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Fort St. George, Judicial Consultation, 5th November 1858.
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No. 67. Read the following letter from C. F. CHAMIER, Esq., Acting Register to the Court
of Sudder Udalut; to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, dated
21st October 1858, No. 98.

SIr,

I am directed by the Judges of the Sudder Udalut to forward for the information of the
Government, the accompanying copy of a letter from the Civil Judge of Combaconum, point-
ing out that in consequence of enquiries which he has recently instituted, the sums for which
Messrs. Lewin and Scott, will be answerable, on account of the frauds committed in the Com-
baconum Court, during their terms of office, will now be somewhat less than those stated in para.
11 of my letter dated the 9th October 1857.

From G. T. BEAUCHAMP, Esq., Civil and Session Judge of Combaconum; to C. F.
, CHAMIER, Esq., Acting Register to the Court of Sudr and Foujdaree Udaiut, Fort
St. George, dated 14th October 1858, No. 1454.

Sir,

I. I have the honor to address the Court of Sudr and Foujdaree Udalut, with reference to
the report on the defalcations in this Court, submitted by me on the 9th September 1857.

2. The Judges are aware that under their orders of the 9th October 1857, the Shroff was
put on his trial before and acquitted by the Acting Session Judge of Trichinopoly. In the de-
cision, reference was made to certain points which had been brought forward on the prisoner’s
behalf and as they seemed to me to cast some doubt on the correctness of my report, | deemed
it my duty afresh to scrutinize the accounts.

3. Theresult has been that, whilst I find that the deductions specified below are to be
made from the deficiency as stated in the report, 1 see no ground for doubting its accuracy in
other respects.

4. The first point to which my attention was directed, was that indicated in the annexed
extract from the sentence.

“13. It was advanced by the prisoner’s Counsel and proved on examination of the Com-
baconum Court account books by the 16th witness and the Court Record-keeper, that previous
. to the date of prisoner’s dismissal, viz., 27th June 1854, items of receipt bad been repeatedly
carried to account and items of disbursement omitted.”

“ Thus in 1846 and following years were found the following items of receipts:”
ns” AJE-

A. 1846, 19th August, in Original Suit, No. 212 of 1844, on Mahomedan"
Sudr Ameen’s Court file.. 19

B. 1846. 23rd September, same suit and party : 3

C. 1847. 26th June, do do : o

D. 1848, 18th January, do do

‘ Precisely the amount of the 8 previous entries.
E. 1846. 19th September, in Original Suit, No. 121 of 1844, defendant

Hyder Saib
F. 1846. 6th June,

Another item.
G. 1847. 4th February, in Original Suit, No. 42 of 1854, on Sudr Ameen’s
file, plaintiff Setooboye Ammal
H. 1848. 25th February, do
Again.
I. 1847. 7th July, Original Suit, No. 248 of 1844 on Sudr Ameen’s file, 2nd
and 3rd defendants....,...., ;

J. 1848. 9th March, do
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Disbursement not brought to account.
K. 15th November 1848, actually received in Treasury in Original
Suit, No. 233 of 1846, on Sudr Ameen’s file... 29 0 0
.................. i~

Amount paid out of Court, according to receipts of 30
: th N
1848 and 18th November 1851 g ovember

s He Sale s UpiioinG o e
16th June 1855, further payment out of Court......... ... ..... 23 1.0
B AN i et vs o rh o s s AN St S b i e s e s sy e o T % i
MR 92 9 10
L. QStlé]Jalxuftl‘)’ 1851, Original Suit, No. 25 of 1848, Sudr Ameen's
R A v s o S e A L T 131 1 6

Diary o:der of 8th February 1851, directs paymeﬁt of above sum to party.”
\ A

5. The books kept by the Shroff were a Tamil Jo :
prescribed by Circular Order of the Court 6F Badice Ud:ll:ltal I:zd ;4Tamxl Ledger in the form

6. In both of these accounts, the i
'S S, items A. B. C., are ent
S S » 3 y X ered as '
c(')ntalLa no entry of payment ; but in the Ledger opposite the entries of "ecef”ed- b JO“"‘_‘al
Lis own hand has made an entry to the effect that the items were paid on :;celﬁi;t’ht};elSh;;f;v“h
e 27th July -

Ll

7. The item D. is entered in both Journal and Le . .
being dated 25th January 1848. edger as received and paid, the payment

-
S S :
S }(;e records show that items A. B. C. were received on the dates specified in th
ecision and that oue payment of the gross sum was made on the 25th Janu lg:-;’ : l:n the
B ary , SO that the

three first entries in the disbursement side of the Ledger and the second ies i iptsi
of both Journal and Ledger were fictitious. N S g

9. So also in respect to the other double entri

. ‘ . ntries E T ; .

t:.nce on the recelpt.sde of both Journal and Ledger and oxlc::“::rfr - ar}x}d : '-I’ O P 5ol

the Journal, but twice on the disbursement side of the Ledger; al]):l ?:i:r:md‘sl}n;ser;em l:ldfei Of
3 arkable that the first

entf-ws in each 1:1st:111ce.|n the disbursement sile of the Lodesr, are i :
whilst all the other entries are in that of one of his Goomdsta}? R s ki o
astahs.

