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From SEETHARAMIA.H, late Tahsildar and Head of Police of Cauverypauk
Talook, North Arcot; to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government,
Judicial Department, Fort St. George, dated 4th March 1859.

No. 3l.

SIR,

copies of a Memorial addressed to the Right Honorable
f State in Council of India, of this date a ppealing
against the decision of Government of the 22nd September last, a copy of which togetl;er with
the papers connected therewith, the Government were pleased to furnish me on the 8th Ultimo,
and to request that you do me the favor to move the Right Honorable the Governor in Council

to forward them to Lord Stanley.

I have the honor to hand you four
Lord Stanley, Her Majesty’s Secretary 0

Should His Lordship in Council, on a review of the representations I have made, think it
decision inmy case and restore me to my former appointment, the

necessary to re-consider his
Memorial to the Home Government will not then exist.

necessity for submitting the

Rigur HONORASBLE LORD STANLEY,

To THE
H. M.’s SECRETARY OF Srare 1N Couscir oF INDIA,

LoNpoN.

The MEMORIAL of SEETHARAMIAH, lat:a Tahsildar
and Head of Police of Cauveripauk Talook of
the North Arcot District of the Madras Pre-

sidency.

MAY IT PLEASE youR LiORDSHIP,

rders of the Madras Government of the 22nd September 1858, No. 2296,
Judicial Department, your Memorialist, at the close of a long, faithful and anblemished service of
32 years, was removed from his apppintmert of Tahsildar and Head of th'cig; of the Cauveripauk
Talock of the North Arcot district, which he had beld for 10 years‘—-hecause. in the view of Go-
in November 1857, been negligent of his duty in faﬂin! to arrest certain
parties and search certain houses ander a Warrant issued by the Magistrate of the Chingleput
district. Your Memorialist having, after repeated attempts, at length, on the 8th February A
stant, obtained from Governmenmuthemicated copy of the Official Record on which the Govern=-

verse to your Memorialist, he begs now to offer the following

ment had come to their decision ad |
observations founded chiefly on this Official Record of his case, to which he entreats your Lord-

ship’s earnest attention.

That under the 0

vernment, he had,

9. The facts of his case are these. In August 1857, a gang robbery was perpetrated in
* warraot No. 11 - the village of Mamun-

the Magistrate of Chingleput. door in the Conjeveram

ice that amouy the residents of Walajapett that, Madura, (1 : g A

et u"d‘; T];azlhuchettyﬁ(n Mull.no:(‘ rlgpl,.om\; v,’ef,? '1_‘;1031: of the Chingle~
51 sanhen son of -Chengulroyen (6) Thalayaree Rwm sawmy (7) Salya eveata- - put district; and pro-

f :::::J ((vs)Cunsinusn (9) Mooneyen. son of Goorvee (10) Chinnapien (11) Vaneyaumootoo p“ ) : pro .
Velly (12) Chi 3 3 m;ef{lr cl; :hxmw%;) (l‘lll'; )brEﬂlt:r Ciand»r(sa,;; perty to the value o
15) Soocoola (16 3 ounden ( (19) | wmanieyen (2 k
;:lins -)I:O!hel-iislu‘w) Narrayanasawmy (21) Lungalree Haree Row (22) Vundayaseepedda about Rs. 5,500 or
Thumboochetty (23) his Goomastah Gaudeecara Gooroonathem (24) Poonneeyacottee Nar-  £550 was stolen, Cer-
rayana Moodly, (25) Thangacara Ramasawmy Moodly, (26) Mundy Caudr Patcha (27)‘;1-3 hh 1 ~ e
concerned in the Toreh Light Gang Robhery, 1n which the Gang entered, with Torches and parties suspect
arms, the House of one Arroonachella Moodly, in the Village of Venmmundoor Talook Con-  of being concerned in
jeeveram, and plandered property to the extent of Rupees 5,457-2-11 ; and Chocacara Soob- ¥ 2
raya Moodly, (1) Thady evroomala chetty (2)_Sal_um-g-a chetty Therroomalay (3) Charoo- this dacoitee, as well as
condla Rugava chetty (4) Cotta Parthasarady chetty (5) Cotta Ramasawmy chetty (6) certain other 3
Theratchapullay Remanjooloo chetty (7) Caurls Gopauloo (8) Augaly Maonesawmy (9) VAT v parties
Cavarie Cencayanee (10) are purchasers of the said stolen property : and J hereby order you suspected of having
Rungshpab Naiken, the Hoczoor Duffadar, to proceed thither and after obtaining the assis- h : : 1
tance of the Police officer at that station, to apprehend the said parties and search their purchased the proper-
houses, and present them with the property that may be found, in the presence of the Head of ty thus stol en, were

. Police of Conjeeveram for investigation. Fail not to execute this order: g .
' ¢ residents of Wallaja-

SYDAPET, : Sealed and Signid 3 !
} (. J. SHUBRICK, Magis?mte. pettah in the Cauveri-

3rd October, 1857. |

From

Sae 1t hasin?gﬁcameulo my
Booran (2) Yadn Arronagh
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Fort St. Geoge, Judicial Consultation, 22nd Ma

