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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department,
10¢h December 1862.

No. 97. Read the following letter from W. ROBINSON, Esq., Inspector General of M.
Police; to A. J. ARBUTHNOT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint
George, dated Madras, 20th November 18 No. 2,768,
General Department.
With reference to my letter dated 16th October 1862, No. 2,478, T have the honor to
report that the Civil Paymaster has suspended
# Captain B % C. Stuart, 17th N. I, Superintendent of = 1ooqine the salaries of the two Officers named
th N, I, Asdistant Superin- jn the margin® under the term of the Order of
& the Government of India, No. 21, dated 1Ist
August 1862.

9, Captain Stuart has passed the Adjutant’s examination in Hindustani. Lieutenant
Porteous has passed (in Hindustani) the Company examination ounly. /The Civil Paymaster
considers that both are affected by the above order. They are the only two Officers now in the
force who can be affected by the order.

3. In my letter under date 6th June 1861, I brought to the notice of Government the case
of passed Adjutants who had been nominated to the Police, and urged that a special exception
might be made in this case. I named four Officers who had been appointed directly to the Police
after I had been placed at its head. 1had been required to explain these appointments.

4. The Government was pleased to relax

. 0. 24th June 1861, No. 326.

Dated 301 Angust 1861, the rule which required passing for Staff in

favor of the Officers named therein, and the
or of Government was approved of by the Right Honorable the Secretary of State fo,

5. I beg that both rulings may be made applicable in the case of Captain Stuart. Hi:
case is governed by precisely the same considerations and he has a stronger elaim to exception

than any one of the Officers then named. I beg to explain how his name was omitted in my
letter above referred to.

6. Captain Stuart was, for distinguished service in the field throughout the Campaign in
Bengal, appointed Commandant of the Kimedy Sibbandi Corps and Assistant to the Agent and
N strate of Ganjam, in 1859, or before the Police arrangement was introduced into that Dis-
trict. He proved himself a most efficient Officer, and when the forece he commanded was amal-
samated with the Constabulary, he became the Police Officer of the District in which he de facto
vad been for some time holding an important substantive Police appointment. It wasa mere

o

official transfer not a new appointment to the Police, and the actual transfer was made a day or
two after my letter was written.

7. I did not mention his name in the letter in question as it was not one of the nominations
I was called on to explain. It had been made before my time.
fore heen omitted by fortuitous circumstances from the list of
But he had actually been far longer in a substantive Staff

8. Captain Stuart has the
excepted ¢ Passed Adjutants.”
appointment, and in Police employment, than any of them,

9. 1 beg that under the above explanation the orders may be extended to Captain Stuart’s
case.

10. Captain Stuart's services could not possibly be spared at this juncture; nor could
leisure be given him to study to pass Staff without detriment to the public service. The Gan-
jam District is one of the most difficult and peculiar in a Police point of view ; and now that
the Orissa Malayah administration and Meriak agency have devolved on the Superintendent of
“Police, the presence of an officer of his experience (amongst the Hills and Malayah population)
and peculiar qualifications is indispepsable.

11. I request that the Order of Government dated 28th October 1862, No. 1,775, in the
case of Lieutenant Balmer may be made applicable to Lieutenant Porteous’ case; and that he
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