgug they remained
open, and would generally shed much light on the extent and duration of the inunda-
tions. The manner in which these accounts have been utilised will be shown below
(?amgmph 176) when applying them and summing up the remissions of the whole
distriet.

95. I have above excepted the village of Tallenayar, because it was visited and
seen by the Collector himself. He does not

' : 8. A. P. profess to have inspected it from field to
Shévi or withered crop .. 118 5 9 field, but only to have seen generally that
Nattupél or lost in the seed beds. 21%%3 :1’ :15 the whole village had been disastrously
gg:::eoﬂ;é- o ‘l62 8 g flooded. Field-to-field inspection hadbeen

eidomp o 1139 ordered by him in the usual way, and this

J— resulted in the remissions marginally
Total ... 82,910 0 7 shown, the total land assessment of the

villages being Rs. 32,960-2-11.

mp—
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MANNARGUDI TALUK.

96. The next taluk which we took up was that of Manndrgudi, the annual
settlement of which had been made by the divisional officer, who was Deputy Collector
M. Tellaniyakam Pillai. It has been seen above that we had heard rumours that the
accounts were being written up afresh so as to deceive us, and that I had taken means
to secure them. The Deputy Collector, M. Tellandyakam Pillai, declared that there
was nothing fraudulent in this rewriting of accounts, but that he was in all good faith
holding a second scrutiny of his accounts to assure himself of their accuracy. It was
for us to discover whether his statement was true ornot. The tahsildar of Manndrgudi,
Dévasagdyam Pillai, also stoutly contended that he and the Deputy Collector were
doing nothing but their duty in assuring themselves with scrupulous care of the
accuracy of their accounts. If the statements of these two senior officers were found
to be true, then the remissions which the tahsildar had recommended, and the Deputy
Collector had granted, must be accepted as correct, and they amounted to
Rs. 80,858-124 for the taluk, 11, on the contrary, it was found that these two had been
conspiring together to grant improper remissions, and then to conceal them by tamper-
ing with the Government accounts, then it needed not to go any further ; for these two
were the chief in authority in the taluk, the one preparing the accounts and
proposing the remissions which the other sanctioned. With these two practically
hung the issue ; for if they had resolved that no one should defraud the Government
and in pursuance of that resolution had used the very extraordinary diligence they said
they had, no one of their subordinates could well have deceived them to any extent,
But if, on the contrary, these two had combined to defraud the Government themselves,
then it might be confidently predicted that none of their subordinates would thwart them,

¢ 97. To begin with, the contention Was a most extraordinary one, so extraordinar;iy

that it is not a plea to be accepted as a likely occurrence without being prove
Indeed, it is most unlikely and novel,

] and evinces great ingenuity to have conceived
1t ; for no settlement officer can think i

98. In Tanjore the course is this—each cultivator who seeks remission on acoount
of injured crops makes a written petition within a fixed date. A list of the fields
mentioned in these petitions being made out in consecutive order of field numbers, go
as to facilitate their examination, inspectors are deputed to inspect each field, and against
each field to note the ‘state in which they found it. This list is called the olugu’in
Tanjore tamil. The inspectors haviug done their duty, submit these original notes to
the tahsildar, accompanied with a list showing the same fields rearranged under the
holders’ names, or rather according to puttahs. This is called the shothane or examination
account. As the first list is arranged so as to facilitate dealing with fields, which is the
inspector’s duty, so the second list is arranged so as to facilitate dealing with
individuals and their puttahs, which is the tahsildar’s duty. With these papers befbre
him—the petitiolis, the field list, and the puttah list-—the tahsildar prepares, for
submission to the Deputy Collector or other settlement officer, an abstract of the same,
thrown under the different headings under which remissions of revenue are by rule
allowable. This is called the remission abstraot, For Europeans it is ordinarily
prepared in English ; for native Deputy Collectors in the vernacular of the distriot,
which is ordinarily their mother-tongue. There is one such abstract for each village ;
it is signed by the tahsildar in token of his baving satisfied himself that it is correot ;
and when put before the Deputy Collector, it is accompanied by the tahsildar ready to
give au explanation in person on any question that may arise. The several village
accountants attend for the same purpose, and such of the landholders as wish o represent
anything. The original petitions, field list and puttah list, also accompany for reference.
Any inspector can be called at once, and every accountant has all his accounts with him.,

But between their being submitted to the Deputy Collector and bej
him, the remission abstracts and thejr antecedents

g and the village accounts undorgo
a further scrutiny at the hands of the Deputy Coll

ector’s establishment, In Tanjore
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i ' 1les laid down

18 i inari ful scrutiny, conducted under exact rules \
:)hmﬁsr aﬁnolge glf::l?e:.r d"‘i“;::l%):;::yuCollectory tglls off the clerks that dare té)1 2x;;n}111;:
al);ottec.i villaées, and each clerk has to give in a wntten men}omnd u:;: ari 0 has
examined the accounts according to the rules, and that he has foun : ](Ia.m thgt o
such and such respects, and wrong in such other. It is after al llt hljs a;.) -O he
divisional officer sits down, with all this informaglon blf.fore hl(;n, an;de sa 1L Zr?i‘;rs rfor

h of the landholders as wish, about him, and pas
nattnei?si?)‘xlld vsi‘llfage by village. If anything crops up that maﬁes him &t all doubg:;,
;Z stays I;assing orders on that particular village tl}lll f\;lrtl_:e.nnqmryl,] itl): ﬁ-ie;%:%zgs -
i is d d goes on with other villages w . ; |

O e Bt o dqne, " f remission it is conclusive evidence

i d. But once having passed an order of rem |
:);;:ghzx?custgtisﬁed?for he has g;xg business to pass an order to ;em}lltf t?a(l)xvz?ﬁl:n;
revenues%ll he is satisfied. It only remains for the puttahs and the cbl or No.
account, which is the village accountant’s office copy of the puttuh, to be wri Py
and the puttahs distributed.

i istribution of puttahs.
is the Deputy Collector did, short of actual distribution of p

Th (?l?i.ttaAl}: ?el:e twrittelli u)[; and the puttahs too ready for dlstnl})ut.xo? am}1 :ﬁz
villige accountants were dismissed tl;) their v;lllage:.tle x:g;a :lszrv?;l:;a g'azr‘nﬁorx:sd he
) I8 annuai se t 3 y
C'OII'GOt:)lr ttlé?(ti 11111(: ?ﬁg s:l(::gpﬁte%allam in answer to a direct question, and when I
d:ls(;aﬁcth);t if he had not finished his jamabandi I would not allow him to accoxﬁa:xllly
e, s I would rather he finished his jamabandi first, he again 'ans.W(ired t] :
ll;eti ?inished it. When, later on, he joined my camp at Tlruturaxpunlih, again ;:;
tbe same question with the same rider, he yet again gave me t'l‘l(i s;atmetaam:1 ow:
' teering the addition that he had ¢ none but current work.’ e tru h,b v
oo s t% t, atter having told the Collector that he had finished his jamabandi,
and | Wast l; by the Collector in return to hold the distribution of puttabs in abeyanoe,
e o iog was ordered by Government, he had visited Vallam under pretext
2; ;a())r?:;mﬁ;: respects to me, and had learnt from the Collector’s clerks what we had

- discovered there in the accounts, and how we had discovered it, and, going

. with
nndrgudi, had ordered that all his accounts should be gone over again wi
Ba:;vtvoty:liminite :)bjectionable items, and to rewrite the accoulntl:. ﬂiIt z)as aft:;
iving these orders in person, and setting the full strength of the talu (1)1 :ef re:lll) :
ﬁlle whole of his jamabandi, all the village Bocountants being recalle rogn helé'
villages for the purpose ; it was after this that he assuf?d me as abov”e that et t;
ﬁnisl%ed his jamabandi, adding that he had none but * current work. h]" was ?i d e
time in ignorance that he was telling me un}:ruth, and wes trusting im, ?ned e,
ing me daily and frequently talking about such matters, indulged in
aocop;pangfle 8detail as to how excellently he had conduoted his jamabandi, always
fmirsiln er:le under the impression that it was fully completed, and never breathing
e&‘e six? le word about this fresh scrutiny of his accounts, though all the time hg wasg
Tor eivigg dgily reports from the tahsildar of Manndrgudi as to the progress of the fresh
:sgutiny, and those reports said that tl:;y wet!lz;itv‘v‘o&ku;%ex{m a:](;i hn"ug}:f t?t:ﬁmlgieot;
states {o me itn m’’ to .
t}h;?u;. sl’fl;:r::gf; ty“ x?:éi;e:guck him " though at the same time that he is withholding
:h y f::)t from me’ be is returning fo the tahsildar the corrected accounts with thg
re;ark that he is too busy with me to be able to attend to them. It will be remem-
bered that from the very commencement I had made it & strong point, and subsequpntly
reiterated it, that if he had any jamabandi work to do I would rather he ﬁqlshed
it before aoc’ompanying me. It may also be noted here that if his second scrutiny of
his accounts had been made in good faith, there was no reason why he should withhold
it from me, every reason why he should mention that he had taken such an unusual
1 urse for a’good reason. Concealment was not compatible with honesal:iy of purpose
fg this matter, What his purpose was came to light only after we had secured his
accounts.

ildar, however, making in concert the same contention, went 8o far-
to lsgo.thT;:eht:l;ls;d :gve: signe(’l the remission abstracts that he had placed before
:l!:e Dep{xty Collector, because, as he told the Deputy Collector, ke could not trust them,

7 N



26

and had not had time to check them, and that consequently it was understood between
them from the first that he was to have time to satisfy himself later on, and that the
Deputy Collector’s remission orders were only ad wnferim orders, subject to revision
after the tahsildar had duly checked his accounts. The Deputy Collector too supported
this in his deposition, alleging that he passed the ad interim remission orders so as to
facilitate the collections, not anticipating that there would be any serious differcnces,
only trivial details; as if it was likely that the Deputy Collector would have gone
on gravely granting remissions of Government land revenue for village after village
on accounts which the t#hsildar was all the while protesting were untrustworthy, and
which, as such, were uusigned by him ; as if it was likely that the Deputy Collector
would have conducted the final checking of the accounts in his own office under
Mr. Stokes’ rules if all the while he was admitting that the first examination in the
taluk office bad not been made, and he was allowing the tahsildar to reserve this taluk
for first checking. 'The Deputy Collector could not deny that he had gone regularly
through this check, for we had secured papers in his own hand proving that he
had done it. When confronted with the absurdity, the Deputy Collector admitted that
he had taken the tahsildar to task for not signing, and had insisted on his signing
all future villages. The accounts, too, showed that the whole thing was a falsehood
from beginning to end ; the tahsildar had of course signed in the usual way, and had
had no excuse for not signing, in that he had submitted the same accounts in a very
slightly altered form long before, and had been in no way hurried. In short, the
whole jamabandi had been an ordinary jamabandi conducted to its close, all but the
distribution of puttahs, and there was no reason whatever for rescrutiny of accounts,
except to hide from us what they had been doing, and no intention of any such

rescrutiny till after they heard that a Government Commission had arrived and had
found out the frauds in an adjoining taluk.

101. All the points here cursorily touched will be found substantiated at length if
the files, the defence depositions, and the summaries in the cases of Deputy Collector
M. Tellandyakam Pillai and Tabsildar Dévasagiyam Pillai be referred to. The
summaries are in the appendices 19 and 20, and it may be added that the tahsildar was

born and educated in the very taluk in which he now holds tahsil, and that his father
still lives in it holding lands.

102. But what was it they wanted to hide in their accounts? There must be an
adequate reason. It isthe o B¢ of revenue remissions, that none can be granted
unless the crop has been reserved for inspection and reinspection. This rule is
absolute everywhere, and the necessity for it is recognised throughout the presidency.
The Collector had reimpressed it in the usual formal order issued annually (vide para-
graph 10 of his Revenue Circular, No. 5, of 5th December 1884, quoted in almost every
file).  This Deputy Collector had sounded him whether any relaxation of the order
might be made, and the Collector had told him no, and had reafirmed it in a special
order of which the Deputy Collector knew, and yet, in spite of all this, the Deputy
Collector had instructed the tahsildar by writfen order to use his discretion in the
matter. The tahsildar also, in answer to a previous order, had protested véry strongly
that to depart from the standing rule must inevitably lead to frauds, And yet these
two had concerted together to deliberately grant full remissions of assessmont on lands
on which not only were the crops not preserved for inspection, but which had been dul

certified as reaped, and on which no petition had ever been given by the cultivators
even complaining of loss of erop.

103. One example will suffice, though the instances are numerous. In the
village and hamlet of Kalavattir the Deputy Colleotor passed his remission orders
In aceordance with recommendations of the inspecting officer, refusing remission on
ficlds assessed at Rs. 73-13-0 in the village proper, because the inspecting officer had
certified them *‘reaped.” No remission also had been granted in the hamlet of Kala-
vattir because it had never been even asked for by the villagers at the time of inspection.
But at the time of remission they came and asked for it, for every one had then learnt
how freely remissions had been granted in the Tiruturaipindi taluk by the Collector,
‘Accordingly, the Deputy Collector told the tahsildar that, as he had seen the village, he
could, with the help of the village accountant, make out an extra list for remission,
So, though the tahsildar had never inspected the village, had only been carried through
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it i \quin in connection with a criminal case, and had himself after that
:lte;;ﬁt:d I:iall: xi‘nqspecting officer, thereby admitting that he had not himself inspected ;
though this was the position, the tahsildar forthwith ordered the village accountant to
then and there make out an extra list of fields to be remitted in the hamlet to the
extent of Rs. 165-4-5, and this list the tahsildar signed with the remark that he had
inspected this part of the village and found the crops had all been lost. This then
the Deputy Collector was prepared to rewmit, but the village accountant pointed put.
that if this Rs. 165-4-5 were remitted in the bamlet t.he Rs. 73-13-0 reaped fields
in the village should also be remitted, as they were both in the same category and the
ryots would complain. Accordingly, the Deputy Collector remitted both the
Ks. 165-4-5 and the Rs. 73.13-0, total Rs. 239-1-5, though the village accountant,
while obeying orders about entering it as an addition, accompanied I;,he entry twice
over with the distinct written warning that it ¢ included reaped shévi.

104, Thus it was clear from the accounts alone that the Deputy Collector and
tahsildar had concerted together to boldly grant full remission of GGovernment assess-
ment on lands which they knew had been reaped. But the tahsildar had had the
effrontery to challenge the return of the inspecting officer, saying that he, a superior
officer, had found it utherwise ; so, determined to make agsurance doubly sure, I marched
out my camp ten miles to Kalavattir, so that I migh{ be able to thoroughly reinspect
the village myself. I did so, the tahsildar accompanying me, and I found that the .
lands which he had, on professed personal inspection, certified as lost, bore every trace
of having yielded crops ; for there were good strong stubbles, and there was Tipe grain
freely scattered about all over the place, just as it would be after reaping; and 13th
crab holes had good stores of grain laid up in them, and the crab does not travel far
like the rat for filling his granary. . . . .

105, This evidence was again complete in itself, besides being corroborative of
the accounts. But there was more forthcoming. In the middle of this large area of
ficlds assessed at Rs. 165-4-5, which the tahsildar had cer"cxﬁed. as lost, was a block
which bad been distrained for arrears of revenue. The distraint accounts shoyed
that the crops on it had been reaped and measured and sold by Government officials,
the village accountant, the head of the villagg, and .thxs very same .tahsﬂdar, Dévasa-
giyam Pillai, having signed those accounts in testimony of it having been found by
actual measurement of reaped grain that a fair or 8-anna crop had been taken off that
land. Thus the tahsildar had his own signature also to give him the lie, and had no
further excuse to make.

106, It may be added here that the plot of fields that was distrained was on
precisely the same level as the rest of the block represented by Rs. 165-4-5 and was
not separated by any embaukments so that an inundatien could not affect some
fields in the block differently from the others.

. The Deputy Collector having granted remissions on lands thus shown to
have ]b?azn 'f:aped, l:vaz naturally anxious to disconnect hiqxse_lf personally with those
remission orders in his own handwriting. Hence the remission abstraots (vazapatti)
were Tewritten, so that the old ones might be made away with ; and in another village,
one in which the Deputy Collector was so conneoted was so made away with, and but
for one of my staff cleverly securing the Ylllage aecountani.b’s office copy, the Depu:ty
Colleotor might have been disconnected with the fraud, which could have been easily
laid on the ever-ready scapegoat, the village accountant. But for our securing the
accounts as we did, the original remission ab.stt:act in Kalav?.tttir, which has proved so
damnatory to the Deputy Collector, would similarly have disappeared. ‘

108. The distraint accounts bear dates anterior to the Collector’s Tiruturaipindi
jamabandi, anterior to the news of wholesale and irregul?,r remissions having infected
a1l classes, and were in no way connected with those remissions. These accounts then
were as regular as thev would be in an ordu.zary. year, and were past tampering vglth.
and as their evidence had been so conclusive in the Kalavattir case, we examined
themn for the whole district, and we shall find that elsewhere also (paragraph 146) they
shed valuable light.

109. If further evidence is needed against the Deputy Collector and tahsildar, -
it wilk be found at length in appendices 19 and 20 as already’ stated. ,B“t for the
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purposes of this report this seems enough to show that no reliance could be placed on
the revenue accounts of the Manndrgudi taltk as manipulated by these two.  We pass
on then to the next taluk.

NEGAPATAM TALUK.

110. When in Manngrgudi we had heard that in Negapatam was going on the
same rewriting of the accounts as we had heard of and had proved true in Mannérgudi.
But I could not leave Manndrgudi. I must complete what I had in hand. The same
officials who had secured the accounts for me in Mannérgudi were anxious to do the samne
in Negapatam. But I felt sure we should not succeed in effecting a second surprise.
We were too closely watched and Mann4rgudi had a telegraph wire that could outrun
us. However, as my Manndrgudi work drew towards a close, I let two of them start
at night. They took every precaution, but only arrived at Negapatam to find that the
taluk office, which, as jamabandi was going on, would ordinarily be open from
6 or 7 a.M., was closed till 12 m., that the tahsildar had left Negapatam by that
morning’s train on the pretext of inspecting a village, that every village accountant,

whose work was incomplete, had disappeared, taking all his accounts with him. Some

of them did not appear again for several days, but others were traced to hiding places
and found to have rewritten remjssion abstracts with them.

111. Why should there have been such a stampede if conscience had not made
cowards of them all. The inquiry proved that, because in some twenty-three villages
they had not completed the rewriting of the accounts, they had absented themselves so
as to gain time for doing it.

112. But the history of the Negapatam jamabandi is in the main the history of
the doings of the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar by whom it was manipulated. = To
vnderstand it aright it is well to bear in mind that the Negapatam annual settlement
commenced before the conduct of the Collector’s staff in Tiruturaipindi was full
declared ; higher officials may or may not have known what was intended there—the
common herd of village accountants cannot have known. Hence at the outset we
find nothing abnormal about it. Then, later on, there are clear traces of the example
set in Tiruturaipindi having been followed ; and, lastly, there is a regular patching up
after arrival of the Commission in Tanjore, so that the Negapatam jamabandi passes
through three distinct phases. This alone is su ggestive of anything but the uniform
straightforward course that honest men should follow.

113. The blame is promptly laid on the village accountants, who are the
scapegoats of Tanjore. But they play a more important part in the Negapatam taluk
than elsewhere, and it serves to inculpate rather than exculpate the superior officials,
It is thus : The Head Assistant Collector, Manuvéthan Raja, urdered that the village
accountant should first be required to fill in column 18 of the No. 4 (adangal) account,
the heading of which is ** Remarks of the karnam.” The tahsildar thereon represented
by arzi that if the inspection of the fields was not to commence till after the village
accountants had recorded in column 18 of No. 4 account their opinion of the state of
the crops, the field inspection would be greatly delayed. But the Head Assistant
Collector, Manuvéthan Raja, adhered to his order, saying that, as the accountants knew
their villages, the delay would not be for more than three or four days.

114. The tahsildar must have known this as well as the Head Assistant Collector.
Why then did he object to the village accountants being made to first record their own
opinions ? If he and the taluk sharistadar, who is primarily responsible for the taluk
accounts, really thought, as it now suits them to say, that the village accountants were
the origin of all evil in the accounts, they should have been the last to object to those
accountants evading responsibility and check by not filling in that column, Besides
it was no new thing that the Head Assistant Collector was introducing, he was onlyr
insisting that the accounts should be properly written up according to the Manual, for
that column should always be filled in by the village accountant before the t’mxt

column, No. 19, is filled in by the inspector. It is singular theref
tahsilda:r should ’have objected, but it is intelligibl o find o ore, that the

an important part these accountants’ remarks
would have been for the tahsildar and taluk shar
they had never been there.

in column 18 play, and how well it
istadar, as well as for some others, if

e when we find in the sequel what -
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. The Head Assistant, then, having negatived the tahsildar’s objection, the
villaglelsccgllllntants were .orde?ed tz’ write their remarks on the state of the crops in
column 18, They had to do this, be it remembered, on their own individual responsi-
bility, and subject to subsequent inspection by they knew not whom. Consequently
we find that they filled up their No. 18 column, as far as we can, ,see, gorrgctly. _Tl}ey
wrote against many field numbers the Tamil word for ¢ cut, which in remission
phraseology; as explained in paragraph 28 above, has invariably the technical meaning
harvested, unless distinctly qualified to the contrary.

116. Then came the inspection by the revenue inspectors ’and clerkz. T’l’zese
wrote, in many instances, * right” against the village accountant’s remark “cut” or
harve:’steﬂ, and the accounts were returned to the taluk office, where the taluk sharis-
tadar is primarily responsible for their custody, and there a transformation scene takes

lace. Had the several inspecting officers been made to_initial the No. 8 account (or
mefnorandum of* remittable it8ms), which is really only a transcript of the items
entered by the inspecting officers for remission, and to tally it themselves as correct,
then the responsibility would bave been distinctly theirs, and with fixed individual

' ibility we should perhaps have had no changes. DBut at the same time if they
’ ;Z?(:i%;lels:) {he taluk shzfristadar would have been reduced to a cipher. They did not

do so, and the taluk sharistadar and his clerks were left masters of the, position.
Before the accounts have left their hands again we find the village accountent’s remarks
have been materially altered, the word * cut” having been so distinctly qualified as
to rob it of its primary technical meaning of harvested, or to make it applicable to 8
very limited portion of the field instead of to the whole, and the village accountant’s
remark stands, cut short crop at such a rate, or cut 8o much, all the rest wﬂ;}myed, and
as the inspector’s remark ¢ right” still backs it, it is taken up for remission, and.
orders for full remission are obtained. Also the village accountant’s remark harvested
is scratched out with a penknife, and destroyed, or withered, or short crop, or waste,
or seed-bed lost, is written over it, with the same result, that the assessment is remitted
where neither village accountant nor inspecting officer originally meant that it should
be. This js done after courage has been taken from Tiruturaipndi. This is the

second phase of the Negapatam remissions.

* 117. Next comes the third phase. The Commission is in the district, and every
detail of our operations has been communicated, from the taluks where we were first
engaged, to Negapatam, which we have not yet reached, and it is known that accounts
are being everywhere so thoroughly examined that interpolations such as these are
sure to be detected. Accordingly, the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar profess to have
discovered them themselves for the first time, and taking them to the Head Assistant
Collector, Manuvéthan Raja, and subsequently to the young Assistant, Mr. Shipley,
who was for a brief interval his locum fenens, represented that they had no coni‘idéx}ce
in remarks that had been erased and altered, and thereon ohtained orders to * strike
off 7 every case of remission in which there was a palpable interpolation or erasure and
alteration in No. 4 account ; and thus the appearance was given to the unwary of. 8
careful scrutiny of the accounts, and the elimination by the tahsildar and taluk sharis-
tadar of every entry that showed signs of having been tampered with.

18. This, then, is the defence of the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar, that their
aotior} {qgas to ti1eir cx"edit as they themgelves had c_lisoovered the fr_augls of. the vmuge
accountants ; that they had done it, quite irrespective of .the Commission, in the l}onest
and sedulous discharge of their duty; that, on discovering these erasures and inter-
polations, they had gone through their accounts and eliminated every case of the sort,
had even rcinspected to assure themselves they were right, and that now' their
seitlement as revised was thoroughly to be relied on. :

+ 119, The guestions that remained for us were, was the :pﬁrging honest, was the
pwrging thorough so that what remained might, for remission purposes, be acoepted -

20. First, was the purging honest? If we are to believe it s0, then we must
also l}el(i)eve a éood many}') otghler things. We must believe that though the taluk
gharistadar had, with his staff of checking clerks (the maganam gumastahs), gone
through all these accounts before, though they had transcsibed from them the remis-
gion lists on which remission orders were passed, or, if they had not themselves

8
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transeribed, though they had after transcription tallied and initialled those remission
lists as correct, though they had thus obtained on them remissions for some three-
fourths or more of the taluk, they had never once noticed one of those hundreds of
tamperings with the accounts though they can find them easily enough when they
choose to look for them, though they are so palpable that my clerks find them out at
once ; indeed, within ten minutes of our entering the taluk office one of my clerks

discovered and showed me one such case in an account then shown us for the first
time,

121. Again, no village accountant in his senses would make all these erasures,
rewritings, and interpolations in a manner so palpable, and in a manner that from
being done after the inspector’s inspections amounted to forgery, unless he was very
sure that the taluk officials, who could not help seeing them when tallying the
transcribed remission lists, were parties to them, and would not bring him into trouble
for them. The village accountants would never have had the hardihood to do any-
thing of the sort unless the taluk officials had bid them do it. Rumour says that a
certain fixed sum per village had to be paid by each village accountant to the taluk
sharistadar as a contribution. But without trusting ever so slightly to rumour it is
clear that something must have been openly done in the taluk office to assure the
village accountants that they might commit patent forgery with impunity, aye, and
must commit it, or they would incur taluk displeasure, which surcly culminates in
dismissal ; else how could we find not one but many village accountants running their
necks into such a too obvious noose. But if the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar’s

version is to be believed, we must also believe the impossible thesis that all these
village accountants were so mad.

122. It may be answered that it was equally mad of the taluk officials. Not so.
They were not going to subject those accounts to any scrutiny, They expected in
the common course none but their own and that of divisional clerks, whom they had
already gained over. The accounts which they would lay before the divisional officer
would be the usual clean transcripts, and least of all was there any probability of such

a heretofore unheard-of thing as the advent of a Revenue Board Member commis-
sioned to inquire.

123. Again, if it is said that it was not in the taluk office, but before the inspec-
tions, that the village accountants mage these erasures, rewritings, and interpolations,
which directly altered the sense of the original entries, then we are asked to believe
that the village accountants had the still further hardihood to do them at a stage
when they would have to run the gauntlet of yet an additional scrutiny, that of the
inspectors. We are also asked to believe that all those inspectors endorsed them all as
“right ” without even one single comment on so many tampered records. 1t is too
much to ask of us, And yet they do ask it. They play the game out to the end, and

take a deposition from one of those inspectors in which he says he thinks the alterations
were not 8o many when he inspected.

124. When all this show is made of having discovered tamperings with the record,
and thereon had a fresh scrutiny of the record, and even a re-examination of fields in
some few cases, in order to disallow or “strike off,” as they put it, the already
granted remissions in all doubtful cases, still the scrutiny is not complete. It 1s
a mere mock scrutiny sufficient to make a show of having discovered und rejected
fraudulent entries, and it has not really embraced all fraudulent cases, so that we
may accept the remainder of the remissions as reliable. It has only sufficed for a
show, and the elimination of the most patent of the forgeries. The network of fraud
has been too complex to admit of its being all set right in this casy manner.

125. The conclusion is, then, that this purging of doubtful items was nejther
honest nor thorough. . <

126. Again, we find another singular change of front. Whereas remissions had
been freely given on kadapukér crops before the Commission entered the district, the

majority of those remissions are suddenly disallowed, and this not by the divisional

officer, but at the instance of the tahsildar. The reason assigned is that there
had been no petitions for ‘remission in all those cases which they subsequently
disallowed. And the statement that one of the remitted cases in which there had been
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no petitions had been admitted by the cultivators themselves to have been harvested, |
was scarcely a sufficient reason in itself for disallowing the whole class of cases,
any more than it would be justifiable to disallow all withered crop throughout a taluk
because it had been found to have been fraudulently allowed in one single case. No
notice seems to have been taken of the fraudulent inspector, Whlch would have been
the ordinary course if they thought he had acted fraudulently. They do not totich the
man, but they strike out the whole class of cgses, and only on the ground that no
petitions for remissions had been put in. But there were equally no petitions for
remission at the time of the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar passgd them as right to be
submitted for remission. No change had really taken. place in the circumstances,
exoept the advent of the Commission, and they thought it prud ent to stqke out a class
of cases which they knew must be false, and had already attracted attention, for every
one knew that the kadapukdr crops yielded a harvest in the majority of cases.

127. Then, again, we find that the taluk authorities had actually proposed to get
remissions on harvested withered crops, and hada bundle of remission abstracts r@zad)"
for the purpose. They had seen that it had been largely granted in Tiruturaipindi
taluk, so they were prepared to see if it would be accepted, though the tahsildar and
taluk sharistadar must have both known thoroughly well that it was directly contrary to
all orders, both general and special. But it wasnot sanctioned by the Head Assistant.

128. Again, permanent waste (mamul tharusu), which is always charged, had been
remitted, being thrown in with the legitimate waste remissions, so that it must have
escaped notice in the superior offices of the Collector and the Board when once it had
possed through the taluk accounts. No tahsildar or taluk sharistadar could hgve
been innocent when proposing such an item for remission, and yet they had obtamed.
‘remission orders on 1t well knowing what they had dqne, for when the Commissibn
was seen to be examining taluk accounts they thought it prudent to strike them off.

129. They also obtained remission on crops which could never have been seen,
for the inspectors’ remark was ¢“ cattle grazed,” showing that the crop hgd ﬁpt been
kept for inspection as required by constant rule and the Collector’s definite circular.
This was only another form of grantiug remissions on harvested erops, for our rein-
spections, .9+ in Rajaratnam Pillai’s case, showed that ¢ cattle grazed "’ was the term
employed when the field had clearly bpen harvested. _ Whether harvested or cattle-grazed
such cases were equally inadmissible for remission under the Collector’s explieit
circular, and under the general practice which the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar
could not be ignorant of. And not only have they joined In putting these cases before
the divisional officer for remission, but t.he 'ta.hsﬂdar has hl_mself entered such a case
in his own inspection notes, showing he individually authorised the practice.

130. In this taluk, as in the Tiruturaipindi taluk, there had been an entry
rendering the field liable to assessment, and the cases that followed were marked ditto.
The first entry was altered into one that entitled that one field to full remission, and
all the dittos were left to do duty for a meaning the exact opposite to what they
originally meant, and yet all the numbers were remitted ; but on the Commission
appearing in the district they were struck off the remission list.

131, This, like other changes above mentioned, amounts to an admission that
their earlier remissions were to their knowledge wrong. '

"132. Again, we find the jamabandi or annual settlement kept open for an
extraordinary long time. Commenced on the 10th April 1885, it was not elosed on
the 22nd July 18856, when we had to leave the place abandoning all hopes of its ever
being closed. The object was obvious. Had the jamabandi been closed and No. 5
account and puttahs written up, we should have had something finite to go on. As it
was, they kept open the opportunity of telling us, when taken.to task, that they bad
not finished, and were going to }mve done tlg:_s, that, or the other. Also, it gave them
opportunities of making corrections and writing new accounts. It was only another

“form of doing what had already been done in Manndrgudi.

133. Turning from the tahsildar and taluk sharistadar to some of the inspectors
of fields, we find B. Vencatardmaiyar and others of the Collector’s staff re-enacting in
Negapatam the same types of fraudulent inspection which we traced in the Tiruturai-
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- pundi taluk, only with this difference, that their fraudulent entries had to be made in
the very face of the village accountant’s previous entry of harvested. They had no
hesitation in ‘over-riding the entries which told them that before ever they saw the
fields they had already been harvested. Cattle-grazed wasalso a term freely used by
one inspecting officer, the town sub-magistrate, Rajaratnam Pillai, a term which
admitted that the crop had not been preserved on the ground at the time of inspection,
as it must be—a term, moreover, thaf was falsely used, for our reinspections showed
that the crops had been harvested, as the village accountant had truely noted. Even
cultivators admitted they had had full crops where they had received full remission.
A village.accountant, when called on for his accounts, suddenly ran home, bauged and
barred his door in one of my officers’ face and so kept it closed till it suited him to
open it. Another tried to conceal a duplicate remission list saying 1t was a birth and

death register, and another sent me miles out of my way to prevent my examining
* certain fields, and so on and so on,

134. There was another peculiar feature about this taluk. As we came to it
- later than the other taluks, there had been more rain and the water was in the
channels. The rain had caused the grain which had fallen out in harvesting, and had
been trodden in by cattle, to sprout frecly, and so our inspections were facilitated b
a free blush of young seedlings all over a field, showing clearly, in addition to the
stubble, that it had been harvested. But to counterbalance, this advantage they
freely used against us the power of flooding the fields from the channels. As we did
not inspect at random, they not infrequently knew beforehand which fields we had
selected from the accounts, und were able to anticipate us by floading them and
ploughing them. But time did not allow of their also cleaning, so it needed only
more persistent painstaking on our part for the truth to overtake them in the end.
An instance may be taken in one of the inspections of R. Vencatardmaiyar, after he had
reverted from Collector’s acting sharistadar to head clerk, He had written down
the field as ¢ p4l,” or utterly destroyed, so we selected it for inspection. When we
got there we fpund the whole field under water. It struck me at once that the water
was headed up much deeper than was usual or needed for cultivation purposes, and I
said so, The ready auswer was given that the ryot had to take his water in his turn
and had to make the most of his turn. The answer did not satisfy me, for I could
see that a great deal more water was being used than could possibly be wanted, so 1
ordered the embankments to be cut and the water lot out. While it Wwas running off
we inspected the surrounding fields, and found that they had all borne crops ; and: we
saw where the irrigation channel had breached and the line the flood-waters had
taken, and that the fields in the line of flood had mnevertheless borne fair crops, so it
needed to be explained why this one field that we had come to inspect had been
utterly destroyed by the same flood that did not hurt the others. The answer of the
village accountant was that in all the other fields the crops had been well advanced,
so they had weathered the flood unhurt, whereas in this one particular field they had been
mere seedlings and consequently were totally destroyed, a good and sufficient answer
if true. However, we obstinately proferred to sce for ourselves, and as the water
would not run off fast enough, and our time was running short, as we had some miles
to ride before we could catch the last train, more hands were put on, and the openin
for letting off the water enlarged. As the water subsided, one by one green things
appeared, then more and more, evenly distributed all over the field. I sent mexfinto
the water to bring them to me. They were rice seedlings mixed with ploughed up
stubbles. Now, if the field had been destroyed when in young seedlings, as the
village accountant said, the immature young stalks must have rotted away, and there
would not be a vestige of straw left. But it was very clear from the mature stubbles
that the crop had grown beyond seedlings, and from the numerous seedlings at the
time of our reinspection that ripe grain had been borne and shed in harvesting., 1t
was clear there had been a fair crop yiclded, and the land ought to have paid full
asgessment, whereas R. Vencatardmaiyar had written it off as destroyed by flood, and
the village accountant had let those concerned know that
they might flood and plough to remove traces, and he himself had supported them
with a false story about tlie land having been seed bed, and therefore replanted late
with seedlings. Thus did every one combine to deceive us,

we were coming, 8o that-
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; 1 1 1 hat
5% thing we foticed here and in another village of Negapatam was t
even 11:'31;3 Sc::llings,gthough ploughed up and fully _submerlged foxl'] gmn fu;x%oaﬁ 3§
deceiving us were notflol;)lging }z)my the worse for it. Only we ha
ing the duration of their submersion. N
knowl 3%. But it needs not to dwell further on these cases, most of .tlhgm 50 sn:im.xla: go
those explained in Tiruturaipindi. They will be found in all detail in appendices 6,
18. ’
H 1165717:1‘}10 result was that the fraudulent conduct of the tahsildar, the taluk
sharistad.ar, the taluk checking clerks and such of the inspectors as Webh?,d tuil; r{,o
xamine, all pointed in the same direction of the revenue remissions emg1 u ]5;
fmreliabie, and that they were not a bit more reliable at the point where the moc}
scrutiny left them than they were before. . f N
1388. The accounts also showed that there was no ?artmular heafi 0 a%cm;n 0
which the frauds were limited, so that we might say, for instance, that if the short crop
were struck out, the other heads of remission could be trusted. On the contx\;ary, ;ve
found that what inspectors bad noted as short crop was entered in the acgoulrll s under
shévi (withered crop), and harvested was also entered under shdvi and short crop
iscuously. . .
pmm] 39. In)::his taluk the first remission abgtract was submitted on the 5th Apnl,
and orders were passed on it on the 10th April. Yet on the 10th July the tahsllldar
was still making a village inspection and we, unable to wait any longer, hag. to t;a;ve
the taluk on the 22nd July with its settlement still uncomPleted. More than three
mouths had this taluk been in settling, whereas. the usual time for a taluk is more or

leys a fortnight. NANNILAM TALUK.

atam I had meant to move to the Nannilam taluk, but it had
follova'.ég ‘thf;"’e';uﬁ,‘:ff:%f Negapatam iu keeping its settlement open an inordinately
long time, so that I could have no definitely closed accounts to go by, and the fields
werge undér irrigation for mew corps; so that neither frorp accounts nor from field
inspections was anything to be learnt, and they had gained their point by delay.
There was nothing for it but to pass on to another taluk, resolvmg to treat Nanml'am
according to the averages of other like taluks. But I do not think that the officials
who set themselves by intentional delays to thwart the inquiries ordered by Govern-
raent should be allowed to pass altogether unpunished. R. Colundasimy Pillai, the
tahsildar, is an acting incumbent, and I would suggest that he be relegated to his
former post with his promotion therefrom barred for three years ; and talulf sharistadar
Ranganatha Rau may be retired if pensionable, or degraded to a revenue inspector.

MAYAVARAM AND SHIYALI TALUKS.

141. The ennual settlement of the Miyavaram and Shiysli taluks had been
conducted by the Sub-Collector, Mr. P. W. Moore, with the most praiseworthy paine-
taking. As I hud conferred with the Collector at starting, and had worked with the
divisional officer, M. Tellandyakam Pillai, till I found him out, so I invited the Sub-
Collector to join my camp at Tiruturaipindi and discuss matters, The result was
that, after one day’s meeting he went back to his uncompleted settlement thoroughly
informed of the several types of fraud being practised, and of the way to discover
them, and, being himself a competent and painstaking officer, it bore fruit in his
seeiné reason to cut down the settlement iu those two taluks by Rs. 5_6,86§-7-3. Thus
he did our work for us, and after carefully examining his accounts with him I accepted
them. The Mdyavaram and Shiydli taluks, especially the latter, lie at the tail of the
irrigation system of the Tanjore district, and being thus the last to get their water-
supply, they suffer most when, asin this season, the monsoon was everywhere a month
late, for Bhiysli is always a full month later than the earlier-fed t‘aluks; consequently
tha ,crops may have many of them been younger than they were in other taluks when
the inundation came on them, and consequently they must have suffered more. The
date of their getting water is nc matter of rough hearsay, but is accurately known from
rogularly kept river gauges daily reported. 1 was surprised, and more than pleased,
at the very large areas which this officer had reinspected ip person, and it is my
pleasing duty to have to report how his painstaking lightened my labors. Had [
met with similar coadjutors elsewhere, my task had been much sooner accomplished,

9
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KUMBAKONAM TALUK,

142. The settlement of the Kumbakénam taluk was conducted by D
Collector M. Tellandyakam Pillai. But the tahsildar, Aiyyasimy Shdstri, i);x onzpilxlxti
. hundred. Singularly able and i -
* le[dl&‘ olfl pzrzﬁraph 24in the summary of bable, he it Wgzis * \zh{(l) };‘a(i1 nf(elltm}?iel:;l:l.f
+ Lellandyakam Pillai in appendix 20.  strong enough to quietly ignore, without

) ) ) ever answering, the D :

- Ramasdmy Shdstri’s orders to estimate crops and propose g;emis‘;ionseptl':‘gq St(:ﬂ)ebclta?
With his quiet manner he took his own way with his jamabandi and took it well.
I went very carefully into all the items and was satisfied, .

TANJORE TALUK.

 143. The seftlement of this taluk was made issi i
district, after it was known that we were detecting ?rfszlfls?heT(]zzmt:}l:ssisll(;)zﬁ' ;:::18 slgr:l;s
under me before. Whether from these or other reasons, the remission for the whole
taluk amounted to only Rs. 3,340 under all heads. This I accepted, though not till
‘frilgzd I;rserg] c;zieguily g}(inet through}ev;alry branch of account, I only,r strugk ouot tllle

le Bis. 91-11-3 for short crops which have not been i g
be just mentioned here in passing, as an indication of hoa\gr?llltetzgngg z}v;l:w. Iz nity
for remissions had taken possession, that the Deputy Collector of Tanjorzplligs ucr:rl;l)l’

proposed a remissicn of 50 per cent. on dry 1 i
s erommtionmo o0 g)r o co ¥ lands, when to the dry lands the exceptional

PATTUKOTAI TALUK.

144. The settlement of the Pattukdtai taluk w ‘
4, p ’ as made by D )

'Irtth tNaizrlz;ya(llqasamy Niyadu ; commencefl on 13th April, it was clo);ed cenlilgx}; gfﬁlf\fzor
8 taluk differs from all the others in the district, in that it is irrigated froi;

reservoirs, not from river channels, The

[sa

‘ RS.  A. P. Temissions amounted ; e
Waste ... . nted to Rs. 6,253.3-7.
Nattupél 1,5;35(3) g 'é dAsi) }? (tihe rest of the district, tl’xey WeZe
Shévi ... . L. L 892214 3 olae to floods. But Pattukétai is out

Short, crop 5 7 3 of the.line of the heaviest raj
—____ shownin paragraph 7 of the rg;t{zlcléosg
Total ... 6,253 3 7 letter, No. 1871, dated 27th March 1886
—— 1in Board’s proceedings, No. 1139, dated

) _ 11th April 1885, and w i
unaffected by the floods in the rivers. On being questioned, tl’xo tuhsild?r ::;&ssa:l;zt

the first rains had not injured the re i
: : servoirs, but had so filled
;2;3 ao fw:vxzzggi ;1(;;11:;31'1'&:2;1" to thﬁ (tfulﬁivator; that they should nt(?tml?eet:?&) h:uclllla(:
: eservoirs, but should immediately let it i
the reservoirs would be liable, on any more rain falling, toyburs:, I?Igi tblf:; ﬁzlﬁ?mlﬁe
e

entitled to remissions. The cultivators, h
. X ow . ; .o
?oH}d relieve the reservoirs at the las’t mofx::;:; Isglft:}(iehlss:rde:}? thl'n king they
alling. The next heavy fall of rain came in the night Y 8aw the rain actually

them burst. This was then the direct resy] y 2nd th reservoirs many of
. W t of ¢ y
not entitled to remission under paragraph 1 of ;{evgiuze]g}?::d?: é{’l:ngg;sbiggr t;;ostg;h

145. With the reservoirs full ap i
it is no; intelligible why thero should l?et:l: &:fgl::ﬂ:tfe?lexi‘tgeo: :)v;ter f(ir cultivation,
g?a;?nt or 211; least commencing their cultivation, Doubtless he);'e a:V glu d ﬁuve eve
Wisthl: 1}11; ishexae?t;onal year, the permanent waste has been impro :e;v oo tlge
the talu;{ eral 1anc, or.’} find that Rs. 1,500, or one-fourth of the totg.lr y thrown fn
taluk, 18 on “ waste ;” and whole numbers of waste remission for
cultivation. , are surrounded on all sides by
146, Again, the field inspection of
tahsildar. All depends, then, (?n the charat(}:tzrt:fl ﬁosw;,\a

8 done almost solely by the

date at which we came to this taluk, reinspection was n*nspections. At the advanced’

accounts cast a light on the subject. The tahsi ot possiblo. - But the distraint
L : ahsildar afte ; : 1n

mende@ a certain field for remission on the grolux;:ll Sf;:l‘i 'l;)egs?inal mspection recom-

rest withered. Ten davs later the head of tha witler L0 28d two mas in crop, the
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distrained a portion of that same field for arrears of revenue and estimated the crop
on it asnearly a full crop. Now, the tendency of village authorities is aiways to under-
estimate rather than otherwise, because when the distraint sale takes place they will
be held responsible for producing the crop which they indicated. .

