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No. 17. Read the following Extract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut, under date
the 29th June 1858, No. 46.

Read Extract from the Minutes of Consultation, under date the 17th April 1858 ; referring
to the Civil Judge of Nellore, for investigation, a petition addressed to the Right Honorable
the Governor in Council by one Yaralagudda Ramasawmy Chetty, preferring certain charges of
bribery against the Sheristadar of the Civil Court, Gereappah, and a writer named Vencatagopal
Row ; the result of which investigation was to be reported to the Government, through the
SudderUdalut, accompanied by the opinion of the Judges thereon.

Read, also-, letter dated the 29th Ultimo, from the Civil Judge of Nellore, forwarding trans-
lations of the depositions taken by him in the said matter ; and commenting on the case.

Read, also, letter dated 31st Ultimo, from the Civil Judge, returning two petitions trans-
mitted to him by the Government, for consideration in connection with the foregoing subject ;
and making observations thereon.

Read, also, letter dated 3rd Instant, from the same officer, submitting a translation of the
Serishtadar’s defence, and other papers connected with the aforesaid petitions.

Read, also, letter dated 5th Instant, from the same officer, forwardinz translation of a peti-
tion from one Narasimha Charry, and the explanation of the Serishtzdar in reference thereto.

Read, also, Petition received by post from Yaralagudda Ramasawmy Chetty, submitting
abstracts of the evidence taken by the Civil Judge ; and offering, if the charges are considered
to be substantiated, to bring forward others.

1. The Judges observe that the proceedings held by the Civil Judge upon the reference
made to him by the Government, have reference to four instances of receipt of bribes by the
Serishtadar ; of which, one is said to have been of Rupees 600 from Y. Ramasawmy Chetty, the
petitioner to the Government; the second, of Rupees 1000, from one Ramiah, his opponent in a
civil suit, out-bidding the petitioner; the third, of Rupees 5000, from B. Moosselum Chetty ;
and the fourth, of Rupees 1,700, from V. Pitchireddy.

2, Relative to these alleged bribes the petitioner transmitted to the Government eight let-

ters, bearing post office stamps; and his witness, M. Lukshmanaragapa, has produced two more
to the Civil Judge. For convenience of reference these letters bave been marked from Nos, 1

to 10.

3. The letters Nos. 1, 2, 4, 5, 9 and 10 relate to the first mentioned bribe. The letter
No. 2, is from the above witness, Lukshmanaragapa, to the petitioner, telling him that he had
paid the money. No. 4 is from the same party to the petitioner, relative to the return of the
roney so paid, and No. 9 is from the petitioner to the said witness. These communications be-
ing between the petitioner and his witness, the genuineness thereof need not be called in question

4. The letters Nos. 1 and 5 purport to have been addressed to the petitioner by the Court
writer Gopalrow, asking him for the said Rupees 600, for the Serishtadar, and for something for
himself. The Judges are wholly unable to believe that any public servant would thus commit
himself, and place himself at the mercy of another for exposure, by writing him such letters.
Bribery, they observe, is always carried on in a manner to avoid risk of exposure, while these

letters court it. .

5. The letter marked No. 10 purports to have been addressed by the petitioner to the
Serishtadar, relative to the said bribe; and is said to have been returned by the Serishtadar to
the aforesaid witness, M. Lukshmanaragapah, on the latter paying him the money in question,
as a voucher for such payment. The Judges cannot credit that the Serishtadar would have in-
curred the risk of keeping such a letter, after he had become aware of its contents ; and still less
that he would have given it up to the agent of the party bribing, so as to be produced against
him at pleasure. The occasion alleged for the return of the letter appears to the Judges to rest

upon a very flimsy pretence.

