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Pmeédmgx qf llce Madms Govemment, Reaenue Deparzmmt,

M G Bl i 20tcharck 1867.

“Rea‘& the follomng Proceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dated 8th*
- January 1867, No.100:—

Read agam Gevt Orrder, dated Tth August 1866, No. 1,988, Revenue Department.

- No. 338}

Do, * do. ~  8rd Scptember ,, 2315 FR gy
Do. do. - 4th October ,, , 2,650 T dn
% Dm _-  &th November W s i HOEE T S g

8 Reati aiso the fbllowmg 1etter from the Oollector of South Arcot to the Secretary .
to g;he Boar& of Revemw, dated Cuddalore, 3rd December 1866, No. 250,

AB requested m ‘ﬁhe Proweedmgs of the Board dated 30th u]tuno, No 7,851, I
~ have the honor to forward, as per hbt =

_- '_ . pmm my Head Assxstant the whole of the records in the case of

: the Iate Salt Supermtenclent and Shroﬁ’ of Mercanum, tried by my Head Assistant.

B

5 T Rea 3 alm Petxtlon from C. BASHICARLOO CHARLOO dated 5th December

1866, No. 4387

, l Ordared that the foregomg letter from the Collector of Smth Arcot, with
its enclasutes, he sub:mi_zted to Grovernment with reference to the prevmue corres-

ndeuce above cited.
2 In the Governmant Orde;r of Tth Auvust 1866, Mr. Reade was dxrected to

25 t a fall i'BPMﬁ mﬁgm of :é*m’bezziemeut of Clovernment salt at Marcanum

2 therein referred to, together with the record of the case, and mformatmn as to the

antecedenta of the defendants. .
19 C’Fhe Iatter information was submitted with tho letter recorded in G’O‘Vern-

ment Order; dated 4th October 1866. = The record of the Sessidu  Court’s Pro-
ceedings was submitted with the letter recorded in Government Order of 8th
November. The reoard of the proceedings before the Head Assistant Macrlstrate
accompanies the present letter.

4. Mr. Reade in his letters of Tth September and 1st October has observed that

' ho has his  own views” on the trial and its result before the Head Assistant,
 and that there are reasons Which seem to support the conclusion at which he has
s arrived that Bashlka. Charloo was guilty rather of great negligence than of ¢rimj-
4 nal connivance at the offence attempted by the Shroff;” but he has not fully stated
7 Ak meWs, or the reasons which mduccd him to adopt them, nor ha.s he fm.m sl

fha full re port on the case dGSIred by Government,

5. The Board regret that they are unable to concur in the general opinion
ch the Coﬂeﬁf.or has expressed on the case, as it affects Bashika Charloo.
g The Pmceedmgs of the Session Court of Cﬂddalore, dated 20th September
el 66, an a full and clear rm of the factg of “the case, and are pnnted at foot
‘»-%f theﬁﬁ. :Proc@e‘ ir g8 | for fgqﬂ;ty of reference.

i ofly it may be s ted ‘here that the Shroff at Mercanum was charged with
DS Na e es d Gc g}mﬁ of the sale pxoceeds of certam salt, amounting

""”W_‘, its, and thatBanuRa ﬂhaﬂw, ‘Ehe Sﬂpmntendent of
: th abetting the | Shroﬁ’s oﬂence that both wero found

‘whi
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'convlctmn of tbe Shr@, but nmihl}ed tha(mf the Salt Supermtendent, on the ground
that though he had sancﬁone& and connived at irregularities, and thereby raised
against himself gmvo mpxcwn ofcomyhcﬁy,m the Shrofi’s guilty attempt, the

~ evidence was msuﬁc}ent to eatabixsh congivance at, or abetment of, the attempted
fraud. “ The acts of the phsonerafter the recall of the Shroff are compatible
“ with an ignorance of the Shroff’s attempt to misappropriate the Government

= money, though they are eertsm‘!y not those of an upright public servant, whose

# duty it was to safeguard the interests committed to his charge.

. 8 The rules for the gmﬂanee of mlg aemnts prescnbe that—

% Parties desirous of purcha sing salt sha]l pay the price to the Shroff, who,
b after entering it in his chxttahmﬂl the necessary particulars, shall grant them s
“ receipt.” ‘“The entries of the » receipt will be filled up with reference to the
“ ¢hittah, The receipt shall then be attested with ¢ the signature of the Shroff and
“ made over to the purchasers. This receipt shall be produced to the officer-
@ condnctmg the sale, Afﬁer the salt i n measnr& and delivered, the receipt shall
“ be forwarded to the Huzurby each day’s post.” The account sale of salt shall be
“ kept by the Navisendar, who, ont!re“ produ@hgn of the reoeipt described in the

 previous paragraph, shall make the n neeesagry entmes in this aceount, and then
. dehver the quautity to the rec’é’ipﬁ-hotder i ek