147. Pattukdtai is ordinarily a poor taluk, because much of it is dry and all of it
dependent on the local rainfall, without the assistance from the south-west monsoon
brought down from the higher waters of the Bhavdni. But these very circumstances
point to the season in point having been to it exceptionally favorable rather than
disastrous. The only real losses sustained were the direct consequence of the neglect
of the ryots, and from the better light let in by the distrained accounts, these losses
were doubtless swollen by the Pattukdtai tahsildar and ell others concerned, having
caught the infection of liberality with Government revenues, the infection which
pervaded all ranks from the time the disesse broke out in Tiruturaipindi till the
Commission appesared on the scene and checked it.

148, On all these considerations, therefore, we may reduce the remissions by
the allowance for exaggeration which seems appropriate to this taluk.

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS.

DrtrarioNn oF Froop.

149. Our examination of the country led us clearly to the conclusion that the
amount of injury suffered by rice crops depended not on the height, but on the

- duration of a flood. Rice is an aquatic plant, requiring to stand in water, and able to

endure, though not requiring, much more depth of water than for economy’s sake is
ordinarily given it. Of the many sorts of rice some bear so much water as to be
harvested in boats, and the different species are ordinarily grown in the localities ip
which the experience of the cultivators tells them they will flourish. When we
hear, then, of an inundation we are not at once to conelude that all the rice crops
have perished. There may be a very sea of water extending as far as the eye can
reach, with not a blade above the surface ; roads may be overtopped, communications
stopped, low-lying villages imperilled, mud-huts falling, boats plying, and the whole
scene be one of desolation ; and yet it is no sequence that injury will result to the
rice crops. Thus the imagination may be worked on by appearances, while as a
matter of fact the aquatic rice plant is in no very unusual circumstances,

150, Flat as the Tanjore district is, the waters of a flood must rise and fall
over the wide expause inch by inch, gradually and imperceptibly, just as they do in
a rice field. There is no raging flood that tears away the soil and sweeps with it
men, cattle, trees and houses by the force of its torrent, as when a reservoir breaches
and the country falls rapidly. Inundation inalluvial Tanjore is, as far as the aquatic
glant is concerned, only irrigation on a large scale. Even at the very points where the

reaches in the irrigation cbannels took place there was no tearing away of the soil ;
there were but a few yards of silt. No other traces of injury were left on the land,

1561. The kadapu and the kdr rice, while not so enduring of water as some hardier
coarser sorts grown in the swampy parts of the district, are still accustomed to much
more water than the semba and pishdnam rice ; and even these are none the worse
for water that does not cover the ears. And even though the ears be submerged no
harm is done if the submersion be not of too long duration. If the submersion be also
not continuous, and there be intervals when the ears can drink the sun and air, they
will recover., ’

152. What is the duration of continuous gubmersion that the finer kinds of rice
will endure without injury seemed to me to be eight days. Another observer from
another district, Nellore, put it down as ten days, and Colonel Mullins has, I am told
given it in some official report as six days. Doubtless the period is liable to correction
as the weather which succeeds the immersion is rainy or suuny. ‘

1563. Every effort was made to impress me with the view that the inundation had
wrought wholesale destruction, and so 1 was very careful in all our field inspections
to take note of the height of flood marks, and to come to conclusions from natural
facts rather tha#t from individual testimony, which I found wholly unreliable. In
Shenkalgnthi, of Tiruturaipindi taluk, I found a high bank which bore flood-marks
which I carefully measured as 2 feet, 21 feet and 8 feet high, The 3-feet high mark
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was accompanied by a line of debris of broken bits of leaves, twigs, straw, chaff, &e.,
all matter that, floating, must have been carried to the bank by the wind, and left as
the waters subsided from their kighest level. The other lower marks showed no
debris but merely a line cut by the play of the rippling water. n each side of this
bank were fields which had clearly borne good crops though thus submerged, and fields
on the same level and on lower ground all around were admitted to have had good crops.

154. In a village in the Negapatam taluk there were marks of still higher floods,
but they were intermittent, and, as a consequence, the fields showed that the crops
had not suffered.

155. At Nidimangalam the inundation was 12 feet deep, carrying away the
railway girder bridge and sapping the mud-huts of the cultivators. But it drained off
in a few days, so that an unexpected amount of crop was recovered.

156. But in this matter of floods, as in every other, the ryots set themselves not
to assist the Government officer to arrive at the truth, because the truth was unfavor-
able to them, but to deceive him. The following in the Negapatam taluk may be
taken as an instance. I had found on the fields proofs of crops where full remissions
had been granted. The ryots protested that the whole place had been inundated to
a great height. 'Would they show me the breach? They did. Would they show
me the flood-marks ? They would, and they took me to the cluster of farm laborers’
mud-huts. There, they said, see how they have been washed away by the flood, That
is not the work of a level inundation, I said, to take one mud-hut and leave another.
If it weve as high and continuous as you say, it must have taken them all. 1t must
have been the heavy rains that eliminated the older and half-thatched huts. Look
here then, said another, look at the flood-mark along the mud-wall of this hut; that
iz clear at any rate. It is only on oune side, I said ; it must have beon the weather side,
and the wind drove the drip of the eaves against the house ; if it had been a flood-mark
it would have been all round the hut. There was alaugh, and they gave it up. Then
one of my men said, ¢ Now, not a word or sign, men, one of you,” and singling out a
very small boy, he said, “my boy, walk along the line the water rose to, and show it
us.”” Before the crowd the poor child was nervous, and said, ¢ What shall T say ?’ A
voice from the crowd said, ‘ Tell the truth.” Slowly the little lad walked, with his
back to all of us, along a line on the slope on which stood the huts. Nowhero did the
line touch a single hut, and it was so little above the fields that they could not have
been injured by excessive water. Every one in the village was content that the game
had been fairly played out, and the truth arrived at, both about the fields and about
the flood-levels. The play was in Tamil, and 1 always spoke to the people direct.

Tur COLLECTOR.

157. I think, there can be no doubt that the Collector was misled in this matter,

and that from this one source sprang all

No. 1871, dated 27th March 1885, in Board’s the mischief. Iis letter reporting the
proceedings, No. 1139, dated 11th April 1885. floods shows it, and he writes me officially
thatthe twowords in his diary were ‘“awful

desolation.” He was taken seemingly to the one place in the district that suffered
out of all comparison more than any other, and this helped not a little to impress
his mind generally. Tallenayar is of old the locality towards which the drainage largely
tends and where 1t stands. Till recent days it was allowed to stand in large lakes or
kotagams, the drainage of which was considered hopeless. Lately the attempt has been
made to drain and redeem for cultivation those areas of water, but with doubtful
success, for if the deep cut drainage channels get silted the water is unablo to escapo
to the sea, and heads up in its old natural basins. In the prescnt year it could not
escape fast enough and headed up as of old. Therefore Tallenayar was about the last
place from which to obtain a correct impression of the state of the district generally.
But the Collector once deeply impressed that the result of the inundations was ¢ awful
desolation,” the Asiatic mind, quick at reading character, took up the cry, and impressed

und reimpressed it at every turn as applicable to the whole district. Many, too, cried

out before they were hurt.  Their lands were inundated, they were themselves more
than inconvenienced in person by the pouring rain injuring their mud-huts and the
floods overtopping their communications and swamping the whole country. Without
waiting to ascertain calmly whethor the floods were still rising or falling, without
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waiting to see how soon the waters would drain off, and whether or not their submerged
erops would recover, they raised the cry of desolation. Honest men raised it honestly.
It was taken up and flew from mouth to mouth, When the waters drained off and
the crops reappeared unhurt, and they were stultified, they preferred to say nothing
more about it. But the impression had been made, and if the more respectable
only Kept silence, the less scrupulous took care to keep up the impression and to
maguify it and to extend its operation. §ome minds are a.lso more 1p1pre531ble than
others, and the Collector once thoroughly impressed, his native subordinates traded on
it wholesale as we have seen. After making every allowance for the impressiveness
of the surroundings to one moving in their midst as compared with our inspections
calmly made when all was over, it still cannot be denied that if the Collector had been
at the pains to ascertain the exact facts which we bave, he could scarcely have been
misled as he has been. Of course the same cry was raised to us, and the flood-marks
shown ; but we saw them for ourselves, and measured them with exactitude and noted
their nature as above indicated (paragraphs 163—166) and the state of the adjoining
fields. The Collector made no notes it
Extract from Collector’s letter No, 7120, dated seems, whereas we have pages and pages
. 3rd November 1885. of notes, made (on the field) with my own
T have no note of inspection except my demi- hand, in field after field, in village after
official from Tallenayar to Mr. Stokes, dated  village, in three taluks, walking the fields
26th January 1885,* * in which I said myself, and examining the accounts with
that the width of crop destroyed about my own eyes. But this much must be
Tallenayar was * for greater than further gqmitted, and it is & great point in the
west’ and two words in my diary awful Collector’s f that he had vi
desolation’ which describe the impression ~OLector’s favor, that he had mostly inter-
produced on my mind by s ride down the ested men about him, while I took with
canal and back by the bank of the Hari- me none but disinterested strangers for my
chandranadi on the same day.” clerks. One stranger he had, his newly
appointed sharistadar, Shanmugam Pillai,
on whom he ought to have been justified in relying, and the man is doubly to blame
for failing him ; still the presumption is that he would not have failed him if he had seen
the Collector taking things more into his own hands.. The Collector being impressed
with the necessity for every exceptionally large remissions, it was to be expected that
he would exercise more than usual care to prevent the wider opportunities being
abused. But he rode the district with a slack rein, himself away at Negapatam,
Kumbakénam, Tanjore, and elsewhere, while the annual settlement was being con-
ducted at Tiruturaipindi. Not in Tanjore can a slack rein be thrown with impunity.
Of all the districts in which I have served, it most taxed the energies to administer.

Tur INTERESTED OFFICIALS.

1568. The Collector was, as I have said, at disadvantage in his servants, though
not more so than former Collectors of Tanjore have been. Many of the Tanjore
officials are largely interested in land in the district, and there is thus thrown about
a Collector & network of men interested, both personally and through their relatives
in obtaining remissions on lands. I have made an attempt to present Government
with a roughly approximate idea of the weight of this objection. I called for a
statement of the land held in the district by officials and their relations. But I had
no means of enforcing its accuracy, and no penalties attached to refusals to ill in the
statement, and some stated that their relatives declined to give information and I have
no means of knowing that even the statements submitted are correct. But even these
incomplete statements show that Tanjore officials are interested in land in their own
distriot to an extent which covers an area of more than 73 square mfles, pays annual
assessment of about two lakhs and may be valued at Rs. 97,71,000, say, close on
8 crore of rupees, and of this, Rs. 11,88,000, or nearly 12 lakhs, is held by themselves
Rs. 85,883,000, or over 86 lakhs, by their relatives. They were called on to distinguish
between wet and dry lands, but they have not chosen to do so, probably because they
do not really hold any dry lands, except the insignificant amount needed for farm
laborers’ huts. The lands held by public servants are generally of the best, but I have
applied roundly the average calculation of wet land being worth Rs. ,500’ a veli. -

159, In estimating the value of these returns it is as well to bear in mind that
it is a common thing with officials to-hold property in the names of their relatives, so

10
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that their own names may not appear in doubtful transactions, How much therefore
of the 85 lakhs of property professedly held by their relatives may in point of facy
belong to officials we have no means of knowing.

160. In some cases, how many we know not, the relatives of one official may also
be the relatives of another, and so the same property may be entered twice over, and

The chattram department.

I'he Local Fund engineering department.

The  do. educational do.

The District Surgeon’s office.

These hold 3,750 acres, valued at 9 lakhs of
rupees, which, added to the 4,731 acres
above, valued at 97§ lakhs, brings the total
well over a crore.

* Relationships which I included in the landed
property returns obtained from the Reve-
nue officials of the Tanjore district.
Father.

Father’s brothers and their sons.

Mother’s do. do.
Father's sister’s husband and their sons.
Mother’s do. do.

Sister’s husband and his sons.
Divided brothers and their sons

‘Wife’s fatherand his brothers and their sons
Do. Dbrothers.

Do. mother.

Do. sister’s husband and sons.
« Adopting father.

native officials with their relatives are inter

162. When I was Collector of the
net-work of influential relations gave,
exchange with other Collectors ; but I
but an order of Government will prev

tion than the poor.

for it is obviously desirable that heads

164. There are doubtless minor di
swell this report ; but if the Government
easily be worked out, and I would sugg
in all districts.

165. T would suggest further that the onus should la
to declare his property and his relations’
demands it annually, and in very much more rigid detail, of all it
nanted officers, and why native officials should b
Works Department in Bengal demands it of all
perhaps be general there, At any rate, it is

unduly swell the total, but on the other
hand the probability is that returns are
by no means exhaustive, and I have
purposely omitted all house property,
because it was land property and the
land tax remissions that wus my point,
I have also purposely omitted all the
marginally-noted  classes of officials,
because I did not think they could affect
the land-revenue remissions, and I have
by * oversight omitted from the relatives
whose landed property was to be returned
son-in-law, and daughter’s father-in-law,
and son’s father-in-law, close connections
who might well influence an official. The
probability therefore is that the return,
though challengeable as inaccurate, is

inclined to be under, rather than over, the
mark,

161. The pertinent question arises,
how can purity of administration possibly
be expected in a district in which the

L ested in land to the extent of about a crore
of rupees ? Such deep-set widespread interests,

in all offices—irom Deputy Collector to village
land remissions, but influence also the criminal

ramifying through numerous relations

accountant—must affect not only the
administration,

district I felt the power for evil that such a
and I got rid of a few of the higher officials by

find they have all come back again, and nothing
ent their doing so.
163. Men of independent means ought,

ceeteris paribus, to be more above tempta-

I do not therefore urge anything against officials simply on that
score. I only say that they should be excluded from se%vin o

they hold landed property. And even this exclusion I woul

g in the district in which
d not carry into all ranks,

of villages should dwell thei
acres, and petty clerks on Rs. 20 or Rs. 80 mig}%t on their ancestral

their relatives and friends. I would therefore dra
every clerk drawing Rs. 50 or more a month shoul
district in which he holds lands. If they found i
from the first in a foreign district, so much the bet
know that they could not be promoted to Rs.

find it difficult to live far from
w the line at Rs, 50, and say that
d be prohibited from serving in the
t better for their interests to enlist

tter ; but if they did not, they would
90 in their own district,

ficulties in the way with which I will not
approve generally, a scheme of this sort might
est that it have effect not only in Tanjore, but

_ y on every official himself
on pain of dismissal. The Government
8 European cove-
¢ exempted I know not. The Publio
1ts officials, I hear, and the rule may
very certain that no Collector can be

always on the alert to discover the + landed or house propert 1 ial 1
his district. The other day the Board transferred o oheilday e, every offcil in

another as a punishment, quite unaware that the
his relations, From this return I learn for th

a tahsildar from one’ district to
Y were sending him into the midst of
o first time that he has relatives in
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the Tanjore district holding land there to the value of Rs. 7,883,000, or more than 7§
lakhs of rupees. . |
166. II;eethe relations of officials refuse fo give a return of their landed property,
it is a simple matter to order the village accountant to report it correctly. I did not
delay to do this in this return, which was merely meant to be illustrative of the
position I submit; but I venture to think the landed property should be thus
systematically obtained with reference to all officials and their relations,

167. Deputy Collector Rémasdmy Shdstri, who originated the idea of estimating
for remissionsp onyreaped fields, and insisted on it so singularly (paragraph 186 infra),
held, with his relations, land valued at about a lakh and-a-half of rupees.

168, R. Vencatardmaiyar, who is said above (paragraph 45) to have had private
interests of his own enough to influence him in framing a scheme favorable to land-
revenue remissions, holds, with his relatives, land in the district valued at two lakhs
and twenty thousand five hundred rupees, of whick Rs. 36,000 is his own.

. In proposing, as I have, that every official in Tanjore who draws more than
60 rtfpizs ;ayl: agd isg’interested in land in his own district, should be transferred to
another district, I do not contemplate such a sweeping measure being taken abruptly,
or it would leave the Collector denuded of officials with local knowledge ; but there
would be no objection to transferring a tahsildar when his taluk sharistadar was left
till the new tahsildar, with the aid of the subordinates, was master of the position, and
in the Collectorate and other offices discretion would have to be used in introducing
the measure gradually, say, in the course of two or three years. 1 wish to make an
honorable exception of Aiyyasémy Shéstri, tahsildar of Kumbakénam. Alone among
the tahsildars, he conducted an honorable settlement of his taluk before the Commission
came to the district, and that though he was ordered to do evil by Deputy Collector
Rémasimy Shdstri and was afterwards under Deputy Collector Tellandyakam Pillai,
who did evil enough when he had under him a more pliant tahsildar. Aiyyasémy
Shéstri had also been specially strict about remissions on the lands of his relations as he
showed me with pride. Paragraph 142 supra about him may be referred to. . He has
always borne a good name, and he bore it through this year of strong temptation also.

DEerravupING THE ENGINEERS,

170. But besides defrauding the Government in the matter of remissions, capitak
was made out of yet another source, of which the Executive Engineer, Mr. C, H.
Wilks, writes as follows :—

“ is opportunity of pointing out that the ents now existing for closing
brewhgst%};? tthh;smxggsidm an ve::eg gu.xthoriﬁes independently, and t}.xe style of vouchers,
reports, &o., in use, are much in need of revision. In a time of emergency, hkq that of December
last, there is always a tendency to exaggerste accounts of work done, in fact, a
busi’neaa is made of the breach olosing, which is very often & source of t profit to those
concerned in the work. Unfortunately, when called upon to pay the bills through the tahsildar,
it has been almost impossible for the officers of this d ent to do more than make a rough
guess at the correctness of some of the accounts sent in. a rale all demands have been paid
“ plﬁs]?lzt@?ki(}lk strict orders might be given that the necessary details regarding these works, such ag

- dates and quantities of material, &o., should always be promptly forwarded fo the Public Works

i i tion in the accounts of this kind. } )
ompe‘l: mﬁm g?ﬁf::}f&gxmum be always more reliable than any other, and no work should
be paid for if not clearly reported to time.” ' . . .

171. Another Engineer was very indigpant at the bills sent in ; .sald that in one
case he had calculated that the amount of straw charged was eight times as much as
could possibly have been got into the breach, and estimated roughly that the ryots
must ﬁave more than paid for their losses by the profit they made out of closing
breaches.

Rexissions RecoMMENDED, )
172. OQur examination of the Revenue accounts having conducted us to the

" oonclusion, shown above, that they were everywhere fraught with fraud, a

having been taken of a true inundation to cry “ desolation,” and use it to the profit.
of both officials and cultivators, the difficult problem still remained, What was the exact
extent of fraud, and how was it to be charged ? Keeplng my mind open to every source
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of information, I was glad to have a deputation of landlords wait upon me at M4ya-
varam. I heard them patiently and at great length; but they did not help me, their
only suggestion was that I should myself inspect each one of their fields and see for
myself. Seeing that such a task could not well be accomplished by one individual
in less than twenty years, that idea had to be abandoned. They urged that they only
wanted justice. Of course the ready answer was that so did we ; that it was for this
alone that the Government had sent me all the way from Madras ; for this alone that
their Sub-Collector, then present, had toiled day after day for months about their
fields. It was a friendly conference and I then asked them what was the meaning of
the term achdram. Earnest-money they said. Then why is it that the revenue inspectors
are everywhere being asked to return earest-money ? Shame-facedly they had to admit
the bribery compact explained in paragraph 7. The present company being of course
excepted, they admitted that the cultivators had given the revenue inspectors 26 per
cent. of their land tax, expecting in return to get full remissions, which full remissions
the Sub-Collector had in the first instance ordered, but after his interview with me he
had cut down those remissions by Rs. 56,868-7-3. Consequently the cultivators
generally, not the present company, wanted their earnest-money returned. I wus
glad of the opportunity to explain to them that it was exactly there that my difficulty
lay, that, much as the- Government and its officers might desire to do them justice,
they had themselves been the cause of its being out of our power to more than approxi-
mate to justice. The Government had spared no expense in officers and subordinates
charged with the duty of ascertaining the exact state of every field, with a view to
liberally remitting assessment wherever there was proved loss of crop, but that they, the
present company of course excepted, had bribed our subordinates to tell us the reverse
of truth; that in consequence they could hardly complain even if remissions were
totally refused ; but that if by a system of percentage averages the Government still
liberally approximated to truth as closely as the information obtainable would allow,
and if in that approximation some of them found their exceptionally hard cases

inadequately met, they had really only themselves to thank for having made it impos-
sible for the Government to do more.

. 173. And 'this is precisely the principle on which I now submit to Government
the following proposals for regulating the remission, for if a single one of all the
wealthy, educated landlords of the district had had the honesty to tell the Collector
what was going on, the whole matter must surely have come to light.

From the very great number of cases that came under our eyes it may fairly be
concluded that the great majority of the kér crops were duly reaped though remitted
under different heads, chiefly under nattup4l.

The short crop entries are clearly an addendum in the great majority of cases.

Even the shdvi or withered crop heading is largely swollen by admissions of
professedly short crop cases, which in truth had been duly reaped fields.

The nattupél or lost seedlings embraced a great many kér crops thrown in with
the second crops.

And even the waste included permanent waste.
So that in every head of account there was a percentage of fraud. The question
_ was, what was the percentage? Judging solely from the Revenue accounts we might

estimate it roughly as—short crop, cent. per cent. fraud ; shévi, 50 per cent.; nattu-
pél, 25 per cent.; waste, 50 per cent.

174. But desiring to have something more exact by which to test the percentage,
we took the distraint accounts, with a view to work out from them the percentage of
remission cases which they showed to be fraudulent, and to apply that percentage
to the taluk. But the multiples were far too small, and as such might lead us to
erroneous conclusions. 8o I cast them aside, except as being an additional proof of
the broad conclusion of general fraud.

175. In the earlier days, before I new the character and complicity of the
Tiruturaipindi tahsildar, the Collector had told me that he had a very thorough know-
ledge of his taluk ; so I gave him a map and asked him to shade in the low-lying lands,

leaving the high lands unshaded, so that I might see what localities had suffered most

as tracts. He set to work very busily, but he soon had every inch of the map shaded,

except just the village sites, so that that was evidently false, for I knew the taluk
better than that myself. , ,,
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176. Then I sought the aid of the irrigational Engineers, At the cost of much
pains they very obligingly filled in taluk maps on a large scale, marking the breaches
on the right or left bank of each river as it occurred, and the course of the flow of the
water. And they accompanied the maps with statements from their accounts showing
the date of each breach, and the date of its temporary closing as far as known. The
date of permanent repair was no concern of mine, for I only wanted to known when the
water ceased to flow, that I might form a rough idea of the durafion of the flood. In
many cases the breaches had been closed by the villagers with in a few hours, so that
as far as the crops were concerned the injury was purely imaginary. They gave me
also the length and depth of each breach, so that it could be seen whether it was serious
or petty. In many cases the breaches were not from the rivers over the fields, but
from the fields‘into the drainage channels, so that they were in truth relieving the
country from the effects of the rainfall or of the flow from other breaches. Mr. Foord
also gave me much veluable information personally, he having been all over the country,
and remarking how rapidly the waters had drained off, in many cases in two days.
His accounts bear the impress of the thorough local knowledge of a painstaking
and accurate-minded officer. Mr. Wilks, too, supplements the statements with much
valuable information, for which I am greatly indebted.

177. Going through the Tiruturaipindi taluk village by village with these maps
and statements in every detail, and making allowance for the broad fact we notic%
that, as the cost was approached, the waters accumulated more, while further inlan
they drained off rapidly, the drainage channels not being so full as they became near
the coast ; weighing all these circumstances carefully, we marked off village by village
for partial, full, or no remission, and when we came to total all the villages in the
taluk, we found that the result was a little less than our rough calculation from the
accounts. But it was right to add to these strict generalisations the ordinary pere
centage of remissions occurring in years in which there were no breaches (appendix 24),
This addition made the two totals approximate so closely as to be strongly confirmatory
of each other. They came within a hundred rupees or two of each other. Such close
couvergence, when the sum at issue in the Tiruturaipindi taluk was a matter of
23 lakhs of rupees, seemed sufficient evidence that both caloulations were correot.

178, Following generally the principle laid down in Board’s Standing Order
) No. 24 * as closely as the obtainable
*  The condition.of a suffiient number of the jnformation would allow, the application

flelds which have suffered will ba examined - . .
asd i}:: :iZmafd it all the flelds that have of the total arrived at to the different

_ A heads of remission, regulated by what

:ﬁf: ﬁmﬂ& roduced by the-;pmnhge we knew of the percentage of fraud in

each, results in withholding remission

altogether under short orops, granting 50 per cent. under shdvi and waste, and 75 per
cent. under nattupsl.

179. We have everywhere treated nattup4l, or crops destroyed soon after trans-
plantation, with much consideration, because the short-lived flood which did no
damage to well-advanced crops might still destroy tender plants that where little more
than seedlings, and we would have remitted the whole of this head were it not for the
fréquent inclusion of kdr crops under this heading, chosen presumedly because it was
not likely to be traced. We have therefore suggested 75 per oent. of remission every-
where on nattupdl. :

180. These are the percentages sugééabed for the Tiruturaipdndi taluk, exoepﬁng"
only the Tallenayar group of villages, in which it is prowed to let the Collector’s
remission stand. _ w. ‘

181. Manndrgudi we found fo be less inundated and accordingly varied the
centage of remission to be granted to—short crop, none ; shdvi, 26 per cent. ; nattupdl,
75 per cent. ; waste, 50 per cent. ; and Nannilam and Pattukdta taluks were classed

_with it. Negapatam was concluded to stand at—short orop, none ; shdvi, 26 per eent. ;

nattupal, 76 per cent.; waste, 25 per cent. In the other taluks of Shiy4li, Méyavaram,
Tanjore, and Kumbakénam we took the settlement officer’s figures, except the trifle of
Rs. 91.11-3 on short crops in the Tanjore taluk. The result will be seen in the
following remission statement. : SR
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Net amount
recommended
for remission.

11

SO

oo

26,565 0 ©
9

94,031 9 11
3,248 10 1

6,416 13 9
50,5607 10 {1

Amount.
10

3,966 0 O 2,2
33 0 0/ 39,311

1,32,633 0 0:1,16,623 0 O
54,204 0 ©

36,
31,13,!00 0 0} 75278 0 ©

9211 3
3,40,410 11 3 [4,13,278 12 8

AMOUNT NOW PROPOSBED TO
BY WITHHELD.

Particulars.

|
|

75 per cent.

Nattupal, 25 do.
75 pér cent.

Nattupél, 25 do.

‘Waste,

50 per cent.
25 do.

50 do.
60 do.

p, full.
do.
do

76 do.

Shévi,
Nattupil,
Waste,
8hort crop, full.
Shévi,
Waste,
Short cro
Do.
Do.
Shavi,

Short crop, full.

Total.

7
3

6,253 3
75,646 14

3340 5 4 |Bhort crop full

5,416 13 9
50,507 10 11
94,031 9 11

Short crop.

56 7 3
9 3

13,665
36,093 8 111,88,378 0 6

o111 3

lanted
ings.

or lost

Nattupél

(]
2

3
5

720
44,066
74412 2 1

1

3
1,166 9 10

1,851 10 9
23,72¢ 7 10
76,198

1 Waste.

8
8

1,553
7,129
47,833 12 11

9

24,140 13 11
9

2
6

16,211 12 3
799

1,484

1,39,613 5 53,568,967 8 11{1,45,246 9 10(7,53,689 12 7
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The result is a direct saving by the action of the Commission of Rs. 3,40,410-11-3,
and an indirect saving of another Rs. 68,210-14-11, by which amount the district officers
themselves cut down their remissions after the advent of the Commission, which makes
up & total direct and indirect saving of Rs. 4,08,621-10-2 out of Rs. 8,21,900-11-6
originally remitted. Roughly the conclusion arrived at is that the inundation has been
used as a cry, and the effects of it fraudulently doubled. The resulting remission of
Rs. 4,13,278-12-8 is still & very liberal remission compared with Rs. 65,452 which is
shown in appendix 24 as the average remission of nine years.

182. The Kattugutige villages may stand as disposed of in Board’s Proceedings,
No. 1842, dated 21st April 1885, in G.0., No. 555, dated 12th May 1885, Revenue.

If these proposals obtain the sanction of Government, the application of these
remissions, based on this system of percentages, will be simplicity itself. The Collector
has only to issue a brief order to each tabsildar telling him what the percentage of
sanctioned remissions for his taluk is. For instance, he will tell the Tiruturaiptindi
tahsildar that of the remissions ordered by the settling officer the short-crop remissions
are wholly disallowed and must be charged in full ; that of the shdvi ordered to be
remitted at the annual settlement 50 per cent. is sanctioned and the rest must be
charged ; that of the nattupdl 76 per cent. is now finally remitted and 25 per cent. must
be charged ; and of the waste 50 per cent. The tahsildar will then apply these per-
centages to every individual landholder, but he has not to write any fresh puttahs,
only to add a foot-note at the end of each existing puttah showing the deductions
now made from the district officers’ settlement, and he will correct his own accounts
and collect in the present fasli the additional charge thus made. There need be no
difficulty about it.

PuNISHMENTS,

183. From the several appendices it will be seen that officials of alf'ranks, from
Deputy Collector to village accountant, have committed wholesale frauds. Some of
these are clear cases of forgery ; all of them, but one, are cases for which the parties
could be tried under Regulation IX of 1822. But rather than have this inquiry
drag its weary length through a multitude of criminal prosecutions, which would cost
Government more than they would be worth in prosecuting, for they could not prosecute
without the maintenance of an expensive member of this Commission conversant with
the accounts, I have recommended that all the cases be disposed of departmentally.
The defence having been fully taken in every case, they are all ripe for the final orders
of Government, and considering the number of the cases, and the status of the offenders,
I think sufficient example will be made by simple dismiseal, without the rigorous
imprisonment which many of them richly deserve, Therefore, if there is a sameness
about my proposals, the great majority of them being for dismissal, it is because I
have levelled down to that stand and proposed nothing above it. At the same time
I do not think that any less notice could well be taken, for Government cannot be at
the trouble and expense of dislocating the machinery of administration to depute a
Special Commission frequently, and the notice taken should be such as to obviate
the necessity for repetition, and no Government can carry on an administration unless
;1;;1(11 wholesale frauds, such a general spirit of immorality, is put down with a strong

 184. T annex a statement (appendix 21) showing the names and status o} the
several officials cl%;rged, the amount, of remissions which they fraudulently caused,
and the punishments which I suggest for the orders of Government.

5,418 13 9
63,090 3 10

1,38,317
3,340

8,21,900 11 6

Name of Taluk.

1. Tiruturaipindi

2. Mannérgudi ..
3. Pattukotai

4. Napnilam

5. Negapatam

Total of 9 taluks ..

. *Middle of ph 2¢ in the summary of Deputy

Collector Tellanfya Pillai in a) ix 20.

+ Extract from the translation of takeed, No. 328, dated
8th February 1885, from the Deputy Collector (K.
Rimasimy Shéstri), Mannkrgudi division, to the
tahsildar, Mannirgudi taluk:—

4¢ Tt has been directed in this office order, No. 207, of the

- 23rd ultimo, that in cases which become not entitled for re-

mission by reason of short crop the state of the crop in them
should be estimated and a remark should be written in the
olugns showing the probable ountturn in each veli. Asthe
said crop would mostly hnve.suboeiuentl beon reaped you
are required to instruct the inspecting officers to write the
anid remark about short crop even in reaped cases.”

185. Among the officials who seem-
ed blameworthy was Deputy Collector
Rémasémy Shdstri.® He was in the dis-
trict at the time on sick leave, but ¥ did
not consider it justifiable to put him on
his defence, because 1 ascertained that he
was seriously ill. He it was who sent the
marginally { translated order directing the
tahsildars of Kumbakénam and Mannér-
gudi to estimate fromstubblesthe remission
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Extract from the translation of takeed, No. 330 datid 1yt . H
9th Februury 1v83, from the Deputy Collector (tl‘\' to be given for short cTop. The tahsildar

:ﬁﬁﬁ?ymfxgg&m Munnrgudi- division, to  the of Manndrgudi remonstrated, but the De-
80;;1 Read yourat, No. 10, dated 9th Fobruary 1866, to- puty Collector insisted in the strongest
‘“As stated in youi-)a1 gnr;. remarks about short produce teris. It has been amply shown in the
e e premact ol misohiof, sud s
of withered crop. But in cases where the aurrg\mdein; order to be pregnunt of mlSChlef’ and con-

fieds pave g(i;glsie}lfu}l)l arveat, the slate of the short pro- trary to rule, general and explicit, and I
vy be determin s s 1
the state of the stubbles. Bﬂ\\xt ﬁsu:{;“;\seosww?ugh;&?o\?; think he Should’ when well enough’ be

very fow.” called on for an explanation.

GENERAL SUGGESTIONS.

186. I take the opportunity to submit a few suggestions of
cropped up in the course of the inquiry. « 5 ° # gonersl nature thaf;

SiuprirYINe THE IpENTIFICATION OF FIELDS.

In unsurveyed Tanjore the cultivator is very much at the i
accountant. If he wants to resign a field, or to apgly for remissionn:;r(ijg Efe gxlsszlglat%:
in his application the number of it. But he does not know the number and cannot
make ont which is the number of a certain one out of many fields in a 1a,rge holdin0
though they are all entered in his puttah. So he has to apply to the village accountagt,’,
to tell k{lm the n.umber, and this is not done for nothing. And if he is not on O(I)ld
terms with the village accountant he is naturally very anxious lest that functiogar
should purposely give him the wrong number and he might find, when too late, that
he had resigned the field he wished to keep, and kept what he wished to resign
and he has no one else to go to for information. His difficulty is just the same w%:x;
he wishes td buy or sell a field. He is entirely dependent on the village accountant
and must buy his good-will on every such occcasion. He does not even know what
assessment he pays on each field, he only knows in the lump what he pays on his whole
holding. Though the assessment is duly cntered in his puttah against each field
number, still, as he does not know the numbers, he cannot distinguish the ficlds. H
cannot tell, therefore, which field gives him the best return for his assessme t 3
consequently which to hold on to, which to sell. The difficulty is the . ?zn
buying—only the village accountant can solve it : vy bocomos

uyl A ilage a ) and so this funeti
terribly omnipotent in Tanjore. Also, if tiruva ja.;tz' is charged, the ]:::limdbﬁizm:;

means c;f knowing that it is rightly charged, and what tenant to look to for it
187. A very simple addition to the accounts will mak ivator i

pendent of the accountant, and will serve other useful purpose: ﬂ'i‘(},lecgtlltllt‘i’:ﬁzrlggg
not know his fields by numbers but by names, just as men do in England. As fields are
distinguished in England as the Walnut Tree Close, the Seven Acre, Joo's Hollow, and
8o forth, so an Indian landed proprietor always speaks to his agent or his farm lab ro
about his fields as the field at east foot of banyan, west of cocoanut tope, potter’ gr?se
‘bamboo foot, Viran's temple base, and so forth. These are the old ’a{)mash "namer
which are not always the now locally accepted ones. These latter gre v nan}les
obtained, and to test it I had three villages so named completely, and theert{thi?ﬁia{

informed me that th i i . .
in a8 many dagn ere was no difficulty in the matter, the three villages being done

188, If an extra column is opened in the chittah a i
! nd i
;}:Stngmbga,l th: lt%cal %:lzme of the field, then every owner wilﬁltl:g\:h&w::ogc; ;)Ig;:gslllt;
an, without the village accountant’s aid, what is the correspondi
.quote it for official purposes without his aid ’oan be quite 8 quos .number,.can
‘number, and can tell all about his assessment for pur%osess(])lfrgalf: ;;t? ;(::;gga;leleézsght
, Ll

‘189, There will be another very disti :
: anotl y distinet advantage, and this ti
If a village acoountant dies, is dismissed, or transfer?gd,, it tak:slilténr to the State.
time to become familiar with the numbers, and he has no one to hel }(:‘W maa v
only take the A register and the measuring staves, p . Mt

.ground again &nd again till he has fully mastered the liand go on working over the '

. ! e of all :
the fields bore their names also in the chittah, every owner,a evg;;’r ]f?z‘:$siab§z2:1;;a:l::

place, would know where they were and could show him at once
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190. Again, in field inspection at the time of remission some care has to be taken
that the village accountant does not mislead if he has an object in view. Though
a practised hand cannot be deceived, still a novice is at a great disadvantage, and to
both of them much labor would be saved if the whole thing were taken out of the
accountant’s hands, and made public, by the mere insertion in the accounts of the
local names of the fields. Then one and all of the cultivators present could point
out the fields with ease.

191. In the present year there has been much collusion between the ryots and the
village accountants, and there is always more or less and always at the cost of Gov-
ernment revenues. This could be made very difficult by temporary interchange of
acoountants ; for since by the use of field names any new accountant could at once
find his way from field to field, without any previous local knowledge, it would be
easy to order that the permanent accountant of the village should prepare all the
accounts of the year till it came to filling in column 18 of No. 4 with the karnam’s
opinion on the state of the crops. Then the accountant of some other village could
be sent to do it while the accountant of the village was employed elsewhere, and the
villagers, not knowing who the stranger might be, would have no facilities for offering
him sny inducements, and nothing would be gained by their doing it, for a third
village accountant might just as easily be employed at the time of inspections, accom-
panying the inspecting officer, and the two would be able to check the accounts at any
time by appeal to the villagers through the medium of the field name ; and a crowd of
owners and farm laborers and neighbours, including always a fair sprinkling with
private animosities, cannot work together as one man, and the truth comes out.

- 192. I may be told that all these difficulties disappear with the survey. Ina
great measure it is so, but even in surveyed distriots this additional column would ¥
a great advuntage to the cultivator, and it is such a simple remedy that it may with
advantage be applied at once, without waiting the years necessary for the completion
of the survey and settlement.

GIVING FURTHER INFORMATION TO CULTIVATORS.

193. Cultivators pay assessment on scattered trees not on their own lands, but the
trees are not particularised, and a large landed proprietor may well be in ignorance
of which are his, and so may a new tenant ; and thus, sometimes inadvertently, some-
times intentionally, Government trees are felled on the plea of being private property,
and it places in the hands of sub-magistrates the means of instituting criminal
proceedings which bave to be bought off. This is a common thing, commoner than
generally comes to light. Trespasses on Government reserved land are similarly
not always intentional. The cultivators in every village ought to have a ready
means of knowing where they may not enter. This could easily be arranged by a list
of permanently prohibited sites being kept in the office of the head of the village,
Under Board’s - Proceedings, No. 2296, dated 12th September 1882, a prohibitive
order-book is maintained in every taluk and superlr office. The. present proposal
goes one step further in making the information available to the villagers. It isin
accordance with the spirit of Regulation XXIX of 1802, section 11, clause 13, and
section 12, that the villagers should have the means of informing themselves.

194. Column 6 of the puttah requires that the class of the land should be
entered. But that gives no information to the cultivator umless it is accompanied by a
brief heading ghowing what is the rate of assessment attached fo each class.

* ‘

Eviminarive ANNvAL Remission Fraups.
¥

195. The remission frauds in Tanjore have been somewhat startling, but it must
not be supposed that these are altogether exceptional. It-may be taken as a rule that
‘the annual settlements are the occasion for annually reourring frauds in all districts,
frauds varying in extent only with the extent of the opportunity. It is only a question
of degree, aund as in this year we have found the fraud to average under all heads 60 per
cent., 8o it is not improbable that the annual average of the presidency is, say; 20 per

12
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cent. Besides this or some like percentage of annually recurring loss to Government
revenues by fraud, the demoralising effects on subordinate officials and cultivators must
be very degarding ; and the toil of always contending against it is Herculean. It would
be an advantage every way if we could get rid of these annual remissions altogether.

196. Many attempts have been made with this end. With dry lands we have
thought we have finally disposed of such claims by making a permanent reduction of
20 per cent., and announcing that henceforth the cultivators are, with this margin of
extra profit, to take their fortune of good and bad seasons. But all this gets forgotten,
and the cry for remissions on dry lands comes up as if no such permanent percentage
remission had ever been granted. If a season is somewhat more than ordinarily
unfavorable, it is in danger of being called a famine, and remissions on dry lands are
asked for. It seems necessary that a constant reminder of this 20 per cent. remission
should appear at the head of every puttah for dry land, coupled with the warning that
in consequence thereof remissions are not to be expected in unfavorable years.

197. Bimilarly, we have reclassed many wet lands as superior dry lands with a
view of getting rid of constantly recurring claims of remission, but no sooner have the
got that boon than they forget and ignore it, and come forward with a claim for dry
remissions, in unfavorable years now called famine years.

198. If we make further concessions in the same direction of compounding the
remissions, they too will be lost sight of in the course of a few years, unless, on having
done this, and completed our work of compounding the remissions, we say once for all
that there will be no such word as remission henceforth ever admitted in the accounts ;
that even in famine years all the other remedial measures laid down in the Code will
be adopted, but remissions never. Then the results of a famine as regards cultivators
would be that occasionally some of the smaller landholders would have to drop into
their more proper position of farm laborers, and their neighbours, made wealthy and
stable by the permanently compounded remissions over a series of favorable years,
would enlarge their holdings slightly, to resell on occasion. The agricultural scale
should be allowed to right itself without constant Government blostering up.

199. In Regulation XXV of 1802 this principle is set forth in the preamble, and
in ‘section 6 will be found the words ‘‘ the remission of revenue which has occasionally
been granted according to the cuetom of the country on account of drought, inundation
or other calamity of the season shall cease and never be revived ; and where landlords
may fail to discharge their pecuniary engagements, their property shall be answerable
for the consequence of such failure.” This principle was applied to those on whom
was conferred the boon of proprietary right in property (section 2) without any com-
pounding of the assessment, but simply as the corollary of permanency of tenure. We
have in policy long since given practical permanency of tenure to all ryots, and it
follows that they should share the responsibilities as well as the advantages of their
position. According to the principles of Regulation XXV of 1802, they might, as

equitably as others, be called on to do this without any extra consideration by way of
compounding the remissions. & :

200. In appendix 23 will be found a statement of the annual remissions on wet
lands in the Tanjore district for the last ten years. Eliminating one exceptional

famine year, the average remissions amount to Rs. 65,452 for the district, and appear
against each taluk as—

2 pies in the rupee in Tanjore.

