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CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEP-ARTMENT.
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Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue),
dated 14th May 1895, No. 202 :(—

Read—the following letter from J. THOMSON, Esq., Acting Collector of Tanjore,

to the Secretary to the (Clommissioner of Salt, ‘Abkéri and Separate

Revenue, dated Tanjore, 13th November 1894, No. 127 -Tour.

I have the honour to gubmit Mr. quhunter’s report, dated 29th August last,
on the stam frauds recently discovered 11 the Negapatam Taluk Treasury and my

own observations with reference therqto. i ;
The Hea 1 ’s inquiry was hurried as he was presently to

uit his nt work to carry on simultaneously, but was
very minutely carefully gone about considering the time at his disposa.l; when
the record was received by me it appeared necessar to make further investigation
on points connected with the conduct and responsibility of all the officers concerned,
and that has 0 ened side in uiries into pr d into minor matfers which the
whole showed esirable. W ort was ready the shroff’s arrest was reported
and has occasioned further delay. I need not add that my own office affords little

time for extra work of this sort.
9. It will facilitate comprehension it 1 set out by " detailing the manner in
which the frauds came to light. On 14th July 1894, on 2 necessity for finding
within the district arising 1 3 reasury, the Deputy Collector, on

tion of the monthly stock accounts submitted from the taluks to the
treasury, called on the Tahsildar of Negapatam to send up 1,000 one-rupee an
10 twenty-five rupees non-judicial stamps: The taluk returns had shown the
balance on the 1st July as 5,133 one-rupee stamps and 38 twenty-five rupee stamps.
The Tahsildar answered this requisition on the 16th by, supplying the 10 twenty-five
rupee stamps, Dbut only 300 one-rupee stamps, intimating that there were onlly 415 |
one-rupee ps in stock. On 20th July the De uty Collector, apparently not
having the information in mind, again called on the ahsildar to despatch a thousand
Tahsildar of Kumbakdénam and to intimate having done s0;
2 on 26th—that he had only 53 in stock

od for ‘ taluk. 27th JuI{, the Deputy Collector

Wwere requir

d the Tahsildar to report b umber of one-rupee stamps
during the month, «the balance of the same on the 1st instant
in his stamp account for June 1894." This was not replied

; - August, the Tahsildar bej:ﬁ directed to

ore that along with the ' of the 27th

Treasury Degu Collector to the Tah-

‘Tahs but he has now no recollection

ne under consideration, or professes to have none. The

sust was received or opened by the Tahsildar on 4th

his own statement, and he began to make inquiries in

oclock in the .evening. He ound the stock in hand

jes in the ug chitta, and on appealing to the Head

-nlormed by him that there had been @
ts existing since before he

far as examination
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The transactions * in cash and ¢ A B
stam

* Enclosed. P Sa?(fs Sefptember 1891, covering the two

state of things on 31st March 18 will s(l)xovs'mlt)f salements in that month,
89, and at the end of Jui; SIhBrgf’S memoﬁ'] ot

, appears below :—

S
tamp accounts on 3]st March 1889

As per daily chj
¥ chittas, Deviation of monthly

As Per mont .
onthly acoounts. | from daily amount and

T et | . "
% therefore mnsappropnuled-
Y e R i
B e s Value. | I Al Ly
' Co K& Value. L. No { Val
urt-fee stam | ! o - No. | alue.
. -;,belf PapeS TR TR s 2B | —
on-judicial stamppai)ém g i | 17,844 i{g’:);g ol 537 i ;ls. A, | S
6,556 19’ 0 0 20.862 Yy 40 0 o] & o .
1206 i 16,323 1: it 1,125 09
Total ., \2\1_4_0 7,208 20,553 }i 8i 3.‘;18 | 2,308 12 ©
I8 ——— | 42 1,303 0 0
2 PR S s e
, [ 4,821 12 0
Sta —_— :
m —— e
\*isicounts on 3lat J“].Y 1894
Deseripti As per daily chi 5 = e
!tasltlgn of y chittas, As per monthly Deviation of monthly |
ps. accounts, rom daily a°°°“ﬂt;ayd
O [y o therefore misappro- | Add de-
¥o % TS ‘ Ppriated. falcation Total
> alu on 1st otal.
e e, e T s
. \'l Value, l No August.
Court-foe stamp I | x Value.
L 41135750 0 ¢ 7 BRI S
N urt-feo labels. | 23,68 37 | 43,250 ¢ ¢ ey
on-judicial 681 | 11,965 10 ¢ ‘ 896 | 7.500 o P. | B8, A P RS. A. P.
ptamp papers. | 6,77 84,110 | 23,806 ¢ ¢ i S 7,500 0 0
venue adhesive 172 | 16,008 14 ¢ 16.2 25,429 11,930 12 o
stamps o+ | 10,240 i »268 | 25,729 14 ¢ o.448 11,930 12 0
nEdes 0 9,7
Mot T [ | | 783 0.0 B AL 9 s 0, vl e
\\ e TGP LS NS 128 0 0l 3
e —— | o 0 0 128 0 o
oﬁicez vghﬁn misconduct was 55 i sl et e o et i
and t establ; 3
. e stamp vendo blished, it nat
eeping the Hu rs fell un . naturally occurred
ater, N zur stamp acco er suspicion. Amji ed that the Huzur
» Nagadi gumastah, Bt 1 "0 W8S Originally mirtham Pillai is the _cler

reference to sal aluk i e hi &
: es; g nden s method
pliance the stock ’lagztréz nigh ts were not of issuing and not

reason, for inst urned wo

call d’f reas i;l']s): er;’gggl%él:“;ﬁple)geztsomﬁdﬁred' There could be no
alled for explanati o 11 mps being i

