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In submitting herewith for perusal of Government.

2 letter from the Inspector of Schools, 6th Circle, comment-
ing on the Judgment[of mhichva copy is enﬁlosed/delivered
by the Sessiond4e Judge, Tanjore in a Criminal appeal
preferred by M.R.Ry C.8. ®risknaswemi Ayyar, B.A.,B.L. ,
Correspondent of the Victoria Secondary School, Papanasam,
who was convicted by the Additional District Magistrate,
Tanjore for cheating tﬁé Bducational Department by sub-
mitting false finsncial statements, I have the honour to
state es follows:- ;

.2 It seems to me that the Judge s biea o

the point at issue -- please see sheet 6 of the Judgment{
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Office of the Mmspector of Schoole

F. L. :
Sixth Circle, e
: . Tenjore, Dated /3K warch 1917,

From ‘ : N 25
¥.C. Douglae, Feq., W.A.,

Inspector of Schools,

<&

Ag. in Sixth Circle.
To

THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC INSTHUdTTON,

MADRAS,
8ir,

I haye_the hoﬁour to submit herewith the judgement
of the Appeat gogrt in tbe\case against the late Correspondent
of the Victoria High 8chool, Papanasam. With it I submit a
printed copy of the evidence taken in tpe_additional District

Magietrate's Court. The copy was sent to me by the Public

Prosecutor.

. The Appeal Court has reversed the verdict of the Lower J

Court on the ground (1) that there is no reliable evigenc

that the entriee of salaries in the financial statement for
1913-14 were incorrect: (3) even if they were incorrect, the

prosecution have not proved that the Correapondent knew them

to be incorrect.
«

3. The prosecution baeed itself on the certificate signed

by the Correspondent that the expenditure entered in the filnn

cial statement had actually been incurxed‘ The Appeal Court §>

regarda this certificate as of no significance. It rules in

¥ .

hprr 14 fact that the certificate does not affect the legal situation,

Had the certificate never beep signed the burden of pfoving
1 . that the Correspondent knew the figures to be false would
have‘rested on the prosecution. The certificate ggg‘signed,
but the bqrden continuee to be precisely what and where it was,
I request you to be good enough to conaider whether this is

really a correct view. The Prosecution have no obJection to

the Correspondent pleading that he honeetly believed that th
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figures which are in point of fact incorrect,were correct.
This, if proved, would be a sound defence. But the pro-

secuticn belleve that the Correspondent must prove that he
AN

e —

honeatly belie d that the certificate signsd by hzm ,which as a

matter of faet is wntree,was true. In any case, the prose-

: <
cution believe that though guilty knowledge cannot be pre-

sumed it can be inferred from the nature of the certificate,
the ease whth which ite truth or falsity could be ascertained
and the poeition,lexperience and attainments of the person
who signed it. (Vide Mayne's Commentary on the Indian Penal
Code Section 186, Page 695.). The accused is a graduate
in thfee faculties: as a B.L. he is expected to appreciate

the fesponsibility incurred in signing certificates: as an

L.T. he was well qualified to understand the importance to the

Director of correct information ﬁith regard to the income and
expenditure of his school. This seems to the prosecution
ground for inferring guilty knowledge.' The accused in Court
(Vide his statement, page 59 of the evideﬁce) reaffirms in

the strongest manner the accuracy of the figures in dispute.
There is no suggeetidn at all in the evidence from beginning
to end that the accused might rossibly have been deceived into
believing that the figureswere accurate, whereas as a matter
of fact they wers not. : /

4, Of course if there is no appeal from this ruling :;.the
Court's,further comment on the Judgement is superfluous. The
greater part of the Judgement, however, is taken up with a
criticiem of the prosecution evidence, a criticism which leads
up to the conclusion that the figures entered in the financial
Statement for 1913-14 are quite correct. In the hope that
the Court's riling in para 6 qy be regarded as wrong, I offer
the following remarks on the Court's appreciation of the
evidence.

Se

of the evidence are the followings

be clearly»underatood that the word covers three things.

/4J%ﬁQuavﬂ; « and defence as to (3): the acquittance roll was filed

were identical and Xx :less than (3).

Ly e E e e R ¢

5. The pointe which have to be elucidated by a oonaideratié:

(1) what was the salary on which the teachers accepted

their appointments?. 2

(8) What was the actual emoun; that ﬁaased from the hand
of tpe person who disbtursed the salary to the hand of
the teacher?.

Wheq.the word "salary" is used throughout this case, it must

(1) The salary for which the teacher undertook to serve -g¥,'

the contract or the agreed salary-

(3) the amount actually counted out and appropriated by the ;
teacher - salary received.

(3) the amount signed for in the acquittance roll - salary

eigned for. There is,of course, no dispute between

in evidence.
e b Hi
The(proeecution and defencelcan be stated most clearly and Rimy :

simply in this way. The prosscution hold that (1) and (3)

- The defence hold! that-

{1) and (3) were identical and in some cases greater than (3),
thgﬁgifference bing be{ng the amcunt of a voluntary subserip-

tion to a fund in connection with the school . Now my object
in coumenting on the Coﬁrt'é appreciation of the evidence is
to prove that the prosecution euccﬂeded in showing in Court

(1) that the salaries entered in the financial statement (Exp

i

‘ @
hibit V) and the acquittance roll were not the contract sala- §

ries: (2) that the contract salaries were (in some cases) 1ese.

I cannot undertake to prove that the,c?rrespondent knpw these
two things. I‘do not see how it éan,be proved. Ilcﬁn only
point (1) to the certificate signed by the acbuaed; (ﬁ) tol

his emphatic declatagion (vide para 1 of his statement on page

59 of the evidence) that the‘ealariég entered are salarissy
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really Agreed to between the employ;%s and: the employed and
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to consider, as the Court doee in para 14 (vide "under cover
of ‘thigi i

[

they are real valuation of the saiaries services rendered ") embezzlements by a hypothetical treasurer of

and were actually expended from out of the funds of the subscriptions to a hypothetical fund, the eaid treasurer

1 .
management'; and para 10 "the mamul of 'short payment' set being presumably the same person as the disburser of the pay.

D by SOMB. g8 1he prodecution mitmesass = falke 8 tOto - If the ex}stance of suchva fund and the reality of voluntary
(3) to the fact that these emphatic desclarations were made subscriptions to it is Proved, then - cadit quasstio, whether
after hearing the whole of the prosecution evidence: (4)

If the salaries

the treasurer applied the monies paid into the fund to their

to the Statements of P.W's 4,5,7 and 10. proper purgose or not.  The only question to be considered

signed for are really greater than the agreed salaries and & :
this can be proved, the difficulties in the way of believing Re, 30 to pay 'Y!' a teacher whose agreed salary was Rs,30,and
that the accused was ignorant of this are insuperable. whether 'X! the disburser pocketed Rs.5 and paid 'Y! ‘the
6. The Appeal Court would deny this last observation. t?acher Ps.35 and made him sign in the acquittance roll for
, The Oourt states in para 5 of ths judgement that there are two Rs.30, thus making the accused believe that Rs.30 the con—
tract salary was actually d;abureed. Considering that not
weré being signed for than were actually paid and his con- a word of complaint of such treatment has to this day been
senting that this should be so. The difference might have breathed by 'Y! or any of hig féllow-victims, the suggsstion
been (1) embezzled by thé person to whom the money was en— made by the Court that the prosecution has not proved that
trusted by the accused for the payment of the teachers: (23) there was no embezzlement, is, to say the least of it, gra-
deducted or repaid by thé teachers as a voluntary subscription tuitous. The suggestion may be brushed aside, leaving me
to a fund for the good of the school.  The prosecution of _ free to show that the salary received Was not the salary
course agree that if the difference said by some of the prose- signed for and that there was no voluntary subscription and

cution witnesses to exist between the salary signed for and

that there was no fund.
©ne ik

the salary received is susceptible of the latter innoce't expla-| 3 8. What evidence must be produced tc show $hat the contract

nation, the prosecution case should fail. ¥y present purpose 1 salary of teachers was?. An aprodntment order signed by the

is to show (1) that a difference is proved to have existed b7 |- aocused specifying the contract salary would clearly be the

between the salary signed for and salary received: (3) that 7 strongest’ evidence. Neither side, however, was able to pro-

‘ the difference is not due to a voluntary subscription to a duce such an appointment order except in the cass of P.W.23

His order (Exhibit.Q.) shows the contract salary to have been

7. Before I come to this, however, I must dispose of the less by one rupee than the salary signed for, thus supporting

Court's suggestion that the difference stated by the most of the prosecution argument. ‘The date of this order is, however,

the prosecution witnesses to have existed between aalary outside the limits of the year in which the offence charged

signed for and salary ieoeived might have been due to em- was committed, viz., 1lst April 1913 to 31st March 1914, To

bezzlement by the disburser of the pay. I do not propose arrive at the contract salaries we have to rely on the oral

is whether the disburser of pay 'Xx! received from the accused,




evidence of teachers. :

9. How is the salary actually received to be prozgg?.‘

In the nature of the case, docummtéry evidence is un Tcaas-
#ise., The acquittance roll is supposed to provide docu-
mentary evidence, tut it may be vitiated (1) by fraud?
(8) by voluntarily foregoing part of the salary signed for.
Here again we have to rely on oral evidence.
10. The prosecution examined 13 witnesses. 0f these,
Mr. Siva}aﬁa Ayyar of your office, the present Correspondent
! s .

of the Victoria High School and myself were called for for-
mal or technical purposes only. The remaining ten were
all teachers or ex-teachers of the school. One was ths
late Head Master: two spoke to facts which occurred after
31st March 1914. The remaining 7 fall into 4 groups;—‘

I. Nagasubramania Ayyar (B.¥.10) and Sitareama Ayyar

AP eRE )L They are relatives apem and are open

partisans of the prosecution.

I1, X.Viswenathan (P.W.6) and K.Swaminathan (P.W.7).
They gave me in February 1915 written statements
incriminzting the accused and adhered in Court to
their original statemente.

I11. V.K.Sambamurthi Ayyar (P.W.9) and K.Seshadri Ayyan-
gar (P.W.13) gave similar statements, ‘but in Court
they put a conestruction on them which favoured the
accused.

&

IV. G.-Narayanaswami (P.¥.8) is and has always been a
partiean of the accused. , o

Thus of the 7 witnesses, one was exvected to be hostile,

two turned hostile contrary to expeatations, and the remain-
ing 4 adhered to the evidence they had previcusly given.
Now T take it that this case could never have been brought
into Court unless written statements had been furnished by

teachers affording evidence of irregularities in the dis-

bursement of pay. All the above seven witnesses with the 3

exception of P.W.8 gave written statements to the effect that
their salary was one thing ana the salary they signed for

was another. It was, 1 suppose, on the strength of these

s8ix statements corroborated by other evidence that you de-
cided to prosecute the accused. The six statements weré
duly filed in evidence. All the six witnesses acknow-
ledged in Court that the statements were theirs and that
the statements were correct. Yet not one single mention
of any of these statements is made in the Appeal Court's
judgement. For all practical purposesEhey might as well
never have existed. The fact of their existence is éf
no importance in the case of the witnesses who confirmed
and repeated in the witness-box what they had said pre-
viously to me on paper, In the case of those witnesses
(P.W.'s 9 and 18) who put a construction on their state-
ments which their statements could not possibly bear, one
would have expected the Court to take some notice of the
fact.

11. The prosecution cannot complain because Exhibit X,
P.W.9's written statement, is not accepted as evidence.
P.W.9 is clearly a liar and Exhibit K or his evidence in
Court or both may therefore be lies.

13. The case is very different with P.%,12. .The Court
(1) believes this witness (para 9): (3) regards him as

supppriting the defence case (para 9): (3) uses his evidence

to discredit P.W.5 (pzra 10§ 13th sheet,line 14). The pro-
secution lay great strees on his diary (Exhibit F). From
August 1913 to April 1914 he signs in the acquittance roll
for Rs,.50. For five of these months he enters in his diary
the receipt of his salary on the day on which he received it.

In all cases the salary is Rs.40. There is clearly a dis-

crepancy to be explained. In may 1915 I addressed to him

Exhibit J) asking him whether while he was serving as an
aseistent master in the Victoria High School, Papanasam, "he

was drawing Re.50 as stated in the acquittance roll or Rs.40

as_stated in his diary which had been lodged with the Inspector
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ag evidence of irregularities in the disbursement of pay

to the staff of the Victoria Secondary School, Papanasam."

Here I balanced the acquittance réll againset his diary, Rs.50
against Rs.40. I made quite clear that there was a suspicion
of irregularity -involved in this apparently conflicting record
of salary received. Is it conceivable that P,¥.13, a B.A.,
L.T., if the fact had been that his pay was really Re.50 and
that he forwent Re.10 of it monthly for the good of the school,
ie it conceivable that P.W.12 would not have explained the
way$%sy 8o simple, innocent and praiseworthy, in which the
apparent conflict had arisen, if the conflict had really arisen
4ie filed in evidence

in that way?. His answer to Exhibit Jy

"my salary

as Exhibit J. In this he answers, tout court,

was R8.40 as stated in my diary". Questioned why he did not
in Exhibit J explain the discrepancy as he had explained it
in Court, he answered that qhad not drawn his attention to :
the fact that he had aigned in the acquittance roll for Rs.50!.
He admitted in CourtLExh1bit J; was the letter received from
me. The point to which I wish to draw special attention is
that the court does not betray the slightest consciocusness of
the existence either of Exhibit J or Exhibit J,. This then
is ¢he witness whose evidence is taken to support the defence
and used to discredit an important prosecution witneaaf}?.w.s.
should be

Tt seems to me bad enocugh that the prosecution/deprived of the
evidence of the diary, it is woree that the evidence of the
diary should be turned against the prosecution but it is in-
tolerable that the evidence of a proved liar like P.W.13 should
be quoted to disprove an assertion of 'a witness like P.W.5
whom I think I can prove to be essentially honest.

13, P.W.8 is dismissed in para 6 with the remark that his
.evidence ie not relied on either by the lower court or By the

prosecution. P.W.8. was known to be a hostile witness: he

was called becuase an account book containing an entry of

. court of recording an answer of his falsely in May 1915,

9 / ‘j(

.salary as Rs.15 came into the hands'of the prosecution, the

corresponding entry in yhg acquittapce roll being Rs.30. T
do not knpwywhy the lower court considered thgt the prosecu-
tion derived‘np support from the epﬁ;y in the account book.
It is in iteelf not of much importance but it has a certain
value of a cumulstive kind. I take it that the Court was
satisfied with P.W.8's explanation that Rs,15 was entered
because Rs.5 would previously hgve been received as a private
loan. This witness distinguished himself py accusing me in
The
lower court saig that he wggwapfiously lying. The Appeal

Court did not comment on his qvidqnqe.

'14. I now come to the evidence of the witnesses who deposed
in court thaq the salaries they actually ;eceived were the con- |
tract salaries and that the salaries sigq&d for wers larger
amounts, These witnessee are P.W.'s 5,6,7 and 10. .As the
accused says in paggi4‘qf his ataﬁement (page 59 of the evi-
dence) that P.¥.10 is one of the ringleaders of a eonspiracy
Jagainst him and as P.W.5 is P.W'10's brother-in-law I shall
deal firet with the Court's Comments on P.W's 6 and 7.

15, The Court comments on P,W.6's evidence in para 7. In
cqng?g?ring tﬁese comments please remember that the Court sums
up in para 14 as follews. "I find no satisfactory proof that
the salary figures in Exhibit U'are fictitious akd do not re-
present the real_salari§s of the teachers, as fimed Ly the
management., The défenée evidence of other teachers P.W's 1 to i
© goes to show that there was no underpayment of salaries. I
am unable ?herefore tc hold that the sums mentioned in Exhibit
U were not disbursed, 4hile the receipts in the acquittance

Toll is at least some evidence on the part of the staff that

. they wers".

16. The actual mistakes mads by the Court in oonsidering

P X 6'8 evidence azé&he followxng. The Court says 'P.l.6

states




states .... that it was P.W.4 and at times P'w'13y7h° disburséd
W A

his salary". What P.¥W.6 states and states téeice over is that

P.¥W.4 disbursed his salary only once. Again the Court says

on
"pcoused .... did not disburse P.W.6's salary except{one occa-

sion when he got the full amount". P.W.6 however actually sags,

"The sccused disbureed salariss twice or thrice". Tt is ille-

gitimate to infer that accused disbursed the full amount of Rs.30
twice or thrice. In faet the inference is quite the contrary,
viz., that on one occasion the accused disbursed Rs.30 and on
the other occasion he disbursed a smaller amount. To say, as

the Court says, wam# "I car find nothing in his evidence to show
that he (i.e., P.W.6) was not being paid the amounts shown in
Exhibit U" is a most astonishing statement. P.W.6 says, inter
alia, "I had no appointment order. T was given to umdafstand
by Mr, Nagasubramania Ayyar when I was first appointed that I

would be paid Rs.30 per mensenm. In 1813 -.... my salary was

raised to Rs.31 or 33 ...... Then it was raised to Re.33....
T received ohly Re .20 per mensem‘at the start, I signed the
acquittanhe roll ‘for a targer amount etc., etc." To say what
thé Cdurt says in the passage above quoted seceme to me very like
saying that black is white. The witnese may be lying, but it
is not‘%ﬁrrect to say that there is nothing %s in his evidence to
show that he was not being paid the amounts shown in Exhifit.U.
"I received Rs,20 but signed the acquittance roll for Re.35 or
Re .28 without question. Thie was in the first month. After-
wards %00 T did not question anybody why I wae asked to sign for
more, nor did I decline to sign for more." More than what?.
And what was thers to question in the first in the fiftieth.:

month when the witness waé asked to sign for his agreed salary?.

And why on earth should he decline to sign for his agreed sala;yij

But surely the question of what the teacher intends to day is

put beyond the region of controversy by his words, 'jhen i

acceptéd the appointment T had no idea I would be asked ‘t6 sign

0 o
s

for more. I knew it only when T signed the acquittance roll®.
Against this the Court puts the teacher's answer to the accuseds
vakil , "When T signed for Re.28.and 30 from February to June
1214, T knew that the sum for which I was signing was due to
me.: T thought the difference wae to go to the improvement

of the School.®, It seems to me to be a very one-sided way
of dealing with P.W.'6's evidence to take this, and his state-
ment that he was at first employed on Rs.28 - a statemen£ "
immediately: corrected - and a statement made in the re-exami-
nation as upseiting the rest of his evidence, which is per-
fectly clear and unambiguous. Just after the words quoted

by the Court the witness saye, "That is why I did not raise * &
any objection", The witness clearly means that he recognized
something objectionable in the msthod of disbursing his salary
and he consented to it only because he thought the method was
beneficial to the school, It is clear to an educated mind
that, in the circumstances stated thers could bs no "difference"
to utilize for the benefit of the school, No one, however,

who knows anything about matriculates.on Re.385 will be sur-
prised at one making a mistake of this kind. To disbelieve
nine-tenths or more of P.W.6's evidence becauss he made a state-
medt¥of this kind shows a strange ignorance of witnesses of the .
type of P.W.6. I take it the Court believesthat what'actually
happened was this. P.W.6 was engaged on the salary he signed

4
for in the acquittancg rolis He voluntarily rslin;uishad Rs.5

" or so per mensem for the benefit of the school. He delibe-

rately lies when he says he did not expect to be asked to sign
for the amount he did sign for. All his references to lowsr
and higher amounts, objections to signing etc., are deliberats
dttempts: to deceiye. And this ext®emely harsh and damaging
estimate is based on P.W.6's statements (1) that he knew that

the salary bhe signed for was-due to him and (23) that he

thought the difference would go to improve the school.

i i AT RRIRIR O




P.W.6 is somewhat mtddleheaded but he had a certaim amount
of justification for his answery (1) When the management
antered RBs.30, in the column "salary due® of the acquittange
roll, a layman would be rash to say off-hand that this did
not legally entitle the recipient to Rs.30 if he wished to
claim the amount in a Court of Law. This was probably »x .
vaguely in the witness's mind when he said that he knew the
sum was due‘to him. - Subposing the Correspondent had actually
refused tb pay the amount of Re.30 and P.W.6 had threatened
. to sué him for the amount, P.¥.6 knew perfectly well that he
could extort Re.30 from the Correspondent. To this extent,
the witness is right in saying the amount was due to him.
1t is clear, however, that for the purposes of this case the
amount of Rs.30 cannot be regarded as the contract salary if
(i) the whole sum of Re.30 was not available for disburssment
if P.W.6 had insisted on it being disbursad and (ii) if the
system of deductions was a mere creation of the management's
e : willing
merely acqu%gced in by a teacher who was perfectly/to regard

. the lower sum as full payment.of his dues. From this point

. of view, the sum of Rs.30 was not the contract salary. (3)
The teacher might have had a dim idesa that the Correspondent
ooild extraot the necessary money from .the Committee if he
showed Re.30 in the. Committee's bocks as a teacher's ﬂLlary,
money which he could not extract from them for, say, tutorial
or canvassing visits to outlying villages. By signing for
this amount instead for Re.35 his real contract salary, he
was enabling the Corresspondent to utilize the extra Rs.5 in
some way profitable to the school, This of courses does not
mit;gate the offence of cheating,as the Department does not
give grants for oanva;ging pupils. The teacher might also
have had an idea that Government would in this way pay, say,

Rs.500 or Rs.600 more per annum than they otherwise would.

Divided among, say, 15 teachers this would mean that each

_explain why the witmess says "The rate of salary of my appoint- |

signature in the acquittance roll for a higher amount thab the

actual salary would be worth a clear Re.3 per mensem in Govern—

ment grants, and this money - "the difference" - could be uti-

lized for the benefit of the school. M% owmn opinion is that
P.W.6 never thought abdut the mattgr at all and never had any

coherent idea of how his signing for a larger amount benefited

the school, I merely make the above stiggestione to show how
dangerous and unfair it is to infer that because P.W.Gbspeaks

of a "difference" which could not exist if the rest of his

g g R T, i e

evidence were true, therefore the rest of his evidance'is not

true., ;
17. K.Swaminatha Ayyar (P.W.7) is involved in precisely é
the same difficulty as P.W.8 and the diffioulties are suscep-
tible of the same explanation as was offered in the casse of §
P.W.6. ‘P.W.7 contradicte himself over and over agaiﬁ pre- ig

cisely because he did not clearly distinguish and keep apart
An his mind (i) agreed salary (ii) salary received (iii)
salary signed for. The whole of the "prevarication™ com-
plained of by the Courft in para 8 is explained as clearly as &
words can explain itf When the witmess says "I said Rs.30,

for that was what I actually received and I said Rs.28 be-

oauseﬁgrsigned for that amount." The "prevaricatioﬁ" is
simply middle-headedness. The Court regards it as clear that
P.W.7's agreed salary at starting was Rs.38, that he paid
Rs.8 as a voluntary contribution to the school and that his

residual salary was Rs.30. The Court does not attempt to

ment was Rs,.20. I agreed to that. The rate of my salary
was‘incrsaaed by one rupge about a year aftar. It was fur-
ther increased etc., etc." "If I had been askq& to sign for
Re.30 T would have signed without objection".  The objections

to the view'tagen by the Court ate the following.
(1) No motive has been or can be ascribed for the teacher

deliyerately saying that his salary was Rs.30 when it w»ﬁq
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really Rs.38. Why he did not say to me in 1915 and
to ‘the Court in 1916 "I joined on a salary of Re.38.
T was asked to forgo part of my salary for the good
of the school: conaeq\xentlyv I used to accept only
Re.30 of my salary which was originally fimed at Rs.38"
is‘ quite inexplicable.
(2) Re.28 is a very high salary for the holder of a pro-
bationary teachers' certificate of the Secondary Grade
aged 33 with only two years' experience as a tesacher:
i f that a struggling school should pay this as aninitial
} salary to a local man is highly improbable.
(3) That the’'teacher should voluntarily forgo Re.8 per
mensem for'the good of ths school is a very improbable
Mot ge e Soon ah Bhe Ascuseld Baid August
1914 "You may receive thz full amount from this month®
the witness ceased to pay anything although a Poof
Boys' Fund is agreed by both partiss to havs cc.nne énto
existence in August' 1914.
(4) "Full amount® which the Court lays stress on means the
"full amount™ entered in the acquittance roll and "re-
mainder" means the difference between Rs.230 the agrsed
salary' and Rs.238 the salary signed for, No sfréss can
be laid on the worl "remainder" as the axaminatign was
conducted in Tamil, and the word "remainder" was not »
used except by the Magistrate in taking down the evi-
dence. It’ is' quite arbitrary for the Court to a.esume;
that "full amount® meanes the full amount of the agreed
salary. $

(5)The Court's view makes nonsenss of the witness's state-

ments that his salary was increased by one rupee about

January 1913: about June or July 1913 it was further
increhbed‘ by one tupee. ' necember 1913 it was in- ‘

; creaaed to Rs 85‘ m June 1914 hia sulary was increased

A ©

.
to Rs.30. The acquittance roll shows that from 6-1-13
when he joined the school to 30-11-13 his salary never
varied.' Consequently what P.¥.” should have said was
that his subscription was reduced by him about January
1918 from Rs.8 to Rs.7: £b§ut June or July 1913 he re-
duced it to Rs.6; in December he Qedﬁcedf%o Rs.5, his
salary being raised in theks month from Rs.38 to Rs.30.
It is impossible to say wﬂetﬁer the Court regards P.W.7
as a @ishonest witness deliberately trying to mislead.
the Court.

(6) If P.W.7 is to be regarded as a dishonest witness con-
spiring against the accuséd; it is extraordinary that‘
the defence made no attempt to bring out the teasons for
his hostility beyond eliciting that f.w‘lovwas his 'daya-
ditl. Is it got rather surprising that a teacher who
had, if the Cour£'s view is correct, contributed a free-
will offering of about Rs.300 to the school in 82 years
should (i) leave the school in April 1915 to go to an
elem entary school (ii) turn ;o_hostile to the school
management as to bolster up falkse charges agAinst it
by deliberate lies which incriminated himself.

At the best of course, this witness's ev1denoe is wmsatisfac-
tory, but the difficulties I have enumerated, especially the
difficulty 6f accounting for his hostile attdtude, if his ev%—
dence is not meant to be straightforvard, seems to me to be an
argument in favour of ﬁ:ﬁizme his ;ritten statement to me (Ex-
hibit M) at its face vaiue. Properly understood, the evi-
dence of P.W.7 should not be iegardﬁd as conflicting with £{Ex-
hibit M%. - : ¢

18. I now pass fo the comments of the Court on P.W.5, a

very important witness. He is a brother-in-law of P.W.10.

. The Court geems to reject his evidence on all points, prin-

cipally because of this connection with P.W.10. T
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therefore wish to call your very special attﬂntion to two

very serious errors into whzvch the Court has fallen in cri-
ticizing the witness's attitude.” (Please vide 13th shset
line 13 599.). The Court says "For example, he swears that

P.¥W.10 never disbu'raed salaries, a statement congéradicfed by

most of the other teachers and supported by none". Now plsase

refer to P.W.5's evkdence, the last answer in his cross-exa-
mination on 26-7-16. "Nagasubramania Ayyar (P.W.10) never
paid teachers salaries during my stay in the school " - =

a very different statement from that attributed to him by the
Court. P.W.5 came to the school on 230-4-13. Not a single
prosecution witness contradicts the statement of P.W.5. P.

W.7 to this extent supports him when he says (cross-examina-

" tion page 33) that he cannot say whether P.W.10 disbursed
salaries in 1913. P.W.4 also sufporte him (page2Zline2q ).
To quote the defence .witneasss against him without critici-
zing in any way the defence witnesses is very like begzing the
question, .

19. The Court makes a second serious error in the next line.
"No othéxﬁ teacher supports him in his allegation that he himsi
himself disbursed salaries on occasion", Please refer to
P.’?il';’é's 'evidence (erods-examination line 3), where he s-aya

; that pay was disbursed once by Sitaramd Ayyar, i.e., P.Q«S.
No witness contradic#s the statsment. The Court's dictum.

that P.W.5's evidence is carefully calculated to protect

P.W.10 cannot stand.

20, The Court is singularly unfair to this witness. "The
witness's previous record shows that he is not above tamp.er—_
ing with documents®. P.W.5 was giilty of an error of judge-
ment, By no possibility could a dishonest intention be attri
-buted to Sitaraman.  The alteration was a perfectly bona-fide

one, and the &acting appointmmt'wgﬁ terminated principally

‘bécause the District Munsiff complained that Sitaraman got

e . 1\
others to copy Judzsments for him. . This can be pfoved by
Tecords, I regard as extremely unfair to P.W.5 that the
appeal Cpur_t without knowing the naturs of the unauthorized
entry shm_xld use it as evidence that P.W.5 was not above
making fraddulent entries in his accounts in order to ruin
an innocent man. I refez;' to this chomt book in para 33,

3l. His evidence that his agreed salary was one thing and
the salary he aigped for was another h perfectly clear and
unambiguoys. Why the Court should regard it as not straight
A ~forward 0 do not know. P.W.5 was P.W.10's brother-in-law

fand must have known something about the practice of signing
for more than was. received. Bven if the witnessdid not
hesitate to sign though he says he did, it must be remembered
that he}:deecribing something that happened more than thres
years befor? and the temptation to minimize his own compli-
_city in an undoubted fraud probably led him to say that he
hesitated, The hesitation was apparently purely internal
and shortlived, . :

’33. The Court disbelieves P,W.5's story about the occasion
on which he paid teachers, '. The Court disbelieves it on the

following grounds.,
(12 P.W.5 cannot spﬂcify the amounts paid.
» . (8) He cannot specify all _thp teachers paid.
(3) He canmnot epecify the acquittances he got.
(4) D'.l's'sv’and 3 contradict him, P.W.8 doss not aupﬁort
; s : . >4 :
(5) The m”cident is wholly omitted in P.W.5's statement
to me (Exhibit C) p

With regard to (1) it would be very e\‘:range if three years
after the cnte he could accurately a@eciﬁy all the amounts
raid , With regard to (3) it is gratuitous to state that the

witness cannot apecxfy all the teachers .paid.  There is no

evidence that he was asked to enumerate them all. His account

4
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is this. ® (i) The chit comprised all the teachers. (ii)
t with the

3

A11 the payments made wers ticked off on the cht

eiception of two or three teachers. This as it stands is

meaningless., The witness does not mean that he paid XXXXX

t2 : 8 but failed
these t#o or three teachers as well as the other s

to tiek them off. Obviocuely he means thgt he paid and ticked
of f all the teachers except two or three whom he did not pay.

Thers is nothing in the ew¥dence to show that he was asked

or three

to specify these two Xws(teachers.
' ' {3) P.W.5 vays he got acquittances in ERBibit D, i.e., the

. acquittance roll from the teachers he paid, viz., all but two
or three. There is nothing to show that he was asked to
point to the signatures in Exhibit D of teachers who signed the
acquittance roll on the occasion on which he disbursed the pay.
He states that the occasion was, perhaps, in Axmmk August 1913.
There can be no possibility of doubt that P.W.5 means that the
irregular signatures were taken during the financial year
1913-14, The criticiem of the Court seems to me of an extra-
ordinarily’ carping and irrslevant natire.

(4) 4s for D.W. 3 contradicting P.W.5, a glance at D.W.3's
evidence wiil show that D.W.3 was not in the schocl when P.W.5
di%bursed the pay, as he went for training in March 1913. A
glance at P.W.5's evidence will show that P.W.5 dkskmdzmixtihz
pay distinctly stated that K.R.Ramabhadra Ayyangae, i.e., D.W,3
got his full allowance of Rs.5., As for D.W.8, his rel%abilitﬁ
ae a witness can be gauged by his own admission in Court that ke

- had written and signed with his own hand Exhibit I.a which
was not correct!. ' As for P.W.8's not supporting him, P.W.8

is a man who gave me the lie dirsct in déﬁrt and accused me

of ;ééording‘hié evidence falsely. ' That such m@n should he
used to diecredit'P;w.s is, to My'mind;moét exasperating.
- P.W.13 is aleo dsé&‘tér a similar purpose. I have commented

on this in para fZ. That the Court should ‘actually belisve .

&

w\(z»l e

P.W.13 and disbelieve P.W.5 is to mse a startling matter.

(5) ‘T asked P.W.5 to give me a staterent of his actual salac

ries and the salariss he signed for. I did not ask for any-
thing else. If P.W.5 is an honest witness and Exhibit €~is
a true statement, then what I wanted to demonstrate has been
demonstrated, ° If P.¥.5 iéuliar,what does it matter how many
times he said he had taken signatures for larger amounts than
he disbursed?. The Court's suggeetion that the story is a
subsequent fabrication is uifair.

33+ There was filed in Court an account-book of P.W.5's,
showing entries of salary received which contradict the entries

in the acquittance roll. The appeal court dismisses this in

- four linee, but does not maks clear what view it takes of the

origin of the book. I take it the possibls origins that might
be ascribed to the book are three and three only. (1) None o
the entries are genuine or contemporaneous, the whole book being
a sheer Babrication abd written after the necessity arose of

inventing evidence against the accussd. (3) A genuine account

-book has been re-written wifh false insertions of salary re-

ceived in order to support $he charges against ths accused.
(3) The account-book is genuine and trustworthy evidence. Now
it is not contended by the prosecution that this account-book
is trust-worthy for the purposes of, say, a gocialogical bro-
therhood. But unless- it is a deliberate concoction, the pro-
secution hold that the entries of salary received are trust-
wotrkhy. The book might not be regularly-or carefully main-
tained, but it is opposed to all pammi probability that a man
who kept accounts at all would go on month after month entering
as salary received a less amount than he actually got.

34, We ﬁave however to deal with the hypothesis of delibe-
rate fraud. That P.W.5 and his feliow—‘&conspiratora -

to adopt the defence theory - laid their heads together in

December 1914 or January 1?15 and concocted such an unskilful
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the salary signed for at this date. P.¥W.10's final posi-

t - t di issed in four.linee by a District - ¢
dequnen Bidagqunen byains x tion is brought out with the greatest possible distinctness

c | . bable., Would they for instance :
ki i B i g . when he says (page 43 line 37) "My salary was Rs.20. If

have ent d th eceipt of Re.,? ae received from the accused?
LABE SR er B my salary had not been paid and I had had to claim it by a

$ Would they have shown ,the pay faor Cctober as-paid in advance
t Rldd L ne ner suit, I would have sued only for Re.20." He then proceeds

in Cctober itself although the acquittance roll shows Novem- e - 5
gh q 3 to state that it was disgraceful and dishonest to sign for

ber 1 as the date o ayment? . That the salary was given in i :
ria ir R8,38 when he knew that he was entitled only to Rs.20. It

.advance in view of the Dipavali Festival sounds very con- ; ;
is quite certain that P,W.10 makes the most conflicting state
vincing. Further the entry .of "Postage (acquittancs)0-1-0° : .
: -ments about his salary, but they are all explained by his
in October 1913 is not the sort of entry that could possibly .
: extreme mental confusion at the outset, apnd his failure to
' have been fabricated more than « a y=ar after ths ostensible. ; :
e : 'diistmguis-l} clearly between the three senses of "salary".
dats. P.W.5 has again given a very convincing explanation
36, In deciding what P.W.10's ra.al or agreed salary was
of this entry. I do not believe any fair critic can maintain : .
on 1-7-11,the date of Exhibit E .we are not confined to P,W.
that the whole acocount is a mere concoction. (3) 1t is 2 : g
10'e evidence in Courg. There is the evidence ‘of Exhibit E
difficult to prove that, a genuine diary was not rewritten :
itself, a document on which too great stress cannot i really
and falee entries of Balary insarted. 1f there has been re- ¢ e &
: be laid. The accused in para 1l of his statement so clearly
writing it ie strange that one interlinsation of salary still fa ;
’ realizes the importance of ‘this document that he states that

remains. One would ;have expected that the book would ha
D o ave \ in his belief the whole of the prosecution case is built on

W
again been rewritten to ‘get rid of the interlineation.
s ] Exhibit E. This ia a letter dated 1-7-11 from the accused
. the whole, I can only say- that the Court has given practi- 20
} % v to Nagasubramania Ayyar. It is and is admitted by the
: ¢ally no reason: at all for refusing to accept Exhibit G at it ' : : ' :
5 . : 5 accused to be an answer to an application from P.W.1l0 for
face value. A
2 higher pay. In this letter the accused says he fixes P.W.
i S+ PuW,10 who according to the accused is a ringsl in ! 1
e i - S 5 10's salary for the present at Rs.33. Now the acquittance ]
. 2 € conspiracy againet him ie as involved in cont icti s ‘
; ; ; S80 fraaigiion ao roll salary is Re.39, The Court seems to believe that P.W.
e o to his salary as P.W.s & and B Yet the Court is clearly |
: : 10's real contract salary was Rse.39. Is it really credible ;
o ¥rong in stating (15th sheet line 8) that the final case of ! : AL 3 ‘
that a matriculate teacher aged 24 should write a letter
o ; P.W.10 ie that the accused extortsd or withheld from the : ;

I

pleading for a higher salary than Re.39% To make it worse, ]

teachers part of their real or contract salaries, . The ques- 4 : i
P.¥.10 was aleo signing for Rse.3 as writer in addition to "

tion of teachers! salaries is atqndoned for geod in the first ]
R8.39 as Head Master. I‘—P.W.lo was actually getting Rs.39 and

sentence on page 45 of the evidence, | The subsequent 7% ﬁsages

making a vbluntary contribution to the schcol, then his re-

contain only one reference of no Vimportanoe to the subject. 2

; quest for more pay becomes absurd. P.W.10 at that momsnt was
(- 2sW.10's last reference to his real salary is "At the date of £ bt

. # ,almost certainly the woungest matriculate teacher in the

Exhibit E my real salary was not Re.39 and it was not an ine e

} : e . Tanjore District drawing Re.29. If his salary was, as he

_orease over Re.29 that I was asking for".  But Re39 18 seas e chRng : : g 2 y 5 ]

tainly
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; in January '1913 .was the same as in Jyly 1911, viz., Re.33,
lhi.r'ns’elf states, Re.23 or 23, the difficulty at once vanished. » then ‘clearly the initial salary of P.W.'s 6 and 7 is not :
Mnother diffioulty vanishes and that is the accused's Re.’3, f i ' Rs.38 but Re.20 as stated by the witnesses and again the I
As it ia,‘the Re.23 is a difficulty to which one would have i hoxiee_t.y of these witnesses is established. Again, if P.W.
expected the Appeal Court to pay some little attention. L .10's salary was really.Rs.33 when he was signing for Re.39,
Court’ disousses it in para 12 snd makee, as usual, a m%vgtake. 'v then D.W.2 is dkscredited when he says, "There was no such
It states"At that date P.W.10 wae signing receipts for a pay thing as L eucnars signing for more money abd receiving less.”.
; of Rs.28". Reference to these receipts Wwill show that from D.W.3 is discredited when he says "There was never any system [
April he had been giving receipts for Rs.38, That the accused or practice for teachers to receive smallsr amounts and sign ’
should have written in the strain he does in Exhibit E if P.W. el anamlitanant Foli Torihreas akungl R E
10's balary had really been Rs.29 ie incredible.  And that were in the school jn July 1911. ' And so on. I cannot but
the acoused should have been ignorant of P.W.10's salary when regard the way the Court’ treats Exhibit E as cavalier in the |
discuasiqng}h'e sufficiency or non-sufficiency of that salary o thmar "
is rather hard to believe. The Court does not say whether e 37. Again the Court is definitely wrong in its reference
; it accepts the accused's plea that R8.33 is a mistake for t to "the differences in the amounts".  "Clearly if the Acqift-
’ - Be.38. It proceeds to furnish the accused with an alternative tance roll figures were pure fictions .... there was no diffe-
defence. The accused mgibt really have thought that P.W.10's rence which P.¥W.4 could hand over to the accused". . This is a
pay was Rs.33, This is mot in itself 1likely and at anyrate . gross blunder. Both P.W.4 and the accused agres that P.W.4
it conflicts with the accused's omn statement. It seems to paid the teachers out of fee collections. Put the case dia-
me of great importance to establish what P.¥.10's salary really grammatically. | P.W.4 collects, say, Re.90 in fees. He pays
‘ wae on 1-7-11. If it wae Re.33 when the salary signed for three teachers whose acquittance roll pay is Rs.30 each. Thesé
was Rs.29, then it is fairly certain that when the salary : three teachers accept, however, only Re.?5. There ie clearly
5 signed for was Rs.35 the actual salary was not Re.35. At \a difference of Re.1l5; -P.W.4 says he would not give this up
any raf,’e the ordinary course of events inv the world at Qs.rge & -~ oy without a receipt from the accused.  The Court's criticism is
forme no basis for reasoning as to what happened in Papanasam pointless and cannot stand. s
if P.W.10's real salary was raised from Re.33 in July 1911 to AT e e b G aushr et et didt e s i
Re.35 in March 1913. And if the real salary was not Rs.35 dence etandaﬂ by iteeXf. 1 take it the Court refers to the
. in Varch 1913 in spite of the Acquittance Roll, there is no " evidence regarding the payment of teachers by P.W.4 in Jwne

particular reason for supposing that it waS Re.35 on 1lst April 1914, Tﬁe evidence is corroborated by P.W.4. The Court

1913 a8 year later when the year tc which' the chawge relatss says (para 6) that P.W.4 is not .relied on by the prosecution.

begins. Again, if P.¥w.10's salary in July 1911 was Rs.33 and This, so far as I know anything about the mind of the prose- ;

not' Fe.29, then P.W.10 is an honest witness and the accused is ; cution, ie completely and'absolutely wrong. I will, however,
a liar and the Court's reflections on P.W.10's honsesty ar :

2 v Ate discuss thie incident later.
“void af and of no effect. Further, if P.W.10's salary in 29.




‘forward the order for the goodse in Exhibit XVII A to England
‘(vide Exhibit MM)., Tt was the accused to whom the goods

- was the accused's brother and not P.¥.10 who paid it. All

L
- @
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39. The Court rejecte P.W.10's evidence because he is
on ‘the worst of terms with the accused. The Court is again
wrong in stating that the accused had P.{Is.l()'a services dis-
line.
pensed with. Both P.W.10 (page 37) and P§W.5 (page 28,
line 22) eay that P.W.10 resigned his post. There is no &

evidence that Rx¥xif his services.were dispensed witl’i

Nor ies their any evidence that P.W.10 put in the prices in
the liet (Exhibit XVII.A), as stated by the accused (para 4
page 59). P.W.10 was a matriculate knowing nothing about
science 1aboraforiea or science apparatus and this the
accused knew very well, He says he prerared Exhibit XVII A

under the accused's order. The prosecution has filed abun-

dent evidence to prove the accused's intimate connection with

the "Central Stores". This evidence supports P.W.1l0's con-
tention that he acted throughout under accused's orders. of
all this e.vidence which shows that the accused was atleast as
deeply implicated in the Central Stores as P.W.10,not a word
apPears in thé Court's Judgement. If.P".W..IO really was the
creator and sustainer, the life and soul of the Central Stores,
a8 the defence argue, it is .curious that the ‘accused never sub-
mitted to this Department as Correspondent a single Central
Stores voucher signad by P.W.10. It ie regeettable that the
Court nowhere -pays any -attention to the evidence which goes
to prove that the accused did not reprémand P.W.10 fol; fa-
bulous prices.: The goode supplied at fabulous prices were
obtained from Fngland through a Kum‘bakonam mei-ohant, Gopala-

swami Ayyar, It.was the accused who asked the merchant to

were consigned, not P.W.10, not anybody else. It was to the

accused that the bill for the goods was presented, and it

thié ev_:ldence.w_aa\app"‘armtl_}? net filed in Court: I do not lmo‘:“

S e

why. I thought it-had been filed and I have only now dis-

covered'that it was not. T regard this as extremely re-

‘grettable as T think it was bound to have influenced the

higher court. The documents must now I think be with the
District Magistrate to"w'hc:;:r;urforwarded then. ;

30. The Court alse discredits P.W.10's evidence on the
ground that it ie in evidence that he was the man who usually
disbursed payments. The Court does not discuss the value
of-this evidence, but let that passi "Consequently the charge
for ehor?Ipaymenta will fall on him unless he manages to shift
it on to someone else". Here the Court regards the charge of
short payments as something in' rerum naturf which someone has
to meet. But the flefence say that the charge of short pay-
ments is a malicious invention,of which P.W's 10 and 4 are the
inventoref;;atentees. Apart. from P.W's 10 and 4 the charge
would never have existed. The Court's pesition seems to be
that P.W.10 has brought a false chargé against someone else
becuase otherwise he would have to bring a charge against him-
selfl. P.W.10's evidence cannot be discredited on this
ground at least.

31. The Court has once more gone completely astray in its

interpretation of P.W.10's statement (page 83 line 51) that

. the. difference between the acquittance roll salaries and those

actually received :"will go into the Correspondent's pocket".
What P.W.1l0 says, in effect, is that the Committee gave the
Correspondent Rs.30 to pay a tesacher whose acquittance roll
salary was Rs.30. The Correspgndent pocketed Rs..ﬁ of this
and paid the teacher Rs.35, his contract salary. That is
to say, P.W.10 accuses the Correspondent of cheating the
Committee and embezzling its money. He does not say that
the Correspondent withheld anything from the teachers, as

the teachers received their aggpeed salaries. The prosecution

do not commit themselves to this view: ‘' it is merely P.W.1l0's
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supposition. only P.W.10 must not be taken as being of
opinion that the acquittance salaries are the real salaries.