B A The suspicions of the Police. had}gggu ujed by 1rregulmﬁes which had
et observed, and on 28th June, they made azmngements for Mgin ‘the matter
to a definite issue, and the course,of events appears to have been as foIlows :—The
Shroff noted down on a piece of loose paper the names of the mtendmg parchaseﬂ,
and the. amount,pald by each, instead of entering them at once in his chittah, as
required by the rules, and gave this paper to the Superintendent who, with referenco
to it, ordered the salt to be weighed out and delivered to the parties. The Police
had arranged to record the quantities dqlxvered. The sales closed at 4 P, M., and
the Shroff then took back the paper. from the Supenntendent ‘and proeeeded to
prepare the chittah, receipt, and pass, which were taken to the Superintendent to
be mgne& "The pass was made cmr io the Policé, who' fofmd that it covered only

.,c

7 maunds of salt, while their notes shewod that 627 maunddhd been delivered,
monopolg price, of

the difference being 50 maunds of salt of the 'value, at the
Rupees 84-6-0, at Rnpees 1-11-0 per mgmi AR g

10. The Shroff, meanwh;le, was leavmg the plaoe of sale mﬂz the money that |

had been paid, and the chittah and I'Mpt, when the Police called on the Super-
intendent to mvestlgate the dmerepamy which they had detected. The Shroff was
recalled. The money and chittahs were examined, and it was ﬁmnd that only 577
maunds were entered in the ninttnhan&m the
qnanhtyentered in the pass, while the amount of money omponded with the
 price of 627 maunds, of which the price of 50 maunds, or ;
_placed in o separate bag. m “-B“”*W’ h&been
areil It was clear that o aiiﬁome &md, which would ha
LR R w ave. robbed the
Govern entoitha price ommaunammu, mmmu aud there is no

cooml 47 oo o ity yhich b, proed

ing with the

it am,,&edr for peculation and

 case strengthen the

as Gavemmnt Ret'enue Department 3
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12 The S&xperml;endent’s oonduct after the detechon, as detaﬂed by the
Police, was a prolonged effort to shield the Shrof, while. admlttmg the grassly
frauﬂulent irregularity to have been committed.. He endeavoured to induce the - &
Police to receive gmond pass for the hdmoual 50 maunds. He attempted to
withdraw the chittahs which evidenced the fraud. He offered the Police 1 money,
ﬁthbywonld consent to hush the matter up. He complamed to the Deputy Colleetor

“in c}mpge ‘of the Salt, as to the interference of the Pohce, and their attempt to

* convert into a cmnmai offence. what was. merely a_clerical error. In short, as
stated i in the Pmcwdmga of the Sessxon Court, his conduct was anything but that
of an honast Pubhc servant a.nxlous to guard the mterest committed to his charge.

13 Tbeeasevms forﬁlmth brought by the Pohce undcr the investigation of'
the SuhMagIStm‘ie on the spot _was in due course reported to the Magistrate, and
by him was referred to the Head Assista.nt lﬂagxstmte for mquu-y thh the resuls

ﬂlmady started . | v ; ‘
i i Y ecessarY for thg Baard to make any comments on the case as it
aﬂ’ects the Shroff, who has been»eleax‘l}’ convicted and sentenced. :
15, In regard to the Snpermtendent it is to be observed that his negleet to
2 nforee strict observance of the rules which gave the opportumty for this fraud was
stself a most serious dereliction of duty ; and as the breach of rules was evidently
mi se il i o g credited that he failed to percecive the facilities which
systemat IC, embezﬂemmt of publ:lc revenue, - The Board agree
L wxﬁh the Court, that there is no dlrect‘proof of complicity before the fact
' art of . the supermtendent but they conceive that it was incumbent on-
on the p tondent to rebut the strong presumption of connivance which rested
s Sal;emhm negleet to enforce adherence to that course of proceeding which was
onhlgl m’:‘) provent fraud ‘Had he reqmred the complétmn of the chittah ‘before
own the frand could not have been perpetrated in the manner

begin dehv‘enes

m:fdﬂl:s neglect a,ppears to the Board to be proof of connivance, unless he
it :ﬁsshew the contrary, which he has not done.” The other circumstances of the |
0!

suspicion agamst him, and the Board are demdedly of opunon o

thnt hp is nnworthy to be re‘hamed in the pubhc service. Co

s Wb Foilat kg e of Mdalore dated zom Soptember i%es

edzngs ojt N b P
ne;!:g:leendar in. W ,No 52 of 1866, before %he Acﬁing Bfow Lssis! t Hsg:straté.