6. The above letters derive an appearance of genuineness from bearing post office stamps ;
but it is obvious that these may have been surreptitiously put upon them, through the connivance
of underlings in the post office. The petitioner and his before named witness are the only persons
who speak directly to the fact of the above bribe. The petitioner allows that he has on a former
occasion been fined, for traducing a Vakeel; and his witness appears to be addicted to giving
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evidence before the Courts. Both, therefore, are apparently very questionable characters. The
witness C, Kesavacharyalu states that Rupees 600, deposited with him by the petitioner, was
drawn again from him ; but, why the money was so deposited with him is not explained. The
character of the depouent appears far from that of a respectable man, and is in neeping with
those of the petitioner, and his other witness, >

7. The second allegation of bribery depends upon the letter No. 8, which purports to be a
communication from one P. Adevereddy to petitioner’s opponen

behalf of the latter, Le had outbid the petitioner, and induced the
sum of Rupees 1000, and to side with him. Adevereddy
communication conld have come into petitioner’s hands,
ly would never have placed it in his power.

t Ramiah, describing how, in
Serishtadar to accept the larger
repudiates this letter, and how such a
does not appear: his opponent certain-

8. The third instance, namely the bribe of Rupees 9,000, is embodied in the letter No. 6,
the letters Nos. 7 and 8 relate to the same subject. No. 6 purports to be a communieation from
B. Moosselum Chetty to B. Vencatanarasoo, his brother; stating that he had paid Rupees 1,500
to the Serishtadar, and Rupees 500 to the beforementioned writ
3,500 more were required for the Serishtadar. No. 7 purports to
to Moosselum Chetty, sending him the said Rupees 3,500,

9. . The two individuals last named severall
communication No. 8, which is aserib

er Gopalrow; and that Rupees
be a letter from Vencatanarasoo

¥ repudiate these letters, as does the latter the

ed to him ; and it does not appear how the documents have
fallen into the petitioner’s hands. [t is furthermore to be objected to these letters, that parties

do not so unreservedly set forth in writing transactions that may so expose them to trouble, as
well as to the risk of being defeated in the cases upon which such Payments may have been made.

10 The witnesses S, Soobbaroy and B, Ramoodeo speak to the successive payments, to

the Serishtadar, of the aforesaid sums. of Rupees 1,500, and Rupees 3,500, They say that the
aforesaid Moosselum Caetty accompanied them on these oceasions'; but he totally denies the fact.
S. Socbbaroy appears to gain his liveliliood as private Vakeel of I

parties ; and B, Ramoodoo, it
is deposed by Moosselum Chetty, has been discharged from his service for embezzlement, and is
at present the dependant and cultivator of the sajd S. Soobbaroy, T he statements of ,partics
such as these, the Judges observe, are open to great mistrust,

11.  There is no documentary evidence relative to th
namely, that in the sum of Rupees 1,700, the fact of such bribery depends altogether upon the
testimony of the aforesaid S, Soobbaroy. He states that he accompanied V., Pitchireddy, when
he paid the money ; but the latter denies the fact of the sum abovementioned, Rupees 1,600 are
said to have been obtained, upon a Hoondee, from Chundooroor (Chundoeor Sheshaya.) This is

supported by the statement of the witness S. Soobbaroy ; but Chun loor Sheshaya himself denjes
having cashed such a Hoondee.

e fourth and last instance of bribery,

I2.The Judges thus consider the charges brought by the petitioner against the Serishtadar,
to rest upon evidence not only defective, and contradicted upon most 'm aterial points, but such .
is of a highly suspicious nature. The documents produced have CVery appearance of being for-
geries, and the petitioner and the three witnesses who support him seem to be all of questionable
character, On the other hand the Government will not fajl to observe the high testimonials
which the acsused Serishtadar has furnished to him during a long suecession of years by all
those under whom he has served. -

(True Extract.)

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

No. 18. Extract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut, under date the Ist July 1858,
No. 48.

