


Proceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Depariment,
R9th November 1865.

No. 45. Read the following letter from TEROOMAL ROW, late Sub-Magistrate of Calastry,
to His Excellency the Governorin Couneil,” Fort Saint George ; dated Triplicane, 15t:h
November 1865.

I beg to forward the accompanying memorial, in triplicate, for transmission to the Secretary
of State for India, and humbly solicit that, should the Government be not pleased, on a re-con-
sideration of my case, with reference to the grounds therein set forth, to grant me the full
amount of the pension to which my long and faithful service of 32 years is entitled, they will be
pleased to forward my memorial to its destination.

To tae Ricar HoxoraBrLe SIR CHARLES WOOD, Barr, k. c. B,
Secretary of Stule for India.
The humble memorial of TEROOMAL ROW,
late Sub-Magistrate of Calastry, in the District
of North Arcot, Madras,

Most REsPECTFULLY SHEWETH,
That your poor memorialist ‘begs to submit this appeal to the Government of Her Most

Gracious Majesty, against the Proceedings of the local Government, declining the grant to him
of the full amount of the pension to which he is entitled after a faithful service of 32 years.

9. That, in view to submit to your Lordship in Council, in a clear point of light, the unten-
ableness of the grounds by which the Madras Government allowed themselves to beled in form-
ing an unfavorable estimate of the character of the petitioner, he begs to enter hereunder on one
side the Order of Government passed in regard to his pension, with his explanation opposite to

the various statements and observations made in those orders to the prejudice of the memeorialist,

Ogrper, dated Gtk Seplember 1865, No. 342.

The papers above recorded relate to an
application for pension made on behalf of Teru-
mala Row, late Sub-Magistrate of Calastry, in
the North Arcot District.

2, On examination of the applicant's list
of service, it was noticed that, on the &th
Auvgust 1861, Terumala Row was degraded
from the post of Tahsildar to a Sub-Magistrate-
ship, involving a reduction of salary from Ru-
pees 150 to Rupees 85 per mensem.

8. The Collector of North Arcot was,
therzfore, referred to, by Memoraudum, as to
the cause of such degradation, and was request-
ed to forward copies of any orders issued on
the oceasion.

4. In compliance therewith, Mr. Robinson
has forwarded, with his Official Memorandum
of the 22nd July, copies of correspondence
which passed between the Collector and the
Board of Revenue in the year 1861, which
brings to light circumstances gravely affecting
Terumala Row’s character.

5. Mr. Blair, the then Sub-Collector,
writing 11th July 1861, remarked that Teru-
mala Row had for some years failed to dis-
charge his duties satisfactorily, Passing over
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Mr. Robinson, in sending on Mr. Blair's
letter to the Bosrd, and supporting his Proposal
to degrade Terumala Row, remarks that his
own means of jndging are necessarily more limit.
ed than those of the loecal officers, but he de-
clares himself satisfied that Terumala Row is
nobonly untrustworthy, but o miserably incom.
petent and inactive public officer.

6. How Mr. Robinson can reconcile such
a stalement, made so lately as July 1861, with
the remark at the close of his letter to the Ciyil
Paymaster—s« (},¢ character and conduct of the
applicant have, as far as [ can learn, been ge-
nerally good during his tenure of office,” the
Government are quite ata logs to comprehend,
and they cannot byt remark that the recom.
mendation of (he grant of the highest pension

i at. could possibly bestow on a
man of most exemplary character 1o such a
** miserably incompetent”’ and « untrustworthy”
officer as Mr. Robingon has stated the applicant
to be, is not a course which is likely to advance
the interests of the public service,

7. The Government decline to grant the
applicant the pension recommended for him,
viz,, Rupees 49, but sanction the grant 1o him

of a pension of Rupees 25 Per mensem, wij
effect from 1st August 1835,

e,

«

Judice of the Wandewash Tahsildar, and sup-
port his own arrangements, began to speak il

of the Petitioner, who was helpless, and hap-

pered to be in bad odour with the Cutcherry
officia Is . Tt is here submitted that the fact of
the degradation of the Petitioner (who buta
few months ago was allowed a large increase to
his pay), just in view to get over the dilemma
of re-iustating Kistniah in his former post,
must strike as anomalous, The Petitioner was
not subjected toany fine during the incumbency
of Mr. Bluir, nay, not so much as even rebuked
for any negleet, and the Peti joner feels there-
fore the more surprised at the expressions which
Mr. Blair has thought fit to use, in order to

injure the character of your poor and helpless
Petitioner.