33. Finally the Court infers. from P,W.10's having entered
his acquittance roll salary as, his salary in certain applica-
tiong, that RaW.lLO regarded the acquittance roll salary as his
real salary. But P.W.10 would have let the cat out ST the bag
if he had done so and P.W.10 was not yet pdybared to do 8o.
Moreover P.W's 6,7,9 and, 12 mentioned in documeﬁts filed in
Court cemtain salaries as thedr salaries. Yet the court does
not accept these amounts as ewidence of what P.W's 6..7,19 anad 13
regarded at that date as their JYreal contract gsalaries".

33, P.W.4's evidence is regarded by the lower court as
unsatiefactory because it refers to a matter which P.W.4 did
‘not mention to me till it had already been mentioned by the
accused, P.W.4 says he forgot to do so. I have no doubt
that he forgot to do so. There wae no point whatever in his
suppressing the information if he had remembered it. The
defence produced the Y series to show that P.W.4 had himself
in July 1914 disbursed full salaries and obtainsd full acquit-
tances. The Y seriea manifestly proves nothing of the kind.
It proves the acquittances for the amounts usually entered in
acquittance roll, but does not prove that the teachers got
these amounts. On any showing P.W's 6,7,9, and 10 d:d not
receive the full amoungs. They themselves say they dnd not.
Does the accused say they did?. Thenwho were the teachers who
contributed to the expenses of canvassing whom the accused

thanked for what they had_déne in the past as soon as the

necessdty for canwaseing ceased? (Vide the accused's examinaté :

tion page 63: also P.W.7 page .32 line 16 and P.W.8 page 33
line 36). The only defence witnsss who claims to have been
contributing towards the expenses of canvassing in July 1914
. was D,W.4. P.W's 8 and 3 were not in the school at the time.
P.W.4 certainly received the amount for which he éigned. So

did P.W.13, The prersons thanked by the Coreespondent ﬁust

‘P W.4 inaugurétes a new era. It was the last occcasion on

Lo \r

even on the accused's own showing, have been persons who
gave the Y receipts in addition to P.W's 5 and 8. Waiving
the question of whether this ;eceiving of less amounts was
an innocent or a guilty procedure, I. can think of nc reason
%or:P.W.4 deiibarately suppressing information about the
incident,_eapioially as T had in my hands in ¥sbruary 1915
written statements from four of the teachers who gave the Y
receipts that they did not pet the salaries for which they
signed, 'P.W.4 could.n;t possibly have thought that the
inci&eﬁt, if brought to ndtice, would tell against him,

P.W.4 knew that what I yanted was independent corroborative

e¥idence in supprort of his many charges against the school

and that I did not attach weight to his mere statements.
1t was brobably for thislreaaon that‘tpe matter was forgotten.
T wish it‘to be clearly understood that when I said I was
indignant at P.W.4 i Qeant that I was annoyed because he had
not enabled me to énticipate the acéuéed's argument based on ;
the Y series which T thought the atrengeht part of the accused'sE
explanation. 1 did not mean that T thought that the lack
of the information weeakened my case, I claim P.W.4's evi-
dence as, suprorting P.W.10 and as in itself an important piece
of evidence. ‘ :

34. What is certain (vide page 63 line 35 et seq.: page 68
line 35: page 73 line 8 inter alia) is that this payment by

which teachere recelved lees than they signed for(On the pro- |

sqplon theory) or made voluntary deductions from their real

salaries (on the defence theory). P.W's 4 and 10 say that

P.W.&'s payment of the teachers was the cause of the chamge.

The accused\ says that the change was due %o the cessation of
canvassing. But apparently money was still needed to provide

cheap education for "poor boys". So with the accused's con-

sent or at his sugéestion it was propoaeq that every teacher
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should contribute three or six pies per rupee of his salary
to tﬁih fund. As the monthly expenditure on salaries was

in July 1914 about Rs.750, the monthly contributions to the

fund would be anything from Rs.13 to Rs.23, supposing every-: =
body contrituted. The prosecution'shggeats that thie was
merely a "constitutional method" (vide the accused's examinatio@
of making.good the loss undergone by the abolition of the old
practice owing to P.W.4's protest.

35. The Court does not consider P.W.4's evidence in the
misteken belief that it is not relied on by the prosecution.
It is true that it ie not relied on by the lowsr court, but
the lower court seeme to have made a definite mistake in
connection with it. The lower court takes the receipts se-
riatdm. Thére are eight of them. One (Y3 signed by P.W.13)
is admittedly (vide P.W.4 page 16 line 4) a receipt for the
amount actually received. Y7 ies signed by the late Tamil
Pundit of the school, now deceased. This leaves 6 receipts.
P.W.6 (Y3 ) P.W.7 (Y4) and P.W.10 (Ys) all adnit that the
amount signed for was greater than the amount received. D.W.é
and D.W.5 (Y) both declare that they got what they signed for.
The lower court says "P,.W.9 admittedly received only a part
payment and sayse that he actualiy received the amount (Rs,15)
mentioned in his receipt (Yg)". A reference to the e?idance
of P.W.9 will show that he does not éay this. He says "1 see
Exhibit Yg. 1 passed that receipt. Tt is for Re.15"., He
does, indeed, say just before "I received full pay for one month,
I think from the school clerk for May or June 1914", In the
absencs of the acquittance roll Jnoawmsth aaevhivavcemasds 1
cannot positively dnterpret this, but ;t'eéems most likely that
P.W.9 is referring‘to his getting, as all the teachers got, the

full amount for which they were eigning for the month of June,

The payment made by P.W.4 was in other cases, at leass, for the

month of May. If he is referring here to the payment by P.W.4

that P.¥W.9 got Rs.15 but signed in the acquittance roll for .«

‘13\ ‘ :
i o

it is strange that he should not remember who disbursed the
pay. I do not know on what grounds the lower court says
that "admittedly"yRs.lS is part payment. Perhape the ac-
quittance ro}l could clear up the point. If it can be shown
that this alluaiodbf P.W.9 to fplﬂbayment of his salary does
not refer to the Y aerieg }ncident, then P.W.9 can be taken
as supporting the contenpion that the teachers did not get
the salaries for which they signed. If on the other hand
P.W.9 got Rs.15 and signed for Re.15 in Yg, but signed the
acquittance roll for Re.23,4then unless a second receipt for

Rs.7 can be produced, the evidence of Y6 is clear proof .

Re.23. i
36. Apart from this, the lower court shows no good reason -%
for rejecting P.W.4's explanation that he forgot to mention @
the incident to me. P.W.4 never mentioned "short payments" i
to anybody until January 1915, This was because he could
not repy on any one supprorting his statement. In Feb,1815
he enabled me to get written evidence from six teachers that M
they always signed for larger amounts. The lower court
rejects P.W.é'é account of what happengd because he did not

then inform me that he had himself.once obtained receipts for

larger amounts. But surely the greater includes ths less.

What T looked for was gvidence and all P.W.4 could give me

was a statement. Even if I had got written corroboration

of the incident from P.W's §,7,9 and 10, would the case againstg

the accused bekany stronger?. If these witnesses are lying ‘
about the 'always' why should theﬁ?f;éﬂébout the 'once'?. i
Please notice that the lower court has rightly refused to base ;
its conclusion on P.W.4's évidence alone. But, the conclu-

sion once formed on other evidence, P.W4's svidence should be

reconsidered in the light of that conclusion. If P.W's 6,7

9 and 10 did habitually sign for larger amounts, as the
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Bourt believes, it would be surprising if they departed
from the practice in the single case of payments for May
1914. It is a pity that the lower court did not make
clear that its objection to P.W.4's evidence was merely a
formal one. ¥y main poinvt at present is that the Appeal
*Court ignores P.W.4's evidence on grounds which are demons—
trably wrong, viz., that the evidence is not relied on by
the prosecution.

37. T'have now passed in review the Court's comment on
the evidence of the prosecution witnesses who had personal
kmowledge of the way in which salaries were disbursed during
1913-14, There remain only P.W's 8 and 3. They were not
in the schcol when the offence charged was committed. The
chamge will be found on the page before P.W.1's svidence.
The charge was that thé accused submitted a false finan-
cial statement for 1913-14. The financial statements for
other years ¢ould not be included in one charge as the law
rtéuires that offences spread over more than one year must
be dealt with separately. The evidence of P.W's 2 and 3
is indirect'but still of value.

38. The Court dismisses thé evidence in a few words in
para 13. P.W.3's contract salary was Rs.35. This is
proved by the appointment ofder filed in Court (Exhibii Q).
‘It is signed by the accused. Now P.W.2 states both in

court and in hie written sfatement to me (Exhibit P) that
he :got only Re.35 in August, September and October 1914. Bl
But in the Acduittance Roll he has signed for Rse.36. In
his statement to me he séya "Hev(the Correspondent) said

that it wze the custom in the school for teaoﬁera to take
the amounts géven to ‘them and sign for an oetenai%le salary",
In court P.W.8 said that this was the purport of what the
Correspondent had said. P.W.2 further statsd that what he
had said in Exhibit P was substantially true. P.W.3's ex-

planation given in Codrﬁ of how he came to draw Rs.35 when

-

.

o \%
he signéd for Re,36 is that Re.l was .a contribﬁtion to the
Poor Boys'! Fund. = No mention of thds was made in Exhibit P.
It is clearly an after-thought. The important point T wish
to emphasize is that .P.W.3's éocount of what happened is at

variance with the accused's account (page 61) and that the

-accused's account is deménstrably false. The accused says f#

that P.W. 3 complained that he could not pay a contribution
of Re.l out of a salary of Rs.35. The accused thought this
reasonable and directsd that that increment might bs given
him. P.W.3's account shows that thers never was any pro-
posal that P.W.3 should contribute Re.l out of Rs.35 and that
he should be left with Re.34. Reference to the acquittance
roll mill make it quite clear that the griginal sum enteresd

was Rs .36, If the acoused's account were true, the original

. sum entered would have been Rs.35. The clerk would then have

deducted Re.l from this sum and paid P.W.3 Rs.34. P.W.3 would
have complained to the accused ofithis and the accused would
have ordered that henceforth his saldry should be entersd as
Rs.36, but that only Rs.35 should be paid, or at least that
it 'should be understood that Re.36 was given on the undsrstand-
ing that Re.l was repaid into the Poor Boys' Fund. On the
other hand, the original entry of Rs.36, the change into Re.35
and back to Re.36 is clear proof that P.W.3's account is
correct except in so far.as hebatates that the deduction was
a contribution to the Poor Roys' Fund..

32, I.think it is quite clear from Exhibit P and from P.W.‘
A3's absurd'explanation: of why he did not mention the Poor Boys!'

Fund in Exhibit P even though he had given me his appoimtment

.order in order to establish his real salary, that P.W.3 is

attempting to shield the accused, and that the difference
between Re.38 and Rs.35 had no connection with the Poor Boys'
Fund, .but showed a rec¢rudescence of the old malpractica.

40.
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40. This .view is strongly confirmed by the evidence of
P.W.3 and that of Exhibit K his letter of resignation address-
ed to the Correspondent. It is surely quite clear that the
difference betwéen Re.31 and 30 had nothing to do with the
Poor Boys' Fund.' If it had, it is quite inconweivable that
in .a contemporaneous letter (30-10414) P.W.3 should ;ot have
mentioned it. The blanks where.P,W.3's signature should be
in the acquittance roll for August, September and October
and the Rs.31 for August cluméily altered into Rs.30 and'P.W.r
3's actual resignation of his pest are.eloguent proofs of this
witnees's honesty and straightforwardnass. His statement that
P.W.8 told him that the correspondent "compellsd him to sign
for a higher amount than he received" and his other state-
ment that P.W.3 did not tell him .he .was asked to contribute
to the Poor.Boys' Fund are therefore of great importance in
exabling one to gajge the value of the accussd's account of
his deallngs&ith P.W.3. All this is passed over by the
Appea} Coutt in silence.  The Court says that P.W.3's avi-
dence doss not implicate accused. It implicatss the dccused's
brother, whose conduct was at once reported to the accused.

The accused seems to have taken no action on Exhibit R.
41.Before commenting on the defence evidence T would call
your attention to one or two points in the accused's %tatemant
under examination. The first point is that he contradicts

P.W.7 and denies that he made to P.W.? the statement from

which the Court (para 8) concluded that P.W.7!'s contract

salary was Rs.38. (/The accused's memory is at fault when he
says that P.W.6 and 7 joined the school on a Eaxxy salary of
Re.35. The acquittance roll salary is Re.28 in both cases:)
The second point is more important. He aayé (page 64) that
P.W.10 came to the school in 1909. This is a delibsrate

evasion of the Court's qusstion. P.W.10 was in the school

in January and February 1909 but that is not in evidénce
not in svidence.

|

. tumed to the Victoria Secondary School for good in May 1910.

.The Court's question obviously refers to 1910.

;mistake in Exhibit E (vide para26of this letter):.

oo Ve

After that he was in no less than three posts before he re-

In his answer
the accused ea&s (1) there was only at most one teacher basides’
P.W.10 in the school: (3) there Qas‘no income from fees.
Now the accused knew quits well that the school was only re-

83

cognized by the Department in March 1910. %hen the school

started work in June 191C there siere 5 teachers in the school

besides P.W.10. The income from fees during the financial
year 1909-1910 is given in the fimancial statsmsnt as Rs.385.
The accused's answer is clearly evasive and disingenuous.
The accuséd alsc' says that P:W.lo fixed his own salary!in
¥xxxX2i® The obvious answegfthat if he fixed his own ;alary
in Mgy 1910 the acdused should have pointed this out in his
letter of 1st July 1911 (Exhibit E) in answer to P.W.10's
request for a rise in pay. Secondly, if P.W.10 fixed his own
salary and everybody else's salariss as stated by tﬁe accused
and the defence witnesses, the fact would not be guessed from
Exhibit E.

43. The defence examined 21 witnesses. Of theee 13 are
teachers in the school, the remaining 9 being mirasdars and

members of the general public. The points spoken to by the

defence witnesses are (1) Teachers drew the salaries they
signed for: (3) the frequency of canyags}ng: (3) its expen-
siveness; (4) teachers contributad to a fund for defrayiqg
the expenses of canvassing: (5) the concentration of all
authority in and the monopoly of all functions by P.W,10:
(6) P.W.4's persecution of teachers.

The defence ie that the prosstution case is the rssult of
a conepiracy of which the ringleaders are P.W's 4 and 10.
The foundations on which the conspiracy is built are (1) a

(3) the
fact that a few teachers made voluntary contributions to a can- -

vassing fund. No attempt is made to show why P.W's 3;3,6,7,9




and 12 joined the prosecution. (1t is in point of fact

not clear what view the defence taks of P.W.'s 3,9 and 13,
whether that they are friendly or hostile). P.W.5 joined
because he is P.W.10's brother-in-law.

43, A.compariscn of the 1list of witnesses, both prosecu-
tion and defence, with the liste of teachers who hav; served
in the school since the beginning of 1813 will show that prac-
tically every teacher that has served in the schoo} for any
length of time has been called;as a witness on one side or the
dther with the exception of V.Ramachandra Ayyar, B.A.,L.T.,
formerly Head Master and the late Tamil Pundit, now deceased.
Every one of the prosecution witnesses has _eft the school:
all the defence witnesses with ons exception are still in the
gchool, It is rather curious that the one exception, D.W.6,
is the only witness admitted by the'prosacution to have got
the salary he signed for (vide P.W.5's evidence page 37 line
43), Of the 123 teachers who gavs evidence for the dafencs,
two D.W'e 10 and 11 joined the school in June and November
1914 respectively. Their evidence is consequently of no
importance. -The Numerical superiority ie on the side of #
defence, It is stragge that among them all they could not
find a scrap of documentary evidence to subport their statas-
ments. They oppose a bare denial to the statements of P.W.'s
4,5, 6 7 and 10. It has yet to be shown why the proeecntlon
witnesses gave untruthful statements incriminating themselves.

44. There is' much disparity of evidence as to (1) the fre-
quency of caﬁvaeaing tours (ii) the number that went in a
party énd (iii) who composed the' party.

» (1) D.W.1 says canvassing was generally done in vacations
-during the summer and Christmas holidays.

D.W.3 says "Canvassing began in Novembsr 1911. There
was occasional canvassing before that also. T was aware of

two or three tours before 1911. There were about 30 can-

1913, T took part in 5 or 6", ¥ ;
n.w'a; "7 have gone 10 or 13 times for sanvassing".

D.W,4: "I will have gone on 5 or & ¥imes canvaasin’foura".

.D.W.13: "T have gone 5 or & times", but never to villages more

canvassing tours a year after 1 came back from training".
(He came back in April 1913 and canvassing stopped in June
1214), . :
D.W.3 eays "Canvassing for boys went on vigowously from
December }9}1 onyards". "After April 1914 there was canvassing
in the vacatiop put npt on ‘such a 1arg; ;cale as before",
D.¥.4 says "Even in term time we used to go canwassing",
The rest of the witnesses throw no light on the frequency
of canvassing. : :

(ii)

D.W.3 says that the canvassing after the Darbar Celebrations

W.l says batphee of 15 and 20 ussd to go at once.

of 1911 was by himself, P.w.lp and one or two others,

D.W.3 séye P.W.10 used to go with 'us' in a party:

D.W.4 says "the canvassing party would consist sometimes of #
the teachers ", ' .

D.W's 5 and 6 throwf no light on the subject.

D.W. 7 says "8 orllq of gs uaed to god -

D.W'e 8,9 and 123 throw ho light un'ﬁhe subject. - 4
(iii) D.W.1l: "In 1912 and 1913 T have gone on three or four

occasions to villages on canvassing tours". 'From 1912 up to
Januar 1914' P.W.10 took the most prominent part.

D.W.3: There were about 20 canvaseing tours a year after Aprll‘

D.W.5: "I have gone on 5 or 6 canvassing tours".

D.W.6: “; did not go for canvassing".

D.W.7: "I have gone Wa 5 or 6 times,"

D,W.8: "I have gone for canvassing for boys on two or thrae
occasions",

D.W.,9: "I have gone 20 or 35 times",

than two miles-away!.
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As for the prosecution ‘witnesses, P. W's 3 and 3 belong to

po‘st canvassing dayss P.W.4 went once in the summer of

1914 with a party of about 20. This was the only canvass-
ing tour that he knew about during hie'stay in the school,
i.e., after Novembel 1918. P.W.5 never went . P.W, 3 wen t
5 or 6 times a year. P.W.7 gives mo information as to
whether he went: he says 4 or 5 temchers used to go in a
batch. P.W.8 only says "We canvassed very vigorously".

- P.W.9 says vigomous canvassing was going on, but does not
say if he took part.' P.¥W.10 says he did more canvassing
than any one else, but he does not say in how many tours
he took part. ' 'Canvaesin%t_tsed to be done generally in the
sum;nerl recess.

P.W.13 went about canvassing for boys. ' He used-to go to
Bangalore for the recess. ' As the recess was usnakiyx the
time when canvassing was usually done ‘ac‘cording to P.W's
4 an'd 10 and D.®.1l, P.W. &3 could not hdve gone on many
tours, He was in the school only frdm ‘August 1913 till
April 1913 and again from April ‘1914 onwards.

44, What may safely be extracted about canvassing tours #&
from the above conflict ‘of testimmiea ig as follows.

(1) Cenvassing began after the Durbar:Celsbrations of

December 1911, (Universal Agrsement). ‘(’
(ii) Little or no canvassing was done in 1914 (P.W.4. page
- ok Pagebr £rn37

7 line33: D.W.1l pagebb linezl(: *D.W.3 pageY2 line 3 )

(iii) Tt wee done uaually in the summeér‘and winter tucations.— |

(P.W.4 page I7Lins,2l|. P.N.10.°paged? LineZp: D.W.1 vagss |

" liwe 1 3. A
(iv) The number in a party was variable and others than
teachers went.
(v)* At thé most there 'ur‘e not more- than 6 tours a year in
1913 and 1913. That gives 12 tours in all and it is

clear- from the evidence that most of the teachers did

At
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not go on more than'half that number.
(vi) No exact estimate can be made of the expenss. D.W.1

puts it at Rs.10. D.W.3 at Rs.5>tb Re.15. D.W.4 at Rs.10

"to Re.15. D.W.7 ‘says the actual cost of one which he paid

for was Re.5 odd. (This is denied by P.W.10). D.W.9 puts
the expense at Rs.5 to Re.16. The prosscution witnesses

do not give estimates. ' As it is to the advantage of the
defence case to magnify the expenss, it may be taken as cer-
tain that Rs.l0 on i;he average is a liberal eatima‘te of the
cost of a tour. Thie, as a méximum Rs.60 a year may be fixed
as the expenditure on sach of the years 1913 and 1913 on can-
vassing tours. ‘ :

45, The bearing of this on the canvassing fund theory is
obvious, especially when the alleged contributions to the
fund are considered. Who contributed to the fund in 19137,
D.W.1 did not (page 67 line2a).

D.W.3 gave on the average Rs.4 from January till June: he
joined the Teachers' College in July.

D.W.3 gave one subscription of Rs.5 ;n the Summer Vacation.

D.W.4. was not in the school.

D.W.5: nil ( page 74 line3s).

D.W.6: not in the school.

D.W.7: not in the school.

M:ﬁ. perhaps Rs.13 in December, perhaps this was given in
ianuary 1913.

D.W's 9 and ‘18: nil,

The total income from the defence witnesses in 1913 is this
(putting D.W.8's in January 1913) Rs.39 or so.

The chief contributors were thersfore P.W's 8,9 and 13.

P.W.8 gave Rg.lo: P.¥.9, Rs.8 per m'en‘sein from August onwards:
P.W.13 gave Rs.l0 fro‘m tfze same month. Thas there is an
income from these three witnesses of (counting four months

for P.W.'s 9 and 13) no less than Rs.83. The total is

l
!
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therefoz-e Re.111, If as the Defesnce are understood to
argue, to this have to/\added regular monthly subscriptions

from P.W's 8,7 and 10 (who must be suppoeed to have made at

least 11 contributions in 1913 of about Rs.5 per mengem) amount

-ing to Re.l85 in the year, we arrive at R8 .376 as the income
'of the 'canvassing' fund %or 19i3. Mndthe expendita}e on
canvaseing was Rs.60‘l.

46. Tn 1913 the subscriptions of Defsnce witnesses are the
following: D.W.4, Re.3 (on the average) for 8 monthse: D.W.8
two lump sums of Re.l0 and 13: total Rs.48. To which I
suppose the defence add Re.5 per mensem for 13 months from
P.W's 8,7 and 10: Rs.4 (on the average)for 13 months from
P.W.9: Re.15 or so(in two terminal contributions) from P.W.8:
R8.10 per mensem from January to April from P.W.13: perhaps
also Re,5 per mensem for August to.necember from P.W.5.

Even omitting this last we have a grand total incoms of Rs . 339,
of which Re.60 were spent in canvassing!

47. How then was the surplus spent?; The accused does not
say, eiﬁher in para 3 of his statement (page 59) or under -
examination (page 63 line 20). D.W.1 says: "I know of con-
tribaitions made by teachers for ca.n-vaeaing and for mesting thé

expenses of entertainlng distinguished v1aitors“(pa5e 65 line

35). P ¥W.10 got contributions from teachers for meeting
i
canvasslng expenses and for mesting the expenses of enter—

taining dlstlnguished v1aitora and parents of boye. He

collected them and spent them". (page 65 line 35). "He (P.W.10)
told me that contributions were required for canvassing boys,

for eptertaining visdtors and parents of boys and for con—
duyting celebrations and festivals". (page 67 line 85)

D.W.B's refergnces ﬁo.thege contridbutions are as follows.

"1 was contributing to the canvassing }uﬁd'. (page 89 line 37).
"P.W.10 asked me to contribute for canva;sing" (page 69 line 41)
"Spmelteachers said that they paid_cpntributions towards can-

vassing" (page 69 line 43). "I will have paid in all about
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R8.30. for canvassing" (page 70 line 4?). Sometime after
November 1911 P.W.1l0 asked me to contribute to the canvassimg
fund. He said he was preparﬂd to pay this money for can-
vaseing and so T paid " (page 70 line 54). No refersmce

to other expenses defrayed {rop teachprs' contributions.
D.W.3 : "P.W.10 asked me to contribute for canvassing" (page
73 line 8). "I have paid Rs.5, once to P.W.10 for can-
vassing" (page 723 line 17).

D.W.4: "P,W.10 asked me to contribute for canvassing in April
1913" (page 73 line 6). "I heard that canvassing expensas.
were mpt from a fund made up of our contributioné" (page 73

line 10). "1 know that the fees of one K.Govindan of 1Vth

Form were paid from the canvaesing fund. (lins 45).

The other defence witnesses speaﬁ about nothing but canvassing
and D.W.8 expressly sayd that hq discontinued his contribu-
tionq because "the strength had increased" (page 77 line 7).
With the defence witnesses may ﬁe taken P.W's 8 and 9 when

the prosecution regard as hqstile witnesses. P.W.8 says
(page 33 line 37) "The system of contributions by teachers
obta;nqd even before T joined the school — I don't know by
what name it was called. . {n 1914 there was a Poor Boys' i
Fund. Even before 1914 the fund existed. T mean the fand

to which we contributed moniss for canvassing and for poor
boyB..vi.. As the strength of the school increased canvassing
was stopped and with it ou¥ liberal contributions to the
school..ﬁ...... The accused said "you have contributed much
towarde the expenses of canvassing. You need not do so
hegegfter“. P.W.S says fThere used tozbanvassiqg‘for boys

and parents of boys used to be invited and feasted. 1 was

under the impression that the amounts of our contributions
were expended in these ways. I do not knew personally"
(page 35 line 30). P.W.13 merely says that he contributed
"towards the benefdt of the school". (pags 54 line 30).

48
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48, The surplus of the 'canvassing' fund might therefore
haive been spent on (i) entertaining distinguished visitors:
(1) @ntertaining and feeding ' parents: ~@ (1il) conducting
Pelebrationai& festivals (iv) paying the fees of poor pupils.

4 (1) D.W.1 alone mentions this item: no evidence is led
to show what distinguished visitors were 'gﬁtsrtained Tand it is
4in itself improbable that the teachers would pay for such en-
tertainment. (i1) D.W.1l expressiy gives as his reason for
not contributing to the "canvagsing" fund that he was put to
expense "in entertaining parents and guardians of boys during
their visits, which came to about Re.l0 per mensem" (page 66
line 37). Thie is not in itself probable, but that in addi-
tion to thie expenditure there was a further considerable
expenditure for this purpose from the 'canvassing' fund is
incredible. (ii'i) Thie item is mentioned by D.W.1l alone and
that only at the third time of asking. What festivals or

'w‘hat celebrations were paid for from the 'canvagsing'fund!

‘we are not tolad. We are howsver told of one festival and

one celebration which were not paid for from the fund. DeW.1
(page 65 line 40) is supported by P.W.10 (page 45 line 34) whml
he says that P.W.10 was in charge of ‘the Pillayar Mandagapadi
funds, evidently a fund quite distinet’ : from the 'canvassing!
fund. T take it that this is the same festival which /D.W.1
saye he defrayed ths expenses?on one oecasion (page Gsxline a1,
Again D.W.1 says he defrayed the expenses of the Durbar Bele-

brations of 19123 (page 65 line 39). ' He did so because P.W.10

8aid that the 'canvassing'! fund was exhausted (page 67 lingd4).

It was on this occasion that he ®aw P.W.10 with the 'canvassing!'
fund account-book in his hand. That the whole thing is a lis
can readily be seen by referring to the financial statement of
1913-13 which shows that the expensas of the Durbar Celebra-—
tions of 1913 were borne by the Committe of Education and that

- the amount &f spent was Rs .50, D.W.1 may' therefore make his

-1915) he stated that he had never heard of a pupil having his
‘fees paid out of the "Poor Boye' Fund". A similar statement

‘was givéen by D.W.3 {Enclostire 5 to my report referred to). I

s 35

exit as a witness. No one else supports his evidence on this °
point: (iv) Even D.W.1 does not mention the payment of fees.
The reason s that in Bnclosure 4 to my original report on the

irregularities :in the school (C1.No.10 of 1915 dated 8th June

am not sure'/f‘t’ﬁ’ese documente were filed in Court. I'am also
able to produce a written statement singed by D.W.7 to the same
effect: : The only witnesses who epeak to fees baing paid out
of the ‘canvassing;'fund, are P.W.8 and D.W.4. - P.W.8 has in
Cpurt contradicted a statement ‘signed by him referring to this
very point. His evidence is valueless. D.W.4 is therefore
quite unsupported and even he mentions only one boy whose fees
were paid. It is curious that the nephew of P.W.5 (who is

the brother-in-law of P.W.10 who, according to the defence, kept

the 'canvassing' fund money) did not gst any relief from the
fund. In this case the accused paid half the feas from his
own pocket (vide page 37 line 18).' The defence however would

say that the entry in P.W.5's account-book is a fake,

50, Now my estimate in para 44 of 'the expenditure on canvass

-ing of the 'oaqvaasing' fund is subetantially correct or it

487 16
is not. - Similarly my estimate in paras /[ of the income of the

fund is substantially correct or it is not. The defence would
probably say that my estimate of expenditure was unduly small. :
Suppose, then ‘we say that there were in one year, say 1913, 123
canvaasiﬁg ‘tours, the largest number of tours ever done alto-

gether by the defence witness who claimed to have done the

largest numbar. (T leave out of account D.W.9's 30 or 35 as

absurd for one year). Suppose also we say that each tour cost
Rs.15, the largest estimate put forward by any defence witness.
Still the expenditure in 1913 would come to Rs.180 only, or not

much more than half the estimated income. The supposition that

=



X 18 paid voluntary contributions to. the "canvassing"fund, and ¥

L
%3

there were 13 canvassing tours in 1912 and 12 in 1913 makes the
question of who went on these tours impossible of swlution,

No defence witness with the exception D.W's 3 and 3 (leaving
9, the music mari®er teacher, out of account) could have gone,
if their evidmc.e is assumed to be correct, and thsr‘g is nothinz
to show that it is impugned by the defence. Thus tr\ze defence
are driven to the conclusion that only prosecution witnesses
went on the 13 tours. The only prosecution witnessses that
could have gone are P.W's 5,6,7,8,9,10 and 12, of whom P.W.13
left the school in April. But P.W.5 says hs never went at

all (page 28 line 3). His statement cannot be calculated to
protect P.W.1Q, becfigse P.W.10 says "Other teachers did not

20" fragex$OxIimexiX} out so often ae I used to go" (page 45

line 6). P.W.6 saye he went 5 or 6 times a year (page 30

line 17). So the vigorous sanvassing done in 1913 could ﬂgﬁ'

have been done by P.W's 7,8,9 and 10. P.W's 8 or 9 are prac-
tically witnesses for the defence and yet neither of them was
asked in cross-examination whether they took part in can-
vaseing. Clearly the surposition of 12 tours at Rs.15 each
does not clear up the mystery of the 'canvassing' fund.
51.8uppose, then, that the defence attack the estimate of
income as too high. The estimate, however, is based, in the
case of 1913, to the extent of Re.46 (Rs.36 if D.W.8's Rs.10'
~is to regarded as paid in 1912) on defence evidence. The re-
mainder is based on prosecution evidence. It is clear that
the defence witnesa§a were cdlled to speak to the frequency

and expensiveness of canvassing. This ‘would be quite irre-

written statements to me, and .who are regarded by the prosecu—

tion as hostile. And if P.W'8's Rs.8, and P.W.13's Re.1l0 are

~r

R

levent were it not the defence argument that P.W's 6,7,8,9 and

that these voluntary contributions were what they referred to

in their statements to me as the difference between their real

and ostensible salaries. It is, of course, possible that

th.e defence might argue that the "difference" and cons:equently

LSS

L{( -
sts V\’T
the voluntary contributicn has been grossly exaggerated. It

is difficult, however, to see how they can argue to this efifect

in the case of P.W's 9 and 12, both of whom went back on their

sccepted, there is no ground for questioning P.W.6'and7's Rs.B.
Tt ie possible that the defence may impugn the written state-

ments of P.W's 9 and 12 as equally false amd malicious as those
of P.W's 5,6,7 and 10, but there is nothing in the cross-examina
_ticn of P.W's € and 13 to suggest thie.

53. The Court has unfortunately been led astray to some

" extent by the attempt to fasten all responsibility for every—

thing that happened in the school on P.W.10. P.W.10 according

to the accused and the defence witnesses collscted fees, dis-
bureed pay, appointed teachers, fixed salaries including his

own, kept "canvassing" monies, Recreation Club mgﬁiff' Pilla- a

and.£i

i
priceT,.c.

yar Manadakapadi monies, conducted all canvaaeinguto\xrs,jkept
the school accounts, prep% li'sta of ;:fj;clea on behalf of
which Government aid was asked for%supplied those articles
as proprietor of the Central Stores and all without the Corres-
pondent or anyone elesy saying to him "What doest thoudq
The way in which the accused effaces himeelf and is effaeed by
the defence witnesses is remarkable. The unreality of the
whole thing is shown by Exhibits E, HH, JJ, LL, MM, and NN.

So far as canvassing is concerned, the lower court has
réghtly emphasized (in para 34 of ite judgement) the totally
different picture drawn by the accused himself in Exhib§t cC

which was written by him. To thie point T invite your care-
ful attention.

52. In view of the numerous errors and omissions in the
Court's judgement pointed out in this letter and in view of

the gross miscarriage of justice to which they have led, 1

eamestly request %m you to consider the possibility of

-




\\_\O
appealingAto the High Court for a reverasal of the Judgement.
Alternatively I requeet you %o consider the desirability of
proceeding to charge the accused with submitting a false

financial statement for 1913-13 or 19118-13. The latter

would bring in Exhibit E as direct evidence, b

T have the honour to be,
Sir,

Your most obedisnt servant,
-

Inspector of Schools,

Ag. in Sixth Circle.

. Appeal Mo, 80 0f 1936.. . ..

In the court of the Sesgions Judge of Tanjore.

Monday the'20th day of November 1916.

Presert: - E.H.Wéllace, Bgyuire, M.A.,I.C;S.,District Judge

Tudpment in Criminel Appeal No.80 of 1916.

From What court ;he appeal 1s'pretérred--‘ of the

o Additional Distriet Magietrate Tanfore. - ...

Number of the ease in that court:-C.C.No.l of 1916.

Number of the appeal:- C.A.No. 80 of 1916.

‘ Name and description of the appellant:- C.S.Krishnasaqivlf

Iyer (accused) son of Subbaraya Iyer, Brghmin,

Pisader, aged 42] residing ati Papangsan.

oo it { in-the

+ ALy A hiel i a
The -gentence . and-law under waich -1t Wag 1rpoeed -1R--ull
, ¢ s .

lower. court:= Simple imprisonment ti11 the rising of the -

court and to pay & fine of Rs1000 or in default

“to undergo rigorous imprisoﬁment for 3 months  °

,under Qections 417 and 420 I.P.C.

Whether confirmsd, modified or reversed and if modified

N W

“t¥e Maaifiéativﬁr;“ﬂaverseﬁ: oy g
Date gd i~
; v i
Presentation:- 11-10-1916. :
X ol - ~

Filipg:- 11-10-16. . , s

Notice issued by court to appear:- 13-10-16.

On which appellant ordered to appear:=27-10-16.

7 -~ %
Hearing: - 14-11-16.

~

Orgers=-20-11=167
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This. appeal..coming on. for hearing before me: upon

the petition of appedl and the record 6f tHe

evidence and proceedings, and upon duly congidering the

same after hearing the arguments of lr.R.Sadagopa Char:‘:a.r

Vg oa
o

=
e

support of the conviction, the court delivered the follow-

ing Judgment:- 1. The appellant in thie case has been con-

the Additional District Magistrate. -Appellant-is-a vakil

practising in Papanasam and was correspondent of the ==~

Victoria High school there. The proseéution case is that

he,.as.correspondent,. submitted a false financial state-

ment for 19138-14, 1if which Higher salarisg thHan were =

. actually paid were shown as having been disbursed pb -

L

certain teachers, this beirg done with a view of obteining

from the Director of.Public. Irnstruction e hisher grant

than that to which the school would otherwise have been

entitled. The alleged false statement is Ex.U in the case.

2nd ﬂaheet
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THOMAG O& LA RUE AND CONPANY LIMITEG, > .
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b _2..Ths lower court has. rqund ..... that. the. statement

k “"falge a.ndsu‘bmlttedby’accuéﬁd withtheintentionOf fobiain fican

| s @ ! 3 ¥

cheating the Director of Public Instruction and that it )
: " did in fact decaive the Director of Public Instruction

; : * ¥
553 b S SR ...and induce him to.pay.a higher grant.than -he would other=. . ...

.

wige have done, and has convicted accused.

3. I do not think the lower court has correctly ==

................ as:.s:_.\.;.e.s.@siu...ix;m Bx ...11_,,._-...ig.....te,mg.....Q,.r_'_.,,.,i_',a,,l.‘.s,_e_,...,whg&hgx:.....t.m....rmg.a of

; ; ehoreneidannst sasabais . Susk ciad NI s by cegad it dsh v aalary ..... s hownaﬂpaidtbteaCherﬁ...WBrereallypam or

: 'j were merely fictitioue entries" #and it has.proceeded -

{
¥1

HG 7SO0 RGP

throughout on the footing that if these figures are‘falaé

-
-
!

e e e T T iamguiltyimWLSQQWalsnwparam22)@Man$ ..... surelywitwme;mMM
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figures. in order. to cheat.the Director.of Public.-Instrue
¥ : i i

tion. It is trus that accused has to append to Ex.U and

hergpy certify that the expenditure in the above statement

e AN Bk
r-actually incurreds But no 4

court would conviet the head of an office om a charge of

‘eriminal liability for cheating bscause the sxpenditure

certified to the best of his beldef had not been actually

ineurred;-unless-the certifier himgelf was aware that-ths

‘figures were false,and delibsrately submitted them knowing

them to be false. In my opinion the prosecution has not

brought home to accused & knowledge that..those. figures .

Wwere flelitlous.

4. The prosscution case is thal the figures of salaries

paid entered in Bxhibit U are faise, and that less amounts

..ware. padid.than entersd,. and that-accus

The accused'é conténtion in geheral terms is that, so far

as he knew, the sums entered were actually contracted for

i 4th gheet :
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THOMAB Dk L RUE AND GOMPANY LIMITER,

and paid a8 salaries as the. rggeip&awiormthemmindiqape;WMwm;%

“but that in 8o %é"""ih"Btaﬁ‘(i"éﬁé”';""'t‘é’déﬁé’f"ﬂ""Vﬁluht&f"il'"y"" contris 11

buuea part of thelr ealariee whzle the school was still

5. ORERIINE R0 A
f ? ‘struggling to make ite way, to funds for 1mproving the
| e e M B T il iR e T it BT .

» o gi.e T
- these -points. - Obviously -if .a -teacher agreed to - taksmswg ----------- e
. . r f el

: f““”mwwm'“m”””m“?“”5&&i1é¥”6&i&i&mfﬁéh7ﬁi§“€é¥§i€éé'were worth in the open

3

el A L . ) , i
é | i ' | market, in order that the school peneral funds might pre-,

&

........................................................ vk £it, the proper figure to enter in the aequittance foll &

. J % 2
E g .

, e i " a.”d i’l Exhibit U Would ba tha nalary hs had amed to ............. ..“..

5 ! AN
4 IS

——————"""

/ : : w.mmrw """""""" | t;ke, while if a tsacher was engaged on a normal salary,

. . but anr»ed to hand back part of it, or that part of 1t -

...............................................................................................................................................................

*

.................................................................................................................... oot

: , in the statsmsnts would be the normal salary on vhich he

?
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was.engagsd....Lhab is,..the. correct. figures. for entry in.

Exhibit U and the acquittance roll Exhibit D are the ‘==

contract rates of salariss. It has nothing tc do with

the Director of Public Instruction if a tsacher foregoes

-part-of his-contraect -salary for-the-mood -of-the -sekools

The salary actudliy paid to him is still his contract =

salary and the correct figures to be entared: in the -

school returns would be the figures of the contract salarisd.

5. -Sufficisnt attention has not, in my opinion; been
I 3

paid to this aspect of %he case by the ‘lower court. The

progscut ion had to show, I take it, (1) that the rates

entered.in Exhibit U were not the contract rates of. salary

(2) tHET Becused knew tHAt, (8) that accused knev that

B

the .contract salaries were less amounts, (4) that accused

# I

disburéed thése smaller amounts or atilaast knew that =

thess swaller. amounis-were-heing disbursed Purther,

actual payments of less amounts than shown in the acquitt-

ance roll might bs due (1) to definits orders by accused

i

6th gheet
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(2): to. embazzlements by the person who disbursed 'the = ,m

gdlaries, (3) to voluntary xqrégolng'of part of their

P

legitimats salaries by teachers themsslves, (4) to any

two or more of these three causes. The lower court seens

to. me. to. assums. all throush that if..a.shori.payment.was

made, it must have been under the orders of dceused, =
) .

because he was the "correspondent". Such an assumption is
.

“proeecuticn é%idence. Fhose prosecution witnesses who

quite unwarranted.

~6u»~Wiﬁh'thesefpointa ----- in-windy-E-shali 1 exanine the

were or are on the staff of the school are p.ws.2 to 10

5

and 12..  The evidence of p.ws. 2 and 3 does nof relate to .

thé”peribd'ebvared'by'the“charge and I shall deal with it

later. The eviéé;ce ofﬂﬁtwa. 4, 8 and 9 is not relied om 2

by the lower court or the proseecution. The eviderce of

-

p.we.. 5. and 10.which ir my opirion.is. the only evidence

againet adceused, will be dealt with later on.

.

P.V.6 states that when he joined, p.w.10 'gave him

to understand' that his ealaryWould be Re20, and that it

??"WMW Tk gnest 1
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wag. p.w.4 and at timee P.W.10 who disbhursed his salary.

He signsd for higher amouits and higher eamounts arse shown

in Ex.U as paid to him. He pays "when I signed for Rs28

2= ! t/
for which I .was. signing was due.to me. I.thougk that

s

the différence was to go to the improvement of the school".

"It ig difficult to extract from his evidence therefore

%
|

in hie -evidence-eonnecting-aceused with the short payments -
& 4

“or Showing that acéused knew he ves receiving short pay-

ments. Accuzed did not fix his salary and did not dis=-

burse it except on one occagion when he got the full amount.

e W

------ or paw:l0 made h‘im’“E‘ho‘Tt"'pa;yme’n‘ts; accused does

appear from this man's avidence to have besn responsi-

no

Tess than that skHown in Bx.U, orf that he was notl being paid

%

""the ax&un‘cs shown in Ex.U, vhile there is a strong hint in
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his evidance that his contract rate was really as shown
. .

Tin Bx (U and that he forewsnt part of his salary for "the

improvemant of the school".

8. The evidence of p.w.7 is of much the same tenour.

The. witness prevaricates as fo whelher the contract rate

of his salary was 20 or 28, "He does not himself say it
&

was accused who fixed his salary, though a question put

to him by the prosecution contains that assumption. But

a-s8tatement of his later . on.clsarly implies that his con=

tract rate was Re28 and not Re20. WIsaid (the agresd

salary was) Rw28 because I signed for that amount. When

I accepted service under the accused he said that the =

i

sehool “being ‘an infant institution young men must sacriw

fice somsthing and that I should be ‘content to receive -

Re20 and let the remainder go for the improvement of the

school” and. the witness agresed to this. . Obviously if his

R

eontract rate was RQ20 there wes no "remainder". It s

-

elear that he agresd to forego part of his lsgitimate -=

salary and pay that into funde for the "improvement of the

: 9th sheet ! :
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accused disbursed '}{i'"s”ééii‘éi‘yml' He atates that p.w.10 dis-

p.w. 10 disbursed hlB salary usually. When accused dis-

mo evidanca that accused knew he was drawing short payments

Qm Wmth ghaet . .
frv |

TWOMAB DE LA RUE AND COMPANY LIMITED,

_8chool".  And later on he admits that after Jume 1924 .

“hé’recéivéd”fﬁé'"full'émdﬁﬁf"mbf"hibwﬁéléfwaSSO{mh§ Rt T

having actually drawn less in previous months.” So he was :

under no illusion as to what his full salary was. Again

bursed it. It is clear that in his case .accused knew the

‘rats of his contract salary and that it was agreed upon

EBRQES, -the figure in'Ex.U. I amunable toi,nfer frm ............ ..

‘this svidence tha.t the amount shown in Ex.U is fictitious.

Rs1l0 to school fands and receive Ry 40 only. Apparently

v

and the witness' own evidsnce shows that the rigure in -

Exhibit U was hlB contract rate and not fictltious. The

oy LSRR SRy VSR

*
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2 y a2 prosecution relies on his.diary Exhibit. F which shows that

he réceived only Re40.' Even if T assume that this means

that the deduction of R<10 was cormpulsory and not volun=

" tary or that his real pay was Ei40 and not Ri50 which the

witnsss himself denies;-it-affords-no-proof -whatever that . ...

aceused knew that Ri50 in Ex.U was a fictitious figure.

in April 1913 a hat he was promised Relb. He doeé not

say that it was accused who Tixed: this salary: ~His pay"

was raised at various times but he swears that from =

: ’ : ’ 20-4-1913 to June 1914 he always received less than he

signed for He. connects aceused withthis practice omly

He :

/ ] : “6HTONE Gccasion, viz., tHe Tirst tiws He recsived pay.