Mmorialist and asked for assistance in executing his Warrant ; at the same time some of the re
sidents of Wallajahpett complained to your Memorialist that the Duffadar was threatening to search
them. Your Memorialist thereupon asked to see the Warrant, not
3

their houses and apprehend
that he had any doubts whether a Warrant was possessed or not, but merely to have a copy of it

for production to the Magistrate in case the parties who complained should carry their com-
plaints before the Magistrate, as they actually did—but the Duffadar expressed an unwillingness
to produce it unless permitted by the Informant and stated that he would go and ask his consen;
The Duffadar then left your Memorialist. On the evening of the next day or the day after ou'
Memorialist forgets yvhich at this late period, the Duffadar re-appeared and offered to r,oﬂu :
the Warrant to your Memorialist. The Warrant was then produced, but the Duffadar I::over:d
with the palm of his hand that portion which particularized the parties to be apprehended &c
and merely allowed your Memorialist to look at the seal and date of the Warrant. Your Memc;:
rialist, finding the Duffadar so very pertinacious in withholding information regarding the par-
himself that this Warrant was the same referred

ties to be apprehended, and as be had satisfied
Shubrick, gave the required assistance to the

to in the Takeed he had received from Mr.
Duffadar, but instructe o apprehend those parties only whose names are

d his subordinates ¥
given in the Warrant. Your Memorialist cannot now remember whether he remained at Walla-
jahpett on the 0§th ;—he remembers that he was there a part of the 29th as on the day the carts
were despatched to Vellore. d no intimation from the Duffadar Run-

Your Memorialist receive
giah Naick of the (alleged) opposition of the Talook officials during the time of the 27th and 28th
that he is stated to have been at Wallajahpett.

On the 29th, when you Memorialist was leaving
essage by one of the peons, stating that the Cutwall’s time

Wallajahpett, the Duffadar sent a m
ng him. Your Memorialist then directed

was more given fo collecting the carts than to assisti
the Cutwall to attend the Duffadar. Your Memorialist heard nothing further of this affair, till
)

after his return, sometime after the 30th, to Wallajahpett, when he learnt that the Duffadar had

left Wallajahpett without executing the Warrant.
= The Official Record of your Memorialist's case shows that the Duffadar Rungiah Naick's

‘.
o ansupported by any other evidence—and your Memorialist has already said that
been in a position to make a proper defence. If the reports of Messrs:

he had not before this
ly fall, if they have not met all the points at issue, your

Whittingham and Eliott are not sufficient
Memorialist respectfully submits that be ought not to suffer in consequence, especially as he

was not aware of f the defence set up in his behalf by those gentlemen.

the nature O
8. The Government in their orders of the 92nd September 1858, No. 1296, Judicial D
« It is not denied that this latter officer (the Duffadar) showed the former (yox:
¢ Memorialist) the Warrant on the evening of the 27th November last, and that he remained i
“ the town (Wauajdhpett) the whole of the following day (the 28th) and a part of the next (;h:
d himself with merely issuing orders to his subordi-

« 99¢h), and still the Head of Police contente
« nates and leaving them to obey these orders or not as they thought fit."
9. Your Memoriali t the Warrant was only : partially shown to your

st begs to state tha
Memorialist on the 27th, and that a copy. of it was left at the Talook Cutcherry by the Duffadar
after your Memorialist ha rishy5 v

d left the Cusbah on the 29th and that he received no intimation, had
suspicion, that any want of co-operttion was exhibited by his subordinates. The Govemm;m ha"'t',
accepted the above facts on the exparte <tatements of the Duffadar and in e R ot i
pointed denial thereof on the part of Messrs : Whittingkam and Eliott. Your Memori l"_ny

t in his de_n'el. Your Memorialist and the Duffadar ar: “'gitl;

having now an opportunity,has pu
ing as evidence, each having to account for o i kit i gk

partment, state—

one respect, on equal footl
matter : but your Memorialist cubmits that when it is considered, that he was on a salary of Rs.’
d Head of Police for the last 10 years of a Talook

108 or 10£ 16s. 2 month—and the Tahsildar an
ard, having a population of 200,000 souls, and yielding a revenue of 2}

40 miles long by 20 bo

lacs of Rupees or 05.000£—while the Duffadar Rungiah Naick is a mere subordinate and
Salary of Rs. 14 or 08s. a month,—Yvur Menorialist would as evidence be generally held tznba
entitled to greater weight. . ' o

10. The Government proceed—
hingleput district,

« He (your Memorialist) knew that a daring robbery had
that the Duffadag was in pursuit of the supposed