Tk i e e R
on-compliance with the »dez:agﬁ)mpt!y and sharpl‘;? ;’gldw"'}){:eamnce was in the

h issued in i on 1t of the 14th" ¢} the Taluk to account for

A% i s statemelifr(llorance by the clerke ?xplanation is offered that

Y rate, except this delay an dof}i not read ve 0

s. ¥ nc_n-comroliy

convincingly, but may be true.
of stock, I find nothing to raiso

suspicion against th n
‘The Huzur hae Huzur offjcial
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mentioned by Mr. Todhunter in paragraph 10 of his letter may be regarded as

explainable by these vendors having private transactions with the shroff which

- they thought 1t well to conceal to save possible trouble to themselves since he was
ct so far.as available,

in trouble, Their stamp accounts were, I understand, corre
and there was no reason to think they were keeping any back. The shroff was
lending money and trading in gems as I understand ; and as he was getting his
stamp accounts written outside the office they may have had remnants of that
work as well as of private transactions, The 1ssues of stamps to vendors in excess
of the chellans which are now forthecoming are due probably to more chellans thafi
one being put in at a time. All chellans are not fort.hco-ming in the Taluk. In’
respect of the first three-named vendors, I consider their licenses .should be with-
drawn on the ground of suspicious conduet and have called for their explanation.

The stamp papers found in the shroff’s house after his flight were 26 of the
aggregate value of Rs. 11-10-0, and all but two not endorsed. He used stamps
no doubt for trade purposes; whether these were honestly or dishonestly obtained
it is impossible to say. Rangasami Aiyangar, & private writer of the shroff, and
occasionally acting as a vendor, has put in a claim for those stamps saying he had
left them with him for custody. There is @0 reason to think they have been

taken out of Government-keeping and not paid for.

9. The shroff, it has been stated, disappeared on the night of 4th August, and
all trace of him had been lost, when on 99nd October, on an arrangement between
the Kumbakénam Stationary Sub-M agistrate Vembu Pillai and the Kumbakdénam

Postmaster, a letter of his to his sor’s father-in-law in that town from Secunderabad

. was intercepted and seized on my warrant. It gave aw address under a false name;

the Police Superintendent sent a party and he was cleverly captured on the 26th,
brought here and examined by me on the 30th idem. ‘

He admits he was in sole charge of the stamp accounts, but only until' a year

before Tahsildar J agannatha Chettiyar left the taluk, i.e., till some time in 1892 and

thereafter had no concern with them—as appears below he controlled them all the

same ;—the monthly accounts agreed with the daily so long as he wrote them ;

he never handled the stamps by himself, and he kept his separate stock and had it

yeplenished twice a week. He does not know how the stamps have disappeared ;

he wrote as he expended and got the signature of the Head Accountant to his

accounts; and he went awair in fear because the Head Accountant said that the
L

deficit would come upon his head.

The man means to be a scoun
" mé ho seems to have told the peop
white-ants, but he said to the Inspec

drel to the end. From the police information to
lo in* Secunderabad that he had lost stamps by
tor that he had no ally in his frauds. From

. : 1 that need not be set out now it would appear that he carried off some-
tﬁﬁx:njrtltf; 1a. 2,000 in_value with him and that his eldest son and that son’s
fathgr-in-law have concealed or appropriated the bulk of what he left behind, given
as Rs. 4,000 or 8,000 in value. - We have enideavoured to find or follow that up

but so far ineffectually. *
o the other officers concerned inside the Taluk cutcherry and-

10. Turning t g -
g e Lty for what has occurred, the difficulty is to know what
':hew 'n?(l);v:gc‘:fi e ggi%ls_h};ﬂdar Mir Abbas Ali—protests that he did his duty of
0 s;}(’)] O"d of check in a manner 1 am sure undertaken by no Tahsildar and that

‘;ﬁfmot be proved or disproved by reason of the stamp clnttas‘of his time hg,ving,
beeﬁ destrc;yed; another’s—Head Accountant Saiyid A})d-ul Aziz Sahib’s—claim to
the same effect when he began to be 1ptel"r0gated disappeared under a manifest
total defalcation of Rs. 4,255-12-0 in his fime and the fact that Rs. 2,120 worth
make up the sum had come before his own eyes

i ts and chellans oing to ) i
gfl:n}‘rl;,nfaﬂa:d fi)lﬁnd a glaceg in the cash chitta; the others to a man admit their
folly and ill-luck in putting trust in a thief or following a mamul which they found

: that they did what they could of their duty and

“blished, and mostly urge
o do more by Zeason of much or of other work.

could not
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11. The deputy shroffs and Nagadi gumastahs ® of the time may be put on

- (‘l) Dakshanamurthi Chetti.
(2) N. Saminada Aiyar.