5 4 hesitated %o sign a receipt for a sum calculated at R<20

rate when he was actually drawing only Ril5 rate. His

evidence is not.straightforward "Aceused. asked. me..to

sign and I signed......l did not make any verbal objection‘

.

nor did he say anything. ... liy colleagues said it was

the pra,ctfi.c’e..to sign for a larger amount. ‘.. I never

el 1 et A
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questioned the..correspondent (accused) about this..as. I

feit it delicate he being'bott rrespondent and a relative

of mine." He further says that once accused told him to

pay the teachers and gave him money and a ch;l’t with the

amounts - to-be paid, -and-that -he. paid-the -ameunts and -got.

acquittancas for larger amounts. He. cannot specify the

amounts or all the teachsrs who were 80 paid, or which

acquittances he got. He does not say that accused ord‘ered

him to get acquittances for larger amounts: He does not

say which acquittancss in Bxhibit 'D, if any, are the ==

,. , ;
acquittances he got on that occasion or that they are -

payments..concerned. in the present charge... It does not

S

prove that the teachers thug short paid Weré not teachsrs

ho, like p.w.12, had agresd that part of their salaries

.

{should go for the bensfit of the school. Of the four =

teachers .naued by him . as. short.paid, two d.ws.. 8.and.3

contradict him. P.W.8 does not support him and the other

#

is not examinad. It is impossible to accept this evidence

as proof that the figures given in Exhibit U are fictitious

Sy o—ur Wlath sheet i
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and. that accussd.knew.then.to.be.such. This incident is

‘Wholly omitted in this witness's statsment (Bx.C) to the

Inspector of Schoolsw=~P.W.1 at his departmental enquiry.

Besides his own evidence there is no evidence that his

econtract. salary was Bslb The lower.court.relies.on.a.. .=

stateméns of accounts prodiced by him Exhibit G. His

angwers in cross examination on that document seem to me

sufficient to show that it was not reglllarly written up

and is a -quite upreliable decument-while: the witness' - |

previous rscord shows that he is not ‘above tampering with
ot &

documents. The witnsss is a brother-in-law of p.w.1l0 and

hig evidsnce is clearly carefully calculated to m‘otlect

Powol0T TFor exampls, Hy swears tha

%

w10 never ‘disbursed”

salaries, a statement contradicted by most of the other

teachers, and supported by nons. No other teacher sup=

porte him. in his. allegation that he himself d‘iébursed. -

galaries on occasion.

that he continually signed false receipts is of the nature

i s

.

©

of acecomplice evidence and requires some corroboratio:@'L .
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I am not prepared to receive his evidence at its face

s

valus.

3 ®

11. P.}V.IO states that in pursuance of a practice

which started whenhe first joined the school in May 1910

he was signing . receipts.for.a higher amount.than his .=

actual pay until June 1914, He gtatss that several =

+times in the course of the succesding years he protested

to accused about it but was satisfiedwith the answer that
- (5

it was "the practice! Yet I think it is quite clear.

from his' svidencs that the contract salaries were the = ]

higher amounts and not the lower ones. For instance he

statas that when 4th p.w. paid arrears of'aalg.ries for

Aprit-to-June 1914; he paidronly the lesser amounts and i

accused gsnt word by him (p.w.10) to p.w.4 fo bring to

‘him "the difference in the amounts", vhile p.w.4 answered

that he would do so if accused gave him a receipt for the

amount.  This redlly supports the accused’ s contention

that some teachers forewent a portion of their salaries.

Mw__ l4th sheet : ' i ’
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For elearly,.if.the.acquittance roil figures were pure

fictions and the lesser amotunts which the teachers  --

» L]

recaived were their real contract salariss there was no

"qifference” which p.w.4 could hand over to accused or get
e 27 % ;

ore - It-is-net-the-proseeution case-in this

“%rial though it is clearly the final case of p.w.10% (vide

his cross éxamination) thayaccused extorted or withheld

from the teachers part of their real salaries and retained

or attsmptsd to retain.ths moneys g0 extorted; for this

onse-

in any way supporting the prosecution case...lt is 2180

~paTated; oI it

t mentionsd by the witness in the

departmental enquiry ((Exhibit 0). DPut basides this the

evidenca of this witness, standing as it now QQes, by ==

»

itself and without any. v-_n‘l-i:'h'ln corroboration ig -for

several reasons quite upworthy of eredit. FHe is on the

worst of terms with accused (vide Ex.XVI). It was aceused

who‘had his services dispensed with. It ds in evidence

”’H”JW‘-”(}"—”‘" ~ 15thenest
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him unless he managss to ghift it on to some one else.

He. adnits %gvin: been..concernad..in n’hnnf":n(- the manassment

"0f ths school for articles supplied to the echool at =--

 (See Exhibit XVI again) and like p.w.5 he has by his own

confassion; indulged in a whole! sale concoction-of false

reééipts é.ﬁd fiéfitidu;va.c.x.;u‘itta,‘né.e' r.o‘l‘lsl» ﬁhough hims;ii;”

a member of the managing committee of the school. The

_witness figures very. unfavourably under crogs. exam

T

~Higevidsres 18 entirely untrustworthy an

the presenﬁ chérge. Far from sh

wing that the salary

are fictitious and mot the real and con-

i

_tract galary figureshis final opinion ig that.they are. .-
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.charges. accused wit

THstAiction but “tHe ‘teachers by withholding from them =

their lawful salaries. That he regarded the’ acquitﬁva.ﬁ‘c‘:‘eﬂ

n salary as. hlB real contra.ct salary

roll figure of his

ig.eclear from the fact that in.wvarious. ayp'lioationa for

other posts he quoted that ‘Figire as his salary.

" 32. The lowsr court considers that the evidence of this

w:Ltness is supportsd by F‘xhi‘b't E. It is a letter dated

1-7-1911 in which. accused writing to. p.w.10. states PRt

At that dats p.w.10 was algningr racelpts for a pay of R< 28

.that Re23 i

T am unable to see-how 'c'he fact that prw:10 signed "

> /

rove a practice of (t:ri

of ..o.t,he r reiiable evidence,. .

- pictitious receipts in e




PaWS. 2 and 3.viz., that.

Foth

does.not.relate to.the.period..

these teachers jo

< ““covered by the charge.

cate accused. R i

as #cohsid‘e} it relevart to the éhé;i"gé; It is probabls

»

i

malntain;&. Beyond this and under cover of this there

may have besen mbazzlsménts of por

In.-anv

by.the officer. vho .disburaed,,.i.them_ 3 :

that the salary figures in =

t U are fictitious and do not represent the real

as fixed by the llanagement




salaries. I am unable therefore to hold that the

sums mentioned in Bxhibit U were not disbursed ==

while the receipts in the n:-r_ln'iffnr\na roll. is.at

“Yaast soms eviderce on the part of the staff that

they were. So that, even if I hold that the --

certificats appended by accused to Bxhibit U

would in.itself .entail on him.er iminal-liability

%

which I am far from holding,

no reliable evidence that the figures in Fxhibit B

E

S Fistitious, and beyond this, there is no reli-

A

t

B e

& %ictous. There iz,

~deceit in accused's conduct in ‘supmitting Bxhivit U

“”_Jt:'o the Ditéééb? ofPublchnstructlon, and the - = 5

charge of cheating cannot stand.

W :‘ 19th sheat




4,

15. I therefore reverse G convietion and .sentence

passed on accused by ths ilower court and direct that the

fine if paid be refunded to him.

(8d) E.H.Wallace,

(True copy)

20th sheet.
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JUDGMENT.

The accused Mr. C. S. Krishnasami Ayyar stands charged under
sections 417 and 420 1. P. C. with having, as Correspondent of the Victoria
High School, Papanasam, cheated the Department of Public Instruction,
by submitting a false Financial statement for 1913—14 (Ex. V.) represent-
ing that a sum of Rs. 6,038—14—0 bad been actually incurred as expendi-
ture on teaching staff, when some of the teachers had really been paid
salaries at rates lower than those shown in the statement of the teaching
staff appended to the Financial statement.

9. The complaint lodged by Mr. Douglas, the Inspector of Schools,
(1st P. W.) related also to the Financial statement for 1912—13 (Ex. T),
but as the dates of submission of the two Financial statements were more
thana year apart, the Public Prosecutor, after the prosecution was over,
elected to proceed with the charge in respect of 1913—14 only in this case.

3. The school isa public institution under the management of
the ¢ Committee of Education ”. registered under the Indian Companies
Act and receiving aid from public funds. The accused was Secretary of
the Committee as well as Correspondent of the school till 13th January 1915
when 11th P. W. succeeded him. The school was recognised in 1910 as
an incomplete secondary school, with the third form as the highest class.
In June 1912, permission was granted to opena fourth form (Ex. XXXIX b)
and a fifth and a sixth form were opened in June 1913 and June 1914 and’
the school was recognised as a Complete Secoadary school in October 1914
(Ex. XL b) . when the numbers had risen: to 372 (Ex. XL). A teaching
grant was sanctioned under Chapter IV of the Grant-in-aid Code (Ex. B)
and paid -for 1912—13, and similarly for 1913—14 and for 1914—15 on
the Financial statement for 1912—13 aud 1913—14 respectively (Exs. T
and U).

4. T will deal with a few preliminary points taken on behalf of the
accused first. 1t is contended that the grant was not allotted for a
triennium as required in Rule 34 of the Code or fixed in accordance with
Rule 33.  Rule 34 however only say the allotment of grants will ordinarily
take place every three years and Rule 33 only lays down the principle that
the grant allotted to an institution will ordinarily be equalin amount to the
income guaranteed by the private management from endowments, subscrip-
tions ete.  Whereas in this case no income is guaranteed by the management,
the Department as explained by the Inspector and by 13th P. W., a clerk
of the Director’s office, calculates the grant on the figures of income and
expenditure in the Correspondent’s Financial statement as follows. The
first six items under expenditure, viz., on teaching staff, servants, rents,
taxes, ordinary repairs and upkeep, and contingencies are totalled up and
from the total is déeducted  the amount of fees due at standard rates. The
resultant figure is regarded as the net cost to the management and half the
net cost is usually allotted ‘as a- grant to the school, the other moiety being
assumed to be provided by the management. This is not a mystery within
the spécial knowledge of P. Ws. 1and 13. That the Code grant was
calculated in this way was perfectly well - known to the accused who
Desides being a High Court Vakil is an T T. and had been receiving grants
on the basis of his Financial statements in 1912—13 and 1913—14. I need
only refer to his own statement in para: 75 of Ex. C.C., the explanation
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drafted by him for P. W. 11, on the charges against the management
formulated by the Inspector; he there writes “Itis a known fact “that
under the existing Grant-in-aid Code:the Government offers to contri-
bute only half the net cost of maintaining the school and the other balf,
the management is expected to find out or. provide. ”

5, Itis further contented by the defence thatthe making of the

| grant is discretionary and is not governed by any rule. The latter

10

15

20

~

contention is altogether incorrect, for Rule 35 of the Code clearly lays
down the conditions under which grant may be increased or decreased.
As to the grant bsing discretionary, itis true that various considerations
enter into it such as efficiency of teaching, utility of the school; but the
most important consideration is the income and expenditure of the school.
The grant allotted is calculated on the basis of the figures of income and
expenditure and Rule 36 lays down that the grant is liable to be withheld,
reduced or suspended on account of the falsification of the registers, or
misrepresentation regarding fees, attendance or other matters or other
proved fraud or irregularity.. False and inflated expenditure shown by
the Correspondent under any of the first six items in the Financial state-
ment will clearly amount to deception: within the meaning of Sec. 417
and 420 Indian Penal Code, as thereby the Department is induced to
allot and pay a larger teaching grant than the institution is entitled to or
the Department would have passed but for such misrepresentation, ths
intent to defraud the Department and cause wrongful loss to Government
and corresponding wrongful gain to the management being a matter of
plain inference from the certificate appended to the Financial statement
and from the application for a grant on the basis of that statement. That
the department has on a view of other circumstances connected with the
infancy of the institution, its utility and popularity or its efficiency a
discretion to award a more liberal grant than is warranted by the figures
under the first six heads of expenditure, by no means renders any misre-
presentation in respect of these figures innocent.

6. The only question in this case therefore is whether the expendi-
ture on teaching staff shown by the accused in Ex. U viz., Rs. 6,038-14-0
Is true or false, whether the rates of salary shown as paid to teachers in
the subsidiary statement were really paid or were merely fictitious”
entries. ‘An attempt was made to show that the rates entered in this
subsidiary statement are simply the rates shown in column 3 of the

 acquittance roll, Ex. D, as ‘salary due’ or salary agreed upon between

the management and the respective teachers: and that the total figure,
Rs. 6038—14—0 in the Financial Statement represents only the salaries,

# which the management agreed to pay not necessarily the salaries paid. A

comparison of the instructions for preparing the Receipts side and t]
Expenditure side shows how utterly untenable this position is. Under Fe
income, the Correspondant has to show. fees due at standard rates not fees
actually levied by the manager (Vide instruction: 1 at back of Appendix F
and ins-truction 1 at back of Fee Return). .On the Expenditure side, the
ixpendlture on teaching staff is required by instruction 2 at back of Appendix
F to be supported by a separate “ statement of teaching staff ¥ showing the

| names of teachers employed, their monthly salaries and the total salary

50§ paid (not due or payable) to each. In addition to this, the Correspondent

is required to append a certificate in these words ‘“On behalf of the
management, I hereby certify that the expenditure shown in the above

| Yatement under items 1to 6 fas been actually incurred ”. In the face

of such a certificate and of the entries in the School Cash Book Ex. C. and

4
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in the Committee’s Cash Book Ex. EE, debiting as expenditure the total
of the amounts shown as disbursed: each month in the acquittance roll,
Ex. D and in the # Statement of teaching staft” appended to Ex. U it is
not open to the accused to contend that what is entered in the * Statement
of teaching staff*’ is only the monthly ‘rate due or payable and not the
, salary paid’.

7. In support of the allegation that ‘the espenditure shown under
teaching staff in Exhibit U was not actually incurred and that some of the
teachers were not paid the salaries shown against them in the *¢statement
of teaching staff » the prosecution has examined ten teachers. M. Naga-
subramania Ayyar (10th P. W.) is the one who has had the longest connec-
tion with the school. He was appointed Headmaster in May 1910 when
the school contained classes only up to the III Form and continued as an
Assistant till February 1915, He is related to the accused. He was, and
continues still to bz a member of the .Committee-of Education. He was a
trusted lieutenant of the accused in the management of the school and its
auxiliary institutions, e. g., the Hostel, the Recreation Club. He ran the
¢ Central Stoes” a shop keptin the pial of the school, which supplied
school requisites and sweets to-children and under the name of the ““Central
Stores " he placed orders for and supplied to the school, books, articles of
furniture and:science apparatus and appliances. He ran it first for Ramasami
Ayyar, an uncle of the accused, - who was water spplier and hostel superin-
tendent and afterwards (from 13—3—1.t until Y—7—15) as part proprie-
tor with Srinivasa Ayyar, a brother of the ‘accused. In the affairs of the
school particularly he was regarded ‘as accised’s right hand man. He
nominated teachers :and fixed their:salaries for accused’s approval. He used
to make disbursements of pay to:the teaching staff both from fee collections
made by him and from' amounts placed at his disposal for the purpose by
the accused. = The evidence iof such-a witness is therefore of the greatest
importance..  He says that he was offered by theaccused a monthly salary
of Rs. 28 or so when he was first appointed. But when he was
paid for the first month the accused gave him pay at the rate of
only Rs. 20 and told him that he must sign for a salary calculated
at Rs. 28, because it was the practice for teachers to receive only s>
much and sign for a greater amount. He refused, went home aud wrote
a letter to the accused. * The accused sent for him and mollifed him and
told him that in the interests of the school and of himself he had better be
guided by the accused. Overruled thus by a senior and a relative, 10th
P. W. succumbed and from that date gave an acquittance for a salary larger
than he actually received. At first he received Rs. 20 and signed the
acquittance roll for Rs. 28, In 1911 he got Rs. 22 and then Rs. 23 and
signed for Rs. 29. He says he wrote twice or thrice protesting against this
and asking for some other reforms in the school of which he was then the
Headmaster. But his protests went unheeded and he wrote finally threaten-
ing to quit. To this accused sent a reply dated 1--7—11 Exhibit E
wherein he thanked him for the * sacrifice you hayve made” and alluding
to heavy sacrifices made by himself *“by paying all my savings for the
welfare of the school”’, adjures him not to withdraw his support, hopes to
make better arrangements for regular-and: punctual payments to the staff
about which and other matters 10th P.W. had evidently ‘imposed’ conditions.
The letter then proceeds ¢ As for the  ¢demand’ for a higher salary, I dont
think you wish to put s to heavy loss, but expect increase of pay only
when the school gets better income either from fees or from endowments.
I am interested in giving increments to you and I hope you will do well to
leave it to my dizcretion < *You need ‘not be anxious about it. I would
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/23 till April next and you will get your

however fix the present pay of Rs/ :
ding to the statement of teaching staff

increments in April 1912.”  Accor t af
appended to the Financial statement for 1911--12 (Exhibit S) 10th P. W’s

salary was Rs. 29 from April 1911, In 1912, he got Rs. 28; in 1913 hfa

got Rs. 30, and then Rs. 32 or 33; but from May 1912 to Fehn}nxjy 1913

his salary is shown in the Financial statement for 1912——13 (Exhibit T) as

RS 357 ‘and from March 1913 to November 1913, the acquittance roll

Exhibit D and the Financial statement, Exhibit U show as if he received a

calary of Re. 35, In December 1913 he actually received Rs. 85 and si'gm::d

10 Exhibit D for Rs. 40 and continued to do so for the rest of the financial

vear 1913—14 and till the end of May 1914 T. V. Rangasami Ayyar, '4th

P. W. was the Headmaster at this time. He had been inveighing against

! this practice, which prevailed in the school of taking acquittances from

' teachers for larger sums than were actually disbursed to them. He I'}appencd

15 ' to pay the teachers himself for May 1914. In consequence of his interven-

tion, the practice was given up by the accused from June 1914 and teachers
thence forward received the full amounts for which they signed.

8. Tt will be convenient here to discuss 4th P. W's. account of this
« intervention” on his part which is really the only patt of his evidence
bearing directly on the charge. He was appointed Headmaster in November

20
1913. He himself was always paid his full salary of Rs.100. But he
early became cognisant of the practice by which some teachers signed
for higher salaries than they actually received. He says that in July 1914,
the accused instructed him to pay some of the staff from the fee collections,
25 which he had with him. - He says he was instructed to pay them a smaller

sum than what was to be mentioned in the temporary receipt to be obtained
from cach. ‘ He paid them accordingly and obtained receipts, Ex. Y
series, and then remonstrated with the accused: The accused came to the
school and demanded the balance of Rs. 22 to Rs. 25 which remained with

30 the Headmaster after short payments to the teachers, who gave Ex. Y
series. The Headmaster asked for a receipt. The accused said it was not
the practice to give a receipt to the Headmaster: for such sums. 4th P. \W.
refused to part with the money  without one. There was a scene and the
accused went away in high dudgeon.

(2
O

§ 9. Now this story is absolutely denied by the accused who claims
| Ex. Y seriesas themselves disproving the allegations of the Headmaster
{ that there was a practice in'the school of obtaining acquittar ces for higher
| amounts than were actually paid. 4th P. W. admits that he had no
written instructions from the accused to pay the teachers smaller sums and
40 take receipts for larger amounts.  Eight teachers received their salaries
from him. He says all but one (viz 12th P. W. who received Rs. 70 in part
payment and passed a receipt Y 3 for the amount.) received less than they
passed a receipt for but cannot say how much eachreceived. The teachebs
came to him in batches, 5th D. W. and apparently also 3rd D. W. received

45 payment on 9—7— 14, 6th, 7th and 12th P. W’s. and Srinivasavaradachari,
Tamil Pandit (not examined) were paid on 10—7—14 and 9th and 10th
P. Ws. on 12—7—14 as is evidenced by the receipts. 4th P. W. admits
that with regard to the first batch he had no instructions and that when
he says he underpaid them under instructions, he means that the teachers
came to him and told him that the Correspondent had asked them to
 take less than what they passed receipts for and that he paid them
accordingly. 3rd D. W. and 5th D. W. deny this and say 4th P. W. paid
them in full. With regard to the other teachers, 4th P. W. says he sent
word to the Correspondent, through the clerk, who is-accused’s brother

w
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asking him what he was to pay them and the clerk came and told him
;avhat sums were to be Paid to them and what sums he should take receipts
or. H.e acted accordingly and obtained receipts for larger amounts than
\\}/‘ere palé. 6th,7th and 10th P. Ws support his statement say that
they received only Rs. 25, 25 and 35 as against Rs, 30, 30 and 4" for which
they‘ passed receipts Exs. Y2, Y4 and Y 5. 9th P. W. admittedly
received only a part payment and says that he actually received the amount
(Rs. '15) .mentioned in his receipt Ex. Y 6. It will thus be seen that so far
as ev1’dence goes, it is equally balanced in support of, and against, 4th
P. W’s atl:count. But what 4th P. W. has failed satisfactorily to explzlin is
why he did not charge the accused with this in the successive com laints
Wthl"l ¥1e made to the accused, to the Committee and t(‘)‘ the Preiident'
(Exhibits XI, dated 15—10—14 and XlIa) to the Inspector (Exhibit \ZIb;
., and to Fhe Director (Exhibit W dated 22—1—15). He admits thq; he
ma(?e himself a party to the nefarious practice in order to secure evi;ience
] agalf\st the accused, but says he dared not bring it forward, because he
raa‘llsed that he had placed himself in a false position by x’lot obtaining
written authority from the accused to make short payments and he \vlas not
sure -that t‘hfa- teachers would support him. He says he waited for an enquiry
on his petitions to the Department. But when the enquiry came on before
the Inspector (1st P. W.) in February and May 1915 and witnesses (6th,

10
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7th, 9th and 10th P. Ws) were cited by him and deposed that they used to |

sign for larger amounts than they received, he failed to inform the Inspector
that they: had given such receipts to himself in July 1914. He failed in fact
to mention this at any time to the Inspector (1st P. W) till August 1915,
The IAnspector had by then obtained the explanation of the Correspondent
(Exhibit CC) who adduced the evidence of the very receipts taken by 4th
P. W. (Exhibit Y series) as showing that teachers were paid in full to 4th
P. W’s knowledge. The Inspector considered this the strongest part of
the Cf:rrespondent’s explanation and questioned 4th P. W., who then for the
ﬁx:st time came out with the foregoing account. The Inspector was indignant
with him for not having acquainted him with it before and all that 4th P.W.
could say in explanation was that he had forgotten to do so. 4th P. W’s
evidence therefore must be rejected as unsatisfactory.

10. That a change came about in August 1914 in regard to' the
payment of salaries is however a well-attested fact. 10th P. W. attributes
it to the Headmaster putting his foot down saying that the practice of taking
acquittances for larger amounts than are actually paid must cease or he
would expose the Correspondent  The accused denies that any such practice
existed and explains the apparent change thus. The school th the start was
a miserable institution. There were but 38 boys on the rolls in 1911, The
Department made it a condition of recognition that there should be not less
than 15 pupils in the IV Form, the opening of which was sanctioned in 1912
(Exhibit XXXIXb). A vigorous system of canvassing for boys in the

surrounding villages had to be adopted for bringing up the strength. Con-/

trib\l.tions to his knowledge, were made by teachers for the purpose of
meeting the expenses of these canvassing campaigns, and as a result of this

canvassing by bodies of teachers in 1913 —14 the strength rose rapidly from !

120 in 1912 to 191 in 1913 and 293 in March 1914 and the school became a
Complete High School in June 1914, when the numbers further rose to 372
(Exhibit XL). There was no longer any necessity for canvassing and there
were also complaints from other schools that the canvassing depleted their
strength. The aecused therefore stopped all further canvassing, thanked the
teachers for what they had done and told them that they might, if they
liked, pay a small subscription of 3 pies or 6 pies in the Rupee toY form a

25
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poor boys' fund. That is to say, the teachers who were receiving or as the

accused’s vakil puts it, actually taking home their.salary less the \'oluntm_y
contributions they made for canvassing were to receive their full salary in
future and were at liberty to pay a small subscription to the poor boys’ fund.
Even this fund languished on account of the opposition raised by 4th P. W.
to what accused styles * this constitutional method -

11. I will deal with the rest of the prosecution evidence bgore
discussing this. 5th P. W. started as a writer in the school on 20—4—13
and became an Assistant.  His services were dispensed with on 15—4—15.
He deposes that he was appointed on a pay of Rs. 15 (though the order of
appointment did not specify the salary) but that when he was paid his salary
for April 1913 in advance by the accused he was asked to sign Exhibit D
for aniamount calculated at Rs. 20.  He hesitated at first, but on being told
by the accused to sign, ‘he signed and he continued to sign for Rs. 20 in the
next three months though he received only Rs. 15. For August 1913, and
the three following months, he received Rs. 16, but signed for Rs. 20. In
December 1913, his pay’ was fixed at Rs. 18 but he signed for Rs. 22 from
that month to May 1914, *From June 1914, he began to receive the full
amount for which he sighed. The statements made by him about his actual
salary both here and at the Departmental enquiry by the Inspector (Ex.L)
are supported by a house account maintained by him (Exhibit G). On behalf
of the accused it is suggested that this account was cooked up in January

1195 after 4th P. W’s services were dispensed with, at the instigation of 10th

P.'W. whois 5th P. W’s brother-in-law.  5th P. W. however says he gave
it before December 1914 to 4th P. "W. ' The account is attacked on the
ground that it contains erasures and interlineations and that throughout the
expenditure is in excess of ‘the receipts. Exhibit G isnot a public account
purporting to have been kept regularly; and as for the deficits in the
accounts, witness says that he has not cared to note all the receipts from his
sisters end mother and from outsiders. 1t is not uncommon to find a house-hold
account kept in this imperfect fashion and I do not consider the circumstance
a serious draw back to its being considered genuine; on the other hand, an
account fabricated for the purpose of the enquiry would have been construc-
ted with greater skill. T accept the entries in the account about pay as
having been made at or about the time by 5th P. W.

12. Ttisalso in P, W, 5's evidence that in August 1913, or so, when
he was writer; the accuséd sent his money for disbursement to teachers with
a chit showing the amounts to be disbursed, that these amounts were smaller
than the amounts for which he was asked to obtain acquittances in Exhibit D
and that he disbursed pay accordingly, This is not mentioned in Exhibit L
But Exhibit L. is simply a statement of the salaries actually received by thé
witness. The Inspector did not, so far I can gather from his evid;:nce,
exhaustively question each teacher whom he interviewed as to his knowledge
of payments to other teachers or the source of such knowledge. No good
reason is shown why 5th P. W’s evidence should be rejected ; he continued
in the school after 4th and 10th P. Wi, severed their connection with it and
nearly two months after he made his statement Exhibit I, at the Inspector’s
enquiry.  He was writer and it is very probable that he was asked to
disburse salaries, and his statement that he disbursed salaries in one month
is corroborated by other witnesses (vide 6th P \V)

13. 6th P. W. was an Assistant in the school from 24—1—12 to
18—-12—15. Exhibit'S and Exhibit T show his salary in 1911—12 and
1912—13 respectively as Rs. 23 per mensem.  Exhibit D and Exhibit U
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show that from: March to November 1913, his salary was Rs. 28 and that
from December 1913, it was Rs. 30. He deposes however that he started
on a salary of only R, 20, that in 1913 he got Rs. 21 or Rs. 22 that all the
time he was signing for Rs. 28 and that from December 1913 he signed for
Rs. 30, but got only Rs. ¥5 In August 1914, he began to receive the full
amount of Rs. 30 for which he signed. The witness admits that there were
canvassing visits, that he himself has joined these parties five or six times a
year. Asked if teachers subscribed towards the expenses of these visits,
witness after considerable hesitation denied any knowledge of it and thought
that it was the management that paid the expenses. He thought that the
difference between the amount he signed for and the amount he received
would go to the improvement of the school, He had heard that the money
was expended in defraying the expenses of canvassing and paying the fees
of poor boys, withdrawn from other schools. Now I do not see how all
this can be claimed to support the case put forward by the accused that the
witness or other teachers made a contribution, let alone a voluntary contri-
bution. I consider it simply as an attempt on the part of 6th P. W., and a
poor attempt at that, to'mitigate the blame that attaches to him in having
signed for a larger amount than he received or considered himself really
entitled to. ‘As to this and other teachers not complaining to the authorities
about short payments, the argument proceeds on the supposition that the
teachers considered themselves entitled to the higher salary. It is not a case
of 4 man not reeeiving the salary which he was entitled to but of his receiv-
ing his'dues and passing a receipt for a larger amount to serve other ends.
Anindividual teacher who eomplained to the Inspector at the inspection that
he had not been receiving the amount for which he signed would have had
to explain very cogently why he had been passing an acquittance for the
amount. When a regular Departmental enquiry took place and the witness
was questioned has stated what he actually received (Exhibit N).

14.  Very much the same' remarks apply to the evidence of 7th

P. W. He was appointed on fi —1—192. His salary is shown in Exhibit S

and T as Rs. 28 during 191112 and 1912 - 13 and in Exhibits D and U

as Rs, 28 from March to November 1913 and Rs. 30 from December 1913

onwards. 7th P, W. however says what he had already stated at_the

Departmental enquiry, Exhibit M, #iz. that he acutually received only
Rs. 20 for a year, thereafter Rs. 21 till June or July 1913, when he was
given Rs. 22. that in December 1913, the pay was increased to Rs. 25 and
in June 1914, it was increased to Rs. 30, the sum for which he had been
signing from December 1913, He adds that when he accepted service
under the accused he said that the school being an infant institution young
men must sacrifice some thing and that he should be content to receive
Rs. 20 and let the remainder go for the improvement of the school He
says he agreed to take Rs. 20, but sign for the full amount. I may point
out that the accused denies any such conversation. But apart from that, I
do not believe that the witness was making any contribution or sacrifice at
all.  He considered himself employed on Rs. 20 and says he would have
signed for Rs. 20 without objection if he had been asked to do so. He
cared nothing further about the contribution but was content to remain
under an impression that it was spent on canvassing and providing concession
to poor boys. I consider the effect of his evidence to be simply this, that
he received the salary dueito him but signed for a higher amount. Being
at a loss to explain why he passed a false acquittance he was prepared to
adopt any plausible excuse that could be suggested to him. I consider that
his testimony on the whole supports the prosecution and see no sufficient
reason for rejecting it, because of his unsuccessful attempt to explain away
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his initial offence. I certainly do not regard it as supporting the story put
forward by the Defence witnesses that 10th P. W. cdllected voluntary
contributions from teachers to meet canvassing expenses.

15. K. Seshadri Ayyangar B. A, L. T., (12th P. W.) was employed
as an Assistant in the school in August 1912 by the accused on a salary of
Rs, 50. He actually received only Rs. 40 from 8 —8—12 to ‘0-7'4-—13, but
he signed Exhibit D. for Rs. 50 and his salary is shown in E.xhxblt T an& U
as Rs. 50. In support of the statement that he actually recewed‘ o'nly Rs. 40
the prosecution has filed entries made by him in his diary Exhibit F-1 to
F-5. These entries run:

Received pay for such and such month Rs. 40.

The witness however says that he paid a voluntary contribution of
Rs. 10 every month, when his salary was Rs. 40. His account of the matter
is this. When he was paid his salary for the Ist month 10th P. W, asked
him to contribute something for the benefit of the school. He dem‘urre(.i.
10th P. W. said that being a local man and a native of Sarukkai, Whlcl’} is
near Papanasam, he must encourage the institution. He was persuaded mfc
parting with Rs. 10 and he says he continued to receive Rs. 40 only, till
he went for training, foregoing the balance on the understanding that it was
to be given to the school for its improvement. He took no further thought
about his contribution—he did not enquire who kept the Rs. 10 or how it
was spent, He knew of canvassing visits, but had no idea by whom the
expenses were actually paid. The defence claims him as an exemplary
witness. T think on the other hand that his story of a contribution will not
bear examination. His diary is also an account book. A scrutiny of it
shows that he has scrupulously entered next after every item of receipt of
pay  Recreation club fees: Re. 1”. If he had really been making a
contribution of Rs 10 for canvassing I fancy that the entries about pay
would have run:

Pay for such and such month Rs. 50.

and an entry would have followed about payment of Rs 10 as contribution
to school  Referring to the entries in the diary Exhibit F, the Inspector
(Ist P. W.) sent him a memo Exhibit J-1 asking him to state ¢ whether,
while he was serving as an assistant master in the  Victoria High School.
Papanasam, during the months of January, February, March and April
1913, he was drawing Rs. 50 as stated in the acquittance roll or Rs. 47 as
stated in his diary which had been lodged with him as evidence of irregulari-
ties in the disbursement of pay to the staff of the Victoria High School,
Papanasam”.

12th P. W. in reply. Exhibit | reported that he was getting Rs. 40 a5
entered in his diary. He says now that the Inspector (1st P. W.) did not
bring to his notice that he had signed for Rs. 50. Exhibit J-1 extracted
above shows that his attention was specially drawn to it and to the discre-
pancy between Exhibit D and Exhibit G, as evidencing an irregularity.
And yet witness choose to say that he did not disclose to the Inspector the
fact that he received Rs. 50 and made a contribution of Rs. 10, because he
was not asked why he signed for Rs. 50.

[ have no doubt that Seshadri Ayyangar is simply paltering with truth,
The contemporaneous entries made in his diary clearly support the case for
the prosecution and I reject the story of the contribution as invented to
explain his conduct in passing a fictitious acquittance in Exhibit D and in
the previous acquittance roll,

ix

16. 8th P. W. saysas he stated before the Inspactor, that he always
received the amount for which he signed, but adds that after receiving his
salary he used to pay voluntary contributions to the poor boys’ fund. Tt has
been amply proved that the poor boys’ fund came into existence only in
August 1914, but witness says that even before 1914, the fund existed. He
had clearly stated to the Inspector’s question on this very point in Exhibit
DD, but says he really said ¢ yes” and the Inpector recorded ¢ No”’
and that he did not read Exhibit DD before signing it. I may dismiss him

* with the remark that he is obviously lying, but that the prosecution

derives no support from his testimony or the catry in his account Exhibit H.

17. Nor, I think, can the prosecution rely upon the evidence of 9th
P. W. He made a statement (Exhibit K) to the Inspector that his salary
was Rs. 12 to start with in August 1912, and was raised to Rs. 13 about 6
mounths later, to Rs. 16 in April 1913 and to Rs. 17 about June 1913, that
in all these months he signed for Rs. 20, that in December 1913, he
was given Rs. 18 and was asked to sign for Rs. 22 and did so. He has
deposed to the exact contrary here and says that he received the amounts
for which he signed but paid away the difference between the figures, he
signed for and the figure he mentioned to the Inspector, as a contribution
and that it did not strike him to tell the Inspector so. I do not regard him
as a truthful witness, but of course, his previous statement Exhibit K alone
cannot be relied upon to support the prosecution.

18. 2nd and 3rd P. W’s were appointed in the school in July 1914,
after the period covered by the charge. 3rd P. W. says he was asked by
the clerk, who was accused’s brother to sign for Rs. 31, when he had
received only Rs. 30. He resented this and never signed the acquittance roll
atall. His evidence does not implicate the accused. 2nd P. W. says that
he was paid Rs. 35 but signed for Rs. 36 for the months of August, Septem-
ber and October 1914. He at first refused to sign and corrected the figure
€367 into.*“35”. The accused sent for him and told him that one rupee
was intended for the poor boys’ fund, and that if he did not like to sign for
86 he might walk out. 2nd P. W. said he did not like the idea of the con-
tribution to the poor boys’ fund being made compulsory. Accused cajoled
him that it was in the interest of the institution that the teachers were asked.
to sign for a higher salary and that the difference would go to the poor boys’
fund. The accused’s account of the matter is that 2nd P. W. represented
to him that he was poor and that to enable him to pay to the poor boys’
fund his salary might be raised so that he might get a net salary of Rs. 35
and that it was accordingly raised to Rs. 36. I must say that this does not
sound convincing. The only circumstances brought forward against 2nd
P. W. is that he borrowed the expression ‘ ostensible salary ” used in his
explanation to the Inspector Exhibit P. from 4th P. W. I do not consider
it sufficient to discredit Znd P. W's statement that the accused said it was
the custom or practice for teachers in the school to sign for a higher salary
and I can see no motive for him to have invented it.

19.  The prosecution having made out a prima-facie case a charge
was framed under Section 417 and 420 to which the accused pleaded not
guilty.

20. He examined 21 witnesses. D. Ws. 1 to 12 are teachers now
employed in the Victoria High School. Their evidence is more or less
uniform in character. They were employed during the period covered by
the charge. They state that it was 10th P. W. that appointed them or
settled their salaries (with the exception of 11th and 12th D. Ws). It was
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he that disbursed the salaries of the teaching staff in 1912, and in the year
in question until accused’s brother C. S. Venkatarama Ayyar became clerk,
and was entrusted with various funds in the middle of 1914. At the
meeting held at the time of the Coronation Durbar in 1911, there was a
proposal to raise the Victoria High School to the grade of a High school, the
accused undertook to collect the necessary funds, while 10th P. W. under-
took to canvass for boys in the surrounding villages. A vigorous system of
canvassing was accordingly set on foot from December 1911, parties of
teachers consisting of as many as ten visited villages to persuade parent§ to
send their boys to the Victoria High School, withdrawing them if necessary
from other institutions. The witnesses put the “expenses of each visit at
Rs. 5, 10 or even Rs. 15. The funds requisite for this compaign were
collected by 10th P. W. from teachers, who at the time they received their
salaries from him paid out of their salaries voluntary contributions for the
purpose. 10th P. W. collected these contributions and kept them and
expended them. He took the most prominent part in canvassing and
generally he himself spent the monies. Sometimes, when he did rot go
with a party, he would give money to some teacher, who would expend it
on his behalf and account to him (Vide 7th D. W). D Ws.1 to 12 deny
that there has ever beena system of underpayments of teachers or a custom
of teachers receiving a smaller sum as salary and passing a receipt for a
larger sum.  They further speak to 4th P. W. behaving arrogantly towards
his assistants and teasing them ; so much so that many of them sent in their
resignations in December 1914 and were prevailed upon to withdraw
them only after 4th P. W. was removed from the school in January 1915.

21. The only teacher however among the defence witnesses who
speaks to having made regular contributions is Kesawachari 4th D. W. who
suys he paid Rs. 2, 3 or 4 according as circumstances permitted. 1st D. YV,
says he made accasional covtributions for big items, such as Durbar celebra-
tion of 1912 and the inspection expenses of January 1913 and the Pillayar
festival in October of that year. None of these were for canvassing purpoéer:.
2nd B. W. speaks of contributions made by him for canvassing—but not
regularly. He will have paid in all Rs. 30, he cannot say in how many
instalments, but he paid from November 1911 to July 1912. 3rd D. W. paid
Rs. 5 once to 10th P. W. for canvassing but never - before or after. 5th,
6th, 7th, ¢th, 11th and 12th D. Ws. made no contributions. &th D. W.
the Sanskrit Pandit made a payment of Rs. 12 once and again after 8 oz 10
months of Rs. 10 towards- canvassing.

92. The account given by these witnesses of the contributions levied
by 10th P, W. is that sum varying in amount were, not regularly, but
occasionally, paid by a few teachers, whereas the prosecution evi“d’ence
shows that a sum of money, which remained constant over a certain Pperio; L
was regularly deducted every month from the salary shown against teachers
in the acquittance roll. I do not see that the evidence of Ist to 12th D. Ws.
rebut the case as made out by the prosecution.

23. D. Ws 13 to 19 are Mirasdars of surrounding villages and 20 and
21 D. Ws. are a Liocal Fund Overseer and Police Sub Inspector who were
employed at Papanasam. They state that parties of teachers used to visit
villages for canvassing for boys and that 10th P. W. was a leader. Some
of them say that' 10th P. W. used to pay the expenses of these visits, but
none of them know from what source 10th P. W. got the money. It seems
to me that these witnesses and D, Ws. 1 to 12 have considerably exaggera-
ted the expenses of the canvassing tours. 10th P. W. admit that ther: was
vigorous canvassing,that he took a prominent partin it and that he spent

Xi

Rs. 20 or 80 out of his pocket. He denies that there were expenses to the
extent of Rs. 5 to 15 for each visit or that he collected contributions from
teachers to meet these expenses. 18th D. W. and 21 D. W. say that 1Cth
P.W. told him that contributions were collected by him from téﬂchers. 20th
D. W. also say 10th P. W. told him to the same effect, but 20th D. W.
does not know if expenses were actually incurred by canvassing parties.
There must have been trainage of course and probably cart hire in some
cases, but I very much doubt if any feeding expenses were incurred by the
Feachers It would be only oczasionally that they would be required to stop
in the villages for a meal in these visits and I am inclined to think that an
occasional meal or light refreshments were cheerfully provided by leading
men in the villages.

24. Tt is remarkable that the witnesses should deny that the accused~

had anything to do with this canvassing and assert that it was entirely
managed by 1Cth P. W. Certainly a very different impression is produced
by the statements in Exhibit CC drafted, as 11th P. W. says by the accused
bimself. In para 75 he says ‘“ Mr. Krishnasami Ayyar * * * lastly
adopted a vigorous system of canvassing throughout the Taluk. During
the last two years batches of teachers and other enthusiastic young men
have passed from village to village in this Taluk influencing the leaders
and educating the public. Not a single village remains unvisited by Mr.
C. S. Krishnasami rar and his co-workers as the result has been marvell-
ous. The number rose rapidly.” In another place in the same explanation
it is stated * Parties of friends have at considerable cost paid several frequ-
ent visits to the different villages of the Taluk and were able to influence
leaders to send the children of their villages to this Schocl. The suggestion
here is that the cost was incurred by the management ; certainly there is no
hint of any canvassing fund or contributions collected from the teachers fot
canvassing. P. W. 10 was asked in cross examination whether he did not
offer to secure funds for canvassing, but no evidence of any such offer has
been adduced and 20th D. W. says there was no suggestion at the Corona-
tion meeting as to how the expenses of canvassing, which 1€th P. W. under
took, wete to be met. The accused’s vakil refers to a conversation, which
the accused had with the Inspector after the departmental enquiry had
commenced and says that the accused mentioned to the Inspector that
canvassing cost him money. If this was what he said o st BE Wi
certainly opposed to the theory now put forward that the canvassing expen-
ses were met by 10th P. W. from contributions from teachers. But a perusal
of the whole of Ist P. W's evidence shows that accused referred in that
informal conversation, not to canvassing expenses or to a fund for canvassing
purposes, but to expenses of tutorial visits, which were bormne by the
management.