¢ been pcrpetrated in the C
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Fort St. George, Judicial. Consultation, 22nd March 1859.
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correct. He had during the long period he was employed in executing the Warrant, two of
Head of Police in constant attendance on him : and it was proved that he had
on the last occasion ample means to serve the Warrant, but that ke made no attempt to use the
means at kis disposal, The Subordinate Police Officers were in obedience to the order of the
Head of Police ready to assist the Duffadar, but he made no use their services, delaying to ap-
“ pear under the pretence of bringing the complainant to be present at the search. The warrant
«« was not served, because the Chingleput Duffadar who was charged with its execution himself
“ prevented its being done.”” Mr, Whittingham, in his letter to Mr. Shubrick of the 10th July
1858, para: 2, says—*“ From the personal investigation held by the acting Head Assistant Ma-
s gistrate (Mr. Eliott) there are strong grounds for believing that the subsequent proceedings
¢ of your Duffadar were also of a highly irregular nature.” :

f evidence, the testimony of a witness in the position of
one who is anxious to see that the course of justice is net
ted the matter on the spot and under insiructions from his
official superz'or——is'of more weight than the mere assertions of a person in the standing of Duffa-
dar Rungiah Naick, who having failed in a most impertant duty entrusted to bim, is obliged to
account for the failure, and of course is likely to make out such an account as will free himself
from all blame, and especially when he is af a distance from the scene of his failure, and hence
when the parties capable of refuting his statements are not at hand. Such heing the case, your
Memorialist respectfully urges that the Government in their proceedings on his case, have not
given due weight to the counter-evidence in his favour—have in fact taken a one-sided view of

the matter to his prejudice.
16. TRespecting the dictum laid down by Government, that it was the duty of your Memoria-

list to execute the warrant in spite of the apathy of the officer charged with its execution, your
Memorialist respectfully submits that this dictum is quite new to him. Your Memorialist sub-
mits that his duty in the matter was merely to enforce the authority of the Duffadar, not to
wrest that authority from him. If any resistance on the part of the parties to be apprehended
was evinced, your Memorialist’s duty would be to overcome such resistance, or to offer any assis-
tance that might berequired by the Duffadar in acting upon his warrant. Your Memorialist could
not legally execute the warrantas he was not charged with its execcution. If your Memorialist

and if the Duffadar was unwilling to make use of .that assistance,

tates that these are proved, your Memorialist submits that the failure in

the peons of the

15. According to all laws o
Me. Eliott, an uninterested party,
impeded, who has personally investiga

and Mr. Whitthingam s
the matter lies at the Duffadar’s door.

17. Your Memorialist would in conclusion draw attention to the intrinsic improbability

of Duffadar Rungiah Naick’s story. Your Memorialist has already

Para, 15. sufficiently pointed out that under the circumstance in which the Duffa-

dar was situated, his version of the transaction, according to all laws

of evidence, is per se not turstworthy. To be accepted, it must be accompanied by ample corro-

borative evidence——none such has been adduced.
18. The very first step, according to his own version is pronounced by Mr. ‘Whittingham to be
« # highly culpable conduct,” and Mr. Subrick does not dissent from this
* Para. 2 of Mr, Whitting- opinion. And yet this conduct, which has been so characterized, in no way
mt lﬁ:;awlxn‘:' %‘;'1‘; helps out the Duffadar’s case. He says that he was backward to pro-
;358- and marginal note duce the warrant, because 1st it was unusual and hence suspicious, and

y Mr. Shubrick. SEL :

ond that if it was shown the parties whose houses to be searched would
Para. 12. be forewarned. Your Memorialist has already pointed out the absurdity

and futility of this trumped up pretext—a pretext which is damaging to

the Duftadar’s case.
19. The final proceeding, the omission to report the alleged opposition offered by the
- eries ity Talook authorities to Mr. Eliott, who was within 3 milesand was * ac-
“ter to Mt Whittinghewm, cessible at any timeand who gave aid to the Puffadar himsell is what
dated 18th January 1858, the Duffadar never would have taken had-the actual facts of the case
been as he represents them. The man would been exceedingly indig-

_pant with the Talook authorities and out of personal resentment he would have lodged a com-
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George, Judicial Consultation, 22nd March 1859.

plaint with Mr. Eliott. His not doing so, shows that the feelings which would b-e'“a“:;\llei
engendered in such circumstances, were not existent in him, and hence that the .oxcmng.](edges
were absent, and that therefore his story is improbable. Mr. Shubrick himsell acknow

that this omission of the Duffadar’s was irregular,

ta1s . k F = - B aial Rccol‘dv
20. Your Memonahst havmg thus gone into a minute examination of the O!ﬁfﬂi Sl
= - oL 14 Ve
and shown, ashe humbly submits, he has done, sufficient cause why the decision of 1

a8 reling every assi=
Government should be reversed, leaves the matter in your Lordship's hands feeling €¥<h,
rance that your Lordship will carefully look into his case and see justice done

And your Memorialist as in duty bound shall ever pray.
Madras, 4th March 1859.

No. 32. OrpER THEREON, No. 373; dated 19th March 1859.

cr::luelltl
Ordered that three copies of the present Memorial be forwarded to the Home Goy
together with copy of the Orders of Government therewith connected.

: YCROFT,
(Signed) T. P Chief Secretary:

Exd, J. A, Wilson,
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as he Huambly submits he has done, sufficient cause why the decision of the Madras Government should be

reversed, leaves the matter in your Lordship’s hands, feeling every assurance that vour Lordshin will care.
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