Read letter dated the 17th Ultimo, from the Cjvil Judge of Nellore,

1. The Civil Judge herewith submits for the information of the Judges, in connection with
the recent charges of bribery preferred against the Sheristadar of the Civil Court, the proceedings

s~~~ M~
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B Rupees 1000 from the
i » Wherein it was alleged that that officer had taken Rup ; :
b l1111 mtmt;lzs ;:j;e;: 1,300 from the Respondent in Appeal Suit N.o. 1 ot" 1.8.38, as an induce-
2 PP: t:ns‘t;ow favor to those parties respectively, by the exercise of his official influence.
> 2, The Judges concur with the Civil Judge in considering the present charge not deserving

o i y i hey observe, that the deponent, Majjega Vencatareddy,
% credl‘t- Itlisatotaul))ril;::l:il:;zi%czncht with Chavoo Vencatareddy, the joint appellant with
w.oul'd e o{ without contribution from him. The witness Syed Yakoob is a dependant
higR cause,dd and in the habit of giving evidence for him; and his support of the charge
?f 2, Venkamrte euZi’tled to weight. It is evident to the Judges that there is a plot against the
s t.herefore., nod this charge th:y take to have been made in furtherance thereof.
i o (True Extract.)

——

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

No. 19 Orper THEREON, No. 966; dated 15th July 1858.
0. .

i i 5 17th April last, Government referred
ir orders in this Department, No. 500, dated P , G
I’E thee::iz(i):neand its enclosures, through the Sudder Court, to the Civil Judge of Nellore,
a:certe.lm pthe latter to sift the matter thoroughly and to ‘submit his report t.o G.mjemment
d}irecuggthe Judges of the Sudder, in order that it might be accompanied with their opinion.
throug ge

9. The petitioner’s statement was, that, having a heavy suit in the Civil Court, and being

: i and the Writer, he gave Rupees 600 to the one and Rupees 30
required to b.mbe ?oef‘i?ev:ﬁit::t;d of the allegation tfat the Sheristadar got a higher bribe from
o S Ir)xl;i so took means to have him (petitioner) non-suited, he enclosed certain original
o Part)t’ii to have been sent to him (by post) by the Writer aforesaid and others. H'e
S pUIPD}: t gertain witnesses of his might be examined, and submitted copies of the Court's
prayed aljlo:r;er on supplemental plaint, as presumptive testimony to his story.

s ith the first of the Sudder Court’s letters above recorded, are transmitted the whole
‘o \Vl.ﬂ.l : etake'l by the Civil Judge in the cases brought forward by petitioner, as well as
ol deposltw;? in ;wo other cases, with which the petitioner has no concern, but which were
sy byh' lm‘n his Memorial. The defence of the accused and the judgments forn.led of
T 111:)1 Mpr. Crozier, the presiding Officer, in the Civil Court are also furnished,
£ several' c‘a:zsof{:he Sudder Udaluat is pronounced on the whole.
R ent observe that the several charges have been very carefully considered
A G(? vm.lt;lmwho deem them * to rest upon evidence not only defective and contradicted
o oulJ ’ oints, but such as is of a highly suspicious nature.” The .dc.)cuments pro-
Ay S 4 ma’tenainif;n = l;ave every appearance of being forgeries, and the petmone.r a.nd the
duced, 5 g Oll)lo su[')port him seem to be all of questionable character.” The_?v point in con-
thre.e mtnelsse‘s‘ ‘1:& h testimonials of the accused Sheristadar, furnished to him during a long suc-
clusfoﬂ t:‘ t :;,rs bygall those under whom he has served.”
e 2ud letter of the Court above recorded has reference to the case of one Majjiga
s he it seems, has appeared before the Civil Court of Nellore and deposed to
W’fcut R:eddg/, Yﬂ;e bribe ;o the same defendant. As in the previous charges, the Sudder
2 g:::::hano credit to the statement.
o Ived that the following endorsement be furnished to Yaralagudda Ramasawmy
Ch f f}?:ﬁ::e, whose petition was transmitted from the Government Office to the Suddey
elty o ‘
e i igati ied out by the Civil
ini the Sudder Udalut on the investigations carrie y
d 2 ;I;h:thx::tot';re:t? :}ex:ege]:i{ion, satisfies the Government that the accusations advanced by
.Ill:e iititioner are wholly devoid of truth,” 5 o
7. The whole of the enclosures to the Sudder Court's letter are re :

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secrelary.

Exd. F. Cartledge.

b
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