95. Iam asked to reject the evidence of 10th P. W. on this and
on the system of taking acquittances for larger sums than were paid to
teachers on the ground that the accused having been detected in the com-
mission of fraud in the middle of 1914 in connection wifh the supply of
articles by the Central Stores and having unsuccassfully compeated with the
accused for the Union Chairmanship of Papanasam and for the Trustee-
ship of the Perumal temple and been thwarted in his design to keep a cer-
tain bill collector out of Papanasam Union, and supplanted by the accused’s
brother in regard to the custody of the miscellaneous funds in the school,
had made common cause with 4th P. W. who had been working for the
disorganisation and collapse of the school and worked up this case against
him. Now the fraud referred to is said to be the charging of fabulous
prices for articles supplied by the ¢ Central Stores *’ and referred to in
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Exhibit GG and XVITa and it is claimed that it is admitted by the 10th
P. W. in the letter Exhibit XVI, written by him on 26—7—14 *‘ Prices
of certain of the articles ‘that were recently supplied under the name
of the Central Stores might be fabulous. I fear your depth of feelings
against me and the consequent delay in the payment of my dues would go
to such an extent asto hand me up and disallow the payment of arrears
on the ground that the articles were charged at prohibitive fates. This is
only my inference as you have inferred so many things against me. Any
how I am prepared for the worst.” &
The Inspector wrote (Exhibit XXXV) in respect of the‘vouchers for
the supply of these articles that the prices did not appear to be in accordance
with the list kept by the Department. The accused says he was angry
with 10th P. W. for having charged excessive prices and he wrote to the
Inspector (Exhibits XXXVa) to send back the vouchers and he would if
necessary reject such of the articles as had been charged abnormal prices.
But the Inspector accepted and cancelled the vouchers (Exhibit XXXVb).
He suggests that 10th P. W. went to the Inspector’s Office and squarred up
matters and that the depth of feelings alluded to by 1Cth P. W. in Exhibit
XVI has reference to accused’s anger in regard to these fabulous prices.
But it is abundantly clear from the records of the Central Stores filed in
this case that accused was in the same boat with 10th P. W. in all Central
Stores transactions. That the Central Stores was run by 10th P. W. is
obvious from Exhibit XXVIII, the despatch book (it is really a letter book)
maintained by the accused, from the pro-note executed by him and Rama-
sami Ayyar (Exhibit XIII and X1V) and the receipts granted by, and bills
signed by him, (Vide Exhibit XXX, XXXa, XXXI, XXXII, XXXIII,
XXXIV). But the letters written by the accused to 10th P. W. Exhibits
HH and JJ and Exhibit LL referred to there and Exhibit MM, NN and
NN-1 show unmistakeably that accused had an interest in the Central Stores
and when 10th P. W. refers to fabulous prices charged for articles supplied
“under the name of the Central Stores” I imagine that what 10th P. W.
means is that the accused was equally responsible with 10th P. W. for
charging those prices and that the accused was only using them as a pretext
for with-holding his share of the prices of the articles. The transactions of
the Central Stores are by no means free from obscurity, and evidence as to
them, was as far as possible excluded from this case nevertheless to explain
Exhibit XVIa certain number of documents have had to be filed on both
sides and as far as I can see they show that both accused and 10th P. W.
were interested in the concern and that the Central Stores was really run
for the benefit of both. :

26. 10th P. W. explains that “depth - of feelings " he refers to is
the accused’s anger against him for siding with Head-master (4th P. Wyg)
and pressing for reforms in the school. There is no doubt that after 451
P. W’sadvent there was a certain amount of friction between the Head-
master and his assistants on the one hand and the Headmaster and the
Correspondent on the other, vide (Exhibits I, VI, VIIIc, and XIII) 1Cth
P. W. threw in his lot with the Headmaster. This caused a deep estrange-
ment between 10th P. W. and accused who had so long worked together
and the feeling broke out in more than one form, 10th P. W. competing
for the Chairmanship and again for the temple trustee-ship and interfering
with the accused’s administration of the Union and both 4th P. W. and he
trying to capture the Committee of Education itself if possible. But however
undesirable may bave been these manifestations, I believe that at bottom
there were irregularities in the conduct of the school, which both 4th and
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10th P. Ws. were attempting in vain to get accused to set right. The most
serious of these irregularities was without doubt the practice that the
prosecution evidence shows to have prevailed in the school of teachers sign-
ing for a larger salary than they received. How seriously this practice has
corrupted and demoralised the teaching staff is painfully evident from the
evidence recorded in this case. 10th P. W. was clearly an accomplice of
the accused in continuing this practice, but I am not prepared to reject his
evidence on this account as it is not only amply corroborated by the other
testimony I have set out, but also by the accused’s own letter Exhibit :E.
The only explanation that accused can offer of this piece of evidence
against him is that the figure 23 is a mistake for Rs 28. It is argued
that 10th P. W. himself admits 22 to be a mistake What 10th P. W. says
is “I remember I got two increments in 1911, once 22 and then 23 .
He does not say positively it was 22 on 1—7—11. The communication
to which Exhibit E isa reply is not produced by the accused. Rs. 28
which accused says ought to have been the figure was not the salary on
1—7—11 according to Exhibit S, which shows a salary of Rs. 29 from
April 1911. The most important point in the communication was 10th
P. W’s salary and I do not believe that accused made a slip in the figure
representing the then salary of his Headmaster.

27. 1 do not believe that teachers paid contributions to 10th P. W.
for meeting the expenses of canvassing. From the evidence of P. Ws. 2,
5, 6, 7, 10 and 12 I am satisfied that some of the teachers in the school
were paid a smaller sum and passed acquittances for a greater amount, and

that for the false figures under Expenditure of teaching staff returned in

Exhibit U accused is fully responsible. I have given anxious thought to the
question whether a person of the education and attainments of Mr. C. S.
Krishnasami Ayyar, his social and professional position, and one to whose
zealous labours the progress of the school is undoubtedly due would have
deliberately practised such deception. The proved facts in this case
however compel me to the conclusion that he is guilty.

28. 1find the accused accordingly guilty of offences under Sections 417
and 420 I. P. C., and sentence him to simple imprisonment till the rising
of the court and a fine of Rs. 1000 (one thousand) in default to suffer
rigorous imprisonment for three months.

TANJORE, 1 (Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Ath September 1976. § Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.)

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

Alexandra Press, Kumbakonam
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XXVIII (1) CHARGE.
(SECTIONS 9221, 222 aND 223 Cil. P. C.)

1, R. Narayana Ayyar, Additional District Magistrate of Tanjore
hereby charge you C S. Krishnasamy Ayyar as follows :

That you, on or about the |5th day of May 1914 at Papanasam as
correspondent of the Vict
ment of Public Instruction by submitting a false Financial Statement for
1913—1914 representing that a sum of Rs. 6,038—14—0 had been actually
incurred as Expenditure on Teaching staff as exhibited in the statement of
\ teaching staff appended thereto when you had actiially paid the teachers at
lower rates than are shown  therein and thereby dishonestly induced the
Director of Public Instruction to allot to the school and to pay you, a larger
sum as teaching grant than the “chool was entitled to or than he would
otherwise have done if he had not been so deceived and thereby committed
an offence punishable under Sections 417 and 420 of the Indian Penal Code
and within my cognizance.

And I hereby direct that you be tried (by me) on the said charge.
Dated 7th August 1916

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.)

oria High School Papanasam cheated the Depart<-

COMPLAINT,

IN THE COURT OF THE ADDITIONAL DISTRICT
MAGISTRATE, TANJORE.

C.C. No. 1 of 1916.

W. C. DOUGLAS, Esquire., . A.
Complainant.
TInspector of schools, 6th Circle, Tanjore } Ll
VERsUS.
C. S. KRISHNASWAMI AYYAR, BA. BL,
5 Accused.
Pleader, residing at Papanusam, Tanjore District.

The complainant above named states as follows:—

1. The above named d was the correspondent of the Victoria

High School at Papanasam in the Tanjore District, from the year 1910 till
January 1915. The school is a public institution under private management
receiving aid from public funds. And it has to conform to the Madras Edu-
cational Rules and the Grant-in-Aid Code published under the authority of
Government. A copy of each is herewith filed for elucidating some of the

matter herein mentioned.

9, The Grant-in-Aid Code prescribes that the management of the
school shall submit every year to the Director of Public Instruction, Madras,
through the Inspector of schools a financiul statement in the form prescribed

by the code showing the income and the expenditure of the school.

This statement is required for the purpose of ascertaining the
fnancial condition of the school with a view to fixing and allotting the
amount of the annual grant to the school from public funds. The correspon-
dent has to affix to the financial statement a certificate to the effect that the
expenditare on items 1—6 under the heading “ Expenditure >’ in the state-
ment was actually incurred. OF these six items the first is the expenditure
on the teaching staff, the salary peid to the teachers and it i the largest of

all the items.

3. Under the rules the amount of the teaching grant of the school
is ordinarily fixed at a moiety of the difference between the school-fees due
at standard rates and the expenditure on items 1—6 mentioned above. If
therefore the expenditure on the teaching staff is shown in the financial state-
meut as high the amount of the grant-in-aid is proportionately increased.
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4. The acensed who knew all the rules on the subject and how the
grant-in-aid was fixed and allotted and who had to conform to the said rules
submitted financial statements for the official years 1912—18 and 1913—14
with his certificate as to the actual expenditure on the teaching staff which
is shown in these statements as Rs. 8,705—I1—3 and Rs. 6,038—14—0 res-
pectively for these two years. On the strength of these statements and of the
certificates in them to the effect that the expenditurs shown in them on the
teaching staff was actually incurred the Director of Public Instruction,
Madras, sanctioned payment and paid teaching grants for these two years

calculated in the mauner set forth in the preceding paragraph.

5. Subsequent enquiry shows that the above two amounts of
Rs. 8,705-1-3 and Rs. 6,038-14-0 had not been actually spent on the teach-
ing staff and that smaller amounts only had been spent on them. In those
years the accused aéhual]y paid some of the teachers a smaller amounts as
their salary than what is shown as such in the school acquittance roll main-
tained by him. i
6. The accused’s statement and representation in the two financial
statements abcut the expenditurson the teaching staff were false to his
kuowl‘edga and were made by him deliberately with the dishonest and frau-
dulent intention of indacing the Director of public Instruction to allot and
p:a.y a larger amount as grauh-imaid to his school than what the school
+ was entitled to under the rules and what would have been paid had the real

expenditure-on the teaching staff been truly stated.

7. The accused has also falsified the acquittance roll and the cash
book by showing therein a larger-and fictitious amount as expenditure on the

teaching stall than what had been actually incurred by him.

8. By the deception practised by him by his conduct as described
above the accused has committed offences punishable under sections 417 and
420 Indian.Penal Code.

9. The Complainant therefore prays that the accused may be dealt
with according to law.
Tanjore }

19th June 1916 (Signed ) W. C. DOUGLAS.

W:/C. DOUGLAS—Sworn: 19—6—16

I am the Inspector of Schools, 6th circle, Tanjore. I present this
complaint. The facts stated here are true. The accused C. S. Krishnaswami
Aiyar was the correspondent of the Victoria High School, Papanasam from
1910 to January 1915. In 1912—13 and 1913—I4 he sobmitted financial
statements to the departuient shoWiﬁg Rs- 8705-1-3 and Rs.” 6088-14-0 as
expenditure actually incarred on teaching staff, in those  two “years respec-
tively. I made inquiry as to the correctness of these figures and found that
they were false. I found that the expenditure on the teaching staff had
been overstated in both years. As a result the department passed a grant
to the school larger than would otherwise have heen passed. . The accused
cheated to educational department and dishonestly: induced the: department
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to pass a larger grant to which the school was nob entitled. I have the

sanction of the Director of Public Instruction for lodgirg this complaint.

The acquittance roll and the cash book have also been falsified
by larger amounts being shown therein as paid to teachers as salary than were
actaally paid to them. I examined some of the teachers and satisfied myself
that they had signed the acquittance roll for larger amounts than they had
received.

(Signed.) W. C. DOUGLAS.

Taken down by me read over by the deponent and admitted to
be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AIYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.
19—6—16

‘Lorp RiroN Press, KuMpAroNAR,
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DEPOSITION OF lsr WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION
DATED 24—7—I16. |

Name :— W. C. DOUGLAS.

Father’s Name :— JOHN DOUGLAS.

Caste :— British.

Occupation :— Inspector of Schools.
Age :— 52.
Residence :— Tanjore.

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows : —

Iam Inspet‘:tur of Schools VI Circle from 90Ea] = 19150 il
Victoria High School Papanasam is within the range of my inspection. It is
a public and recognised institution under the Mudras Educational Rules. It
is under private management of a Committee registered under the Indian
Companies Act. It is an aided institution receiving grants-in-aid from
Government. [ file a copy of the Madras Educational Rules-Exhibit A-and
a copy of the grant-in-aid code (Exhibit B). The rules contained here are
applicable to the Victoria High School, Papanasam. I made a departmental
inquiry into the alleged irregularities in the management of the School. The
inquiry began before I came into the circle. From February to June 1915
I made inquiry. I took possession of some documeunts in the course of my
inquiry. I took possescion of tha Cash Book of the School. I do mot
remember on what date or from whom. I may have got it from the present
covrespondent or from the late Head Master Rungasami Ayyar. The Cash
Book is marked Exhibit C. I took possession of the Acquittance Roll as
well. [t is for the period from March 1913 to December 1914. Itis marked
Exhibit D. I got a letter written by the accused under date 1—7—11 from
T. V- Rangasami Aiyar. Itis marked Exhibit B. The accused C. S Krishna-
swami Aiyar was correspondent of the Victoria High School. I can identify
his signature. Bxhibit B bears his sigoature. I got from Rangaswami
Aiyar the privete diary book of K. Seshadri Aiyangar for 1918. It is marked
Exhibit F. Exhibit G. is a house account of S. Sitarama Aiyar and Exhibit H
is the house account of G- Narayanasami Aiyar both got by me from T.V. Ranga
sami Ayyar. [ got all these books and documents about February or March
1915. T kept them in my custody and sent them with my report to the Director
of public Instruction. They were never sent back to me. Daring my inquiry
T recorded statements from the persons whom I examined. Irecorded them in
my own handwriting. I remember I recorded statements from the present, Head
master N. R Subramania Ayyar, G. Narayanaswami Ayyar, Sitarama Ayyar

and K- Visvanatha Ayyar. I received a letter from K, Seshadri Ayyangar
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by post in answer to an inquiry by post. It is marked lixhibit J. Exhibit
K. is a statement by V. K Sambhaxurti Ayyar dated 21—2—1915 1u_letiter
form given to me in person. Exhibit L is a statement dated 21—2—1915 in
letter form given to me by S. Sitharama Ayyar. Exhibit Mis a statement
dated 21—2—1915 also in letter form given to me in person by K. Swami-
natha Ayyar. Exhibit N. is a statement in letter form dated 26—5—1915
Papanasam sent by post to me by K. Viswanatha Ayyar. 1t was in reply to
a communication from me. Exhibit O is a statement in letter form sent to
me by post by M. Nagasubramaniya Ayyar on 20—5—1915. Exhibit Pis a
statement in letter form given to me in person on 14-2-1915 by R. S. Srini-

vasa Ayyangar. lixhibit Q is the appointment order dated 10—7--1914

which is referred to in Exhibit P and which he sent to me later. Exhibit .

R is copy of a letter written by V. Srinivasa Iyer to the Secretary of the
Commitee on 20—10-1914 and sent to the Head master and got from him by
me. Exhibit § is disposal file No. 5319 dated -2—8—1912 of the office of
the Director of Pablic Instruction. It contains Financial statements with
enclosures of the Victoria High School Papanasam for 1911—1912 Hxhibit
T is Disposal file 3347 dated 10-6-1913 of the office of the Director of Public
Instruction containing Financial statements of the Victoria High School
Papanasam for 1912—13. Eshibit U is disposal file 5012 dated 21—7—14 of
the office of theDirector of Public Instruction ining Fi ial b

of the Victoria High School for 1918—14. All these Financial statewents
and their enclosures bear the accused’s signature. I sent a report on

8-6—1915 to the Director of Public Instruction after completing my inquiry.
T have been ordered by the Director to file this cowplaint against the

acoused.

Cross-Bwamined by Mr. Shadagopachariar i—

The inquiry was started by M. Hart. Mr. Hart had examined wit-
nesses before I took up the inquiry. Mr. T. V. Rangasami Ayyar was pre-
sent so far as [ can remember, on every occasion on which I interviewed the
witnesses. As far as I can remember and interviewed witnesses twice ab
Papanasam on 13th and 14th February 1915 and twice at Tanjore on 2lst
February and in May ’15. 1 think T. V. Rangasami Ayyar was present on
all these occasions. It was he that produced the witnesses. He gave me
information as to what these witnesses were going to spesk to roughly speak-
ing. Isaw Mr. T.V. Rangasami Ayyar on not less than half a dozen occa-
sions. He came to me on occasions other than those on which I examined
witnesses: So far as I was able to see T. V. Rangasami Ayyar was taking
very great interest in moving me- Nagasubramania Ayyar saw me on three
or four occasions but he comes under a different category from Rangasami

Ayyar. He came to me as a Wwitness. Rang i Ayyar plained both
to the Tnspector and the Director. It was he that started the case. Naga-
subramania Ayyar helped Rangasawi Ayyar by giving him a large number of
documents. I may add that a great number of d ts haye no bearing

on this case: Nagasubramania Ayyar supported the case started by Ranga-
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Rangasami Ayyar was present on the occasions when the

sami Ayyar.
Sreenivasa Ayyangar’s state-

witnesses gave stutements to me in person.

Rangasami Ayyar Was present when the
91915 at Tanjore were prepared afi my
put by

ment was prepared in his house.
statements given to me on 21—
residence  Af the time when I examined witnesses questions were
To the best of my recollection no member of the school
y. None of the deponents said
The documents which

Rangasami Ayyar.
committee asked to be present at the inquir;
they had made complaints before to the authorities.
1 got from the Head Master and are filed here as Exhibits E to H were
all got about the same time in February 1915. I heard about the Poor Boys’
Fund and that it was supported by subscriptions from the teacher and the
public. My recollection is not istinct as to when I heard of it. T was told
by the accused at Kumbakonan, 1 think on 17—2—1915,that there was a
system of canvassing for boys for the school. I can’t remember but I think
it is very likely that he did say also that the system of canvassirg cost him
movey. I suppose this was in answer to the allegations about under.pay-
ment of teachers made against him. I cannot remember him having said to
me that the canvassing expenses were met by contributions from the teachers
and the public. I did not verify the statement about canvassing system by
questioning Rangasami Ayyar, Nagasubramania Ayyar or other people. I
always understood that Nagasubramrnia Ayyar was Mr. Krishnaswami Iyer’s
right hand man. I have dim recollection of having been told that Naga-
subramania Ayyar was entrusted with the disbursement of salaries to teachers
not a complete recollection of it. Itis a vague recollection. Much of the
correspondence that passed between my office and the school was in Naga-
subramaoia Ayyar’s handwriting. He was also in charge of the accounts of
the school. I took no statement from Rangasami Ayyar. Nagasubramania
Aiyar gave me a series of notes on various topics in my inquiry besides Txhi-
bit O. I think they exist somewhere but am not absolately certain. I have
no recollection of having destroyed them. Rangasami Ayyar suid that
he knew of short payments to teachers from Juune or July 1914. I did not
ask him if his kuowledge of short payments dated back to the date of his
appointment. I understood Nagasubramania Ayyar to say that to his know-
ledge short payments to teachers had been going cn ever since his connection
with the school started. Some teachers denied having received short pay-
ments. I have recorded statements from them ; they are N. R. Subramania
Ayyar, G. Narayanaswami Ayyar and the teacher whom I referred to as the
writer. T heard about the Poor Boys? Fund before the close of my inquiry-
In the Inspeetion Report of the School there is a column about teachers and
teachers’ pay. The inspecting officer does not verify whether the pay shown
against each teacher was actually incurred as expenditure. Itis not within
an Inspector’s duty to ask each teacher if he received the pay shown against
him unless there was a complaint about it. Rangasami Ayyar’s connection
with the School had ceased when the inquiry was made by me. I have got
he notes made by Mr. Hart.
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Re-examination :—Mr, Hart’s “inquiry and my inquiry embraced
other topics besides the one concerned in this case. The accused did not in
| speaking to me on 17—2—1915 use the word ¢canvassing?; he referred to
tu‘@iuuo What I understood Mr. Krishnasami Ayyar to say was that when a
’}Deuchﬂl‘ sigued for Rs. 25 and received Rs. 20, the other Rs. 5 was taken to
icover the expenses of that teachor travelling or something. I never quite
| understood what expenses-but I did not inquire as Krishnasami Ayyar would
' have ample opportunity to explain. I was not formally enquiring into the

| matter then. It was an informal conversation.

(Signed) W. C. DOUGLAS.

Faamined again by the Public Proseculor on oath 26—7—16 :—

I was present in court when Prosecution Witness 4 was
examined. Prosecution Witness 4 told me for the first time in
August 1915 that he had made disbursements to teachers in July
194, He said that the correspondent had told him to pay the
teachers. I have no recollection of his saying that the Correspondent
told him to make underpayments, He said that he paid less buf
obtained receipts for a larger amount and that in consequence he had
with him a sum of money which he refused to give to the corres-
pondent because the latter refused to give a receipt. 'Chis was ab
the end of August when T had in my hands the explanatien which
the correspondent had given of the charges which 7had given to him
on 27th May. The correspondent had said in his explanation
Fchibit C C para 57 that Prosecution Witness 4 himself had disbursed
salaries for April and may 1914 and obtained temporary receipts
which would shaw that the teachers were paid their full salaries.
With reference to this explanation of the correspondent I questioned
Mr. Rangasami Ayyar at the end of August 1915 and he stated what

I have said above.

Oross examination :—The conversation at the end of
August 1915 was I think at Ramnad. I must have told him (Prose-
cution Witness 4) that [ had sent certaia charges to the accused and
that an explanation had been received.
Tnspection Reports of the School signed by Mr. Hart whose signature

1 know-
Re-ezamination :—Nil-

To Gourt :—My recollection is that Prosecution Witness 4
did not say that the correspondent had told him to make underpay-
ments and that he first realised it when he offered the full amounts
to the teachers and they refused to take them. That has always
been my impression. Prosecution Witness 4 said thab he offered full
amounts to the teachers and the teachers refused to take them. The
impression that T have always had is that the teachers told him that
he did not know the correct procedure about payments, i. e., 0 Pay
less. It follows that Prosecution Witness 4 could not have offered

Exbibit XII series are the.
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full payments to the teachersif he had been told by the corrc—spandgnb
to make underpayments. [ was rather indignant with Prosecution
Witness 4 that he did not tell me this before as T thought this was
the strongest part of the correspoudent’s explanation. [am making
these statements after looking at my report and refreshing my
memory. I did not take down:4 Prosecution Witness’s statement in
writing. I asked Prosecution Witness 4 why he did not mention the
fact about his having underpaid teachers before. I forget what he

said. He probably said he had forgotten it.
3_8—1916- Ezamined again on oath by the Public Prosecutor.

I see Exhibit D D. It is a memorandum of the examination
of 8th prosecution witness I asked him if any fund similar to the
Poor Boys’ Fund existed prior to Juae 1914 and he said ¢ No.’ He
offered no qualification of it. He has signed the statement and
initialled corrections in it.

Oross ezamination :—Bxhibit XXIX is a list of vouchers
taken by me from the school signed by me. Hxhibits XXXV and
XXXV b are letters written to thecerrespondent from my office. They
are signed by Mr. Hart. I cannot remember whether the questions
to 8th prosecution witness were put by me or by 4th prosecution
witness in Tamil. It must have been putin English too. I wastold
of another fund besides the Poor Boys” Fund. That was the Recrea-
tion Fund. [ was never told of a fund for canvassing purposes.
Srinivasa Ayyar came and complained to me on I4—2—-1915 that
some pages in an account book of the Central Stores were torn by
10th prosecution witness. I noticed the tearing in the book. I did
not question 10th prosecution witness about is.

(Signed) W. C. DOUGLAS,

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the
witness and acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R NARAYANS ATYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

LORD RIPON PRESS, KUMBAKONAM.
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DEPOSITION OF 2xp WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION
Dated 24th July 1916, :
Name—R. Srinivasa Ayyangar
Father’s Name—Sesha Ayyangar

Caste—Brahmin

Occupation—Student, Teacher’s College, Saidapet,
(Pupil Teacker)
Age—30
Residence—Saidapet,
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows s—

T am undergoing training in the Teach College Saidaps
I was employed in the Victoria High School, Papanasam. Exhibit Q is
the order of appointment which I received. It is the appointment order
referred to in Exhibit P. I joined the school on 15th July 1914 end
remained in it till 30th June 1915. I see the Acquittance Roll Exhibit D.
I have signed acquittances for my pay from July up to and including

November 1914. The appointment order says that my salaryiis Rs. 85
per mensem. In some months the money that was actually put into my
hands was Bs. 35. For the rest of the months the money that was
actually pot into my hands was Rs. 86. In the months of Augnst
September and October 1914 Rs 35 was put into my hands. In all the
succeeding months Hz 86 was put into my hands. For the months of
Anugust, September and Ootober 1914 I have signed acquittances in
Exhibit D for Bs 36 in each month. In September 1914 when I was
asked to sign the acquittance roll I found that the figure entered as
¢ Salary due’ in col. 8 was 86> I asked the clerk what the explana-
tion of that was. He said that I would get only Rs 85 and the balance
of one Rupee was to go to the Poor Boys’ Fund and that I must sign for
Rs 36. I refused to sign for Bs 36. I corrected ‘36 > and entered 35
and signed the acquittance roll. The correspondent seni for me and
said that as my salary for July had been calculated at s 86 I must
correct ¢ 35 * for the month of Aungust into ‘362, I said I was nof
propared to do it. He became angry and said that if I did not like to do
so I might walk out. I said I received only s 85 and on what anthority
T could sign for Bs 36. He said one Rupee was intended for the Poor
Boys’ Fund. I said that I liked the idea of a Poor Boys? Fund bnt I

if T was not a well-wisher of the insfitution and said that it was in the
interests of the institution that the teachers were asked to Sign for a
higher salary and that the difference would go to the Poor Boys? Fund,

£ l did not like its being made a matter of compulsion. He then asked me

1 thérehpon corrected ¢35 ? for the month of August into ¢ 86 % This

1 was when I was paid for September. AFor thg month of September 1914

ééulumn 3 was left blank. I was gskéd by the acoused to enter ¢ 86’
1 entered it and signed the acquittance Roll. For ‘the month of October

1 found the fgure ¢36° entored in col. 3 of Exhibit D and I signed
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the acquittance. When I say Rs 35 was put into my hands and Re 36
was put into my hands I mean I actuslly received Rs 35 and 36 respec-
tively. The correspondent did mot make the disbursement himself at
any time during my stay in the school. For the month of November I
received Bs 86 in part payments of Bs 10 and 25 and 1. When I received
the one rupee I went to the present Hoead master and said that I nsually
received only Bs 35 and asked why one more rupee was paid to me. He
said that T might keep it and that if anybody authorised to collect the
Poor Boys’ Fund came and asked I must give it. I did not pay it to the
Poor Boys’ Fund. After November nobody asked me for subscriptions
to the Poor Boys’ Fund and I did not pay. Bxhibit P is a statement
given by me to the Inspector. I have stated there “ Moreover he (the
correspondent) said that it was the custom in the school for teachers to
take the amonnts given to them and sign for an ostensible salary 7.
That is only the purport, not the actual words, of what he said. The
facts stated in Kixhibit P are substantially true. I have referred in
Exhibit P to the circumstances ander which Sreenivasa Ayyar resigned.
I was not aware of those circumstances personally but heard of them,
it may be from Srinivasa Ayyar himself.

Question:—Why did you not mention the poor Boys’ Fund in
Exhibit P. ?

Answer:—1 was not favonred with 2 receipt though I asked for
one. I was not sure if it went to the poor Boys’ Fund or other Funds
Therefore I did not mention it in Exhibit P.

I asked the correspondent himself for the receipt. The clerk
Venkatarama Ayyar was with him and produced a bit of paper on which
were the names of some teachers I entered my name and Rs. 2 against

it. I did not press the matter of the receipt. I do not know how my
one-Rupee was used.

Cross Ezamined by Mr. Shadagopachariar.

I am a gradnate. I belong to Papanasam Taluk. I do not feel
any interest in the maintenance of a High School at Papanasam. It may
be that the Victoria High School is the accused’s hobby. I cannot say
that he has been devoting his time and energy to the High School.
Exhibit P is a letter. 1t was not written in the Inspector’s presence.
It was written on the pial of Rengaswamy Aiyer’s house. I don’t remem-
‘er if similar letters were written there at that time. At that time
Mr. Rengasamy Ayyer had no connection with the School. He had
been dismissed from the School by the Managing Commitee. I did not
see Sreenivasa Aiyar on the pial when I wrote Exhibit P. The Inspec-
tor wanted me to give an explanation in writing with reference to the
two corrections in Exhibit D. The Inspector was starting from Pai)a—
nasam on the 14th February. Rengasamy Aiyar sent for me. I went
to his house. He said the Inspector was waiting for my explanation.
He gave me paper and ink and I wrote Exhibit P. He did not suggest
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any ideas to me for my explanation. He did not dictate anything.
e might have read Exbibit P. I cannotsay thathe did or did nofi
express his approval of it, I did not ask Rengasamy Ayyer for sugges-
tions as to waterial pointe. . Abouti the form of the letter I might have
asked Mr. Rengasami Ayyer. I do not remewber wliat itis that I
asked him. I gave Exhibit P. to Rengaswamy Iyer and Rengasami Iyer
took it to the Inspector. I was not taken by Rengasamy Ayyer to the
TInspector the previous day to the Local Fund Choultry. I bad a letter
from the Inspector and T went. Rengasamy Aiyar was present at the
Local Fund Choultry when I went to see the Inspector. At that time
I think Mr. Rengasamy Ayyar and the accused were on bitter terms.
Re-ezamination:—Nil. &

Wetness on the deposition being readvéo him sayss— I did not
ask Rengasamy Aiyar for any ideas. But I might have asked him about
some technical points in the letter—salary figure. I mean I asked him
before I wrote about Exhibit P. about technical points. T received only
Rs. 35 but signed for Rs. 36.. As T could not call Rs. 36 my salary I
asked Rengasmay Aiyar what ExpressionIshould use and he said
*Ostensible Salary.’

(Signed.) R. 8. SRINIVASAN.

Taken down by me in open Court and read over to the witness
and acknowledged by him to be correct. i

' (Signed) R NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True Copy.)

Lord Ripon Press; Kumbakonant
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DEPOSITION OF 3rp WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.
Dated 25th July 1916.

Name—V. Srinivasa Ayyar.

Father’s Name—Anantha Venkatrama Bagavathar.
Caste—Brahmin.

Occupation—Mirasdar.

Age—23

Residence—Sulamangalam, Ayyampet Post.

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows—

I was employed for some time as a teacher in the Victoria High
School, Papanasam. I was appointed at the end of July 1914— 28rd
July. Ileft the school onthe 4th November 1914, I resigned my
appointment. The resignation was accepted on 5Sth November 1914.
I got an appointment order from the Correspondent. My monthly salary
was noted there as Rs 30. In July 1914 I received Rs. 9 for 9 days at
the rate of Rs. 30 and signed the acquittance roll Exhibit D. For August
I received Rs. 30 but did not sign the acquittance roll. I did not sign
it because I was paid Rs. 80 and asked to sign for Rs 81. It was clerk
Venkatrama Ayyar that asked me to sign for Rs. 31. Except for the
month of July 1914 I did not sign the acquittance roll atall. In all the
months I stopped in the school I was paid at the rate of Rs. 30. I had

no conversation at all with the correspondent about my refusal to sign

Ut

the acquittance roll. I have stated in my letter of resignation that the

clerk asked me to sign for Rs. 31; beyood that [ have not communicated
with the correspondent on the subject. Exhibit R is a letter written by
me on 20—10—1914. Itis a copy to the Headmaster of my letter of
resignation. The School politics I refer to in Exhibit R is the talk in
the Hostel, where 1 was messing about ii-regu.larities in the school, the
Headmaster complaining against his subordinates and the correspondent
and the teachers complaining that the Headmaster did not treat them
properly and the boys talking about the differences between the Head-
master and his assistants and the correspondent. I did not bring the
fact of the clerk asking me to sign for Rs. 81 to the correspondent’s
" notice before because [ knew from 2nd P. W. that when he went to the
‘ correspondent the latter compelled him to sign for a higher amount than
he had received and I thought the correspondent would compel me simi-
larly. During my stay in the school I was not asked to contribute to
any Poor Boys’ Fund. I did not know of the existence of any such Fund.

Cross Examined by Mr. Shadagopachariar.

~ 2nd Prosecusion witness did not tell me he was asked to contri-
bute to the Poor Boys’ Fund. He did not say that he was cortributing
to it at Re 1 per mensem. 2nd Prosecution witness and I are friends.
I did not know that 3nd Prosecution witness prepared a statement to the
Inspector. There was an Inspection of the School duriug my stay in the
School by Mr. Hart. I did not complain to Mr, Hart that I was asked to
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sign for Rs. 31. Exhibit R was prepared in my Village-Sulamangalam.
I was friendly with Mr. T. V. Rengasamy Aiyar. Some teachers were
complaining that Mr. Rengasamy Ayyar was teasing them. I knew at
that time that there was some misunderstanding between the management
and Mr. Rengasamy Ayyar. I was not aware of any definite spht in the
achool about the Headmaster’s treatment of teachers. I was not aware
of any parties and I did not belong to any. Nagasubramania Aiyar was
frigndly with Rengasamy Ayyar and with all. I do not know of any poor
boy being admitted and his salary being paid by the management. I was
not at any time taken to the Inspector by anybody to give a statement.
I do not know whether teachers came to my village to persuade parents
to send their boys to school but I know teachers used to come in a body to
see how students were getting on and ask the parents about them. I was
not aware at all of teachers coming to my village to persnade
parents not to send their boys to other schools but to send them to the
Victoria High School. Sulamangalam boys reading in Tanjore might
have come and joined Papanasam High School, but T am not aware of
any definite instances. From two to six teachers used to come to my
village in m party to ses how students were behaving both before and
after I joined the school. The party used to stay for an hour or two
and then proceed to adjoining villages. Sulamangalam is about 6
miles from Papanasam by rail. I have never played cards with Renga-
samy Ayyar. I have never seen Rengasamy Ayyar playing cards at all.
I am now a teacher in the Banadurai School.

Re-Examination: =

There could not have been more than half a dozen visits of the
teachers to my village. I could not exactly say how many visits.
I do not know whether any money was paid for these visits and from
what source: I did uot complain to Mr. Hart about my having been
asked to sign for Rs. 81 because I thought that it was unnecessary.

To Court.—Of the witnesses who are cited in this case Renga-
samy Iyer, K. Swaminatha Aiyar, Mr. Nagasubramania Aiyar, and
K. Seshadri Iyengar have come to my village. Rengasamy Ayyar has
come twice orso. I have gone once to Pasupathikoil with other
teachers. I incurred no expeuse at the time and I did not ask any one

for money.

(Signed.) V. SRINIVASA IYER.
25—7—1916.

Taken down by me in open Court and read over to the witness
and acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed.) R- NARAYANA AYYAR,

Additional District Magistrate.
(True Copy.) -

L: R. Press, Kumbakonuwm:
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‘DEPOSITION OF 4 WITNESS FOR PROSEOUTION.

Dutso 2ons Jurx 1916:

Name :—T. Vi Ranga.sgmi Ayyar.

Father’s Name :—Vaidyanatha Ayyar.

Caste .:--Brat.n‘nin.

Occupation :—fMerchaqt.

Age :—30,

Residence_;f-Méduré.f ;

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows:-

I am a merchant dealing in apparatns and appliances for schools.

10

T was Headmaster of the Victoria High School, Papanasam from November

1913 to January 1915. I was served with an order dispensing with x#y
services, giving a month's notice showing no cause whatsoever for the same.

I complained to the department about the irregularities in the management

as a last resort. I wrote a petition to the: Director of Public Instruction

through the Inspector of Schools and that was after I was removed from

service. But prior to that complaints were made by me to the Secretary
{the present accused) to the Committee and to the Inspector. The school
1s managed by a Committee registered under the Companies Act and the
Secretary of the committee is also the Correspondent of the School daring
the time that [ was Headmaster. Ex W is the petition | wrate to the Djrephr
of Public Instruction. I have signed it. I did not knoyv that some teachers
‘were signing the acquittance roll for a figure larger than whut they got,‘.a‘s

_pay.- 1 was asked by the Correspondent to pay some of the teachers in J uly
{ i 1914 from the fee collection then with me. I paid them. I was instructed

by the Correspondent to pay them a smaller sum than what was mentioned
in the freceipt to be given them. I obeyed the instruction and paid
them what | was asked to pay, obtained receipts as per instructious and
thien remonstrated. The receipts were not in the acQuiLta_noe voll bas m
separate sheets of paper temporary receipts which I was asked to abtain.
Ex. Y series (YtoY 7) are the recei pts L obtaiued. L am not able o say
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what are the exact amounts I paid to these teachers. I had kept anote of
them but that and my accountsand private papers had all been left behind
in the school when it was suddenly closed and they were never returned to
{ me.. With the exception of Y i the other teachers received amounts less
5 1 than that shown in the receipts. The Cux‘responaent asked for accounts. T
 sent the receipts to the Correspundent with a statement of account showing
the figures in the receipts and kept the difference betieen tie total of
those amounts and the total actually disbursed and asked the Correspondent

for a receipt before I paid that difference to him. Ex. Z is the letter with

10 § which I sent the account en 15-7-1914. I asked the Correspondent for a
receipt for the difference between nominal and actual dishursements to
teachers personally. That was before the date of Ex. Z. The Correspon~
dent came to the school and asked if I had disbursed salavies to the teachers.

I said yes. He asked me for the receipts and for the surplus money to be

15 handed over to him. I produced the receipts (Ex. Y series) and wanted a
receipt for myself for the surplus money. He went away with the receipts.
enraged. He wanted the surplus cash and said that it was the pr‘uctice in

the school not to issue receipts for the surplus meney not paid to teachers.

T insisted on a receipt for myself as I had disbursed lesser amounts. We

20 parted;he would notissue the receipt and I would not give the money.
About a day or two after that [ sent the letter Ex. Z* I make no reference

to the short payments or to the surplus in my hands due to those shorg
payments in my official letter Ex. Z because I had no written authority to
make short payments- The order Ex. Z, on' the back of Ex. Z is the

25 Correspondent’s order on it initialled by him.  The surplus may
. be about Rs. 22to 25— cant say precisely without reference tomy

! accounts. That amount s still with me. The awount Rs. 6-15-6 SI)OWI‘I

" in Ex. Z as due to me was not sent to me, though the order Ex. Z shows

that it was sent with it. T wrote to the Correspondent saying Rs. 6:15-6

39 :fhad not reached me. Ex. AA is the letter which T wrote. Rs. 6-15-6 was -

! never sent to me. Tincluded the amount in the permanent advance money
which [ received for the next month. I remonstrated about short payments
on the occasion when the accused obtained the receipts Ex. Y series from
me and went away enraged. Iobjected at the time to short payments. He

35 said it was the practice in the school to make short payments and went
away. There was no other occasion on which I remonstrated with the
Correspondent personally about short payments: 1 remonstrated after—
wards through others through his own brother who was clerk.  After July
1914 I told the teachers not to fall a prey to this evil practice of siguiué

40 for a nominal salary and getting a lower sum and the teachers reported  to
me that subsequent to that they received the amounts they signed for. An
inquiry followed on h:y petition to the Director of Public Instiuction Ex.W.
In the inquiry I helped P. W. 1. I secured documents for him- Exhibits I%;

il : /

F, G and H were produced by me to P-W. I. T got Ex. E from Nagasubra-
mania Ayyar, Bx. F from K. Seshadri Ayyangar, Ex. G- from Sitarama
Ayyar, Ex. H from @. Narayanasami Ayyar. So long as I was Headmaster
1 did not know of any Poor Boys' Fund. Absolutely none. - 1did mot
contribute to any such fund nor did the teachers contribute to myknowledge.
| While I was Headmaster 1 went to surrounding villages to inquire about my
| boys. Such visits were more for the purpose of knowing from the parents
i svhat progress their boys were making and letting them know what they
were doing at school than for the purpose of canvassing or inducing
, Parents to send their boys to school. Canvassing was done during vaca-
tions in the summer and Christmas holidays. Visits paid during
term time were purely in connection with th e progress o% the boys
already at school- The Headmaster never used to go on these visits
but to serve as an ineentive to the assistants | went. Other teachers went
with me. The villages were divided into groups and each group was
assigned to tWo teachers or more and the Headmaster would go sometimes
with one party sometimes with another. Teachers were asked to make a
| bill for the expenses actually incurred in sueh visits and 1 have paid such
s bills from the money 1 had from the Correspondent for contingent expendi-
ture. There was no other source from which sueh bills were paid.

Cross examined by Mr Shadagopachariar.—

1 did not keep any accounts for expenses of canvassing. 1 dont know
if any other body did. Accounts were kept of the visits to villages made
in term time. These visits were called Tutorial Visits. There were canvass-
ing visits but not during term time. 1do not know if there were any ex-

| penses connected with these canvassing visits. 1 made only one such visit
and that with the Correspondent and his friends to a number of villages
{ Sulamangalam, Pasupatikoil, Ayyampet and Chavadi. The party consisted
" of about 20. We started in the morning and returned at noon. 1 did not
incur any expenditure. The party did not incur any feeding expenditure.
1 do not know who paid the railway fares. The visit was about the close
of the Summer vacation 1914 when we had to canvass for boys for the
i school. 1 never heard of any other canvassing party during my stay in the
{ school. During my stay in the school the only distinguished persons who
visited the school were Messrs Krishnamma and another the Inspector of
Schools. The Hon'ble V. S. Srinivasa Sastri was lodged in the school
premises and peeped into the schaol before he left the place. 1 do not know
if heinspected any of the classes in the school. 1invited him to see the
school. He paid a flying visit. 1 was presentin the school during that
visit. The parents of the boys used to visit'the school in order to see how
the boys are getting on. 1 do not know if they were fed by _the _school in

b=
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High School belonging to the Hon'ble Sir P §. Sivaswemi Ayyar as an assis-
tant. 1resigned the appointment because 1 did not like the appointment.
Iwas a History and a Science man and 1 taught only one subject in that
school. 1t was my desire for further activities and my ambition that made
me go out. My salm."y and grade was low, so 1disliked the appointment.
T disliked it for other reasons also. 1 did not get on well with my Hear]mastel'
1 deny that 1 quarrelled with him. There were differences of opinion between
him and me. 1do not know that Mr. Srinivasa Sastry recommended my
exclusion from the school. He paid a visit to the school on a day when
I was not in the school. 1 deny that T ereated a split in the school. To my
knowledge there was no inquiry about the affairs of the Thirukattupall;
school. T never complained or made representations to Sir Sivaswami Ayyar
about the split. Imade representations ahout my own work e. g. the
{Jaboratory museum. I was employed in the Board High School Kulitalai
Tt is a Taluk Board School. I joined that school in 1912 and was there
Il T came to the Victoria High School, Papanasam. I had no quarrel with
the Headmaster or with any of the teachers. My relations with my fellow
teachers were very cordial. Iwas not recommended to Thirukattupalli
by Mr. Hart. T-was not recommended by him for the Papanasam High
School.  The Correspondent in his offer to me said he made the offer at the
suggestion of Mr. Hart- 1 do not know if 1 was recommended to the Kuli~
talai High School by Mr. Hart. My application passed through him. I knew
“Mr. Hart very well. My relations with the school masters were always very
cordial at Papanasam. I never teased them- I was very particular about
work and T exacted work from them. A complaint was sent to me obja;:—
ting to the tone of a certain ecircular that I issued. This complaint
against me from the teachers passed through me to the Committee. Ex. T
is the petition complaining against me. Tt is signed by the teachers of the
Victoria High School. There was no complaint in Ex. T about’my treat-
ment of the teachers. T have passed staff orders ahout school matters to
teachers. There is a staff order book. The staff orders related to the
discipline of the school, preparation, punctuality. I do not know that the
teachers said that they were unable to bear my treatment. The Corres-
pondent never told me that the teachers complained of my treatment. I
did not dissuade the boys from joining the Hostel. T never wrote to the
Pparents of the boys saying that they should not go to the school hostel. I
never disobeyed the orders of the Committee with regard to the selection
of teachers. The Committee never issued to me any orders
the selection of teachers to take different classes. There were some orders
which T carried out but to which T objected. Ex. I is a letter written to
the Correspondent by me on 18-2-1914. The time table attached to it was
submitted as an enclosure to it. I see Fx. 1L

regarding

It bears the accused’s
signature. It may be that a copy of Ex. IIT was sent to me in reply to Ex-

. T do not remember whether I made a promise that I would teach
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English to the Il Form B. Section or would arrange for ¢fficient mathematics
teaching: But it was my duty to. arrange forit. 1 remewmher haying
received such a leter as‘Ex‘hibit IIT and 1 would have replied toit. T dont
remember if I replied that the Commrittee were trespassing on my realﬁ orin-
terfering with me. The science teacher did not go away suddenly but after
notice. I was the only teacher acquainted with science at that time. I was re-
quested to teach science and I did teach Elementary science. Ex.1V is a letter
which bears * accused’s signature. I got such a letter asking me to teach
science. - 1 never resented it- I was disgusted with it- I sent Ex. V letter
in reply. An order was passed on the joint petition Ex. I and communica-
ted tome. Ex VT dated 26-12.1913 is the order bearing the accused’s
signature copy of which was communicated to me. I seeparabin BEx.VI

Lam not quite sure of the wordiag of para 5 in the order received by me was
the same as in Ex V1. 1 believe that para 3 ran *“ The papers read above”
not “the papers submitted hy the Headmaster” the rest of the para-
graph was as it is in Ex. VI. There were certain probationary teachers'
certificate holdersin 1914. Inever told them ‘1 am the Inspector's man,
1hold you under my thumb”. 1 remember haying told the Inspector that
Lwas not pleased with Kesawachariar’s conduct and work. Kesawachari
Was a probationary teachers’ certificate holder. 1 dont remember his having
asked me for permission to go out for tuition, my having refused
it, his having appealed, or my having called upon him thereafter to explain
some other matter. Ex. VIIis my order to Kesawachari daded 7-3-1914.
Ex. VIII dated 12-3-1914isa letter written by me to the Correspondent
in reply to the Correspondent’s endorsement No. 117/11-3-1914 forward-
ing Kesawachariar’s appeal which is marked Ex. VIIl (a). Ex VIIl (b) is
a memo sent by me to Kesawachari on 11-3-1914. Ex. VIII (¢) is another
sent by me {0 him on 12-3-191¢. I was not angry with Kesawachari because
he appealed. I dont remember now what ‘conduct’ on Kesawachariar’s part
I was not pleased with. Ex.IIl (a) dated 19-2-1914 is my reply to Bx. 11l
There were meetings of teachers called by me. I do not know that there
was a ‘school council’ unless these meetings of teachers are called ‘school
council’. T dont remember if I was asked by the accused to consult the
teachers or the ‘school council’ about distribution of work. But it isa

Headmaster’s duty to consult them and Idid it. T did not say that it was.__
beneath my dignity to consult them. = The Inspector visited the school in

August 1914. I did not tell him then that I was not in charge of fee
collectic;ns. 1 was given charge of fee collections by the Correspoudent
even before that visit in the second term of 1914. The Inspector inspected
the school in December 1914. He noticed certain defects in the Term Fes
Register and asked me to explain. T told him that T had been entrusted twith
fee collections only lately after T fought for it. From September 1914 I was
in charge of fee collections. I was not in charge of them before September
1814. T continued in charge of fee collections till T ceased my connection
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with the school. I did not grant receipts. . I authorised my clerk to grant

receipts.