(3) D. 8
(4) M. R

{5) N. Knshnasami Chetti.
(6) €. Madava Rao.

(7) Ponnalagan Chetti.

(8) S. Krishna Rao.

one side. None of them had anything
to do with the writing of the “stam

accounts except the fourth as NagaJ;
gumastah who says he posted to the
shroff’s dictation and never compared,
though he initialled to, about Rs. 4,000
of losses; the seventh, who has been 100
ill to be examined ; and the last—as 8
Deputy Shroff for about » month—in

undaranatha Pillai.
8;8g0pal Pillai.

which period two items of defalcation making Rs. 44
: - 1 . 44} oceurred, and poses
that he also wrote the items to the dictation of the shroff(.‘ ?he:eh(t)hs:cg and

perhaps the first,
are extraordinary

be had.

a Deputy Shroff, whose professed ignorance and non-observation

7, are not men whose services are worth retaini i
- : 3 taining if better can
The importation of other writers than the shroff himselfgseems to have

been by Tahsildar Jagannatha Chettiyar in October 1892; the pity is that it was

‘not more useful.
12. Two

persons—Subbier, katham of Aivanallur, and a certain Rangasami

Aiyangar, who Las just returned from pilgrimage,—are the only other persons who

are understood to

have assistegl the shroff in writing the accounts. Subbier says he

was required to write fair copies of the monthly accounts by the Sheristadar A -ul

Aziz on the occasions he came to the Taluk and that the roug
shroff's handwriting. Rangasami Aiyangar, according to his own account,

gﬂid assistant of t

ctation, but is igqorant of %he misconduct. In the office copies of t
accounts the essential fi

h copy was in the
was a

he shroff and. prepared the monthly accounts and wrote tQ his
he morgt!ﬂy
s of the month’s issues are in the shroff’s handwriting

so it is possible that he kept these men ignorant of the real state of things. i

13. T show in one sheet the men filling the offi
~ Accountant) and of Tahsildars and the amounts lost in their times. -
As for the Sheristadars (Head Accountants):—

cos of Sheristadar (Hea

am taluk, cannot

(1) C. Srinivasa Rao, now Deputy Tahsildar of Kumbakdn h
or on]y a mont

probably be answerable for any heavy loss as he was in office fi 386
after the payments of money 1nto the Bank directly ceased (on 15t September 1 )
Kefore then.

own uselessness an

and out of the Treasury W

check of the cas
(8) Saiy

his carelessness started the shroff on his career.

d seems to be the introducer of the note of t

h book. - !
. oid Abd-ul Aziz Sahib, now

se toan ideal accountin

and depredations would probably not have begun

2) K. Sethu

Sastri, Head Accountant of Mayavaram taluk, 18 perhaps the one

I believe nothing of his
indeed, he admits his
he sums passed into
to serve for proper

claim to having fulfilled his office, and,

hich at the end of the day was made

Head Accountant of Shiyali taluk, came
which the record, unfortunately for him,

tode .
befare me to and had eventually to take refuge in the much work of sorts which

forthwith beli
he had to do-

His service has cost

. 4,255-12-0 during sixteen months in 1889 and
of the 4,097-8-0 of the period anterior to

bly the largest ortion
T Rmba I nng thl;nk on the whole honest Muhammadan unequal

1889, Heis 8 stupid 2

(4) M. Jayaraya

memory, and by his

sort; and no one Was more astonished than himself when

f his incompetence.
Pillai (retired as a Revenue Insgector) has, he says, a bad

hich need not be disbelieved, did not alter any

own account, whi ' _did not altes
o months he served. The extent of his misdoing is not

: the tw
malpractics. dul.'m%ell within 1888, but he and Abd-ul Aziz between them managed

y to fritter

In his
a fairly sensible but n

even months’ service 1
(6) D. Venkatachella Alyar, now Reven

away Rs. 568 odd between 19th September, the date of the
d the end of the year.

y “+v Colleetor’s ins tion, and t .
urg)%eplgiymagshi Aiyar (rgteicred a’s Taluk Sheristadar of Negapatam) 1s dead.

1890-91 Rs. 3,174-8-0 were Toeke 1o b :
ue Inspector of Pattukkottai taluk, 18

ot very bright Revenue Inspector of good

¥ A AAAAASSARRASAS AR ASIAPAANASALAPAI SIS ININIIT NS
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and Rs. 2,188—12—0 disappeared in the
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no more effective check than the others

seven months of his time in 1891.
(7) Sundram Aiyar, now Deputy Tahsildar of Kudavasal, took charge about

two months after the Treasury Deputy Collector had made his examination of 1891
and ¢ followed the procedure that was in vogue as to the checking of the accounts.”
He pleads the impossibility of fully checking the monthly accounts with the cash
and stamp chittas, forgetting that the initial fault was not there, and enlarges
on the amount of work other than Head Accountant’s which he had to do.