Mr. Robinson has used harsh language to

_ the discredit of the petitioner, because he want.

ed to provide for Kistniah. If, as he stated in
his letter to the Revenue Board, (dated 1%th
July 1861, No. 161,) ** enough has come to my
ear and personal observation to satisfy me thay
he is not oniy an untrustworthy, but a mige;.
ably incnppetent andiinactive public officer,”
how is this to be reconciled with the remark
recently made by Mr, Robinson himself at the
close of his letter to the Civil Paymaster, viz,,
“ the character and conduct of the applicant
have, asfar as I'canlearn, been generally good
during his tenure of office.” This fact shows be.
yond a doubt that My, Robinson has been form-
ing judgment of the petitioner at the instigation
ol his subordinate officers, but not as founded on
any record. Had the petitioner continued in hig
post for sometime longer, under apn unbiased
Sub--Collec!or, he feels assured that Mr. Robin-
son would bave recorded & good opinion of him
on some future occasion. The very strong lan-
guage used to injure the character of the peti-
tioner,and that without the legst proof of his
guilt, in his (Collector’s) eagerness to provide
a'place for Kistniah, ca
trusts, but he viewed as
Lordship in Council.
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randum, as to the cause of such de-
gradation, and was requested to for-
ward copies of any orders issued on the
occasion.

4. In compliance therewith, Mr.
Robinson has forwarded, with his Offi-
cial Memorandum of the 22nd July,
copies of correspondence which passed
between the Collector and the Board
of Revenue in the year 1861, which
brings to light circumstances gravely
affecting Terumala Row’s character.

5. Mr. Blair, the then Sub-Collec-
tor, writing 11th July 1861, remarked
that Terumala Row had for some years
failed to discharge his duties satisfac-
torily. Passing over the ‘minor faults
for which he was from time to time
punished with fines, in October 1857,
on the ground of his extreme and
continued idleness and apathy, and of
the commission of certain irregulari-
ties, he was degraded by Mr. Sullivan.
His dismissal was also threatened.

Sir Charles Trevelyan, when on a
visit to Velllore, received numerouns com.
plaints against Narrainasawmy, and un=
able to reconcile the fact of Narraina=
sawmy (born of a peon)who had been
apeon just a few days ago, being in
possession of immense wealth and influ-
ence, with the iusignificant post ocenpied
by him, ordered an investization into his
conduct, which resulted in his conviction

and punishment (amidst the deafening

cheers of the whole Vellore Town) with
hard labour in irous for a period of
14 years.

These words quoted from Mr.
Blair's letter to the Collector (dated
11th July 1861, No. 85) would seem
to imply that the Memorialist was
often fined, which was never the case.
He was only fined on three occasions
and that not more than one or two
rupees at a time.

The notorious state of corruption
prevailing in the Sub-Collectorate of
North Arcot during the incumbency
of Mr. Sullivan, which drew the seri-
ous attention of the late Governor Sir
Charles Trevelyan, can easily account

. for the penalties to which the Peti-

tioner was subjected. One Narraina-
sawmy the Head of Police of Vellore,
enjoyed the entire confidence of Mr.
Sullivan, and he was held in dread by
all sections of the community, even
from the Sheristadar; and whoever
failed to please Narrainasawmy with
largesses, was sure to incur the dis-
pleasure of Mr. Sullivan. And it was
under such a state of things that the
Petitioner was punished with fines and
degraded. If your Lordship would
be pleased to order an examination of
the pleas under which the Petitioner
was occasionally fined and once degrad-
ed, it would be proved to your satis-
faction that they were utterly unjust.

-

Mr. Blair goes on to state that the
remarks of Mr. Elliott show that his
conduct continued as unsatisfactory as

ever, and that Mr. Elliott recom-
mended his being placed on the Pen-

sion List.

Mr. Blair's ‘“own opinion,” he
states, agrees with that of his two
predecessors ; and he says that Teru-
nala Row is generally represented to
be dishonest, oppressive, and unjust,
and gives it as his own belief that
these statements are correet.

The Memorialist here begs to submit
that the fact of his having been allow-
ed to retain charge of the important
Taluq of Arcot, for a period of near-
ly 10 years, without his competency
for the post being at all questioned,
is a strong presumptive evidence
for shewing that the degradation was
unmerited by the Memorialist.