Question:- Did you tell the Inspector at the December inspection in 1914

-that you were notin charge of any of the articles in the school 2

5 Answer:- 1+told the lnspectorithat 1applied several times for a ‘stock
list” of the apparatus, appliances, books, furniture, ete- in the sehool and
to beleft in responsible.charge of the same and that my request had not

‘heen complied with.

Theluspector’inspected the articles in ‘the school in December 1914 when

10 1 had been in the school for a year. On the list day of the school the Corres-
pondent asked:ane to_give a list of the articles etc. in my possession. 1did

not tear up thatimemo. 1 did not say that the Correspordent had no busi-

ness to ask mie and that I would hand himto the Polige. 1 was nct even

rpermitted to take my private things from my Toomin the schacl 1 was

45 not permitted ‘to open the room. So T could mot give a list. The

feelings ‘between me and the accused were a litfle strained when

the ‘Inspector inspected the school in August 1914. 1 did not
eomplain to the .lns‘pecﬂnr then that the accused asked me to make
hort payments-to teachers stem-which 1 hated. 1 did not tell ‘the Ins-

pector that'l was holding ahout Rs. 25 of s

Ties nupaid to masters hecausa

he acensed would not give me a receipt. 1 made a written complaint to
he Inspector of Sehaols abont several irregularities in December 1914.1 have

| not mentioned there that the aceused asked me to make short ents and

that 1 had got the surplus with me for want ofa Teceipt from the Cor "Tespon -

251 dent. 1 di 'l not onmn]'m: to the Inspector in Augnst 19T4 or mention ia my

H — M

{ petition to the 1 nspector in Doﬁenﬂ\m WN- about accnsed having asked me
1o make short payments or my In\nm asur plusin my hands hecause 1 had

. 10 written record to support such a complaint i e. authori

ng me to make
short payments, and 1 could not depend upon the teachers who received

V that T was asked

801 short payments from me. [ have not mentioned in Ex
to make short payraents and that T had a sum of money undishursed for
want of a receipt from the Correspondent. I did not mention it because I

- was not confident that the teachers who received short payments from me

i\vould speak to it and because if previous notice was given of it teachers

{would tarn. T did not in any correspondence with the accused after July:
11‘114 make any allusion to the fact that about I

Rs. 25 was with me by
| reason of short payments.

1 did not complain to the Committee that I was

l‘ asked by the Correspondent to make short payments. Ex.Y series are

1 allin the hand writting of recipients themselves and signed by <hem.

40 {In Ex. Z, I have not said [ had about Rs. 25 with me.
dated 5-10-1914 written by me.

Ex. IX isa letter

(4]
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Cross examination eontinued 26—7—I9T6:—

Ex. X sevies (produced by the Public Prosecutory are tliree
fees receipts initialled by 1e. They are for the short term of 1914, They
are receipts for school fees granted to boys by my clerk. My practice was
to put my initials on the fee receipt cards before collections- I say ‘that
Bx. X series were initialled by me before collection. Money was collected and
taken to the Correspondent direet by the clerlk. During the second term: of
1914 1 was remitting fee collections to the Correspondent and obtaining

receipts from him. 1 prepared remittance memo in triplicate and sent
money with it. 1 started this some time in September 1214 continued it
up to the very last day till collections were made. In October 1914 I
sent a registered letter to the Secretary  (i.e. the accused ) detailing the
irregularities and the grievances. Ex. X1 is the letter: EBx. XI(a) is the
letter to the Presidentof the Committee. Ex. Xl(b) is my complaint {0 the
Inspector. 1did not mentionin any of these complaints the fact of my
having been asked to make under payments as it was too serious acharge to
make without being able to substantiate it. 1t would have ruined my whole
prospects if 1 was not able to substantiate it. 1did notobtain statemenis
from my teachers regarding the under payment 1 made. P. W. 1 did not
a take any statement from me. 1 did not tell P. W. | that lwasa party to
Euuder payment of teachersin July 1914 and that the surplus amount was
i with me. 1 did not know that the Inspector sent a letter to the present
Correspondent to explain certain matters. 1 donotknow if an explanation
was sent frony the present Correspondent.  The Inspector P. W . 1 asked me
whether I had made payments to teachers at any time and obtained receipts
from them. 1 told the Inspector that i had been asked by the Correspendent
to make under payments and obtained receipts for nominal amounts and
that 1 obeyed the instructions and protested afterwards and that] had a sum
of ‘money with me which 1 refused to part with to the Correspondent
as he refused to give me a receipt. * 1 mentioned this to P. W. I some
months after his inquiry at Papanasam. 1 mentioned this to none of the

authorities before thal occwslon 1 did not accompany “the witnesses to lhe
o
Inspector. 1did sum'est the names of the witnesses to the Inspector and thie

points they would speak to. 1did question the witnesses before the lnspector.

“ 1 did nottell the witncsses that they would he questioned on such and

such points. Ex W is inthe hand writing of Nagasubramania Ayyar.
1dont know when Ex. P was written. It was not written in my house.
1 did not suggest to P. W. 2 the expression ‘ostensible suIm‘y' in Ex.Al’.
The conversation between the accused :uu];n‘e when 1 said le left in
anger took place’ in my room in the school-s Nobhody else was preseut

at the interview: The clerk was not present. My statement to P. Wil

in my house. Nagasubramania Ayyar was o teacher in the Victoria High

about my making under payments was not recorded. Ex. W was prepated -

3
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School when Ex. W was p;epared. On the 22nd January 1915 when Ex.W
was prepared Nagasubramania Ayyar was desirous of severing his connec-
tion with the school. Tdid not conspire with Nagasubramania Ayyar to
make an atiack on the accused. I did count upon Nagasubramania Ayyar’s
help. I counted upon him to speak the truth when he was asked to speak.
I asked him to write Ex. W as his execntion was neat. In Ex. XI, I say
that I asked the Secretary that T must be allowed to carry on my trade in
models, appliances, ete. That is the trade which T am now carrying on. I
carried on that trade in apparatus and appliances during my Headmaster-
ship but did not supply to my own school as T was not asked to supply-
1 found it very lucrative. It maintains me now. Even before March 1914

I remember to have supplied models apparatus and appliances. I gota

profit of about Rs. 5000 on my trade in the year 1915-16. In 1914-15F

made a profit of over Rs- 1000 in the trade. I started the trade only after

I came to the Victoria High School Papanasam. T am not sureif I made
profitsin 19I3-14. T am maintaining accounts for my trade, not very regu-~
lar accounts. I have not got a clerk to  write accounts. I have sunk a
capital of over Rs. 2000 in my trade. Mr. Hart did not say that canvassing
should be stopped because Tanjore Schools would be affected. To my
knowledge no canvsasing party went to villages after August 1914, VI

Form was started in July 191+ and the school became a complete secondary

school then. T did not know that clients of Krishnasamy Ayyar gave
* donations to the school. There were about 200 boys in the school when I
joined in November 1913. The strength was about 850 when I left. I do
not, know whether poor boys’ fees were paid by the Committee. The boys
paid the fees direct: I dontknow where they got the money from. I was
never present at disbursements of salaries to teachers. I do not know who
paid them. Mine was sent to me through the school clerk or the peon.
* I did not know that Nagasubramania Ayyar was' paying the teachers.
Nagasubramania Ayyar never mentioned to me that he was disbursing the
salaries of the teachers. I do not know that Nagasubramania Ayyar was
in charge of the school correspondence with the Inspector. I dont know
who prepared the financial statements. 1left Papanasam for good about
theend of April 1915. I think Nagasubramania Ayyar continued to remain
in Papanasam till T left the place. I think he left school towards the end
of February 1915- I had no interviews with the Kapistalam Muppanar, the
President of the Committee after my severence with the school. I inter-
viewed him sometime in December 1914. T mentioned my grievances to
Mr. Muppanar and I did complain against the accused.  Papanasam is
Nagasubramania Ayyar’s n.{five place. I was interested in this case and
gathered materials: Nagasubramania Ayyar was interested in this case and

he also gathered materials.

<3

Reexamination:<-The expenses of the'totring visits were included

{ inmy contingent bills. Tn Ex. % thére is'a reférence o two ftems of expen-

- Tiruvadamarudur 2-14-0. - Both are in‘conndetion with Tatorial visits. Fx.

5
{ diture. Tutarial charges to Mr. K. Swaminatha Ayyar—1-1-0 and frip to

&
L

+ IX contains another entry Tutorial tour of Mr. N. Paramasiva Agyar
- Rs. 2-0-0.” 1 got a certificate from the Headmaster ‘of the Kulitalai school
 1ix. BB. When I took ¢! arge no voucher was taken from me of any arti-

us put in my charge formally. 1 was not shown

cles of furniture or app:
any book of these articles or asked to sign it. I was directed by the
Correspondent on behalf of the Committee to initial fee cards before issue
as receipts.  Whatever the Correspondent does he does on behalf of the

Committee.

Question;~Why did you not mention to the Inspector when he
commenced the inquiry which you had been asking for in February 1915
that you had been asked by the accused to raake short payments and made
them and kept the surplus money with you for wunt of a  receipt from the

accused?

Answer.—I forgot it.
(Sigued.) T. V. Ranaasani.

Cross exqmuned aguin on oath 26-7 1916 -—

1 told P. W. 1 that T offered full payments to teachers who
gave me receipts Lx. Y series. 1 offered payments of the sularies
mentioned in Ex- Y series. 'l:hey refused to take full payments. Some of
them said that they were in the habit of taking only less than the amount

they signed for and that they were instructed only to take: less and pass
the receipts for the full amounts. 1 offered full amounts tomost of those
who passed Ex. Y series. 1 am notquite sure if L offered full amounts to
all of them. With regard to the first people who came to me 1did try the
experiment of offering them the full pay. This was against the Correspon-
dent's instructions to me. 1would have paid the full amounts if the teachers
had accepted them even though that was againstthe Correspondent’s ins-
tructions. But they were not willing to receive full payments. With
regard to the Ist batch of teﬂciler% who ' camé to také Tietir pay from me 1
had no instructions from the Corvespondent. When 1 say 1paid them under
instrictions from the Correspondent 1 mean that the teachers came to me for
their p:iy and said that that the Correspondent had asked me to pay them
Jess amounts and that they had been instructed to take less thu‘n what they

passed receipts for- With regard to the other teacliets 1 sent word to the

(lorrespondent through the clerk who is his own brother whether 1 wus
to pay them and the clerk cameand told me what sums liad to be paid
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to them and what receipts were tobe got- Those sums were less than the

1 paid. accordingly and obtained receipts. 1 did not ask the

Teceipts.
Because 1 was curious to know

Correspondent for instructions by letter.
if the malpractice would apply to the case of the other teachers aswell. None
5 of the teachers were willing to take the full amounts. The payment was i
lmy room. P. W. 1 asked me why 1 had not mentioned all this before
bAugusf. 1915 to him and 1 told him that 1 had forgotten to mention it to
zhim ond that 1regretted it. This was at Ramnad.
Re-ezamination:—Nil.
10 (Signed) T. V. Rangasamr.
26th July 1916.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct. ;

(Stayep.) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
15 Additional Distriet Magistrate.

(True Copy.)

DEPOSITION OF 5ta WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.

Dated 26—7—1916.

Name :—S. Sitarama Ayyar.
20 Father’s Namg —Sundaram Ayyar,
Caste :—Hindu, Brahmin.
Occupution:—-Cle_rk, Taluk office, Papanasam.
Age i=--25,

Residence :—Papanasam.
25 The witness being ‘solemnly affirmed deposes as follows:—

I was writer of the Victoria High School, Papzmz{éam, from 20-4-1913
and then I was assistant in the school till my services were dispensed with:
on 15-4-1915: The accused appointed me as clerk. The appointment
order does not mention the pay- I was promised Rs. 15 to start with.

80 About 4 months later my pay was raised by one rupee. About December
1913 my pay was raised to Rs. 18. With effect from June. 1914 it was
raised to Rs. 22. That was the pay till I left school.

ol

I'see Ex. D. . For the month of April 1913 T have signed for Rs. 745 4

Aor 11 days at the rate of Rs. 20. For the months of May, June and-July

1913 T have signed for Rs. 20. I actually received only at the rate of
Rs. 15 for April 1918 and Rs. 15 for each of the other three months,

I received pay for 11 days in April 1913 as soon as I was -appointed
i-e., in advance. I received it from the Correspondent himself. The
Correspondent asked me to sign the acquittance roll. I looked into the

acquittance roll and found the amount calculated at Rs. 20. T hesitated

at first. But he asked me to sign and 1 signed. Because 1 had signed

for April, 1 signed for May, June and July for Rs. 20 without making any

-objection though 1 received only at the rate of Rs. 15. At my first
interview with the Correspondent 1 simply hesitated to sign. 1 did not
make any verbal objection nor did he say anything. 1see Ex. D for August,
September, October and November 1913. 1 have signed for Rs. 20 in each
month. 1 received only at the rate of Rs. 16 a month but 1 dont know
if it is from the month of August itself.

For December 1913 1 have signed Ex. D for Rs. 22 and for the
subsequent months up to November 1914. In December 1913 my pay was
fixed at Rs. 18 and up till the end of May 1914 1 received only Rs. 1§
per mensem though 1 have signed for Rs. 22 }rom June 19141 received
Rs. 22 and signed for Rs. 22. Up to May 1914 1 signed for a larger amount
than 1 actually received. When 1 went to school the day after my appoint-
ment | asked my colleagues about signing for pay and they said it was the
practice in the school for teachers to sign for a larger amount than they recei-
ved and 1 therefore followed the practice without question. 1 never questioned
the Correspondent about this signing for a larger amount as 1 felt it
delicate he being both Correspondent and a relative of mine. My paternal
grand-father and accused’s father were brothers. Eorm

‘When 1 was writer 1 was asked in one month to disburse salaries
to teachers. That was perhaps in August 1913. The Correspondent gave
me a chit wherein was noted the amount to be paid to each teacher and
gave me the amount. 1 paid the teachers as per that chit and got acquittances
of the teachers in Ex. D, but for amounts larger than those specified in the
chit and took the roll to the accused. 1 gave back the chit also to him.
1 cannot say 1 was present at the disbursements to other teachers as each
teacher is called and paid and sent away. | remember there was corres-
pondence between the late Headmaster (Rengasami Ayyar) and the
accused about the disbursement of salaries and after sometime the Corres-
.pondent sent for the teachers and told them that as the school was
self supporting they would receive the amounts for which they signed.
That was from June 1914. P, W.1 questioned me orally about the

o

10

15

25



26

smaller payments and 1 made a statement which at his request 1 put into
writing and gave him. BEx.L is the statement 1 gave him. The
statements made by me in Ex. L are all true. 1 maintained a private
account for my income and expenditure for some period. 1 wrote it
mysell. 1 gave it to P. W. 4 one or two months after 1 began to receive
the full amount for which I signed. P. W. 4 asked me what pay 1 was
receiving. 1 said 1 was receiving only a lesser amount than 1 signed for.
He asked me if 1 had accounts. 1 said 1 had no accounts then, but was

- maintaining accounts before. He asked to see them and 1 gave him:

10 He never returned them to me although 1 asked him several times.

Ex. G is my household account. 1t is the one which 1 gave to P. W. 4.
L see the entries G(1) to G(7)—they are all entries made by me. They are
true entries. They relate to the pay 1received as writer and teacher in the
Victoria High Schoal, Papanasam. 1 was aware of the Door Boys’ Fund.
It came into existence from the time when we began to receive the full
amounts for which we signed i.e., from June 1914,

Cross examined by My Shadagopachariar :—

I am the brother-in-law of M. Nagasubramania Ayyar. My sister
is married to him: 1 and my brother-in-law were living together. He
was taking his meals in my house. He severed his conmection belore my
services Were dispensed with —probably a month or so before. He resigned
his appointment. 1 cannot say Nagasubramania Ayyar is on bitter terms
with the accused. This inquiry was started by P. W. 4. ‘

' He was
collecting materials for the inquiry, Nag;

asubramania Ayyar might haye

was helping . W. 4. 1 dont
know that he gave records to P. W. 4. Ex. G dates from July 1913 and
continues till 22-1-1914. 1 did not maintain accounts before July 1913 or after
22-1-10l4. 1 began to keep accounts in compliance with my father’s order
as my mother and sister were with me

given records to him. T cannot say  he

: ! and my father was at Tinnevelly
%0 and sent me money from there. My father came then, and when my respon-
sibility ceased, I ceased to keep accounts.  He came on leave for 6 months
He weut back and came back in August
19155 when he went back, 1 did not keep accounits because 1 was alone

with my wife and did not depend on his remitances. In G(1)

or one year and stayed with me.

1 wrote
‘Pay from’ and struck out “from’ as it was wrong and wrote for’ 1 see
Ex. D. The pay for July 1913 is shown in column 4 to have' be;x;
disbursed on 1st August 1913. My account shows 12th August l&li'.‘:;
Ex. G(2) is an interlineated entry. I did not make the entry then kuixd
there hut hiad not written up the expenditure on the 2nd September 1913

490 and then entered the pay for August 1918. I am not sure if i ‘be‘gail

to receive Rs. 16 from the time I became teacher. Ghd) is the pay for

October ; wé were paid in advance. Tx. D shows that the disbursements

‘wnder training who is shown in E

R

were made on lst November 1913. After T began to receive full pay
1 contributed for one month to the Poor Boys' Fund—only for one month.
Afterwards I did not contribute. T was asked but refused as I could not
afford to contribute. I contributed at the rate of 6 pies per rupee—11 annas.
Nagasubramania Ayyar never paid teachers salaries during my stay
in the school.

(Signed:) S. SITHARAMAN.

Cross-examined continued 27-7-1916 :—

It was in July 1913—but I dont exactly remember—that I was
asked by my father to keep aceounts. He wrote to me. I dont know
if I have preserved his letter. T showed the accounts to my father.
1 dont remember the month-—-at the end of 1913. I spent out of the
money which I had in my hands and I also borrowed. Throughout, the
expenditure side is larger the receipts side. The expenditure is all cash
expenditure. T got the money for the expenditurs from my sisters and mother
and somefimes from my uncle the accused and from outsiders also. T have
1ot entered those receipts in the accounts. I have entered some re.ccipts
from my sisters and from my uncle the accused. My nephew was in the
Victoria High School. The accused paid half his fees‘ for one term.
On 9-9-'913 T have entered Rs. 7 as having been received from the
accused. 1 applied for concession for my nephew. My uncle l'efu?ed

*but said that he would pay half his fees from his pocket. I cannov assign
\any reason why I have not entered all the receipts: Ex. G ls.only a rough
account. I did not keep it regularly. So far as e pay is concerned
‘T have entered all pay received in Ex. G. L did not bobher- Fo note
rom my sisters and mother. I might have
ont Headmaster, from Nagasubramania Ayyar
and from accused’s brother. None of those receipts find place in»“‘;
account Ex. G- On page 2 of Ex. &, [ have entered one Tupee as. receive
for firewood and it is included in the total of ICCG.I[)LS. I did {10'; sell
firewood. One rupee is mistakenly entered in the receipts column instead
of in the expenditure column. The entries in Ex: G wet not all made
then and there but some from recollection. The chit wh.ltfh the accused gave
me for disbursement of salaries was all in his writing and comprised
all the teachers. With the exception of two or tln'e.e tenchef's all Lh_e
payments made by me were entered i{l tht chit. ¢ T ticked off in the c}l:xb
the payments that I made; the chit itself contained 'the amounts that
were to be actually disbursed and as | have nlreudylsmd t(huse umoun‘tn
\ere smaller than the amounts for which teachers signed in the acquit~
tance roll. I did not mention in Ex. L that I was asked to make sl‘mrc
payments to teachers, because I was mot asAked- P. W. 4 \va&preael-xt.
when BEx. L was prepared at | P. W.s residence. V Ramachandra
Ayyar and S. Subramania Ayyar (who was Drawing-master) were alone
paid the full amounts they have signed for ; the others were pmji -less.
Phe Sunskrit and Tamil Paadits ( Narayanasami Sastri and Smm’asul
Varadachari ) were not paid in full- G. Narayanasami Ayyar was one of
He was paid less than he has signed for. 'The teacher
x. D for August 1913— K. R. Ramabadra
V. Ramachandra Ayyar was the Head-

receipts from outsiders and i
received money from the pres

the teachers I paid.

Ayyangar-—was actually paid Rs .
master. [ dont remember if T told him that Thad paid lesser umou_uts o (e?a-
chers. He is my father-in-law’s cousin brother. My father was satisfied with
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my account Ex G There were canvassing visits to several villages hetweett
Aprial 1913 and June 1914. Teacliers went, in groups of 2 or more. I di

not go out on any of these tours.I do not know that the expenses of canvassing
tourswere contributed by teachers. | have gone on tutorial visits. The expenses
were met from contingencies. The receipt stamps affixed to the acquidtance
rell were met from school funds.I have riot incurred expenditure on accoant
of receipt stamps for acquittances for myself or for others,  On 6-10-1913
I have noted in Bx G *“Postage (acquittance)” 0-1-0. That was not for
my pay. It might have beea for my father’s pay. My father might have
been here and he might have sent his receipt for his pay by post. T infer
from this éntry that my father must have been here with me in October 1913
I might have shown Ex G to him. I might have continued the account
even when my father was here. I was declared ineligible for secondary
grade training in December 1914 by Mr. Hart (Ex. XIIb). The Co
pondent could not send me up for training when I was declared ineligibles
About May 1915 1 applied for secondary grade training. —In 16914 I had
been declared ineligible for training by M. Hart. T applied for training in.
Pasumalai schoolin 1914, The accused forwarded my application.  In 1915
T did not apply fo the accused because I was not in his service- In March
1915 before I left the school I made an application for trainingin
Teachers’ college Saidapet. The present Secre M. €. Subramania A;
declined to forward it. P. W. 4 g me a testimonial after he had quitted
the school in March 1914. He testified to my abi It was accused’s
brother Venkatarama Ayyar that asked me for subseription to the Poor
Boys’ Fund. 1 refused to pay in September 1914 when | was paid for July
1914.Subsequently 1 was not asked. P.W.4 did not advise me to refuse to pay.

Question:-  Was it dishonest or not to have signed for more in Ex.D
when you took only less 2

Ansgwer;— 1 am unable to answer. 1t amounts to dishonesty. 1 said
the surplus might have been utilised for the school. 1 dont know how it
was utilised. 1t was compuisorily taken from me.  This is what 1 under-
stood when | signed the acquittance roll for more. 1understood so because
the difference was not given to me. 1 did not ask anybody what became
(llf the surplus. 1 dont know whether any teachers conteibuted any  money
iqx- the prc of the school.  Idid not complain about shortpayments.
Lhanded over Ix. G to P. W. 4. before December 1’1t but 1 dont remember
in what month. 1 did not hand it over in Janunary 1915. When 1 handed
over Ex. G to P. W 4 I think P.W. 4 was ingood terms with the accused.
There was a violent scene between the accused and P. W.4 on the ¢
day of the school-19th December 1914 1did not know that Bx. G would
used by P. W. 4 agaiust the accu 1 am a school final man. 1 was an
actingamin in the Tinnevelly District Court. For having madean unau-
thorised entry regarding valuation in a sale proclamation after issue 1 was
reported by the District Muansitf to the District Judge who terminated my
acting appoivtment. Thiswas in Febru 1913.  In September 1915 Mr.
H;\‘rt appointed mie an acting clerk on Rs. 20in the Sub Assistant Inspector’s
office, m Madras Oircle. 1 did not join the appointment. P.W 4 did not
recommend me for that appointment- 1 made an application for that appoint-
ment in May orJune. 1915-

ng
be

Re-examination'— 1applied for training in May 1915 but was not
selected. In January 1914 1 had been declared ineligible for secondary
grade training. After that 1 applied to Pasumalai College for training
and _the accused forwarded it with favourable remarks. In May 1915 1
applied to P. W. | for anattender's place under the Sub Assistant Inspector
of Schools, Papanasam. 1 did not'get the appointment. The accused knew
that my acting period as amin had been terminated when he appointed me
in the school. t

(Signed) S SITHARAMAN.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.
(SiNep.) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate,
(True Copy-)

;Vv PRESS, KUMBAKONAM. e —

p———

29

DEPOSITION OF 6t WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.
DaTED 27—7—1916.
Name : —K. Viswanathier.
Father’s name : —Krishna Ayyar.
Caste : —Brahmin.
Occupa}ion : —Teacher.
Age:—/32.
~ Residence :—Kuringipadi, South Arcot District.

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follow:

I am the Head master of the Board School at Kurinjipadi in South
Arcot District, I was in the Victoria High School, Papanasam. I entered
the School on or about 24th January 1912 as an Assistant Master and
continued there till 18 —12—1915. I had no appointment order. I was
given to understand by Mr. Nagasubramania Ayyar when I was first
appointed that I would be paid Rs. 20 per mensem. In 1913—I dont
remember which month —m y salary was raised to Rs. 21 or 22 I cant
say which. Then it was raised to Rs. 23, it may be in the same year.
Then it was raised to Rs. 25 at the end of 1913 or beginning of 1914.
Then I was given Rs. 30, but I don’t remember when I was given that. I
gave a statement to Mr. Douglas 1st prosecution witness in which T have
mentioned the salaries I drew and the periods. Then I remembered, now
I don’t remember. The statements I have made in my statement to Ist
prosecution witness are all correct. Exhibit N is my statement to st
prosecution witnzss. I received only Rs. 20 per mensem at the start.
signed the acquittance roll for a larger amount—whether it was Rs 25
or 28 I can't remember now. I never signed for Rs. 20, nor for Rs. 21
nor for Rs. 22, nor for Rs. 23. I see Exhibit D. From March to
November 1913 I have signed it for Rs. 8 per mensem. I never received
Rs 28 but only Rs. 20, or 21 or 22—but I can't say in which month I
received Rs. 20 in which month Rs. 21 and in which month Rs. 22. From
December 1913 to May 1914 1 have signed Exhibit D for Rs. 30 per
mensem I actually received only Rs. 25 per mensem. From June to
November 1914 T have signed for Rs. 30 and I actually received Rs. 30 for
those months. I say the rate of salary on which I was employed in the
school was at first Rs. 23 and afterwards Rs. 30. No. I understood I was
employed on Rs 20 and that I continued to be employed on Rs. 21 or 22

—

10,

20

and then Rs. 23 and then Rs. 25 and then Rs. 30 as I have said above. T -

received Rs. 20-but signed the acquittance roll for Rs. 25 or 28 without
“Guestion. This was in the first month. Afterwards too [ did not question
“anybody why [ was asked to sign for more, nor did I decline to sign for
mo; The question came up after Rangasamy Ay ,advent. When I
accepted the appointment I had no idea T would be asked to sign for more.
T knew it only when T first signed the acquittance roll. 4ih prosecution
witness made disbursements one month. He gave me Rs. 25. I received
it. I gave a receipt for Rs 30 because he asked me to give one for Rs. 30.

| 4th prosecution witness asked me, I don’t know when, why I signed for

Rs 30 when I'had received Rs. 25 I made no reply to him. Exhibit Y-2

is the receipt [ gave to 4th prosecution witness. After June I was given

Rs. 30 and T received it. 1 have contributed to the Poor Boys' Fund.
i . N
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When T began to receive Rs 30 I contributed 15 annas a month for 5 or 6
months to the Poor Boys' Fund. For the first month I paid my contribu-
tion to Nagasubramania Ayyar, afterwards to C. S. Venkatarama Ayyar.
After 5 or 6 months I was not asked and I did not contribute. I heard of
the existence of a Poor Boys’ Fund only in August 1914 when the pay for

June was disbursed.

Cross examination by Mr. Shadugopachariar i— R

‘In 1912 salaries were mostly disbursed by Na bramania Ayyar.
Pay used to be disbursed also by C. S. Venkatarama Ayyar. N. R. Subra-
mania : ;, once by Seetharama Ayyar and once by 4th prosecution witness.
I have alsi received my pay through the peon. The accused disbursed
Rs. 30 to me once. He has disbursed salaries twice or thrice. The
number in the School increased gradually from 1912. Teachers used to
canvass for boys in villages. Teachers used to go to the .same village for
the purpose of canvassing for boys once, twice, thrice. We used to take
application forms for withdrawal, for admission etc, to villages I have
gone on these canvassing visits for the purpose of getting boys 5 or 6 times
a year during my stay in the School. Besides these I used to go®tn
tutorial visits as well but my sphere was confined to Papanasam. Other
teachers used to go to villages on tutorial visits. For canvassing for boys

we used togo in a party.

Did teachers subscribe towards the expemses of these can-

Aunswer :— T do not know (this after considerable hesitation). The
management would have paid the expenses. I do not know from what
source. When I signed for Rs. 28 and 30 from February to June 1914, I
knew -that the sum for which I was signing was due to me. When I
received lower amounts [ thought. that the difference was to go to the
improvement of the School. That is why I did not raise any objection.
From the date of my entertainment in the School to June 1914 the School
has been inspected on several occasions by the Inspector. I did not complain
on any of those occasions that T was paid less than the salary due to me. T
did not complain to the committee of management either or ‘to the accused. I
did not complain because the difference went to the improvement of the school.
4th prosecution witness used to te teachers. Some teachers complained
against him.  There was misunderstanding between accused and 4th prose-
C\}tion witness on account of that. Some teachers followed 4th prosecution
wifness, some did not. I had regard for 4th prosecution witness as Head-
Master. There was a row between the accused and 4th prosecution wittss
on 19—12—1914. 4th prosecution witness and Nagasubramania Ayyar
were both friends. It was Nagasubramania Ayyar that disbursed sal:\~rie<
and kept accounts in 1912 and 1913. Both Nagasubramania Ayyar and 4t};
prosec'utinn witness used to play cards on the latter's pial. 1 used to play
sometimes. Exhibit XIIT is a circular issued by the correspondent on
19—12—1914. T have signed it in token of having seenit. I am one of
the signatories of Ex
became friends.

bit I. After that 4th prosecution witness and I

Re-Exuvmination :—1 know the difference between actual salary paid
and the amount for which acquittance was taken was used for the improve-
ment of the school. It might have been spent in canvassing for boys.

Money might have been spent in paying the fees of poor boys for with.
4 3

A\
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H
\drawing them from other«Schools. I do not personally kncw ttat the
money was expended in these ways, but I bave heard.

i (Signed) K. VISWANATHAN.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True Copy.)

DEPOSITION OF 7tH WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.
DATED 27—7—1916.
Name: - K. Swaminatha Ayyar.
Father’s name :—Kuppusamy Ayyar.
Caste :—Brahmin.
Occupation :—Teacher.
Age:—27.
Residence : — Panruti, South Arcot District.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows: —

I am Head master of the Board School Panruti. I was employed in
the Victoria High School, Papanasam. I was appointed as an assistant on
6—1—1912. 1 have an appointment order. It does not specify the salary
of my appointment. The rate of salary of my appointment was Rs. 20.
1 agreed to that. The rate of my salary was increased by one rupee about
a year after. About June or July 1913 it was further increased by one
rupee. In December 1913 it was increased to Rs. 25. In June 1914 my
salary was increased to Rs. 30. My salary continued to be Rs. 30 till April
1915 when I resigned I actually received these amounts.

Question : - What was the salary on which you and the correspondent
agreed that you should be appointed ?

Answer : - It was Rs. 28.

Question :—You said you agreed to Rs. 20 and now say you agreed
to Ks. 28. 5

Answer :—I said Rs 20 for that was what I actually received and I
said Rs. 28 because I signed for that amount. When I accepted service
under the accused he said that the school being an infant institution young
men must sacrifice something and that I should be content to receive Rs. 20
and let the remainder go for the improvement of the school. ~ As this wasa
good object I agreed to take Rs 20 but sign for the full amount. This
arrangement was come to before I joined the school. The accused said that
the amount would be utilised for canvassing for boys and for providing
concessions to poor boys. I do not know whether -this arrangement was
made with other teachers; but the accused told me that some other
teachers were doing this. I did not see the accounts and cannot say
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whether the amount was so utilised but I am under that impression as the
school has impraved, I do not know what will be the monthly contribution
from other teachers like mine. I do not know whether these contributions
were made into a separate fund. If I had been asked to sign for Rs. 20 I
would have signed without objection. I.see Exhibit D. From March
1913 10 May 1914 T have signed for Rs. 28 and 30 —whereas I received
only less amounts. 4th prosecution witness disbursed salary for one month.
I went to him and asked him for my pay. He asked me how muche I
said T used to receive Rs 25. He told me to give a receipt for my pay.
I gave him a receipt for. Rs 30. He told me ‘you say you used to
receive Rs. 25 but have given me a receipt for Rs. 30 ™. I said ¢ That is
all T used to accept; the balance I don't receive.” 4th prosecution witness
gave me Rs. 25 saying ‘“all right . I received it and went away. Exhibit
Y-+ is the receipt I passed. For the month of June 1914 the correspondent
paid me in his house in August 1914 and said then “The school has
improved and there is no longer any necessity for sacrifice ; I thank you
for the sacrifice you have already made = You may receive the full amount
from this month”* He paid me Rs 30 and from that month I continued to
receive Rs. 30. I paid no contributions after I began to receive Rs. 30.
I have gone on canvassing and tutorial visits. I have incurred expenditure
sometimes for tutorial tours and got the money from the Head master—4th
prosecution witness. I don't remember if T have billed for such expenditure
ution witness's time. I don’t know who paid the expenses
of tutorial visits incurred by other teachers. I was examined by 1st
and I gave him a statement. Exhibit M is the
statement. I have'not mentioned in it the circumstances under which T
signed for Rs, 28. T was not asked by Ist prosecution witness why I signed
for a larger amount than T received. When I made the statement Exhibit M,
I'knew that the Inspector had made enquiry into irregularities in the school.

Cro's Exumined by Mr. Shadagopachariay :—

Exhibit M was prepared at Tanjore. +4th prosecution witness was
present. Ldon't know if 4th prosecution witness saw Exhibit M. I am
interested in the welfare of the school, T was prepared to make sacrifices
fo.r ic school. When the Correspondent asked me to make sacrifices T was
willing to make them. Nagasubramani v was IMead master when I
c-nler.ed the school He used to disburse salaries. I can’t say if he disbursed
salaries in 1913. 4 or 5 teachers used to goima batch for canvassing for
boys. Iii_(_ufft know who bore the expenses. The Inspector came in August
1914 to inspect the school. I do not know if he said that the Tanjol"e
schools would be affected by canvassing, that the school had i\npn‘é\‘ed
and that there was no need for teachers to any further canvassing. T dont
rcmeml?cr 18 g stopped after June 1914, Ido not know of ang
canvassing after June 1914. Yntil T told _Ist prosecution witness on
21—2—-1915, 1did not complain to the Inspector, to the Committee or
to any other body about short payments to me —nor did I make any state-
ments to anybody. Nagasubramania Ayyar is my dayadi; 1 knew it
only two years ago. . e

(7

Re-examination :—Nil.
(Signed) K. SWAMINATHAN.
Taken down by me in open Court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.
(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.
(True copy.)
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DEPOSITION OF 8t WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.
DATED 29711 JuLy 1916.
Name:—G. Narayanaswami Ayyar.
Father’s Name : —Gopala Ayyar.
Caste : —Brahmin.
Occupation :—Student Sanitary Inspector’s Class, Madras
Age :—23.
Residence : —Madras.
The witness being solemnly atfirmed deposes as follows :—

I am under Sanitary Inspector’s training in the Medical College I was
in the Victoria High School, Papanasam as a writer and an Assistant. [
entered the School in June 1912, T left the School 33 days ago. I am on
six months’ leave. The accused is related to me through my maternal uncle.
I started on Rs. 20 per mensem.. I was promoted in the time of Mr. Rama-
chandra Ayyar, Head-master. I was promoted then to Rs 22. In the time of
4th prosecution witness’s Head master-ship I was promoted to Rs. 24 T had
no further promotion. From March to November 1913 I have signed for
Rs. 20 in Exhibit D. From December 1913, T have signed for Rs. "2 up
to December 1914 I have received the amounts which T have signed for in
Exhibit D as well as in the years previous from the commencement. After
receiving my salary I used to pay voluntary contributions for the Poor Boys’
Fund intended not only for poor boys but also for other purposes M. Naga-
subramania Ayyar is my uncle’s son-in-law My uncle requested Nagasubra-
mania Ayyar who was then all in all in the School to get me an appoint-
ment in the School. He got me an appointment  The system of contribu-
tions by teachers obtained even before I joined the School—I don’t know by
what name it was called. In [914 there was a Poor Boys' Fund Eyen
before 1914 the fund existed. I mean the fund to which were contributed
moneys for canvassing and for poor boys. Then we paid as much as we
could in order that the school might improve We brought the School to a
prosperous state. We canvassed very vigorously. As the strength of the
School increased canvassing was stopped and with it our liberal contributions
to the School. Nagasubramania Ayyar said at the time of the second inspec-
tion by the Inspector in 1914 that as we had made large sacrifices already
and the School was then in a prosperous state we might eontribute or not as
we pleased thercafter.  The accused also said so. The accused said “ you
have contributed much towards the expenses of canvassing. You need not
do so hereafter. But as poor boys are admitted into the school you may if
you please contribute halt an anna in the Rupee for the Poor Boys' Fund.”
After this I paid contribution for a month or two. I did not pay after as
contributions were not expected from us. I see the statement shown to me.
It bears my signatore. It is marked Exhibit DD. It was not Ist prose-
cution witness that put me questions but 4th prosecution witness. 4th
prosecution witness put the questions in Exhibit DD in Ist prosecution
witness's presence. The Inspector noted my answers. [ have signed
Exhibit DD but I did not read it. I signed it as it was recorded by Ist
prosecution witness and thought it was unnecessary to read it. [ have
initialled all the corrections in the statement Exhibit DD but I did not read

ii

40




ot

I
G

30

40

34

what the corrections were.  The answer to question
the answer to question 2 is also recorded correctly but I.did not say © No * to
question 3. The answers to questions 4 and 5 are recorded correctly.
To question 3 I said Yes’ not ‘No’ The two months referred to in
answer to question 1 are two months after and told us we might pay at our
pleasure. Exhibit H is my account. It is not my household account.
I don't know how the account came here. I don't know how it left me. T
did not give it to angbody. I did not give it to 4th prosecution witfess
If 4th prosecution witness sa I gave it to him it is false. The account
Exhibit H is correct asfar as it is written. The first entry in Exhibit H
is Received payment for the month of June Rs. 15—0-—0. T did not
recéive Rs. 17 as payment for June. T received Rs. 20, I would have
received Rs. 5 before as private loan. So I have entered Rs. 17 here
in Exhibit F. It was not compulsory on teachers to pay so much on their
salaries; it was left to them to pay or not to pay and how much to pay.
Nearly all teachers paid contributions. Some teachers would say at the time
of the disbursement * Take my contribution and pay me the balance.” Others
would say “* Let me have the full amount now. I will pay my contribution
next month.”  Others will say I can’t contribute this month” and will
take the full amount. I paid Rs. 10 a term at first, afterwards -at the rate
of Rs. 5 a term. It was Nagasubramania Ayyar that used to receive these
contributions. Tt was to Nagasubramania 1t that we used to pay not to
any other body. He was our head. scused is my uncle’s cousin.

is correctly recorded ;

Cross examination :—Reserved.

(Signed.) G. NARAY/

SWAMI.

e I gy A R S T S iy s
2-=8—1910. Sworn and cross-cxamined by Mr. Shadagofachariar :—

? Exhibit H contains “School garden account’ also. Prosecution
\.\'mms: 4w n to teasing teachers, Prosecution witness 10 was pay-
ing the expenses of canvassing for boys. Prosecution Witness 4 and
Pl:ﬂs(‘i‘,llfiﬂn Wit 12 after they ceased connection with the school did
injury to the school in various w They used to go to villages and give
it ou.t that the school is gone and the 1‘0co;gni1i(m \\:as withdrawn. There
was inquiry by people as to whether the school was not in existence
Prosecution Witness 4 used to play cards with Prosecution Witness 6
Prosecution Witness 10, Prosecution Witness 5, Prosecution Witness 7‘
and Prosecution Witness 9. &

. <
: In.’mn: -1 did not go with Prosecution Witness 4 and
cution Witness 17 to villages.

Re-examis

(Signed) G.

NARAYANASWAMI.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,

Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.)
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DEPOSITION OF 9111 WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.

DATED 29--7—1916.
Name :—V. K. Sambamusti Ayyar.
Father’s Name : — Krishna Ayyar.
Caste :—Brahmin.
Qccupation : —Teacher.
Ages—21.
Residence :—Pudukota.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :—

1 am a teacher in the Maharaja’s College, Pudukottai. I was in Victoria
High School, Papanasam. I entered that school in August 19i2 and
continued till T resigned in July 1915. \When I entered the school I agreed
with the Head master N. R, Subramania Ayyar and M. Nagasubramania
Ayyar about my salary. I agreed to a salary of Rs. 20 per mensem. I had
a promotion to Rs. 22. It may have been in December 1914. T don't
remember it well. No I think it was December 1913 that T got Rs. 22. In
July 1914 I went for training and returned in April 1915. I then got a
promotion to Rs. 26 and continued in that pay till July 1915. There was a
proposal among teachers of which I was told by two or three that teachers
used to contribute and that I should also contribute. I agreed to contribute
accordingly. I paid contiibution. I paid a contribution of Rs. 8 per men-
sem at first I paid this contribution for the first six months—Then I paid
a contribution of Rs. 5 per month for about three months. Then I paid a
contribution of Rs. 4 per mensem for a month or two. Then I paid a contri-
bution of Rs. 3 per mensem for 5 or 6 months. Then I got an increment of
Rs. 22. I then began to pay a contribution of Rs. 4 per mensem for 4 or 5
smonths. I received full pay for one month I think from the Schaol clerk

’ for May or June 1914. In April 1915 when I returned I received Rs. 26
"¥and continued to receive the full amount till I left School. I see Exhibit D.
I have signed for Ks. 20 from March 1913 to November 1913. T 1eceived
that amount less the contribution I paid every month. From December
1913 to April 1914 I have signed for Rs. 22. I received that amount less
the contribution I paid. For June 1914 I have signed for Rs. 22. I see
Exhibit Y-6 I passed that receipt. Itis for Rs. 15. Nagasubramania Ayyar
has also told me that I would be liable to contribute. The agreement to con-
tribute was not made when I was appointed. The matter came to my notice
about 5 or 6 days after I joined the school. I told them to deduct the con-
_tribution and pay me the balance just as some other teachers were doing.
I did not know who kept.and spent our contributions. There used to be
canvassing for boys and parents of boys used to be invited and feasted. T
was under the impression that the amounts of our contributions werc expen-
ded in these ways. Ido not know personally. My pay is Rs. 30 now.

I have passed School Final and been trained. If I had been told that my
pay was only Rs. 12, I would not have accepted the appointmert. I accep-
ted it for Rs. 20 and because the contribution was for a good purpose I
agreed to make it and received Rs. 12. 1st prosecution witness has asked

r. Ianswered him. He told me to put it in writing. I gave

ibit K. is my statement

me about my
a written statement. [ answered only truly.
to 1st prosecution witness in my own hand-writing signed by me. Iwas
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appointed on Rs. 20 per month. In Exhibit K, I have said I was appointed
on Rs. 12 per month. I have said so as I would have been asked how much
I actually received when I was appointed. As other teachers who paid
contributions had made such statements and as those statemeuts were shown
to me by 1st prosecution witness, I have written so in Exhibit K. Tst prose-
told me that I signed for Rs. 20 and asked me how much T
actually received. It did not strike me that I should well the Inspector (Ist
prosecution witness) that I paid a contribution. +

cution witne:

Cross-examination :— Reserved.
(Signed.) V. K. SAMBAMURTHI.

25—8—1916. Sworn and Cross-examined by My, Shadagopachariar
after charge :—

I am a native of Kapistalam. 10th prosecution witness and 2 others
suggested that I might pay Rs. 8 as contribution and T agreed thinking that
it would be only for a few months. At that timé vigorous canvassing was
going on. I was taking my food at home at Kabistalam about a mile from
Papanasam and took my midday meal alone in the school hostel.

Re-cxauination :—1I was paying contribution for 4 or 5 months. After
4 or 5 months T contributed Rs 5 for about 2 or 3 months. K. Viswanatha
yyar (6th Prosecution Witness) and K. Swaminatha Ayyar (7th Prosecution
witness) were the two others who besides 10th Prosccuiion witness suggested
to me.

(Signed) V. K. SAMBAMURTHI,
23rd August 1976

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
ddditional District Magistrate.