-lpie » Kumbskénam.
1, ’ »” Méyavaram.
2 pies ,, »  Shiyéali.
2, »» » M&mlﬁrgudl
lapna 7 ,, ” Tiruturaipfindi.
oo ” Negapatam.
1 pie »  Nannilam,
1 anna 0 pies ,, ” Pattukétai.

I do not say that these calculations are sufficiently accurate to form the basis of a
permanent settlement, but sufficiently so to illustrate my proposal, that if this rate of
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remission were permanently deducted from all puttahs, they might be told that
henceforth there would be no remissions of any sort in the Tanjore distriet.

201. The cultivators would get the advantage of fixed annual remission, and
they would have to yield no part of it to corrupt officials in order to secure it, but
would know that without any inquiry they would get it for certain. This year the
ryots had to yield 25 per cent. at the outset to the village accountants arnid inspecting
officers, and a good deal more afterwards to superior officers. None of this need they
surrender in future—and the saving of labor to all Government officials would be
immense.

202. A subsidiary but substantial advantage would be that the assessment being
compounded, it would no longer be any concern of ours to trouble about second crop or
class of crop. As matters now stand, the cultivator considers with himself in a doubtful
year whether or not he shall leave his field waste, so as to save his assessment, whereas
if he knew that under no circumstances will he save his assessment, then, in lands
suitable thereto, he will grow a crop of ragi, say, for the partial irrigation of which the
water would still be ample, and it would be much more to the cultivator’s interest to
ecouomise the water than it now is.

CoMPOUNDING FOR REPAIRS.

203. Their other source of profit in the business made (paragraphs 170 and 171) of
-overcharging for the repair of breaches could also .be eliminated with much advantage
every way to both Government officers and cultivators. The Engineers might be
required to maintain all masonry and to leave all eal_'thwork to the ryots, the work
being compounded for by an annual permanent reduction of assessment, and the ryols
being enabled to compel combination by legal enactment, which it should be the duty
gf the Revenue authorities promptly to enforce. The Engineers would then have
control of all the sluices, and would lay down bench marks on all embankments showing
the height at which the ryots were to maintain them, and they would inspect at fixed
times, and if they found the repairs not duly executed by the ryots, they would
themselves execute them emergently, the ryots being punitorily charged for their
neglect to do them themselves.

. 204. There is little doubt that in old times almost all earthwork repair wa$
executed by the ryots without any compensatiqn. They can easily do it if they will
only learn again to combine as they formerly did some 30 years ago. They can do it
for themselves in their slack season of the year much more cheaply than the Govern-
ment can do it for them, and if they are compounded with for the purpose and legally
enabled and supported, as well as shown that it will be much more expensive for them
not to do it, they will soon learn to do it. I am aware that this is no new suggestion,
but I think that former suggestions failed from not having the courage to go far
enough, and I am of opinion that if the matter is thoroughly weighed it will be found
quite practical to apply it, and then I would apply it tentatively in certain taluks and
districts, say, in the tank-fed Pattukétai taluk and "in the channel-fed Manndrgudi
taluk, and in some other districts.

REevision or Accounts.

205. It will be seen that the majority of the frauds in Tanjore have been
discovered by the means of checking one account by another, which the present system
of! accounts affords. Mr. Stokes has, I understand, recast the taluk and village
accounts in a simplified form. It is a point to be considered whether or not any of
the present valuable checks have been lost thereby. .

206. In Tanjore the chitta or No. & account is not rewritten every year, but

> once in five years. This custom proved invaluable to us, for it prevented that account

from being made away with and rewritten, like other accounts that are written for a
single year, and thus leave no traces of having been rewritten. This rule should be

introduced in all districts, .
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Dzecraration oF Property.

207. One of my general suggestions is that native officials, no less than
Europeans from whom it is already exacted, should be required to declare their
property and that of their relations annually, as indicated in paragraphs 168—168
supra, and that they should not be allowed to rise to a pay of 60 rupees a-month in
any districtdin which they hold property other than a house, either in their own
name or in those of their relations. To call for a return of only what they hold in
their own names is to lead, as we know, to everything being registered in the name
of a relative. Any one considering the marked improvement that has been made in
the district munsifs as a class in recent years will not despair of like improvement in
~ the Revenue line. One of the sources of the improvement in the Judicidl line is,

I think, that district munsifs are called on to serve amongst strangers, amounting
even to foreigners, and not in the midst of their relations. Even an official who
earnestly desires to be honorable is at very serious disadvantage if he is surrounded
on all sides by the solicitations and pressure of unworthy relatives wanting at his
hand first slight, then wider deviations from the straight course of duty. In the
interests of pure administration they should never be exposed to such temptation,
and that is why I urge that the property of their relations holding land in the district
should also be included in the statement. Also when we have such powerful combi-
nations as there are in Tanjore, it is very hard for isolated foreigners to survive in it
- till the ecliques are broken up.

CONDUCT OF MY SUBORDINATES.
208. T cannot close this report without a word about my fellow-workmen.* Had

L i ) they behaved like the Tanjore officials it

*Dodla Véthagiri Aiyar, Acting Tahsildar of o41d have been easy for them to be
'f;gu:éillg;%ﬁ? Chingleput district, on K. bribed to silence, for nothing more was

B. 8. Rangaya Néyadu Garu, Chief Account- Wanted of the[[} than to tell me tl}ey
ant, Revenue Board’s office. had failed to discover frauds. Nothing
Agaram Venkatarimaya, Chingleput Col- positive, only negative, was required of
lector’s Vernacular Clerk, on Rs. 30. them in order to shield Tanjoreans, and

Dévalam Yékambara Aiyar, Chingleput Col-  there is no doubt that this would have
lector’s Revenue Iuspector, on Rs. 30.

C. P. Régavéohéri, Clerk in Revenue Board’s been right handsomely paid for had it

office, on Rs. 30. been purchaseable. Apart from this, they -

. labored with an assiduity and cheerfulness
that I cannot too highly commend, and we had very heavy hours at times, even till
9 and 11 at night. They did it also with ability that fully justified their selection for
me by Mr. Price from his old district of Chingleput. They did cheir work, too, in the
face of much public contumely, which, though it may be held cheap by Europeans, is
bitterly felt by Asiatics. Seeing how whole-heartedly and ably they went through it
all, T feel so indebted to them, that I wish it were in my power to reward them
adequately. But a Member of the Board of Revenue has absolutely no patronage, not
even for a peon ; so that I can only commend them to Government as faithful servants
who have contributed largely to the fruits of this Commission. If I may be allowell to
indicate their several ‘deserts, I would submit that D. Véthagiri Aiyar and A. Venka-
tardmaya were the two ablest members of the office, and that D. Véthagiri Aiyar, who

was an acting tahsildar on Rs. 175 when I took him, and who would have got his

confirmation in that office in the ordinary course without his special services with the

Commission, may be granted one step to a tahsil of Rs. 200, in recognition of his
labors and ability, and that A. Venkatardmaya, who was only spared to me with
difficulty, on Rs. 30, is worthy of a Rs. 50 post, and is qualified for an English office
and has strength of character for a sub-magistrate. D. Yékambara Aiyar, on Rs. 30,
has fairly earned a step to Rs. 46 or Rs, 50 a month. He is very quick at taluk
accounts, and would be valuable to any Collector in scrutinising them, and would
make a good taluk s}xarlstadar. B. 8. Rangaya Néyadu is a senior man now on
Rs. 200, and it would'be a welcome and a well-earned step to him to be a Treasury
Deputy Collector, a post for which he is ‘well fitted by his long familiarity with
accounts of many ‘descriptions, to which he has now added a mastery of the details of

taluk and village accounts and their manipulation, which he zéalously turned to good
account. He rendered special services also ip paragraph 77.
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SUMMARY.

. nelusion, I would briefly summarise that I have found the remission
aecou21?tg (j;[fntl(iz Tanjor:e district utterly untrustyvorthy (paragraphs 3 to 148), and
certain officials responsible therefor, and deserving of pl}mshment (appendices 1 to
90 summarised in appendix 21), and the Collector not spfﬁcwnﬂy master of 0 onerous
a district (paragraphs 42, 45 and 157), and the officials generally much too much

. interested in land (paragraphs 158 to 168), and a system of trading on the repair of

es (paragraphs 170 and 171). The destruction caused by floods hemg dependent,
i);e:]gg du(rlc)ttioafrrgther than the ezgtent of the flood (paragraphs 149 to 156), I recom-
mend the remissions shown in paragraph 180, and I add certain general suggestions
(paragraphs 186 to 207), and commend the services of my office to the consideration of
Government (paragraph 208). I have prefixed a contents for the convenience af
Government.
I have the honor to be,

Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member of the Board of Revenue,



APPENDIX 1.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST B. 8aMa Rau axD V. GOPALAIYANGAR.

In the villages in the Tiruturaiptndi taluk, shown in the figured statement which forms
No. 1 paper on this file, Rs. 44,847-15-8, out of a total wet beriz of Rs. 44,956-156-6, in short only
Rs. 108-15-10 less than the total wet land revenue of all these villages, has been remitted on the
joint inspection notes of B. 84éma Rau, 4th English clerk of the Tanjore Collector’s office, and
JV. Gopélaiyangér, 4th-class Revenue Inspector of ‘the Liruturaipindi taluk.

Of the assessment thus remitted a Il)lroportion attaches to the first crop which neither of these
two inspectors can have seen, as it must have been off the ground at the time of their inspection,
and their own remark, “ fresh sowing,” shows that the fields had been cleared of their first erop
in preparation for the second cultivation. The entry by which this remission has been brought
about is a suspicious one on ithe face of it, not only from its impossible character above noticed,
but also from the manner in which it has been entered. At the end of a general remark on the
last page of the adangal the words “the first crop also has been destroyed” have been
squeezeg into inadequafe room between the termination of that gemeral remark and B. 8éma
Rau’s signature to it, in & manner that leaves no room for question that it was interpolated
after that signature was made; it is also in different ink from the rest of the general remark, in
different ink to B. S4ma Rau’s signature and in the same ink as V. Gopélaiyangér’s signature. -
This is noticeable and undeniable from the writing itself. Furthermore, B. Bdma Rau deposes
that the interpolation was not there when he signed and handed over the inspection motes as
completed, and he further states that it gives a color to his notes which he had not intended, in®
that it brings under remissions first croﬁ‘ssswhlch he had not intended to propose for remission.
The whole thing is so apparent that 4th-o Revenue Inspector V. Gopélaiyangér has to admit it.
The effect of this interpolation has been that double crop fields which would iave been charged
assessment on account of their having borne a first crop, have been fully remitted.

Thus the entry is one which shows the um‘eliaﬁility of these joint notes from a remission
oint of view, and as far as concerns V. GopAlaiyangér is distinctly fraudulent, B. 84ma Rau
ing unconcerned in this one entry. - It also reflects forcibly against the taluk and huzur

serutinizing officers who accepted, and allowed the Collector to grant remissions on the faith of
an entry tiat bore interpolation evidently on its very face, and that in its essence presented the
physical impossibility of crops said to have been inspected at a time when they had no existence,
as they had been thoroughly cleared off the ground for the cultivation of a second crop in their
lace. : :

P -But though no party to that fraudulent entry, B. Séma Rau, jointly with V. Gopélaiyangér,
is responsible for the rest of the general remark made at the end of the adangal, to the effept
that wherever they had written full standing crop (* makasul ””) against a field number, they had
meant poor arop (alpa mahasul), estimated at less than 25 per cent. Thus we are asked to believe
that these two men, knowinilghat b?r custom, as well as by the explicit Revenue circular specially
gazetted for the conduct of this year’s jamabandi, they were to enter against each field number the
state of it, and knowing also that the ever)_'where—acknowledged technical meaning of the word
“ mahasul” was in remission entries “standing full crop,” or standing crop that was full or fair
and unremittable, we are asked to believe that these two men, havin(gnwith: this knowledge
noted against field after field that a full crop was seen by them to be standing in each field, meant
all the time the exact reverse, meant that the erop on the fields was less than a 25 per cent. crop,
and -was entitled to full remission instead of being subject to full assessment. It 18 not possibﬁa
that they should, one of them a Revenue Inspector, have gone on writing against number after
number down to the very end of the v1.llage a remark that meant, and they must have known
meant, the exact opposite of what by their general remark they say they meant all along to convey. -
It is obvious that the general remark was au afterthought, and considering all the known
surroundings as explained in the report, the presnmﬂ::on 18 s.tronﬁhat while writing in the first
place what was the true state of the crops, they must have received from the cultivators subseguent
Jndvcement to write them off ; and the bold-faced manner in which it was done, and nevertheless
passed by the taluk and the Collector’s scrutinizing staff, shows the understanding which prevailed
as explained in the report. , . :

Again, though bound by pa.mgraph' 14 of the Collector’s Revenue ciroular, extract from
which is No. XV enclosure in this file, to estimate only from crops present, and to state if the
fields were in stubble, these men went on professing to estimate short crops from g d
were only stubbles, without ever sta that they were stubbles, thus leaviggh® ig
sion that their estimates had legitimately been made on crops which they e '
tested—with that ciroular before them they must have known that they werg

R
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a deceit with a review to get fields remitted that otherwise would not have been remitted. Of

course we are asked to believe that they did this out ) { i ider-
ation, though whether they nctuslly o y 18 out of bona fides, and for no improper consider

eceived consideration or not is immaterial, for the loss to
l(;‘r;;v‘gl‘:;glzzt; c:vea(f vtvllll((a) 1:::11:., the fraudulent abuse of their position of trust the same. This t:raud

Here it may be remarked in passing that no one of the taluk or collectorate checking staft
brought to the Collector’s notice that he was being led to grant remissions in the teeth of his
own explicit orders.

. So much for deliberate frauds. The light heart with which they have been done, in easy
dlsregarq of orders, is reflected by the fact that they made the karnam write the remarks
whereas ’1t 1 expressly enjoined in the Collector’s circular that the superior inspecting officer, the
Collector’s clerk, shall write the inspection notes with his own hand—uide clause I, paragraph 14,
of the Revenue circular, an extract from which is No. XV of this file,

It is very clear that the whole inspection is entirely unreliable for remission purposes, and
that not from'lgnoran‘ce, or even from neglect only, but also from deliberate and wholesale
frauds, for which I recommend that both B. Séma Rau, Collector’s 4th English clerk, and

V. Gopélaiyangdr, 4th-class Revenue Inspector of the Tiruturaiptndi taluk, be dismissed the
Government service,

2nd September 1385, (Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission,

(True Copy.)

(Signed) ~ H. S. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX II.

————

SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE AGAINST K. SUNTHARARAIULT NAYADU.

Rupees 86,697, out of a total wet beriz of Rs. 43,630 in all the vi i M i-
pﬁn'('lci ?.luktinsgepttﬁd fbi):’h hi_m, ortroughly ) ;ivl(z-siszvzths of the Governm‘:elxlxl: igsezﬁngggtl Ll';l: li)rt‘:::n
remitted on the faith of the inspection notes of K. Stntharardjulu ;
in thf oﬂﬁlce of the Collector of %‘anj,ore. e Néyado, 7th Vernacular clerk

n his case time prevented our re-inspecting his inspection work on
checking of his account work had for all buI:; onegvi]lage bgen entrusted to tﬁl:)edf}veﬁz,n aB(: ilge
Gollector, Tellandyakam Pillai, before it was discovered that the Deputy Collector himselfpwa'z
not to be trusted. By him it seems to have been made over to his clerks. The result of such
scrutiny must therefore be wholly discarded in the present inquiry, and we have consequently
little material against this clerk.  What we have is, however, of & conclusive nature, as may be
geen (3;1_ referring to the memorandum on the ome village which we have examined and his own

eposition.

The crops which had been raised being shown in the No. 4 account i
separate columns, one for the first crop, another for the second crop in (t%g :iai)nqsrll)d;n :.:3
the columns having to the right of each of them separately, that is, between the two columns
and to the right of the second or right-hand coﬁ)umn, convenient spaces in which to write
remarks, K. Stntharardjulu made in each separate space separate remarks against both first and
second crops. In so doing, he, against fields Nos. 39, 194, 200, 291, 297, 192, 198, 200
346, 893, 440, 449, 443, 541, 542, 546, 623, 624, in tho village of Tholathur in Tiruturaipénd,
taluk, and against Nos. 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 63, of the hamlet of the same
village, wrote destroyed, against the first crops, whereas he cannot possibly have seen the first
crops on which he thus certifies the result of his inspection of them. is answer is that he never
meant to certify about the first crop as the nature of his remark against No. 39 will show, as he
wrote “second crop destroyed.” But unfortunately against that very No. 39 he has entered
“destroyed ” next to its first crop also, He thereon contends that ‘the remark written close
against the first crop was a mistake, he not knowing, at the time he wrote it, that it was the
wrong place for remarks a(glalnst a second crop. But this contention is quite unworthy of aredit
for even if it were 80, and he found out his mistake, as he says in No. 39, which is th% ve ﬁrs(’:
entry of the kind with which in this one village we find him concerned, then there was no II?;BSOD.
for his makmg that same mistake a%am, and yet he has gone on doing it.in all the field numbers
qqoted; and if, again, it was, as he contends, & mistake, he would have struck out the first
‘mistaken entry by at least running his pencil across it as he has done in other places where he
wanted to correct. But yet again the very entry on which he relies, ¢ second crop destroyed,”
shows that he distinguished between first and second crops and saw them in their several Aooll{mn’s,

' unavoidably
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and must have made his entries against each in their proper place wittingly; and it is absurd
to ask us to belfbve that when he saw books kept in this way— '

1 { 2 3 | 4 5
. Nature of Nature of
Figures. first crop. A. second crop. B.

he could possibly think that remarks written in the empty space A would not refer'to column 2,
but to column 4, though column 4 had another obvious space, B, left open for it in colurhn 5.
Still less could he go on thinking it after if had been pointed out to him. )

But he is another tenaz prapositi vir, and, having taken up a line of defence, adheres to it
long after it has been shown to be untenable, so that his last answer is entirely devoid of meaning.
He says “when I knew that it never refers to the first crop,” though he has already contended
that the karnam had told him the very opposite, namely, that entries made next to the first erop
must refer to the first erop only, and not to the second and on that information he had written
i column. L
" th%l?v%z];gr, this unmesaning answer is an admission, though no admission is needed, that he
knew, as he must have known, that entries against first crop must be wrong, as he also admits
elsewhere, though that also is a self-evident fact, that the first crop was not on the ground at the
time of his inspection, and he could not certify about its existence. N

What then was the reason for his nevertheless certifying, field after field, ag* above enume-
rated in this one village alone, to the first crop also having been lost. Every Revenue officer knows
that without its being shown that the first crop also had been lost full remission could not be
granted. His object then was to obtain for the cultivators full remission of assessment, and

_ what he was to get thereby for himself may be well conjectured from the report. That he

itted all this wilful fraud for nothing is hardly to be conceived. '
comn]x;e eth;;, however, as it may, it is egough that he has wilfully made fraudulent entries on

t of which remissions have been granted which would not otherwise have been granted.
;(t’cgllﬁ)wg t}:zt remissions granted on the faith of lus fraudulent entries cannot be accepted; ansl

that the fraudulent servant ought to be dismissed.
(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,

85, . First Member of the Revenue Board,"
2nd September 18 On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(T'rue Copy.)
(Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
: First Member Revenue Board.

APPENDIX III

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST H. Sama Rav.

:nallv-noted villages having been inspeoted by H. 84ma Rau, 6th English clerk
The marginaly-no " e of the Colleetor’s office, Tanjore, wﬁ,h a view

1. Melaperumalai. '}. Thondiakadu. to remissions, and remissions having been
2. Venganagar. 5. Qoerkudi. granted accordingly it became necessary to
3. Idumbavanam. A

. inquire whether H. Sima Rau’s inspeoction,
i od the basis of those remissions, was reliable. ‘
wholiltfg:im ht be uli)lreliable from the inspection having, from the pressure of circumstances, been
conducted with undue haste, or from indolent neglect, or from ignorance, or from
fraud. an examination of the accounts seeming, as shown in the memoranda VIII to XII
put uiJ in this file, to indicate fraud, certain fields were examined to test the entries made in the
adangal, or No. 4 account according to the manual of village accounts, called also the oqlgva-
tion aocc,mnt', and the presumption of frand being thereby strengthened, all the facts thus elicited,
anll the original accounts with the entries in his own handwriting were laid before H. Béma
Rau and he was required to submit his explanation in the form of a deposition. )
First, to test his knowledge of vxllzlgle accounts and fleld examination he was required to
explain is mode of proceeding, from which it is very clear that he is thoroughly conversant, with
the secure method og examination of fields, and was not liable to be misled by a designing 3

village
- aooountant, desiring to mislead him, by showing him on the land fields which did not correspond

; fields or which ho was making his remarks on paper, opposite. the serial numbers
;’tﬁhﬁe f,oethoseo%erds in the accounts. gMista.ke of number could not thereforevbe plgaded a8

.the result of innocent ignorance.

"He was next asked to explain the sense in which }m used the several conventional ﬁérdsi

| entered by him to signify the state in which at his inspection he found the orops, and it was

tly used them uniformly in the limited senses always astigned to them in the
fz:?fuzhm&ftogﬁeg. Subsequent possible confusion of terms was fhns eliminated, « . "
| * 14
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He was then shown the No. 4 village account in which he had made his remarks, and in
explanation of frequent changes in his remarks, the earlier black pencil remark Which made the

ess of pencil, and a
. different remark written over the rubbed out remark, the subsequent remark exempting the field

from assessment, he was precluded by his previous explanation of his method of examination
from pleading that such frequent erasures and corrections arose from mistake of field number,
and stated he had changed his mind on closer examination by walking from the side of the field
where the crop might be good and full, to the centre, where it was destroyed by flood.

is not likely that even an unpractised eye could go on looking all day at hundreds of fields, one
after another, always think them to have the appearance at first si i

crop, and subsequently find they bore less than a quarter of an avera
from full to less than a quarter is too great
closer inspection ; there is never in a single instanee in his ins
a three-quarter or half crop, it is always to less than a quarter, so as to bring it under remission,
Also the size of rice-fields is not so large that the view from the surrounding partition banks
would be a deceptive distant one. Moreover, the change is not once or twice but frequent, even
habitual, and the real reason for it will appear below when further excuses have been eliminated.

Besides cases in which the original remark had been rubbed out and another remark written
over it 8o as to conceal it, always with the result of loss of revenue to Government, there was
another class of cases in which the original remark was allowed to stand but was altered in a
singular manner by an addition which had the same result, that, whereas the earlier remark
made the field stand liable to assessment, the addition had the effect of entitling it to full
remission of the whole assessment. The original remark was “mahasul” mnot uncommonly
abbreviated vulgarly into « masul,” a term used to signify a full standing crop; this remark was

afterwards changed into masulil,”’ i.e., in the crop, the yield will be such and such, and the

y-eld as shown above was always so computed as to entitle the field to fall remission for having
less than a 25 per cent. crop.

It may here be remarked that masulil” is not an idiomatic term in Tamil, and could not
properly and would not ordinarily be used. If the term masu/ required to be qualified it would
be done differently ; again the rest of the sentence “ the yield will be such and such ” is in Tamil
complete in itself and idiomatic, and is so used in other places in this very village by this
same writer, and the prefix “masulil” is senselessly redundant, and explainable only on the
hypothesis that the word * masul,” full crop, being already written had to be rubbed out or
otherwise got rid of, and in the cases in which it had been written in ink it would not be got rid
of except by twisting it into “masulil” Nevertheless, the deponent stoutly adhered to it that
that was his mode of expression, and that he had written the whole word masulil with the rest of

the remark then and there on the field as he made his inspection of that particular field and
before passing on to the next.

Unfortunately for his contention, however,
masulil, a dot that is never by the Youngest schoo

dead letter, the object of the dot being to show that the inherent vowel @ is not to be sounded.
The writer, a matriculate, could never have fallen into such an error in alphabetical rudiments
of his own mother-tongue. He pleads that as he wrote standing in the fields the dot which
ought to have been placed over the final J in masulil, to show that it was a dead letter, got

misplaced over the medial /. But unfortunately, again, there are two dots, one over each /in
masulil, and each dot correctly in its place and no boy co

over the medial / to show it was a dead letter at one and
the vowel sound ;.

Again, the practice in the Tamil writing of /il is to make one stroke of the ; the Jetters
are 80 formed in native manuseript that it would be more inconvenient to make two strokes of
it than one. But in the 4/ before us they are always formed in two strokes, again showing
that it was a subsequent alteration this change of masul into masulil,

Beeing that it was so incontrovertibly self-evident that the original entry had been
“masul,” full standing crop, the clerk was given several opportunities, and even directly urged,
to abandon sach an impossible line of defence, and give his honest reason for the change, if he

ility of some allowance having to be made for his

» to wit, full standing crop, and then wesakly
perienced village acconntant and the clamour

pections of a change from a full to

there is a tell-talo dot over the medial / in
I-boy placed over any but a terminal or other

uld make the mistake of putting a dot
the same moment as he attached to it

defence with hardihood.

, The only remaining intelligible reason sppears to be that the true state of the flelds was
that they were bearing a full standing crop, that if he had written any but the true remark in
the open fields, it would have been patent to every one that, in common with him, was looking
over the large Nq. 4 acoount, for in this inspection the inspeotors were under orders to write their
remarks direotly in that book and that it would not be so easy for him to drive his bargain for a
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at i itli ission before

ils i ic, and that if he wrote the desired remark entitling to remission
;hueagf :il; sgoir;;n xE(::'ghtmprob:ble that he never would have been paid. Co?equently th?
elw saflza oourse in & year in which there were so many remissions and such a crow a.ci;)lr?l)!aﬁ;
g, was for him to write in the fields the true remark, from which the eultlvatorﬁ wo L know

‘ﬁllgf": unless they paid him for an alteration, full azsessgn}tlant was hanging over them, an

hei i im in private the alteration was made at home. ) )
> thﬁﬁtp;ylﬁnfgufgﬁruiltpégae?msi?i:red desirable to place the ]fillsmytof the ';niﬁecﬁgn b'lezig;d d?(}l
i ting the fields too, to see if they also would not give it the lie. .
dAoI;ﬁ)rtt }f)g’ox;elc:fxz:gnmfigelds which the clerk had mar‘I:ded, as shor: cr};)alfvémzcl)ngezziegréy ;pgate;fva:.n?egg
i “ destroyed ” so as to )
having borne & full crop, fields marked 50 88 o Do vestige of straw, were
trong stubbles, so that whatever might be argue
fOlll_JI;.l Iiazgi: avgeég;)&(ilvz :rlxl(? be;]ng injured by cattle, &o., it could hardly be advanced tﬁz‘o th}e;ﬁp:g
bg;'atime haﬁl created stubbles where at the time of inspection they were said to have
R i i i lations, and the twistings of
ion, i ble that the rubbings out and interpolations, ¢
origii[121egﬁgxl}i?;of::eltnﬁt?f:i:rﬁldefar between as if accidental, but are numerous and always in
irecti ing Government of its revenue. ) ]
the %ﬁcgll(intﬁfes%efgl‘::igg th(:l,'e is no room for question that the inspection of H. fsl‘imgu]léi,eilz,
6th English clerk of the Tanjore Collector’s ofﬁcg, is wholly unreliable and wilfully frau .
hat he be dismissed the Government service.

* recommend kB be (Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,

} ber of the Revenue Board,
17tk Juno 1859 ' bug;lhg;l;}i:f Duty, Tanjore Commission.

.

(True Copy.) ‘
(Signed) H. S. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

i . 0 in the villages inspected by
ted that out of a total beriz of Rs. 11,28 1 )
this Io'lcerlllg? yRse&l(l)%g, or nearly three-fourths of the whole assessment, were remitted on lns

fraudulent notes.

APPENDIX 1V.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST V. GoraL Rav.

' icipal clerk, Collector’s office, Tanjore, is one of those in whose case
. V. Gtopél iléﬂuéfgitlzﬁlg i‘iﬁg{)ﬂity of their inspections by personal reinspection, ant}l1 we %:Ze
i Tas Dot Do spection notes for examination. Seven thousand ¢Rs. 7,784) rupees have l;
only his owr;hm fpaith of his inspection notes. From his former employ he has a .k.nowlgdge o
remitted on te nd field inspecting. He has been formerly degraded from a position of trust.
village accouals B illages in the liruturaipindi taluk which he has inspected, and in all the
s 8Juf ;)hovrfc cx%)p which he has estimated, and they run up to nearly five thousand mﬂg&a:
(Ro. 4,954 0:}1 is not a single case in which his estimate of short crop has: exceeded 9 mar
(Be. 4’954%\’7' g arkéls per mé has been the stereotype highest estimate in every case. It
or mé. 'bllenethtz;lt in all It)he thousands of fields wh:ich he inspected there were none in gghmh
18 not possl exceeded nine markéls per mi. But nine markéls per m4 was safely W}t‘hm 2 pﬁr
the shorttﬁm{) west rate (ditlam) in any village, and so entitled to full remissions. Though the
cent. of te to that the entry arose from his having harvested the crops in several instances
deponentds ,‘: eslwa s 80, it is an affront to the intelligence to ask us to believe him, and tltlﬁre 3:
iﬁ%fﬁ:f orledi%ole zxpla’nati'én of the stereotylﬁa entry as that of the highest crop, except that i
; i uring full remission. ..
was Taade WI'tth' ﬂ:;sv lfc‘z)gsf :lllt:ta {1: zl}i?)uld %ave got the signature of Revenue Inspector Strinivésa
i Agau}xl,_ X lst ) P His orders were to take a revenue inspector with him, that was R. Venkata-
Byen w, 1s}:10 o but he went alone and got the revenue inspector to countersign as if Ppresent.
ré,mmyarhs . :g?‘;;;ed kadapukér crop as lost, when he could not possibly have seen it. His
lHet'o?lss Eitlfrom one excuse to another, are self-contradictory and cqme in the end to this,
oy mllf 1 ltivators told him the duration of the flood had been fifteen or twenty days. )
that the %u illage of Mangudi he has written aruvadai in an ink that is brown and scratching
it out. 30 t?hz:tl th%r dai only 1s traceable, has written over it in Tamil and in a distinet] dlﬁel;eulii;
%l ;;Lt’i;(l): crop lost. The first entry, which means harvested, rendered the field liable to

" agsessment, the second entry entitled it to full remission.

h h . . . hich

i ked that inks vary much in India, according to the recipe onw
Here it (Eaio};lee T fgg;‘irn; light colored when use.d, ’Qut turning black in time ] while oghﬁrs
&ti.};:yiﬁgri?: and remain brown. Hence the detection in this case, though the inks probably
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looked just alike when used. The deponent being called on to explain his tempering with his
entries 1s lost in a maze of self-contradiction which can be seen at length in his deposition..
Who will believe that he found it easier to make notes on a separate sheet than to write in pencil
in the adangal account book. Any one with any experience must know that it must be every
way more difficult and lengthy. 1t is clear that he tampered with his own entries for a reason
that will not bear explanation, and knowing what we do of the Tanjore remissions it is not
difficult to surmise what the object was; he had come to terms with the cultivators, and conse-
quently let them off the assessment which he had dandled over their heads. ’

_ Again, in the village of Wothiyathur, No. 212, he has entered that the first crop was lost
when he could not possibly have seen it, the object being of course to entitle the second crop,
also entered as destroyed, to full remission. His attempt at explanation practically amounts to
a halting admission, and he is confounded by the No. 1 account written long before either floods
or remissions were dreamt of. These prove him to have made a deliberately false entry for the
purpose of fraudulently obtaining remussions for persons by whom he had doubtless been bribed.
There is no other rational explanation,

Again, in Wothiyathur, No. 262, he writes off as lost a crop which he cannot possibly have
seen, and in endeavouring to explain it is lost in a maze of self-evident seli-contradictions, and
this be it remembered is an experienced . officer who could not possibly have made these mistakes
from ignorance, indeed the entries are of a nature that could not be mistakes even in the
veriest novice, they can only be wilful frauds. '

Yet again this individual submitted, under his'initial as correct, all these his fraudulent
entries in the shothani, or examination account, in which, after examination, the remissions are
submitted for sanction —so that for a second time he vouched for their accuracy.

Thus from the accounts alone it is proved that V. Gopél Rau has made a number of palpably
false entries of different sorts, all calculated to rob Government of its land revenues, he has
endeavoured to extenuate them with subtle ability, but has thereby only riveted the proofs of
deliberate fraud, and the only conclusions are that his notes are utterly unreliable for remission
purposes and that he himself should be dismissed the Government service.

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS, -
275h August 1885, First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) H. S. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board,

It may also be remarked that Méngudi, in which he has entered Rs. 1,400 for remission, is
shown by the Engineer’s records to have had no breach anywhere near it. The same may be said
of Munnuckumundan with the Rs. 2,378 proposed by him for remission, Tho other villages are
not quite so fully glaring and will be dealt with in the remissions,

APPENDIX V,

SuMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST R. RAGAVAIYANGAR AND 8. VENKAPPAIYAR.

In the marginally-noted villages inspection of crops having under orders been made by

. R. Régavaiyangér, 7th English clerk of the
1
3- Mavali. 3. Kurumbal. Tanjore Collector’s office, anng. Vengappaiyar,
3rd-class Revenue Inspector of the Tirutu-
raipiindi taluk, conjointly, with & view to see what remissions of revenue should be granted
on fields destroyed or injured by flood, and remissions having been granted in accordance
with their reports, it became necessary to see if their reports were reliable.

An examination of the No. 4 village manual account, on which field inspectors weve in

this particular year ordered to write their remarks in pencil, opposite the field number entries
therein, showe(f’ that those entries had heen freely tampered with, the original entries having
been rubbed out and new ones of a different nature written above them. ﬁoth these inspecting
officers were therefore called upon to explain their connection with these frequent alterations
of the record,

It was admitted by both of them that these entries were not all made by one or other of
them, or on any system, but promiscuously as each found it convenient to hold the No. 4
account book as they walked the fields and their two handwritings are so much alike that the

writers themselves professed inability to tell them apart. However, each has signed an ink

fair copy of these remarks, so each is responsible for them, and on the first blush it would appear
that both are equally to blame, for there were frequent cases of the word * harvested ” and
‘ standing orop ' having been the first entry, which being rubbed out so as to be hardly
traceable, & short crop entitling to full remission was written above—and a subsequent reins
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1 mpanied by D. Véthaghiri Aiyar, who is a tahsildar employed
Spegﬁi(;nixf fu?ﬁldsagﬁ }:])lrytslf;f’D:(;)cstyPCollectoi’ of the digigion, showed that in the fields selected
?(?r in uirgr th%earlier entries which made those fields liable to assessment were correct, and
the su%sequent entries which entitled them to remission were fx"audulent’. . 4 that

The corrections differ, however, from those made in H. Sdma Rau s case in this respect, tha
thev are not uniformly against Government. .There isa long: string of field Iﬁmnbers ggal?st
Whi);h the first entries had been * skétham,” injured, Wh}ﬂh being rubbed out the secon entry
above is “ harvested,” by which they were made lable to assessment. This was in R.

; A o

Régaza;)irls;ngtél:‘:;:ﬁ?%? ginspection was very differently condl_lcted from ,that in H. Sima
Rau’s gase ’ so that while §. Vengappaiyar, a revenue inspector of sixteen years’ experience, must
be held to have uposely conducted it in the manner best calculated to mislead an inexperienced
dlerk, that clerk is entitled to consideration as having been clearly duped. The fnéaix(ilsertm which
the revenue inspector conducted the inquiry was to take three parallel ?wi hg elds & 01(11c§]’150
that while the serial number would proceed consecutively in one of the ee Trows, and thus

ive the appearance of regular progression, the numbers in both the other rows must have
% i ph disorder thaf only an expert could avoid being conf_used, and a clever revenue
e ctor of bining with the village accountant against an inexperienced clerk

i erience com . :
inspector of exp lo to assign wrong numbers in these two rows, and so induce the clerk

i ab : ¢
;xglg(l)l;isgx:g ::1: I;Eg’ :leteration of a remark on being -shown a field different frqm the one ‘peanng
the number against which he was writing. It is very clear that at .the time of giving his
explanation R. RAgavaiyangér was still not aware of the method by which he had been duped,
a.ng consequently he does not put it forward as a defence. He confines himself to stating that he
knew he made every entry that he did make in good faith, and that he cannot account for the
frauds. ‘ ) ) . . . . .

i 4oavaivangdr is under the impression that the No 4 account never passe
out olf&%;?l?i; t?:f:hi:e]a{egng tillytheg ink copy had been made and eompare,d, but the Revenue
Inspector, Vengappaiyar, admits that it did pass into the village accountant’s hands. Here then
waspoppox"tunity for the village accountant, and, if so, for the Revenue Inspector Vengappaiyar

also making alterations.
T'he manner too in which
showing an ignorance of details,

calou'llt‘l‘ltlzdrz(v)elx?lliei?ifector admits that in conducting the inspection in the way he did he was

: i hich he thought he could afterwards correct. And mo manner of
Liablo fo r£ tniltooiglocr:,’ c:n be given for %uch a mode of inspection which was only calculated
:;K ?,fei,ftxa gonﬁ;ion such as would leave the man with local knowledge of the fields, to wit,
the kgma.m, master of the position, able to name numbers at pleasure, and errors ci)uld not 11))9
checked except at a far greater expenditure of time than if the fields had been taken one Y,
one in one single line in their serial order. All this the revenue inspector of sixteen years
experience must have known full well, and he can only have conducteq the inspection in the
mfnner ho did because his aim was to confuse the clerk who was not in collusion with him
and the karnam. . . . e e .

ained that the manner in which bribes were given in this exceptional year
was ghl(!:laezaﬁ:re 1'}(_‘ah?ax}():illtimtors arranged with the karnam for a percentage acreage rate,
that sum they made up and gave him not one by one, but collectively, and it was for him to

arrange with the inspecting officers out of that. Therefore it was with the karnam that the

revenfﬁgigﬁﬁz cﬂé;gce&r takes credit in his defence for not having granted any kér remis-

. i i i had all been harvested in a block so that there was no deceivin
:if nsie?-]l;t;ﬁoﬁtoz)\:gﬁu: ts}:a?ft-t:gg’mnt fact, and it is to the honesty of the clerk that the Goyemg-
. i is indebted for these remissions also not being given. Thus it would seem that the simple
gf:& tried to do his duty to Government as far as he could, but was largely duped by the
: in collusion.

revenrl‘le o Eﬁggro?nt%:{smmrl?s there any manner of excuse when fields that they have entered
01;11::)1 be entered as destroyed or short crop are found on reinspection to have all the
z;}?::r?noe of baving borne the full crop first correctly entered against them; one marked case
may 89 O;zei&mu%f:ﬁﬂﬁos. 39 and 53 of paimash No. 197 of Kurumbal the inspecting remark
was P 1 destroyed’ the previous remark *arapu” harvested being on close examination just
braoea.‘tl:le below. It was evident on our inspection that the original remark had”been the correct
d true one, the subsequent remark a fraudulent substitution, for while “pdi” means techni-
!mu p destl:oyed as to have no trace of stalks that could have borne a single grain, we found
8. g strong stubble such as would have been left on a well harvested field ; we found also grain
oo1 sca.ttgt; red all over the fields, and the grain was not such as would be found falling from
eely rs, but being picked up and broken with the nail was seen to be full and sound,

ich the two men gave their statements differed widely, the clegk
and the revenue inspector being ready with subtle excuses

immature ears,

"All this was found also though effort had been made to plough up these fields so as to hide all

harvested, but as the rain had been insufficient in that village
racos f‘f thelg;orl)l tllxl:g }ﬁ:gn b;:::ble to penetrate and the traces remained only ineﬁ:ectually ob]iter‘.’
ﬁ::dna ISV: ll;mchg for the obvious fact that the field had been harvested. It remained to- preclude
:he i)lea of 8 bond fide mistake of the identity of the field. " This field was specially noted as a
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test field because it was one in which there was no opening whatever for any excuse of that kind.
Not a central field surrounded by others with which there was any possibility even in haste of
baving confused it, it was a corner field. The boundaries too were of the most permanent and
unmistakeable character distinctly described in the field register book. On the north side it was
bounded by the drainage chennel with a small piece of waste intervening, on the east it was
closely bonnded by the same drainage channel backed by the river AdapAr, on the south by high
level ground forming a threshing floor, and on the west by the old embankment of the Adapér
remaining from the days when these lands were padugai or river bedside. These were prominent
land marks which no one could mistake.

The revenue inspector suggested the possibility that the grains we saw might have been

dropped from grain carried across the land to the adjoining threshing floor. But the field is
& corner field and not so situated that any one would carry his crops across it as the shortest route
to the threshing floor; and even if they had the grain must have been dropped in the line of
carriage, and not evenly over all the field and its corners even, nor would any one by any chance
drop stubble enough to cover the field and #ake rootin it. Nor could grain have been blown
from the threshing floor, for chaff not grain is blown ; nor could it have been washed by rain
for when washed it is always deposited close about the spot where it _is carried down, and not
evenly spread over a plot divided by three intervening banks over which it could have been
lifted by water.
. Thus there is no escape from the conviction that the freud on the part of the revenue
inspector and karnam was deliberate. In my opinion they should both be dismissed from the
Government service ; but the explanation of the karnam has not been formally taken because I
bave not wasted my time on karnams; if I did their name would be legion. I have confined
myself to the inspecting officers.

. The conclusion then in this case is that no manner of reliance can be placed on this inspec-
tion for remission purposes because the clerk R. Régavaiyanghr was incompetent and evidentl
duped, and the Revenue Inspector Vengappaiyar and the karnam were unmistakeably fraudulent.

Bs. 14,477, out of R_s. 22,640, or roughly two-thirds of the total assessment, were remitted on
the faith of these 1nspection notes, and I recommend that while Revenue Inspector Vengappaiyar
may be dismissed for wilful frauds, 7th English clerk R. Régavaiyangdr should have his promo-
tyon stopped for three years for lncompetency in a duty he ought to have mastered.

(Bigned) 1. 8. THOMAS,
27th June 1885. First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission,

(True Copy.)

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

L_gm N

APPENDIX VI.

—————

SuMMARY oF EVIDENCE AGAINST (. RaMarvar.

Fourteen thousand rupees (Rs. 14,806-2-0) have been remitted on the faith of the inspection
notes of G. Rémaiyar, that is, eight thousand (R, 8,093-15-7) in the Tiruturaiptndi taluk and
six thousand seven hundred (Rs. 6,712-2-5) in the N egapatam taluk. It was therefore desir~
able to ascertain whether or not his inspection notes, on which these remissions had been granted,
were worthy of the reliance that had been placed in them. '

Gopél Shdstri Rémaiyar is 8rd Vernacular clerk in the office of the Collector of Tanjore.
He is of 144 years’ service, says he has never examined fields before, but has a knowledge of
land revenue accounts. We had not the time to reinspect his inspections in the Tiruturaiptindi

taluk, but in the Negapatam taluk the Acting Hoad Assistant ollector, Mr. Shiplﬁy, at my:
aidu, one

request, reinspected some of his inspected fields, in company with B. 8. Rangaya

of my staff, 80 28 to save time while I was inspecting elsewhere, for the freshes were already in
the rivers and the water being let on to the fields. .