Mr. Elliott was in charge for not

more than 8 months—a time too short
to enable him to form a correct opi-
nion of the character of the Peti-
tioner ; and when he came for the set-
tlement of the Talug (Poloor) under
the Petitioner, the latter exerted his
best and got the Jamabundy made
within one week, although it used to
occupy a month formerly, and Mr. El-
liott then expressed himself pleased
with the conduct of the Petitioner,
but ere a few days had elapsed, that
(entleman chose to find fault with
the Memorialist. The reason of alj
this was, Mr. Elliott wanted to bes-
tow the Petitioner’s post on one of his
favorites, and desired the Petitioner
to retire on pension ; and the latter
refusing to do so, that Gentleman
thought of injuring his character in

'~ the eyes of the Collector and of there-

by gaining his object. The statements
made by Mr. Elliott are too vague
and general, and do not specify any
particular fault on the part of the Me-
morialist.

Here too, nothingis specified against
the Petitioner Mr. Blair simply says.
« T have repeatedly had reason to be
dissatisfied with the way in which he
performs his business, and I would add
that he is generally represented by
the Ryots and other inhabitants of
his Taluq as dishonest,” &c. The fal-
lacy of the arguments brought by Mr.
Blair to shew why he is dissatisfied
with the Petitioner, must be clearly
apparent to your Lordship. He is
unable to point to any (there being



none) circumstances directly bearing
on the conduct of the Petitioner, and
all his conclusions are deduced from
hearsay evidence ; and the Petitioner
is only surprised that Mr. Blair has
not added any more epithets. As a
reason for complaints not having been
proved against the Petitioner, that
Gentleman says ‘“ This I believe to be
not in consequence of the charges be-
ing unfounded, but of the extreme dif-
ficulty, nay, almost  the impossibility
of getting witnesses to come forward
against a Tahsildar.” This may be
said of any Official. That these state-
ments of Mr. Blair are incorrect, will
be evident from the fact that there
will be found no ryot even at present
to speak ill of the Petitioner now that
the latter occupies no influencial post to
overawe anybody from giving evidence
against him. Here theMemorialist begs
to submit, why, if Mr. Blair was not
satisfied with the Petitioner, he should
have allowed him to reap the benefit
of the late increase of salary to Tah-
sildars ; that is, allowed the pay to be

increased from Rupees 72 to 150, and,

not have transferred him to some poéé
of equal pay then and there. The
true state of the facts are, that in or-
der to provide for one Kistniah, a dis-
missed Tahsildar of Chittoor but or-

dered by the Board of Revenue to be .

restored to his post, the Collector ap-
pointed him to the Talug of Wande-
wash forming the Sub Collector’s
range, in preference to the person that
had just a few days before become the
Tahsildar of that Taluq. As this ar-
_rangement was effected without con-
sulting Mr. Blair, he strongly depre-
cated the measure, submitting that
the dismissed Tahsildar may be ap-
pointed as Sub Magistrate of Kala-
hastre or the Petitioner or the Tah-
sildar of Vellore should be made to
give room for him. On the Board
desiring for explanation on the sub-
ject, Mr. Blair, intent upon upsetting
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Blair’s letter to the Board, and sup-
porting his proposal to degrade Tern-
mala Row, remarks that his own
means of judging are necessarily more
limited than those of the local Officers,
but he declares himself satisfied that
Terumala Row is not only untrust-
worthy, but a miserably incompetent
and inactive public officer.

6. How Mr. Robinson can recon=
cile such a statement, made so lately
as July 1861, with the remark at the
close of his letter to the Civil Pay-
master ¢ the character and conduct of
the applicant have, as-faras I can
learn, been generally .gqod'di%ﬁng his
tenure of office” the Government are
quite ata loss to comprehend, and
they cannot but remark that the re-
commendation of the grant: of the
highest pension which Government
could possibly bestow on a man of
fhost exemplary cnaracter to such a
“{niserably incompetent” and “un-
trustworthy” officer as Mr. Robinson
has stated the applicant to be, 1is not
a course which is likely to advance the

/. .
interests of the public service.

»Q-,[’jpoor.énd helpless Petitioner.