(True Copy.)
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DEPOSITION OF 10t WITNESS FOR THE PROSECUTION.
DaTED 29—7—1916.
Name : —M. Nagasubramania Ayyar.
Father’s Name :—Muthusami Ayyar.
Caste :— Brahmin.
Occupation : —Teacher, Govindapa Naikar’s Secondary School, Madras.
Age:—29.
Residence : — 88, Narayana Mudali Street, Madras, George Town.

The Witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows:—I am

employed as Teacher in Govindapa Naikar's Secondary * School, Madras on

a salary of Rs. 86. I was employed in the Victoria High School, Papa-

masam. [ was appointed in May 1910 as Head-Master of the School The

uSchoo] contained classes only up to the III Form then. The IV Form was

opend in July 1912. Till then I was Head-Master. After that I wasan

assistant and continued as assistant till 20—2—1915 when I resigned. The

accused was Correspondent of the School throughout my time. M. C. Subra-

mania Ayyar became correspondent from 13—1—1915, I was a teacher

on Rs. 15 in the Government Training School at Cuddalore. The accused

brought me. He wrote me a letter. He brought me to the Papanasam

School on a promise of a monthly salary of Rs. 23 or so. He wanted my

services badly then. Iam a Papanasam man. He recommended me for

leave to the Inspector and I took leave for a year onloss of pay. The
understanding about my salary was an oral understanding. . When I was

paid my salary for the Ist month the accused paid me Rs. 20 or a_fraction

of it that I was entitled to for that month. I did not receive salary at the

rate of Rs. 28. 1 questioned the accused why he paid me at the rate of

Rs. 20. He said that it was the practice that the teachers would only

receive so much and would have to sign for a greater amount. I would not

yield to it. I was asked to sign for Rs. 28 L refused. He became cross

n o with me. I did not sign. I went home and wrote him a letter. He sent
word to me and told me that I must not be angry with him for these things
and that T must not commit myself to writing in these affairs. He is my
close relation. He is related to me in two ways. One on the wife’s side
and one on the mother’s side He is my father-inlaw on the one hand,
and my cousin brother on the other. So he overruled me by saying he was
more competent to know the management of the School and to know my
" welfare also. So I yielded. I signed for Rs. 28 receiving only Rs. 20.
In the succeeding months I continued to receive Rs. 20 and signed for
Rs. 28 without protest. Before the expiry of my leave (about May 1911)
I remember to have written to him twice or thrice protesting against this
practice and also asking him to make some reforms for the School. He
would not reply to me In 1911 I got Rs. 22 and signed tor Rs 29 or so.
When my leave was about to expire, my father abused me and wanted me
to'go back to Government service. | As a last resort I wrote to him that he
. must give decent increment and give proper salaries to the teachers and so

B " forth The letter dated 1—7— 1911 addressed to me is his reply. Exhibit E

| is accused’s reply. The whole of it is in accused’s writing and it is signed
{ by him. Accused says in Exhibit E he has fixed my salary at Rs. 23 till

April 1912. In i911 I got two increments. I remember once Rs. 22 and
! then Rs. 22. In 1912 I got Rs. 2R, I cant say when. T dont keep
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accounts. In 1913 I got Rs. Then Rs 32 or 83 and in November or
December 5. 1 got this Rs. 85 for November or December 1913 to the

N end of May 191+, I cannot say what amount I signed for in 1912. But
it was a greater figure than I actually received. I see Exhibit D. From

5  March 1918 to November 1918 T have signed for Rs 35 every month.

I never received Rs 85, I got only Rs. 32 or #8. In December 1913 T

have signed for Rs 4 whereas I received only Rs #5 From then up to

May, I have signed for. I's +0 but received only Rs. 35. From and includ-

ing June 1914 I received Rs. 40 per mensem and have signed for R§40

10 till the termination of my service. After I ceased my connection with the
School I filed a suit for arrears of salary and received then after decree.

I received my full pay in June 1914 owing to the intervention of 4th prosecu-
tion witness. 4th prosecution witness after the reopening of the School in

~ July 1914 found that the salaries of masters for April, May, and June 1914
15 were in arrears and with or without the consent of the correspondent, I do
not know, he paid some teachers out of fee collections. We received only the
usual lesser amounts from him. Some 3 or ¥ teachers were paid like that.
The teachers granted receipts for the full amounts. The accused sent word
through me to #th prosecution witness to bring the difference in the amounts

20 th prosecution witness told me that he wouldsreturn the difference on the
production of a receipt from the accused. [ gave that information to the

” accused. He kept quiet From the next month f rwards we began to draw

&)

full salary. I received from Ith prosecution witness Rs 4 according to the
receipt. I received Rs, 3% actually. Exhibit Y (5) is the receipt I passed to

25 dth prosecution witness ‘When the actual salaries began to be paid the accu-
sed got certain teachers to his house and made an informal lecture about his

idea for instituting a fund known as the Poor Boys' Fund., He also told the
teachers that he couid afford to'puy the teachers in full from that month for-
wards. He fixed a rate of 6 pies or so per rupee for our contributions to the

30 Poor Roys' Fund. The accused further added that it was not obligatory on
the part of all teachers to subscribe to the Poor Boys’ Fund. I was very
euthusiastic over the matter and I suggested to the accused that rules and
regulations might be made for the proper conduct of the Fund, He said

that unwritten law would work much better and wanted me fo keep quiet.

35 I paid for the Poor Boys’ Fund for about ? months. Nobody asked me
after that and T did not pay. The Poor Boys' Fund came into existence

y { in August 1914, when payment for June was made. Some teachers
— contributed some did not. Before this Fund was instituted there was
lno fund at all to my knowledge except the Committee's Fund , the general

401llfunds of the Committee of Education. Teachers used to go in batchejs“fror

iy tutorial purposes and for canvassing purposes. I have also gone on such
visits along with others, I have also gone by myself. There were expenses

in connection with these tours. In the official year 1913—I the manage-
ment might have paid about Rs. 30 or 40 towards such visit. The expendi-
43j|f ture is included in Contingent charges  Prior to June 1914 there were no
contributions by teachers (including myselfi for helping poor boys or for
meeting expenses of canvassing The letter giving cover to the 'ﬁnancial
statements for 1911—12 Exhibit S is in my hand writing. It has been
signed by the accused and all the statements are signed by the accused
50 The financial statements in Exhibit T and U all bear the accused's signature.
1 was examined by Ist prosecution witness with reference to the pay I was
drawing and T made a statement. Exhibit O is the statement I continue
Gt to be an ordinary member of the Committee of Education Accused is 8th
prosecution witness's cousin,
Cioss Examination :— Reserved.

(Signed) M. NAGASUBRAMANIA AYYAR.
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31—7—1916. M. Nagasubramania Ayyar sworn and examined by
Public Prosecutor :—

Exhibit C is the cash book of the Victoria High School. I have
written a major portion of it. Pages | to 5 are in P. W. 85 writing.
Pages 6 to 25 are in my writing.  Pages 26 to 51 are in 5th P. W's writing 5
Pages 52 and 53 arefin accused’s handwriting. Pages 54 to 59 are in the

handwriting of C, S Venkatarama Ayyar. The accused has signed Ex. C

throughout as correspondent.
Cross Examined by Mr. Shadagopashariar:—

I have been told that my mother’s father and the accused’s mother’s 10
father were brothers in a way. T dont know how many degrees removed.
I was not asked to pay any contribution for the benefit of the school.
I might have made sacrifice of money from my own pocket for the benefit
of the school. 8o long as I was there T used to spend something or other
for the welfare of the school - small sums — until T left the school, They 15
were paltry sums. When I go for canvassing and for any other thing
connected with the school I used to spend on coffee, bandy etc. If accused
asked me to write letters to some teacher I would write and incur postage
charges and would not recover them from the accused. If the accused had
asked me to contribute my mite I would have contributed. I wasa zealous 20
worker for the school —am even now. T will be the last man to do any-
thing to injure the school. I and P. W. 4 have given materials to P. W. 1
for the enquiry in this case. I have done this in the interests of justice.
The accused also worked for the school. It is owing to his influence that
we got funds. The persons who contributed most handsomely were 2
probably accused's clients. The school was the accused’s hobby ~ He was a
zealous worker for it. He is an important factor for the existence of the
school. T thought the enquiry would resuit in the reformation of the school
and incidentally of Mr Krishnasami Ayyar. There were no expenses with
regard to canvassing. There might be some very small expense T did noltj/" 30
ask teachers to contribute for the benefit of the school. I asked one teache
N. Paramasiva Ayyar to become a member of the Committee. He became
a member on 13 —1—19135. T do not remember to have asked any teacher
to contribute anything. T am a Matriculate. I know P. W 12 He was
my class mate in the same institution —Papanasam School. There was noff 35
understanding between me and him with regard to the payment of his
salary. He did not talk to me anything about his pay. I never asked him
to pay a contribution of Rs. 10 being a local man On_special occasions
when the accused goes away on professional work he used to give me money
and ask me to disburse salaries to teachers. Accused was a big vakil 40
Thaving extensive practice He trusted me very much. He did not entrust
me with funds. He would give me money on special occasions, not
generally, not always. I was known as the right-hand-man of Krishnasami
Ayyar. [ was generally in charge of the correspondence work of the
school. I will have gone to the Inspector half a dozen times in connection 4.
with the school with the accused and without him. It is not a fact that
P. W. 12 had an understanding with me that his pay was to be Rs. 0 and
that I paid him for the 1st month, that T asked him to contribute Rs 10 being
a local man and that after some discussion he agreed to make a contribu-
tion of Rs. 10 and that I paid him Rs 40. All this is false I dont 50
remember having ever paid P. W. 12. I was from time to time also
writing as a writer till a pucca writer was appointed. I know that P.W. 12
was getting only Rs 40. He has told me, I might also have seen him
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receiving Rs. 40 from the accused. I dont know whether teachers contri-

“buted from their salaries. I deny that I told P. W. 9 that he would be

liable to contribute, I never used to collect contributions from teachers and
spend the money. P. W. 12 was living in my house while at Papanasam.
We are friends Ex. F is P W, 12’s diary. I dont know who produced
it. P W. 4 was removed by ;the Committee of Education on or about
13—1—1915. T wrote to the Secretary for 3 months’ leave failing which
I said T would resign. That was within a week of the removal of P. W 4.
P. W. 4 was staying at Papanasam for 2 or 3 months after his: appointment
terminated. [ also stayed for 2 or 3 months after my appointment was
terminated. 1 produced certain of my documents to P. W. 4. He asked
for them and I gave them. I did not get any other documents from
others for the purpose of this enquiry. I supplied one long note for this
enquiry to P. W. 1 through P. W. 4. P. W. 4 and I were constantly
talking to each other for pushing on this enquiry. It was not for this
purpose that [ applied for leave. Exhibit XIV is my application for leave
submitted through the Head-master on 15—1—1915. TLeave was refused.
I made another application Exhibit XV. The leave that I asked for was
for the purpose of reforming the school by way of pushing on this enquiry
and by moving the District Registrar. My leave was for the purpose of
this enquiry. They were threatening me with dismissal. I thought of
leaving the institution. There were no urgent private affairs The idea
of reforming the school originated in me about the middle of 1914, about
May, June, July, 1914. Mr. Hart came to the scheol in the month of
August 14 after I entertained this idea. I did not tell Mr. Hart about the
irregularities in the school. 1 did not complain to Mr. Hart about having
been paid less than what I signed for. I was not sure that other teachers
would support me. I did not produce Exhibit E before Mr. Hart then.
Because accused is my relative and I did not want to go to that extent I
did not think of that letter then. I searched for that letter only in
December 191+,  If T had got Exhibit, E in August 1914, I might have
produced it before Mr. Hart. Matters came to crisis only when P. W. 4
was sent out on 19—12—1914. In may or June 1914 P: W. 4 said that
steps S}lolll«i be taken to get rid of the irregularities. I agreed with him
and said T would write to the accused to mend matters T wiote in  June or
July 1914, Tgot no reply to it. I had no private grudge against the

_ accused. | There is a shop called Central Stores at Papanasam. After
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March 1914 I have supplied articles to the school. I dont remember if
there was any reference from the Inspector stating that the prices charged
by me were abnormal or excessive. The accused did not say to me that I
behaved improperly in charging those extravagant prices. The accused did
not refuse to pay the price of the articles I supplied after 13th March 1914,
I see the letter shown to me. It was sent by me on 26th July 1914 to ¥he
accused. It is marked Exhibit XVI. When I say there that prices of the
articles supplied recently might be fabulous’” T refer to articles supplied by
accused’s uncle Ramasami Ayvar Prior to 13th March 1914, T refer to the
accused’s depth of feelings against me. He did not express those feelings
direct to me but sent word through his brother. He sent word to me that
I must not rake up matters. He sent word to me that I was responsible
for the chaotic condition of the school. I had no connection with the
supply of the articles referred to in the last para of Exhibit XVI as the
proprietor of the Central Stores. Prior to 13th March 1914 accused’s
uncle was the proprietor of the Central Stores. On 13—3—1914 myself and
the accused’s second brother Srinivasa Ayyar became joint proprieto’rs of the
Central Stores. C. S. Venkatarama Ayyar intimated to me that the accused,

, 41

‘his brother was angry with me. When I'say  chaotic condition of the
school” I mean the petition which Some teachers had preferred to the accused
against P, W. 4. T did not like the accused’s disposal of that petition. I did
not agree with him in his opinion that P.W.4 should have handled teachers
more tactfully. I dont remember how the accused dealt with the other
teachers. Isaw the order passed by the accused at a school council
‘When the grant vouchers were sent up to the . department and the bill was
cashed articles had not come from Madras. This was within 4 P. W’s
knowledge and P. W. 4 was saying that he would bring it to the notice of
the department. The accused probably thought that T had told P. W. 4
about the encashment of the bill and the non-arrival of the articles. This
is what T meant when I referred to the -chaotic condition of the school.
¢ The Central Stores” was not a regular firm : it was financed by accused
himself, who to oblige his uncle made him nominal proprietor and had
requested me to help him with his correspondence. I might have copied
bills prepared by the accused for the articles supplied before 13—3—1914.
The accused was not angry with me with regard to the prices of the
articles supplied before 13—3—1914. Exhibit XVII is a bill for articles
supplied to the school by the Central Stores. It is dated 30—4—1913.
‘The manuscript writing in the bill is mine. The accused was not angry
with me for the prices entered in Exhibit XVII, for T was not then the
proprietor of the “Central Stores”. The Central Stores was a bogus firm
till 13—3—1914.

Question :—Was the amount of Exhibit XVII paid or not ?
Answer :—How can I say ? I cannot say.

Question :—When Exhibit XVI was written by you was any money
due to you for articles supplied by you to the School ?

Answer :—Money was due to certain stores from the ‘“ Central Stores ™
before it was transferred to me and to Mr. Srinivasa Ayyar. Those stores
were the Timber Ware house, Madras and the Karur Industrial
School. As a representative of the Central Stores I had written to those
two stores, The money had not been paid up to the date of my letter
Exhibit XVI. So in order to put a stop to the matter I took up the
responsibility of getting money from the accused and paying those two firms.
I do not know why I took up that responsibility. I say thatin order to
pay the Timber Ware-house and Karur Industrial School for articles some
of which are included in Exhibit XVII money was due to me from the
accused. In Exhibit XVI Isay ‘my dues’ These are the dues I so refer
to there. Witness volunteers (The accused’s brother told me that I must
not side with P. W. + and that if I sided so he would implicate me in the
¢ Central Stores ” affair. So I inferred that if I intervened in the School affair
he would implicate me in the Central Stores affair). I was aware that the
prices charged in Exhibit XVII were fabulous. I had the fear that accused
would implicate me by telling that the articles were charged at fabulous
prices. I feared delay in the payment of my dues for articles supplied
consequent on accused’s anger. 1 feared that I might be handed up for
punishment to the Educational authorities or to the Magisterial authorities.
I feared because of my fault in having corresponded for the manager. I
signed letters in my name for the manager. There will not be any’ originals
of that correspondence signed by Ramasami Ayyar. There was no authorisa-
tion by Ramasami Ayyar. I did it under instructions from the accused.
I thought that the accused would disallow the payment of the arrears of the
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bill Exhibit XVIL I swas afraid because I interfered in the School affairs
because accused thought I interfered in the School affairs I was afraid that
the accused might disallow the payment assigning as the reason thf\t I
charged prohibitive rates. The worst that T feared was that accused mlght
hand me up to the Educational authorities or to the Police for my having
associated with Central Stores prior to 18th March 1914 I did not
mortgage my property for the purpose of running the * Central Storfes el
mortgaged my land with Srinivasa Ayyar of Sivaganga for Rs. 1000 1n+9'l3
or so. Probably in 1913, I mortgaged my house to discharge the prior
debt. I sold a portion of my garden for Rs. 1000 in 1915 or so—not for
the purpose of the Central Stores of which I was then the joint proprietor.
I borrowed money from Ramanathan Chetty for the purpose of running the
Central Stores after I had become part proprietor. I borrowed money
in 1911 or 1912 from the Mutual Benefit Fund, Kumbakonam. The Central
Stores ” was in existence then and I was then doing clerical work for it as
representative of Ramasami Ayyar. There was no reply to Exhibit XVI.
I think Mr. Hart came in December 1914. I did not tell Mr. Hart about
the underpayment of teachers, because even then I had no confidence in my
co-teuchers. T did not consult P, W. + about bringing it to the notice of
Mr. Hart. After P. W. - was sent away I thought that there was no other
go but to have a regular enquiry.

. My salary wasnotRs. 8. It was‘only Rs. 2C. T reccived Rs. 20,
I received the salary which was due to me and to which I was entitled.
Witness volunteers (I was entitled to Rs. 28 but I received only Rs. 20).
I signed for Rs. 28, I had to sign for Rs. 28,

Question :—Finally what do you say your salary was at first ?

Answer :—My salary was Rs. 20.  If my salary had not been paid

Jand I had had to claim it by a suit I would have sued only for Rs. 20,

Question :— Did youknow that it was dishonest to have signed for Rs.28.
knowing that you were entitled only to Rs. 20 ?

Answer:—1t is disgraceful on my part and T am ashamed of it. It was
dishonest. In 1971 and 1912 I did not think about this. When I began to
understand in 1912 or 1913 that accused was makine money out of short-
payments to teachers. T questioned him as to what he was doing with the
surplus amounts. He said I would see one day what he did with them. He
applied for a building grant at the end of 1415 or beginning of 1914, T asked
how he was going to get money as the Committee had no funds. He said he
would manage somehow. I thought he would utilise the surplus for this
purpose and I was satisfied. I continued to sign for a larger amount. I u
to prepare Financial Statements. But there will be corrections made by the
Correspondent. T entered my salary there as per Acquittance roll. That was
false. How can I write anything but what is in the Acquittance roll. ' I
prepared the statements under accused’s directions. How could I write my
real salary when accused is an elderly member of the house? 1 wrote a lie
with regard to my salary.  Ex—S the Financial statement Appendix F is
i_n my handwriting. The statement of teaching staff in Exhibit U is
in my hand-writing T might have written the financial statements in
1908- €9, 1900— 10, 1910—11, 1911—12 and part of the statements in
1912—1912. 1 became a member of the Education Committee in 1910, I
felt penitent in December 1913 or January 1914+ I did not tell the President
or any member of the Committee about irregularity. I was examined by,
P. W. 1 orally. P.W. I did not record my statement. 1 prepared Ex. 0

43

at Papanasam in my house and sent it by post. I did not show it to P. W 4.
I did not consult P. W, 4 before preparing Ex. O. It was on 29th May
1915. The date of Ex. O that [ divulged the matter to the authorities. I
was only asked for a statement of my salaries at different periods, so I did
not mention my conversation with the accused or other details.

(Signed) M. NAGASUBRAMANIA AYYAR.

Cross=sxamination cotinned 2—8—1916

The accused’s asking P. W. 4 through me for the money remaining
with him after short payment to teachers and P 'W. 4 asking for a receipt
therefor, I considered very important. But I did not mention it in
Exhibit O. I did not think of it then. I did not remember this incident
when writing Exhibit O. I did not mention this to any of the authorities
until I gave a deposition in this Court. I remember I went alone to P. W. 4
to receive payment in July 1914, He offered me full salary wiz, Rs. 40.
Without placitig the money on the table he asked me to take Rs. 40. He
asked me what my salary was. I said Rs. 40. I told him that my actual
salary was Rs. 35. He said what was your real salary then. WWhat was
your Acquittance roll salary then ? I said Rs. 40. He asked me ‘“would you
like to take Ks. 45 or 357. I told him that I must take only the lower sum.
He gave me Rs 35. [Lsigned a temporary receipt for Rs. 40, knowing
that it was false. I was entitled to only to Rs. 35 not to Rs 40.

To Court :—If T had gone to a Court of law for that month's salary I
would have claimed only Rs 335, not Rs. 40. I'had considered the matter
even in 1913 and come to the conclusion that it was dishonest to pass a
receipt for a larger amount. Nevertheless I passed a receipt for Rs. 40 in
July 1914 because I feared the manager w:, the accused. I have said in
my chief examination that about May 1911 I wrote twice or thrice to the
accused protesting against this malpractice of obtaining receipts for larger
amounts. So my conscience had been awakened to the dishonesty of the
thing even in May 1911. T did not adopt the straightforward and effective
course of signing for the actual salary I received, because I was then in
accused’s grip. I was so intimate with him and he treated me like his son.
That is all that I mean by saying that I was in his grip. I wrote
to him advising hiin against the malpractice of obtaining receipts. After
May 1911 whenI had full consciousness that the habit of giving receipts
tor larger amounts was wrong I still went on signing for larger amounts
because the accused wanted to get large teaching grants from Govern-
‘ment - illegitimately. In 1912 I began to understand that this was
accused’s object in getting false receipts. In the short term of 1912 a large
number of teachers were appointed and he began to get a large amount of
money by short payment to them. I was a party to it. I knew that
accused did this in order to get larger grants from Government. [ was a
party to this intention of the accused to cheat the Department from 1912 up
to July 1914 i. ¢., for the official years 191112, 1912—13, 1913—14.

To Mr. Shadagopachariar :—1I thought that it was for the welfare of
the institution that this practice by which the accused was enabled to earn
larger grants from Government should go on. Till about the middle of 1914
I thought it was for the good of the school. Then I began to think he was
really making money. The Acquittance roll amount is posted in the
Committee’s accounts—that is to say, a larger amount than is actually
disbursed to teachers. The difference will go to the Correspondent’s pocket.
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I knew he had been showing the acquittance'roll amounts in the Commit-
tee's accounts even before, 7. ¢, from the very beginning. But I thought
the accused was going to utilise the amounts for purchasing a site. He did
not do so and I thought he was cheating the Committee also. This was in
July 1914. I thought that the acquisition was not going to take place.
The land was to be acquired compulsarily under the Act. The accused had
applied for a grant for acquiring the site  The site included a small extent
of Church land. I did not get up any petition against the acquisition ofthe
Church land. T do not know whether or not the Correspondent said that
the Church land might be excluded. I did not take any steps to inform my-
self about the stage in which that matter was. On 31st instant when I was
questioned what was the motive of the accused in getting receipts for larger
amounts than were paid to teachers, I did not give the answer which I have
made this morning viz, that accused wanted to get larger teaching grants
from Governiment. I did not make this answer as I was confused then.
About 14th December 1914 I resolved to take steps to reform the Committee
and the School. First of all I went round to the members of the Com-
mittee and got signatures and wrote a registered letter to theé accused. It
was during the vacation in December that I found Exhibit E. I handed it
over to P. W. 4 because he was the leader. I was not present when P. W. 4
paid other teachers. I said I was afraid of the manager and therefore gave
a receipt for Ns. 40 to P. W. 4. My fear was that he might dismiss me or
do physical injury to me or induce some men to beat me. In December
1914 T gave up that fear. Accused’s brother wanted to get rid of me. I
have said in Exhibit XVI that ¢ he must know it is too soon to dispensetwith
my service: I meant by that that Venkatarama Ayyar must know that T
was iudispensable to the school It is not a veiled challenge to the accused. I
thought that the prosperity of the school would be at an end if matters
were not reformed. Exhibit XVIII is a letter that I wrote to the accused
on 15 —1-19.5, I thought that the school could no longer be reformed as
P.. W. 4 had gone away, so 1 refer in Exhibit XVIII to the temporary
triumph of rhe_schonl. P. W. 4 was pulling on with other teachers very
well. Tn Exhibit XVT, I have said *“ you know well as much as I know about
o)ur I-Fedd master and we should pull on with him ”. T meant by that that
P. W 4 was a h:frd man, an exacting man. I meant P. W. 4 was a difficult
man to pull on with and that all the same we must pull on with him. I
l{ne\\" at tl}at tmlfi that the accused was dissatisfied with him. I was an
admirer of P: W. 4 and so he was my leader in January 1915, I have
made complaints by letter to the District Registrar against the management
e e e e e
June 1911 was Rs. 22 qc‘ ording t g'O 5.112_.‘ e (')f
e thi,t e c T mgv 3 my recol ection. So the statement in
B > my present sal.zu_\ on |-7-1911 was Rs. 23 must be wrong.
efore Exhibit E_, I wanted higher pay. In June 1911 I was signing for
Rs 29b In April 19!2 T signed for Rs 29. After Exhibit E I dont
';}1:;:]“?51“2\ :r had an interv 1e‘\x w }th the accused regarding my pay.
e wi greement or understanding as to how much I should sign the
ncqulttanct? roll for. I dont remember if there was an agreement or an
lmde'rs'tandmg that T should sign for a larger amount than I received. In
g:lublt E accused asked me to see him ak;out my salary 1 was living at
})ak[lms‘ml then :‘\nd 50 was accused. I did not go and see him. I was on
:ﬁaq;:i;n:s with l?un. After the date of Exhxb}t( E Idid not speak to
accused about my salary. At the date of Exhibit E my real salary was-

not Rs. 29 and it was not an increase of over Rs. 29 that T was asking for, '

Afterwards T have asked accused for increase of pay and he has granted me.
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He has asked me to sign for larger amounts to which I agreed. I was
living with P. W. 5in 1913. T have seen Exhibit G in his house. I have
not looked into them T did not take it from 5th P. W's house. I do not
know how it passed into 4th P. W’s hands. Exhibit G was not written up
afte
boys  Other teachers did not go out so often as T used to go. The school
was advertised by notices. Exhibit XIX series. I used to go and find out
the number of boys in each village reading in other High Schools with
view to get them for our school. I used to take a list—Exhibit XX is one
of those lists that were taken by me. The portion marked Exhibit XX is in
my writing. T used to take applications (cyclostyled by me) to villages.
Exhibits XXT and XXI-(A) aresuch application forms cyelostyled by me.
Exhibit XXI (B) is an application form written by me. I have signed it for
parent or guardian myself. T have signed many such applications both in
villages and in the school. These expeditions to villages meant a small sum.
I did not pay the cost of these visits I was not in possession of funds for
its payment. Teachers did not contribute for canvassing expenses. To my

knowledge nobody contributed. During the years 1911 to I914 I \\ill“

have paid salaries to members of the teaching staff say in 10 months, and I
have got their acquittances on the acquittance roll. I was never in charge
of the funds of the school except of such funds of the Recreation Club
as passed through me as Secretary. The accused’s brother used to pay
salaries. After he accepted the writer's place in ths school in September
1913 he generally used to pay the salaries of teachers Teachers used to doa
Mandakapadi for the Pillayar te nple. Iused to bein charge of the funds for
that. I dont know if accused’s brother is in charge of the Mandakapadi
funds I was not angry with the accused because my place was taken by
Venkatarama Ayyar. I dont know from what source the canvassing
charges were met. Accused paid the charges from his own pocket for our
visits to the Inspector. He paid for those visits which I went on by myself.

““At the prize distribution I felt that the accused did not speak a woid

in commendation of my work. I speak of it in Exhibit XVI. T filed a
suit against the Secretary of the Committee for Education for arrears
of pay. He pleaded that certain amounts were due by me and that
I had not submitted accounts. But he did not appear and after -
or 5 hearings it was decreed ex-tarte. In his statements he has reserved
the right of bringing a suit for the moneys which he states are due by
me. In 1915 the relations between me and the accused were strained.
I was one of the applicants for the Union Chairman’s place at Papanasam
when I was an Assistant in the school in October 19:4. T met Mr.
Krishnamma and he said ““there are better men. I have appointed
Mr. C. S. Krishnasami Ayyar” and I kept quiet. This was at the
close of 1914—before 19—12—1914. I was not. unhappy over this.
1 was a member of the Union Panchayat. I was not satisfied with A
sami Ayyar, Bill Collector. I got him punished by transfer to Ammapet.
The accused after he became Chairman appointed him Bill Collector again
at Papanasam and I was then a member of the Panchayat. I objected to
appointing him. I wrote to the President Taluk Board direct, knowing
that Ayyasami Ayyar had been recommended. I wrote a confidential
D. O. to the accused against his appointment—but to no effect. Nothing came
out of my petition to the President Taluk Board and Ayyasami Ayyar is
still Bill Collector. Mr. Krishnamma asked me if the accused was unpopular
with Mahomedans. I told him I could not definitely say anything about it.
I wanted to become the Trustee of a Vishnu temple even while I was a
teacher in the school. My father was a Trustee of the temple for 18 years.

c

January 1915. Tused to go several times to villages for canvassing for m 9)
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I did not succeed. The Devastanam Committee appointed the accused as
Trustee. In 1912 or 13, I applied for this Trusteeship and I might have
mentioned my pay as teacher in my application. I must have mentioned the
Acquittance roll pay in my application not the actual pay received by me.
The statement of my pay in my application if it was the acquittance roll
pay was false. I made an application for loan in the Mutual Benefit
Fund, Kumbakonam. It must have been prior to 1914. I might have
mentioned ‘my pay in my application for loan either truly or falsely.
Generally I used to mention my pay only as per acquittance roll. I

* generally used to do so because I must adhere to the acquittance roll. T did
“not begin to speak ill of the institution after I left the school. It is not a
\fact that I exhibited in Tiruvadamarudur a typed copy of an order that

recognition had been withdrawn from the Victoria High School and that the
strength was going down.

Re-cxaminaticn :  The Timber ware-house and the Karur Industrial
School were sending reminders after reminders to the Manager Central
Stores for their arrears. Legally Ramasami Ayyar was responsible for
them. Probably he went and asked the accused for money. He told me
that he went and asked accused for money but was not paid. Ramasami
Ayyar was a poor man and he feared that he would have to pay had the
accused not paid, T told him that he need not pay and that I weuld pay it.
The amount due to the Timber ware-house and Karur Industrial School was
Rs. 100 each. T took up the responsibility of paying on Ramasami Ayyar’s
behalf if the accused failed to pay. [did not make myself responsible by
executing any pro-note. Exhibit XVII is signed by the accused

Note: =Tt is brought to notice at this stage that the paper marked
Exhibit XVII is not the list or bill with reference to which the questions
were intended to be put in cross examination and that the paper with
reference to which questions were intended to be put is the paper now
marked Exhibit XVIL.a. Accused’s Vakil is allowed to cross examine afresh
with reference to Exhibit XVII-a.

Cross examination: —Exhibit XVIT-a is a list of articles to be got
from the special grant of Rs. 500 which was sent to the Inspector for
approval. It is in my hand-writing. Accused was not angry with me for
the prices entered in this lisf. Some of the articles in Exhibit XVII-a were
not paid for till July 1914. : They were supplied in the beginning of 1914
or so by the Central Stores before I became proprietor. I do not know if the
Inspector objected to the prices of some of the articles in Exhibit XVII-a
as fabulous. The accused did not speak to me about the fabulous character
of the prices charged. He was not angry with me. © A part of the articles
for which money was due to the Karur Industrial School and for whigh
I made myself responsible on behalf of Ramasami Ayyar is included in
Exhibit XVIL-a . e., the demonstration-table and for those articles supplied
by the Central stores for payment of which I made myself responsible the
accused owed me money. The prices mentioned in Exhibit XVILa were
excessive to the accused’s knowledge and, to my knowledge. It is with
reference to these prices that I was afraid in Exhibit XVI that accused
would disallow payment and would hand me up.

Re-cxamination :—Exhibit XVIL-a was copied from some original in
accused’s house at his request. This is the office copy and has not been
signed. The fair copy has been signed. Exhibit GG is the fair copy of
Exhibit XVIL-a. The articles had not been purchased on 18 - 7 - 1913,
I cant say that the prices in Exhibit GG were fixed by the accused.
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T did not furnish any voucher for the supply of the demonstration table to

the accused. I did not supply any of the articles in Exhibit GG (Exhibit
XVII-a). Exhibit GG is a receipted bill for part of the amount of Exhibit
GG. Tt is signed by Ramasami Ayyar uncle of the accused as manager

of the Central Stores. I do not remember that I have at any time signed 3
receipts before 13—3—1914 on behalf of the Central Stores. Ido not
remember whether I have signed bills on behalf of the Central Stores before

13 -3—-1914 or not I was not proprietor of the Central Stores before
13—3—1914. T see the letters shown to me. They were written by the
accused to me on 15—3—1913 and: 20-3 -1913. They are marked 10
Exhibits HH and JJ. T see the money order acknowledgment by Messrs.
Wheeler & Co., the coupon at foot of it is signed by R Srinivasavaradachari
who is dead and whose signature I know. He was the Tamil Pandit of the
School.  Exhibit LL is the bill of Subbiah Chetty’s referred to in Exhibit
HH. Tt is addressed to me on 14 -3—1913 as manager Central Stores
Papanasam but I was not manager. When I got Exhibits HH and J] T was
in Madras. The accused has asked me therein to order certain articles.
They were for the School. The money that he says there he would remit
was for the purchase of articles for the School. After purchase the articles
are passed through the Central Stores. Bills are made out for them as per 20
the lists submitted to the Department in the name of the Central Stores and
articles are supplied to the School. In Exhibit XVI, I say that the prices

of certain of the articles that were recently supplied under the name of the
Central Stores might be fabulous, because the Central Stores was no firm

at #ll. Certain articles were indented for from Tiondon through Commission 2!
Agent Gopalasami Ayyar of Kumbakonam, they were received to the
address of Krishnasami Ayyar (the accused) ; and when received they were
passed through the Central Stores to the School.

G

St

(Witness says he feels giddy  His further examination is adjourned
for tomorrow). 30

(Signed) M. NAGASUBRAMANIA AYYAR.

3—8—1916. Sworn and re-examination by the Public Prosecutor

continued.

These articles were for the Laboratory. Isee the letter shown to me.
It is a letter dated 19—8—1913 by the accused to Gopalasami Ayyar ;
it is signed by the accused. It is marked Exhibit MM. It is a letter to
indent for these articles from London. I see the letter dated 2—7—1913
shown to me. The writing is mine. It is marked Exhibit NN. Tt
is signed by V. Ramachandra Ayyar the then Head-master of the School.
It is a letter written to Mahalinga Ayyar to verify bills of the Lord Ripon 40
Press. The Head-master asked me to write it and I wrote it. I dont know
anything about the accused’s request to the Head-master to write to
Mahalinga Ayyar; the Head-master asked me to write so and I wrote so.
Exhibit NN (1) is the letter of the Manager of the Liord Ripon Press
enclosing the bill referred to in Exhibit NN. Exhibit OO is the deed of 45
transfer of the Central Stores executed by Ramasami Ayyar in favour of
myself and Srinivasa Ayyar. Exhibit OO (1) is the receipt for money paid
for Central Stores articles transferred to me and Srinivasa Ayyar. IExhibit
GG (2) is a receipted bill for Rs. 182-—4—0 submitted by the manager
Central Stores. Till we obtained a transfer of the Central Stores it was 50
located in the payal of the School building. Ramasami Ayyar was for some
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time water carrier in the School and some time hostel manager. Exhibit D
shows that he has received Rs. 7 as water carrier in' July 1913, In August
1913 he has signed Exhibit D'as attender. From October 1913 to January
1914 he has signed Exhibit D as attender. Ramasami Ayyar shown as
attender and as water-shed keeper in the statement of servants attached to
the financial statement Exhibit U was the proprietor of the Central Stores and
the Father-in-law of C. S. Venkatarama Ayyar the writer of that statement

Cross examined again with permission :—(as the documents filed in re-
examination have introduced new matter).

The ther Head-master Ramachandra Ayyar ‘is my sister’s husband.
Ramasami Ayyar, proprietor of the Central Stores stands in the relation of
paternal uncle to Ramachandra Ayyar. Aerated waters, biscuits, peppermint
were sold by Ramasami Ayyar. When I became proprietor I think we got
small quantities of medicines and sold them. Before March 1914, I had no
interest in the Central Stores as proprietor. But I was doing everything that
I was asked to do. Before March 1914 I prepared bills of the Central
Stores sent orders for articles to be supplied by the Central Stores to the
School, received small sums due to the Central Stores on behalf of Rama-
sami Ayyar, sent money by money-order for the Central Stores, maintained
a despatch register for the Central Stores shewing what bills were sent and
what orders were placed. The science articles were not indented for by me
and large sums used to be sent by the accused only direct. Except for these
L did everything else for the Central Stores asa proprietor would do
before March 1914. I have borrowed jointly with Ramasami Ayyar for
running the Central Stores. It was a small sum. I borrowed jointly with
him only once. That is my recollection. Exhibit XXIII is our bond for
Rs 50 executed on 29—2—1912, T see another pro-note shown to me. It
was executed jointly by myself and Ramasami Ayyar for Rs. 50 borrowed
on 26—9 ~ 1911 for the Central Stores. It is marked Exhibit XXIV. The
interest in both bonds is 2 percent per mensem. Tdid not discharge these
two bonds myself. I did not pay. At the time when Exhibit XXIII was
executed there were pro-notes executed by Ramasami Ayyar alone to the
Chetty outstanding. When Exhibit XXIV was executed there was one
pro-note of mine outstanding. That pro-note was not executed by me for
money borrowed for running the Central Stores, I do not know whether
Exhibits XXIIT and XXIV have been discharged. Ramasami Ayyar was
carrying on business in the pial of the School from 1911 to 12th March 1914.
Assoonas I took over the proprietorship the business was shifted to a
rented building very near the School. At the time of the transfer I did not
take anything from the Stores for my share. I did not take any books
from the Stores. At the time when business was opened by me accoun
were kept. Srinivasa Ayyar is a Village Karnam and a somewhat substantial
man. There was an understanding between us that the profits were to be

shared in proportion to our respective investments Both of us put in capital.
1 put-as capital, books.

Q testion :—Did you take those books from the Central Stores as your
share ?

Answer: —1 did not take them from the Central stores. I took them
from Ramasami Ayyar. Ramasamy Ayyar gave me those books for being
sold and the value to be paid to him. I showed them as my capital because
when the books came to me they were my property. Some of them have
been sold and I cannot say whether I have paid the value of those books to
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Ramasami Ayyar. T must refer to my accounts in order to say that. T said
private accounts. I do not keep regular private accounts. I have got
some private accounts. They will show the ‘payment to Ramasamy Ayyar
of the value of the books taken from him. I 'have paid to Ramasami Ayyar
about Rs. 22 on account of those books. T have said in chief examination
that I kept no accounts. I meant that I kept no regular accounts. I never
used to write my salary in those accounts. I did not produce those accounts
to P. W. 1. Tkepta day-book and a ledger for the Central Stores after I
became joint proprietor. I deposited the books as my capital and entered
their value in the day book. [Fxhibit XXV is the da y book. Exhibit
XXV-(A) is the entry relating to my capital. The value of the hooks is
entered as Rs. 46. T had not paid anything to Ramasami jar as the
value of those books at that time. Those books were only entrusted to me
for sale. 1 deposited them as my property as they came into my hands. I
also paid in as capital the value of Boys, Note books 19 viz, Rs. 3—9—0
Exhibit XXV-(B). They were not taken from the Central Stores. They
were the property of the Head master Ramachandra Ayyar. These books
had been placed by Ramachandra Ayyar in the Central Stores. At the time
of the transfer, Ramasami Ayyar took some things from the Central Stores.

Question :—Did you take the value of those goods as your capital ?
Answer :—Yes. It is Rs. 35.

Rs. 34—2-—0 shown in Exhibit OO (1) is Ramasami Ayyar’s share of
the central stores. Nobody else had a share in the Central Stores. Those
articles mentioned in Exhibit OO (1) were kept in the school pial which was
the place of business of the Central stores. They were paid for by the firm
2 ¢., myself and Srinivasa Ayyar, not by me. Those articles are our joint
concern. But in Exhibit XXV Rs 35 is credited as my share. Exhibit
XXV (c) because money went out of my pocket. Exhibit OO0 (1) was
taken for receipt’s sake in the name of the firm. It had to be written
in favour of us both. Exhibit XXVI is a register showing the articles
purchased by the Central stores. As the bookstands it commences from
the 19th page. I renounced my rights as partner in favour of Srinivasa
Ayyar in July 1915. I received consideration in the shaps of books, -of
that I am quite certain. But I dont know if T received consideration in
the shape of money as well. I gave Srinivasa A Exhibit
XXVII is the receipt passed by me to Srinivasa Aysy Some of the
amount was paid to me in cash, some in books. All the account books of
the firm were taken by Srinivasa Ayyar. P. W. I came in the month of
February 1915. I dont remember the month he came early in February
1915. 1 did not cause the first 18 pages of bit XXVI to be torn
anticipating the visit of the Inspector. One Ramamirtham was the Stores
Clerk at that time. Exhibit XXVI contains an entry ‘¢ this account begins
from page 19.” I did not cause Ramamirda Ayyar to write it. I saw the
endorsement of my partner Srinivasa Ayyar dated 11—1—1915, T know
that Srinivasa Ayyar went with Ramamirtha Ayyar to complain to P. W. 1
that the pages were torn by me. P. W. 1 did not ask me anything about
these pages being torn. Those pages did not contain entries of articles
supplied to the school by the Central Stores. They did not contain a list
of articles purchased by the Central Stores for the school. They contained
a stock of articles purchased by the Central Stores. Those pages were not
wholly in my hand writing. Some of them were in my hand writing.
The articles were purchased for supplying the public, the school included.
There were two despatch books one maintained by me prior to 13-3-1914

d

g
D

(N

—
>

25

30

a5

40




O

o

o0

and another maintained by the firm after 13—3—1914. Some of thg
orders for the articles shown in those torn pages will be found in the despatch
book maintained after 13—3—1914. Exhibit XXVIII is the despatch
register maintained by me. This despatch register contains entries also after
13—3—1914. The register contains orders placed with firms for articles
for the Central Stores. They refer also to vouchers sent from the Central
Stores to the School. There is a Rowthan called Pakirmahomed Rowther
of Rajagiri. I did not place Exhibit XXVIII in his house. It is fafse.
I was not present when P. W. 1 took possession of certain- vouchers from
the school. I see the list shown to me. It isa list of vouchers signed by
P. W. 1. TItis marked Exhibit XXIX. I was not present when those
vouchers were taken. I was present at Papanasam on the date of Exhibit
XXIX. The despatch register Exhibit XXVIIT should be in the Central
Stores properly speaking It was missing for a long time. I was searching
for it T first missed it after May or June I914. I did not make any
attempt to recover the book: I szarched for it, it was missing. I did not
tell P. W. 1 that it was missing I did not tell him that there was a register
showing the placing of orders for the Central Stores. But I have told him
that T used to do a lot of correspondence work. Exhibit XXIX is a list of
vouchers given by the Central Stores to the school—All the Central Stores
vouchers except the two unnumbered vouchers are shown by me in Exhibit
XXVIIT, T sent an order to the Karur Industrial School on behalf of the
Central Stores for demonstration table and some other things I sent an
order to the Timber warehouse also for Dual desks. I sent a portion of
the money to both. I received a demand from the Central Stores addressed
to the manager and I opened it. Exhibit XXX is the demand. I sent a
remittance by money order and addressed the acknowledgment in my own
hand as M. Nagasubramania Ayyar Central Stores, Papanasam. It was a
foolish responsibility on my part. The acknowledgment is marked Exhibit
XXX (a'. Iwas supplying articles to the Sub-Assistant’s office up to
13—3—1914 on behalf of Ramasami Ayyar. I received payments on
behalf of Ramasami Ayyar, I supplied articles to the Recreation Club
attached to the Taluk Office on behalf of Ramasami Ayyar. I remember to
have suplied it with badminton bats. On_ behalf of Ramasami Ayyar I
got payments. [ was also supplying stationery. I remember to have
supplied to the Union Office before I became a proprietor—on behalf of
Ramasami Ayyar. Other suppliers also made demands upon the manager
for goods supplied and | made payments for the manager. Exhibit XXXI
is a bill for articles supplied to the school on 17 9—1914 when [ was joint
Proprietor. If I received the amount I would have signed on the back of
1t “ Keceived payment ” and signed my Dame as manager or proprietor.
I have signed on the back of Exhibit NXXT ¢ for manager’ by mere force @
habit because I had been signing ¢ for manager ’ before 13-3-1914. Exhibit
XXXIT is another receipt passed by me on 18 -9_| 914 signed for
manager. Exhibit XXNIII and XXXIV are bills signed by me ‘for
manager’ on 12—11—1913 and 17—11—1913 respectively. I was not
PRERRIEET (0 proprietor then. Gopalasami Ayyar isa commission agent for
mporting iron ware from England. | knew him in 1913. For some of
the science articles got through Gopalasami Ayyar | had applied to Madras
ﬂ!ld Pombay in vain. 1 did not go to Gopalasami Ayyar. The accused
himself sent the list to him. Gopalasami Ayyar would not trust the
Central Stores.  So the accused himself undertook the responsibility, [
remember that I prepared a list of articles to be got from England on
behalf of the Central Stores under instructions from the accused. Gopala
sami Ayyar did not tell me that he wanted a guarantee for payment of his
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commission. I did not see him at all. Gopalasami Ayyar and T did not go
to Madras to clear the goods from the Customs House. I did not pay the
freight on those goods nor the Customs duties. [ dont remember if I paid
the Railway charges from Madras to Papanasam. 1 see Exhibit MM, I
produced it to P, W. 4. [ got Exhibit MM from Gopalasami Ayyar
through one Ayyasami Ayyar his brother-in-law. I got it early in 1915.
I wanted the letter in connection with the enquiry. When I got Exhibit J]
and HH [ was in Madras for the purchase of grant articles for the school
on behalf of the Central Stores under instructions from the accused. The
accused was paying money for school purposes—from what source I do not
know. [ placed orders for the articles mentioned in Exhibit JJ and HH.
Before Exhibit LL [ have placed orders with Subbiah Chetty for books.
Exhibit LL styles me * manager of the Central Stores’. He did not know me
before I did not represent myself as the manager. I said I was the
representative of the Central Stores. He addressed me as manager. I
did not attach any importance to it. Representative means ¢ manager’ in
tamil. T might have said I was manager. It was not I that fixed the
price of Exhibit XVII (a). In respect of Exhibit XVII (a) the two bills
Exhibit GG (1) and GG (2) were sent. On these two vouchers the
Inspector Mr. Hart wrote to the accused that the prices were not in
accordance with the list supplied by the Director of Public Instruction.
Exhibit XXXV is the letter Exhibit XXXV (a) is the accused’s reply.
Exhibit XXXV (b) is the order of the Inspector thereon. After receipt of
Exhibit XXXV the accused was not angry with me for giving fabulous
prices. He himself gave them, how could he be angry with me? 1 cant
explain why the Inspector decided to cancel the vouchers in Exhibit
XXXV (b). I did not go to the Inspector’s office to explain this matter.