10. 1t seems to me cle:
only have been made to vdjdrhthat Pt e t?n the disbursement side of the Ledwer could
) : eil ¢ e embezzlement of the sums received and ger cou
e‘nmled to .tbese items had put in applications for them, a second and that after the paities
former fictitious one. It is to be noted that the second entries enl:ry whs mad.e to conceal the
instance, made after the applicaticn of the party, for the n;oney E:dtb‘: rec{:;l]:it sxd: were in each
en filed in Court.

11. These facts are patent in the face cf
th
Court at the trial, e Journal and Ledger, which were before the

12. 148 t ies i
s l'le double entries in the Ledger balanced each other'and i :
oir the face of the accounts, was ascartained from the Ladger and the deficiency apparent
2 2

> « " * che deﬁ - . %
of Commitment™ were it av Athe i cits specifie “ G
itment” were in no way affeeted by the double entries which alzo do d“tl tlf]fe (’!:'0‘;"25
not atiect the den-

cits specified in my report.

18. Thei 4 - :

5 D8 item K does not affect the deficits specified in the Ground :

does not appear in the Ledger at all. . 1t does, however, redu h nds of Commitment,
the extent of Rupees 23, Anna 1. ¢ it

as it
specified in my report to

14, Although an order was passed for the payment of item L to 1]
0 th

entry in the account, nor receipt of the party, e party, there is neither

nor - .
was complied with, and I have been compelled the,-:;-; ‘::hil of gny ilnd to show that the order
0 order the application of the heir of

the party for the same to be complied with,

15, In the 15th para. of the decision, th 4 :
. , the followin
g remark ocears: ¢ Th
: at there must be

some other servants than prisoner to whom blam '
e should attach
: , may be concluded from the fact

that in 1853, about a year after the prisoner’s dismissal fr
om office, the deficiency in the Treasury

RTE e have incre
was found to have increased from Rupees 5,000 to Rupees 7,000,

R e T S v

N e z
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16. It appears that one of the witnesses stated that the defalcations appearing on the face
of the accounts on the 27th June 1854, when the Shroff left the Court, and on the 1st February

1855, when my predecessor closed the accounts, were respectively Rupees 5,930 10 5%
7T.231 T 4%

e

the difference being...... 1,300 12 11

17. Inow findthat when the accounts were closed, Rs. 1,236-13-8 which had been paid during
{lie months of August, September and October 1854 and January 1855, and duly entered in the ac-
counts, were overlooked, and that the item referred to, in para. 13, 23 Rupees, 1 Anna, was also
overlooked, and that certain other items to the amount of 41 Rupees, 7 Annas, 8 Pies were
erroneously entered ; in all, 1,301 Rupees, 6 Annas, 4 Pies; (a trifle in excess of the above dif-
ference,) and carried into the statement of demands against the Court, which was then prepared.

{8. There is one poiut more, on which remark is called for.

19.  When I forwarded the former report, I stated that the Court Records accounted for all
but 54 Rupees, 4 Annas, 5% Pies, of the sum ascertained to have been embezzled, but after
making the above deductions, the records now show that sums exceeding by Rupees 1,215-0-4
the actual embezzlement, had not been carried to account.

20. As the system pursued by the Shroff was from time to time to omit carrying to account
sums paid into his hands, meeting the demands of the persons entitled to those sums from the
payments made into the Court for other parties, the sums omitted to be entered in the accounts,
would always be more or less in advance of the sums actually embezzled. Thus supposing the

Shroff to have received for Goverument.......ccousereees 200

= A St et 500

i |5 P S ey 500

i1 (T 500 and to have carried only Band C’s
1,000 to account on the Ist February 1848, and to have further received for D........... 500

o R 500 and
carried only E’s 500 to account, and to have further paid A 500 on the Ist March 1848, the ac-

count would stand thus :—

1st February 1848. Received for. 1L o . 500
for O i 500

Total... 1,000
1st March. 0. Fr Bbaiererkee N

Total... 1,500
Paid to A...... R AT b 500

Balance... 1,000 and thus whilst 700*

* Government.. ... 200

AL i Rupees would only be wanting to make up the deficiency, the records
would show that Government's......os eeereeses 200
5 M T AR R ST 500
iy T AR T TR 500

—_—

Total... 1,200 had not been brought to account.

21. Finally, the amount embezzled as now corrected will be.. 9,103 14 1
Of which....cve.noeiisnice o 2,034 11 0

e E——

appertain to Government.

Leaving.....ccoonees 7,069 3 1, due to private
individuals.
3 Of this, Rupees 1,834 7 2  have been
already paid, and the parties entitled
to the remainder, or Rupees............... 5,234 11 11, have been traced.
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22. It only remains to state that the claims against Messrs. Scott and Lewin, will be affect-
ed by the discovery now reported, and that it seems to me that a rateable deduction should be
made from the sums each of those gentlemen has been declared liable for.

Thus the demand on Mr. Lewin will be reduced to Rupees 1,289 9 6, and that on Mr.
Scott, to Rupees 7,260 8 2.

(True Copy.)
(Signed) C. F. CHAMIER,
Acting Register.

No. 68. OrDER THEREON, No. 1561 ; dated 5th November 1858.
To be recorded.

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.

Exd, F. Cartledge.
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