Taking, first, the Tiruturaiptindi taluk, in which we have nothing but accounts to go on, wo

find that he has beer doing just the same as all the other ins ting officers in this taluk, first
writing a remark which showed that the field should pay full assessment, and then rubbing it
out and substitutinf # remark which should bring it under full remission. He wrote B in
peucil, admittedly for reaped, and P, he says, for produce, and then rubbing it out, substituted
crop lost or some such remark having a diametrically opposite meaning and effect on the
revenues—the cogent reasons for there being no “alternative ﬁt to conclude deliberate fraud for
corrupt purposes are fully discussed in the report, and need not be rewritten in each case, because

oncetiv;xeu('ltten they apply equally to each case in which such frand is shown to have been freely
practised.

89

i at like others he has been estimating at less than 25 -per cent., so as
to en?iflzntzggiﬁ ::n{ii;‘iioxfst: the yield of crops which can never iavg come under his eye, for the
time for reaping them had long since passed away at the time of his inspection, and other crops
were standing in their place. He has excuses in great variety. He says he may have mistaken
the number of the field and so entered a true entry against a wrong number, which gave it the
appearance of being a false entry. The cogency of this excuse is ventilated in the report and will
not be repeated here. Suffice it to say here that having spent 12 or 14 days in field inspection in
the Tiruturaiptindi taluk alone, he ought to have learnt how to identify fields in the course of
his first 2 or 3 days’ work, i.e., in the first village at the very outside. He says the karnam may
have changed the crop after his remarks were made, but there are no signs of any such change,
while the change in his own remarks is undeniable, and consequently has to be admutted.

He says he gave the karnam verbal orders to omit from the remission list prepared for sanc-
tion items whioh he had noted for full remission, whereas he knows full well that not only had
he no authority to give any orders at all, but even if he had had any such authority the karnam
could not have given his unsupported verbal orders preference over his duly written record. Th’e
karnam, on the contrary, deposes that he took upon himself, in’ spite of the inspecting officer’s
notes, to omit the proposed remission of kadapukér as it was too blatant, the crops having been
reaped long before. o several excuses only serve to show that the depouent is by no means
ignorant of inspection, and his errors must have been committed with full knowledge, as indeed

i 1so shows. o )
‘ exrﬁ:;c;;eggno%v from the Tiruturaipindi to the Negapatam taluk, where his inspections were
reinspected, we find that the condemnatory record is fortified by the fields also bearing witness
that the record is false, the state of the fields showing, beyond doubt, that he ha:d deliberately
entered for full remissions fields that had borne good crops. A marked instance is in fields 83
age. )
wd %1 ()If{g;a;;g}:r avxl-guifent a{nnst' the majority of numbers is that he did not care for the
karnam’s recorded opinion which was erromeous, the karnam having proposed to charge the
people full assessment because he was at enmity with them, yet when it suits him he professes
in his remissions to have been led by the l;r(;ar‘ba.l t}?lel‘l)inf: of tﬁh:hself-.saéne karnam and the culti-
i iece with his excuses above ; they shift wi e wind. )
mtor’i‘.heI:xfnffngt{gn of the accounts alone in one taluk and of the accounts and fields in anoth@:
taluk leave it beyond a doubt that G. Ramaiyar has fraudulently proposed the remission of revenue
which he well knew should be paid. I can therefore place no reliance on any of his proposals in
either taluk and submit that he should be dismissed the public service.

(Signed)  H. S. THOMAS,

First Member of the Revenue Board,
31t August 1885. On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(Signed)  H.S. THOMAS,

First Member, Revenue Board.

Revenue Inspector Shrinivasa Aiyar is also concerned in this case, but his explanation not
having been taken, no remarks are made about him.

(True Copy.)

APPENDIX VII.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST P. Vasupeva Piriarn

& Pillsi, 11th Vernacular clerk in the Tanjore Collectar’s office, is responsible
for inP,peot]' Végzdxélz:es on lv?vhioh nearly twenty-four thousand rupees (Rs. 23,960) of Government
“’?f:.mmf’gv?have nothing but the accounts to go on, time having prevented field rein-
peation of his inspection work. But we find enough to characterize the work and the workman
Mﬁ fact, that he professed to estimate with exactitude, to Wit at 6 mercal per ma the yield
bi"ka&apnka.r orops which he can never have seen, which he admits had been reaped ; and the
oﬁiﬁiration acoount No. 1 shows that the kadapu and kurave crops had been ocultivated in

Awngust snd September, respectively, while the inspection was in the end of February of the follow-
ing year.

ded to the above is the point that he appended a sweeping remark at the end of the
wdangﬁ that all the kurave and kadapu crops in two villages had been destroyed, Wheress, as seen
above, they were harvested.

i than due weight is given to the contention of R. Vésudéva Pillaj that in .
mutefig f&alje I:gﬁeﬁdn I::m;se he oguld tell by the stalk that the earlier kurave crop had been lost,

5 to meet the case of pu crops that have been harvested and replaced by
;,?:ﬁ;,faﬁ) ;ggsl;mﬁd th:tlze:lone is sufficient to prove beyond dispute the fraudulent character of
the inspection notes, which eannot therefore be relied on for remission purposes, and the fraudu~
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1eniu‘inspeeting officer, P. Vésudéva Pillai, should in my view be dismissed from the Government
service.

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
2nd September 1885, First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

It may be noted that in this case as in the case of K. Sundarardjulu Néyadn, the checking
of the majority of the village accounts was entrusted to the Division Deputy Collector, Tellandya~
kam Pillai, before it was discovered that he was himself as false as any of them; that known of
course his notes had to be discarded as worse than worthless, and we have only the accounts of one
village to work on. But that alone has supplied ample proof of fraud.

APPENDIX VIII.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST P. SHRINIVAsA Rav.

P. Shrinivisa Rau, 2nd English accountant in the office of the Collector of Tanjore, was
employed to inspect crops in the Tiruturaiptndi taluk with a view to rernissions.

He had been a revenue inspector, so that he must have been thoroughly conversant with the
duties of an inspecting officer, and if he erred therein cannot plead ignorance as an excuse.

And yet he did err, and that most deliberately and in the most wholesale faghion, In
village after village which he was charged to inspect, to wit, Melamaruthur, Pichankota m,
Manakadu, Mulakara, Athirangam, he wrote again and again that the first crop had %};en
destroyed, when he is bound to admit that it was a physical impossibility for him to have seen
diry traces of its destruction with the second crop standing, as he records it was, in its place.

He admits that he could go on nothing but oral evidence and that as an old revenue
inspector he knew he was not warranted in recordin anything but what he saw with his own
eyes, was not empowered to take oral evidence, still less fo record oral evidence without & remark
of any sort to show that it was the evidence of other people, thus leaving the conclusion at fivst
sight that his remarks were the report, as usual of nothing but his own personal observation ;
and the result was that large sums were unjustifiably remitted.

In addition to his own experience as a revenue inspector he had immediately before him
the Collector’s revenue circular published in the District Gazette of 20th December 1884, with
reference to this very jamabandi in which it is clearly stated that Temissions were not to be
granted in such cases. Paragraph 10 of that ciroular is put up with this file for ready reference.

Again this clerk has recommended kadapu crops for remission under suspicious ciroum-
stances, and there are the usual rubbings out in his entries inadmissible elsewhere and usual only
in this Tanjore jamabandi, by which crops set down to pay assessment have been converted into
crops entitled to full remission. He declares that the second entry was the correct one; and it
was not possible in_every case for the undersigned to personally reinspect the field, so there are
no materials to challenge the truth of this plea but as with one only exception (.e., in the case
of the honest clerk R. Régavaiyangir who was duped) these second entries have on reinspection
always been found to be false, the presumption in favor of truth here is not strong ; especially
when it is taken in connection with the falsity of all the numerous entries mentioned in the
earlier part of this summary ; entries the falsity of which are admitted by the deponent to be
beyond all explaining away. »

Though in this case we have nothing but the written accounts to go on, it is apparent that
as far as we are in a position to test them they are proved beyond questioning to be barefacedl
and deliberately fraudulent in the direction of
presumption of like untrustworthiness must lie on all the rest of the same man’s work.

After all that has been seen in connection with the system of paying for remissions of
revenue in Tanjore, it is not to be suiposed that this was done for nothing. Be that however
a8 it may, the primary point here is that 1. Shrinivass Rau’s inspection motes are evidently
fraudulent and quite unreliable for remission purposes, and that (Rs. 16,715) sixteen thousand
rupees of remissions have been based on his fraudulent notes. _

I recommend that he be dismissed from Government employ.

(Si%xed) H. 8. THOMAS,
irst Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

1st September 1885.

(True Copy.)

(Bigned)  H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

sacrificing the Government revenues and the

. issued for
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APPENDIX IX,

.

SuMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST T. 8. Virasamy AIvar.

Ni ousand rupees (Rs. 19,057) of the Tanjorq remissions in the 'Tiruturaipfmdi
talukl\i:;,l:it:;nbet%n sanctiom}a)d on(the faith of the field inspection notes of T. 8. Virasémy Aiyar,
3rd Vernaocular accountant in the office of the Collector of Tanjore, it became necessary to

inbility of his notes. '
fost tke; ri;h:llx);h:gs: of many others, time did not allow of our reinspecthg the fields, and the
only test that could be tried was a scrutiny of his.nqtes; and these suffice in the{nselves to show
that though he is & man who is by his own admission thoroughly conversant with field
tions and taluk acoounts, having been employed as a taluk dlerk in charge of land revenue
accounts (maganam gumastah), still he has acted in direct opposition to the first principles that
guide inspecting officers, and has done it on so large a scale that it could be no accidental or
oocasional error, but a deliberate act by which a great quantity of Grovernment revenuo was
improperly remitted, which would not have been remitted if his inspection notes had been faith.
fule made in the way in which from his admitted experience l.le must have known full well that
: n written.
they ngfhi;:t?aﬁ:;eh?:eown inspection notes bear witness against him that he has stated that the
first crop was destroyed, when the circumstances were such that he could not possibly have seen
the first crop, for another was admittedly standing in its place. He knew, too, as he admxis,
that his duty as an inspecting officer was to make notes of what he actually saw himself on the
fields, ocertainly not to enter what the cultivatgrs told him as if it were the result of his own
observation, and by such false representation to mislead the settlement officer into granti
remissions on the faith of his having inspected, what, in truth, he had never inspected at all an
could not possibly have inspected. His plea that the cultivators told. him so and that other
accounts led him to believe their statement to be true is utterly beside the point, for the weigh-
ing of such evidence is the dilutyhof the se!:thngtgﬁicer, as he thoroughly well knew, his own
ing si to record what he saw on inspection. . )
dutySbi(:nuillg.r;;nglg has made entries harvested, and then qualified them by adding eatgn.oby
caterpillars, so as to bring what stood answerable for full assessment under fu]l.remlsm.on;
wheg)as the’a fact of uﬁhe crops having been cut and carried when he saw the felds is sufficient
evidence that he could not possibly have seen the caterpillars eating them. He says he saw that
other fiolds had been eaten by caterpillars and so he o.ogel'uded it; but he hag to admit that he
had no such evidence with reference even to fields a.d]qmmg th.e ones on which he makes these
amended remarks, for we have accounts in our hands while examining lpm. ]
‘These instances are also not single cases, but instances of au line of conduct which has
i p M1S6I0NS. ,
senm%l]};a!;fme}i: hgags of fraudulent and intentional throwing away of the Government asse8s-
ment might have come to light if we had been able to reinspect ﬂe_lds and see how they inter-
reted this inspecting officer’s notes cannot be said, but it is suggestive that we find the records
gf the Irrigation officers do not show breaches such as would justily such large remissions. .
Tt is, iowever, sufficient that his own acoounts bear witness of his having, in favor of remis-
sions made entries that can bear no interpretation but that of wilful fraud, and th_e ocanclusion is
that nope of his work can be trusted to for remission purposes, and the man himself should,
1 submit, be dismissed from the Government service. '

(igned) Firet A S'bTH?gASé; Board
: irst Member of the Revenue ,
27th August 1885. On Special Duty, Tanjore Commissi ion,

(True Copj.)

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMARS,
' First Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX X.

Summary oF EVIDENCE AGAINST T. V. RaMacHANDRA Arvan,

Aiyar, 8th English acconntant in the office of ‘the Collector of T: jore:

b h'lll V. %aiaﬁg?;d?hichyfour thousand mg:es (Rs. 4,475) of remission have been granted.
He says he has never inspected fields before, but he admits that district ciroular No. 5,
t_{e guidance of all concerned in this very year’s jamabandi was placed in his hands.
In paragraph 14, clause 1 thereof, it is enjoined: that the state of the field should be noted opposite
emﬁ survey number, and in utter disregard of this order this inspecting officer makes one general
remark at the end of the account that the whole of the village of Ovarur was destroyed by flood,
From our inspections of other villages this is a highly improbable eventuality, for the destruc.
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tion depends, as distinctly proved again and again, on the duration of flood, and higher lands
drained off earlier than others, and were none the worse for their temporary immersion.

Apart from the little confidence for remission purposes merited by such lax general remarks
disposing of the revenues of a whole village in a few words, apart from the impossibility of
bringing under proper heads of remission a variety of crops all lumped together in one sweeping
remark, apart from these remission considerations, the gold wholesale nature of the disposal
of Government revenues does not impress one favorably to the individual when taken in conjunc-
tion with the following acts. He has in February estimated the yield of a class of crop, a sixty-
day crop, that must have been off the field in the previous August. It was estimated so as to
entitle it to remission. He has entered destroyed young some kadapukar that must have been
long previously harvested. He has proposed for remission a crop destroyed when green that has
since come to maturity and been harvested. These are mot mistakes that could be made in
ignorant good faith. They are statements directly contrary to the clearest evidence of the
senses, be the inspecting officer ever so inexperienced.

To my thinking this inspecting officer has fallon in with the general tide to lightly give
away the Government revenues, presumedly for reward received on a well-organized system
from the cultivators, but in any case it is clear that his inspection notes, on which the remissions
have heen granted, are not reliable for that purpose.

What further evidence might have been forthcoming had we been able to reinspect the
fields cannot be said, for it was not possible for us to reinspect as we wished to have done. For
instance the whole village of Ovarur written off at a stroke would probably have had something
of its own to say.

Still the serutiny of the accounts alome has sufficed to show that this inspecting officer’s
notes are not to be relied on, and on account of his deliberate acts of fraud I recommend his

dlismissal.
(Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
26th August 1885. First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) H. S. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX XI.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF AGAINST N. GovINTHASAMY NAYADU.

Fourteen thonsand rupees (Rs. 14,057) having beeu remitted on the faith of the inspections
made by N. Govinthasdémy Néyadu, acting mokasa and confirmed chattram clerk in the office
of the Collector of Tanjore, it became necessary to examine, whether his inspections were
properly reliable or not for remission purposes.

Here as elsewhere we find that first crops that could not possibly have been seen have been
remitted, but there is this difference that this inspecting officer distinetly records that he did not
profess to have seen them, he distinctly records that it is ouly hearsay that they had been lost,
end having so stated it reflects not a little on those whose duty it was to prepare and scrutinize
and sanction the remission statements that these crops should still have been remitted in full.

Again he has stated his opinion, & mere opinion, that the second crops could not come to
enything, and on this again, without any further inspection at crop time, they have been remitted
in full—-a matter that reflects very badly on the taluk and collectorate staff engaged in the
jamabandi.

: The estimate of crop is also somewhat lax, but it admits of two interpretations, so that as
regards the individual one is bound to take the more favorable view, as regards the remissions,
however, the case is different.

Ordinarily the assessment is due, and in the face of this presumption the case made out for
remissions should be clear and trustworthy before they are sanctioned.

This clerk was accompanied by a taluk gumastah (clerk), and time prevented our bei
able to reinspect the fields, and in the absence, from the accounts alone of evidence of fm?xﬁ
against either of them, the individuals must be allowed to pass, but the fact that crops that have
admittedly not been seen to be destroyed, either first orop or second crop, must neutralise for

Temission purposes the reliance to be placed on the remissions granted, on the scrutiny of these
inspection notes by the taluk and Collector’s staff.

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
26th August 1885. First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.
(True Copy.)

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.
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APPENDIX XII.

n——

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST R. VENKATARAMAIYAR.

"R. Venkatardmaiyar, Head English clerk of the office of the Collector of Ta.njore., was acting
huzur sheristadar at the commencement of the mual settlemen?, and Iqlmstenally is primarily
responsible for the conduct of it. On being 'rel§eved of the sheristadarship by the a.rnvg,l of the
permanent huzur sheristadar, Shunmugam Pillai, he reverted to the post of Head English clerk,
and was employed as an inspector of fields in the Negapatam taluk. It will be seen that he

repared and submitted to the Collector for sanction a scheme calculated to give ample facility
for all the frauds that followed, that as acting huzur sheristadar he administered that scheme in
a manner that allowed the frauds to pass ul}detected, that as an inspector of fields he com-
mitted the frauds himself. The three points will be dwelt with in the order of events.

As R. Venkatarhmaiyar was acting huzur sheristadar, the Collector, Mr. Pennington, wrote
him an office note desiring that the ajmaish, or inspection of the fields, should take place at once
without waiting, according to the custom of Tanjore, for apphpatmns for _remission. Thereon
R. Venkatarmaiyar submitted a scheme for the Collgctorfs sanotion. On this the Collecjcor asked
a few questions to which R. Venkatardmaiyar re_phed in a seeom.i memorandum which being
acoepted by the Collector became tlile é)lrder on which the jamabandi of the year was conducted.

form No. V1II on this file. o
Thes’?[‘lgglﬁgisnts to be noted are that the usual safeguards against fraud are all carefully eliminated.
Of course this has been done in a way that attracted no attention, and as if the pecul}a.r circum-
gtances of the year required it, or the scheme must have failed to obtain the Collector’s sanction,
and yet there was no neoessity for thus eliminating the usual safeguards.

R. Venkatardmaiyar’s scheme effectually eliminates individual responsibility and the prospect
of reinspection. The usual practice is for the Revenue inspector to inspect the ﬁelds and submit
his remarks, after that any of the fields or a proportion of them may be reinspected by he
knows not whom, by the tahsildar, deputy tahsildar, or taluk sheristadar, and th?y may be agam
reinspected a second time by the divisional officer. B}lt by R Venkatarémaiyar’s scheme it was
arranged that the inspecting officer and thc? remspechqg officer were to go togethe;, the rein-
specting officer writing the notes of inspection. By this arrangement the Revenue inspector, or
oft)her taluk inspecting officer, was relieved of all individual respons1.b1hty, which was thrown on
the so-called reinspecting officer—the inspecting officer was con.lm1tted to no Yvntten note&} of
inspection which if fraudulent might be detected on reinspection, or which if honest might
hamper the freedom for fraud of the so-called reinspecting officer. It was left open to fche two
to arrange matters verbally before coming to a mutual understanding as to thq honest. or dishonest
course they would take. The inspecting officer was also assured of no reinspection, and the
reinspecting officer was equally assured of the same, for the time left bet\.wee.n the inspections

d the jamabandi was too short to admit of it, and the whole arrangement indicated clearly that
:lrllere would be no further inspection—thus was every possible facility given for collusion with
i i i ion.
1mmx$;11::1}s' fl:::l wr:su;zp:::anged that the so-called reinspection, which was in fact the only inspec-
tion, should be practically taken out of taluk hands and thrown entirely into the hands of the
clerks of the Coﬁector’s office, that is to say, R. Venkatarémaiyar’s own clerks who were all imme-
diately subordinate to him as huzur sheristadar. o . '

Not content with thus getting the whole inspection into the hands of his own clerks his
scheme arranged that they should also be afforded immunity from the usual account check in the
taluk, that check being transferred to him personally, by the karnamg being directed to work
undex" his orders. This was directly contrary to paragraph 28 of the amabandi circular which
the Collector had reprinted for this jamabandi and which is No. V_I on this file. Thus was
it arranged that both fabricating the accounts and subsequent checking of them should be kept
- thgtlmf?n];%zﬁo facilitate the manipulation of the accounts in accordance with bargains driven
with the cultivators, R. Venkatarémaiyar’s scheme provided that the so-called reinspectors were to
write their inspection notes in blacklead pencil. It is at once suggestive of facility for rubbing

t and rewriting at pleasure. It is curious that he should not have been. content even with
:il:nply saying pencil, but must go further and specify blacklead pencil. It is to be moted too
that he therein went out of his way to go directly contrary to the rule in the permanent revenue
ciroular above quoted (ngmph 13) that the entries should be made in ink. Indeed.he sots
himself throughout to eliminate all the safeguards provided in that revenue cireular which was

istrict. .
the a’.lll‘lﬁgt}xous: (:)fﬁg;:ddﬁ)r making the inspecting and'rei.usgeohng officers go together was that
otherwise there would be considera%le delay in completing the work, _thoug?x it might have been
obvious to the meanest capacity that twice the number of men inspecting singly would get
through a number of villages just twice as qmekl.y as half their num})er- inspecting in_pairs.
Also 1% must have been patent to the meanest capacity that there was no individual responsibility,

and 1o real reinspection at all. | _ | -
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R. Venkatardmaiyar’s scheme also provided that second crops which were not ready for in?eo-
tion should not as usual be inspected when ready for inspection, but be estimated at once by a
forecast thus allowing of a fina/ settlement with the ryots, who could not otherwise be assured
of full remissions, and would not pay bribes unless insured against being nevertheless charged
on their second crops. T'he inspectors were to be ordered to make this forecast, though it is
contrary to all rules for them to note anything but what they see as an existing fact.

Having thus made in his scheme abundant opening for fraud one would naturally expect
that if he did not do it deliberately with the evil intension of encoura ing frauds, but hoped
that it would work well, he would exercise specially diligent caution in the scrutiny of accounts,
to see that the openings had not been abused ; clse what could be the meaning of his desiring
that the karnams should be directed to work under his orders. On the contrary we find from
his explanation that he never examined the adongals at all, the adangals or No. 4 accounts in
which all the inspection notes were ordered to be written, but took for granted that the shothani
accounts or memorandum of remittable entries transeribed from the adangals, where rightly
transcribed. 8o he says, for he is on the horns of the dilemma that he must either say this, or
admit that he couldn’t help having seen, and been thorous hly aware of the numerous seli-
evident fraudulent entries which were nevertheless allowed to pass, when as acting huzur
sheristadar he was specially responsible for brin ing them to the Collector’s notice especially after
he had himself desired that the karnams might %Je directed to work under his orders—and then
he gravely asks us to believe that his only o ject in asking that the karnams might work under
his orders, was that he might prevent their running away to their villages in the middle of the
jamabandi, as he had known instances of thejr doing so, and as the Collector was conducting
the jamabandi himself he thought he should be thus specially protected, so loyal is he to the
Collector. By such childish excuses as this has he the effrontery to endeavour to blind our eyes
to the fact that he could not help knowing what was to be expected, and was done, under his
scheme, and knowing yet consented to—childish though the excuse may seem the real meaning
is that the eriminating facts of his position had so closed in on him that he had, and oould have,
nothing better to say.

Here we may eliminate another misleading excuse. He says he had provided that the
karnams should write up the olugu statement on_the very day of the inspection of the flelds,
whereas he knows that there were no such things as o/ugus used in Tiruturaiptndi taluk, the
adangals {No. 4) having by his scheme taken their place. Allowing that it was a slip of his
pen when he wrote o/ugu meaning shothani account (2 memorandum of remittable items), still
those shouhani accounts were not in, I believe, one single instance so written then and there on
the field of inspection, but two or three days, a week and even a month after, allowing ample
time for bargaining with the cultivators and rubbing out and writing accordingly, all of which he
cannot have been ignorant of—see statement No. X1I on this file.

1t may be noted here that the statements of the taluk officials as to the length of time
during which R. Venkatardmaiyar had direct control of the karnams to the exclusion of taluk
control and scrutiny differ much from his admissions, which however minimized they may or
may not be, still suifice to show that he cannot have been ignorant of the frauds.

His answers to question 10 evade the question, and evidently refer not to the earlier
examination of the accounts when the karnams worked under his orders, but to the subsequent
examination after, by the new sheristadar’s order (No. 1X on this file), the accounts had “been
first sent through the taluk office and were received thence for subsequent huzur serutiny.

We now come to the third point. Having thus been the author of a scheme which in con-
trariety to all established practice was so devised that nothing but fraud could be expected as
the outorop ; having by unaccountable absence of the most casual scrutiny or incredible blind-
ness to the most patent frauds allowed those frauds to pass undetected in any one single instance
out of hundreds and thousands of them, his conduct in the capacity of mspector of fields tears
away the last lingering hope that by any possibility all this could have arisen from simplicity,
want of foresight, too ready credulity, incompetence, any cause less flagrant than deliberately
plotted fraud on a grand scale. If all or any of these minor shortcomings had been the cause
then we should naturally expect to find that when employed as an inspector of flelds he could do
his individual duty honestly. But when we find that in that ca acity also he himself commits
the very same frauds which his whole scheme left abundant opening for, and his administration
of it allowed, then we are driven to the sonolusion that-his conduct throughout was of a piece.

Aditer being relieved of his acting huzur sheristadarship, R. Venkatarémaiyar reverted to his

confirmed post of Head English clerk to the Collector, and the Negapatam tahsildar having
applied for more inspecting staff, we find R. Venkatardmaivar res pearing with other huzur olerks
in the Head Assistant’s division, and inspecting the fields in the Ise apatam taluk.

In this taluk the procedure was different in one respect from that in Tiruturaiptindi taluk.
The Head Assistant Col_leotor had ordered, and repeated his order, that before anything else the
karnams should be required to fill up themselves the column in the adangal in which 1t is their
duty to note the state of the crops. This then they had to do on their individual responsibility,

eof fraud set in Tirutursiptndi by the Collector’s staff, so

‘Government service (
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sl done 80 of inadvertence from haste or ignorance,
ﬁeld{; o fl;.l(% reglsli%n?;ﬁnfhﬂ::go?afnﬁthmv: n';een wilfully deliberate and if fl(iaudu}ent,
grlib?azazzl yfra,ud ent—and this is what we find R. Venkata.rémagyaxb do%[ngthaa,gaa. n 1‘; ;g?il:l.ds
o i g T gt i L e gy 2o 0, Yol A,
23, 213, 215, 217, 162, 163, all tes! - . i on th .
NOB.R%% i}:‘;’t:rléiﬁ:iya’r says in explanation that the karnam told him thafil}:y ¢ iuth’ h:rgld I;O\t
at . orop, but simply cut, the mirasidars having told him that they had ouNt eXs w 3111-
ﬁxl?ga.:tlie :houl;,h there was no cropl.1 B;zeghe lr;:ra.lza.m i}i::e (gfp&ls:do’ggﬁgz yma.ec éep z; tionv Iolfl o
i y ¢ gut”’ he meant harv . This is inc ; 3
?J:d?z)r;;ﬁf Zrm:?;:iai and if an;;fgcohﬁdarge:neamng,s :1!1;11 t?)s gaﬁ;k:ﬁzri?daiggy tgzsr 30 :t:::l;,’
i lation, it wo ve been neces ify I .
%;dt}]:: z.l:itli?ti(:)?t??:}; Zalttle,” so as to show that it was not used in its ordinary technical sense,
harvel%te%enkata.rémaiyar expounds at some length how he estimated from the stubble }fhe ﬁeb}glof
fields ;he crops of which he had never seen, how he came to the conclusion frqnz a; e x:m k hzs
that the karnam, who had entered harvested from the actual (&rops was mis enIt nd he,
R&V ka.taréma.igfa,r was justified in striking off the fields as entitled to full remission. It is tg by
'bl'end T eyes fo; he had the Collector’s order before him that no such estimate was oL 3
g d " f\;s tﬁ’e (;rop or a portion of the crop was preserved—see enclosure X and pe;lra.grap 10
n;a , I:)I;uie VII on this file. Ho endeavours to get round these orders by sayi;_g; lt o fcrop o
;))eeexi1 (;)reserved in adjcining fields. Thisis a mer%‘ un‘siuglp;oite% s:?;ea??lsltd:izen boe:lo;i gr:s-v:;he
known to be never acceptable in remission cases. R. Venka ukl::lh yar is driven to this as the
with the karnam’s written admlifted remark tha! P d
gniy fﬁf g;etgzog:l?s in question, he is obliged to drag in other fields, unna.med,dasl:m.mg prisfngz,
a.e (IJlrtion for inspection. He does not attelfnl;:;;s to naén:;: tll1(ese 0311?: iﬁeég.:, :(; n; a(;re 1&1;: lint of

' ir exi in any remark o or of the karnam’s ] .
g}fngf: z%%fofl};e;;:ﬁ:l?xfxg: ;Eeh qyuibbling that, as R. Venkatardmaiyar musté:n%w niertir well, 1:.;
remission is ever granted unless }:;1111; c?f)P ils preselll'lvteidaig: inspeotion. And R. Venkatardmaiy.

i i 1 i i a large cultivator. . : )
admlgs 1;(}: ls,,?l’ﬁe‘:%'}"?ﬂhkzgﬁm in”Nega aom taluk our reinspection (No. XTX. > XX §n tﬁ.
file) f:undeon field No. 157 the same evidence 9‘,’3 ink ttheéﬁeh;s o ishtéiﬁaﬁf:é daen;‘;. ;:ry ti’} it

¢ id ainst R. Venkatardmaiyar is s : \ f
As to N‘f'tzfg ’vs?ai(’; ;3&; vtt) tofg z.da&gition to the karnam’s remark, and unless he was, whg ;91d he
b{ahevg_ : ancil remark in ink ? Still it is not capable of absolute proof, so these two fields, a.nd,‘
gggr 1:. pita.nd out of court—there is unquestionable evidence enongh without them. »

) (I;lux;'y ieinspeotion of fields in Tirukarayanvattam, a village of Negapatam (Nci. XXI'on ) 2 thh th,au
on this file), gives further evidence of fields improperly remitted, this time in conclusion
kernan " t the Killugudivattam in Negapatam:

i the Rémachandrapuram hamlet of the gud; in |
t luko(lu:T Ore %gz’;;?o%gélveon ti?i:c file) whgre we examined only one picked _ﬁeld and its su.g‘round&
in ) haviﬁg difﬁou’lty in catching the train t}le same evening, gives one ma.rkid 03860, G0N emt‘i;e 1
i’ng the Karnam’s altered remarks before his _inspection, condem’ned by the sah o ]:e
gt e s s of b ampin ) U e S
third_ tixﬁai)i&g:t:e;l:g:c :;o:l’ali?;?at?anrlll traces of the crop that ne‘verthe’lesg wds‘ olég.ri §‘een‘ to
i};,?v:lgégen reaped. The detailed inspection notes should be read. They are No. XXTII, XX_[V
on thin fe. iyar’ demned at every stage of his connection

\ tardmaiyar’s conduct stand condemned at every stage ¢
with %Il:: ?I‘i?l(;':ng ' Z&?ﬁons ;n;n }t'he first, drawing up of a scheme under which the way was

- prepared for all the fraud that has been enacted under it ; secondly, in the administration of the

: fraudulently under it ; thirdly, in himself
scheme 10 5(111 0111 a.t;v ainaéseiohli):?wf :lf::f: wlhé[oesgtzdwealthy man}: of education smgr ahility ‘wha
aoting fra}:l u e]’:xlm{vn bettér and been above temptation ; but he has been the chief })lptter against
ought to mif ge pay he drew. Dismissal is an altogether inadequate pun;shment or such an evil
the Statel,) v: for ta{e example it will, with the other examples, suffioe, and so I reoozpmend it.
BT e bo rily mentioned that though medically declared sound when appointed to thp

g At N)‘; XXVI on this file), he is now so extemely deaf thaii even with the
metal ear trumpet which he always oarries it is mot possible tothoz!}ductt bm m htlh?;
personally, without a:ﬂ amount of close whispering and repeating that is out of questio
transaction of publio affairs. ion boint of view 10 stater

, envsaid it will be apparent that from a remission point of view nc -
mentﬁ;?lvl:hﬁa;t{m’s;’:htuﬁmaiyar has putphm band is worth the paper it is written on.’
S | (Signed) u ‘H S‘ﬁfoﬁf“' s
14th September 1885. . Siot Member aty, Tergors O Baard, )
(True Copy.) P e e
' (Signed) H. S. THOMAS, .
v .. First Member, Revento Board.
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APPENDIX XIII.

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST SHANMUGAM PIrral.

Shanmugam Pillai is huzur sheristadar of the Tanjore district. He joined the distriot and
1) Pago 1 of No. X. and 67 of No. X took up his office for the first time on the 6th
(1) Page I of No. X, an oS February, (1) having greviously been a tahsil-
dar. Before his joining the arrangements for the conduct of the jamabandi had been made by
the Collector’s head clerk, R. Venkatarbmaiyar, who was acting as sheristadar. On the Z2nd
February (2) he, Shanmugam Pillai, drafted
(2) 57 of No. X. No. X. oart 1 an order (3) for the approval of the Collector
(3) Enclosure 1 in No. X, part I. which was issued accordingly, requiring the
tahsildar to be responsible for the examination of his accounts. This explains (4) was because
W12 of X he did not like the part of the scheme which
’ placed the examination of the fields under the
Collector’s clerks, and the examination of the accounts under the Collector’s sheristadar. It was,
as he knew from his experience, contrary to custom, and he thought it objectionable ; so objec-
tionable did he think it that he not only drafted the order for the Collector’s signature, which
he takes credit for as an unusual and special (1)
8; Iljrzraﬁr‘;gh g l:fIX on page 3. order, but even before he got the Colleotor’s
Rt signature to this draft order, cancelling his
former explicit jamabandi order to the contrary, (2) his order directing that the karnams should
work under the then sheristadar, R. Venkatarimaiyar, even before he got thishe, Shanmugam Pillai,
took upon himself without sanction to set the Collector’s former order at naught (3) telling the
tahsildar that he would not examine the ac-
(3) 67, 68, X. counts, and ordering the karnams to take them

. . to the tahsildar. ,

In so doing he was doubtless right, but he must have been very sure he was right, and he
must have had strong reasons for thus making light of the Collector’s express written orders in a
district that was new to him, and he had had from the 6th February to 22nd February wherein
to form those views. Ifhe had been doing his duty at all rightly he must have had ample
reasons in that fortnight for seeing that it was a matter of importance to get the Collector’s
order about the conduct of the jamabandi cancelled. Seeing that in three days my olerks hit
upon the clearest evidence of fraud in the adangals, he can scarcely have failed in that fortnight
to get any inkling at all of it, especially when he had the advantage of being on the spot, and
seeing how things were being conducted. ,

But though he got this order issued which he takes credit for, himself calling it special and

(1) 8, 10, 11 of No. X, part I. unusual, he tells us he did not examine a single

. Sl) adangal account himself, though he is the

servant on whom the Collector has a right to rely to do that for him, and the object of the

order seems to have been to exonerate him, the Collestor’s sheristadar, from blame, rather than
to insure acouracy of accounts.

He is on the horns of a dilemma. If he says he did not look at the acoounts, then he stands
condemned out of his own mouth of having neglected his obvious duty. If he says he did look
at the accounts, then the frauds are 8o obvious that he has to answer for not having brought them
to the notice of the Collector. He steers between his Seylla and Charybdis by saying he examined
the accounts, and admitting he saw what we call frauds, but sa ing he did not think them sus-

(1) 38.and 39 of X in part L picious (1). It were better if he had honestly

o admitted what seems to be the real explanation
of his dilemma. It would seem that he saw, as he could not help seeing, the great scheme of
fraud that was being perpetrated, that in that fortnight which he took to think about it, he
saw the dimensions of the power arrayed on the side of carrying it out, recognized the danger of
the hornet’s nest he would have about his ears if he, a lone man in & new distriot, did anythin
active to bring it to the Collector’s notice, that he feared to face the oonspiracy single-handed, the
Brahmin power for which Tanjore is so noted, that he still meant to take no part himself in the

scheme, and aimed at keoping out of the matter altogether, neither joining it nor opposing it, so
he got the order passed which threw the responsibility of the accounts primarily on the taluk
establishment, and then held his tongue. If this be taken as the clue of his conduct, the anoma-
Lies of it become intelligible, ‘I'here is no necessity to suspect taking his share in corruption in
one 80 newly arrived in the distrist, and not yet knowing whom he could trust in so bold and larges
scheme. It is enough that whether from prudential or from higher moral motives he was afraid
to take part in it, and equally afraid to expose it. :

The fur_ther question then arises whether the Government can afford to allow its servants to

: bfe 11_131': afraid to do right than 9fr€.i% to sdo vlvrong, more afraid to serve the Government than
- airald o screen a conspiracy against it. Surely it cannot afford to keep in hi iti
who are afraid to perform the duties of those pgsitions. “pin high positions servants
But with this clue we will revert to Shanmugam Pillai’s conduct,

67

He endeavours to avoid complicity in the matter at all. First he says he did (1) not

. examine the accounts, he left the examination

(1) Paragraphs 3, 10, 11 of No. X, in part L. to his nine clerks; then he admits, as he is

probed by questions, that he sat, as every one knows he must have sat, by the Collector’s side when

X; . the remission orders were passed, and that he

(1) Paragraphs 10, 11, 14, 18 of No. X in part I was explaining (1) the accounts. His clerks

had made the usual scrutiny of the accounts under Mr. Stokes’ system, and written their memo-

randa of irregularities, these and the original accounts were with him for explanation to the

Collector. These memoranda (2) of the huzur

(2) The whole of part IL. clerks were as fraudulent as the rest of the

scheme, they passed over in silence all the glaring frauds and merely referred to unimportant
trifles. These trifles then were all that were put forward in the memoranda of the scrutinizin
clerks, all that the Collector’s sheristadar, Shanmugam Pillai, explained to the Collector, thoug

he had to admit, when questioned, that the alterations in the original accounts were of so palpable

a nature, that, in turning over the pages of the adangal to find the t_nﬂes, the frauds foz:oed them-

. I selves on his notice. And yet he did not (1)

(1) 38 of X in part 1. once mention their existence to the Collector.

Why P He says it was because he did not think them fraudulent. He has been a tahsildar

and must have well known their fraudulent character. What their nature was may be gathered -

from the several summaries in which they are detailed in connection with the people who

committed them. First entries (2) of *har-

(2) Page % og Summary in file No. 6. vested > rubbed out and written over with

n 3o o n o Mot remarks entitling to full remission, the earlier
Pages 2 to 9 of Summary in flo No. 5. remarks which showed the land to be really
(1) Pages 4 to 8 of Summary in file No. 3. liable to full assessment being still traceable.

Entries (1) of standing crop (ma.hasilxl) klliazl.ble
t twisted into short crop-entitled to full remission, the character of the change
to full assessment, twis r being self-apparent; all the entries of crop liable

(2) Page 4 of Summary in file No. 1. . to assessment qualified (2) at a stroke by a
L 9, 36, single foot-note reversing their character agd
3 S“:‘m";;’;h?i:;oﬁf_ 11 and paragraphs 26, 29, 52, 35 remitting them all. These and many otheragi)

palpable frauds, which it was utterly impossible
for him to help seeing, as he turned the pages to answer the quleotor’s questions a.bou.t the
trifles, these so foroed themselves on his notice that he has to admit, when pressed to it, in his
deposition, that he saw them, and yet he never once breathed a word about their existence to the
Oollector, becanse he says he did not think them fraudulent. Itis not as if he had f;o take
any formal steps «to report them. Itis that he sat day after day .by the Collector’s side,
examining those very accounts with him, turning over the pages which brought the frauds
before him then and there, and yet reticently wz'thboldmg: from the (?olle‘otor all knowledge of
their existence, And they were in hundreds, and always in the one direction of loss of Govern-
ment revenue. What authority had he to decide in his own mind on such wholesale frauds, and at
the very time that the Collector was asking him about petty disorepancies of the most trivial
nature. If he bad to answer the Collector about such very minor matters, and to sit there day
after day doing it, much more should he not have withheld the major matters, involving the
Joss of thousands and tens of thousands of rupees. Even if he did think them non-fraudulent
corrections, the irregular nature of the corrections as & mere matter of neatness and formality of
account was worse than some of the petty things put forward in those memoranda, and on
that ground alone he would naturally have just pointed them out to the Collector. But no, he
was, he admits, wholly reticent about their existence in any form.

There is no room left for doubt that, as above mentioned, he must early have become aware
of the conspiracy for fraud of Government revenues, that to save himself he got the order
passed which threw the onus of the accounts on the taluk authorities, and then kept quiet,
content to shield himself ; and that though thoroughly well aware of the wholesale frauds daily
passing under his eyes he let them pass unmentioned, nay more, was even posltlvely.retment
about them, withholding information about them while employed, trusted, and questioned by

counts.
the Cﬂlmgf 1?: i‘ﬁtn:ilém :ﬁat, as a Collector’s sheristadar, he hgs, to say the least, utterly failed;
and it has been advanced above that, even if qothix}g worse be imputed than fear to do his duty
to Government, still in the interests of administration some notice must be t?,ken of such gross
failure, so continuously and advisedly adhered to, in one employed in a high and well paid
oftice for the sole purpose of protecting the Collector and Government from just such- frands

‘a8 he knowingly permitted.

ing then that not from mere want of care, but with .his oyes well opeued, h_e inton-
tiona?l?u;grmft?ed ﬁ;h;mwlmlesale perpetration, on'an extensive scale, of frauds against the
Government revenues, and screened the perpetrators thereof by continuously mthholdmﬁ

* 'information, though it was his special duty to protect the Collector and Grovernment from suc

i ction to & clerkship on (Bs. 100) one hundred rupees, which is
]f::llfl%]s; Is:;ao:-ﬂ dw?igﬁeﬁg h&:el;d:s t:.hsildm' of Sankaranainérkoil just before his promotion to
the Tazjore s{leristy. ing also that his conduct, even though we take the most favorable

view open, evinces an utter absence of moral strength, I would suggest that he should be disquali-
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fied from hereafter being made again & huzur sheristadar or Deputy Collector. His promotion
too from Rs. 100 might fairly be barred for five years.

1 consider this very lenient treatment. In any mercantile office a man in his position
who had lent himself to ihe concealment of such frauds would be promptly dismissed,

(Signed)  H.S. THOMAS,
16th October 1885. First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Sgecial Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)
(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,

¥irst Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX XIV.

SuMmMARY OF BVIDENCE AGAINST (. KRristNa Rav.

Coimbatore Kristna Rau, Taluk sheristadar of Tiruturaipindi, in the Tanjore distriot,
inspected the fields in certain villages shown in enclosure No. 1 on this file, and in consequence
Rs. 12,315 of Government revenue, out of a total wet beriz of Rs. 17,097, were remitted on the
faith of his inspection notes. His inspections were therefore reinspected by the undersigned
with a view to ascertain whether or not they could be relied on for remission purposes.

In field No. 422 of the village of Shenkalénthi in the Tiruturaiptndi taluk, Kristna Rau
has noted that the crop had withered when green, and yet on my inspection I find that the
prttah number is divided into two holdings, and while the remark may be allowed to pass for
one holding, the other part bears all the traces of having borne a good erop in good strong stalks
and plenty of grain sprouting all over the field, showing that it must have been spilt in
harvesting, for how else could the ripe matured germinating grain be there, well distributed
all over the field. It could not have been there if the crop iad withered in the young green
stage as Kristna Rau has it in bis inspection notes.