The man bears a high character for ability and good honest service and is the
only one of the rank whose misfortune one can be fittingly sorry for. The loss in

his time iz Rs. 3,531-10-0.
(8) T.S. Dorasami Aiyar, at present 2 Clerk in the Head Assistant’s office,
conducted matters like the others; says he checked the actual balance and some-
- ne to check the monthly accounts, and

fimes totals against values; had no ft1
suffered from jamabandi, collection time and fever with a general pressure of

work. ]
The man is sickly with a reputation now at least for carelessness. Rupees

3,893-4-0 went in his seven months’ tenure in 1892-93:
9) Vaithi Aiyar is permanent Head Accountant since 21st April 1893 ; pro-

fesses ignorance of and newness to the work though he has passed the Deputy
Collectors’ test; and ascribes non-detection of the $raud to the shroff having
full charge, had no time to check the monthly accounts and signed believing

them correct.
He 1is the t
remains there, an

fifteen months.
(10) Thiagaraja Aiyar,

e of a man that drifts into a Taluk Head Accountantship and
the shroff gauged his capacity by faking Rs. 7,972-4-0 in his

Taluk Head Gumastah, held ad interim charge for

short periods—ten weeks in all—extending over four years and Rs. 354-8-0 of defal-
cation. He says he had no power to alter the system he found and had to attend

to his own proper work during the time. He signed the mont
months and 2 half-yearly certificate aid made no check of th
(11) Gopalakrishna Raja, who wasa Head Gumastah, is dead.

August 1889 Rs. 6 was lost while he was in charge.

14. As for the Tahsildars : — ‘
ib, Tahsildar of Nannilam, held office in 1886 and

(1) Mir Abbas Ali Sah :
It is .not possible now to say if anything went amiss

he defaleation had not begun hefore

1887 for over five months.
it is found to have reached

in his time, but it is hardly likely that ¢
the end of 1887, when on 19th September 1888
Rs. 3,028-12-0. ; G 4 _ .
@) K. J agannatha Chettiyar; Tahsildar of Kumbakénam, was Tahsildar

of Negapatam for eight months 1n 1887 and for 1888, 1889, 1890, nine months
of 1891, 1892, and four months of 1893, 1 .Whlch periods the losges are clearlgr
Rs. 16,152-2-0 and probably the major portion of Rs. 4,097-8-0 18 to be added.
Rs. 6,808-4-0 of the first stated sum Was taken while he was on giremits .5 g,
" His recollection is that two stocks of stamps were maintained ; there 18 no indi-
cation of this; chended the fact that two hoxes were in use.

and he probably misappr ( -
bal once a month and did not see the daily account
He checked the stam% tl?eagﬁzristadar; and he checked by the last entries simply.

eate il tho ae thly examination he assumed the monthly accounts would.be
pected the Sheristadar would have done

Having made his mon e
tative O em. -
correctly representati Taluk things go on in the same way-.

d believes that in ever : ) :

2 ’ dical a Tahsildar as 1s 1n Government service
superior for an honest name; no one less deserved that a misfortune
s ds ’zhe end of an honourable record.

o this should come upon him towar of ¢ ) \
hk? thl?sghg Kc grinivgsa Aiyangar, Tahsildar of Tirutturaippundi, held charge for
1891 ; took no concern with stamps except to check the

d a half months in
{)Zﬁsges :ndaon that and on the assumption that the Head Accountant had compared

+ med the monthl accounts. . roff W stamj
ﬁ?&n?sg,nbut did not kn'}(:w that the rules as to dealing with stamps Wwere being

He knew the shroff was keeping the stamp
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violated and could not be expected” with the heavy work there was to applv.

such ch%%cs as Woul<1i have disclosed what was wrong.
" The amount lost in his time is Rs. 895, of which Rs. 397-8-0 oc
e was in camp. IHis Head Accountant was V i iv .curre.d isine
should (not havg been left to himself. - sukapachsha, 9085 p 0700 he
4) Kolandaisami Pillai, Tahsildar of Mayavaram, h o
months in 1893 and 1894 and was in charge a)t7 the tilileeg(fl iilizzg\?efr? : ovizr st?ve‘n
sev_en.mo_nths Rs. 3,665-6-0 was lost—Rs. 2,119-8-0 while he wuas in} (':amn - }eb(cl
Vaithi Aiyar was Head Accountant while the Rs. 3,665-6-0 disappeared Ry
He also by his own account took no oversight of the Head, Accountant or hi
work ; he knew the shroff was doing the account work and let him as theorf'ﬁ 7
was short-handed and the practice had descended ; similarly the single stoclgl 03
ersisted and, moreover, was due to an order of the Treasury Deputy Collector ](i
be afterwards referred to). He was never called on to sign and never saw tlng
mpnthly accounts, nor did he refuse to sign them. (1t was so asserted by Vaithi
‘Aiyar.) ' : < i
His conduet comes Ifur i sti ith r 1
I et further into question with %egard to the discovery and
(3 P. Theenathayalu Nayfldu, permanent Tahsildar of the Taluk and at
present Acting Deputy Collector, held office for seven and a half months in 1893
and 1894, and Rs. 4,010 was lost with Vaithi Aiyar as Accountant, Rs. 1,515 of 1t
while the Tahsildar was in camp. ° : :