Re-examination :— Exhibit PP series are some of the vouchers referred
to in Exhibit XXIiX. The Ist 18 pages of Exhibit XXV contained entries
of articles purchased from Ramasami Ayyar at the transfer and a_copy of
the transfer deed signed by Ramasami Ayyar and entries of certain other
articles purchased on behalf of the Central Stores after transfer. Those
pages did not contain anything else. The whole of the Ist page of Exhibit
XXV is in my partner Srinivasa Ayyar's writing.

(Signed) M. NAGASUBRAMANIA AYYAR.
Dated 23—8—1916.  Sworn and Cross-cxamined after charge :—

I did not make Collections from teachers for canvassing purposes. I
was not in possession of funds out of which to meet canvassing expenses. |
was not in charge of the recreation funds. The school writer was in charge
of the funds. I was a writer when | was Head Master. [ was Head
master until N. R. Subramania Ayyar came as Head master—sometime in
June or July 1912. There was no recreation fund then. The school was
very young then and [ don’t think that any recreation fee was collected. The
several writers were in charge of recreation fund till January 1914. While
I was the secretary of the Recreation Club I was responsible for the moneys
that passed through me. I was Sacretary twice and the list term of my
secretaryship ceased a day or two before I severed my connection with the
school. I never met the expenses of canvassing. I never kept any accounts
of money spent for canvassing purposes. The coronation Durbar was held
on 12—12—1911, At that time there was a proposal to raise a permanent
fund for the school. T dont remember that there was any proposal to secure
loans without interest for purchasing articles etc, for the school. I did
not offer to secure funds for the purpose of canvassing for boys and increas-
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ing the strength of the school. I am in friendly terms with Mr. N, R.

“Subramania Ayyar. I did not tell him that I had undertaken the duty of

making collections for canvassing purposes. I and Paramasiva Ayyar went
sto Nallur to secure N. R. Subramania Iyer’s services. When I went to
Willages for canvassing T used to spend something out of my own pocket for
bandy hire and for coffee and drinks for myself and one or two teachers
who .might accompany me. I used to spend small sums for coffee and drinks
and rarely for bandy hire. I did not at any time entrust R. Viswanagha
Tyer with any money for canvassing expenditure. During 3 or 4 years I will
have spent Rs. 20 or 30 for canvassing expenses. I have not made any
sacrifice of money for the school excepting these small sums. When I say in
Exhibit XVIII ¢ Sacrifice of money ’ I refer only to the Rs. 20 or 30 which I
spent out of my pocket for canvassing and which sum was great to me then.
There used also to be celebrations such as Harikatha performances for
which teachers contributed and I have contributed to them; this also I
refer to as well as the membership of Rs. 57 which T have paid to the
committee,

Re-examination :—Tiruvadamarudur on one side and Sulamangalam on
the other side are the farthest distances I have travelled by rail for
canvassing. I have travelled by cart for canvassing within a radius of five
miles. Sometimes we used to go in accused’s bandy. Sometimes we used
to go to villages at the cost of the parents. We used to take our food in
the houses of parents of boys. We did not pay for our food. Canvassing
used to be done generally in the summer recess.

(Signed) M. NAGASUBRAMANIA AYYAR.
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DEPOSITION OF 1lTH WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.
DaTED 25!—‘7—15)](\'.

Name :—M. C. Subramania Ayyar

Father’s Name : —Chidambara Ayyar.

Caste :—Brahmin

Occupation :—Miras.

Age:—42.

Residence :—Kumbakonam.

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :—

? am Secretary of the Committee of Education, Papanasam. I was
appointed on 13—1—1915 to succeed the accused. I am a member of the
Committee from November 1914. I have brought all the documents
summoned which I had. The documents summoned which I have not
produced I have not got. Exhibit EE is the Committee’s Cash Book.
Exhibit FF is the Minutes Book or Book of Resolutions of the Committee —
fair copied from the original Resolutions. Exhibit CC is my reply to the
Inspector’s communication asking for explanation of certain irregularities.
Exhibit CC-1 is the letter to which Exhibit CC is the reply. The accused
helped me to draft Exhibit CC and also the Head master. The accused
drafted the' explanation as the matter related to his time.

Cross-E xamination :— Reserved.
(Signed) M. C. SUBRAMANIA AYYAR.
2—8—1916. Sworn and Cross-examined by Mr. Shadagopachariar:—

Before me my younger brother was a member of the Committee.
Some teachers used to come to villages to get boys for the school. Prosecu-
tion witness 10 also used to come. The teachers used to get the expenses
from Prosecution Witness 10. Prosecution Witness 10 and Prosecution
Witness 4 after severing the connection with the school went about villages
giving out that the school wasno longer in existence, that there was no
Head-master, and that recognition had been withdrawn. I file the report
Exhibit XXII made by the Secretary to the Committee of Education.

Re-examination :—1I do not know personally of 4. and 10’ Prosecu-
tion Witnesses’ going about to villages and working against the school.
Parents of boys have come and asked me saying that 4 and 10 Prosecution
Witnesses said the school was stopped. Teachers have come to my village
4 times to my knowledge. Prosecution Witness 10 will have come twice
or thrice. Iknow Prosecution Witness. 10 used to pay cartmen. I dont
remember any other expenses paid by him. The cart hire would be 10 or
12 annas or one rupee.

(Signed) M. C. SUBRAMANIA AYYAR,
Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.
(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True Copy.)
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DEPOSITION OF 121H WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.
DateD 31sT JuLy 1916.
Name :—K. Seshadri Ayyangar.
Father’s Name :—Krishnaswami Ayyangar.
Caste : —Vaishnavite Brahmin.
Occupation : — School Master.
Age:—29.
Residence:—Bangalore.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows:i—

I am 2nd Assistant Master in the Arcot Narayanasami Mudaliar’s High
School in Bangalore. I was an Assistant in the Victoria High School
Papanasam in 1912— 194, I was first employed in August 1912 by the
accused. T got an appointment order. T have not got it and cannot produce
it.  There was no agreement about my salary, there was an oral understand-
ing between myself and the accused and Mr. Nagasubramania Ayyar. I
wanted Rs. 50 per mensem when I was first appointed. Mr. Nagasubra-
mania Ayyar consented to it. I was working in the school on that
understanding.  On the day on which I first got my pay he i. ¢., Mr. Naga-
subramania Ayyar requested me whether I could contribute anything
| towards the benefit of the school. I consented to that also after some
| discussions about it. Then I got Rs. 40. For subsequent months also T
| was getting Rs 40 on the understanding that the balance of Rs 10 is to be

given to the improvement of the school. Till 30-4-1913 I received Rs. 40,

* After that I was recommended for training in the Teachers’ College, Saidapet

and after my training was over I came again to the school in April 1914.
There was a_fresh understanding between myself and the correspondent . e,
the accused. In my first year T don't know who was the correspondent.,
But so far as I was concerned I corresponded only with Mr. Nagasubramania
A}'yﬂr. The fresh understanding with the accused was that I must be
given Rs. 65 per mensem from the end of April 14 with a promise that it
must be raised subsequently along with the salaries of the other L. T's. I
was there for about six months. About September '14 I asked for an increase
of pay. My application was not granted. Then I gave a month’s notice
Qnd I resigned about a month and a half after because I was not given the
increase.  From April 1914, 1 did not pay any contribution but received
the full pay of Rs. 65 for a month os two and then Rs. 70 to which my
salary was raised. [ gave an acquittance for Rs. 50 throughout the tifte.
1 received Rs, 40. I see Exhibit D. I have signed for Rs. 40 for March and
April 1913.  For April 1914 I have signed for Rs. 23—13—-4, In May I
have signed for Rs. 65 which T actually received. For June, July, August,
September 1914 I have signed for Rs, 70 which I actually received.
iExhibit Y 3 isa receipt I passed for Rs. 50 part of my salary which T
ireceived from 4th Prosecution witness. The app ointment order given to
;me did not mention my salary. I drew Rs. 40 every month and requested
him—Mr. Nagasubramania Ayyar to spend the balance of Rs. 10 towards
the benefit of the school. T did not enquire who had this Rs. 10 and how.
it was spent. If I had been promised a salary of only Rs. 40 I might not
have been accepted the appointment. I was willing to contribute Rs. 10.
It was my voluntary contribution. [ referred to a discussion with 10th
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prosecution witness. I said I could not contribute so much as Rs. 10. He
said that I as a native of Sarukkai which is about a mile and a half from
Papanasam must encourage the institution and that it was only local people
that should exert and raise the standard to a High School. So T consented
to part with Rs. 10 per mensem. Exhibit F is my private diary for 1913.
The entries F, to F-5 on pages 182, 218, 253, 285, and 289 are in my
hand-writing. They relate to my pay.

Q westion : —How did Exhibit F leave you ?

Answer i—There is a mystery about it. I used to keep it in my house
or in the school. ~ Suddenly it was missing for some days and then I heard
that it was with 4th prosecution witness. This was in 1914 after I had
returned from training. I did not ask him then. I wiote to 4th prosecution
witness in 1914 perhaps after I went to Bangalore asking that the diary
which I had heard was with him might be returned to me as it contained
important information. He did not reply and I never saw the book after-
wards. I missed Exhibit F before I left Papanasam for Bangalore. I did
not hand over Exhibit F to 4th prosecution witness or to any other body
to be given to 4th prosecution witness. Exhibit F left me without my
consent or knowledge. My pay for October 1914 is still unpaid. I have
applied for it and sent a notice also but it has not been disbursed to me.
When I was in Bangalore 1st Prosecution witness wrote to me and asked

\1 how much I received in the months in which I had shown Rs. 40 as having

| been received for my pay in my diary Exhibit F. He did not ask me to

1 explain why I signed for .more receiving less. He did not bring to my

! notice that I had signed for Rs. 50. Exhibit J is my answer. I do not call

*for Exhibit F from Ist prosecution witness because I thought it was kept for
some purpose.

Cross-Examined by Mr. Shadagopachariar :—

If I had been called upon to explain why I signed for Rs 50 when I
received Rs. 40 I would have given the explanation. 1st prosecution witness
did not write to me again. I used to go to Bangalore for the recess as my
father-in-law’s house is there. I zealously worked for the School going
about canvassing for boys.. I was an alumnus of the Victoria High School
in the lower forms: T have always had an attachment to it. Several visits
were paid to the same village before boys could be brought to the School.
Applications for withdrawal from other Schools and for admission into this
School used to be prepared in the School and taken to villages. I don’t
know by whom the expenses of these visits were actually paid, My cousin
promised a donation to the School. I brought him to Papanasam to visit
the School. Some Nattukottai Chettis, Vyravan Chetty and others, en-

camped at Papanasam in connection with the Victoria High School and' the |

accused also gave entertainments to them. Several respectable officials also
have visited the School and were entertained ; some were entertained in the
hostel. I ama science graduate and was science assistant in the Victoria
High School. I gave the key of the Laboratory to 4th prosecution
witness  He refused it ; so I sent it by the registered post to the accused.
There was a stock book of all apparatus and appliances in the School.

Re-examination :—Nil,
(Signed) K. SESHADRI AYYANGAR.

31—7—1916 —Sworn again and ex iuined by Public Prosecutor :—

Exhibit J, is the order that 1st prosecution witness sent to rhe.
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Cross Examination :—Nil.
(Signed) K. SESHADRI AYYANGAR.

Taken town by me in open Court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct. 0
(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.
(True Copy) i

DEPOSITION OF 13tH WITNESS FOR PROSECUTION.

DaTeD 31sT Jury 1916.
Name:—V K. Sivarama Iyer.
Father’s Name:—A. S Krishna Iyer
Caste:—Hindu Brahmin.

Oceupation: — Clerk, Office of the Director of Public Instruction,
Madras.

Age:—29.
Residence :—Madras.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :—

I am a clerk in the Office of the Director of Publle Instruction from
June 1907. I am in charge of teaching grants to High Schools complete
and incomplete Secondary schools. I check the Financial statements of
schools received from correspondents through the Inspectors. Grant is
calculated as follows. The first six items under expenditure are totalled up
and from the total is deducted the amount of Fees due at standard rates.
The resultant is called the net cost and half the net cost is usually given as
grant—subject to the provisions of Rule 35 of the Grant—in—Aid Code.
For the expenditure on Teaching staff a detailed statement showing the
names of the teachers, the periods for which they served and the rates of
salary paid to them is submitted by the correspondent If the Director
considers that the salary shown in this statement is exorbitant, he allows
only a portion of it as expenditure. I see Exhibits S, T and U. The
amount returned as expenditure on teaching staff in these Financial
statements has been allowed in full by the Director except an excess of
Rs. 15 due toan error in caleulation in Exhibit T. Grants calculated as
above stated were alloted and have been paid to the correspondent naméd
in the Financial statements. Exhibits S, T and U contain the proceedings
of the Director ordering payment of the grants.

Cross exumination :—Nils

To Court :—I see Exhibits S, T and U. Prosecution Wituess 4 is shown
in them as Head master from 7—11—1913 to 28—2—1914 on Rs. 100
per mensem.

Prosecution Witness 5 is shown as —

A writer from 28—4—1913 to 81—7—13 on Rs. 23 per mensem.
an Assistant from |—8—1913 to 35—11—1913 on Rs 20 per mensem.
an Assistant from 1-12—1913 to 2

2—1914 on Rs 22 per mensem.

Prosecution Witness 6 is shown as
3rd Assistant from 24— 1—1912 to 29— 2—1912 on Rs. 28 per mensem.
Assistant from 1— 3—1912 to 28— 2 1913 on Rs 28 per mensem.
Assistant  ,, 1— 3—1913 to 30—11—1913 do.
do. 5 1—12—1913 to 28— 2—191¢ on Rs. 30 per mensem.
Prosecution Witness 7 is shown as—
2nd Assistant from 6— 1—12 to 29— 2—12 on Rs. 28 per mensem.

Assistant from 1— 3—12 to 28— 2—13 do.
do. 1= 38— 1B to 3na =13t = = do
do. 1—12—13 to 28— 2—14 on Rs. 30

Prosecution. Wilness 8 is shown as—
Writer from 1— 5—12 to 28— 2—13 on Rs. 20 per mensem.

do. 1— 8—13 to 19 4—13 do
Assistant 20— 4.--13 to 30—11—13 do.
do. 1—12—13 to 28— 2—I14 Rs. 22

Prosecution Witness 9 is shown as—
Assistant from 1— 8—12 to 28— 2—13 on Rs. 20 per mensem.

1— 8—13 to 30—11—13 20
1—12—13 to 28— 2—14 22
Prosecution Witness 10 is shown as—
Head master in March 1911 ... ... on Rs. 28
do. April ’L1 to February ’12 see20
‘Wiriter April 11 to February '12 s 3
Head master from 1—3—12 to 28—6—12.
For April gl s o8
For other months AL OhY
Assistant from 29—6—12 to 28—2—13 S 3D
‘Wiriter from 1—3—12 to 30—4—12 & 3
Assistant from 1—3—13 to 30—11—13 Y80

1-12—13 to 28— 2—14 L
Prosecution Witness 12 is shown as—
Assistant from 5—8—12 to 23—2—13 on Rs. 50 per mensem.
1—3—13 to 30—4—13 on Rs. 50 per mensem.
At the instance of the Public Prosecutor.—
The expenditure on teaching staff is according to the foot note to the
statement the amount actually incurred in payment of the teaching staff.

All subscriptions and donations if made to the school should be included in:

item 3 on the receipts side.

At the instance of the accused —

No income is shown in Exhibits S, T and U as guaranteed by the
management from endowments, subscriptions, donations and other private
sources. The grant allotted in this case is not a grant equivalent to any
income guaranteed by the management but half the net cost. Grants
under rule 34 are at so much per annum allotted for a triennium, and the
amount holds good for three years. A new triennium commenced on Ist
April 1912. For every year the amount paid is ordinarily the amount
allotted. There is no order allotting grant for a triennium for this school.
TUnder rule 35 ordinarily the amount payable is the amount ailotted.

(Signed) V. K. SIVARAMA IYER,

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

p (Signed: R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.
(True copy-)
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In the Coart of the Additional District Wagistuate of Tanjore.
G. C. No. 1 of 1916.

Inspector of Schools <. Complainant.
],L"'\'HY-

C. S. Krishnaswami Ayyar ... .. ..o Accused. 5)

Written statement by the above accused :—

1. The statements are representations contained in Exhibits S, T, and
U as to the expenditure on ¢ Teaching staff” under the heading *salary
due” (see Exhibit D) are true to the best of the knowledge and belief of
this defendant. It is neither fraudilent nor dishonest as alleged by the 10
prosecution.  The salaries entered are salaries really agreed to between the
emplogers and the employed and they are real valuation of the services
rendered and were actually expended from out of the funds of the
management.

2. The accused is aware that some teachers most of whom are local 15
| men were working zealously and made sacrifices and contributions for
‘bettering the institution. Canvassing for boys was vigorously going on
| between 1911 to June 1914 and that the teachers voluntarily contiibuted
| towards the meeting of such expenses. The arrangement for employing the

teachers was made by P. W. 10 who professed intense zeal in working for 20
the institution.

3. There was complete harmony and ease in the working of the
institution till the advent of P. W. 4. His antecedents were not known
and he was accepted as he was recommended by Mr. Hart, He took great
pleasure in ill-treating teachers, defying the orders of the management, to' 2
malke efficient provision for teaching, and deprecated the hostel and teachers
and their council. *He created a split in the school and atherwise misbehavad
himself. This defendant craves leave, for fuller particulars, to refer to his
report Exhibit 22 wherein he desires to retire being unable to control him,
and Exhibit CC the explanation submitted by P. W. 11 as to the various 30
irregularities committed by him. The result was, the school was injuriously
affected by the undesirable behaviour of P. W. 4 and his part This
defendant felt helpless and recommended his eviction in the interests of the
school. :

G

4. His most patent colleague in his clique was P. W. 10, who first 35
worked steadily and enthusiastically and who raised contributions for meeting
the expenses that could not be and were not borne by the funds of the
{ school committee, and who was permitted to handle other sums left with
*him for various purposes as he was treated then, turned hostile as he was
m severely reprimanded and checked for putting in extravagant prices in thcm 40
list Exhibit 17-A (GG).

5. He was the person who had real interest in the central stores.
This evoked Exhibit 35 from the Inspector to which ths defendant had to
send Exhibit 35-A intimating that he would retarn the disputed  articles
and Exhibit 35-B was the reference finally accepting the prices inserted in 45
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Exhibit 17-A (GG). His conduct irritated the accused. He was forbidden
to have any further connection with all funds that he formerly handled and
he was supplanted by his brother, C. S. Venkatarama Ayyar.

6. His hatred to the accused increased when his leader was evicted.
It became keen and intense because he was worsted in his attempt to secure
Union chairmanship, which he very much coveted and the trusteeship to
Perumal coil as to which he set up an ancestral claim. He was fu#ther
irritated because Ayyaswami Ayyar, who was inimical to him was appoin-
ted bill collector by the accused, his protests and objections notwithstanding.

7. P-W 10 thus resolved to carry on the campaign against the
institution by atfacking this defendant. He professes in his evidence that
his object has been to reform the school and the defendant as well, by
vigourously pushing on this enquiry and prosecution and by attacking the
management through the Registration Department. This reveals his real
object to wreck the institution and set up a hostile school, and he, ‘this
defendant is informed, even counter canvassed for causing its down fall

8. This defendant made heavy sacrifices in time, money, health and
professional work by working arduously for the uplift of the school and is
proud to have brought it to its present condition of a good High School.
The object of his enemies P W, 4 and P. W. 10 helped by their partisans

is to work its ruin by attacking its organiser who struggled so hard for its
development.

: 9. The allegation of P. W. 10 that the defendant behaved impropetly
with regard to building grant is malicious and false. The application for
the same was duly made but was stoutly opposed by a missionary gentleman,
at the instigation, this defendant is informed, of P. W. 4 and i W lic.

This defendant begs to append the correspondence with regard to it as an
annexure. ;

10- Thils case is the result of a conspiracy fomented by P. W, 4 and
?. W. 10 assisted by a few minor discontented followers of theirs with a
View to injure the institution. The mamul of ¢ short' payment ” set up by
some of the prosecution witnesses, is false in toto, ! :

.11.A In the defendant's letter Exhibit E written in answer to an
ﬂpphcjﬁnon from P. W, 10 that his present pay should be increased as he
had given up Government service, this defendant by mistake put in Rs. 23

id of Rs. 28 which he remembered was his pa;‘ at that time and ig a
subsequent interview consequent on the letter I, he believes that he might

: 28 to take effect retros-
pectively. The figure 287 is admitted to be wrong by P. W. 10
dant believes that the whole of the pms;:cntion story

1 is built upon this error, which crept in Exhibit E in 1011,

: l.“. This defendant submits that the case against him is false and
malicidus. that no case has been made out and that he be discharged.

(Signed) C. S. KRISHNASWAMI,
4—8—1916.

(True copy.)
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EXAMINATION OF THE ACCUSED.
DaTED 7—S—1916.
Name:—C. S. Krishnaswami Ayyar
Father’s Name : —‘S\ll)bnx:as'a Ayyar.
Caste :—Brahmin.
Occupation :—Vakil.
Age:—42.

Residence :—Papanasam and Kumbakonam:.

Question :—R. S, Srinivasa Ayyangar (Prosecution witness 2) says that
you told him to correct ‘35’ which he had entered as ‘Salary due’ for
August 1914 into “ 36 in Exhibit D, that you said that if he was not
prepared to do so he might walk out and that you further told him that it
was in the interests of the institution that the teachers were asked to sign
for a higher salary, the difference going to the poor boys’ fund. What have
you to say to this ?

Answer :—R. S. Srinivasa Ayyangar said that he being poor, any de-
duction for the poor hoys’ fund out of the Rs. 35 would be a hard-ship and
that he might be given an increment, so that out of the increment he
might pay to the poor boys’ fund and the net amount of Rs. 35 may go to
him. T thought it was reasonable and directed that that increment might bhe
given him. This was what took place. But after some months owing to
4th Prosecution Witness’s influence, prosecution witness ? stopped away
paying to the poor boys' fund. He (prosecution witness 2) himself corrected
the acquittance roll and initialled it

Question : —How do you explain the difference between the figure men-
tioned in Exhibit Q as 2nd prosecution witness’ salary and the salary
entered as due to him in the acquittance roll, Exhibit D ?

Auswer : — He was employed on Rs. 35 but on his representations as I
have explained above his salary was raised to Rs. 36 so as not to affect his
net income of Rs. 35.

Question :~ T. V. Rangaswami Ayyar (Prosecution witness 4) says that
you instructed him to pay the teachers a smaller sum than what was men-
tioned in the receipt to be given by them and explains that what he meant
was that some of the teachers came to him for their pay and said that you
had asked him (prosecution witness 4) to pay them less amounts and instruc-
ted them to take less than what they passed receipts for and that with
regard to the other teachers who were paid by him he had sent word o you
through the clerk and that the latter told him from you what sums were to
be paid to them and what receipts were to be got and that the sums to be so
paid were less than the amounts in the regeipts. What do you say to this ?

Answer :—No. I never asked prosecution witness 4 to pay the teachers
anything less than their salary. I had told prosecution witness 4 that if he
had fee collections he might pay the teachers but I did not tell him to under-
pay them nor did T tell the {eachers to take less than they passed receipts for
nor did I send word through the clerk as stated by Prosecution Witness 4.

ul

10

o

25

30

40

45




(&

INY
&

30

w

62

Question :—Prosecution Witness  further says that you asked him for
the hi':lnnco which was in his hands after short payments to teachers that he
demanded a receipt at a personal interview, that you said it was not the
practice to issue a receipt and that as he refused to hand over 1110. money
without one you went away in anger and the money still remains with him.
‘What have you to say to this ?

Auswer:—I never asked him for any amount nor did he ask me fof a
receipt. He wanted a sum of Rs. 6 which he had paid from his pccl.cet
over and above the fee collections which he had with him. I sent him
money Rs. 30 or 40 as I used tosend whenever the Head-master or Naga-
subramania Ayyar wanted money for school purposes and he must have
reimbursed himself from the amount I sent him.

Question : — Nagasubramania A (Prosecution witness 10) says in
r('g:u'v(l to this incident that you sent word through him to Prosecution
Witness 4 to brinig the money which remained with him after short payments
and that he brought you the answer that he (Prosecution Witness 4) would
doso on production of a receipt. What have vou to say to. this piece of

evidence 2,

—I never a

Answe :d Nagasubramania Ayyar to bring any money
from Prosecution witness I never had conversation with Prosecution
witness 10 about such an incident.

Quesiion :—Sitarama Ayyar (Prosecution witness 5) says that when
y first payment to him, calculated at Rs. 15
you told him to sign the acquittance roll for a lirger sum—calculated at
Rs. 20 and that the difference was compulsorily taken from him. What
have you to say to thes ?

you personally made the ver

v that used to make
iries were generally made by him. I
ccution witne:

Answer:—TIt was only Nagasubramania Ayye

P

ments. The arrangements of sg

never had any conversation with Pr

did T pay him the first month’s

about his pay nor

salary in advance. Even part payments are
made by Nagasubramania Ayyar in the school and he used to have a note
of such payments for his own use and consolidate them for entry in the

acquittance roll.

Q uestivn : It further
once in 1912

appears from the .same witness's evidence that
you gave him a chit noting therein the amount to be paid to
each teacher and got receipts for larger amounts and that he disbursed and
got receipts accordingly.  What do you say to this?

Inever gave any chit to Prosecution witness 5 for disburs:
ies nor did T give him money for
used to be sent only to Nagasubramania Ayy
available in the school out of collections.

Ansie)
ment of sala
money

h disbursement.  All
ar if moneys were not

Question :—K. Viswanatha Ayyar (Prosecution witness 6) says he had
no appointment order but was given to understand by Nagasubramania
Ayyar when he was first appointed in January 1912 or so that he would be
paid Rs. 20 per mensem. What explanation can you give of this ?

Answer:—When there was urgency in the matter of appointments they
used to be made by Nagasubramania Ayyar and would subsequently be
communicated to me. My recoliection is that I was informed by Naga-
subramania Ayvar that Prosecution witness 6 was to s it on a salary of Rs. 25,
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Question:—K. Swaminatha Ayyar (Prosecution witness 7) says that he
and you agreed that his salary was to bz Rs. 28 per mensem but that you
said that the school being an infant institution young men must sacrifice
something and that he should receive Rs. 20 and sign for a higher amount
as some other teachers were doing and let the difference go to the improve-
ment of the school. What have you to say to this ?

Answer :—T never had any conversation with Prosecution witness 7 ;
it was Nagasubramania Ayyar that got him. My remembrance is that
Prosecution witness 7 and Prosecution witness 6 were. simultaneously got on
the same pay i e., Rs. 25 by Nagasubramania Ayyar. I did not tell him that
he should receive Rs. 20 and sign for a higher amount. I did not say that
other teachers were doing this.

Question : —The same witness and 8th and 10th Prosecution witnesses
also refer to an incident in August 1914 when you assemblad ths teachers or
some of them and said to them that as the schoosl had inproved there was
1) longer any nesessity for sacrifice, that they might receive full .amounts
from that month and contribute at 6 pies or so per rupes to a Poor Boys'
IFund at their pleasure.  What explanation can you give of this 2

Ans

—My remembrance is that about June or July 1914 the school
had become a complste High School. I knew that some teachers were
making contributions towards the expenses of going about to villages.
There were also complaints from other institutions that teachers who went
to villages unduly influenced parents to quit those schools. I told Prosecu-
tion witness 10 who was making arrangements for these canvassings that
he might stop further canvassing as the school had developed into a complete
High School. T told him also that he might thank the teachers for what
they had done in the past. The Department was not i favour of making
concessions in the matter of fees to a large number of boys. Then there
was a suggestion either by Prosecution witness 10 or by me that there
might be a smallssubscription of 3 pies or 6-pies per rupee from teachers as
a body which together with subscriptions from the public might form the
nucleus of a fund. 3

Qestion :—Fund for what ?

Answer:—For the purpose of enabling poor pupils to pay the full fees
to the school.

Question :—When do you say was this ?

Answer :—It was in July or August 1914; Nagasubramania Ayyar
collected for one month and then it continued for another month. After-
wards owing to 4 Prosecution witness’s obstruction to this constitutional
method some teachers did not pay. I wanted a uniform system. As there
was a cleavage in the. school I said to Prosecution witness 10 that the
matter might drop.

Question :—When was this?
Answer :—It might be in October or November 1914.

Question :—Nagasubramania Ayyar (Prosecution witness 10) says that
he was engaged at Rs. 28 or so per mensem but that when he was paid his
salary for the first month he was paid at the rate of Rs. 20, that you said
it was the practice that the teachers would receive only so much and ths
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they would have to sign for a greater amount, that when he objected you

overruled him and that you would not heed his two or three written protests
afterwards. What do you say to these?

Answer :—At the time when Prosecution witness 10 came to the institu-
tion in 1909 or so he was either the only teacher or there was one other
teacher. He became the Headmaster. He fixed his-own salary.

o

Question:—What was it ?
*

Answer :— It was 28 T think.

At that time there was no income from fees. The income from fees
was paid practically from my pocket. Prosecution witness 10 was in
absolute charge of everything connected with the school at that time and he
nsed to take from me whatever money was wanted for keeping the school
going. His (10th Prosecution witness’s) statement that I said it was the
practice for teachers to sign for a larger amount is false. The school at
15 that time to my recollection consisted of one teacher or two and 29 bays.

Question : —Do you wish to say anything else ?

:—No.

Answ

(Signed) €. S. KRISHNASWAMI.

Q iestion:—You have heard the charge against you. Do you plead

20 guilty or not guilty ?
Answer :—Not guilty.
Question :—Do you wish to cross examine the Prosecution witnesses ?
Answer :—VYes, all.
Question :=—Have you defence witnesses ?
25 Answer :—1 will file a list.

(Signed) C. S. KRISHNASWAMI.

This contains a true and full account of the statem

e ent made by the

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate

(True copy.)
4
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DEPOSITION OF 1sT WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.

DATED 23RD AUGUST 1916.

Name: —N. R. Subramania Ayyar.

Father’s name: — Ramaswami Ayyar,

Caste: —Brahmin,

Occupation :—Miras and Teacher

Age:- 30 Years.

Residence : —Papanasam.

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follc;\\'s =
Examined in chief by Mr. Shadagopachariar :—

TamaB. A. L. T. Iam Headmaster of the Victoria High School,
Papanasam. My salary is Rs. 85. I was first appointed as acting Head-
master of the school in June 1912, I was appointed on Rs. 80, For about
ten months T drew Rs. 80. Then I became 1st Assistant. Mr. Rama-
chandra Iyer being Head-master. He was succeeded by Prosecution witness
4 in November 1913. After Prosecution wifness 4 left I became Head-
master. Prosecution witness 10 N. Paradieasss Iyer came to me in my

village and asked me if I was willing to serve in the school. Prosecution

’witnfss 10 arranged about my salary. He offered to pay me Rs. 65 as my
!’ permanent salary and Rs 15 as the acting Headmaster’s allowance. I
agreed and accepted the appointment. I received the full salary and signed
the acquittance roll for the full amount which I received. There was no
system of under-payments of teachers. It was Prosecution witness 10 that
made payment of my salary. He continued to make payments till the
accused’s brother began to pay—about the middle of 1914. I know of
contributions made by teachers for canvassing for boys for the school and
for meeting the expensss of entertaining distinguished visitors, I was not
making any regular contribution for these purposes but sometimes I used to
pay for some big items such as the Durbar celebration of 1912 and the
.expenses at the time of the Inspection of the school in January 1913 and
again in October 1913 for conducting the Pillayar festival which used to be
conducted by the teachers. The contributions made by me and by other
teachers were voluntary. Kesavachari, Prosecution witness 7, Prosccution
witness 6 - these to my knowledge made voluntary contributions. Prose-
cution witness 10 got contributions from teachers for meeting canvassing
expenses for meeting the expenses of entertaining distinguished visitors m‘fd
parents of boys. He collected them and spent them, He was also in
possession of the funds of the Recreation club from 1912 to 1914 till
January 1915. He also had the fer collections of the school. It was he
that was in charge of the Pillayar Mandagapadi money. He continued to
be in charge of these various moneys till about the middle of 1914 when
C. 8. Venkatrama Iyer brother of the accused took charge of all these. It
seemed to me that the accused did not trust Prosecution witness 10 much.
The strength of the school when I joined was about 100. The IV Form
was opened by me. Its strength was then 2. The strength of the IV Form
is now about 35 V and VI Forms have been opened since. The strength of
the whole school is now about 240 and of the High school alone is about 100.
It has become self supporting since 1914. No application was made for grant
in 1914—15%r 1915—16. I have gone only a few times for canvassing. It is
a

{

30

37

45



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

66

generally done in vacations —during the summer and also during the Christ-
!mné holidays. From 1912 upto January 1914 it was Prosecution witness 10

jthat took the most prominent part in canvassing and it was he that met the

expenses, Prosecution witness 0 kept accounts of collections for canvassing
and canvassing expenditure. After Prosecution witness 4 came as Headmas-
ter there was general dissatisfaction among the teachers against him. His
general behaviour was arrogant and was not liked by teachers. He used to
threaten the teachers “I am the Inspector’s man. I can spoil your
prospects. You are my servants. I can keep you under my thumb You
ought to do what T ask you to do . His behaviour towards me was the
reverse of umiable, I wrote to the accused that Prosecution witness 4 was
behaving arrogantly and that we resented it and asked the accused to reform
him. T also sent a letter offering to resign my post in consequence of 4th
Prosecution witness’s behaviour. Prosecution witness 4 made misrepresenta-
tions to Mr. Hart in December 1914 about my work saying I neglected my
work and kept no notes of lessons or diaries. I showed my notes ete. to
Mr. Hart and he was satisfied and he took me aside and told me not to be
annoyed with 4th Prosecution witness’s behaviour and said that Prosecution
witness 4 was a stranger that we all had been working up the school and
should continue to do that work. Exhibit XXXVI is the letter of resignation
submitted by me on 16—12—1914. It was not accepted. In February 1915
the correspondent wrote to me if I would withdraw it in view of the altered
circumstances of the school.  Prosecution witness 4 had then left the school
and on 19—2—1915 I withdrew my resignation. ‘Prosecution witness 10
told me that some teachers were contributing for canvassing and asked me
if T was willing to contribute. 1 told him that in view of the expense I was
put to in entertaining parents and guardians of boys during their visits
which came to about Rs. 10 per mensem I was not willing to contribute
regularly but would pay for big items. When Prosecution witness 10 came
and asked for my services I asked him what he was going to do for boys
and for funds for the IV Form which he proposed to open. Prosecution
witness 10 told me that teachers had agreed to get more strength for the
school by canvassing and that the accused had undertaken to get funds
So I agreed and accepted the appointment. I received some complaints
against Presecution witness 4 and Prosecution w
boys af‘fcr Prosecution witness 4 and Prosecution witness 10 severed their
connection with the school. They told me that Prosecution witness 4 and

Prosecution witness 10 were 8oing about saying that the recognition of the *

school was going to be withdrawn and discouraging them from sending
their boys to the school. I told them that it was all false. I was examined
by Mr. Douglas and made a statement regarding my salary, I told him that
I was drawing the amount for which I signed. Rnn{aswnmy Iyer and

Prosecution witness 10 were managing the Central Stores. Prosecution]

witness 10 wanted from me a certificate that the Central Stores was a
hona fide concern. T gave him a certificate to that effect about the end of
1912. T mentioned this to Prosecution witness 1 when Prosecution witness
4 questioned me in 1 Prosecution witness's presence about it. I have
property worth Rs. 20,000. There was a considerable decline in the strength
of the school about June 1915,  About 100 boys left the school.

Cxamin.d ly the Pullic Prosecutor:—

I did not know that the accused was the correspondent when Prosecu-
tion witness 10 and Paramasiva Iyer came to my village to ask for my
services. I did not know then by whom the school was managed. I did
not ask them then for I had no idea of going there then. At the first

itness 10 from parents of

67

interview no offer of salary was made to me. 1 told them that I would
visit the school and then give them an answer. Before I accepted the
appointment I knew that the accused was the: correspondent. I did not
meet the accused nor see him before I accepted the appointment. Parama-
siva Iyer, my friend told me that C. S. Krishnaswamy Iyer a local vakil was
the correspondent, that Prosecution witness 10 was the Headmaster and was
virtually managing the school, that C. S. Krishnaswamy Iyer had undertaken
to get funds for the school and that I would be regularly paid every month.
T accepted the appointment from Prosecution witness 10 on the assurance of
Paramasiva Iyer. Krishnaswamy Iyer was not there that day, Prosecution
witness 10 did not tell me he was the virtual manager. I got an appoint-
ment order signed by the accused. I did not know the accused before 1 join-
ed the appointment. 1 was introduced to him by Prosecution witness 10 and
Paramasiva Tyer on the day the IV Form was opened. I got the appoint-
ment order on the same d I had no conversation with the accused about
my salary that day. 1 have never spoken to the accused about my salary
atall. T remember that my appointment order specified my salary as Rs. 80.
Prosecution witness 10 did not tell me when my salary was settled at
Papanasam that I would have to make any contribution. Paramasiva Iyer
did not tell me then either. On the day on which my first month’s salary
was paid Prosecution witness 10 told me that some teachers were contribut-
ing for canvassing expenses and asked me if I was willing to contribute. I
told him T could not make any regular contribution. I offered to go to villages
if necessary and undertake some big items if necessary afterwards, He told
me that contributions were required for canvassing for boys, for entertaining
visitors and parents of boys and for conducting celebrations and festivals.
I told him I would undertake some big items later on. Prosecution witness
10 told me that some teachers were paying contributions every month and
some were paying occasionally, I inquired of teachers and they said they
were making such contributions. I asked Prosecution witness 6 Prosecution
witness 7, Ramabhadra Iyengar and Paramasiva Iyer. I have seen some
teachers paying contributions to Prosecution witness 10. I have seen them
paying contributions once as soon as they received their salary. The amount
of their salary as per acquittance roll was paid to them and afterwards they

~ paid contributions. As far as I have seen [ have not seen Prosecution

witness 10 withholding the contributions when paying salaries. To my
knowledge these contributions ceased about the beginning of 1914. I do
not know whether the accused knew that Prosecution witness 10 was
collecting contributions. There was no conversation between me and the
accused abont. this subject. I have seen the account kept by Prosecution
witness 10 once in December 1912 never afterwards. The heading of the
account was ‘‘ contributions from teachers ”. I can’t say if it was a bound
note book. I did not take the account into my hands. I did not scrutinise
it. It was on the occasion of the Durbar celebrations of 1912 when Prosecu-

tion witness 10 told me that all the money had been exhausted and wanted

me to undertake the expenses of the celebrations and I undertook them. It
was on that occasion that I saw the account book in his hands. Prosecution
witness 10 was a stranger to me. When I entered the school, he was
introduced to me by Paramasiva Iyer. I cannot give any idea of the
amount collected by Prosecution witness 10 between 1912 and 1914 as
contributions from teachers. I never took any steps to see that the moneys
were properly accounted for I do not know whether anybody else used to
scrutinise the accounts. It was about March or April 1914 that it seemed
to me that the accused did not trust Prosecution witness 10. The accused
about that time showed me some correspondence from the Inspector of
Schools and said that Prosecution witness 10 had charged fabulous prices
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for articles supplicd to him by the Central Stores and that he could not trust
him any longer, Prosecution witness 10 was making fee collections—he
was also disbursing salaries to teachers. I do not know if he disbursed from
fee collections or got maney from the accused. Prosecution witness 10 told
me that he was remitting the fee collections every day to the correspondent.
I do not know whether he was doing so or not. Sometimes Ramachandra
Iyer has paid salaries. No other body has ever paid salaries except
| Prosecution witness 10 and Ramachandra lyer. I was present on some
{ oceasions when many of the teachers were paid. When Ramachandra er
Ipaid he did not receive contributions. ~ He paid on one or two c_)ccnsions
{ and they were in 1913. T have seen Prosecution witness 10 receiving con-
i‘tributio;\s from teachers 4 or 5 times. In 1912 and 1913 I have gone on
three or four occasions to villages on canvassing tours, Prosecution. witness
10 accompanied me on all these occasions. An expenditure of Rs. 10
would have been incurred on each of these visits in Railway fare, bandy hire
and foodtexpenses. Sometimes we are fed by the parents; sometimes we
used to go to coffee hotels: A large number of us used to go—batches of 15
or 20. We were not supplied by parents of boys with carriages. Prosecu-
tion witness 10 was the Secretary of the Recreation Club, for one or two
months Prosecution witness 12 was Secretary. Prosecution witness 10 was
in charge of the recreation funds even when he was not Secretary. Even
after the middle of 1914 Prosecution witness 10 was in pos sion of the
funds of the Recreation Club; he was collecting subscriptions from teachers
for the Recreation Club, He did so as Secretary of the Recreation Club.
A poor boys' fund came into existence iu July or August 1914. I contri-
buted to that fund for 2 or 3 months—to Prosecution witness 10 or to
C S. Venkatarama lyer. I remember to have paid to Prosecution witness
10 for one or two months. I don’t know if Prosecution witness 10 was
authorised to collect for the Poor Boys’ Fund. Ihad no occasion to enquire
whether there were any underpayments of teachers. For March 1913 I
have signed Exhibit D because Prosecution witness 10 asked me to sign it
as the accused was not present. It wasa formal signature. My signature
does not vouch for the accuracy of the entries therein. I was examined by
Prosecution witness | in February 1915. He was then making an enquir‘y
about an alleged system of underpayments. I do notknow that any teachers
thad told Prosecution witness | that there was a system of underpayments,
| Prosecution witness 11 did not show me Ist Prosecution witness's letter

| calling for the correspondent’s explanation on certain charges; he showed

! me the draft reply. I made some corrections in the draft. I was not
consulted by anybody about the preparation of the explanaticn. About the
end of November 1913 Prosecution witness 4 began to threaten us. The

! teachers including myself sent a joint representation to the Secretary—
Exhibit I. T have signed it. In Exhibit I we have not mentioned ‘the
threats used by Prosecution witness 4 referred to by me. We only madeta
mild complaint. Exhibit XXXVI is the only other written complaint I
made against Prosecution witness 4. My interview with Mr. Hart was
before the date of Exhibit XXXV{. I resigned in Exhibit NXXVI because
Prosecution witness 4 continued to illtreat us even after Mr. Hart pacified
me. My resignation was kept pending because it was understood that the
committee were making arrangements to get rid of Prosecution witness 4.
He was got rid of on 13 1—1915. 1 did not withdraw my resignation
because I expected a formul communication from the committee. I do not
know who the proprietor of the Central stores was, but prosecution witness

* 10 told me that he borrowed Rs. 1000 for running the Central Stores. I do

" not know the relation between Ramaswamy Iyver and Prosecution witness 10

. with regard to the proprictorship of the Central Stores. Ramaswamy Tyer
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was for some time water supplier to the school—he was also helping the
Hostel cooks in feeding the boys. He was also selling articles to boys in the
pial of the school. Books and other articles were bought and kept in the
pial of the school for sale. It was with reference to this shop of Rama-
swami Iyer’s that I gave a certificate to Prosecution witness 10 that it was a
| ‘bona fide concern. I called a bonafide and respectable firm. I did not know
+ who was the proprietor; Ramaswami Iyer and Prosecution witness 10 were

managing it. In the first half of 1915 it was well known that Prosecution
| witness 1 was making an enquiry into alleged irregularities in the school.