The explanation given by Kristna Rau is no explanation at all, and practically amounts
to an admission, for if, as he says, it had partially ripened afterwards, and seen reaped, then
it could not have been withered green. It may have been green, but the addition withered was
gratuitous and is belied by the facts. Besides the so-called recovery was no partial oure, the
spilt germinating grain being enough to indicate a good harvesting. Adjoining fields on a

lower level were algo found to have been harvested and had been admitted by Kristna Reu’s
remarks in the adangal to have been harvested. In cases in which there was any room for
doubt, as in the other holding of No¢. 422, the doubt was always given in favor of the inspecting
officer for reasons that follow.

Much is made by the defence in this and other cases of the late period of our inspections.
“ Any inspection made after such a lapse of time would be likely to mislead ” is the burden of
the pleas for the defence. It may be as well to answer this objection by saying that all that
the lapse of time could possibly do would be to efface proofs of lands having been harvested, it
could not possibly create proofs that did not exist before, therefore it is clear that the lapse of
time could not tell otherwise than in favor of the men whose work was challenged, for in the
absence of thoroughly reliable proof to the contrary we could not be in & position to challenge
to our own satisfaction the reliability of their work ; because in like manner as we desired to test
the reliability of the inspection notes of inspecting officers, so also we ourselves could not record

in our inspection notes evidences of crop that were other than thoroughly reliable.

"~ Of No. 426, one quarter is said to have been cropped by the inspecting officer Kristna Rau
and three-fourths are remitted, but to our inspeotion the three-fourths do not differ in appearance
lf)rom th;l ope-fourth, and all seems from the evidence of stalks and sprouting grain to have been

arvested. y

But the strongest typical oase indicative of the real results of the flood is seen in Nos. 428,

429 and 430. There is a large thick bank some six or more feet high with field No. 430 on the
south side of it and fields Nos. 428 and 429 on the north of it, the bank only intervening. On
the bank are clearly seen the flood marks at 2, 2§ and 3 feet high in successive well marked
parallel lines showing where the water stood at different times. Of these three fields No. 430
1s admitted on the inspecting notes of the inspecting officer bimself to have been harvested,

and yet it differs in no respect either in position as regards depth of floodwater, or in appearance.

as regards stalks gnd spilt mature grain, from the fields on the opposite side of the same bank
that have been remitted in full. It is very clear that the three fields have all been thoroughly
well harvested.

T'he floods in this case were also good types. They extended to flooding the very streets of
the town of Tiruturaiptindi, and the cultivators deolared in a crowd that they had been continuous,
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a8 there had been big breaches 80 yards long in the Markakariar which had been left unrepaired
for a month, and the water could not drain oft because the Valavanar, which is the drainage
channel, was full o breaching. . ) . )

And yet we are none the less face to face with the fact that the inspecting officer himself
enters in his notes that some of these lands were at the time of his inspection harvested, and that
we find that others bear evidence at our inspection of having been also harvested.

. The true explanation clearly is that in such & flat country as Tanjore, where floods rise and
subside over large areas of many square miles inch by inch just as if they were being irrigated
on a large scale, and without any scour whatever, injury to the crops results not from the depth
but from the duration of the flood. This has been proved again from a comparison of the flood-
marks and the fields in many villages, and in one village the floods were gauged to be even
twelve feet high, and yet the crops recovered on the early subsidence of the waters.

Thus has it been demonstrated to us by numerous painstaking ms%ectmns that if we want
to arrive at the trath about the floods we must clear our minds of much glamour both as to our
late inspections being misleading and as to the arops being destroyed by irrigated crops having

been temporarily submerged. .
° Noa.P 225, gZH, 227,gwhieb had been completely written off as « destroyed " belonged to t/e

wealthy man of the village, and so obvious were the traces in stalk and fallen grain of their having
beon harvested that the owner, who had troubled us all the morning with every conceivable bold
subtlety, never presumed for a moment to contest the evidences of crop, but protested that these
fields belonged to another village, and not till by careful measurements he had been demonstrated
to be false, did he admit that he was lying. Of these fields, No. 225 had been hand-dug all
over, for there was not moisture enough for the plough to enter ; so great l.md been the pains
taken to obliterate evidences of the field having been cropped. But painstsking on our part also
iscovered the evideunces beyond controversy.
dm(K)z)"cher fields which ha,g been young sged beds at the time of the floods had certainly been
destroyed by them as entered by Kristna Rau, but these , true cases do not militate against the
false ones, arise from a distinct cause, the crop being so young and tender thet the floods which
did no injury to better grown crops yet destroyed them, and are readily recognizable from the

different arance left on the feld. ) i .
er’ﬁxliu: P111):)1withstand.ing certain true cases of flood destruction we are left with unmistakable

¢ well cropped lands having been written off as fully destroyed, and if it was unmistak-
ﬁ%ﬁsa‘i the timepgf our inspeetiongstlﬂl mfore':t]aukst it have been so at the time of C. Kristna Rau’s
i i that there can be no plea of mstake. )
mspe’i’tlllzn’c?:cul&r order of the C%lleetor requires, as indeed is the invanab'le rule, that the
inspecting officer shall enter the inspection notes with his own hand. But Kristna Ban, a talnk
cheristadar and ex-tahsildar of too long standing mnot to know better, allowed the karnam to
write his inspection notes for him and he initialled them, =~ ) ) .

One plea is that stubbles would be specially misleading in this particular year, because in"
land which has been overflooded the paddy runs chiefly to stalk, dnd the grain though in the
ear, is pulpy not set firm. All this was well known at the time of our inspections, and on this
acoonnt weglid not rely on strong stubbles alone unless accompanied by spilt grain or sprouting
paddy in good quantities well distributed all over the fleld. Careful scrutiny of these details
added much to our Jabors, but without such painstaking we copld not have assumed ourselyes.

But apart from fraudulent inspeetions committed in his own person, (. Krishna Reu, as
taluk sheristadar, is responsible for having allowed similar frauds in others to pass unchecked, for,
as taluk sheristadar, he is specially responsible for bringing such irregularities to light. His plea
is tliat it was practically impossible for him to serutinize and check the accounts, asthe work was
offectnally taken out of his hands by R. Venkatardmaiyar, the then husur sheristadar, sitting in
his office taking the work completely out of his ooutrol, dealing direet with karnams and taluk
olerks: while, on the other hand, the tEermanem; huzur sheristadar Shanmugum Pillai, though
for his own protection going through the farce of passing the accounts through the taluk sarutiny,
did so under such pressure of haste as to make any real check an impossibility. _

Put if the depositions of the tahsildar, J. P. Shrivavésalu Nayadu, of the actin
sheristadaz, R. Venkatardmaiyar, of the confirmed sheristadar, Shanmugam Pillai, an.d of t.he talu
head gumastah, Gopél Ran, are compared and extracts from them are put upin this file for
easy comparison, it will be seen that similarly each one lays the blame on the other, and from &

ublio point of view such a shifting of responsibility, if allowed, leads to no responsibility et all.
%Ve oan only hold each man responsible for doing what he knew was his own dl}ty'- C. Kmt.na‘
Rau knew, from long -experience, as well s from pars, h 28 of the Collector’s ciroular which
is No. XII1 on this file, that he was primarily nsible for the taluk acoounts, and his attention
was specially drawn to it by the special order No. XV on this file sent st Husur sheristadar
Shanmugam Pillai’s instigation. And if he found himself pushed into a position in which he could
not fulfill his duty he should have told the Collector. But ‘more than this, he cannot possibly
have been wholly ignorant of what was going on wholesale with his accounts, and & man in lus
position eannot be held blameless for entirely withholding it from the Collector. A man in his

iti t be allowed to be tacitly consenting to the frauds of others which it is primarily
K?.,”d&'} ?;"?ﬁng‘ema liogv{;t, and they weve so blatant that he cannot pombly- have been ignerant

of them, 15
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Looking then at his own frauds, and at his neglect of duty in shutting his eyes to the
frauds of otl;e::s, there is no option but to recommend his dismissal from the Government service,
and for remission purposes no reliance can be placed on his inspection notes.

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
7th September 1885. First Member of the Revenue Board,
' On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)
(Signed)  H. S. THOMAS,

First Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX XYV,

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGaInsT J. P. SuriNAVASALU Navapv.

J. P. Shrinavésalu Ndyadu, acting tahsildar of the Tiruturapfindi taluk, has been the inspect-
ing officer of 22 villages, and the remissions granted on his inspection notes amounted to
Rs. 31,434-14-3, out of a total beriz of Rs. 32,234-7-10.

Looking at the manner in which these inspections, on which so much depended, were con=
ducted, we find that though the Collector’s orders were that the inspecting officers should write
their remarks in the adangal themselves, this tahsildar wrote not one single remark himself, but
left it entirely to the village accountant to write them all, and then he initialled them in penoil.

The way in which he initialled also was such as to leave every opening for frand by subse-
quent alterations or additions. In some cases he initialled evey item olose up to it, showin
he knew he ought to do so, but generally he wrote one initial somewhere near the bottom of the
peze, 80 as to serve for the whole page, and nowhere near any of the remarks, so that there was
nothing whatever to prevent the village accountant from amending any one of his remarks or
ic.lding to them as he liked. However the tahsildar adheres to all the remarks as authorized by

im

‘That the tahsildar initialled most recklessly, quite regardless of the resulting loss of revenue
to Government, is seen by his having equally initialled a lar

: : en ge number of pages which, as far as
inspections and remissions were concerned, were blank. Evidently he initialled many of the books
off at a sitting without even looking to see if the page was blank, much legs affixing his initials
to individual fields as he should have done. His excuse that he signed because there was punja
or dry cultivation, is childish, for there was no necessity for him to inspect dry cultivation aé
all, no remissions were ever thought of in connection with it. It was wet fields only that he
had to take any note of, and he could not be a tahsildar for 3% years and be ignorapt of this.
Itis very.clear, from his admissions made in one village, that he merely went throuf} the form
of inspecting, not pretending to go from field to field, but taking a general view of the village
from skirting it. :

Then the nature of the items remitted is preposterous.

He certified that the first orop had been pd/or thorou hly destroyed, when he oould not
Kgs'sibly know what had become of it, because at the time of iis inspection there was and could

no sign of the first crop on the land, as the fields had been reploughed and a second crop
had taken the place of the first.

His explanation is that, having visited the villages for the purpose of olosing thegbreaches,
he had seen the whole country under water, and had concluded that the crops must all Rave been
destroyed. But he could not tell that there were crops under the water, there may equally have
been the stubbles of already reaped crops ; or even if the crops were submerged when qhe saw the
fields he could not tell how long they would continue submerged, could not tell therefore whether
they would be injured by it or not. With this useless explanation he has to admit in theend that
he could not possibly have seen the first crops which he certifies lost, and, simply believing what
was told him by the village accountants and cultivators, had noted them lost as if he had actually
seen them llllimﬁelf-

Then he has written against certain crops, first crop lost, second crop standing, by w ich
remark the field would be lLiable to assessment, but subgequex’xtly the staxI:ding orog is ):ml?f;ed
by an addition which bears the marks of afterthought unmistakably on its face, e may
write swalpa mahasul in Tamil, but wo cannot write mahkasul swalpa without showing that the
swalpa (slight), is in its wrong place and an afterthought. In this case then the certifying to
the first crop being lost was certifying to what he could not have seen, and the certifyin g to the
second arop being slight was an afterthought for converting what was already noted as Liable to
assessment into land entitled to remission.

Then we find all the entries in a whole village qualified at a stroke by a single remark on
the cover exglammg that when a short orop is mentioned within, one of less than 25 per cent.
is meant, or in other words one entitled to full remission. ' 3

‘sctively participating.
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i is not in one, but in several v.ill'ages, and is il? l;is own hand-
wﬁti%‘;lssll;zﬁ‘;k :l?a:hﬁeoov::: personally responsible for obtaining these remissions, and was
? . I3
O&I‘Of}]l-‘lhgl:lat;:l eg'asgo::l 301;?;;116:1‘311']:18&2;:}'1 “the rest standing OEOP”’,tand t%l? laist tlelﬁﬁr of ’Ehe
is wri i finishing off flourish, showing that it was the last letter of a
WOI"{g maha%ultlfn Ylﬁattg;dv;gga:e :;:Bme 1geft the word ’alpa for ghgh.t 18 sgueezed in in heeessanly
ot llmiei;t ) Alpa like swalpa, slight is itself a palpable unidiomatic afterthought, even if
:ﬁmﬁn ei ﬂ?)l:;'ish in the last letter of mahasul were not enough to show that here again what was
di:tinc:l written down as liable to assessment was unblushingly altered so as to make the lanq
titled {o full remission. The tahsildar says it was added under his orders. ot o font
» In another village having omitted to enter against the firet crops tliattthe% }:g'erg 08 2 :, oz{) ):
i i il the first crops were lost. is is written
note is made at the end of the book saying that all the wore lost.  This is written by
ildar adding to it in his own hand, “ this is quite right.
Z}ffezal;aﬁzo:vcc:ﬁ:f a.ixzt,wt;e if:g;;siﬁfe for hgim to certify to the loss of first crops which he had
e on i ies in this wise. The remarks on each
here are more than twenty entries in -
field - a‘;llcl)tbvgtg}hie: ::fed column in one line one under the other in a hand that fills eﬁch
e1 o howing that that was all that was originally meant to go into each column, or when
:}(: umxtl,_ﬁs need%d to be longer the writing would h.a.ve been smaller. ‘E)f the’s’e entries aﬁl tho:coi
th:terxlnzl((lae the land liable to assessment were qlllxahﬁ;.d by thetpreﬁfhats}tlﬁzt;e ﬁ};ﬁgr:v htjci ::;re
¢ imiting the yield to less than 25 per cent., 80 i )
;i:ﬁ? ;.‘Eﬁﬁ :gs:sf:ﬁﬁfel;?ltf;fmte :n};?teled to full remissili)n, a;]]d_lghesehasﬁies t:inxgi %)ric;ﬁx;s:i w}?ﬁfml;;
writi ! o palpable that the tahsildar had to admif 1it, a :
s]rlnal!:rﬁ:gl%:i dolx‘llzaeuil(llzl;glfisvgfieis,%e }())a\;erruling the village accountant’s estimate, on ﬁemg
the . lds. But it is not likely that the village accountant would have entered these fields as
e s rop if they were in truth short crop lands—it is not likely that he would have enlt:r?id
}):: ?Tl% :sgesé)ment what were entitled to full rgmission, and if they were at all doubtful lands
he would have kept the matter open till the tahsildar saw them. . 4 the Collsctor’s
° wI ther village the tahsildar, in direct opposition to invariable cus om an e Collo
li Qang rse has fzgom tbe stubbles estimated the yield on reaped fields, and of coursedm the
dmetion ¢ fef Il remission. First he says he did it from the stubble, then that the reaped straw.
dlrectloq D was till on the field for him to estimate from. Now every one knows that though
. e%m:f:ex::ra:s gfl wheat may be piled in England and kept (&1 the field, lrle?pﬁd lf)taddy never is
o if it 1 i i will fall out.
i i i that if it is not carried at once the gra: ; .
" ndm(i for t}:ﬁisﬁ?iﬂlz:: a{;i(s’)g eroai)s1 that are sown together, the kadapu coming up quickly and
i Ko apel:igﬁrst the udu later. The tahsildar has remarked th_at.the kadapu was destroyed
bemghreapd short crop, and 8o he has managed to get full remission. Now he potlﬂd never
A e 316 kadapu whioh must have been reaped in September or October in this ufdte {ef’-
?vﬂfe Bl??: inspection was in February, and if a flood had destroyed the kadapu it wo at the

same time have destroyed the udu. » has been changed into “short orop or destroyed.”

. “ d .
In two villages tbe remark  reape 1 t oxplain the transaction.
. : bl d the tahsildar cannot explain the tra
The %aﬂ(:gxe’ac')?dtﬁ%:elﬁ?fazzgn:ﬁea::hz‘fﬁ hzsmcllualiﬁed all the entries at a stroke by the general
n

e angal account book that the earlier crops, wudu
romatk in his 0% tllllz:(}l: Izaghz::;exl;:\fret:;nai“ %nugxt certainly be brought to remissi?n.” )
and kuru"_e—"1‘]"':‘:“”3.11a o he has not even initialled one single one of the village accountant’s entries.

f&nd in tha ‘i:l hive assed orders for remission if he had known that there was not a smg}e
No (;olleqtqr.wlou ' aI; inspecting officer on which to base them, only village accountant’s
word Er ;Tgu;ete::nta%sﬂdar he has put those remission items before the Collector and got them
Temarks, Y .3 ected.
sanctioned as if tll}ﬁ ﬁeld:rilw{ialie:enm‘i;l]l{)é ;ﬁi?ecting to full assessment have been rubbed out and
. In apother ’:h o ark% entitling to full remission. Both are traceable too clearly to be
written over Wi hrielltlil + has to admit them, pleading that the corrections were rightly made—a
denied, and the ta ts t%orou hly disposed of in other summaries to need repeating in th}s ‘again,
plea that has beezlh Og e c%ionss the tahsildar hak _repprted in_answer to certain questions sent
. Apart froxil1 . 389,11 thgekadapukar losses have been inspected.” But none of the kaflapukar
him for relzlti; 1: d?ng ot the time of the inspections, and the inspection, notes prove that other crops
crops were

. s 3 bliterated them. . ,
had taken their places In the sameet;ehdfs ?:;.(11133 is found in this tahsildar’s inspections, and of

Thus a grest variety of ty i which land which ought to pay full assess-
every type a ggoodly numb%r, g;;lﬁoﬁ g;efrg- (}gﬁm;lll)l)i'ssion. lThis tahsildargis. ansvlz'ely',able both as’
ment to Government, can bé . ubmgitted such fradulent accounts, and even if it were pleaded that
ingpectmg officer fgr hfa&!;gvmage acoountants, by whom he had unfortunately befe: duped, heA
they were the de?bls 0 tahsildar ohecking accounts for submitting such palpable frauds to.the
would be responsible as ta uch plea, because the remarks in his own hand on the covers of the
g;)llec;c{r.a wf‘ﬁthg :;;:e:hl;:v sby their nature that he was thoroughly informed and fully and

ang; . e

’ . . . ent to prepare we did not know that
gave this tabsildar the}ﬁ w:gts%mhighly I1,nc§1pa.ted. He bad had the
o o o 15 fullest instructions how to preparé it and:yet

* No. XXXV in past IT of fle No. 13- there came pleas in plenty that there were

At the time when we
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such and such insurmountable difficulties in the way. At that time we had mot examined his
inspeotion notes. It had not been possible in the pressure of other calls. 'L'he revelations which.
these notes have made fully explain that the tahsildar was far too deeply inculpated to prepare
an account which would bring every fraud to the surface in a tabulated form.

Acting Tahsildar J. P. Shrinivdsalu Néyadu having exhausted types of fraud in himself,
makmg‘ out & claim for Rs. 31,434 of remission, and been tahsildar of the taluk looking on
while like frauds were perpetrated on all hands, till remissions to the extent of close upon
2} lakhs of rupees were granted in his taluk alone, the conclusion seems inevitable that the least
punishment with which he can be visited is that the services of so unprofitable a servant should
be dispensed with,

Like all others he has had the amplest opportunities f laining hi i £
charge has been shown him in the origlznal agtﬁmnts. " explaining hizeel! and every item o

(Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

2nd November 1885,

(Signed) H. S. THOMAS,
¥irst Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX XVI.

——

SoMMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST RaJARATNAM PILLAL

1t being desirable to test the reliability of the field inspections on which the remission of

Rs. 30,268 of assessment had been given in the Ne i

] . ] _ ) gapatam taluk, and

inspections made by officials of such high position as to acoredit them, with $2:2 tfgsc;:ggx:il;
trustworthiness, certain willages inspected by the Town Sub-Magistrate and Deputy Tahsildar of
Negapatam, Rajaratnam Pillai, were selected and re-examined by the First Member of the Reve-
nue Board in company with D. Vedagheri Aiyar, acting tahsildar, employed on special duty,
the m:_Pe"tl‘:E being confined to fields on which remission had been granted on the report of the
::I;iﬁ?) rnﬁ r?heie;-n;x; ig;oumstances which, from an examination of -the account books, seemed to

In the village of Vadakudi in the vattam of the sam i i

accountant had written in the (adangal) No. 4 account “ izm;gglg ot held No. sty the village

’ . . .
the land to payment of assessment, while the Sub-Magistrate and Depu(tu}: '&efﬂgiﬁﬁdﬁfﬁﬁﬁ
Pillai, coming & month later, wrote skdvi mattukattai, which means withered arop rnzedeown by

cattle, and which brought the land under full remission Considering that i
b ' ! . the vil
had made his entry just about the time of harvesting, and that i% was noi‘:3 vs:ae:)gi;;fo oil;n?: .
private interests, it was questionable on the face of the account how Rajaratnam Pilg;i ooul?l'
a,rrn;e at and re(t:ordhexa(i:lyhorapomtle conclusions, entitling the land to full remission of Govern-
ment asse i
re-examiuzs?lll?: éevivd.en e had only the stubbles to go by; therefore it was thought well to
On re-examination the field was found to have been irrigated and once ploughed, and to be

still standing in water. Nevertheless there was unmistakeeble evide i
and that the village accountant’s first entry, overruled by Raj aratngxcl,f gﬁt‘: t lfl:(;i ﬁ;(:;xe;l;ctl':&);
one; .for the stubbles were thickly set together and strong, and even lengt’hed as when clean
cut with a scy_ele,’and not thin uneven and close to the root as when cattle grazed : also th a
very free sprinkling, well distributed over the field, of paddy seedlings which were obvigrzlwatshe'
grains which had fallen in the reaping of the crop, as ripe paddy is easily shaken off £ u )lrm
ing very loosely to the ear, not firmly as whea$ does. v en ol from oling-
It was argued for the defence that it was only natural that there sho

of paddy here and there. But this plea ar. t ; .
Judus, for it must be well known tol:my ongeu:vsi ! 1(;(; ;nueh bold reliance on the ignorance of the

field had really been cattle grazed there would have o oo of agricultural ﬁ)mOtiee that if the

ey A el een no spilt grain at all, for had the stalk
1din , ad the sta
g:&?: to ylelding grain it would have been out for straw, and not left to be grazed down by

The argument used for the defence, that our inspection was muoh later than Rajaratnam,

Pillai’s, cuts two ways, for it urges that so also - i : :
sooner after the reaping than joaratna.m Pil?gi;‘stas the inspection of the village acoountent

neutralise the evidence of seedlings, that they must have
The plea put forward in another case, by the sam

be made for the unavoidable haste accompanyin

ised by the evident caution exercised b{ the dege

he qualifies the land for remission not always hurriedly writi i e ;
pidi) short crop, but recognising that he is tied in g mZa:genl]g' Zﬁghffﬁfg‘;'ﬂﬂcﬁm‘;m’ ,(el;:?k-

uld be sprouting grains

been borne of seeds, and seeds of harvest.

while on the contrary no lapse of time can

1o defendant, that sume allowance should
the inspection of wide areas, is much neutral-’
ndant in the nature of the remarks by which

(mdttukattai) ocattle ed, in ink an
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that the crop had been cut, and hence writing the appropriate qu'a.liﬁoation “ cattle grazed,” and
not even lotting that stand alone, but making its meaning unmistakable by adding to it shévi,
and accordingly remission was granted. ) i o
The plea that but fow out of many fields were taken exception to at our reinspection is
met by the fact that it was impossible for the First Member to spare the time for the personal
inspection throughout the whole district of any but selected fields which the accounts seemed to
indioate as requiring reinspection. ] '
& In No. 7%’ of the samg village the case was precisely the same as 1n No. ¢ a.bove. explained.
In No. 91 of the same village the case in again practically the same, only evidencing an
exactitude of remarks that precludes the defence of the pressure of undue haste.
In the Palakadu village of the Vadakudi vattam the position 18 again practically the same.
And 50 on with the marginally-noted fields in another village inspected by B. 8. Rangaya
Néyadu in company with the young Asl_slstm}t
Sangamang Jlam vattam, Palianur village. Col]ector, Mr. R. H. Shlp];ey,. Only.Mr. Shlpley 8
Nos. 98, 132, 13%, 1}, 131, 333, 141, 3143, 118, 203, 204, 342, Totes have not been put in in evidence though
agl agl agl 29l s18 dge, they are here recorded because ss the note
which accompanies them shows they were incom-
plete and could not be used. All these fields have the same tendency of showing some more
strongly than others that Rajaratnam Pillai recommended for remission fields which the karnam
had noted as liable to assessment, and the re-examination of which showed that there_ Was no dou.bt
about the karnam having been in the right. The recommendations of Rajaratnam Pillai for remis-
gion are thus condemned on both sides, and the effect of his conduct was to defraud Government
of its revenues in a matter in which a man of his experience cannot have erred from ignorance.
As to Rajaratnam Pillai’s statement that he had himself seen the village flooded and had
gone about the fields in a boat, it has been a})updantly demonstrated again and agsin in the
course of this inquiry that except for a very limited area, extending at most to a smile field,
there has been no scour, and that water spread quietly over large areas in precisely the same
quiet way as it is ordinarily spread in the course of irrigation, does no injury at all to the
rice crops unless it stands for a cc;ntinuﬁ:n period with the ears submerged, that it is duration
: of flood that is matter of importance. e
ot e%tlzlel;t it results that for remission 11))urposes Rajaratnam Pillai’s obviously fraudulent entries

t make his inspection utterly unreliable. o . .
e There is no alternative but to recommend this officer’s dismissal from the publio service.

(Signed) ]b1 S.leIE[OﬁlgAS, Board
First Member of the Revenue Board,
3r.d August 1655 On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
~ First Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX XVIIL

——

SymMARY OF EVIDENCE AGAINST V. Varrur Aivar,

. this fle shows that forty villages in the Negapatam taluk were inspected
by VE&%;):}I\?‘K%‘;I lﬁ)gpuc;f Tahsildar of Tiruvélar, and Rs. 21,625 have been remitted out of a
total wet beriz. of Rsﬁizg,lﬁlelds in another direction, and time was pressing, in that the freshes

were%: tIhZﬁv?rssP:cn d the water was being everywhere let on to the fields, I asked the Aoting

i ector, accompanied by one of my staff, Rangaya Néyadu, to inspeet simul-
gﬁﬁuﬁiﬁt&fﬁfﬁg direction tall):ing some of the villages inspected by Vaithi Aiyar.

From s general view of the reinspection notes of the Acting Head Assistant Collector,

Mr. Shipley, and of Rangaya Néyadu, together with the explanation of Vaithi Aiyar, the deputy

tah;sildaf there seems no room for doubt that not a few lands, which on reinspection have been

found to ’have been reaped and are even admitted by the owners to hav? been reaped, have never-

theless been remitted in full. iinal il 168 of th :
n d that the karnam has made original pencil entries of the Tamil 4,
meanIi‘:o l?lfeg i:ilt(;:?rlez;:rﬁgf aruppu or aruvadai harvested, which has afterwards given place to
g d been remitted. The karnam says his son made the entries
hsildar says be found the second ink entries correct. The

at his dictation. The deputy ta ; he word of the mirasida
. L . 0. The karnam admits he went on the word of the mirasidars not
f,‘:,“ifﬁ"o":ﬁ"ifgiit,litogflﬁrmﬁm oould be anyroom for doubt between the appearances of reaped

‘and grazed stubbles. 19
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Altogether there seems to hdve been a great deal of culpable laxity, the karnam allowing
his son to do his work for him, and being guided by the statements of the oultivators in prefer-
ence to the evidence of his senses, and the deputy tahsildar being too 1eadily acquiescent in the
proposals of the karnam.

This deputy tahsildar’s case differs materially from all others that I have yet had to do
with.. There is no evidence that he has ever gone out of his way, as others have, to do & positive
act of his own in favor of remission as if he were ever so'slightly interested in making out a oase
for remission. He has only shown a want of energy or a want of character, it cannot be
said which, in checking the karnam’s statement, and in placing himself in antagonism to the
clamouring crowd of cultivators, and to the tide of officialdom everywhere in favor of liberal remis-
sions, extending freely to fraudulent remissions. He does not appear to have done anything
fraudulent himself, but to have desired to remain on easy quiet terms with all about him, culti~
vators and officials, by not setting himself up to oppose the current. Something also may be put
down to perfunctory inspection in & man that had had as many as forty v-gluges to inspect.
Considering that it takes a day and a half or two days, all day in the sun, to inspect a single
village thoroughly, some idea may be gained of the labor entailed in inspecting forty villages.

%Vhile therefore hesitating, in the absence of any positive act pointing in that direction to
impute fraudulent intent, I think it cannot be denied that, from want of diligent and unflinching
discharge of the duty committed to him, a large amount of Government revenue has come to be
remitted that ought not to have been remitted, and as the consequences to Government are serious
when in such cases officers do not discharge their duty as thoroughly as they should, I recom-
mend thet Vaithi Aiyar, deputy tahsildar of Tiruvélir, be suspended for three months and be
then ordered to revert to his permanent post with the loss of promotion for & year.

For the reasons above mentioned, which it will be seen irom the reinspection notes extend

over not a few cases, the reliance to be placed in his inspection notds for remission purposes will
have to be considerably discounted.

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
9th September 1885. First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) H. S. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

APPENDIX XVIII.

—

SuMMaRY oF THE EVIDENCE AGAINST Naravanasamy A1var AND NARAHARI Rav,

Nérdyanasfmy Aiyar is acting tahsildar, and Narahari Rau, sheristadar, of the Negapatam
taluk. The acting tahsildar is necessarily from his position the more- rominent ofgtb?two
in some respects, while in others the sheristadar, who is a singularly able masterful mau, is

from his office primarily responsible for the accounts, The two have worked tagether, hand and
glove, and may best be dealt with in one case, for the history of the Negapatam jamabandi and
their connection with it, need not be twice written.

To understand it aright it is well to bear in mind that the Negapatam ja i com-
menced before the conduct of the Collector’s staff in Tiruturaipindi w%spfully 39(13111:12?11,1(110 ofhat
at the outset we find nothing abnormal about it. Then there are clear traces of the example set
in Tiruturaipindi having been followed, and lastly there is s regular patching up after the
arrival of the Commission in Tanjore, so that the Negapatam jamabandi passes through three

distinct phases. This alone is suggsstive of anyth; i i
hat horst men shoia pme 18 ggs anything but the uniform straightforward oourse

The blame if promptly laid on the villa

But they play & more important part in the N
inoulpate ra,tz P Par in the egapatam taluk than elsewhers,

Manuvéthan Kaja, ordered that the karnams shoul(i first be

No. 4 (adangal) account, the heading of which is “ Remarks of the karnam.” The tahsildar

thereon represented by urzee (enclosure 1 of No. XVIII i : "

not to commence till after the karnams had recorded)itlim :oiirgxlle ilés%efcti}): oi mﬁﬁm

opinion of the state of the crops, the field insgeotion would be greatl delayeti. But the Head

thmemhtﬁa%(;ge‘igf’ dlg:’nu;ﬁ‘ﬁn R:J% a;lhere to his order, saying hat 8s the karnams knew
no

enclosure T in No. XVIII of this ﬁle)? ar mare than three or four days (seo paragraph 3 of

The tehsildar must have known thj .
d&id he object to the karnams beinvgmmaﬁ: &tg g::‘l; as the Head Assistant Qollector. ‘Why then

) iy . record their ini the
taluk sheristadar, who is primarily responsible for the taluk a.ooo:rtg, (:'gz.lllllgishf)ugllft}’:s ax;;i e
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i he karnams were the origin of all evil in the accounts, they should have
::.»:;t: tiz{:;n 1::1; sg’o%?aztt to the karnams evading responsibility and check by not filling in that
column. Besides, it was no new thing that the Head Assistant Collector was mtroducl:ﬁ, he
was oniy insisting that the sccounts should be properly written up according to the manual, for
that column should always be filled in by the karnams before the next column, No. 19, is filled
in by the inspector. It is singular, therefore, that the tahsildar should h,ave objected, but it is
inteljl’igible when we find in the sequel what an important part the karnams’ remarks ﬁn column 18
play, and how well it would have been for the tahsildar and taluk sheristadar, as well as for some
Other'i"hlef tﬁiﬁdhagsgiz:;tb iﬁ:h%;eving negatived the tahsildar’s objection, the karname were
ordered to write their remarks on the state of the crops in column 18. They had to do thll)s, H: it
remembered, on their own individual responsibility and subject to subsequent mspectn;mh y they
knew not wl’lom and at a date previous to the Collector’s olerks, and‘hls conduct of the jama-
bandi in the T’irutu.ra.ip(mdi taluk having given courage to fraud. (Jonseqlrn\antly we find that
the karnams filled up their No. 18 column as far as we can see correctly. They erqteedagmtnft
many field numbers the Tamil word “ egt,” which in remission thseology, :(.is tzxgl ained 1 the
report, has invariably the technical meaning harvested, unless distinet] quahﬁl i :,e contrary.

d Then came the inspection by the Revenne inspectors and clerks. These wrote in many
instances *right” against the karnams’ remark ¢ eut,"’ or ha.ryested, and thfe a.gl.mts w?;-e
returned to the taluk office, where the tahllk shaHriswtgd&f i8 pmnlmplsy;e rg"csil;fgnst)}gieoel?: 5 eg;r l;;:ﬁ;: t(};
and there & transformation scene takes place. d the several inspeot: icere bean made to
initi . 8 account (or memorandum of remittable items), which is really only a p
(1)1;1 gfel itthe?nsN :ntir:d by the inspecting officers for remission, and to tally it t-h.e(xins:llves a8 ogll)-xi-ﬁ(;t,
then the responsibility would have been distinctly theirs, and with fixed mﬁh(s; du msp:ﬁglta.l
rhaps have had no changes. But at the same time if they had done so

:ﬁiyrsi]s]t(::ili Iv?fould have been reduced to a cipher. They did not do so, and the taluk sheristadar

i maste: gition (No. XXI, 17). Before the accounts have left
:1111(1' hllxs (ﬁrksavivnere:vée‘fi;d the rskac:tfn:zlnz’Pl(')emarlm( have been materially altered, the word  cut”
h vir mlla enagso distinotly qualified as to rob it of its primary technical meaning of harvested,
Cto lf it applicable to a very limited portion of the field instead of the whole, and the
l.;r e m’z:; ‘la'ema.rlgl;tands cut short crop at such s rate, or cut so much, a,l_l the rest shavi, and as
o ine eotor’s remark “ right” still %acks it, it is taken up for remission and orders for full
e e e gbta,ined . also the karnam’s remark harvested is scratched out with a penknife, and
Eeuzlssu::& B<‘>r: withered’or short crop or waste or sged-bed lost is written over it, with the'siilne
r::ufi? ythat the assessment is remitted, where neither karnam nor mspecturi‘g. (Lfﬁcqr ?ndgilflt hg;
meant that it should be. This is done after courage has been taken from Tiruturaipund: ;
i missions. )
. th?egzgggsasfhzf:ﬁlif ; - tanfll‘ll;z Commission is in the district, and every detail of our
o era.tigns has been communicated, from the taluks where we were first engaged, to N le;ga.pa.tahl?,
w?hich we have not yet reached, and ithis known tha:o a}c):go:imt? 0::3 begg;:;ir{gv;l;eﬁ:gaﬁ si(ff;ganﬁ
i i i are sure 5 . ; i
exlaﬁlgﬁd F&i&?t;lgzgl(&mhiﬁh&v?md them themselves for the first time, and taking them
ttgthe I?::d Assistant Collector, Manuvéthan Raja, and subsequently to thehy(()iung Ansgastant
i-lov. who was for a brief interval his Jocum tenens, represented that the):‘ ad no confidence
o Shlpkzyéhat had been erased and altered, and thereon obtained orders to ¢ strike off ¥ every
p” re?igmission in whioh there was a palpable interpolation or erasure and alteration in 1?(;}1 4
2000 0n’c (adangal) and thus the appearance was given to the unwary of & careful scrutxhan y sl‘: 63
:gggznts and tﬁe elimination by the tahsildar and taluk sheristadar of every entry that show
mgngl‘(ifiél !ﬁ::ﬁg })se e&:a. ?&Zﬁ v:)lfﬂ;he tahsildar and taluk sheristadar, that their action was to
their credit as they themselves had discovered the tricks of the k.a.rnams, t?at t_heg' had: (i(laln: it,
oL 0 ctive of the Commission, in the honest and sedulous dlschargq of their uty:i at on
q}nfb 1rr'egpei;helse erasures and interpolations they had gone thrqn§h their a.ooonn!'.s and elimin-
vk gt case of the sort, had even reinspected to assure themselves they were right, and that
;ted :ﬁ:{ry gottlement as revised was thoroughly to be relied on (No.-X%[, - 16, No, XXhII, ]0%;
" ‘The questions that remained for us were, was the purging honest, Was the purging thoroug]

- : mission purposes be accepted P
% th%?irv:th avtv:: Itn}:au;a:rglngghltlof::sﬂ Ifovl:epa.re to believe itl;) so, then we must also believe 8 good

. iove that though the taluk sheristadar had, with his staﬁ' of

T o ek e magunan amasiaa), goustrough ol e ssomis o Ghngh they

. ission lists on which remission orders ssed, ‘ )

hod transcribed from them tho remission franscription tallied and itialled those
ibed, though they had after ption t: : :

b s e, e o i b

romes of the taluk t,hey had never once noticed one of those tamperings: V;l y thwmg y

though they can find them casily enough whon they ohoose to look for hem, though they até w0

tt:{Ugbl t}i;.t my olerks find them out at onoe ; indeed, within ten minutes o °“rt?’;£m, S0
Eahflt: o?ﬁoe one of my clerks discovered and showed me one such case in an aocount \

us for the first time. ald make all these erasures, rewritings and interpolations

e e v o o e
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amounted to forgery, unless ho was very sure that the taluk officials, who could not help seeing
them when tallying the transcribed remission lists, were parties to them and would not bring
him into trouble for them. The karnams would never have had thie hardihood to do anything
of the sort unless the taluk officials had bid him do it. Rumour says that u certain fixed sum per
village had to be paid by each karnam to the taluk sheristadar as a contribution. But without
trusting ever so slightly to rumour it is clear that something must have been openly done in the
taluk office to assure the karnams that they might commit patent forgery with impunity, aye,
and must commit it, or they would incur taluk displeasure which surely culminates in dismissal ;
else how could we find not one but many karnams running their necks into such a too obvious
noose. But if the tahsildar and taluk sheristadar’s version is to be believed we must also
believe the impossible thesis that all these karnams were so mad.

It may be answered that it was equally mad of the taluk officials. Not so. They were not
going to subject those accounts to any scrutiny. They expected in the common courss none but
their own and that of divisional clerks whom they had already gained over. The acconnts
which they would lay before the divisional officer would be the usual clean transoripts, and least
of all was there any probability of such a heretofore unheard of thing as the advent of a
Revenue Board Member commissioned to inquire.

Again, if it is said that it was not in the taluk office but before the inspections, that the
karnams made these erasures, rewritings and interpolations, which directly altered the sense of
the original entries, then we are asked to believe that the karnams had the still further hardi-
hood to do them at a stage when they would have to run the gauntlet of yet an additional scru-
tiny, that of the inspectors. We are also asked to believe that all these inspectdts endorsed them
~all as “right ” without ever one single comment on so many tampered records. It is too much
to ask of us, and yet they do ask it. They play the game out to the end, and take a deposition
from one of those inspectors in which he says he 1hinks the alterations were not so many
when he inspected. What does it matter whether they were many or fow then, there are still
the two horns of the dilemma above set forth, and they have themselves admitted by their own
action that they obtained remissions on tampered entries which they have themselves condemned
as untrustworthy.

. it is desired to refer to the record for the facts of the above arguments it will be found
that the alterations, erasures and interpolations appear in No. IV on this file ; No VI, No.
VIII, No. XIV, paragraph 3; No. XX, paragraphs 10, 12, 32; No. XXI, paragraph 12, in
two places, and in the answer to question 24. The defence is also there.

There also appears the extra fact that when all this show is made of having discovered

tamperings with the record and thereon had a fresh scrutiny of the record, and even & re-exam-
ination of fields in some few cases, in order to disallow, or * st

i rike off ” as they put it, the already
granted remissions in all doubtful cases, still the sorunity is not complete (see also No. XX, 28,
and XXI, 37, 39, 40, 41, 42, and No. XIX,). It is a mere mock scrutiny sufficient to make a

show of having discovered and rejected fraudulent entries, and it has not really embraced all
fraudulent cases, so that we may accept the remainder of the remissions as reliable. It has
only sufficed for a show and the elimination of the most patent of the forgeries. The network
Jf fraud has been too complex to admit of its being all set right in this easy manner.

The conclusion is then that this purging of doubtful items was neither honest nor thorough.

Again we find another singular change of front. Whereas remissions had been freely given
on kadapukar crops before the Commission entered the district, the majority of those remissions
are suddenly disallowed, and this not by the divisional officer, but at the instance of the tahsil-
dar (No. XX1, 43). The reason assigned is that there had been no petitions for remission in all
those cases which they subsequently disallowed, and the statement (No. XX, 26 and No. XXI,
43) that one of the remitted cases in which there had been no petiti

ons had been admitted by
the cultivators themselves to have been harvested, was scarcely sufficient reason in itself for
disallowing the whole class of cases, any more than it would be justifiable to disallow all shdpi

throughout a taluk because it had been found to have been fraudently allowed in one single
case. No notice seems to have been taken of the fraudulent inspector which would have been
the ordinary course if they thought he had acted fraudulently. They do not touch the man, but
they strike gut the whole class of cases, and only on the ground that no petitions for remissions
had been put in. But there were equally no petitions %(1)-

' . r remission at the time the tahsildar
and taluk sheristadar passed them as right to be submitted for remission. No change had

really taken place in the circumstances, except the advent of the Commission. And they thought
it prudent to strike out a class of cases which they knew must be false, for every one knew that
the kadapukar crops yielded a harvvest in the majority of cases.

Then again we find that the taluk authorities had actually proposed to get remissions on out.
shdvi, and had a bundle of remission abstracts ready for the purpose. They had seen that it had
been largely granted in Tiruturaipfindi taluk, so the

' : y were prepared to see if it would be
accepted, though the tahsildar and taluk sheristadar must have both known thoroughly well

that it was directly contrary to all orders both general and special.
(No XXI, 45). -

Again permanent waste (mamul tharasu) which is always charged had been remitted, being
thrown in with the legitimate waste remissions. So that it must have esca ed notice in the
superior officers of the Collector and the Board when once it had passed through the taluk
accounts. No tahsildar or taluk sheristadar could have been innocent when proposing such an

But it was not sanotioned.

77

btained remission orders on it, well knowing what they

item for remission, and yot they had o on to be examining taluk accounts they thought it

bad done, for when the Commission was 8e

pradent to strike it off (No. XX, 9 hich could never have been seen for the inspector’s
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: i H. 8. THOMAS,
with. (Sl%‘ni:i)Member of the Revenue Board,
18th September 1885. On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.
(True Copy.) ”

omed)  H.S THOMAS,
(Signe 1‘2irs): Member, Revenue Board.
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remitted, and in tampering with the accounts so as to concesl the fact ; his action being not under
unavoidable pressure of superior authority, but voluntarily coneurring.
So strongly did I feel that the bare fact of a tahsildar having acted in accordence with the

wishes of his superior officer must not be taken as alone sufficient to justify the conclusion that

he did so willingly, and that every allowance must be made for his subordinate position, that in
taking his deposition every opportunity, short of actually suggesting it, was given to Dévasa-
gayam to explain why he had acted as he did. But he adhered throughout to the same line of
defence as did the Deputy Collector, M. Tellanayakam Pillai, showing that they were acting
fully in concert. .
He commenced by denying (1) the writing
up of the accounts afresh, denied that the
vazapathis had been rewritten, and declared that if there were any duplicates they must be
karnam’s (2) rough copies. But his own and
other signatures on the earlier and the

(1) Paragraph 1 of XLIIJ, part I.