_ His concern with the stamp business also was simply in making the periodical
examination of stock; as to the single stock he considered the plan of a double one
nnpracj:mable in view of the Treasury Deputy Collector’s order; and the practice
of leaving stamp accounts-to the shroff was common to other Taluks. Admittin
his generul duty of control he claims that his out-door and his general office dut{{
did not permit any detailed check of the Head Accountant’s work and methodz
He did not check the stamp accounts further than seeing if the balance on
ex_ammia&;mn was correct. g

o is a sensible man not at all wanting in the idea of responsibility, and I
was not prepared to find he had left the Treasur ; ) ol
ik b(ur)d % gk e y Department so much to itself, not
6) Kamakshi Aiyar, Sheristadar, in charge (dead) Rs. .
(7 Venkat.ache]la _Aif])ar, Sheristz,tdar in c%mar(ge,, R)s. 18371?86-,0 :
(8) 8. Daniel Pillai, eputy Tahsildar in charge, Rs. 162-8-0;
i (9) IS] Krishna Fao, Stat.it())r{fwy fSub-_1\'Izamg,r-istrate, Rs. 228—2—0;’
are men whose. separate responsibilit 1 i
e s Izhe acco'ugts. bility for those sums as in charge of Tahsildar’s

(10) Sami Rao, dead ;

(11) R. C. Narainsami Nayudu, Tahsildar, retired ;

(12) L Anantharama Aiyar, Deputy Tahsildar in charge:
were in charge prior to 1889 and the amounts in the case of each are unknown

No. (8), Daniel Pillai, says he had enough to do during the seven days he held
charge to prevent him looking after the treasury though he examined stock on
taking charge ; and No. (9), Krishna Rao, was ina similar predicament.

15. No Head Accountant and no Tahsildar can be said to be f

than his fellow. 1t was the shroff’s plan to keep the stamp Wgrl:ﬁtfxglel}x?;zgﬁ
and no one questioned his proceedings or his honest dealing. Among the Sheris-
tadars or Head Accountants, perhaps Sundaram Aiyar was the only one whose

intelligence might have led him to do so; but each blindly followed the custom

of the office an , far from applying the direct check’ of cash book

(which would not have helped ﬂ.lem) much less the cross check olf)os(:hnf;)ngll(i}h‘;“:r?g
cash book, contented himself with noting the number and amount of the voucher
that came before him, summing the amounts at the end of the day, and finding if
they agreed with the totals of the cash chitta entries and the shroff’s declared
drawings and disbursements. The allowing stamp vendors to approach the shroff
direct instead of throu%h the head of the department is what goes on in every office

?

not nder smart conitro but to hand over the keys to the shroff and let him deal

- ORI A W
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with stamps at his will continually, and, of course, was a trust ora sloth that
grown men could hardly be supposed capable of exhibiting.

As for tlie Tahsildars they are all capable men; still none of them gave
attention or thought as to how the stamp work was being done: they checked the
stock on taking charge and at the end of the mionth and there their work ended.

Monthly returns and half-yearly certificates became a matter of form ; the
Head Accountant signed them because he had to, and he evidently allowed the
1 of the former to lag s0 that there was no time to check ; the Tahsildar

preparatio Wi
was generally not troubled to sign, or was disinclined or even refused to do so.

As for the half-yearly certificate, any sum might have been written on it so far as
the signer was concerned.

The only legitimate excuse that can be put f_orw_ard is excess of work. That
might be pleaded with some reason before the institution of Stationary Magistrates,
but even then only for occasional lapses from correctness : it made no difference,
however, in Negapatam that both the Head Accountant an_d the Tahsildar ceased
to be burdened with magisterial work. Whether the Tahsildar was on tour or at

headquarters also made no difference.

16. But Tahsildar Kolandasami Pillai has more to answer for than the others,
and, in the opinion of his comrades in misfortune, is equally calpable with the shroff,
in that he let the latter escape on the night of the 4th, by prevention of which it
is supposed much of the stolen property might have been recovered. The Tahsil-
dar, even if it is assumed that he was not so quick-witted as he might have been on
the head of the correspondence between himself and the Huzur, could mnot fail to

orcoive that there must be something very wrong when he began to inquire on
the Saturday evening; and, knowing how entirely stamp matters Were in the
shroff’s huncf;, was bound to suspect him. There is evidence that he did suspect
him : yet he not only let him go home, but put up quietly with his absence through
the Sunday and Monday and did nothing beyond mention the fact to Mr. Todhunter
in the written communication W i
evening. Accordingly there has been much rumour and some anonymous writing
that the Tahsildar connived at the shroff’s escape, being paid by him to that end.

‘here is no proof that he has done so: suspicion rests entirely on his own failure
he requirements Of the moment. He is by no means wanting in

to rise to t r L
intelligence, and, granting that the matter of the stamps was then incomprehensible,

it was clearly his duty to have put the shroff under restraint.

17. The Treasury Deputy Collector, Mr. C. Vengu Pillai, inspected the Taluk
Treasury on 19th September 1888 and 25th September 1891. On the former date
the stamp balance then recorded varied by Rs. 3,528—1'2——0 from what it should

have been on the monthly aceount submitted for August minus sales from 1st to

19th September——there were no receipts—but he ¢ found correct.” Even at that

time he had to give directions as to the bulk and a current supply, and as to
totalling the day’s transactions, when there was more than one sale before striking
the balance. On 25th September 1891 the variation amounted to Rs. 13,078-12-0.
Question 28 of the memo of questions then used for examxpatmn runs :(—*¢ Is the
gtore account of stamps kept regularly up to date and does it corréspond with the
monthly accounts sent to the Huzur ?” and he answers ‘' yqs.” He found the rule
as to the bulk of the stamps being under double-lock still disregarded.