Re-*xamination :—There was a room adjoining the pial of the school
where the Central Stores things were kept.

(Signed) N. R. SUBRAMANYAM.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
ackuowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,*
Additional District Magistrate,

(True Copy.)

DEPOSITION OF 2xp WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24tH AUGUST 1916 :
Name : —N. Paramasiva Ayyar.
Father’s name : —S. Narayanaswami Ayyar.
Caste :—Brahmin.
Occupation : —Ist Assistant, Victoria High School, Papanasam.
Age: -27.
Residence : - Papanasam.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes ‘as follows: —

I am Ist Assistant of the Victoria High school, I’g\pnﬁas;\m. I am a

B. A, L. T. I came to the school firstin January 1911. I was appointed
_on Rs. 40 as st Assistant. 10th Prosecution witness was the Headmaster
Hthen. It was he that secured my services and settled my salary. I remained
in the school till July 1912. I was sent for training. In April 1913 T
returned from training as 1st Assistant. My present salary 15 Rs.B5 S In
October 1911 T got an increment per mensem of Rs. 4 with effect from July
1911, When I returned after training my salary was Rs. 65 per mensem.

T have signed the acquittance rolls. I haye signed for what I actually
received. There was no system of underpayments in the school. There was
no such thing as teachers signing for more money and receiving less. When
T was teacher, I was contributing to the canvassing Fund. T was contribr-
ting about Rs. 3 to 5 a month to it before I went for training but.not
“Tegulary. After returning from training I did not contribute to it. 10th
Prosecution witness asked me to contribute for canvassing; some ~months
after I joined the school he asked me. Some teachers said that they paid

- similar contributions towards canvassing—6th and 7th prosecution witnesses.
4th Prosecution witness treated us somewhat harshly in consequence of
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9 | was prepared to pay this money for canvassingand so I paid also. He asked

0

which we made a communication to the correspondert in Pecem})er 19%3.
Exhibit I is the joint representation made by us. I'have signed it. As :lth
Prosecution witness continued to treat us harshly I sentup my reslgr'mtmn.
Exhibit XXXVIT is the letter T wrote. There was a Darbar cel?bmhcn at
Papanasam in December 19'1. It was proposed then that a High School
should be started at Papanasam. The accused lmderto(l)k.to co]let?t funds,
officials promising assistance and some big gentlemen offering to give loans
without interest. 10th Prosecution witness undertook to gather strength for

| cuion v o gather strngt
Ethe school by going to villages'canvassing for boys and inducing parents®to

send them to Papanasam. Some big gentlemen wrote letters ;)romifing
ifonds. - Funds were collected by the accused and loans were also obtained
by the accused. Accused might have advanced money without interest—
I do not know. There was canvassing after the Darbar celebration ;
the canvassing was by myself, 10th prosecution witness and one or t\\:o
others. We went from village to village. 10th Prosecution witness paid
the expenses. Accused would send his private money at times to pay the
staff. He used to go from village to village collecting loans and funds for
the school, sacrificing his professional work. The gentlemen who paid
donations to the school were mostly his clients.

20 Cross-examined 1y the Public Proscentor s —

I first became acquainted with the accused sometime after I joined
the school. I did not get an appointment order before I joined the school,
I became 10th Prosecution witness’s assistant in the school. I was a
graduate then; but I was untrained. I do not know and did not enquire
what was 10th Prosecution witness's pay. I first became acquainted with
10th Prosecution witness in Dgcember 1910. About my appointment I
never spoke to anybody except 10th Prosecution witness I knew when I
accepted the appointment that the school was managed by the accused. I
did not know that he was also secretary of the committee. I knew accused
was cortespondent of the school™ 10th Prosecution witness told me that he
was the Headmaster and was managing school matters himself. He toldume
that accused was collecting funds for the school and was also paying from
his own pocket. I never spoke to the accused about my salary either before
or after I joined. Till I went for training in April 1914 my salary was
fixed only by 10th Prosecution witness. He was not the Headmaster in
April 19'3. T never informed accused that 10th Prosecution  witness hed
appointed me and on such and such salary. 12th Prosecution witness
succeeded me as Ist Assistant. 1 don’t know how much 12th Prosecution
witness drew as salary. T heard that he drew more than T used to be paid.
I do not know ictly how much. Canvassing began in November 1911,
There was occasional canvassing before that also. I was aware of two or
three tours before 1911. There were about 20 canvassing tours a vear aftel
I came back from training, I took partin 5or 6. T will have p}nid in alt
about Rs. 30 for canvassing—I can’t say in how many instalments. 10th
Proseclxtion witness and T used to 80 together in 1911. The leading part
In canvassing was taken by 10th Prosecution witness, We would co-operate
with him. Even before the Darbar meeting in 1911, 10th Prosecution
witness was taking an active part in canvassing. Till December 1911 the

99 school was only a secondary school. It was proposed to make it a High

school ; and for this purpose it was necessary to get more boys and therefore
10th Prosecution witness announced at the meeting in December that he
would undertake to canvass. Sometime after November 191 1, 10th Prose-
cution witness asked me to contribute to the canvassing fund. He said he

(51

me to pay any amount which I could afford. My, first payment I made
when I drew my salary. Tt was !0th Prosecution witness that paid me my
salary then. T received 1wy pay and out of it T paid him the contribution.
I paid contribution from November 1911 to July 1912. 10th Prosecution
witness said some other teachers were paying. About February 1912 I
learnt that 6th and 7th Prosecution witnesses were also contribating. They
said they were paying. T asked them in order to verify 10th Prosecution
witness's statement that they were paying They did not tell me if they
were paying regularly every month or not. Accused knéw of these
canvassing tours, but I do not know if accused took part in them.
After I returned from training in July 1913 I did not contribute be-
cause I undertook some other expenditure for the school. We used to invite

other schools for badminton matches and I undertook the feeding of the’
boys who attended them. I do not know if the collection by 10th Prosecu-

tion witness was a systematic monthly collection or whether he made

collections just as occasion arose. I became a member of the Education |

Committee in November or December 1914. 1st Defence witness was
already a member when I joined. I did not pay Rs. 570 Tasked accused
to pay for me, and I am to repay the amount to him. I have not yet repaid
the amount. I have not been able to pay the amount till now.

Re-Examination :—Till T pay I cannot vote, Ido not vote. I was in
charge of sports in 1913 and 1914 -I was Superintendent of Sports.

(Signed) N. PARAMASIVAN.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness. and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,

Additional District Mugistrate.

(True copy.)
DEPOSITION OF 3rp WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AUGUST 1916.
Name;—K. R. Ramabadra Ayyangar.
Father’s Name : —Renga Ayyangar.
Caste : —Hindu Brahmin.
Occupation :—Teacher.
Ape s3]
Residence : —Papanasam.
The witness being solemnly alfirmed deposes as follows : —

Tam a teacher in the Victoria High School Papanasarh. Iama sccon-
dary grade trained teacher. I first entered the school in July 1911 on a
salary of Rs. 20. It was 10th Prosecution witness that settled my salary.
I went for training in March 1913 and returned trained in April 1914. It
was 10th Prosecution witness that used to disburse my salary before I went
for training. Canvassing for boys went on vigorously from Decembar 1911
onwards. After I returned from training my pay was Rs. 28. I had
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no increments before that. I had an allowance of Rs. 5 during training.
I received the full amount of my pay and have signed the acquittance roll
for the amount I received, . There was nevér any system or practice fcr
teachers to receive smaller amounts and sign the acquittance roll for larger
3 ysums. The Headmaster 10th Prosecution witness asked me to contribute
for canvassing. I said I could not afford. T went with others for canvassing,
10th Prosecution witness used to go with us in a party and the expenses
would be met by him. After I returned from training there was canvassing
{in the vacation but not on such a large scale as before. I received my pay
10 for July 1914 from 4th Prosccution witness and passed a receipt. Exhibit
Y1 is the receipt for Rs. 28. I received Rs. 28 from Rangaswami Ayyar.
There was no mamul and I did not say to 4th Prosecution witness that it
was the practice for us to receive less than what was shown in the receipts.
I have gone to Pandanallur for canvassing. I have gone 10 or 12 times for
15 ’canvassing. Our expenses would range from Rs. 5 to 15 for each trip.
Boys from Pandanallur are in the school messing in the hostel. I have paid

Rs. 5 onee to 10th Prosecution witness for canvassing

Cross-examination : —

< 10th Proseeution witness asked me in December 911 to contribute and
2) I refused. I got no appointment order. It was in summer vacation of 1912

that I paid Rs. 5. 10th Prosecution witness used to ask me every month.

I said T could not afford but would pay sometime and I paid Rs. 5 then.

There was no occasion for me to enquire about underpayments, there was

no talk of under-payments. If there had been undcrpnyl;wnts it might have

25 reached my ears.
Re-exammation -~ Nil,
(Signed) K. R. RAMABHADRAN.

Taken down by me in open Court and read over

) to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct. -

30 (Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.
(True Copy )
DEPOSITION OF 4tH WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AUGusT 1916.

Name :—M. Kesavachariar.
Father's name : —Madavachar.
Caste :—Brahmin, Madhva Hindu.
Occupation :—Teacher,
Age: —30.

40 Residence : —Kumbakonam.

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows i—

S 4 I came to the Victoria High School on st March 1913 as an Assistant
ou a salary of Rs. 28 per mensem. My present salary is Rs. 32. I applied

to the Secretary for an appointment. I got an appointment order from: the
Secretary, the accused, through the Heudmaster of the Training School.
10th Prosecution witness settled my salary as Rs. 28, T got an increment
of Rs. 2 in December 1913. I got an increment of Rs. 2 last January.
There was canvassing for.boys and [ took part in it. 10th Prosecution
witness asked me to contribute for canvassing in April 913. I contributed
Rs. 2, 3, 4, according as circumstances permitted me. I gave my
contributions to 10th Prosecution witness. I contributed till the middle
of 1914 —not quite regularly., After that I stopped, I heard that
canvassing  expenses were met from a fund made up of our
contributions. It was 10th Prosecution witness who actually paid the
Iexpenses. T will have gone on 5 or 6 canvassing tours. The expenses of
each tour will be from Rs. 10 to 15. I always received the full amount
Rs. 28, 30 or 32 as the case may be and signed for the amount I received.
It was 10th Prosecution witness who used to pay my salary. To my know-
ledge there was no practice of under payments of teachers and I never heard
of it. Exhibit VIII-a is my petition. [ have signed it. 4th Prosecution
witness refused to allow. me to continue my private tuition. I appealed to
the accused. From that time 4th Prosecution witness began to terse me
very much by sending me memos and finding fault with my work. During
the former part of 4th Prosecution witness's regime as Head-master he
recommended my certificate to be approved and it was approved by the
Inspector, Mr Hart. ‘After the appeal he refused to recommend me and
the Inspector refused to approve my certificate. 4th Prosecution witness’s
treatment of me became worse and I was obliged to put in my resignation
on 10—12—1914. Exhibit XXXVIII is my resignation I however
remained: in the school because 4th Prosecution witness went away.

Cross-examination : — 10th Prosecution witness did mnot tell me about
centributions when my salary was fixed. My first contribution was not paid
on the day I received my salary. 10th Prosecution witness did not mention
at the time he paid my salary. 10th Prosecution witness took me out on a
ca ing trip to Sulamangalam and I saw the operation. He did not tell
me anything then. He afterwards casually opened the topic and said some
teachers were contributing for canvassing and that I should also contribute

! 1 thought it was a laudable object and contributed I paid my contribution
" to him. I trusted him and I paid him. On some occasions I have paid my
3‘) contribution when I was paid my salary. On other occasions I have paid
" afterwards and on occasions I have paid two months’ contribution together.
The canvassing party would consist sometimes of the teachers. Even in
term time we used to go canvassing. The expenses ordinarily incurred in
canvassing are: trainage, cartage, lunch, sweets for children, payments to
parents for withdrawing their boys from other institutions, and payment of
their school fees in this institution if the boys have already paid for the
term in other institutions. I know that the fees of one K. Govindan of TV
Form were paid from the canvassing fund.

Re-Exa:nination:— Nil.
(Signed) M. KESAVACHARIAR,

Assistant V. H. School. Pupanasan-.

Taken down by me in open Court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.
(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate
(True Copy) +
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DEPOSITION OF 5tH WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DaTED 241H AUGUST 1916.
Name:—K. Ramakrishna Sarma
Father's Name : — K. Kothandarama Ayyar.
5 Caste :—Brahmin 2
Oceupation :—Drawing master.
Age:—23.
Residence : —Papanasam
The witness being selemnly affirmed doposes as follows :—

10 I am drawing master in the Victoria High school, Papanasam. I hold
a certificate in Prechand drawing and Painting advanced grade. I teach
drawing. I hold a teacher’s certificate. I joined the school in June 1912
on a salary of Rs. 20. My salary isnow Rs. 26 It was 10th Prosecution
witness that settled my salary as Rs. 20. I went on 6 months’ leave and

15 when I returned from leave in February 1914 I got Rs. 25. In January last
T got Rs. 26. I was Artist in the Agricultural College at Coimbatore when
I was.on leave My pay there was Rs 25—50. I did not like Coimbatore
as it was plagte infected T received Rs 28, 25 and 26 in full; I never
received less amounts. I have signed acquittance rolls for the amount I

20 actually received and that was the full amount of my salary. It was never
the practice for teachers in the school to receive smaller amounts and sign
for larger amounts. There was canvassing for boys and I have gone on

‘("m\' og tours 5 or 6 times. |0th Prosecution witness used to get
contributions from teachers for canvassing and spend the amounts. 10th

25 Prosecution witness asked me to contribute for canvassing. I refused as I

!cnuld not afford. Exhibit Y isa receipt for Rs. 25 whieh I received from
the Headmaster 4th Prosecution witness as salary for May 1914. I
received the tull amount for Rs. 25. 1 did 1ot tell 4th Prosecution witness
that T would not receive the full amount but receive only less

30 Cross=IZ. — I belong to the Amateur Dramatic Company at
Papanasam. I know personally of 10th Prosecution witness Collevcting
contributions.  6th Prosecution witness, 7th Prosecution witness, 4th
Defence witness have paid to my: knowledge. T don't know if 9th Prosecu-

§ tion witness used to pay. I do not know how much each of them paid.

358 Some used to pay every month, others irregularly.

Re-Examination:  Nil
(Signed) K. RAMAKRISHNA;

Taken down by me in open court and read over

to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

40 '(‘Signvd\ R. NARAYANA AYYAR,

Additional Distiict Magistrate.

(True Copy.)

75 Qg

DEPOSITION OF 67 WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DaTep 241H AUGUST 1916.

Name : —Subramaniya Ayyar
anha}r’s name : —Sundrapier.
Caste : - Brahmin. 9
Oceupation : —Pupil Teacher
Age:—28. :
Residence :—Tanjore,
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows: =

I was drawing master in the Victoria High School, Papanasam on a 10
salary of Rs. 15 per mensem I joined in August 1913 on a salary of Rs. 15.
I am undergoing training now since Ist July 1916. In December 193, I
got an increment of Rs. 2 and in January 1916 another increment of one
rupee. It was 10th Prosecution witness and Headmaster Ramachandra
Ayyar that settled the salary.” T received the full amount every month and 15
have signed for it in the acquittance roll. When I was paid for the first
time 10th Prosecution witness asked me for contribution for canvassing [
said my pay was poor and I could not afford. I did not pay any contribu-
tion. I resided in Kumbakonam and therefore did not go for canvassing.
It is not customary for teachers to be paid less and to sign for more in the 27
acquittance roll. [ have resigned my appointment in the Victoria High
School,

xamination :—10th Prosecution witness did not speak of contri-
bution when I joined the school. 10th Prosecution witness paid me my
‘salary and then asked for contribution. 25

Cros

Re-Exanunation :—Nil.

(Signed) S. SUBRAMANIA AYYAR.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

‘Signed) R.-NARAYANA AYYAR, 30
Additional District Magistiate
(True copy.)

ENCE.

DEPOSITION OF 7tH WITNESS FOR DEL
DATED 24TH AUGUST 1916.
Name:—R. Viswanatha Ayyar. 35
Father’s name: - Ramaswamy Ayyar.
Caste : —Brahmin
Occupation: - Assistant Teacher.
Age: - 26.

Residence s Papanasam. 4 40




\ 6
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as. follows :—

I'am a teacher in the Victoria Higlr School, Papanasam. I joined in

March 1913 on Rs, 15. It was 10th Prosecution witness that settled my

pay. In December 1913 he gave me an‘increment of Rs. 2. In January

5 1916 I was given another increment of one rupee. I now draw Rs. 18 per

mensem. I received the full amount of my salary. It was 10th Prosecuticn

witness who used to pay my salary. I signed acquittance for the amount

T actually received. It was not customary in the school for teachers to

receive less and sign for more I never paid any contributiops. I have

10 Jgone for canvassing. I have gone 5 or 6 times. 8 or |- of us used to go.

In January 191-+ 10th Prosecution witness asked me to go with a canvassing

party and gave me money to pay the expenses and render him an account
and I have done so.

Cross-Exwmination :—1 have been present on some occasions when

15 other teachers were paid. I was not always present at disbursement of

salaries to other teachers. [0th Prosecution witness gave me Rs. 10.. I
spent Rs, 5 and odd and returned the balance of Rs. 4 and odd to him.

Re-Examination : — Nil.
(Signed) R. VISWANATIIAN.

20 Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him te be correct. G

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Ad.lit 0wal District Magistrate.

(True copy.)

! DEPOSITION OF 8TeH \WITNESS FOR DEFENCE,
DATED 24TH Aucust 1916.
Name : —Narayanasamy Sastri.
Father’s name : - Sethurama Sastrigal.
Caste: Brahmin,
W0 Occupation : —Teacher.

33.

;\gc =
Residence :  Papanasam.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows: -

; Tam Sanskrit Pandit in the Victoria High School, Papanasam ‘from
1+ July 19°2. I joined on a salary of Rs. 15 per mensem. 10th Prosccution
witness settled my salary. In March 1912 I got an increment of Rs, 20.

In December 1913 T got another increment of Rs, 22. In January 1916 I
got an increment of one rupee. 1 have received my full pay throughout. It
was 10th Prosecution witness that used to disburse my salrry. - He would

40 pay the amount for which T signed. All teachers used to receive the amounts
for which they signed the acquittance roll. It was not at all the practice

for teachers to receive less and sign for more, I hffve gone for canvassing

for boys on two or three occasions We used to collect people and lecture.

<o

2

7 -

T used to recite slokas in praise of learning. When I was paid for the first
time in July 1912 10th Prosecution witness mentioned that as the school
was going it had fo be strengthened by the addition of boys and if I liked I
might contribute to the expenses of canvassing for boys. I agreed. After
6 or 7 months T paid a lump sum of Rs. 12 as contribution, After another 7
or 8 or 10 months I paid Rs. 10. I paid both amounts to 10th Prosecution
witness. I did not pay afterwards as the strength had increased. 4th
Prosecution witness did not treat us properly and I complained to the
management. 4

Cross Ex umination :—1 see Exhibit I-a. It is in my writing. I have
signed it. T wrote it to 4th Prosecution witness’s dictation. I refused at
first. He threatened me and cajoled me and made me write it and sign it.
What is stated in Exhibit I a is not corréct. I have stated in Exhibit I-a
that I had no grievance against 4th Prosecution witness. | had my
grievances against him but 4th Prosecution witness told' me to write so.
7th Defence witness was present when I gave Exhibit Ia But I don't
remember if 9th Prosecution witness was present or not. I see Exhibit I.
I have signed it. There was no large item of expenditure when I paid my
contributions. 10th Prosecution witness asked me if I would be able to pay
and I paid then. I paid Rs. 12 and 10 as the object was a laudable one.
It was not convenient to me to pay every month.

Re-Examimation : — Nil.
(Signed) B. S. NARAYANASAMY SASTRI

Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,

Additional Dustrict Magistrate.
(True copy )

DEPOSITION OF 9z WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AucUsT 1916.
Name :—Muthukrishna Ayyar.
Father’s name : —Swaminatha Ayynr‘.
Caste : —Brahmin.
Occupation :—Music Teacher.
Age :—32.
Residence : — Papanasam. 5
The witness being solemnly nfﬁr'r;led deposes as follows : —

I am music teacher in the Victoria High School, Papanasam. I entered
the school in July 1912 on Rs. 15 per mensem. It was 10th prosecution
witness that employed me in the school and settled my salary. 10th
Prosecution witness heard me sing at a sabha at Papanasam and asked me
to teach music in the school and I consented. I got an increment of Rs. 2
from 1Cth Prosecution witness after a year and a half- 5 or 6 months ago
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I got an incremgnt of one rupee My pay is now Rs 18. There used to be
dramatic performances in the school and T used to couch the boys for them.
I have also rendered object lessons into songs. 10th Prosecution witness
used to disburse salaries and used to pay me the full amount of my salary

5 for which I used to sign the acquittance Roll. It ‘was never the practice
for teachers to receive less and sign for more in the acquittance roll. There
used to be canvassing and [ used to go on canvassing tours. I have gone
about 20 or 25 times. 10th Prosecution witness asked me for contributions
and I said I could not afford. 1t was 10th” Prosecution witness that‘lpaid

10 the expenses of the canvassing. The expenses would range from Rs. 5
to 15a tour.

Cross-Exanination :—During the last + or 5 years I have not accepted

invitations for song at music parties because I am not proficient enough.

I used to sing at parties before and also gave private tuition. The accused

15 never accompanied us on canvassing tours. I have been present on some

occasions when other teachers were paid. T was not present at the disbuyse-
ment to all teachers on all oceasions.

Re-Exvnination :—Nil.
(Signed): S. MUTHUKRISHNA AYYAR.

2/0) Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate
(True copy.)
25; DEPOSITION OF 10TH WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AuGUST 1916.
Name :—L. Srinivasa Ayyar.
Father’s name :—Lakshmana Ayyar.
Caste : —Brahmin.
30 Occupation :—Tamil Pandit.
Age:—27,
Residence : — Papanasam.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :—

L am Tamil Pandit in the Victoria High School, Papanasam. I entered:
the school at the end of June (914 on a salary of Rs. 22, 10th Prosecution
witness who was my class mate had written to me and T went and he took
me to the accused whasaid he would pay me Rs. 22. I received my pay
the full amount and signed for it. I got an increment of one rupee in
January 1916, T am receiving the full amount of Rs. 23. 10th Prosecu-
40 _tion witness asked me in July or August 1914 to contribute to the Poor

Boys” Fund. I paid a contribution of less than one rupee for a month

and two and after that I did not pay and nobody asked me for contribution:

&

9

Cross-Examination :—T did%hot ask accused about the Poor Boys' Fund.

Re-Examination -—Nil.

(Signed) L. SRINIVASAN,
Sewior Tamil Pandit,
Victoria High Sehool, Papanasam. 6

Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R.' NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.) 10
DEPOSITION OF llta WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AUGUST 1916.

Name:—K. Ramasamy Ayyangar.
Father's name : —Kuppuswami Ayyangar.
Caste : —Brahmin. 15
Occupation :—Iand holder.
Age:—29 years
Residence : —Sannadhi Street, Papanasam
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows : —

Tama B. A. Iam a teacher in the Victoria High School Papanasam. 20
I was entertained in November 1914 on a salary of Rs. 81 I got an
appointment order from the accused. 4th Prosecution witness took it from
me saying that he would return it but has not returned it. It specified the
salary as Rs. 31. On 1-1-1915" I got an increment of Rs. 4. On 1-1-1916
I got a further incremen® of Rs. 3. My present pay is Bs. 4). T have been 23
receiving these amounts fully and signing for them. I haye not yet been
trained. ;
Cross-Examination : —Nil.
(Signed) K. RAMASWAMI AYYANGAR.
Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and 30
acknowledged by him to be correct.
(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.)

DEPOSITION,OF I2rit WITNESS FOR DEFENCE. 35
DATED 24TH AUGUST 1916.
Name :—R. Sesha Ayvyangar.

Father’s name :-—Ramanuja Ayyangar.
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Caste : —Brahmin.
Occupation :—Gymnastic Instructor.
Age:—43.
Residence : -~ Papanasam  (Kabistalam.
) The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :—
£
I am gymnastic teacher in the Victoria High School, Papanasam for
the last 22 years. = Prosecution witness 10 joined the school 2 years before
the Coronation. It was he that disbursed our salaries after his advent.
My salary was then Rs. 1. It was raised to Rs. 20 in 1912 It was raised
10 to Rs. 27 13 years ago. It is now: Rs. 25 per mensem. [ have always
received my full salary and signed the acquittance roll. It has not been the
practice for teachers to be paid less and to sign for more. I have not heard
of such a practice. There was canvassing for boys I have joined canvass-
ing parties when they used to come to Kapistalam. Prosecution witness 10
15 asked me for contribution for canvassing. I said I could not afford to pay.
I have gone with canvassing parties to Umayalpuram, Sarukkai etc.
'I have gone 5 or 6 times. It was Prosecution witness 10 that paid the
expenses of these trips.

Cross Examination :—Between Kapistalam and Papanasam is 14 miles.

20 Between Kapistalam and Umbalapadi is 3 furlongs, Between Kapistalam

and Sarukkai is a mile or a mileand a half. Umayapuram is 2 miles from
Kapistalam. T have not gone to any other villages.

Re-Examination :—Nil.

(L) 0. Craglisisni.
25 Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYVAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.)
30 DEPOSITION OF (3ra WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 241TH AUGEST 1916,
Name :—Rengasamy Dikshadar. *
Father’s name :—Egiva Dikshadar.
Caste :—Brahmin
35 Occupation :—Miras.
Age :—-35
Residence : —~Sarukk:ai
The witness heing solemnly affirmed deposes as follows:—

I belong to Sarukkai. I ama Mirasdar, I was an Overseer in the
40  Public Works Department. I resigned my appointment. T have property

81

worth Rs. 15,000. My brother’s son is reading in the Victoria High School.
Papanasam for the last 3 or 4 years. He was at school at Kumbakonam
before: T know that there was canvassing for boys by the teachers of the
Victoria High School, Papanasam. Defence witness 2, Prosecution witness
10, Defence witness 12, Prosecution witness 7, Prosecution witness 12 and 5
some others have gone to Sarukkai to canvass. [ have gone with canvass-
ing parties to Ganapatiagraharam, Swamimalai and Pandanallur for the
purpose of canvassing for boys. The expenses on these occasions were met
by | rosecution witness 10. After Prosecution witness 10 severed his connec-
tion with the school I met him in-the middle of 1915 on my way to 19
Kumbakonam. He told me that the recognition of the Victoria High School

was withdrawn, and that I need not send my boy to Papanasam but send

him somewhere else. I did not believe him. [ went to [efence witness 1

and enquired of him  He said it was false. I attended the Darbar of 1911.
Prosecution witness 10 had the moneys and expended them for the Darbar. 15,

Y Cross Exanination :—1 went for canvassing at the request of, Prosecn»‘
tion wifness 10 I was taken because the teachers were strangers to the
villages and I could introduce them to parents of boys. I was interested in
the school and wanted it to be made a High School and so I went. I do
not know wherefrom Proseeution witness 10 got funds for Darbar expenses. 20
I worked with the accused who was Secretary to the Darbar Committee.

* He is my friend

Re-E

xamination : - Nil.

(Signed) A. RENGASWAMY.
™ Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and 25
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy-)
DEFOSITION OF 14t WITNESS FOR DEFF@XCE L
DATED 24TH AUGUST 1916.

Name :—Kaleswara Ayyar
Father’s Name :—Subbiar.
Catse : —Brahmin.
Occupation : —Manager of Temple. 40
Age:—41.
Residence : —Swamimalai.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows : —

I belong to Swamimalai I am Manager of the Swamimalai Temple.
Swamimalai is 5 miles from Papanasam. Nattukottai Chetti’s are the 45
Trustee of the temple. I am Devastanam Manager as well as Chettis Agent.

My boy was reading in the Victoria High School Papanasam for 2 years.
He is now reading in Kumbakonam. I took @w. 2. & Vyravan Chettiar for
e

k‘g .
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the Victoria High School Papanasam 3 or 4 years ago. Fle promised to
get Rs. 25,000 for the school. The Chettiar visited Papanasam in a party
of 4 or % and stayed for 2 pr 3 days It was the school management that
entertained them. T have written to several Nattukottai Chettis for funds
for the school at the instance of the accused Canvasing parties have come
to Swamimalai. I have gone with them to several villages to most distant
village being Thimmakudi 6 or 7 miles from Papanasam. The expenses
of these tours were paid by Prosecution Witness 10. My boy was reqding
in Kumbakonam before he joined the Victoria High School. T transferred
him to Papanasam as teachers of the Victoria High § chool said that their
strength was poor and that I should send my boy to their school. After
Prosecution Witness 10 severed his connection with the school he came to
Swamimalai after January 1915. He said that the teachers had gone away
from the Victoria High School, Papanasam, that no grants were given and
no boys admitted for examination and that the school yvas shut down.
When T came next to Papanasam I asked Defence Witness 1 and he said
that it was all false and that the school was going on well.

Cross Examination :—1 took Vyravan Chetti to Papanasam at the
instance of the accused and Saminada Mooppanar of Kapistalam and teachers.
I went with canvassing parties because Swaminatha Mooppanar had told me
to interest myself in getting strength for the school. The accused has never
accompanied canvassing parties.  Prosecution Witness 10 has paid bandy-
hire, has paid for food taken by the party at coffee hotels and hotels.
The coffee used to be sent for. I used to arrange for meals for the party
at the hotel.

Re-Examination : —Nil,
(lis) 8, sFnefsiveun suiw.

Taken down by me in open Court and interpreted to the witness and
acknoy ledged by him to bs correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.

(True Copy)
DEPOSITION OF 151H WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AucusT 1916.
Name :—Ramachandra Rao.
Father’s name : — Bujanka Rao.
Caste :— Brahmin.
Occupation : —Mirasdar,
Age :—33,
Residence : —Swamimalai
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :

I belong to Swamimalai. I am a Mirasdar. I know the Victoria High
Sck-]ogl, Papanasam. I haye seen canvassing parties from the school
arriving at Swamimalai. They have come 10 or 15 times between 1911

83

and 1914. 2 or 3 boys of Swamimalai were reading in Papanasam Victoria
High School. T took some interest in the school. Whenever they called
for my help to go to adjacent villages to canvass for boys I used to go with
them. T have gone as far as Ganapatiagraharam 10 miles from Swamimalai.
One teacher paid the expenses of these tours. He was I'roscution witness 10.

Cross-Examination :—I have not given any pecuniary help to the
school. ! have not paid bandy-hire. Teachers have come and eaten in my
house. T might have gone7 or 8 times with canvassing parties. I am
interested in education and so I went with the *parties. If anybody had
asked for money I would have paid. Nobody asked.

Re-examination : —I am worth Rs. 50,000, I pay a land assessment of
Rs. 280 and odd.

(Signed) B. RAMACHANDRA ROW.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
ddditional District Magistrate.

(True Copy.)
DEPOSITION OF 16TH WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 24TH AUGUST :1916.

Name : — Ramasamy A

yangar.

Father’s Name : —Chinna Srinivasa Ayyangar.

Caste :—Brahmin.

Occupation : —Village Munsiff.

Age:—39.

Residence :—Karuppur.  (Papanasam Taluk)

The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :—

I am Village Munsiff of Karuppur, 2nd Bit of Umbalapadi Vattam.
Karuppur is 23-miles from Papanasam. My boy is reading in the Victoria
High school, Papanasam -since 1911. Canvassing parties from the school
used to come to my village. They have come twice or thrice. 10th prose-
cation witness, 2nd Defence witness, 12th prosecution witness 12th Defence
witness,—these used to come. They would solicit my help as Village Mun-
siff to get parents to send their boys to school. 9th Defence witness also
used to come | am interested in the improvement of the school 12th
prosecution witness is my cousin. At his instance | have gone with
canvassing parties to Ullikadai, Perumal Covil, Ganapati Agraharam. 10th
prosecution witness was my class-mate at Kapistalam. He and 12th prosecu-
tion witness took me to villages. It was 10th prosecution witness that paid
the expenses of thess trips | pay a kist of about Rs. 100.

Cros

examination:—1 went only once with the canvassing party.
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Re-Examination:— Nil.
(Signed) S. RAMASAMY AYYANGAR.

Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

5 (Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistratey

(True Copy.)

FOR DEFENCE.

DEPOSITION OF 177H WITNESS
DaTED 24TH Aucust 1916.
10 Name:-—G. S. Ramasamy Ayyar.
Father’s name : - Surianarayana Ayyar
Caste :—Brahmin
Occupation :—Miras
Age: - 42.
15 Residence : - Ganapatiagraharam.
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows :

I belong to Ganapati Agraharam I am a Mirasdar paying Rs. 800 as
kist. There ore 4 Ganapati Agraharam hoys reading in the Victoria High
School Papanasam. Canvassing parties have come to Ganapati Agraharam
for canvassing for boys for the Victoria High School. T'apanasam is
7 miles fro n my village. They used to come ina bandy, Two or three
teachers and two or three outsiders used to come. 10th Prosecution witness
2nd Defence witness and some Ayyangars used to come. They have come

“ Sor6 times. [ have gone with them 3 or 4 times to Chakrapalli, Eachan-

9

25
Prosecution witness was the prominent man in the party and it is he that

used to pay for the expenses. Occasionally they have taken meals in my
house. 5y :

Cross=xamination :—The accused is not my vakil but the vakil for my

31 opposite party. My estate is in litigation between me and my father-in-law.
10th Prosecution witness has paid bandy hire, and hotel charges. [ have
only seen him pay, not others. T have never paid but I have fed some of them.

Re-examination: - The litigation is a suit for specific performance of
contract. Some of the properties are with me. Some are with my father-
ol 3 % R Sy 5
35 in-law. The accused is my father-in-law’s vakil in this litigation.

(Signed) G.S RAMASAMY.

Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

; ‘Signed; R. NARAYANA AYYVAR,
40 - Additional District Magistrate.

(True copy.)

o

gudi, Veeramangudi, and Swamimalai for canvassing for boys. 10th

BS 0

DEPOSITION OF 18tH WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 25TH AvGuUST 1916.
Name :—Kailasa Ayyar.
Fathers name :—Suhbiar. ¥
Caste :—Brahmin.
Occupation : —Miras.
Age:—48.
Residence : —Melattur (Papanasam Taluk).
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows : —

I belong to Melattur 7 miles from Papanasam. I am a Mirasdar. [
have 10 velis of land. I pay a kist of is. 500. 10 or 12 boys of Melattur
are reading in the \'ictoria High School, Papanasam. Two boys related to
me are reading there ; my brother’s sons. The accused has collected some
Rs. 5000 for the school from my village. I have promised to give firewood
for brick kilns for the school building. The school masters used to come to
my village to canvass for boys. Chief among them was 10th Prosecution
witness. 7 or 8 or 10 other teachers used to come., The Tamil Pandit
Srinivasa Varadachari used to come He is dead. They used to come in
1912 and 1913, Some ten persons used to come. The canvassing parties
have visited my village about fen times. 10th Prosecution witness has
come on all these occasionsand he was the prominent man in the party.
They used to halt in my house. [Gth Prosecution witness is my friend and
so they used to halt in my house. They would halt for a day or two some-
times, sometimes they would leave after a few hours i th Prosecution
witness would eat in my house. The others would take coffee and eat in
the coffee hotel opposite my house. It was 10th Prosecution witness that
bore the expenses. I asked 10th Prosecution witness how he got funds.
He said that contributions were collected from teachers for the expenses of
canvassing, They got about 15 boysin my village by canvassing. They
used to visit other villages also Tirukalavur, Mangudi, Sorakkayur, Kalenjeri,
(illegible) and Uthukadu. At 10th Prosecution witness's request I have
accompanied the canvassing parties. The expenses of these visits were also
met by 1{th Prosecution witness. 4th Prosecution witness came to my
village in Panguni or Chitrai before last (.. ¢ 1917). Tirukalavar Venkata-
subramania Aiyar also came with him. 4th Prosecution witnesssaid to me
that the Victoria High School had been shut down under orders of Govern-
ment, that there was no usz sending our boys there and that if we sent them
they would not be admitted into other schools. I had occasion to go to
Papanasam _after a month and asked 1st Defence witness and he said it was
all false and was invented by 4th Prosecution witness because he had left
the school and that we were not to place any reliance on his words.

Cross=I vmination: - 1 do not know why he (4th Prosecution witness)
came to Melattur. T suppose he came to tell us this, He stayed there for
a day. 4th Prosecution witness told us this in public in front of the temple
in the presence of some ten people. I saw 4th Prosecution witness that
time only in front of the temple. It was then about 4 p. M. I don’t know
whether he went when he left us. 4th Prosecution witness was talking to
us for about half an hour. I was under the impression that he was Head-
muster at that time. I asked him how it was that while he was Headmaster
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he dissuaded us from sending boys to the school. He said the school was
shut down. I did not ask him if he continued as Headmaster. T believed
him at the time. I also thought that he might be wanting to go to some
other school T thought I would inquire into the truth of the matter. The
school had been closed then. I went and asked Ist Defence witness only
after the school was reopened. Nobody else gave me the information. I
asked my brother’s boys who was the Headmaster when the school was
closed and they said 4th Prosecution witness I went and asked lst IPefence
witness some ten days after the school was reopened I did not ask till
then about what 4th Prosecution witness said. I did not inquire about it
before the school reopened because my brothers are divided. I was anxious
about the promotion of my brother’s boys en the reopening but did not
make inquiry before the reopening. Some ten days after the reopening [
went to Papanasam on purpose to enquire into this. No. I went to inquire
about this - also on other business. 8th Defence witness also told me that
the teachers contributed for canvassing expenses.

Re-examination :—Nil. i
(PLIIL) &. GoBTSLILIT,

Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R, NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magist ate.

(True copy.)

DEPOSITION OF 19te WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
Datep 25TH AucusT 1916.
Name : - Jana Hussain Saib.
Father's Name : —Jainulauddin Rowther.
Caste : - Muhamadan.
Occupation : — Miras.
Age: 60.

Residence : - Chakrapalli.

¥

The witness being solmnly affirmed deposes as follows :

I belong to Chakrapalli. I have property worth Rs. 25,000. I am
Nattamai of Chakrapalli. There are 20 or 25 Mahamadan boys of my
village in the Victoria High School, Papanasam. Valudur, Raji’]giri and
Pandaravadai are also Mahomedan villages ; in all there are 50 Mahamadan
boys from my village and these other villages in the Victoria High School
Teachers used to come in batches of 4 or 10 to canvass for boys for the
school  10th Prosecution witness, 8th Prosecution witness and others used
to come. It was Ii th Prosecution witness who was Headmaster of the
school that was the prominent man of the party. They have not come for
2 years now, Before that they came for 4 years They used to bear their
own expenses It was 1( th Prosecution witness that spent money I have
gone with canvassing parties at the request of the teachers to Pasupathikoil,
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Sulamr’;rngalnm, Valudur, Rajagiri, Pandaravadai. I have gone twice or
thrice with them Tl:ey have come to my village 27 or 3 times

Cross-Examinalion : — During the 4 years that they came 1¢th Prosecu-
tion witness was the Head-master. Sometimes—once or twice—I. th
Prosecution witness has not come I do not know who spent moneys on
those occasions. ;

Re-Ex vanation : — Nil.
(PLILD) 9. 2 e,

Taken down by me in open court and interpreted to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct-

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,

10

Additional District Ma gastrate.

(True copy.)
DEPOSITION OF 20tH WITNESS FOR DEFENCE
DATED 26TH AuGusT 1916.

Name : —K. Ramasamy Ayyar.

Father's name : —Krishnasami Ayyar.

Caste :—Brahmin,

Occupation :—Local Fund Overseer.

Age:—43.

Residence :—Tiruturaipundi.

The witness being solemaly affirmed deposes as follows :

1 am now Local Fund Overseer, Tiruturaipundi. I was formetly Local
Fund Overseer at Papanasam from 9.8 to 141, I know the Victoria
High School, Papanasa:v. My two sons were reading in that school from
1910 to 19.5. 10th Prosecution witness was Headmaster in 191y when the
school was a Lower secondary school. The strength of the school was then
20 or 30. It was raised toa High School in 1+:2—1:. I was present at
the coronation Darbar in i ecember 1911, At that time it was decided to
make it a High school, to collect boys and to collect funds by loans etc.
The accused undertook to collect funds - subscriptions and loans and Icth
Prosecution witness undertook to get boys by canvassing in surrounding
villages. Accused was Secretary of the coronation committee. I am a
touring officer. I have met canvassing parties half a dozen times in villages
in 19i2 and 1913, I haye met them in + or . villages. [ asked 10th
Prosecution witness how the expenses of these canvassing tours were met.
He said subscriptions were collected from teachers and the expenses of
canvassing met from them. 10th Prosecution witness was my neighbour
at Papanasam. The teachers used to assemble at 10th Prosecution witness s
pial and go out canvassing from there. The strength of the school in 191
and 191, was considerably raised and was about 2uv or so The accused
is a public man. He has raised funds tor the war. He took part in public
movements. He has improved the condition of the villige of Papanasam
He used to spend out of his pocket for public objects.

Cro:s Exunuation :—1  have been a member of the Committee of
Education at Papanasam from [9{8 or I%.t. The management of the
school is the whole of the committee’s business. [ never took an active part
in the affairs: of the Committee. I know nothing as to how the teaching
staff was appointed. Once or twice I have scrutinised the committee’s
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accounts i. . a statement of accounts prepared by the secretary. I have
not seen Exhibit EE. There was no suggestion at the coronation meeting
as to how the expenses of canvassing which 10th Prosecution witngss under-
took were to be met. I do not know if the Committee of Education spent
anything on canvassing. Accused has never gone out canvqssing fo'r boys.
T do not know if expenses were actually incarred by canvassing parties.
Re-Examination : — Nil. %
(Signed) K. RAMASAMY AYYAR,
Local Fund Ouverscer.
Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional District Magistrate.
(True copy-:)

DEPOSITION OF 2Ist WITNESS FOR DEFENCE.
DATED 26TH AUGUST 1910.
Name :—V. M. Ramasamy Ayyar.
Father’s name : — V. R. Muthusamy Ayyar
Caste : —Brahmin.
Occupation :—Sub-Inspector of Police, Mayavaram
Age :—36.
Residence :—Mayavaram
The witness being solemnly affirmed deposes as follows:—

I was Sub-Inspector of Papanasam Station in 191”2 and 1913, I know
the Victoria High School, Papanasam.

It was made a High school in
191,

In 1913 V Form was opened. The strength of the school increased
vigourously. I have seen certain teachers canvassing for boys in villages.
10th Prosecution witness was in charge of these canvassing parties. I have
met them in Sulamangalam, Ayyampet, Pasupathikoil I have seen them 2
or 3times. On each of these occasions I have seen 10th Prosecution
witness. I know 5th Prosecution witness. His father was my neighbour
at Tinnevelly. T have seen 10th Prosecution witness also coming to his
father-in-law’s ( i. e. © th Prosecution witness’s father) house at Tinnevelly.
10th Prosecution witness told me that he used to collect contributions from
other teachers and meet the expenses of canvassing from those collections.
Cross-Examinaticn :—I haye seen the canvassing parties going by train
and by cart to villages. So I know that they must have incurred sorhe
expenses. I believe they went in hired carts. I have not seen any cartmen
paid. I asked I\ th Prosecution witness as a matter of general curiosity.
I did notask if all the teachers paid or at what rate.
Re-Exanination :— Nil
(Signed) V. M. RAMASWAMY AYYAR,
Sub-Inspector of I olice.
Taken down by me in open court and read over to the witness and
acknowledged by him to be correct.
(Signed) R. NARAYANA AYYAR,
Additional Dis

et Magistrates
(True copy.)
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| and to produce such records at the time of inspee-
tion. The management may also be required to
show separately on the‘receint:%ide of the finan-—
cial statement subseriptions and doﬁations o
received from the school staff as distinguished frovw/‘
the general publie. If the contract salary shown
f\ in the statement appears to be excessive,it is

open to the department to reduce the grant under

the provisions of article 35 of the Urant in-aid &

Code. Where actual falsification of registers
or other irregularities are detected the grant

may be withheld altogether(article 36 of the Code)

4. If however the Government desire that
only the salaries actually appropriated by the
teachers for their personal expenses should be
entered in the financial statement, the following
addition mny)it is Rubmitied)be made to the

certificate at the foot of the statement:-—

"I further certify that the salaries of me
"teachers entered in the statement represent the

;IS i "amounts actually received by them for their
"personal use and that no part of the amount has

"been appropriated for the purposes of the school !

The management may also be required to
| exhibit separately in the statement the names
of honorary or quasi-honorary teachers detzilingh

the nature of their connection with the institution

5. As regards thﬂvaluo to be attached to

| the signing of the certificate at the foot of the
' finaneial statemenﬁ)it is submitted that)in crimi-
| nal eases)the court will always exercise its

| independent judgment and 4no alteration of the
form of the certificate will serve to procure

convietion 1
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| of registers or other irregularities.
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