(2) Paragraph 11, XLIII, part I,

{3) Paragraphs 45 to 55, XL1II, part I. second vazapathis disposed (3) of this false
' pretence. . )
He contended, with the Deputy Collector, that the closing of the jamabandi on the 29th
il 18R
(4) End of paragraph 7, XLITI, in part I. April 18R5 was not final, but (4) that that was

a mere ad interim closing of the accounts for the
temporary purpose of facilitating the collections, and he has the effrontery to tell us that the

(5) 13 and 45, XLIIL, part L. accounts which he laid before the Deputy

Collector were not (5) signed by him at the
first scrutiny because he could not then vouch for their accuracy, while he admits that in every

) case he sat (6) by the Deputy Collector at the

(8) Paragraph 69 on page 23, XLIII, in part L. time of remigeion, explainigg {he very acoounts
which he says he would not sign because he could not depend on them as correct, and he had
: already signed as correct and submitted in prac~
(7) 65, 60, XLII1, part 1. tically the same form those (7) very acoounts to

the Deputy Collector when at Kumbakénam. The idea is too preposterous to expect any one to
beleve, and eventually the tahsildar has to admit, on the irrebutable evidence of accounts, that

he had {8) signed them in the usual course at
(8) 86, XLILI, pastI. the first scrutiny, and that the first sorutiny
was in point of fact the usual tinal jama-
©) fg’ XI:I,H’ pa:t L bandi (9), and that the second sorutiny would
(10) 14, XLIIL, part T never have been thought of but (10) for the

advent of the Commission.

Driven from point to point in the effort to support such an utterly impossible proposition, the
tahsildar’s deposition, carefully studied, is a strong iilustration * what a tangled web we weave
- when first we practice to deceive.” Tt is a mass of such preposterous conflicting statements that

it becomes & question, on this score alone, whether a public officer in his position, who lays
himself out to tell falsehood after falsehood to a superior officer sent to inquire of him about Lis
duties, should not on that ground alone be dispensed with ; for what reliance can be placed on
the report of an officer who is shown to have such an effrontery of falsehood. _

On the particular case in point, however, the pretending that the jamabandi was not olosed
on the 29th April 1885, and that the subsequent tampering with accounts was merely a part of
the ordinary jemebandi, the summary in the Deputy Collector's case may, mutatis mutandis,
be read also, if any further evidence is thought necessary. For in all things connected there-
with the tahsildar was the carrier out of the Deputy Collector’s arrangements :—

“10. The Deputy Collector professes to have been very artially informed of what was
geing done with the acoounts, and never to
: ave authorized * the writing of fresh remis-
t$and § of No, %%%gﬂ in g::: g sion abstraots. But it is distinotly proved
Page :13 oz %gzm in part 1. that it was under t his orders that the rescru-
» lof3 . ) tiny, as he calls it, of the accounts took place
o z'}‘k"’ﬂif?,f:,gf D in part 1L, indeed ho admits # and takes oredit for it : and
XVII in part L. the accounts of 35 villages he says§ the

. i tahsildar says 79 villages || were sent to him,
and he was evidently kept thoroughly informed by notes from the tahsildar of how things were
going on, and must have issued strict orders, for the tahsildar’s reply shows that extraordin

* Question 49 of XLII of part II.

9 No. XVII in part L. pressure was being put on the establishment
¢ me , to get the work finished soon, and the remark
** Page 3 of enclosure 2 in No. XXV in part I1.- made to my clerks shows he knew exactly

' how ** many villages remained to be done
and who will believe that any tahsildar would have the hardihood to rewrite the remissiox;
abstracts containing the orders of the divisional officer

superior, and to send them to him unless he knew h
Kvidently they worked together.

| “ 11. The collusion of the Deputy Collector and tahsildar is clearly shown in another place,
The Deputy Collector. and the tahsildar both meant to make out that the first jamabandi was

e had that divisional officer’s sanction.

, fronted with accoun

~ oertain proofs also that bu

, 80 88 to modify those orders of his .
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i ing the collections to proceed, and was never '
merely & provisional one, for the sole purpose of &lkxlﬁgw bo a final settlenc}llex;t lfm: t%;‘? ’ﬁ’ag So
i ion 13 of No. XXXVII in hsildar deposes (1) that he initialled none
o Eptit (ifl.quemon 7 and question 18 07 7 zlfliht:remission ggstraotz l&igﬁ)efore.thtei1 D:%I:_ty
. . :r bei because he was not at all certain that they.
Collector for his orders in token of their being oor:;(;tg 001?1?(:3013; and the Deputy Collector deposes
(2) Question 36 of No. XLIT in part IL. that he allowed (2) this in the tahsildar, and

passod his orders for romission without the tabiildar's initial, though the tabuildar was preront
f 3 n ]

and explaining the acoounts of e?;el{)e“arml'laggeh?; liili:iz.l the tahsildar still contends that those
t after aocoun initials were always affixed (3) at the second
(3) Question 47, 52, 62 of No. XXXVI in part II. scrutiny, which was, according to hntn, *gie

. ta. till again account after account makes this possession too untenable

real sorutiny of the accounts, till ag and eventually the tahsildar has to admit 4)
(4) 65 of No, XXX VIL in part II. that the first scrutiny was the ordinary jama-

bandi fully completed and that there would have been no further scrutiny but for the Deputy
an

i i ission, and the Deputy Collector also
Collector’s order in consequence of the coming of glgvfzxmﬁto on, and b e e rditios (5) of

i 1L tention has to admit that he had

8, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 of No. XLII in part such a con : h
i (‘5) 3 hsildar’s initial being affixed to all accounts before they were laid before hmg.
ingisted on. tho tabs The clerk’s depositions |supportd th:ed same (6)
. XXXIII in part IL. one who has ever conducted a jama-
@ Pur!:’smp,h; of’No XXXV jnl;m I ?)zgd?vfl{lst know that it would not be other-

wise. No divisional officer would think of going on passing remission orders day after day for

village after village while the tahsildar was all along saying that he would not initial the

accounts because he could no vouch ior ei y ivisi duct-
b h d t h f their accuracy. The idea of & <i}ws1onal officer con

i ' iamabandi on a.ectlmnts the correctness of which was thus openly 1mpugned by the ver

g &) Y

i bo submitted them, is too preposterous, and yet to such idle excuses is the Deputy Collec-
officer W

tor driven in his endeavour to maintain the transparently false contention that his jamabandi
or dri

t olosed on the 29th April 1885, and that tho subsequent re-opening of it and ro-wrtip
Wwas no

d altering of accounts after the arrival of the Commission was bond fide, a part of his origif®
an

i hsildar
' in this i tention we find the Deputy Collector and the ta
tolleme o set(tllexgﬁr‘::inagn iglittlx?tﬁd;%:& tenacity. It only servesto show thfa.ttil‘,]hey Yv::'(iat iv;vlorl;;
9olhaéc}llmg, gﬁlyatogether and the Deputy Collector cannot plead ignorance of the re g
ing thorou, )

his romission abstracts. ion is, it is not singular that the Deputy Collector and his
12, Absurd though theosl(igtealzltﬁ:?elil)lit 1viirtlh tengauity, for it is their only possible excuse

;nstflum,evét; ;h: ﬁisélgﬁ;’ngunts, their only possible plea for houesty of purpose therein. It
or having re-

must therefore be examined a little more closely till all room for doubt is eliminated.

* [
*

*

-

. ‘ in proofs of f.he completion of the jamabandi on the
“15, Here it mey bee:!f? éotigdﬁﬁr:at;nbgra final closing of itin the ordinary way, and
26th April having boeh 1 t for the coming of the Commission there was no intention of any
. of the tahsildar having declined to initial and been allowed so to deolui:a,
resorutiny, thfe %t({rz,,tion got up by the Deputy Collector and tahsildar in concert, to support the
'belpng ;oggsn :h;tcthe first olosing of the jamabandi was never meant to be final,
mai

i1 1885 given the tahsildar peremptory orders
16. The Deputy Collector had on the 10th At%nhave hilsgl accounts ready for the distribution

6 in XVI in part L. of puttahs before the 30th April, and thereis

End‘om(; l1',<;1111din to show that the tahsill()lar ever objected_that hg had not sufﬁcl_gnt

no p?er on recor : ngﬁon of the accounts which he had to submit, and if he had any objeo-
time for the proper examlh ¢ he should have made it, and it is only after the frauds in the

h:&enlg ﬁt by this Commission that this idea of a resorutiny and insufficient

aocounts are bIOUgA oo t'gn of the accounts is brought forward. Accordingly we find that thg
time at the first examinatt jamabandi is completed in the usual course

. n the 29th April, the Deputy Collector goes
* 24, XIV, in post T gway on the 30t .A’pril, the puttahs were being
+ Vide Nos. 1, I1, IfL, 1V, ¥V, XIX, XLHI. made + out, remisson deductions were made,

14 closed, and the karnams were dismissed to their

T Sy T G ot o s Bl
es {1 L A di bein nally com 2y ”

unm}stak'eablﬁi e]?gflil:eti\ :foflg:om I{:; the N%. 5 account ;t:ndll?e%n fzi'l (f)i;:d ootﬁsequtwa ym

sToaag:: ea;n a‘; inc:fm'm and incomplete settfenﬁex%t o::ﬁgﬁlie:lf; ” De‘;uty Collogtor learns porsonally

complicate such a standing account. On the is to be held in abeyance because a Commission

‘from the Collector that the distributiom of pu fas been ordéred by Government ; on the 14th

. the Deputy Collector learns $ at Vallam the
b4 Paragraph 27 of'No. XLII in part 1L . ﬁiﬁ gf thg soy;'uﬁny commenoedby t.he Com-
§ Enclosure 2 in No. XX1 in part IL. mission, and on the 18th May he ‘writes § for
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the first time to the Collector that he is going to have an arithmetical rescrutiny of his accounts.
So that there is no manner of indication of the remotest idea of & rescrutiny till after the Com-
mission has arrived and commenced examining accounts, and then only is there made to the
Collector, never to the Commission, a prudent report that shall give a color of honesty to the
re-opening of the accounts.

“17. Again the Deputy Collector admits in his deposition * that-he ¢ had allowed sufficient
time for the tahsildar to have examined the
remission abstract statements before putting
them before him and had sent him orders that
he should hold him personally responsible. The tahsildar had three weeks for such scrutiny.’ .

“18. Again it is evident from the same passage that the tahsildar also had thought he had
had sufficient time for the examination of his accounts, for he had sent those accounts in the form
first prescribed, to the Deputy Collector while he was still in Kumbakénam, and before he had
come to Mannérgudi at all to commence the jamabandi, and before so sending them the tahsildar
must have been satisfied, at such an earlier date, that he had sufficiently examined his accounts—
the second altered form in which the tahsildar was ordered to resubmit the accounts differed so
slightly that it made no practical difference.

“19. And as to the tahsildar not having initialled his accounts as correct in the usual way at
the real and first jamabandi, it is only necessary
+ Paragraphs 44—b59 of No. XXXVII in part II. to read his deposition 1 to see how utterly false
Paragraph 18 of ” » is the attempt to show that initials and
signatures affixed in the wusual course at the

first jamabandi were affixed at the second scrutiny.

“20. Yet again the scrutiny of accounts made under Mr. Stokes’ rules is the last scrutiny
made in the Huzur office after all the taluk scrutiny has been completed. This would never have
been commenced if the taluk scrutiny were still incomplete. But this was commenced and
certified in the usual forms by his own clerks *
as completed. There are explicit orders for
this in his own hand.§

“21. Thus there is every manner of proof
that there could be that the jamabandi was really completed in all respects on the 29th April, it
only remaining to the Deputy Collector to distribute the puttahs.”

Turning now to the point of granting remissions on reaped crops, paragraph 24 of the same
summary may be marginally referred to (11) as

(11) Here enter 24 of Summary in Deputy Collector M. Tel- giving the hmtory of the possession, BhOWing how
lanayakam’s case in extract attached (page 81). thoroughly well the tahsildar must have known
that it was utterly inadmissible to grant

remission in such cases, and the strongst evidence on that score that can well be desired is afforded
in the tahsildar’s own protest against (12) such

(12) Enclosure 6, XV1, part I, With translation. remissiuns, ~nd yet he not only obeyed orders
but thoroughly lent himself to the obtaining of

full remissions in such cases. One strong instance in Kalavatur may suffice.

All the remarks (13) in paragraphs 25 to 29 of the Summary in Deputy Collector M.
Tellanayakam’s case have equal pertinence to

(13) Here enter paragraphs 25 to 29 in Summary of Deputy the tahsildar, for the tahsildar submitted for
Collect?x M. Tellanayakam Pillai in extract attached sanction or sought ganction on, the remissions

(page 52). which the Duputy Collector granted. I'hey are

just the two parties to one transaction. Those remarks may then be here introduced to save the
labor of redrafting, which would delay the completion of this Commission. And with reference
to the tahsildar, it may be added that, when emergently putting in that extra list of felds to be
remitted as shavi, he must have well known from the other accounts which he had already put in
about that same village, and which were on the table at the time, that the fields which he was
adding as worthy of remission had already been regularly inspected by an inspector of his own
detailing and refused entry on the ground of their being unworthy of remission. Tho same
inspector had also declared many of the other fields which, with the tahsildar sitting by and
consenting, had just been passed for remission (R.73—13) he had declared they were really
reaped ﬁe%ds. The reason for the inspector having treated the two classes of fields differently was
that in one case there had been petitions for remission, and so he had to remark whether or not
they were worthy of it; in the other case there had been no petitions so that his omission of
them had in such circumstances the same significauce as rejecting them. The tahsildar neverthe-
less put in an extra list for flelds assessed at Rs. 165-4-5 remarking that on personal inspection
he had found them all shavi. Now if he had properly inspected those fields, as he claimed in
this list to have done, there would have been no necessity for him subsequently to detail an
inferior officer to re-inspect what he, the superior, had alrgady inspected. And if he sent him he.
would naturally tell him that he had inspeoted a portion of the village. But he did not. It is
true that the tahsildar had visited the village in connection with a eriminal case, as his diary
shows, and been carried in & palanquin through the plot he refers to, but he never inspected field
to field or made acy notes at the time; and our re-inspection of the fields showed that the head

* Paragraph 37 of XLII in part I1.

t Page 2 of No. XXXVIII in part I1.
0 ¢ Enclosure 1in No. XLII in part II.
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gumastah who inspected had been quite right in refusingbetz enter them as fit for remissioni. Not
only did we find abundant evidence of fair orops having been reaped in good stubble, in spilt and-

owing grain, in crab granaries well stored, but we found also that a portion of the fields had
gen distrained for arrears of revenue, had been cut, measured aqd sold by Goovernment, and the
Yyield certified under the signature of this very tshsildar and the village authorities to have been
an 8-anna crop. '

Thus mpﬁnd the tahsildar not only a party to all the Deputy Collector’s unwarrantable
remissions of Government revenue, but himself an active participator in concocting the false returns
on which these remissions were granted. v

And the official who did these things was the tahsildar of the taluk, the official on whom the
Government is mainly dependent for the protection of its revenues.

It is olear that he is utterly unworthy of the trust, nay wilfully betraying it, and there is no
alternative but to summarily dispense with his services.

It may be added that this tabsildar if he does not hold lands in his own name in his own
taluk holds them in the name of his father, S8avarimuthu,

. (Signed) _ H.S. THOMAS,
7th October 1885. ‘ First Member of the Revenue Board,
. On Bpecial Duty, Tanjore Commission.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member, Revenue Board.

Extracr from the Summary of M. Tellaniyakam Pillai, Deputy Collestor, Mannérgndi,
File No. 20, Part V.

raph 24.—First of all the Deputy Collector had before his eyes the Collector’s Revenue
Paragrap P ciroular,* No. 5, published in the Distriot
* No. X1V in part L. Gazette of 20th Decerfiber 1884, for the dires-
tiom of this very jamabandi. In that para-

ph 10 runs as follows :—

“The ryots should be made to understand that unless they preserve the crops till the final
examination, they will lose their claim to remission on account of withered crops, or erops which
have failed otherwise (nattupd!) and that they should effect no material changes in their lands
till such examination is completed or till the receipt of samction for remission,” and even
without this he must have thoroughly well known that it is the A. B. C. of remission rules that
in no taluk or district in Southern India i:o retg;llssion gtr]t:nted 1;ml_es&; lthet cr;) 8 aie reserved for
i ion and yet he has the effron us with mock simplici at he “was quite
1npection y tery new t to the distriet,” az if that would t;lﬁect
the question in the remotest degree. It is the
oo £ unive::sai rt;le 1:1 s;lll dfistricts that it is quite

attempt to t remission unless the crop i8 kept not only for inspection, but also
?;'sarf:iz:peoﬁonl,’ and %;anspite of all pleas about the inconvenience of keeping the cattle off
grazing down withered crops, the rule is invariably insisted on. No man who has ever been in
taluk employ can possibly be unaware of it, and this Dept‘xtiy Collector has been a sub-division,
and then a huzur sheristadar and a General b‘harfe D_eglty Collector in the adjoining districts of
Madura and Tinnevelly as well as tahsildar of Trio nopoly .whlch 18 nrrigated on the same
system as Tanjore—that he thoroughly well knew remission in such cases to be inadmissible
is further evident from his own conduct, for one of his early acts on assuming charge of his
division is to cancel the highly improper orders of his predecessor, directing the tahsildar to
estiate orops from their stubbles and propose remussions thereon. Deputy Collector K. Réma~
samy Shéstri, his predecessor in that division,
had issued orders} to the tahsildars of Kumbi-
kénam and Mannérgudi, the twa taluks of
which he was to conduct the annual settlement, that they were to estimate short erop, &o., from
the appearance of the stubbles, and to propose remissions thereon. Of such a preposterous order
the Ifumbakénam tahsildar took no manner of qotwe and never turned asldg to QO anything of the
sort. How assured of his position must a tahsildar feel who thus treats with silent contempt the
improper order of his superior. The tahsildar’
§ Enclosure 6 in No. XVI in part L. of Mannérgudi protested§ in the strongest
. terms that it was impossible to out such
an order faithfnlly, and that it must open the door to fraud. Deputy Collector K. dmas§my-
Shéstri nevertheless insisted | ‘i positive teris
that he was to doit. Deputy-Collector M., Telia~
" physkam Pillai saw this correspondence, and
¥ Enclosare § in No. XVI in part I. was in 1o doubt as to how to act. He at onoy
, qnaahed_ g . thq orders,.ongl.nal a:nd repeated, of
his predecessor. He did not consult the Collector, he did it himself without hesitation. So'far
‘ 21 o

+ 43 of No. XLII in part 1L.

t Enclosure 6 in No. XVI in part L

{ Enclogure 7 in No. XVI in part I.
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he was right. But then * he was quite new to the district ” and it is when he is not quite so
new to the district that we see the T'anjore greed of bribery and corruption coming over him.
He sends a temporizing order,* and eventually
he gains courage and practically revivest his
ﬁredeeessor’s improper order. But still he hasg
ishmiegivings as to how far he da.fx; ac{; up to it,
+ ; 80 he sounds the Collector, not in official writing,
$ 44 of XLIL in past IL but personally. The Collector gives him a
decisive { answer in the negative and writes a
note (1) to the cheristadar which the Deputy
Collector sees, (2) and issues an extra (3) cir-
oular. The terms of these are unmistakeable.
(3) XV in part L. They are on the record in this file, as margin-
ally referred fo, and yet he granted remission
on cut crops. With his attention thus thoroughly drawn to the subject it could be no for-
getfulness, inadvertence or ignorance. That he did it with his eyes open and not by oversight
will also appear hereafter. Furthermore it is after granting remissions on stubbles that we find
him stoutly objecting to any conclusions a¢ all being drawn from stubbles (last half of para~
graph 6 on page 85 below) at our inspeotions in Tiruturaipandi. He can never have thought
then that we should ever examine his accounts which follow.

* Enclosure 10 in XVI in part I.

t Enclosure 11 in XVI in part I.

(1) Enclosure in No. XV, part I.

(2) 44 of No. XLII in part II.

Paragraph 25.—In the village of Kalavattur (4) the usual remission abstract (5) for
Rs. 261-1-0, which is an abstract of the Tanjore
olugu (or detailed list of claims for remission)
was laid before the Deputy Collector. I'hat
abstract exhausts the admitted claims for remis-
sion, and the detailed list (6) accompanies it
for easy reference. From these two the
Deputy Collector could eusily see that there was
nothing more in the village that ought to be
remitted. But the villagers (1) were present
asking for more, and the Deputy Collector
turning to the tahsildar said you have inspeoted
this village—have you not—and between the
~ Enclosure 66, No. XX in the file of Dovasagayam, tah-  1)eputy Collector and the tahsildar it was agreed
sildar. that the tahsildar should make out an extra
olugu or detailed list of claims for remission.
This then the tahsildar did, (2) the Deputy
Colleotor staying his jamabandi for the pur-
pose. The tahsildar ordered the karnam then
and there to make out an extra list of fields to be
remitted as (shavi) withered crop to the value
of l}‘\;.s. ﬁ65-4-5, ai]d the tahsildar signed the list,
N . . with the general remark at its close, that he
(2) Enclosure I in LXT, part IV..  (With translation.) had inspeo%ed the village and it was all shévi.
' Thereon the Deputy Collector passed for re-
mission all the items in the tahsildar’s extra list,
and then the karnam (3) pointed out that if they
remitted all these reaped crops to the value
of Rs. 165-4-56 in the hamlet of Kalavattur,
there were like fields in the village of Kalavattur
which were contained in the original olugu,
and had been rejected by the inspector as reaped. The assessment of these amounted to
Re. 73-13-0. Accordingly the Deputy Collector remitted them also. Thus he remitted as
@) B . X% in D o B . wi:che;lreg crops fields assessed at Rs 73-13-0
1) Enclosure 66, XX, in Devasagayam's file. Paragraph which the inspecting officer had certified were( 1
5, XXXV, part IL of this file. rea.peddat th&a timegof his inspection, and ﬁeld:
o asgessed at Ks. 165-4-6 which the same inspect-
(2) The same as abo ing officer had declined (2) to admit intgehis
remission list. The reason for the inspecting officer dealing differently with these two plots was
that in the oase of the Rs. 73-13-0 Plot there were petitions for remission, so that he had to
express himself, and he wrote “cut.” In the case of the Rs. 186-4-5 plot there were not even
petitions for remission, and seeing that his orders were to inspect the whole village irrespective of
petitions, his declining to admit it into his recommendations for remission, amounted to the same
thing as rejecting after it was admitted by petitions. Thus both items had been praocticall
rejected by the inspecting officer and yet the Deputy Collector remitted them in fuﬁ
(Rs. 73-13-0 4 Rs. 165-4-56 = Rs, 289-1-5.)
That this is the way it oame abont is learnt

, from the depositi 1) of the tahsildar, th
karnam and the inspecting officer who is head clerk, T. Rﬁmu 11%2?1,( ) of the tahsildar, the

(4) 60 to 69 of XLII in part I1.

(5) UXI in pert IV.
)

{1) No. XIIT in part I. Paragraph 87 of No. XXXVII,
part IL.

(3) XIII, part I. 67, XXXVII, part IL.

1) Pages 8 and 9 of No. XXXV in part II. Paragraphs
o 686 to 77, XXXVI1. No. XIII in part I. g

and thet such must have

APPENDIX XIX.] 83 [8. DEVASAGAYAM PILLAT.
been the facts is fully borne out by the acoounits themselves, whioh admit of no other explanation.
Looking at the original remission abstract we find no mention of either of these sums—Rs. 73:18-0.
or Rs. 165-4-5, totalling Rs. 239-1-5, and we find that the Deputy Collector has passed no
remission orders on the original remission abstract total Rs. 201-3-9 but after that total of
Rs. 201-8-9 is swollen by the addition of Rs. 239-1-5 to Rs. 440-5-2, then he passes a remis-
sion order for Rs. 449-5-2, and on the additional list of the tahsildar he writes * remitted
Rs. 165-4.5. This is included in the general statement.” Turning again to the general state-
ment, as he calls it, which is the first and regular remission abstract, we find that it has been.
totalled at Rs. 201-3-9, as shown by the Tamil word for total, and that afterwards & second total
has been put under it adding this = Rs. 239-1-5 (i.e., 165-4-5 + 73-13-0 = 239-1.5), and that.
again the grand total further down is marked with the word “total,” and the ordinary double
line under it, and that under this double lined total is again a second total alter again adding
this Re. 289-1-5. 8o, that twice over, both in the hamlet and in the grand total, this Rs, 239-1-5
appears as an additional item after the account has been obviously totalled. Furthermore each
time it appears it is accompanied by the karnam’s remar “.1:?!‘&011&.11)’ ordered after nspection
to be entered as eligible for remission including reaped shévi”’ Evidently the karnam did not
like the part he had to play in the transaction, and guarded himself by this explicit remark twice
entered so that the tahsildar and Deputy Collector might not afterwards turn round upon hirg,
if they ever got into trouble, and charge it upon him that he had smuggled in the item under-
the general head shvi, without anything to show that it had been reaped. So he twice over
wrote “ including reaped shavi.” . . .

i ing that the tahsildar’s extra list was only for Rs. 165-4-5 in the.
Here wo may remérk in passing hamlch and it wes only the hanlat that he
: . rofessed to have inspected. “'I'his portion of
(1) XML in part 1 ' fhe villagg I imspeeted,1 &o.,”( ishowing that the
13- n afterthought, just as the karnam’s deposition explains. (1)

e 7T3h}33 t(;}gli(l)ga:aizving rsubmlgtteziJ to the Deputy Collector the altered remission abstract
must have been aware that the sum added in it was Rs. 239-1-5, and not Rs. 165-4-5 as vouched
for in his extra olugu, he must have been aware that he had included it from fields rejected by
the inspector as reaped. That he had so included it was prpx’x,unently brought to his notice by
the karnam’s twice repeated remark ¢ including reaped shivi.’ _The Deputy Collector havisg

remitted Rs. 165-4-5 with remark « remi't}:zdll‘% 2655-4-5, tﬁus is nzﬁluded mlthf tgenergl sﬁaw

» whi i item as Rs. 165-4-5 anywhere in the general statement, shows

ment,” whil there s no such i that the De uiiy (“/'ollec'cm]-1 must have known

. XXXVII, part IL. that it was included in the Rs. 289-1.5 and

(1) Poragragh 67, No. XXXVIL pe consequently must have known at the same

time where the balance Rs. 73-13-0 came from, in short that it was the “reaped shévi” the
arnam (1) drew attention to.

k Agéiiz the tahsildar’s extra list (2) bears no remarks field by field as is usual, but only one

. . . sweeping remark at the foot of them all—
(2) Enclosure 1 in LXI, part IV, with tranlation. another circumstance that should have attracted
eputy Collector’s attention as peculiarly exceptional.

the Iigaix{, why should the tahsildar have sent out his head gumastah to inspect this village
and hamlet if he had himself alre(t;dljl' e;l;pected it. This also taken with the other circumstances

ve aroused the Deputy Co r's icions.

Bhoul’.(l‘ihl;.a; :pa:rt from the egide};me of the msitions that the Deputy Collector had a thorough
knowledge of the whole transaction, the accounts themselves show us that it could not have been
otherwise. ''he Deputy Collector had before him the unusual extra olugu, the unusual genera-
lization of that olugu, the obvious addition to the remission ahstract, the sum added to the
abstract differing from the sum in the detailed statement, and the daffe’rence nowhere explained
except by the karnam’s remark, and yet shown by the Deputy Collector’s order to be thoroughly
understood by him because of that karnam’s remark, and yet with this remark “including
reaped shévi” staring him in the face the Deputy Collector passed the item for remission:

‘ e Deputy Collector says in his defence that

(1) 64, XLII in part IL it must bave escaped him as he only

vlﬁf:ed(l) tgithe hd ings. We axe asked to

jeve that with the remission orders of this village stayed in order that an extra ol or
thl:iled' list might be madlf: e:i)ut, :ﬁd the r(]a‘missiqn tabtm (fi':;l'dzil to wtf;l ext:lra. &otail;,d ;ggttl}ie
ver at the remar inst the 1onal entry, only looked at the

Deputy Gollector ne P ag:ld headings. Unfortunately {here are other
' ' 88 of XLII in part IL. indications of his having looked very closely at,

this remission abstract, for he has been. careful

to exclude the small sum of Rs. 4-15-11 under portions left waste, o

26. These improper remissions of cut crops are all entered under a proper head, shévi, so’
that when the totzl" ?a:ount came to be sentpisn ‘by the Deputy Collector and tahsildar to the

Collector and the Board and Government, nobody would ever have the remotest suspicion or

means of detecting that they were not shévi or withered crops that had been remitted under that

head, but harvested crops. K L Ve
97. That the flelds in the additional olugu (or remission detailed statement) had .been,

harvested was proved not only by our reinspection, but also by accounts under the signature of
1
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the karnam, the head of the village, and the tahsilder showing that when distrained, reaped,

measured, and sold, for Government arrears they had yielded an 8-anna crop, wheress the

: Collector’s orders were that remissions were not

* XII in part L. to be granted unless the yield was less than 8

. 4-anna® crop, and yet the Deputy Collector

and the tahsildar had a special addition made to the remission statements and delayed the passing

of orders till it could be made, in order to bring these fields under full remission, and with the

karnam’s warning remark “ including reaped shévi” before them, passed them for full remission.

It is very clear they trusted to no one ever seeing these accounts but themselves, no one ever seeing
anything but the dressed up totals which they would submit under unexzceptionable headings.

28. In this connection opportunity may be taken in passing to dispose of the Deputy
Collector’s remark + that he did not see any
+ 49 of XLII in part II. use in the tahsildar having rewritten the

vazapathis, remission lists, as they had alread

reported the totals to the Collector and would have to explain the differences. The way in whic
items have been shown in the previous paragraph to have been entered under utterly false heads
will suffice to make it intelligible how easily differences can be explained away by a fraudulent
Deputy Collector and tahsildar in collusion unless the original detailed accounts are sorutinized,
which they never are. 'I'he karnam’s anxious caution in this case, and the readiness with which
the Deputy Collector repudiated the karnam’s office copy of the Yethagudi remission abstract

shows also how there is another easy and accustomed mode of escape by making a scapegoat of
the karnam.

29. Reverting to the Deputy Collector’s knowledge of the fields which he remitted having
been cut, a mere glance at the$ (olugu) remis-

%%:ﬂos?;gii:nlg% gf’}(&l}?‘l’eﬁf Devsisftsayam- sion detailed statement in Kalavatur will show
| 17 of XLIT in part 1L, in past 11. that the inspecting officers had marked as out,
9 9 of XLIT of part II. the fields which represented the originally remit-

) o . ted§ Rs. 78-13-0. The Deputy Collector has
admitted in his deposition that he had these olugus before him| at the time of settlement
and relied on them for checking purposes. ¥ ‘

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member of the Revenue Board,
On Special Duty, ‘I'anjore Commission.

i

APPENDIX XX,

SuMMARY OF EvIDENCE AGAINsT M. TErnpaNavaxam Pinray.

M. Tellandyaksm Pillai is Deputy Collector of the Mannérgudi division of the T@jom
distriet.

9. Tt will be shown below that though he had completed the annual settlement of his taluk
of Mannérgudi, he reopened it on learning the nature of the inquiries being made by the
Commission, but studiously keeping this reopening a secret both from his Collector and from
the Commission, caused his accounts to be written up afresh, with a view to make away with
" those which would condemn him of having deliberately remitted Government revenues which he
knew full well should not have been remitted. :

3. This is a brief indication of the charges against this Deputy Collector, just to show the
general drift of the remarks which follow, remarks which must necessarily consist mainly of a
marshalling together of facts and figures in such a way as to enable them to speak for themselves,
as they would not do if left shrouded in the mass of other matters with which they are overlaid.
We have no stupid blunderer to deal with here, but a clever and wary man who knows well
the dangerous ground he has been treading, and how to tread it, and to conceal the trial.

4. Before leaving Madras his character had been commended to me by a Native gentleman
of high position, and on arrival in Tanjore 1 found him possessing the entire confidence of his
Collector. 'Thinking no ill therefore I accepted his services on his being deputed by the Collector
to attend me, the more 80 as he was the divisional officer and I wished to work with the officers of
the district if possible. Accordingly, I treated him with confidence, taking him with me in my
reinspection of fields, and showing him how we discovered the frauds in the accounts, knowledge
which we subsequently found he used for the rehabilitating of his own accounts. It was while
thus trusting him that I found that while. profeseing to work with me he was in reality working
against the discovery of the truth.

5. On going out to reinspeoct flelds I went on the first occasion accompanied by the Deputy
Collector, and by two of my own staff, and I required each one to ta.k? independent notes, then
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( f the condition in which he found the inspected fields. The Deput
%%(1113311:)1;9, I0 !flotm.hfdﬁ:idx,'e:um,ehad failed to take notes, and assigned as a reason that he thoug_‘ht{
did not v;'ant his notes as his views differed from those of my staff, and then professed a readiness
to copy mine, and sign them as his own, and asked for mine that he might do so.

: o from the sun I was unable to go out in person myself the next morning, snd
sent gﬁtstlll,fze]r)lgguty Collector dcosmpanied by the two chief men of my sta,ﬁ, to wit, Yedaghen
Aiyar, an acting tahsildar, and Rangaya Néyadu.. The Deputy Collector’s notes of inspection
were (iireotly opposed to their notes, and were unmlgtakeably indicative of the general tenor of
his bias. Their notes testified that the fields in question bore every appearance of having yielded

ood crops and been improperly remitted. The Deputy Collector's notes made out that the
gilla o had suffered much from flood, the whole of it having been flooded, that it had been
. megtime some days, under water, that the lowest flood-mark was four feet high, that phey had
;(;d the glfeatest difficulty in finding the fields in question, even if they had found the right ones
after all, and that when found the appearance of the stubbles was, from his long experience,
dece tive that mo conclusions could be drawn from them. Altogether his inspection notes
- d 011)1t an exoellent case for inspecting olerk H. S4ma I}au, who, 1n file No. I_II, is shown to
Ilim ; been hopelessly entrammelled in the meshes of his own fraud. But if the Deputy
Cm171e tor’ 'nI; cotion notes had been accepted without examination fm'd therg had not been
ot e b which there was against H. Séma Rau, his inspection must have

i idence,
1};};2 nfurgggll; ;:(lllerﬁlglf; e‘;‘; ‘3::] d further reinspections abandoned as useless. But a very few

questions* sufficed to show that the Deputy
Uollector had no means of knowing that the
whole village had bclaﬁré flooded, it 1:va‘fz; Anergly
i foundation in the hope that it would carry weight. gain,
; sfﬁ'oalgt sméfn?: 1i]x‘; ?1?: ig‘f;(iizﬁl ozlll:at he had no means of knowing the duration of t‘h.? flood ;
e h&d 0 9; 1y guessed at it though in his inspection notes he had asserted it as a positive fact.
%’et " I‘nelgsy o%vn description of the character of the flood-marks which he calls the lowes? flood-
o lfgﬂld'{ tinctly proves that they were in truth the highest flood-marks, for he said the
mamks, s l.n dig’ated by a line of leaves, and broken ohaff and bits of straw, which are floating
marks were ;rrie d ever on the surface, and blown by the wind to the shore when the water is at s
sqbstanf es‘i for if the water ever rose higher than the line on which they were first left they
hzghest eve ' be floated to the highest level. Lower water marks must in paddyfields be clean
woul a%fmb the ripple without any deposit of a floating char‘acter. ) _Thus it was clear
ocuts l;ma e a),’i o he bad drawn on his imagination to support ‘his position. Similarly he
ﬁha&t ore 3igckly to eat his own words about the difficulty in finding the field numbers being
" ver{oq'nﬁuence the decision. The Deputy Collector made the further statement that no
9“01‘19‘5. ! could be drawn from the state of the stubbles, even when the original inspecting
ooni tﬁl?ln:tated that the field had been wholly destroyed (pdi) and our re-inspections showed
olerh a trary that the field was covered with good strong reaped stubbles, which certainly
on the }fone be)lronge d to & crop of some sort, and certainly also to a crop that had been
mus{:d -:Yi worth reaping, if only for the straw. Though the appearance of the stubbles was
oonls: elt lead to the conclusion that a fair crop had been reaped, and that appearance might
%uc i:s ?i in our notes, I never relied on stubbles alone as proof of that point unless they
e en ereom anied by freely scattered equally distributed grain. What we did rely on the
welifblwc loz?e for was that at least the remark utterly destroy ed )’ (pdl) could not be true, for
:lt;;re :I:eastubbles were to say that there had been something on the fields. This Deputy Col-
insisted very strongly, however, that no conclusions could be drawn from the stubbles, and
1eot31i' dmsl: know at the time that in conducting the jamabandi of the adjoining taluk this very
we né) llactor had directed, as will be seen below, that from the stubbles alone it should be
De_puti’ do }?:ther or not the crop was less than a 25 per oent. crop, and that on these estimates,
estimate :v bbles alone, he had relied to grant remissions. This his statement then that no con-
based on 8 ube drawn from stubbles has the proportion of truth in it that stubbles cannot be
chl).‘s;gns c?nr exactitude of estimate of proportion of crop, the purpose for which /e used them,
relies °n.t° obrue when it is urged that their presence canuot be relied on to (ll:izprqve that
bllllt ;isl uLedli)een « utterly destroyed,” the purpose for whioh we used them. Thid his state-
the elik a of his other statoments, has in it just a dash of truth abused, used to prove
ment,. e many the opposite of truth. The Deputy Collecter’s
) inspection (a) notes, and the deposition (b) in
(@ XLII-ﬁ in part IL. . which he straightway has to admit the false

() XLII- " bias of these notes, may be referred to.

tv Collector have submitted such studiedly exaggerated unsupports
" 7. thmﬁﬁ?og};% De ‘L ;’ should he have desired to make the worse appear the better cause P
%V}fyzﬁf;e d he not have desired with me to find truth and only truth 7 Why unless he had some

ulterior object of his own. } 1o Oollostor had :tl i Th
. . s ipfindi taluk which the Collector had settled. en came
8. T&lsé‘m: i(;?:uﬁ:}ilg g‘h‘:“ﬁ:irglll 3ring taluk of Mannérgudi, which the Deputy Collector
ﬁ?:eutrtied a"\were being written up afresh. I could not believe it possible. The rumour swelled,

still. I declined to believe it. But as days passed and the rumour .strengthen;i, 1 thought it

* XLI{-B in part IL.
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only prudent to possess myself of the accounts preparatory to my being “able to go and examine

them. 8o I sent unexpectedly* and had
them secured in the tahsildar’s own keeping
under his own key, but under my seal. The
result proved that the rumour was perfectly

‘ true, the accounts were being rewritten, t
duplicates of the same accounts were taken, one the old, one tlie new and altered account. One

such acconnt by which the Deputy Collector was irretrievably caught by his own handwriting
_was secured, whereas another of the same description was made away with, showing that the
intention was to make away with such damnatory accounts. '

9. It may be answered here that there could be no advantage in making away with the remis-
sion abstracts on which the Deputy Collector had in his own hand passed his orders of remission. as
there were other accounts, to wit the chittah (No. 5), by the entries in which the nature of %he
remission orders could be traced. It is true that the general result could be traced, but it would
not appear so clearly what the nature of the information was on which the Deputy Collector had
passed his remission orders, it would not appear that at the time of remitting he thorouéhly
well knew from the remission abstract alone, without even turning back to the olugu that the
fields on which he granted the remissions had been reaped at the fime of inspection. Neither
could it be said with certainty that the entries in the chittah were in accordance with the Deputy
Collector’s remission orders. It might easily be said that the karnam himself had made awa
with the Deputy Collector’s orders, and that the improper remissions in the chittah and puttaﬁ
were the karnam’s own. The Deputy Collector would cease to be connected with them That
this was the intention is further indicated by the Deputy Collector’s own action, for wh.en con-
fronted with the karnam’s office copy of the missing remission abstract, he imx’nediatel repu-
diated all knowledge of it (see his answer to questions 58, 59 in his deposition WiiehP is
No. XLIT of part IT on the file of this case). :

10. The Deputy Collector professes to have been very partially informed of what was being

done with the accounts, and never to have
authorised { the writing of fresh remission
abstracts. But it is distinotly proved that it
wag und_er his§ orders that the resorutiny, as
he calls it, of the accounts took place, indeed
i he || adm1t§ and takes credit for it. And the
accounts of 350 villages 4 he says, the tahsildar
says 79 villages* were sent to him, and he was
evidently kept thoroughly informed by notes
from the tahsildar of iow things were going
on, and xzaust have issued striot orders, for the
tahsildar’s reply shows that extraordinary
pressure was being put ++ on the estgblishment
to get the work finished soon, and the remark

) ) made to my clerks shows he kne s
many villages remained to be done. And who will believe that any tahsil:i"am?'x8\‘\?:;{1}{51 0}::1;:;

the hardihood to rewrite the remission abstracts containi : 1
( : ng the ord isi
80 as to modify ’Ehose orders of his superior, and to send thgm to h(i)'(l;l ?ﬁlgﬁs tlil: k(ixl:::lﬁmllll gf?ﬁer
divisional officer’s sanction. Evidently they worked together, ohac Hat
11. The collusion of the Deputy Collector and tahs; i
The Deputy Collector and the tahsildar b s
merely a provisional one, for the sole pu

*XIX in part IT.

+ XLIV to LIII in part III.

1 Question 49 of XLII of part II.

§8and 9 of No. XXXVII in part II.

Enclosure 1 of XXX VII in part 1I.
Page 8 of XXXVIII in part IT.

» 1of XXXV

{l Questions 1 and 81. 40 of No. XLIT in past IT.

9 Question 50 of XLIT of part II.
** XVII in part I.

t+ No. XVII in part I.

11 Page 3 of enclosure 2 in No. XXV in part II.

clearly shown in another place.
oth want to make out that the first jamabandri) was

rpose of allowing the collections to

proceed, and was
never meant to be

(1) End of question 7 and 9—13 of No. XXXVILin part 1T, year. So the tallsi?da{i'n%esgszlsem? il)t {E:t tﬁ:
initialled none of the remission abstracts laid
211 of their being correct, beoause he was nof at
o certain that they were correct ; and the
eputy Collector deposes that he allowed (?)

. . ' this in t i .
for remission without the tahsildar’s initial, though t;xl:; tl!;;lsit]((]i};;ﬂ?:;r’ end passed his orders

: . ! 18 ini
the accounts of each village as is usual in every jamabandi present and explainin

B And i
aocount after account bearing his initial, the tahsildar 'still oontex?ds &};int}fgs:ﬁiﬁ?ttiz(lis ::g'e

before the Deputy Collector for his orders in toke

(2) Question 36 of No, XLII in part II.

(3) Questions 47, 52, 62 of No. XXXVII in part IT. was aooording to him the res] scrutiny of the

. accounts, till again account aft
, (4) 65 of XXXVIT in pact II. :hlllﬂsﬁgsitiﬁm too untenable, angr :::?1‘:3:,1?;’&5:
was the ordinary jamabandi fully completed, an d.t?l " ar has to admit (4) that the first serutiny

, there 1
but for the Deputy Collector’s orders in consequence of thewgc?n?inhg“‘?; the Commission. And

the Deputy Collector also driven i

ol en into & corner
by the absurdities (6) of such a contention has
to admit that he had insisted on the tahsildar’s

(5) 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 of No. XLII in part II.