R W

the diversion made by the Collector
to the prejudice of the Wandewash
Tahsildar and support his own ar-

rangements, began to speak ill of the

Petitioner, who was helpless and hap-
pened to bein bad odour with the
Cutcherry officials. It is here sub-
mitted that the fact -of the degrada-
tion of the Petitioner (who but a few

months ago was. allowed a large in-

crease to his pay), just in view to get
over the dilemnma of Tre-instating
Kistniah in his former post,must strike
as anomalous. The Petitioner ' was
not gubjected to any fine during the
incumbency of Mr. Blair, nay, not so
much as even rebuked for any neglect,

i3 e
and the Petitioner feels therefore the
more stirprise ;¢ “Leexpressions whicli-

Mr. Blair has thought fit to use, in

"JFK‘} ordet to injure the character of your
g g WA

"Mz, Robinson has used harsh
language to. the ~discredit of the
Petitioner because he * wanted to
provide for Kistniah. If as he stated

L

in his letter to the Revenue Board

{dated 17th -July 1861, No. 161)
« enough has come to my ear and per-
sonal observa.ti:')n.; to satisfy me that
he is not only an untrustworthy, but
a miserably incompetent and inactive

public officer,” how is thi" to be re-

conciled with the remark recently

made by Mr. Robinson himself at the

«close of his letter to the Civil Pay-
master, Viz, ¢« the character and con-
duct of the applicant have, as far as 1

can learn, been generally good during -
his tenure of office.” This fact shews -

beyond ‘a doubt that Mr. I&ob'mson
has been forming judgment of the
Petitioner at the instigation of his
subordinate oﬁiqer‘é,x.;but not as found-
ed on any record. Had the Petitioner
continued in his post for sometime
longer, under an unbiased Sub-Collec-
tor, he feels assured that Mr. Robin-
son would have recorded a good opi-
nion.of him on some future occasion.
The very strong language used to in-
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7.- The Government decline to jure the character of the Petiti:)ncr,
grant the applicant the pension re- and that, without the least prooi of
commended for him, Viz, Rupees his guilt, in his (Collector’s) eager-
49, but sanction the grant to him of a ness to provide a place for Kistniah,
pension of Rupees 25 per mensem, cannot, the Petitioner trusts, but be
with effect from 1st August 1865. viewed as most unjust by your Lord-

' ship in Council.

3. That the Petitioner has been 32 years in the service of the State, of
which he (Petitioner) held the responsible post of Tahsildar for a period not less
than 21 years. He performed the duties of Tahsildar, in North Arcot dis-
¢ trict under Collectors, Viz., Messrs. Ogilvie, Goldingham, Babington, Lovell,

: Bourdillon, and Binning, and those able officers were not in any wise dissatis-
fied with the conduct of the Petitioner as will be evident from the Records.
But Mr. Sullivan, during the short period he was Sub-Collector, often took
occasion to find fault with the Petitioner at the instigation of his notorious
favorite Narrainsawmy (as already stated in this Memorial), and Mr, Elliott
and Mr. Blair, although the Petitioner did not serve for more than 8 months
under the former and 10 months under the latter, endorsed the opinion of Mr.
Sullivan, the one official in order to benefit a favorite, and the other to upset

) an arrangement made by the Collector without consulting his wishes.

L -4, 'That setting aside the faults noticed in the Petitioner by Mr. Sulli-
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. .son to be dissatisfied with his conduect, ﬁﬁdﬁwha&t' particular pre in W
. Petitioner had come under their cognizance to elicit such want e%?‘ﬁ?ust -
Hhee remarks on a helpless and faithful servant like your poor Memorialist. There
3 7 is mothing to shew in the Records, and vague expressions could be interpre-
Ll ted to mean anything and everything. 4% :

» 5. That in order toshew to your Lordship that the opinion submitted by
Messrs. Sullivan, Elliott and Blaitregarding the Petitioner were either owing
to prejudice or to the very short time they have had to. enable them to forma
just estimate of his character, the Memorialist begs to refer yqur' Lordship to
the letter of the Deputy Collector to the Collector, Mr. Fraser, dated 22nd May
1862 (No. 22) in which that official says. I have reason to believe from the
conversation I had with  him on more than one or two oceasions on Revenuc

* and Police matters, that hé is possessed of good experience and that he is well
Aitted for a respectable post. He was in fact a Tahasildar of several Té.luqs up-
wards 21 years, and as far as I have had opportunity of knowin‘g hiin since

his employment in my division 1 can safely, testify to his good conduct and %

b B R usefulness for public ._dqj:y,” and a,lso to the quectm.’s two le:ttgm i ik EQ&T d
which Mr. Fraser states “my enquiries. regarding Teroomala Row’s eonduct
and his performance of his dutics subsequent to his degradation and prior to
Mr. Robinson’s departure, show, that they have been satisfactorily conducted.”