- Read also records in the above tase. 4w

7. Chellapa Pﬂlay and Janakeram Pnbtaloo, Vakeels on’ beha.lf v~

: d b
Réad also Pehtwns preaenttf ¥ of the pmmers in the case.
ot o ”f} 'm e ‘sentence of the Aetmg Hea.d Assm%miMagmtmbe conuctmg
o 1 . Thy j‘,',";eammﬁ cnmmaf bmdxw &mst m& mha ﬁm 'priddner of ;
the sscond | the said ammpf-

m mneaon ofthe ﬁrat pnsoner were tmeq “‘1; hmﬂ

Pl 2' Ge]'.t eﬂh’nwa Qctlonsto






6 e 'ééeed"?‘g""y' the Madrfaf@orgermen,t; Revenue Department,
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p 2."Kadersaib Ry e i L F A e ‘ eyl =08

A\ A Rungapah Odyage= .- T 52

o TR . Mookida Pillay .., S U et R R 171
S b Remamwy Coutden B il el
' 6 Namging Pillay R

7. Thatha Naick - dTo e i 76

8. Veerapah Chetty « 142

9. Areamootoo Padigchy . T . RS | N

: 10\ App&?ooch%u. y s ¥ ) 1

: 2 Bai e o : WMM&ofnlt;mémun;‘\mdi to the 5
randum E., wag 627, which is just 50 ‘magn : vording Memo

Beoigh . andthe Shof s and ks s -2 B0l nterd n s Fas 4.1y

 Said, sndthe Roceipt 1. corresponds thonst. s

E o o > n iy g
purchased 50 maunds of salt ¢ 3 copt of Rupees

LERs A e = actual ¢ t 50 maunds). Kader
8aib’s name is also in the Memorandum E. but the quantity of salt sold, apposite 1o R s
'enteredga‘TS maunds. b oA P R % Fowisin v 2

14, A reférence is made in the ﬁrat witness'

, , S5t ) » ’deP;BiﬁQn to “P.iéée_fo{f‘ con; 2 &
the Shroff is said to have taken to the Superintende of country paper, whic

; el sonceat, first prisoner, on ‘receipt of whi th
e RS DS sl ook e e ot A

< 0t uite, ¢lear, hug the Court“ doey g

this is aceogntod for_by the prisone}"é pleade
in making up the monthly aceounts, -
15, As the first prisoner is charged with

balis, _m‘ to say, the Clerk'i
set 0‘!_‘ .’ﬂxat only 577»mgunds were sold ; that g

S . n purch
. by him should be omitted in folo the Coprt cannot “be ‘brought ¢, admit ; bot the Co:rt i‘u;:
- unable to admit that the Pags C. and Receipt D, setually represented ths a

 Saib, and looks upen the Memorandum E, a5 the grus

KT 3t o reemorandam By i, - aceount of the dav's :
B K. L, 46 not correctly represent e U7 Sonamation, ;o WO ad thak s
‘ 17Th’ Pmc”d&ewn‘”“hw been proved

missppropriating. - But for the praiseworthy vig; R of the Dep
ot atellgenod of the secaid withess the gy 1 inion that this iy
A S han cate ht hs tih ety P
& glose and careful attention, considers to haye e -£'Ting epnsnneu case

e honidve ob consider thig s
i g " 4 gathere ﬂatmfactqrﬂy when the Shr f,
prisoner; prepared the Clerk's aud. Shroffs chtupy Sk pe brofl, second

Shroﬂ'l
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. considering the same no