. reopening of it and rewriting and altering

always (3) affixed at the second scrutiny which

been no further serutiny -
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initialled being affixed to all accounts before ‘they were laid before him. The clerks’ depositions

( h 1 of No. XXXIII in part II.
) memp 3 of No. XXXV

support the same (6). And every one who has
ever conducted a jamabandi must know that it
would not be otherwise. \No divisional officer
would think of going on passing remission

dav for village after village while the taésﬂda{ was all alon sayjng that he
3:;11?113 1(11:3’ ix?iftgzli tha;aya,cgounts l;::cause he could not vouch for their accuracy. The idea of the

divisional officer conducting a j

amabandi on accounts the correctness of which was thus openly

impugned by the very officer who submitted them, is too preposterous. And yet to such idle

exouses is the Deputy Collector driven in his
contention that his jama

bond fide a part of his original scheme of sett
De lijtiy Coﬁ)ector and the tahsildar colluding,

endeavour to maintain the transparently false

i losed on the 29th April 1885, and that the subsequent
bandi was Dot ¢ 080 O @ nte after. tho arrivl of the Commission was
lement. And in this idle contention we find the
and adhering to it with absurd temacity. It only

serges to show that they were working thoroughly together, and the Deputy Collector eannot

plead ignorance of the rewriting of his remission abstracts. .

the contention is it is not singular that the Deputy Collector and his
chould adhere to it with tenacity, for it is their only possible excuse
y possible plea for honesty of purpose therein. It
ly till all room for doubt is eliminated. '

12. Absurd tllllqildgh
instrument, the tahsildar, .
?;: ha.ving, reopened the accounts, their onl
must therefore be examined & little more close

13. Supposing that we accept the Deputy C

i 3, of
losure 6 in No. XXI of part IL, Pages 1, 2, 3,
@ Erll‘fo(.)s)léLII, part 11 ; also 42 of XLII.

followed by & thorough serutiny of the
sgrupulousyoa.re, in this exoceptional year,

concealment. On the contrary there was every

(8) Paragraph 25 of No. XIV in part L

be concluded by the 15th May and he was by his

fore

(9) Fnclosure b in No. XXIT of part IT.

i ecially laid down, and it was the annual
:;ozzging to ayscheme ordered by Mr. Stokes, an

(10) Page 3 of No. XLII of part IT. Enclosure 6 in No.
Xgil of part II.

another reason why he should naturally m

ollector’s statement that the jamabandi which
he completed on the 29th April 1885 was
only a preliminary (7) settlement, conducted
solely for the purpose of allowing the collec-
tions to be made, and always meant to be

accounts, and that this was done in good faith ont of
then there was no reason why there should be any

reason why the Deputy Collector might take
credit for his exceptional care,.and tell the
Collector what he had done. The Collector’s
order (8) required that the jamabandi should
rescrutiny exceeding the date ; this was there-

-

ention it to the Collector. Again scrutiny of -

accounts should ordinarily precede (9) mnot
follow the settlement based on those accounts ;
and doubly so in the Tanjore district, in which
custom that the accounts should be examined

d besides setting both order and the custom of

the district aside, the Deputy Collector was
making an entirely new departure (10) in the
matter of jamabandies on a principle of his
own, in & manner never before heard of in any

distriot and contrary to the Collector’s orders.* Such a new departure in the method of conduct-

# Paragraph 24 of No. XIV in part L.

ing a jamabandi should have been reported, or
at least mentioned to the Collector. It would
also have been naturally mentioned to-me too

when I asked the Deputy Collector if he had finished his jamabandi.

14, On the contrary what do we find ? H

t+ 2, XLIL
(11) No, XXI of part 1T of this file.
1 14th May 1885.
(12) No. XX in part IL

sorutiny of accounts

ot to do, if we are to believe his story. ~Again he writes to the

e meets + the Collector the day after his first

completion of his jamabandi and he gives him
(11) to understand that he has completed his
settlement. He meets me a fow days later at
Vallam, } and distinetly tells me he has finished
his jamabandi, and this though I added that
unless he has finished (12) his jamebandi I
would not allow him fo accompany me for I

would rather he finished it first.. To neither of

us does he breathe a word of his having Illlis whole
ollector @

Tetter, which the Collector withholds as'confidential, in which he endeavours to persuade the Qol-

lector against deputi

§ XLII-D in part IL.
| SLILE  ,,

% XLILF "

ing him to attend on me, and whatever may be the reasons which he assigns for

not attending me, reasons which the Collector
withholds, § and I do not press || for, the Col-

. lector assures me that he did not méntion ¥ the
incompleteness of his jamabandi as & reason
for wishing to attend to it. When, after thm!{: ‘

he joins me at Tiruturaiptindi, again he assures
me, in answer to & direct question, that he hus

’
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finished * his jamabandi, he goes further and volunteers the assurance that he has “ none

but current work ” to attend to. And yet his

altering and rewriting of his accounts was going

on under extreme } pressure all the while, and

if it had been going on honestly; &nd not in

t No. XVII in part L. concealment, he must have told me of his new

e departure in settlement, and his consequently

incompleted jamabandi. He was with me every day conversiug freely on settlement matters,

and enlarging on the thorough way in which he

had conducted his own field § inspections and

: yet I was always left under the impression that
Page 5 close of paragraph 4 of No. XXVT of part I1. he had completed his jama.’bandi. He wrote |

that “he had intended to have gone over the

accounts again himself, correcting the errors that might have crept in,” but when t oy were sent

him from Mannérgudi, when he was with my

" 1 Questions 13 and 50 of XLII in part JI. Enclosures camp at Tirutura.ipﬁndi, he had to return them

2and § of XXXVIL in part IL. without examination || beoause he had no time

® Question 3 of No. XLIT of part I1.

t Question 16-of No, XLII of part II.

§ Questions 4 to 7 of XLII of part IL.

9 Guestions 1 to 16 of XLIT in part IL 1o look at them and yet not a single word is ever
P sald either to the Collector or to me, ¥ whom he
** Questions 7 and 8 of XLIT of part 1. meets daily, about his absence from Mannér-

gudi preventing him from completing his
jamabandi in the way he had intended and his reason for reticence is that “ it never ** struck

him ” to mention it. Confronted with one of his own orders to the tahsildar of Mannérgudi
saying he cannot fix a date for distributing

++ Question 23 of XLII in part I1. uttahs because he is on special duty with me,

Eis excuse 11 for still not telling me anything

about it is that he thought I should think he wanted to shirk his duty with me. %t never struck
him, he has said above, never struck him to mention to me that his jomabandi was really in full
swing, with the tahsildar, all the clerks, and all the village accountants, working double hours in
the taluk cutchery at Manndrgudi while he was himself with me ut Tiruturaipindi, though he had
mure than once assured me and kept me assured that it was completed ; it never struck him that
there was anything unusual in his reopening of his jamabandi and rewriting of his accounts, and
even after the Collector iad told him (x) that

it was irregular, still (y) it never struck him to
acquaint me. On the contrary it would rather
seem that if his rescrutiny had been the honest
matter he claims, he would have had every in-

(x) Enclosure  in No, XXI in part II.

(y) Q. 33 in No. XLII in part II.

ducement to mention it both to the Collector and to myself, and apart from natural inducements °

to speak of his own accord he was so repeatedly and so directly questioned about it that he had to
use both distinet falsehood and the most diligent reticence to conoeal the matter from the Collector,

myself and my office, with whom' also he daily mixed. Such deceit and studied concealment
is not compatible with an honest laudable purpose.

15. Here it may be well to add certain proofs of the completion of the jamabandi on the
29th April having been meant at the time to be a final closing of it in the ordinary way, and
certain proofs also that but for the coming of the Commission there was no intention of any
rescrutiny, the story of the tahsildar having declined to initial, and been allowed so to decline,

being & pure fabrication got up by the Deputy Collector and tahsildar in concert, to support the
main position that the first closing of the jamabandi was never meant to be fing],

16. The Deputy Collector had on the 10th_April 1885 given the tahsildar peremptory orders
to have his accounts ready for the distribution
of puttahs before the 30th April and there is no

. ) paper on record tending to show that the tah-
sildar ever objected that he had not sufficient time for the proper exan?inat-ion of the accounts

which he had to submit and if he had any objection to make it was then that ho should have
made it. It is only after the frauds in the accounts are brought to light by this Commission
that this idea of a rescrutiny, and insufficient time at the first examination of the accounts is
brought forward. Accordingly we find that the
Jamabandi is completed in the usual course 3

Eaclosure 16 in X VI in part I.

1t 24, XIV in part I.

on the 29th April, the Deputy Collector goes -

§§ Vide Nos. I, 11, II1, IV, V, XIX, XLIIL away on the 30th April, the puttahs were being

made out, §§ remission deduct ade
total struck, accounts Nos. 5, 8, 13 and 14 ¢los , and éhe karnams wereu&ggiszgrgo%hei;

villages till such time as a day should be fixed for the distribution of the putt are
unm?sta.k.able evidences of the jamabandi being finally completed, espec%allt;‘hisx-x aA(ll}s:I}'liz:elike
Tanjore in whlqh it is the custom to keep the No. 5 account standing for five consecutive years,
so that an ad inferim and incomplete settlement would never have been allowed to disfigure and
complicate such a standing account. On the 30th April the Doputy Collector learns personaily
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from the Collector that the distribution of puttahs is to be held in abeyance because a.Commis-
gion has been ordered by Government ; on the
14th May the Deputy CUollcotor® learns at
Vallﬁ.m (t]he nature of the scrutiny commenced
o 2 in No. XXI in part IL. by the Commission, and on the 18th May he
 Bactosa port writes } for the first time to the Collector thg:‘, he
is going to have an arithmetical rescrutiny of his accounts. 8o that there is no manner of indi-
ocation of the remotest idea of a rescrutiny till after the Commission has arrived and commenced
examining accounts, and then only is there made to the Collector, never to the Commission, a
prudent report that shall give a color of honesty to the reopening of the accounts.

17. Again the Deputy Collector admits in his } deposition that he “had allowed sufficient
time for the tahsildar to have examined the
remission abstractstatements before putting them
before him and had sent him orders that he
should hold him personally responsible. The tahsildar had three weeks for such scrutiny.”

18. Again it is evident from the same passage that the tahsildar also had thought he had had
sufficient time for the examination of his accounts, for he had sent those accounts in the form first
rescribed to the Deputy Collector while he was still in Kumbakénam, and before he had come to
Rla.nné,rgudi at all to commence the jamabandi, and before so sending them the tahsildar must
have been satisfied, at such an earlier date, that he had suiﬁcl_en:tly examined his accounts. The
second altered form in which the tahsildar was ordered to resubmit the accounts differed so slightly
that it made no practical difference.

19. And as to the tahsildar not having initialled his accounts as correct in the usual way
at the real and first jamabandi, it is only neces-
sary to read his deposition § to see how utterly
false is the attempt to show that initials and .
signatures affixed in the usual course at the first
jamabandi were affixed at the second scrutiny.

. Yet again the scrutiny of accounts made under Mr, Stokes’ rules is the last serutin
madeggl t%:tﬁﬁzur office after le the taluk scrutiny bas been completed. This would never hzﬁ');
been commenced if the taluk scrutiny were still
| Page 2 of No. XXXVII in part I1. incomplete. But this was commenced and
o Enclosure 1 in No. XLII in part II. certified in the usual forms by his own clerks il
‘ : as completed. There are explicit orders for
this in his own hand.§

21. Thus there is every manner of proof that there could be that the jamabandi was really
completed in all respects on the 29th April, it only remaining to the Deputy Collector to distribute
the puttahs.

22, And yot he would have us believe it was not completed. The'rqa.son for such duplicity
is not far to seek. The Deputy Collector had been granting full remissions on fields that had
been fully harvested, and if he did not know, as he probably did, that they had been fully
harvested, it is proved beyond a doubt that he knew that they had been cut and carried for some
sort of crop at the time of inspection, and he knew also that to %rant remussion of assessment on
fields which were cut at the time of inspection was an unpardonable breach of the trust placed in
him as a divisional officer.

28. It will be well to examine first whether or not he thorough.ly well kn9w that remission
was not to be granted on fields, the crops on whioh were cut and carried at the time of ins ection,
and, secondly, whether knowing it he nevertheless did it. For if it is proved that he knew eyond
all question that he was doing wrong;, then his wrong-doing was deliberate and no casual mistake.

. Deputy Collector had before his eyes the Collector’s Revenue ** circular
24. First of all the Deputy No. 5 published in tho Disirot Gaaetto of 20t
. . : ecember y for the direction of this ver
* No. XIV in part I jamabandi. In that paragraph 1{) runs a‘)s'
follows :— The ryots should be made to understand that unless they preserve the cro 8 till the
final examination, they will lose their claim to remission on account of withered orops which have
‘failed otherwise (mattupdl) and that they should effect no material c?mpgeg, in their lands till
suoh examination is completed or till the receipt of sanction for Temission,” and even without
this he must have thoroughly well known that-it n; e(tihsni&. Bthg'o o:' :emlssmn ] n(]llgs that uf; no
e, Ay iai ission gran o8 rops are reserved for'inspection.
; mnk or distriot in Southern India is rem & And yet he has the effrontery to tell 11)15 with,
S mook simplicity that he “was quite new ++ to the
‘ disttict,” as if that would effect the question in
the remotest dogree. It is the universal rule in all districts that it is quite unsafe to attempt to

* Paragraph 27 of No. XLII in part II.

3 Paragraph 37 of XLIT in part II.

§ Paragraphs 44—59 of No. XXXVII in part II.
Paragraph 18 " .

+4 43 of No. XLII ir. part II.

o e less the crop is kept, not only f'or inspection, but also for reinspeotion, and in
,lpitéto;ear,lﬁs;gﬁsu:bgi the ingonvenienoe of keeping the cattle off from grazing down withered

arops, the rule is invariably insisted on. Noman who has over been ia taluk employ can possibly
’ 23
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be unaware of it and this Deputy Collector has been a Sub-division and then a Huzur sheristadar
and a General Charge Deputy Collector in the adjoining districts of Madura and Tinnevelly, as
woll as tahsildar of Trichinopoly which is irrigated on the seme system as Tanjore. That he
thoroughly well knew remission in such cases fo be inadmissible is further evident from his own
conduct, for one of his early acts on assuming charge of his division is to cancel the highly
improper orders of his predecessor, directing the tahsildar to estimate crops irom their stubbles
and propose remissions thereon. Deputy Collector K. Rémasémy Shéstri, his predecessor in
: that division, has issued orders * to the tahsil-

* Enclosare 5 in No. XVI in part I, dars of Kumbakénam and Mannérgudi, the two

taluks of which he was to conduct the annual

settlement, that they were to estimate short crops, &c., from the appearance of the stubbles and
to propose remissions thereon. Of such a preposterous order the Kumbakénam tahsildar took no
manner of notice, and never turned aside to do anything of the sort, How assured of his
position must a tahsildar feel who thus treats with silent contempt the improper order of his
superior. The tahsildar of Mannérgudi pro-
tested + in the strongest terms that it was
impossible to carry out such an order faithfully,
and that it must open the door to fraud. Deputy Collector K. Ramasémy Shéstri nevertheless
' ' insisted } in positive terms that he was to do it.
Deputy Collector M. Tellanéyakam Pillai saw
this correspondence, and was in no doubt as to
how to act. Ho at once quashed§ the orders,
original and repeated, of his predecessor. He did not consult the Collector, he did it himself with-
out hesitation. So far he was right. But then “ he was quite new to the district,” and it is when
he is not quite so new to the district that we see the Tanjore greed of bribery and corruption
coming over him. He sends & temporizing

I Enclosure 10 in X VI in part I, order || and eventually he gains courage and
practically revives §] his predecessor’s improper
order. But still he has his misgivings as to how
far he dare act up to it, so he sounds the Cola
lector, not in official writing, but personally.
The Collector gives him & decisive ** answer in
the negative, and writes, a note (1) to the sheris-
tadar which the Deputy Collector (2) sees and
issues an.extra (3) ciroular, The terms of
these are unmistakable. They are on the
record in his file as marginally referred to, and

. Yot he granted remission on cut orops. With
his attention thus thoroughly drawn to the subject it could be no forgetfulness, inadvertence or

ignorance. That he did it with his eyes open and not by oversight will also appear hereafter.
Furthermore, it is after granting remissions on stubbles that we find him stoutly objecting to any
conclusions at all being drawn from stubbles (last half of paragraph 6 above) at our inspections

in Tiruturaiptndi. He can never have thought then that we should ever examine his accounts
which follow,

25. In the village of Kalavattur (4) the usual remission (5) abstract for Re. 261-1-0, which
is an abstract of the Tanjore olugu (or detailed
list of olaims for remission), was laid before

t Enclosure 6 in XVI in part I.

1 Enclosure 7 in XVI in part T,
§ Enclosure 8 in XVI in part I,

¥ Enclosure 11 in X VI in part I.
. ** 44 XLII in part IT.

(1) Enclosure in No. XV, part I.
(2) 44 of XLI[ in part II.

(3) XV in part I

(4) 60 to 69 of XLII in part IT.

(5) LXI in part IV. ' the Deputy Colleqtor. That abstract exhausts
(6) Enclosure 56, No. XX, in the file of Devasagayam, the ?’dmltted, claims for , Temission, and the
aeildar. detailed (6) list accompanies it for easy refer-

) ence. From these two the Deputy Collestor
M Noi)aﬁlg. in part I, paragraph 67 of No, XXXVII, could easily see that thore was pnotyhing more
in the village that ought to be remitted. But
the villagers (1) were present asking for more, and the Deputy Collector turning to the tahsil-
dar said “ you have inspected this village have you not,” and between the Deputy Collector and
the tahsildar it was agreed that the tahsildar should make out an extra olugu or detailed list
of claims for remission. This then the tahsil-

(2) Enclosure 1 in LXI, part I, with translation. (.1&1‘ did, (2) the l)eputy Collector staying his
jamabandi for the purpose. The tahsildar

ordered the karnam then and there to make out an extra list of flelds to be remitted as (shdoi)
withered crop to the value of Rs. 165-4-5 and the tehsildar signed the list, with the general
remark at its close, that he had inspected the village and it was all shivi, Thereon the

Deputy Collector passed for remission all the

, items in the tahsildar’s extra list, and then the
(8) X part I 67, XXXVII, part I, karnam (3) pointed out that if ’they remitted

- all these reaped crops to the value of Rs. 165-4-5.

in the Hamlet of Kalavattur there were like fields in the vitlage of Kalavattur which were
contained in the original olugu, and had been rejected by the inspector as reaped. 'Lhe
nssessment of these amounted to Rs. 73-13-0. Accordingly the Deputy Uollector remitted them

.ization of that olugu, the obvious addition to th
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i i eld assessed at Rs. 73-13-0 which the inspecting
also. Thus he remitted as withered erops fi oo oad sertifed (1) wro » da{%
(1) Enclosure 56, XX, is Devasagayam’s file. Paragraph of his ins ion, and ﬁ.elds ageeesed at Rs.

8, XXXV, part 11, of this file. 165-4-5 which the same msiectmg officer had
declined (2) to admit into his remission List.
The reason forgthe énslpczcttlllllg officer d:i:l}mg
differently with these two plots was that in the case of the Rs. 73-13- plot there were petitions
for remis{ion, so that be ﬁad to express himself, and he wrote “cut.” In the case of the
Rs. 166-4.5 plot there were not even petitions for remission, and seelng tl.za.t }ns orders were to
inspect the whole village irrespective of petitions, his declining to admit it into his recommenda-
tions for remission amounted to the same thing as rejecting after it was admitted by petition.
Thus both items had been practically l{;ejl)OOtedeyl gge4lgspecﬁ1:g2 Sgﬂilce; ax&(‘lh a,yte: hitshi: 1?})1:1:1:;

i i -13- 8. -4-5 = Rs. -1-8. :
Golleotor romitied them in full, Re. 73-130 + it came about is learnt from th?l ie}alpositions (1)

i . of the tahsildar, the karnam and the inspectin,

@ Par;f;ﬁ:’sg ‘22"7?,’ ﬁvﬁgﬁﬂgl 'Xllﬁmin officer, who is head clerk T. Rama Rau, an
part I - that such must have been the facts is fully
borne out by theb accounts é:hgmselves, t}vth;

i ther explanation. Looking at the orignal remission abstract we find no mention o
:?‘tli;: (:)ffnt(ilgse sumﬁ,p Rs. 73-13-0 or Rgs‘.' 165-4-5, totalling Rs.'2_39-1-5 ; and we find that the
Deputy Collector has passed no remission orders on the original remission abstract, total
Re. 201-3-9, but after that total of Rs. 201-3-9 is swollen by the addition of Rs. 239-1-5 to
Rs. 440-5-2. Then he passes a remission order for Rs. 440-5-2 and on the addltmn?’l list of the
tahsildar he writes “ remitted Rs. 165-4-5 this is included in the general statement.” Turning
again to the general statement, as he calls it, which is the first and regula.r remission abstract, we
find that it has been totalled at Rs. 201-3-9, as shown by the Tamil word for total, and t%mt
afterwards a second total has been put under it adding this Rs. 239-1-5 (i.e., 165-4:‘5 + 72,3’-13-0
=2389-1-5), and that again the d total further down is marked with the word “total,” and
the ordina.x,'y double line under it, and that under this double lined total is again a second total
after again adding “this Rs. 239-1-5.. 8o that twice over, both in the hamlet and in the grand
total, ﬂ;ﬁs Rs. 239-1-b appears as an additional item after the accou,nt bas beeﬁ obviously totalled.
Furthermore each time it appears it is acoompanied by the karnam’s remark .Rersona:lly ordefbd
after inspection to be entered as eligible for remission including reaped shdvi.” Evidently the
karnam did not like the part he bad to play in the transaction and guarded himself by this
licit remark twice entered so that the tahsildar and Deputy Collector might not afterwards
:ijn round upon him, if they ever got into trouble, and qharge 1t upon him that he had smuggled
in the item under the general head shévi, without anything to show that it had been reaped. ' So

he twice over wrote * including reaped shdvi.” . .
Here wo msy remark in passing that the tahsildar’s extra list was only f?ir Rs. 165-4-5 in
the bamlet, and it was only the hamlet that he professed to have inspected. ¢ This portion of
vill e I inspected, &c.,”” showing that the Rs. 73-13-0 plot was an afterthought just as

the villag P T the karnam’s deposition (1) explains.

. ()XIinpsl The tahsildar having submitted to the
Deputy Collector the altered remission abstract,

ded in it was Rs. 239-1-5 and not Rs. 165-4-5 as vouched

must have bg;l; z;:larz tﬁgt g& 11111;.1v:'d been ;]':vare that he had included it from fields rejected by
fg; ‘il;xsgget%r as regpe’d. That he had so included it ev(;ash{‘)rgmmgi‘l}tlly ]I))rou;tght é:ou}nio no]tlloe. by
’ : ¢« inoluding res; shévi.” e Deputy Collector having

the ?;amrgaﬁ ’ fggfi:?%ﬁeiﬁﬂa relm??t:ed 8. 1(?5-4-5, this is included in the general state-
remlt ” whisl;a there is no such item as Rs. 165-4-5 anywhere in the general statement ,shows
that the Deputy Collector must have known that it was included in the Rs. 239-1-5 and conse-
that the ept ave known at the same time where the balance Rs. 73-13-0 came from, in short
quently mus ° : that it was the “ reaped shdvi” the karnam (1)

tion to.
P h 67, No. XXXVII, part 1L drew atten v .

:;) aragraph 61 LT oart TV with transiation. Again the tahsildar’s extra list (2) bears
(3) Enclosure 1 in 225, P no remarks, field by field as usual, but only one

sweeping remark at the foot of them all, another circumstance that should have attracted the

llector’s attention as peculiarly exceptional. ' o
D d the tahsildar have sent out his head gumastah to inspect this village and

hamlétgi?riz :ﬁgdshﬁiﬁself already inspeoted it? This also taken with the other circumstances

should have aroused the Deputy Collector’s suspicions.

. depositions that the Deputy Collector had a thorough
X ’f;aus “’}ﬁefﬁfﬁlghmﬁgﬂf&ﬁgwﬂ% themselves show us that it could not have heen
thorwiss. oTh Devputy Collector had before him the unusual extra olugu, the unusual general-
otherwise. e Deputy Co ! e remission abstract, the tsunil1 added tlo 'th;i abstmoz
e . i tement, and the difference nowhere explained excep
gxﬁenng from the sux: in é;heegestﬁz)l;i;l S}:; t}ﬁeDeputy Collector’s order to be‘f}.xoroug'hly under-
y the karnam’s remark, and y d yot with this remark “including

i karnam’s remark, an : I :
i o oo i the fa the Deputy Colloctar passe ho iem for rsmission.  The Doputy

(2) The same as above.
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says in his defence that it must have escaped him as he only looked (1) at the headings. We
are asked to believe that with the remission -

(1) &4, XLIT in part T1. orders of this village stayed in order that an

: extra olugu or detailed list might be made out

and the remission abstract added to with extra totals, yet the Deputy Collector never looked at the
remark against the additional entry, only looked at the old headings. Unfortunately there are
other indications of his having looked very

68 of XLII in part 1L closely at this remission abstract, for he has

been careful to exclude the small sum of

Rs. 4-15-11 under portions left waste.

26. These improper remissions of cut crops are all entered under a proper head, shévi, so
that when the total account came to be sent in by the Deputy Collestor and tahsildar to the
Collector and the Board and Government, nobody would ever have the remotest suspicion or
means of detecting that they were not shavi or withered crops that had been remitted under that
head, but harvested crops. '

27. That the fields in the additional olugn (or remission detailed statement) had been
harvested was proved not only by our reinspection, but also by accounts under the signature of
the karnam, the head of the village, and the tahsildar, showing that when distrained, reaped,
measured, and sold for Government arrears they had yielded an 8-anna crop, whereas the
Collector’s orders were that remissions were not to be granted unless the yield was less than a

4-anna crop, and yet the Deputy Collector

X1l in part 1. and the tahsildar had a special addition made to

the remission statements and delayed the pass-

ing of orders till it could be made, in order to bring these fields under full remission, and with

the karnam’s warning remark *including reaped shdvi’ before them, passed them for full

remission. It is very clear they trusted to no one ever seeing these acecounts but themselves, no one

ﬁvgx(‘i seeing anything but the dressed up totals which they would submit under unexceptional
eadings.

28. In this connection opportunity may be taken in passing to dispose of the Deputy

Collector’s remark * that he did not see any use

% 49 of XLIT in part I1. in the tahsildar having rewritten the vazapathis,

remission lists, as they had already reported

the totals to the Collector and would have to explain the differences. The way in which items

have been shown in the previous paragraph to have been entered under utterly false heads will

suffice to make it intelligible how easily differences can be explained away by a fraudulent Deﬂrgz '
which .

Collector and tahsildar in collusion unless the original detailed accounts are scrutinized,
they never are. The karnam’s anxious caution in this case, and the readiness with which the
Deputy Collector repudiated the karnam’s office copy of the Yethagudi remission abstract, shows
;180 how there is another easy and accustomed mode of escape by making a scapegoat of the

arnam.

29. Reverting to the Deputy Collector’s
+ Enclosure 56 in No. XX in file of Devasagayam. knowledge of the fields which he remitted hav-
_ ing been cut, &« mere glance at the olugu t
remission detailed statement in Kalavatur will show that the inspecting officers had marked as
cut the fields which represented the originally

1 Paragraphs 4 and 6 of XXXV in part II. remitted $ Rs. 73-13-0. The Deputy Collector

§17 of XLII in part II. has admitted in his deposition that he had

I 9 of XLII of part II. these olugus before him § at the time of settle-
ment and relied on them for checking| pur-
poses.

30. But if all this is not sufficient to show that the Deputy Collector was well aware that out
crops were being brought under remission, we have him himself making field inspections and writing
down harvested fields “ may be passed ” which he translates into Tamil in his own hand again
“ shdviyile shéthukolglam,” you may class this under shavi, so that there is no mistake about his

making it clear to the karnams that cut crops may be entered in the accounts under the head

shévi, without anything to show that they were not true shavi.

31. The Deputy Collector endeavours to shield himself under the terms of the Collector’s
v order (that if a fair specimen ¥ of the withered
:'.X in part I. crop is kept for actual inspection remission ma
72, XLII, part II. lﬁe grax}:nlt , saying that this * * was what he did.
) L ut there is no sign of any specimen havin
been preserved for inspection in the fields which he remitted, on theg[clsontrar; tix%re ocould bZ n%

guch specimen kept in fields that were certified by the inspeoto At
qubterfuge without a particle of foundation. y the inspectors as reapéd. This is a mere

32. It is wearisome. But perhaps it is as weﬂ to turn yet i

. yet again to other cases. In Yetha-
gudi the karnam has, under the personal orders, he says, of the Deputy Collector, inoluded under
pemission Rs. 116-2-1 of assessment on cut fields. The original remission abstract of the village

APPENDIX XX. ] 93 ,[¥. TELLANAYAKAM PILLAT,

with the Deputy Collector’s orders on it has been made away with. Both the karnam’s office
copy * of it is forthecoming, and is borne out by
the entries made in the vazapathi, which conld
not be made without the Deputy Collector’s
orders, though the Deputy Collector does repudiate it. The olugu too his forthcoming on which

the Deputy Collector, after personal examination of the fields, has written the remarks above
noticed “may be passed,” though the previous

(1) Page 8 of enclosure 2 in No. X in part I. inspector had written cropLarvested (1), mahasul

(2) Page 34 of enclosure 1in No, X in part I. amvadag’. Again we have his own (2) en
in pencil “not pél, but short crop harvested
and over it in ink with his initials “ may be passed.” Again there are lax remarks of a general
nature in pencil in the Deputy Collector’s (3}
(3) Page 13 of enclosure 2 in No. X in part I hand which the karnam deposes + he had to take
+ Enclosure 4 in X, part I, paragraph 2. verbal orders on, and thereon wrote in the
remission abstract the foot-note *ordered by
the Deputy Collector to be included under short crop at the time of inspection.” The items so
entered, amounting to Rs. 116-2-1 as above said, are found to be reaped orops. Though the
remission abstract has been made away with, the vazapathi made out on those orders of the Deputy
Collector bears the initial of the taluk head clerk showing that it had been made out in the
usual way, } and as the entries in the vazapathi
entirely support the karnam’s office copy it is
. idle, with the olugu before it, and the vazapathi
after it, for the Deputy Collector to deny that the karnam’s office copy is a true office copy, and
that copy shows that he remitted reaped crops. But the Deputy Collector repudiates it and lays

¢ No. X with translation in part I.

1 Paragraph 8 of XXXV in part II.

. the blame§ on the karnam. This shows the
L . reason for making away with accounts that
¢ Remarks against item 71 of LXVII in part IV. from bearing the Deputy Collector’s signature

brought matters home to me, it shows the reason
for the rewriting of accounts which the Deputy
Collector said was perfectly useless.| -

{ Parsgraph 9, supra.

M;Agmn in the Shenthangudi remission § abstract the words cut withered crop are fix
> times written in the middle of the short crop
9 No. LXII in part IV. column so0 as to attract special attention, and

the Deputy Collector’s remission order is made

AR

A mthmhdf an inoh of them and that remission order includes those items in his total, and while

one of the orders is for full remission, the other
is for 75 per cent., which is at least indicative of

46, 47, No. XLIL of part IL. attention fo deteil. In his deposition he has
to admit that he eannot explain it.

84. Agsin we find the Deputy Collector reinspecting and initialling the remark of the
original inspector which is “cout one-eighth of a measure per ma.” His initial shows that he
saw the remark of the inspector that the field had been cut before the first inspection and yet he

anted full sémuission on it (see No. IX in part I and blue pencil mark on page 3 of enclosure to

Vo. IX.

35. In Pathagaram again the Deputy Collector has remitted Rs. 71-8-6 for short crop on
fields which the inspecting officer’s remarks show were cut at the time of inspection (see No. III
in part I and LX1I in part IV in which the heading is cut withered crops). "When rescrutinizing
their accounts they wrote a fresh vaz:if»athi for thus eliminating these items showing they
themselves knew they were wrong. B8till it is clear from .the way they oo;npleted the acoounts
that they had meant to retain these items, but for the coming of the Commission.

36. In Siruvamani is another like case, Rs. 438-14-7 being remitted by the Deputy Collector
with the karnam’s remark out shévi attracting his attention to a small portion of it (see No. IV
‘in part I and No. LXIII). In page 8 of LXVII the Deputy Collector casts the bame on the

k but paragraph 3 of No. 1V in part I, supported as it is by the olugu, which was present
u:l:}lzzntlim:o 2;1 isg:xplanation being m{’en, and an extract from which is %led as enclosure 1 in

No. 10 on tahsild evasagayam’s file, shows that in the olugu, which he had before him at
thg tim‘;nofa gmn,:‘.ring remiEaiZns, the Deputy Collector was fully informed that they were all
reaped fields.

iasi f out crop were eliminated by themselves in their second serutiny
and 1?2 lﬁg ﬁ:’:eorﬁ?&”;ﬁs s?aaled the }:woounts when I did, we should doubtless have had more
accounts made away with, and new ones written up in unexceptionable order.

;*58. Now it must be remembered that under the universal practice, and under the Collector’s

ciroular, which is practically a transcript of one of Mr. Morris’ days, no remission is grantable

i i i i laims for remission on cut
on out crops, no inspector is required to inspect them, and no ¢ :
would evef have bggn submitted but for the Deputy Collector’s orders above quoted that they

24
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were to be submitted, and yet the Deputy Collector has the effrontery to say that the tahsildar
was not* justified in submitting the cases for
* 45 of XLII in part II. orders, and he actually takest credit for having
t Paragraph 3, XXXI1, part 11. granted so few. He stands astonished at his
own moderation !

89. With similar hardihood does he claim to himself the credit of having becn the author of
a form of remission abstract that left no room for such improper entries. Again and aguin he
refers to it, the “form which 1 laid down (1)
for Kumbakdénam,” “the form of the abstract
remission statement prescribed (2) by me,”
“a form of my (3) own presoribing in the
form prescribed (4) by me noheading is provided
for this item (i.e., cut crop) and he knew distinetly ” that it was not justifiable to enter it. But
unfortunately the form is simply Mr. Morris’, published in the Tunjore District Gazette. And
as he says of the tahsildar, so it may be said of him, that the very form alone should have sufficed
to show him that cut crops should have no place init. The boldness with whioch he makes
utterly untrue statements entails muoch labor in
t Enclosure 10 in XVI in part I and 37 and 38, XLIIin demonstrating that there isnot a particle of truth
part 1L in them. In this case he had himself prescribed
a different ¥ form till the Kumbakénam tahsildar

showed him that this was the district gazetted form.

40. But it is not only in cut crops that we find ‘the Deputy Collector granting remissions
of Government revenue with a free hand iu the face of all rule. Iemissions have been granted
on remission detail statements so full of palpa-
ble interlineations § that it was very clear they
were afterthoughts meant to bring in men not
entitled to remission, because they ﬁad not made
their applications in time.

41. We turn now to the Deputy Collector’s defence. It will be seen how full have been
the opportunities afforded him of explaining himself and how disingenuous is his defence.

(1) The foot of page §, XX VI, part IT.

(2) End of paragraph 2 of XXXII in part IV.
(8) 17 of XLII in part II.

(4) 450f »

§ Deputy Collector’s remarks against villages Nos. 83, 84,
236, 237, on pages 4 and 9 in LXVII, part IV,

42. His lengthy deposition of 78 paragraphs contains his explanations on the several

guestionable matters laid before him. In every

XL, part IL. case the original records on which the charge

against him was based were not only laid before

him, but the entry was shown him, and every incriminating detail brought to his notice, so that

if there were any true explanation to be made he should have every opportunity of making it,

and he was never hurried. Nevertheless he expressed a desire to have copies of all records that

implicated him, with leisure to consider them at home and thence submit a further explanation.

This too_was granted him and copies of all papers were given him except the memoranda

Nos. I, IIL, IV, VI, VII, VIII, 1X. These were merely our memoranda of the points on

which questions were to be put, and the memoranda themseclves were never relied on as evidence.

They were used only for referemce. The questions were always put to him on the original

accounts and the original accounts themselves placed in his hands. With these accounts then

) and his own deposition to show him every point

No. XXV in part II. on which he had been called on to explein his

|| No, XXVI in part IL. conduet, he could be under no doubt as to what

i was the neglect of duty with which he was

charged. After receipt of these he has submitted a second explanation || which is on the file and
may advantageously be referred to.

43. The majority of the points brought forward in the defence bave come under notice in

. the foregoing remarks, but with reference to

¥ XXVI in part IL. paragraph 7 of his letter 9 dated 30th July, it

* # Close of paragraph 32, supra. may be noticed in addition to the remarks in

) oo paragraphs 9 and 32 * * supra that the old vaza-
pathis were retained naturally till the Deﬁuty Collector himself should see them and the new
ones, and compare and give his sanction, that the Deputy Collector never expected us to go to
Mannérgudi at all, the impression being that we should go from Tirutureiptindi to Talanaiyar
and thenco to Negapatam, that ample time would thus be given for the IIJ.)eputy Collector to
arrange about the old vazapathis afterwards, and that my seizing of the accounts was utterly
unexpected, no word being breathed about it till early one morning my messenger, B. 8. Run-
) - gays Nayadu, witht+ Yekambar Aiyar, who bad

1t No. XIX in part IL travelled by night suddenly ap}ﬁeared at the

taluk office with my written authority. That
Paragrapk 9 and the close of para, h 32 . A y-
93,g:upra. paragrap on pages 36, one vazapathi and one olugu were neverthe-

loss made away with, togother with the use '

made of their disappearance, is sufficient indication that if they had not been taken by surprise
there would have been a clean sweep of all papers that would bring matters home to the Deputy
Collector and the tahsildar, the karnams being substituted as scapegoats,
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44. In snswer to Deputy Collector’s paragraph 2, paragraph 42 of this paper may be
referred to. ‘

46. In answer to the close of Deputy Collector’s paragraph 4 see paragraph 14 supra and the
preceding paragraphs.

46. Paragraph 5 is answered in paragraph 39 supra, page 94. .

47. At the close of paragraph 5 the Deputy Collector says: I now notice that some of the
karnams have actually corrected such errors when they prepared the vazapathi” All the
evidence that I am aware of is that these corrections were made at the second scrutiny after the
arrival of the Commission, and in the face of such an overwhelming mass of evidenoe a simple
ipse dizst to the contrary may be taken for what it is worth.

48. In his paragraph 10 the Deputy Collector lays great stress on his character for a
knowledge of revenue accounts. It seems to me to leave him all the more without excuse for
what he has done with those accounts. Having been himself employed in discovering account
frauds in Chingleput and in Madura he had the example of those dismissed tahsildars specially

before him.

49. For Deputy Collector’s paragraph 11 see paragraph 14 supra, and for the end of his para-
graph 11 ani('l hfsp ga{agraph 12, Eee paragraph 9 and the close of paragraph 32 on pages 86—93

and paragraph 43.
50. For his paragraph 14 see paragraphs 22 to 38.

51. For his paragraph 15 see paragraph 25.

to his paragraph 18 it is enongh to say that when inspecting fields each person
shoul?iz'bg;:);nls;?;ng alsﬁgld, %lll‘eg and there note in a note book his own ideas of what he has
himself seen, and this is what I asked of each and simultaneously did myself with an indelible

pencil. '
53. His paragraph 19. Depositions are ordinarily taken on oath. He was not treated

exceptionally. 1 souster 1T fomnd T b bo ok
i h 21. Ho was treated with marked courtesy ound T wWor
withos\?t' hIiinlxs, Eﬁ?ﬁzﬁ he was simply put aside, but no discourtesy was ever shown him.

b5, His paragraph 23 finds an answer in paragraphs 13 and 14.

56. Briefly then we have the Deputy Collector trusted (paragraph 4), yet obstructing our

. ; iting his accounts (8) for the se of making away with those that
ten;]sge'ctg?t;i(:&g ’L)ige(vgv;'lgngoohﬁsusion with(tl)me tahsﬂd:la.)rur?f(l-ll), under the pretence that the
:;gorutg y wes a bond fide one (12), but concealing it the while (13-14), though it was clear that his
‘amabandi had previously been concluded (15-16) ; pretending that his first jamabandi was only
! d tnterim one (17—21) and all this for the purpose of concealing his improper remissions on
an a dm s (22) ho having thoroughly well known that such remissions were unjustifiable
Touro4) ank yet made them deliberately (25, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36 and 37), conoeal-
i(n ; thlr; m)l'der heads of legitimate remissions, (26) and by rewriting the accounts (28),
he original sccounts being made away with (32), being himself the instigator of all these claims
;o: x?erxlgils’;ion on reaped fields (38), trying to hoodwink us by laying claim to a form of account

(39) and making other irregular remissions (40). With ample opportunity (41) his defence is

disingenuous (42). o 3

idering that he is an officer in high position on whom the Government is dependent
; &711.egon5£3?n1§9 hz.s in the boldest way possible used his abilities and his position and
ir(xnf‘iuenoe tg’the direct injury of Government in a number of proved items, to say nothing of the

possible many more thaf may have escaped detection, I see no advantage in recommending any

punishment short of his dismissal from the Government service.
(Signed) H. S. THOMAS,
885 First Member of the Revegue Board,
1st October 1880. On 8pecial Duty, T'anjore Commission,

(True Copy.)

~ (Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member of the Revenue Boaxd,

. : ty Collector has submitted a further defence (1).
P.8.—Sinoce the above was written the Depu {)"u £ it only makes his case worse. To go 1(n t)o

it in detail would be toprolong this summary,
and prolong it unnecessarily ; for even if he
item concerned in that letter it would have been of no

(1) XLII-H in part IL.

oould have satisfactorily explained ever}fich ho alroady stands sufficiently condemned, and it is

i tems on W X . ,
:zﬁl ::etg:;ge?ll,l :1}113 gggl"é ;:t be argued, that Do single act of his was defensible. It has only
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been set forth that there are sufficient instances of abuse of trust in the course of his jemabandi
to justify his dismissal. It has been thought enough, therefore, to put in his defence letter with
a few brief marginal remarks serving to show that, though specious, it is not u good defence.

(Initialled) H.8. T.
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4. As regards the corrections® noticed in the olugu of the Vandioottagam, I beg to submit

* Alterations in the estimate of short crop, always in the
direction of remission, are in themselves doubtful

entries, if no more.

that there is mno reason to suspect them to be
fraudulent. The fieldsare close to the Korayar,
and were well known to have been seriously
damaged.

13th October 1885.

Letter No. 922, dated st October 1885, from M. Tellaniyakam Pillai, Deputy Collector,
Mannérgudi Division, to H. 8. Thomas, Ksq., First Member, Board of Revenue, on

Special Duty, Tanjore District.

‘With reference to your letter, No. 247, dated 23rd September 1885, calling on me to offer

my remarks on the five memoranda prepared by

(1) Thenparai. (4) Vellampuvanur.
(2) Nemmali. {5) Vadapathi.
(3) Kalacheri.