6. That Your Lordship’s Memorialist begs to submit that under this

noble and just British: Government no man is made to suffer for any

' faults which have not had a fair trial, and much less, on heresay cvi-

- dence. In many instances he benifit of the doubt is allowed to the guilty
party. But in the case of the Petitioner it will be perceived, that Mr. Sul-

livan fines and degrades him for some supposed faults, without so much as

- affording him an opportunity of explaining himself, amd ME. Elliott, without

R

8 = stand, how and in what particular instances Messrs, Elli;étt‘ and Blair had rea-

i of Revenuedated 12th May 1863, 14th February 1863 (Nos. 84 and 18) in
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beino able to cite any instances in which he has had_ occasiazln to ﬁl.ld- ‘ ,{;Eluqt
witho the Memorialist, simply malkes a statement of x'vhat ha trz;nis?ue : ;n
recard to the Petitioner during the time of Mr, Sfulhvan ;.Mr. B alr n.xexe )‘
ecioes the very words of Mr. Elliott with9u*c alluding t'o a single C]I‘CU.D‘ISE{LI]’C.(,
that had come under his personal ‘ob‘se?rvatlon and adding some I])Jerf;a) eix'1-
lence to support his assertions, has injured the cha.racter of the Pet1 1?ne1 m'
it ¢ the higher Authorities, and Mr. Robinson, the Collector, only
endorses :he opiniZn of his Sub-Collector, without as_ce.rtain:ing ?\fhet.her such
i s well founded. And” to erown the Petitioners misfortune, the
E\)II):Z{;Z ‘(\S‘r{:wernment have been only pleased to be led by the statements of tlie
bove Officers. The Petitioner begs to add that a person can become no cri-
% cause one officer has chosen to say so, and two others merely repeat—
od his sentiments, one after the othefr. No person can be said tofbt‘a 001‘1;1({’5&;((1
of any crime on mere presumtive evidence. tl‘here must be proo 1e(cloi1 : ed 7'1)1
make a person amenable to the slightest pumﬁhment ; and your Lords 1}.);@1
perceive that no proof has been recorded agam.st your humble Memorialist,
and he has been merely made to suffer most unjustly. S
7. That referri;lg more particularly to the fs-mct of the Pfatitioner hfwu%g
heen fined and degraded by Mr. Sullivan, which Is t_he only stigma stizmdmg in
the Records attached to his character, the Memorialist begs tq sub}mt, that. of
the numerous individuals every day pensioned, your Lordship Wﬂl per.eelve
that nine-tenths cannot be said to have borne a perfect character m its ].Jtera,l
Tt cannot be stated that they were not so much as rebuked or slightly

the eyes
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sense. ; ; it : -
punished in the whole career of their service. This is almost impossible from
the very nature of things. Tn how many instances does the caprice of the head of

an Office inflict unjust punishments on ser.mets placed in their power.’ COFSI'
dering all the above circumstances, the Pe.tltloner hu'mbly tl.‘usts that his cla'nns
to pelhsion, on a moiety of his salary, will be admitted with every propriety
and justice.

g That in conclusion, the Petitioner most humbly.ar}d earnestl.y craves
that, your Lordship in Council, will b.e pleased _to b(lastow a liberal ?onmde.ra,tmn
on ali the facts stated in this Memo.rlal, ar.ld directing your special not.lce to
the circumstance, of the Memorialist having fe*r'v.ed undr?r no less than six able
Collectors (before he was placed under Mr. Sullivan) wz.thout any o?ze of them
having reason to pass any unfavorable 1‘emm'ks' rfagardmg hzs. conduct ; that
M. Sullivan allowed himself to be l(fd %)y unprincipled .S‘z.(,bm.d,lna? i f&ll
that has been said against the Memorquzst by Messrs. Elliott, Blair and Robin-
son, were faundccl on mere hearsay evidence an(’Jl.not on any proof recorded ;
and of the favorable reports recorded of the Petitioner by Mr. Frazer jan d St
especially, that your Lordship was recently pleas.ed to grant a pension in the
case of one Mr. King, late of the Madras Medical Store Establishment, who
was convicted of having embezzlcd Govew'mnent property and underwent a sen-
tence of 1igorous imprisonment, be graciously pleased to : order th.e grant to
the Memorialist, of a pension of Rupees 494 equal to a moiety of his average
salary for the last 5 years, to which he is justly entittled.

9. That for thisact of impartial justice your Lordship’s humble Memo-
rialist, shall, as in duty bound, ever pray.

g',f'éﬂ'dz'}“—‘/
/5 November, }
1865.
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