218 0"

b o ha Y i it vk Wi vl
PAERAEC Mg e

; ST e % b= . 'Hseertainly
. oosed to deal with the case of the first prisoner. i :
W & o b will !mwpmaed 60 ‘tgd",th tA e ths rocefdxu"e to be obﬂﬂ'ﬂ’ed mn ﬁle sale
o o = o A % ; oné'!"S'coﬁd“‘,"fﬁ.“vib‘*g i x-qa@w g% .supe‘r‘i’of.?m'itﬁorizy-  This
of salt; and if the second Firy s _conduct gave it the apystn.ul, r's complicity in the
tion of the rules, the first prisoner's. ised a grave suspicion of the pn::me! sgra,txon 48 th’epm
on o TR R rtainly raised a gra isfied that the preparation of 1 s
s:motio'n' of r! mm e ce: anydﬁad Pha Bonzt beon Bat{ Birst ﬂ:?:;e:p ﬂ,f Court would ‘have
gecond pﬁson'ef?sl_gmlh}' %t#qu'g"iofiusafé ';,gigiﬁgtgd with the —‘h"hzldi : ﬁt}:is;vi'e%r B ik 1 ot
d receipt for the 50 Taanng tfxg prisoner’s guilt ; but tbq“_g £ n‘irnce for the prosccwion
: ed & strong presumption Of I f&s&%ﬁﬁ:ﬂﬂgi“ﬁ“e’ - i by the second ; there is
:‘;ﬁ“:cm’m s ﬂ;tee;; Ic;en fbliemaenf by the first pl;iaont::l' . g:riaf?e‘:mii dJ;d not go 80 ,far as to
tisfactorily established b said conniving at irregularities,
satisfactorily

i be sal : fall short of this
the possibility, that though ’;dm?faud and the evidenco appears to the Gourt to
Tt bet, the attempte = N
connive af, or a

L E I AR oy | 3 norance Of
fter the recall of the Shroff a;e;.compatlt?lf 'mt(::‘z:.iﬁy g
oof : the acts of the prisoner ater the Government money, though c.hey 'f“"z Gt
pr ‘sﬁxgﬁ;’sk amapk 8 m;up?rqpnﬁm?s dutyﬂw _to safeguard the interests _
the Shy Wt public servant, whose. el prl B g P
pright public servani N SN g :
of - an uprig s R R e e i PV istant Magistrate full
19. The Cwﬁ;@h@?ﬁ’?& go far as can bo gathered from ‘h: re:? P s b
o ization, Which, B A e R Lo the TRK ] T T
as fort?n n;:eesz:xgstmme i d to @iﬁ?? ke :pxrioqié;gés to annul the conviction from "‘hw_h e hae
nnd'ﬁtten ion, ; <! wha,ve‘been po 3 ] e :, 5 S §
L MR 7y . v e fthe
e BN S Court affirms the ey
appaleg: tated in paragraphs o a.nd. X thede: o the remaining portion of his:
90. For the reasons 8 ?)rdingly remanded {0 Jax},thto ‘_‘noneé are discharged.
e who is ace - E P info by boath prisoners are ¢
second prisoner, VA0 | nces entered inf

jmp=sonment. The recognizd ; Proceedings be sent to the Magistrate and Acting Head
. : i roce

Ordered that extract from these

t Magistrate South Arcot, for information,
Assistant ) ‘
o el Aarae Extract.)

and that the records be returned to the latter

(Signed) 6. EELIS, | .~ .o
S Session Judge.

EPTL 'te of South Arcob. (True Copy.) : C. W. READE,
To the Magistra . N (Signed) B ottt
RS e aer 0 B, |
* . 920th March 1867, i i
No. 339 ORrDER THEREOF’ : 2 A careful,ly egusldergd
0. :

ki ghe Goi:fgolfy the Board of Revenue with' these
m

: mscewou.’&-

roceedings, 1867, -

, 364 of , . |
titions Nos. 199 A and hat Vasudeva Pillai was detected by

énddonbtt he et e b ka
1 Gosrament, . h condc of i

Charloo in pe

5 He accordingly T dapartment of the public services

7 <udeva Pillai in any '
widova il 15 &Y ST

: "\'J : ‘. ‘ b St 3 4 rve t : ; ‘-‘l“ »’ : i B t&ct
* 4 The Government ob - who tried tho case, to allow him

mpt to sereen him fri}m% 3 hg;n’ﬁ.g { i
2 SR S i l£ .
hibit the re@mPlQYm;&ﬁntx f Bhx %

" %1,6 Pﬂf’e’?s sub nd the arguments adduced by Bhasika
2 2 {3

L o B s
Jsthe Head Ass15% him until after the ; i Ebﬁg AGhr :

e witnesses against ; %% ’
= e
\ K &7 2 - o

W i 1.‘

e = ”-: ""’ ll,' 3 , ’ i
, prosecution had been closed and
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