The record of the earlier examination was only recently discovered. I
addressed Mr. Vengu Pillai through his (ollector on the matter of his seeond
examination. He afirms that his practice was te take at random the office eopies
of one or two months’ accounts sent o the Huzur in the year of examination and

" ecompare the balance and other particulars in the Taluk chitta with those shown

flice copies, and be did so on this oeccasion, but cannot nMow say what

in the o ! ) ; i
monthly accounts were put into his hands. The mistake which he admits was in
failing to take with him for examination the accounts actually received in the

Huzur. All the office copies of the monthg accounts fqr 1891, as now found,
correspond with .the fair copies sent to the Huzur with the exception of the one of
December. He may have been hoodwinked with false accounts or dome his

s — - - AnL . T
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checking in an improper way, but i
Accountant had si » but it can hardly have been tl Caom
however, not a tilﬁergt%(::bt? office copies. Theattachment ofufigrt}elg s s
Sifartusatsly Hot inéthe A :xet shroff was likely to boggle at; f o liltlltwls was,

- V' : H Y & ; : !
question. puty Collector’s power to fulfil the réquireme:;t?o?lﬁ?z

: 18. A mat vty . 3
S adin: fort:f) :ﬁgénif?gthmgl this officer which some Tahsildars found
ments was his orders dzﬁed°2hde Au]k of the stamps distinct from cilrreogn e
two sets of accounts should not g)nl 1891 and 26th October 1891 (Oncil ‘rgqm}re-
very clear: but P e G OD e maintained ; what it was he obje‘cte((i)ste & m:
sk B cold o By sppese e dady i e o i
an a s y s in the dai ; .
e tidna:;loya 3;}:5?3;3;:& ftorbt}}e main stock was unng(:eZsZ:'l;’tta 'ii‘(if:;:a"ivNo' :
5 SrirC TucatRbe B €ve » 11:11 s being kept inside that box as is done witl sl
ry Huzur Treasury: such memo is not the storle :L:(G:.:)ll)xictt

19. As regar 3 s .

the Board to Pgi‘l?‘a(-islghce)fhl?llf X[C:al(il inspection by the Divisional officer, I must refer
than most Divisional ofligers d0 mnter’s letter and say that he probai;ly did more
bl li esnibe. St }Q on such occasions. With respect to the monthl
Treasury Deputy COl]QCtOI’u’l alrlsh clerk was deceived in the same way as th)(;
“econnts are  mever, with a Dl} y have been deceived : in any case the actual Huzur
% iserepeit with the T llvﬁswt_\al officer at inspection ; it was not likely that
g 1e Talu chitta would have been tendered for direct exami-

3 examination of stamps and calculation of their values is not a

matter of brief time.

90. T do not ccnsider that full responsibili

that }ms at:isen_to Government should tlr);vglbg:ft}:iggdtha; nggﬁb}ﬁnﬁfi i':]m‘ ]th.e ]OS'%
within which_it was pred. The trained and appointed inspecting offi S
large responsxblllty and tW0.0pportunities which were not utili dg officer had a
Accounta_nt had even on occasion discharged his office the fru,ud c}(z)el('i bl
any continuance ; with any proper arrangement of work and occal:. not have had
by the Taluk head the misconduct of his subordinates would ha «1l(mal N e
and the Treasury Deputy Collector, if with his office monthly ve'been apparent,
could have discovered the .Wrong-doing six years ago. A Di ,}s’iaccnunts in hand,
be .supposed to apply c}e?alled or minute checks for which hgl} onal officer cannot
gf{;l;;n% én?:gé th;)llzg;l 1: 1ts n(ét well to make excuses for slxdrtcomlig:]ir]q](i?qt?le? &
Brpossble sholn};l 3 liotybe 53“ 8 "é) abuse, it is necessary that whit 38 R 2
weaken the direct sen SHISHESA hor Wi Diee bl deepogilility & oy

se of it. There is a distinct tendency to t.gligoiztretchedt as to

accounts.

921. Passing to consideration of recove
penalties to be exacted or imposed, the magxrﬁ('zlfldz}i)aft t.}];asﬁ Dodastumud $ho
to be 'E]?VOlved in the second are appalling. e first and the number
The property—jewelry and household goods—att :
%31}2131 };eoplf (lias been sold under Regulatiof IX of ;18;20}2:1?% lit‘rf:'cf:lll::acls IF dgat gy
His éec;!:ia:ye 0'?1 (Elsey’z%nod i};ropeltgybvlvorthsin all about Rs. 860 was fOl\ﬁldl ,a.aj~i31.~3.
] : available. Since his retu B A0 s e et
o b el e of s B S’ 1 o o
inque 3y 1S pay. is children’s plavthi . V IYIDE WaS
B s 5000 s i i il e B L
session of 7 000801' 88606 00: and she also says that Balakrishnam(]jsl' gl e
R e b b o e gt on
s e R SNy on, with others, to deliver what he | I gn I gy
4 Séssiofs%l RELRE ey Sl Fitavoiy Sroby it Bods t1as of the shroff’s, .
: vl g e b« o e A e s
sess“x,fs{ Falbmia ; y in dealing with him at next
\ fter him the Head A ccountants are clearly liabl "hei
. 1 e. ;
iihiéoil‘f‘(), Plt'ilOr {)0'1.889, are not ascertaiglable and ’(lzalilellfx‘:?)zll)rate Sy e
s don cf asis of their periods of office if exaction .etapproxlmately
| couscids satloe sekion of ABY X1T of 1890 fo-themebecny whs Hlled
_ : who fille
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the offices of Head Accountant and of Tahsildar considering the one and the other
to come under the definition of a public accountant though neither gives security.