Mr. Véthagiri Aiyar containing the results of
his serutiny of the remission accounts of the
villages noted in the margin, I beg respectfully
to refer you to my deposition, dated 26th June
1885, in which I have stated as follows:—
“I remember that in cases in which the crop

had been retained on a portion of the field for inspection, and cut on the reminder of the same
field, I did, in some exceptional cases, grant remission.” You may remember that when I was
unable to give the names of the villages, as I had then no access to the papers, you ordered
Mr. Véthagiri Aiyar to look into them, and find out the villages. The cases commented upon

* On the contrary the inspectors in Kalacheri and Veilam-
puvanur note in the olugus that the fields had been
reaped, and in Thenparai the karnam, in a deposition
taken by the Tahsildar (5th June 1885), says the fields
were reaped for straw; so that this statement of the
Deputy Collector has no foundation.

(Initialled) H.8.T.

9th October 1885.

+ What fear, what corrupt motive in stating that they had
found the field reaped 11!

1 On the contrary they wrote reaped, and that implies ordi-
narily that the whole field was reaped.

there are cases where I have knowingly sanctio
the crop had been reaped (i.e., entirely reaped).

by him in the villages of Kalacheri, Vellampu-
vanur and Thenparai are the special instances
referred to by me in the deposition. In all
these * cases fair specimens of shavi or nominal
crop had been preserved in each field for my
inspection, and it was on this special ground
I have allowed remission. The szmashdar
appears to have, either out of fear t or through
corrupt motive § failed to note the fact of the

reservation of the specimens for inspection. I

eg permission, therefore, to offer my respectful
protest against the Aiyar’s presumption, that
ned remission of assessment on fields on which
I beg respectfully to submit that to estimate the

outturn from the crop on a portion of the field preserved as specimen is one thing, and to estimate

it from mere stubble, when the crop, not only on

the entire field, but also on the surrounding

fields, and, may, on the whole tract in which the field lies, has been entirely out, is another. The

word “ shévi’’ has been used by me for nominal
dars in this district have used it.

crop, the sense in which almost all the azmash-

2. In Nemmali the karnam appears to have misunderstood the meaning of my initials. With-

§ Ho had a true copy written and compared by his own
clerk.

I See 392, 379, 383, 384 and 385, enclosure in No. IX.
In addition to the remarks made in the summary, it
may be seen that he has himself written * fact ”’ against
the inspector’s reaped.

(Initialled) H. S, T.

out seeing the original § olugu, in which I have
affixed my initials, I am unable to say any-
thing further on the subject ||.

3. As regards Vadapathi, I beg to refer
you to paragraph 7 of my letter, No. 770, dated
17th August 1885, to the Collector (copy of
which has, I believe, been furnished to you),
and which contains my explanation for dis-

allowing remission on short crop land in that village. It may not be out of place here to state
what I find from the copies of the olugu, and other documents furnished by you in connection
with the cases noticed by Mr. Véthagiri Aiyar. He says that I sanctioned remission of

Rs. 2,342 for Vadapathi on the olugu abstract

on the 22nd April 1885. I do not find this to

be the fact. From the copy of the document furnished by you, I see that I have sanctioned

remissions on account of ‘‘shavi” and * pal,’
pal,

¥ True, but if he meant to cancel that word by other orders
he should have been careful to strike it out. This may
be mere want of care, but the explanation does not
cover the other items which he had finally remitted
and only struck out afterwards on the second scrutiny
after our arrival.

> that when I came to the short orop, I find
I have written only the word remit9 bu}
stopped there without entering the amount o
remission or affixing my initials to the entry,
as I have done in the other cases, and that
neither have I signed the paper. I sce that
very day, 22nd April 1885, % have passed my
first order on the remission abstract rejecting

& portion of the amount of remission claimed for short crop. 1 wasnot even then satisfied, but

** The second scrutiny made after our arrival. Before our
arrival he suspected one item of Rs. 731. After our
arrival he struck out others he had finally passed.

ordered a further serutiny, ** the result of which

is the refusal of remission for short crop in the
main village,

5. In his memorandum on the remission acoounts of Vellambuvanur, Véthagiri Aiyar suys
“ against flelds 197 and 198 the azmashdar has entered in the olugu ‘sh&vi 6 mercals (in
pencil) weelli9y #ra¥és 184 ug’ (in ink) whilst the Deputy Collector noted in the rough
copy of the olugu as #shavi (in pencil) #ref (in ink).”” By referring to the copg of the olugu
sent by you, I find that the azmashdar’s remarks refer to the portion of the fields held ‘by the
puttahdar No. 2, and that the remarksa.ref“ Lﬁmﬁk:rl.zq. srefEQ | .f@; }3; uLI;L ” (in 111;11{)) and “ Isl:{ainv&
" ¢il). From the copy of the am’s copy of the olugu sent by you,
6 morcals "in pencl).  ¥ro i that my renll)zrks refer to the p%gtxﬁn of .t}ziﬁeld:
iri is mi 1 : held by puttahdar No. 5. Véthagiri Aiyar

' Vétha,g:;l tﬁaﬁf:tg\xﬂb;utrfmaﬁdtigsﬁg xlel&tl: 233? has apparently failed to notice this difference
Short crop has been oalled shavi. in the puttahdar’s, and presumed the fields to be
identical. I beg to formr&l the honflgal (;Iug‘til

i been left in the taluk. You will see that the azmashdsr who had entered
Whl?h eppeas to ::m;o :e:: suit this letter, for there t2re® mercals at first opposite the fields held
; Thil: 20 ’;J.‘{Z?fﬁ‘ Yi%iugenit for any other reason and they by puttahdar No. 6 has subsequently altered it
are the only oases in which it been done. And If into nine and six, respegplvely, out of fear or

ked at ‘closely and sidewaya it will be seon that these orru ive. In these cases the
:):(:\oﬂ ‘:nu:k hayve a yls‘ctmyon them which the older thmugh N Pt motive

i i beci guch as might be
m poncil marks have not. This may dissppear Specimens preserved were
Xgm riction, buf it is very noticeable tO-d&y. treatod a8 sha“ H and 1t Wlll be noted £ at tha

‘ (nitialled) ~ H.S8.T. azmashdar bas, himself used the word * shivi,”
9th Qctober 1886. though he has estimated the crop.

(True Copy.)
(Signed) H. 8. THOMAS,
First Member of the Revenue Board, o
On Special Duty, Tanjore Commission.

o
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STATEMENT showing the Lands held in the Tanjore

APPENDIX

2

18730' 2% 9

Lanos (Bots WrT aNp DrY HELD OB ENJOYED
Nauz or BY THE INDIVIDUALS IN CoLUMN 1).
Estimated value
of land at a
rough average
Total Assesa- | T2° of Rs. 1,500
Official, His Office. His Pay. | Total Extent. " t © per Veli includ-
ment. ing both wet and
the probably
insignificant
portion of dry.
Tansore CoLLEcTOR'S
Vernacular Correspond
R8. A. P.| V. M. @. C. RS. A. P. RS. A, P,
8. T. Shanmugam Pillai Huzur Sheristadar .. | 250 0 o - . .
T. V. Streenivasa Aiyar Vernaculur Head Clerk 70 0 o 26 00 92 0 0 3,000 0 o
T. Rémasdmy Aiyangar .. | Second Vernacular| 60 0 0 118 43 20 99 6 4 3,000 0 0
Clerk.
Nine officials drawing less than veus 10 0 94 40 168 1 2 15,000 0 o
Rs. 50 a month.
" Total .. . 14 2 37 60 368 7 6 21,600 0 O
English Correspond
R. Venkatarmaiyar .- | English Head Clerk .. ] 150 0 0| 24 533 0 870 7 1 36,000 0 o
T. Kistnasamy Alyangar -+ | English Record-keeper. 60 0 o .. .
Eleven officials drawing less . 24 520 0 323 ¢ 0 36,000 0 o
than Rs. 50 a month.
«
Total .. 48 10 53 © 993 11 1 72,000 0 0©
Forest and Estate
Three officials drawing less than veue . 13 867 0 478 4 4 19,600 0 o
Rs. 50 a month,
Municipal
Two officials drawing less than cone 61577 o 63 8 9 6,600 0 0
Rs. 50 a month. '
Loeal Fund
T. Vasuvadeva Rau ., .. | Head Clerk o 60 0 0 06300 1 76 .
Four officials drawing less than veee . 1126512 71 0 o 3,000 0 0
Rs. 60 a month,
Total .. 115 65 12 276 3,000 0 0
Account
V. Rama Rau v +» | Translator .. e 7 0 0] 121337 o 368 12 6 19,600 0 o
Pattappa .. . .+ | Vernacular  Record-| 50 0 o . . o
‘ keeper.
Ninsteen officials drawing less  aeee . 2618 4 0 876 0 8 39,000 0 0
than Rs. 50 & month.
Total .. 3811 41 @ 1,243 13 0 68,600 0 0
Treasury and Stamp
T, Viziaragava Pillai ++ | Cash-keeper | 128 0 o . e On
R. Vencatachalp Chetty Acting Cash-keeper .. | 125 0 0| 35 39332 1,908 6 8| 562,600 -0 0
Eleven officials drawing less veee . 3 583 0 107 9 6 4,600 0 ¢
than Rs. 60 a month.
Total -, . 38 94632) 1,300156 2 87,000 0 o
Birth and Death
Two officials drawing less than o . 3 492 0 286 2 3 4,600 0 0
Rs. 50 a month. l ‘
Pren
Nineteen officials drawing less cres . 0 1,600 0 O
than Rs. 60 & month,

* Remarrs.—Fractions of a Veli which are less than balf have been left out of account, while fractions

XXII.
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District by Tanjore Officials and their Relatives.

3

Lanps (ors WEr axp DRY HELD O ENJOYED BY THE

ToraL or CoLuMNs 2 AND 3.

RELATIVES OF THE INDIVIDUALS IN CoLumy 1).
Estimated value of
Estimated value of land at a rough
- land at a mtzglfl R:yﬁrggg ;}-zie Vogli
v e rate o1 .
R:. ?fggo per Veli Extent. Assessment. incfuding both
Total Extent. Total Assessmen including both wet and the Em'
wet and the TO~ bably }nmgm cant
bablztinsig!fl drc;m ¢ portion of dry.
portion o .
OrpICB AT VALLAM.
ence Department. . s, A P v. % o RS, A. P. ng.,. A. P '
. M G C. -l .. . H 33,000 0 0
o s 66 13 5 80,000 0 9 R b '8 4 21,000 0 0
191810 0 1,95 2o 18,000 © 0 14 14320
12600 2,19,000 0 0
2083 3 2 2,04,000 0 0 146 4 66 40 2,261 4 4 419,
136 372 0 ) ]
' 3,000 0 O
3740 0 7 | 2,52,000 0 0 182 9 19 60 4,009 8 1 | 2,73
168 682 0 ) 0 -
1,56,000 0 0
ence Department. 1.20.000 0 © 104 8 44 40 2,7;(1) lg g 7500 0 0
PR B 18 7 1,600 0 0 0 1o e 809 9 6 | 2,20,600 0 0
01178 0 g 18 T | 1easo0 o 0 | 1471096 24 3, 120,
123 5 76 24 ) ’ . -
00
' 5.668 6 0 | 3,06000 0 0 | 2621119 0 6652 1 1 { 878,000
204 066 0 ) »
' 0
Deparimen' 5730 0 4 | 246,000 0 0 1771116 0 6,217 4 8 | 2,665,500 0
164 248 0 ) ’ |
995 6 9 37,600 0 0
Department. 000 0 0 | 241937 0O
93114 0 36,
24 360 0
500 0 0
Department. 22,500 0 0 ( 16 860 0 30 9 35,600 0 0
156 660 0 302 8 3| 22500 0 0| 161682 0 ,
16 3 86 52
ry 3 48,000 0 0
2 682 1 9 45,000 0 0 326 20 656 9 \
30 0366
‘ 68 12 6 9,72,000 0 0
spartment. . 0 647 13 87 0 3 )72,
2 635 0 0 O Not gllveg- 0 9-53;233 8 0 018 0 O t 21 0 0 1,600 0 0
0
018 0 Lo6s 11 11 2,69,600 0 0 199 1 37 18 2,843 12 6 2,98,506 0 0
173 33318 )
— T | 12,13,800 0 O 847 12 74 18 3,233 811 | 12,72,000 0 0
1,089 v13,
809 1 8318 )

) ' * [N
Departmens. . 3 1,193 5 8 52,500 0 0
. 35 3 93 32 ’
leave. . > 4317 4 44 1144 1 0 | 65000 0 0

. 1036 7 6 61,600 0 O
40 11 51 44 )
. T 5| s 0 0 79 098 12 2,337 6 8 1,18,500 0 0
036 ’
40 11 61 44 1
; ) 650 2 8 12,000 0 0
Registration Department. 564 0 0 7,500 0 © 8 092 .
. 416 00 A
J—
2 0 138 12 7 15,000 0 0
Department. 08 3 7 16,500 0 © 1214 7
169 0 !
e i tions of rupees.
- : ciple followed with frac
half have been calculated as a full Veli, on the princip 26
sbove a

.
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Statement showing the Lands held in the Tanjore
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2

Lanps (Bote WeT AND DRY HELD OR ENJOYED BY

Name or
THE INDIVIDUALS 1IN CoLUMN 1),
Estimated value
. of land at a
. rough nvcru?e
Official. His Office. His Pay. | Total Extent. Total Astsess- ;t: \07{11:?[131'{13?
ment. ing both wet and
the probably
insignificant
portion of dry.
Local Fund
8. Nerdyanastmy Aiyar .. | Audit Clerk T 0%l TaTees O] w2 s 7| 21000 00
Four officials drawing less tha Local Fund
Ra. 50 & month. g 8 v N o8 0‘ 2 8 8 .
Total .. .. 14 699 0 I 39 1 3| 21,000 0 0
Threso officials drawing less than e 118 Military Pen-
Rs. 50 a month. . \ 2 8 2916 7 1,500 0 0
) -
Sun-CorLLEC
V. Muthusamy Pillai .. |Sheristadar .. ..[ 150 0 0 Sub-Goliector's Affc
J. Kistnasamy Nayadu .. | Head Clerk,. 50 0 0 i, ) °
Eleven officials drawing less et . 019 . ..
than Rs. 50 a month, . 1916 0 329 8 0 15,000 0 0
Total.. 91915 0 320 8 0 15000 0 0
Aiyyasamy Shéstry .. .. | Tahsildat .. 1260 0 o Tahsildar's Office,
. sees . Sheristadar ., .. 60 0 0 ot . .
Fighteen officials drawing less eee 3 1 . ..
than Rs. 50 a month. ' 160 0 119 310 4,500 0 0
Total .. .e 3 160 O 119 3 10 4,600 0 O
Five officials drawing less than ) Deputy Tahsildar's
Rs. 50 a month, h . . . .
Threo officials drawing less than - Deputy Tahsildar's
Rs. 650 a month. . re o ..
N. Kistom Aiyangar .. .. | Tahsildar .. 1 225 0 o Tahsildar's Qffice,
V. Lutchmana Rau .. .. | Sheristadar .. . 60 0 0 3 6 47 00
Seventeen officials drawing less s ! 0 0 47 4 0 4,500 0 O
than Rs. 50 a month. . 28 13016 806 7 4 34,600 0 0
. Total .| 26 63016| 85311 4| 39,000 0 0
A. 8. Daniel Pillai .. .. | Deputy Tahsild Deputy Tahsildar's
Three officials drawing less tha P ? . .s . | 7000117 085 0 650 0 0 26,600 0 0
Rs. 50 a month. - 1 45416 34 12 10 1,500 ¢ 0
T
otal .. . 18 63916| 6841210 27,000 0 0
K. Seshayya Acting Tahsi Tahsildar's
. g Tahsildar .,
T. Narbyanashmy Aiyar .. | Shoristadar .. ol e 00 14 08 0 48315 2 21,000 0 0
Fifteen officials drawing less ees 11 65 0 18 4 0 3,000 0 0
than Rs. 50 a month. . 26 13 27 0 766 14 2] 40,600 0
———— -
Total .. .- 42 576 0| 1258 1 4| 64500 0 O

s -
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4

Lanos (sors Wer aNDp DRY HELD
RELATIVES OF THE INDIVIDUALS

OR ENJOYED BY THE
v Corumx 1).

Estimated value of
land at a rough
average rate of

ToraL oF COLUMNS 2 AND 3.

Estimated value of
land at a rough
average rate of

Rs. 1,600 per Veli

Rs. 1,500 per Veli
Tatal Extent. Total Assessment. inclu dinl;e both Extent, Asgessment. including both
wet and the pro- wet and the pro-
bably insignificant bably insignificant
portion of dry. portion of dry.
Audit Department.
. G C RS. A. P. R8. A. P. v. M. @. C. RS. A. P. RS. A. P.
28 Mo b 0 900 0 0 42,000 0 0 I 411892 0 1,202 8 7 63,000 0 0
Account Department.
65 10 42 44 t 210 610 9,000 0 O 5 18 49 44 212 15 6 9,000 0 0
33 10 42 44 ! 1,110 6 10 51,000 [ 47 17 41 44 1,605 8 1 72,000 0 0
sion Department. .
4910 0 0O ’ 75,000 0 © 50 11 82 8 2916 7 76,600 0 0 }
ror’'s Drviston.
Kumbakinam.
6 14 68 0 122 9 8 10,500 0 0 6 14 568 0 122 9 8 10,500 0 0
3 0 00 911 7 4,500 0 0 3 0 00 911 7 4,600 0 O
200 1 84 52 5,818 6 0 3,00,000 0 0 210 0 99 52 6,147 14 0 3,165,000 0 0
209 16 42 52 5,950 11 3 3,15,000 0 © 219 15 57 62 6,280 3 3 3,30,000 0 O
Kumbakénam.
271 698 0 10,654 13 4 4,06,500 0 O 271 698 0 10,654 13 4 4,06,500 0 0
11166 0 18 14 1 3,000 0 0 11165 0 1814 1 3,000 0 0
185 19 76 5 6,379 11 5 2,79,000 0 0 189 126 6 6,498 156 3 2,83,600 0 0
458 18 38 & 17,053 6 10 6,88,500 0 0 461 19 88 6 17,172 10 8 6,93,000 0 0
Office, Kumbakénam.
6217 0 0 2,814 7 6 94,500 0 O 6217 0 0 2,814 7 6 94,500 0 O
Office, Tiruvadamarudbr.
4200 155 0 0 6,000 0 0 4200 155 0 0 6,000 0 0
—e
Mdyavaram. )
22 734 0 3,686 13 8 7,83,000 0 0 522 734 0 3,686 13 8 7,83,000 0 0
61260 0 “ 18310 © 10,500 0 O 917560 0 230 14 © 15,000 0 0
149 16 61 © 1,982 3 3 2,26,000 0 O 172 17 91 16 2,788 10 7 2,69,600 0 0
678 16 46 0 5,852 10 11 10,18,500 0 0 705 2 756 16 6,706 6 3 10,567,500 0 0
Office, Tranguebar. 0.
0o 0 0 31,600 0 O 371085 0 1,470 0 O 57,000 0 O
2010 0 0 8?_ " 1 45416 3412 10 1,500 0 0
2010 0 © 820 0 0 31,500 0 0O 38 15 39 16 1,604 12 10 58,600 0 ©
Office, Shiydli.
! W’g {) 00 112 0 9 13,500 0 0 23 084 0 6956 15 2 34,600 0 ©
31 0 0 0 1,260 0 0 46.500 0 O 3211 65 0 1,278 4 0 49,500 0 0
183 19 47 62 slogo 5 7 | 276000 0 0 | 0L 74 52 5816 3 9 | 816,500 0 0
223 19 47 52 6,432 6 7 3,36,000 0 O 266 5 23 52 7,690 6 11 4,00,600 0 0
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Statement showing the Lands held in the Tanjore District by Tanjore Officials and their Relatives— (Continued).

1 ==
| 2 o ’ ¢
Naue or | Laxs ( "L W ¢p DRY HELD OR ENJOYED BY THE
Nps (BoTH WET AND Dy ! ANDS (BOTH WET AN . NIOYED Torar oF COLUMNS 2 AND 3.
THE INDIVIDUALS l:N gzt:’;’;‘ 1”;_”"“” BY B XELATIVES OF THE INDIVIDUALS 1N CoLusy 1). '
Estimated value Estimated value of . Estimated value of
of lund &t 8 ) ‘ land at a roug;l land at a rough
Official. . rough average average rate of average rate of
His Offico. His Pay. |Total Extent. | L 0te! Asscss. | Tte of Rs. 1,600 #otal Extent. | Total Assessment. an:f:g&};erbo‘{;h Extent. Asgepsment. Rsm ‘1) 1519‘?“};6;0 Y;h
ment. 11:)“’; t}: ,(3; :‘&1‘;‘;& wet and the pro- wet and the pro-
the probably bably insignificant bably insignificant
insignificant portion of dry. portion of dry.
portion of dry. - -
- Manager's Office.
Tthee officials drawing less than RE. A. P, V.M. G C RS, A Ukkadai Estate v. M. 6. C. RS. A. P. RS. A. P v. M.6. C RS. A. P. RS. A. P.
8. 50 a month. .. 01920 0 e 5 1| 18600 0 0 10 4 0 0. 344 0 O 15,000 0 0 11 320 0 392 3 1 16,500 0 0
,600 0 O !
: et \ |
LrcToR's DI1vIeION.

T. Gopalasamy Ai Heap Assterant Cok Collector's Office
‘: . F 1 ar (33 . :

Rty Alyar |t HeadClerk .. .| 70 0 0] 311 4 0| 15 Head Ausistant 34 230 0 966 4 4 51,000 0 0 371334 0 1,123 16 3 57,000 0 0
Rs. 50 & month, . 2 10 90 53 53 ‘3 l: 6'280 00 206 16 42 42 6,048 12 5 | 3,09,000 0 0 208 7 33 81 6,108 4 6 l 3,13,500 0 0

4,500 0 0
Total .. e | 6 19483) 217 3 0 | 10600 0 0 239 18 72 42 7015 0 9 | 35,6000 0 0 | 246 06731 7,282 3 9 | 3,70,600 0 0
1 | ’ | i

R. Colundésamy Pillai . . . , ‘ Nannilam Taluk.

Yunganadha Rau o | e eneildar 250 0 0 Tahsildar's Offce, 810 0 0 173 12 © 13,500 0 0 810 0 0 17312 0 | *13,500 0 0
eventeen officials drawing less . 60 0 0 .. . b 0 15 7 3 7,500 0 0 5 371 0 150 7 3 7,500 0 O
Toteon officials drawing loss - . 0101718 | 1028 2 5| sosis 405 3731 38 13,079 310 | 607,500 0 0 435 18 1 56 16,004 6 1 | 6,564,000 0 0

! ,600 0 0 .
Total .. . 30 1417 18| 1,025 2 3 500 0 o 418 17 61 38 14,303 7 1 6,28,600 0 0 449 11 78 66 15,328 8 4 6,75000 0 0

Sabramania Ai . . Kodavasal Rarge. . '

1yar .. . As:mg Deputy Tahsil-] 70 0 0 Deputy Tahsildar's Qffice, 26 12 93 6l 751 8 7 39,000 0 O 25 12 93 61 71 8 7 39,000 0 0
Two officials drawing less than h " o ..
Rs. 60 & month. . . 9 42382 8111 3 3,000 0 0 g 42332 8111 3 3,000 0 0
Total .. . ' 27 17 17 19 833 3 10 42,000 0 0 ' 97 17 17 10 833 3 10 42,000 0 0
.. .0 !
R. Vasudavulu N4: . ‘Department.
yadu . Slg:;x:nten;ient I’aud 80 0 0 0 399 26 3 Sea Custom ' .. .. 0 39926 3 510 e W
onservator, ort, 6 10 .. t
P. V. Latchumanasamy Néyadu sﬁﬁé‘:i%‘;:;’g‘-t N , 2 19860 98 811 3,000 0 O 212 65 %4 3912 11 4,500 0 0
’ ent, Mu-| 50 0 0} 01166
Be{fﬁeﬁ‘; °£°ja,1,';od§;‘1w‘"8 lss thupet. - 28 1L 4 0 1,600 0 0| 53 57323 1,326 8 3 79,500 0 0 60 13 46 7 1,607 8 9 90,000 0 0
. nth. * . 71 48 181 0 6 1 .
10,600 o0 -
Total ’ ° 55 672 19 1,856 1 2 82,500 0 0 63 10 9 67 1,660 11 6 94,600 0 0
otal ., . - - - —
8 33738 196 10 4 12,000 0 0 D tment
. epar . : )
Eiﬁtggﬁ:ialsdzﬁwinglessthan .. Land Cuatom 98 241 8 950 15 5 42,000 0 © 43 813 24 1,124 011 64,500 0 0 :
. month. * . 15 672 186 173 1
6 22,600 0 O -
. Negapatam Taluk. 00 0 0 1000 1414 0 1500 0 ¥

T. Narai ; : . 1414 0 1,500 0 o ¥

Seve:::elaﬁa:g:i};ls?:;wiug . | Acting Tehsildar .. | 260 0 o Tahsildar's Offce, 135 "2 3 441612 7 | 2,04000 0 0} 163 240 48 5,272 12, 2 | 2,44,5600 0 0
than Rs. 50 a month. ” 27 84340 85616 7| 40,600 0 J— — »

ot cm————— :
ﬁ ) ) 0 2 8 430 10 7 | 2,00,600 0 0 164 2 45 48 5,287 10 2 | 2,46,000 0 0
otal .. . 27 8 43 40 a5 —_— e ——— e e ;
| . 616 7 40,600 0 © Ofice, Nogapatam °©
’ ‘ .
Th . . 1 3 34,500 0 0 24 12 66 32 3 911 36,000 0 0
I?;fag&li:x:i: :trlervmglesathm . ! 66 33 Deputy Tahsildar's 23 6 0 0 1 ) X
32 8 8 1,500 0 © e — e e e e
Offies, Tiruvdhir Range.
Vaithi Aiyar . Deputy Tahei St R N R R B 8 | Shoeot o o
T‘gso%igi:h dr:hwing Lese thag | DO T8 6lder .| 70 0 0 29176816( 360 7 o D«p:;yog';h;zda:a . 231 74648 013 8 2 | 3,650 00 237 14 81 48 , 66,501 0 0 -
750 8 month. . 0 73 o0 15 ’ ’ , )
' ” o e 8 | s 17| 589600 0 | 403197724 5662 12 1 | 604,500 0 0
Total ., ’ :
. 30 49318 376 10 6 46,000 0 O =
. . .- situated in French territory.

* ReManxs.—--This he states is
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Statement showing the Lands held in the Tanjore

1 2
Naxe or Laxns (Borh WET AND DRY HELD OR ENJOYED
BY THR INDIVIDUALS IN CoLumn 1).
Estimated value
of land at a
rough nverage
) rate of Rs. 1,600
Official. His Office. His Pay. | Total Extent. | 0101 A8sote- { oo vl includ-
ment. ing both wet and
the probably
insignificant
portion of dry.
MaxNareupl DEruTY
Deputy
. RS. A, P.| V.M. 6. © RS. A, T. . A, P
K. Rémashmy Shéstri .. | Late Deputy Colloctor.| 250 0 0 11262 0 100 0 0 31(‘)?)0 AO l;)
%Téi’l_‘elllanfh);aka_m Pllllal b Deputy Collector 250 0 0 . '
cials awing less than eee . 215 ¢ 1 00
B 5w e 421526 0 1,091 111 64,5600 0 O
Total .. | 44 787 0] 1,191 11N 67,600 0 0
e . Pl Cahsild Tahaildar's Offics,
vasagdyam Pillai .. o« { Tahsildar .. 200 0 0] 26 897 0 558 210 39 0 0
Officials drawing less than . 161793 0| 39511 8| 38000 0 0
Rs. 50 a month. ’ .
Total .. ‘ 43 690 0| 96314 6! 64,600 0 ©
] ) Deputy Tahsildar's Office,
Kalyanaramaiyar .. .. | Deputy Tahsildar . [ 7 0 0 1 528 0 61 5 6 1,500 0 ©
' 1
Deputy Tahasildar's Office,
J. P. Shrinavésalu Nayadu .. | Tahsildar . 225 0 0 ! #
g.ﬂKi;xlstnadRau % .. | Sheristadar ., . 60 0 0 . . .
cials drawing less than e ' 5’ 00
Bty o ramig 18 9 2 0 429 14 11 27,000 0 O
Total .. f 18 9 2 ¢ 429 14 11 27,000 0 0O
‘ I
) ) Deputy Tahsildar’s Office,
Anantaramaiyar .+ o | Deputy Tahsildar .. 70 0 0 31445 0 169 6 2 8,000 0 0
Officials drawing less than . 1516569 0! 398 7 1| 24000 0 O
Rs. 50 a month. y
Total .. o 1910 24 ¢ 667 12 3 30,000 0 ©
Manager's 0O,
8ambasiva ;uudaliy&rl .. | Manager . 80 0 0 ? e
Officials drawin, ess tha : 6 00
o amonﬂf n . 1 431 0 36 11 0 1,500 0 0
Total ., 1 431 0 3511 0 1,500 0 ©
AsgisTant CoLLEO
Assi g
Soven offcials drawing less thaa - . ssistant Collector's Offtes,
Rs. 50 a month, e .. .
: . Asildar’s Office
T. V. Narasimmulu Néyadu .. {.ctu}g Tahsildar ..| 175 0 o 6 172 0 170 0 9 o ; 0:0’ oﬂ:) ’
g&mgs&mydAlyt'r I .. | Sheristadar .. . 60 0 0 0 17 96 40 2912 8 1,600 0 0
ficials drawing less than veee . -] 41 15 27 58 672 14 1 33'000 00
Rs. 50 a month. »
Total .. . 48 14 96 34 771211 6 73,600 0 ©
i ¢,
Two officials drawing less than o 1715 o Deputy Tahsildar's Ofies,
Rs. 50 & month. ‘ 0 ’ 839 ’ 27,00 0 0
I S
. g '
Four officials drawing less than ceve . 1 1568 7 Hansgert M; i
Rs. 50 a month. ‘ \ ‘ 2 1793 I 1,600 0
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District by Tanjore Officials and their Relatives—(Continued).

3

4

Lanps (sors WET
REL ATIVES OF TH

AND DRY HELD OR ENJOYED BY THE
£ INDIVIDUALS IN CoLUMN 1),

ToraL oF COLUMNS 2 AND 3.

Estimated value of
land at a rough.
average rate o

Estimated value of
land at a rough
average rate of

Rs. 1,500 per Veli

Total Extent. | Total Assesament. B?ﬁ cllfmge; o‘t’lfh Extent. Assessment. inclading both
wet and the pro- wgf and the i}i)m-t
bably insignificant bably insignifican
portion of dry. portion of dry.
COLLECTOR'S DrvisioN.
tor's Office.
Colle ﬁf} C RS, A. P. RS8. A. P. v. M. 6. C RS. A, P, RS, A. P.
%85 0 0 . 1,47,000 3 0 99 17 62 0 00 0 0 | 1,560,000 0 0
28 0 0 0 . 42,000 0 0 28 0 0 O o 42,000 0 0
8175 0 179 8 3 13,500 0 0 5112 80 0 1,270 10 2 78,000 0 0
135 255 0 179 8 3 | 202500 3 0 179 10 42 0 1,370 10 2 | 2,70,000 0 0
Manndrgudi Taluk. ;

M 5y 751 0 3216 7 7,500 0 0 311648 0 590 13 5 46,5600 0 0
421024 0 1,144 7 1 64,600 0 0 69 817 © 1,540 2 9. 90,000 0 O -
471775 0 1,177 17 8 72,000 0 0 ] 91 465 0 2131 ¢ 2 | 1,3,500 0 ©

N‘dam‘;ny;‘;wzle;m' 105 6 0 9.000 0 0 | 51828 0 166 11 6 10,500 © ©
- s —————— — i | =
‘ raiptindi Taluk.
T.m“oqo 79 0 16 9 2 1,500 0 0 Mg 73 g 16 9 2 1,500 0 0
.. 0 32 .. .
. 1 gg 0 1,702 10 7 73,500 0 © 67 864 0 2132 9 6 | 1,00600 0 0
491361 0 1,719 3 9 75,000 0 0 68 263 0 2,149 2 8 | 1,02000 0 0
ettt i’ 1

aderniem Range. i

4 9760 11213 0 13,500 0 0 13 171 0 282 2 2 19,500 0 0
40156 0 0 . 61,500 0 0 56 10 69 -0 398 71 ‘8‘5,500 00
50 2 6 0 11213 0 75,000 0 0 6912 30 0 680 9 3 | 1,05000 0 0

1 lam Estate. . 3
ndapatmmnya:m 255 0 0 9,000 0 0 6 300 255 0 0 9,000 0 U
12 12 73 0 438 2 -3 24,000 0 0 16 19 10 0 473 18 3 .25,500 0 0
e
211779 0 693 2 3 33,000 0 0 | 23 210 0 728 13 3 34,600 0 0
yor's DIVISION.
M“k:;a.u 64 0 1,637 6 3 97,500 0 0 | 64 14 64 0 1,637 6 3 97,600 0 0
3 - .
Fatubta Trlut 16 3 4,500 0 0 91083 0 302 0 0 13,500 0 ©
3 ol 8 115:75(1) 13 7 98,500 0 0 20 22732 600 10 3 30,000 0 0
32,3 13 22 22 5596 311 | 463,500 0 0 350 11 62 42 6,160 2 0 | 526,500 0 O
1 96640 6299 0 9 | 4,80,500 0 0 380 4 63 10 7,07112 3 | 6,70,000 0 ©
33 28 ,90,
Ammmomgwb | seo 00| W00 839 | 36000 0 0
. 6 v ,
T e 37 0 0 13,500 0 © 10 16552 646 9 8 16,000 0 ©
! N

81999 0

A
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Statement showing the Lands held in the Tanjore

1 2
NaME oF Laxpg (Bork Wer axp Dy HELD OX BNJOYRD
BY THE INDIVIDUALS IN CoLUMN 1),
Estimated value
of land at a
roug}x Iuvemgeo
X . . ’ rate of Rs. 1,60
Official. His Office. His Pay. | Total Extent. Total A:"’“' per Veli includ-
ment. ing both wet and
the probably
insignificant
portion of dry.
Manager's Office,
RS. A. P. . M, a. . A. P, . A P,
Two officials drawing less than SN . mpoTMeee e e
Rs. 50 a month,
. —
Tansor® Dxrury
Deputy Collector's
Beven officials drawing less than cees e 613 65 28 204 5 1 9,000 0 0
Rs. 50 a month. '
. Tahaildar's Office,
A. Sémy Aiyar . .+ | Tahsildar ] 2586 0 0
%lim}‘;?mam};’ﬁ Aiizlzrd . . .. | Sheristadar .. 60 0 0 .. .:
ghteen offic rawing less [ . 86 245 0 00
than Rs. 50 a month. 113 2 %000 0 0
Total ., . ' 6 2456 0 144 13 2 9,000 0 0O
Deputy Tahsildar's
Thé.iathayalu Ndyadu .. | Deputy Tahsildar ..| 100 0 0
Three officials drawing less than cers e . .
Rs. 50 a month, ) "
. ])ep«!y‘ Tahsildar's
']1?‘?1)\: Rag . .l. drawi ..1 th' . | Deputy Tahsildar 70 0 0 ve .
ree officials drawing less than vers . 00
o 50 & month 1 042 34 1012 6 1,600 0 0
Total .. 1 042 34 10 12 6 1,606 0 0
Streenivasa Aiyangar Deputy Tabsild Deputy Tahsildar's
Streenivasa Aiya .. | Depu sildar ..
Two officials drawing less than peLy oo 0090 g l; g? g 3% }ﬂ' ‘_} 1,600 0 0
Rs. 50 a month. t ) ? h
Total .. . 1 0 6 0 34 13 11 1,500 0 0O
. Manager's Office
A. Rimashmy Aiyar. . .. | Mdnager . . 9 5 4 0 848 0 110 7 M o
Eleven officials drawing less 10 623 0 0 00
than Rs. 50 a month. " w0 15,000 0 0
Total ., . 101371 ¢ % 77 16,000 0 0
] “
. . Office of the Goverm
K. Govinda Ran ., .« | Serkele .o .
Five officials drawing less than eee 0 00 162 13 ’)8 o 3"8 14 9 ? 2,40,000 0 0
Rs. 60 amonth, * 60 0 208 156 2 9,000 0 ©
Total , 172 323 0} 4,313 810 2,68000 0 ©
' . M Mana
D. Dorasmy Aiyangar «« | Manager . .| 150 0 o wkbase
Thirteen officials drawing less vers .. 8 1531 o . o 0
than Rs, 50 a month. 8 3 0 9,000
Total ., . 61631 o 87 3 0 9,000 0 0
Six officials drawing less than voes 0 Mukkasa Department, T
Rs. 50 a month. " 600 12 0 0 o
Grand Total .. | .. : '
o 794 77867 | 20,187 0 4 |11,88,000 0 O
L. e L e

e
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District by Tanjore Officials and their Relatives—( Continued).

Laxpe (ot Wer a¥p DEY HELD OB ENJOYED BY TES
RELATIVES OF TEB INDIVIDUALS I¥ CorLumx 1;.

Torar oF CoLUMNS 2 axp 3.

Estimated value of

imated value of land at a rough
lanednatg: rough average rate of
Re. 1,500 mwv?fu A " Rs. 1,500 per \t;fn
- 1,500 per 1o Extent. gsesament. including bo
Total Extent. | Total Asscasment. | “%' o dm&both -
wet ad the pro- bably ineignificant
baxzt;:: g;‘ d:;nt portion of dry.
Singavanam Estate. o a
. M, G C. . A, P, RS. A. P. v. M. G. C BS. A, P. . - .
e 11 ?agz 8 3 1 ‘ 10,500 0 J 611 362 53 2 1 10,500 ¢ 0
i 1
Correcron’s DivisioN,
Officsy, Tanjors.
79 16 20 15 2,069 10 9 1,20,000 0 0 85 975 43 2,263 16 10 | 1,209,000 0 0
' 1
Tanjore Taluk.
9,500 0 0
857 1 9,500 0 0 63 098 8 1,857 11 10} 9,
6? 12 o 33 1'25; ;ug} Za,ooo o0 716 93 32 269 8 & 2:‘3,288 0 0
120 176 10 3,993 11 0 1,93,500 0 O 135 4 21 10 4,138 8 2 ,02,
189 19 87,50 6,110 15 3 2,86,000 0 o__l 196 2 12 60 6,266 12 5 | 2,94,000 0 ©
Offics, Tanjore Taown. .
T 6510 3 3000 0 0| "2 931 0 610 3 3,000 0 0
Vallam. S
Office, a;';o 0 . 3000 0 O 2 250 0 - ‘ 8,000 00
1? 5 87 40 3 3 86 16,500 0 0 12 630 10 14 0 8 18,000 0 0. -
13 837 40 3 36 19,600 0 © 14 8 Bo 10 4 06 21,000 0 0
Gffios, Tirwoddis ' ’
000 0 0 1815 9 0 1,080 § 9 28,500 0 -0
9 g 3 o o 1t 3 2::600 00 01466 0 2713 10 1,500 0 0
18 969 0 1,023 0 8 28,600 0 O 19 9% 0 1,068 7 7 30,000 0 0
tl
GMMMME:“ 514 11 1,600 0 0 11368 0 796 1,500 6 0
1i 1g %g 0 97 ® 22,600 0 0 241915 0 168 6 8 37,600 0 0
151918 0 108 8 7 24,000 € O 26 1283 0 176 0 2 39,000 0 0
wons Agoey, T ve 166 358 O 3814 0 8 2,490,000 ¢ ¢
310 75 13 148 12 4 6,000 0 0 9 10 40 12 44711 6 16,000 0 O
310 76 12 148 12 4 6,000 0 0 175 18 98 12 4,262 6 2 2,04,000 0 0
! N
gor's Oie, Tomjors. o) 91000 26 4 0 | 1,36,500 0 0
266 4 0 1,36,500 0 ‘ :
201333 0 263 8 3 | 31500 0 0 | 30 780 460 6 8 | 45508 00
5 288 0 519 7 8 | 174000 0 0 | 1201764 O 706 10 8 | 1,83,000 0 ©
1 , 74/
- D:;mzngsz “;“ 1,639 0 8 60,000 0 0 40 068 0 1,851 0.8 80,000 - 0 °¢
14 :
1517 99645 | 1,96,093 310 | 97,71,000 0 0
5723 1 463 | 1,20066 2 8 85,83,000 0 0 | 85 ‘ 136, ,
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APPENDIX XXIII.

Remisstons granted in the Tanjore District on Wet Lands only.

A

Fastis.
Names of Taluks. :
1284 1285 1286 1287 1288 1289 1200
(1874-75). | (1875-76). | (1878-77). | (1877-78). | (1878-79). | (1879-80). | (1880-81).
1 2 3 4 ] 8. 1 8
X [
RS. RS, RS. RS. RS. 18, RS,
1. Tanjore . . . 515 7,626 59,044 8,076 17,186 97 10’191
2. Kumbakénam .. . . 169 448 12,957 2,777 44 . 17,624
3. MAyavaram . . . 94 5,968 22,849 4,603 . e 5,212
4. Shiyali .. . . - 5 7,070 | . 16,042 5,845 422 461 - 3,503
5. Mannirgudi . . . 341 4,036 27,327 8,756 717 . 23,474
6. Tiruturaipandi .. . . 5,756 37,963 56,317 30,261 8,085 .. 96,198
7. Nogapatam . . . 446 1,176 6,276 3,531 919 300 29,201
8. Nannilam .. . 503 . 421 . .. o 29,443
9. Pattukétai . 270 7,615 40,972 664 22,367 13,799 - 664
! ! S —
Total of 9 Taluks .. 1 8,099 1 71,901 I 2,412,204 | 64,513 | 49,730 | 14,241 | 2,156,600
—(conts Average .
Fasvis—(continued). romines wolt 1(,1(?“ "
of nine | including Avgmge
I yeurs water-rato | remission
(excludir_xg sotgr(id; gf :;‘:g:?
Names of Taluks. 1291 1292 1293 Total the famine o ment in
N (1881-82). | (1882-83). | (1883-84). : o Jour avnom. | columm 14.
asll 12y
(1876-77). ment.
9 10 11 12 13 14 16
BS. RA. R8. RS. RS, RS, RS. A, P.
1. Tanjore . . . o 1,954 151 | 1,04,750 5,078 | 4,39,387 | 0 o0 2
2. Kumbskénam ., .. . . 803 85 34,807 2,439 { 7,11,908 001
3. Méyavaram . . 9,907 33 9521 49,618 2,974 | 562,074 { 0.0 1
4. Shiyali .. . . 1,563 1,718 3,671 | 39,884 2,649 | 2,8,2156| 0 0 2
5. Mannargudi . . 1,936 644 H68 67,709 4,497 | 3,79,663 00 2
6. Tiruturaipandi . .. 17,567 44,910 48,248 34,530 32,110 | 3,30,633 01 7
7. Negapatam . . .. 15,210 6,318 6,656 69,120 6,983 | 3,95,391 0 0 3
8. Nannilam . . . . . 32 30,399 8,331 | 17,00,127 0 01
9. Pattukétai . Ve . 2,209 267 682 49,489 6,391 85,365 010
Total of 9 Taluks .. 48,392 | 56,647 | 60,044 | 8,31,271 65,452 | 38,62,761 | 0 0 3

1
2

}
i
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