Most have replied—
1) Srinivasa Rao protests he is due nothing;
9) Sethu Sastri is willing to pay his share ;
(3) Abd-ul Aziz Sahib proposes a levy on the Treasury Deputy Collector,
1d pay Rs. 300;

Tahsildar, and himself whereunder he wou
(4) Jayaraya Pillai has not been called on to account. His pension is

available and “he'is not a pauper; :
(9) Venkatachella Aiyar says he is too poor to pay what is demanded ;
(6) Sundram Aiyar 18 prepared to pay his share, but ¢ Rs. 3,000 is too large

a demand for him to meet; =
(7) Duraisami Aiyar is also

¢ too poor to pay ” though he is willing"to obey

orders;
(8) Vaithi Aiyar protests that he should not pay more than what he has
drawn as salary in the fifteen months’ time;
(9) Thiagaraja Aiyar will obey orders,
rosponsible. .
Property has been attached to the following amounts:—
Saiyid Abd-ul Aziz, Rs. 5,94 11803 Venkatachella Aiyar, Rs. 350, his share
of immovcable property in North Arcot if the Collector of that district has acted

on my requisition ; ]

Sundram Aiyar, Rs. 3.672-10-0; Duraisami Aiyar, Rs. 718-12--0 ; Vaithi
Aiyar has paid by his undivided brother Rs. 7.972-4-0 on the demand issued and has
served me with a notice under section 424, Civil Procedure Code, that he is not
liable under Act X1I of 1850 and will sue for recovery. If he does so and does
not wait for orders on the matter it will be necessary to dismiss him, asin any
case is his due.

As for Tahsildars—
(1) Mir’ Abbas Ali protests non
lars which he knows 1 cannot give.

hat he will obey orders as to amount

(2) Jagannatha Chetti answers 1 ]
apportioned to him; ¢ to be recovered from his salary; leaving him sufficient for

his expenses.” .
3) Striniv but considers that Tahsildars

are not subject to the Aupbe i o ;
(4) Kolandasami Pillai will pay any apportionment mad

ich he 1s co_ncerned. TR 5
5) Theenathayalu Nayudu answers similarly, but claims that he should

rable for sums embezzled in his absence and that he is only

not be held answe !
jointly responsible for the remal_nder. r
(6) AnantaramahAlyar will pay what sum reasonably falls to his share, but
:Jors he is due nothing. ‘
conmde(rﬂ Daniel Pillai brotests he is not liable o pay but will abide orders.
(8) Krishna Rao considers that not he but the shroff is liable.
99. A large proportion of the money lost can be recovered in this way,
but as the prinnip]es on  which recovery should proceed and the pgrtlcular
individuals to be made subject to contribution must first be settled authoritatively
and I need not waste time now in elaborating any proposal. In my view
the Head Accountants ought to meet this deficit in the first instance and the
Tahsildars if the Head Accountants cannot; but the practical result of this is
unsatisfactory, - Vaithi Aiyar’s payment would absolve Tahsildar Kolandasami
Pillai and Theenathayalu Nayudu and the former at least richly deserves to be
. 500 reward for the shroff’s

made to pay eve{‘ly pie lost in 'is time as well as the Rs. ¢
apprehension. enkatachella Alyar, Sundram Aiyar and Duraisami Aiyar would

have to be stnpped bare and Abd-ul Aziz, nearly, 1f not entirely, so and still would
leave Tahsildar Jagannatha Chetti with more to pay than I think his life deserves.
Knowing the men personally I can ask for mercy being shown to Jagannatha
Chetti and to Sundram Aiyar because outside this particular matter they are good
gervants of Government and will be ruined, and perhaps to Saiyid Abd-ul Aziz,

but is poor and not equifably

Jiability and demands information of

particu

asa Aiyangar will abide by orders,

e to him of the sum

in wh




B
A AT
» et
. A AT A
"
AR TN .
A
R e

12 7
7TH SEPTEMBER 1895, No. 620, Revesur

e

S o
e~ i
et

because he will be nearly rui
ed and i
a breach of the y.remec. and is. & fool; but consi i
Further facts, s]ucll:a;lslr:ll)sliw that each suffer Wha;orllns(;dl?z:: tll)m?s Mg
proper work, extra or h cein camp, temporary char 1 SCRENS ol himactt:
and fast rule of si eavy work at the particular tin ge along with one’s own
difficulty 1 of simply being in office, and will 'flei might well modify a hard
i G e o Rl b o
if it were a matter gf a ;ghous(:zldtnve to pay except J aganna&lgl%ll i
16 36 powerleds. rupees he might manage it but };::,t]lg 5 {Iet says
23. The existing rules, i s
isting rules, if obeyed with 1
ok s any Do minded Hoad Acoountant woud v seen o, worid b
what already exist are suitabl seems ridiculous to lay down m . 4. GO0 bave
Sollactor, Br pks itable and can be so disregard ore directions when
graph 13 of his let disregarded. The Head Assist:
They are all infractions of rul etter, has specified the items sl
a f neglect in detai
onwt. dischargs of daty would breaches of what ordinary common ser Bk
_duty would dictate. inary common sense and
:: tl:;l en;ylrl the allocation of work is not? ail eaﬁ?’ ;J;(t)orly Diiners 1t l‘lard—;srigd
to kecp ho stamp accounts, and if h did that u i s e
ere was obvious reason for full check of his workWe asitnads Se CisptRoseae
It rilayTnow be deemed necessary to order— )
Eiget 0§ )h i}%&l.t a shroff shall not keep any accounts s L g
; 23) I;i)‘h;,‘t : : ave those prescribed for his
: stamp vendors’ : -
duplicate and with the indents engf)l::}:ir.ls shall be in printed form only and in
quartergg)ar’llzih:: tl}é:b;ri:)}x‘lsél'd?‘r tsbould sign the monthly accounts always if in head
St - e & F ¥ ad-
= them.’ in two months, and certify the checks he has applied
(4) That the Tahsildar only should si .
that he has done so after thorougl?check ofS lﬁ?etgfcgalf;yeaﬂy certificates and state
5) That an inspecting officer, who is ot ¢ ﬁ;nTs on which they are based.
shall compare the stamp daily chitta balances for the Il'ea:uay Deputy Collector,
m.on_th Wlt}-l the corres}_)onding entries of the monthly a ast day of the previous
his inspection note.vnth a statement of agreemen'cyorcCd('n,mt and record them in
fully check transactions of the month with the cash chitt T s { B
gnd shall report on both points to the Huzur Treasa ? RIS, date of inspection ;
alance found at date. The Huzur Treasury shall ?llxa ong with the statement of
report :-g;urlIt‘ tlo lthe inspecting officer. ereon check and record and
) aluk stamp indents on the Huzur sha : :
fsﬂu%él.n E Otg offices with certificates of suplll)g; ;«Edbiéglefiupllcate.and be regularly
perintendent of Stamps and the Treasury Deputy CO’llgzgttois cccurs between the

24. I may add that each Tahsild i
accounts care ; ar was in August orde 1%
oo theiuliz rrf:crt ﬁvgr g'ez%s past and that four Tahsilgelt'fsd If:vzuc(]llt his stamp
Sub-Treasury since hon & def eputy Collector has inspected six Tal ﬁne e
secure proper Taluk f nd found matters correct and has issued d& uks and one
The structural altl;f;l'ng anfd Huzur checking of stamp illd(-:‘n(;r Fep e
b htrdht e s:;gg‘s 0 ghe Taluk cutcherry which Mr Tofl.h
and the Engineer. I need and of work require further consider. tl’mter it
Siekoleition o remark here only that the fault e My
r excuse for the misconduct of its occupamtss ey o

25. I am under the n i
S e s - necessity of detaining he S .
be required for the trial of the shroff; helgze tl}‘fe at:}ll;);]li%;ril:i I:fcocrg;illkwe]}): =
s where

originals would be looked for
ey Bt 15 i mobiniticd a;PII)]:r ,vlgltole record of inquiry which will not be

Resolution—dated 14th May 1895, No. 202
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Government, the further report received from the Collector of Tanjore on the

subject of the stamp defalcations in the Negapatam Taluk Treasury.
9. The history of the case and the circumstances under which the Head Shroff,

Raja Chinnasami Chetti, was able to misappropriate a sum of Rs. 29,372-4-0 are
fully set forth in the first part of the Collector’s report. It is not possible to say
when the system of ¢raud now brought to light was commenced, as the stamp

accountsshave, under the rules, been destroyed up to the end of 1888. Prior to the
ments at Negapatam were invariably made

1st-September 1886, however, cash pay :
into the Bank direct, sO that there could have been no opportunity for fraud up to
that date. Immediately afterwards, the shroff, who seems to have been forthwith
entrusted with"the entire control of the stamps in the treasury, began to tamper
with the accounts ; there is evidence that up to the 1st January 1889, after which
detailed audit becomes possible, stamps to. the value of Rs. 4,097-8-0 had been

: i f Taluk accounts from 1st January 1889

misappropriated. An examination 0 the _
up to 3lst July 1894 shows that the defalcations amounted to Rs. 25,376-10-0,

making a total of Rs. 29,47 4-2-0. The Huzur Treasury glccounts, however, show
the deficit to be, as stated above, Iis. 29,372-4-0, the difference being probably .
due to the fact that, as stated by the Collector 1n paragraph 3 of his report, the
stamp vendors occasionally paid money divect into the Bank on the last two days
of the month when the Taluk Treasury Wwas closed. The discrepancy is not,
however, clearly explained in the Collector’s report. ’

3. The rules for the custody and sale of stamps and for maintaining accounts

relative thereto are contained in the Stamp Manual and in Chapter II of the Stand-
ing Orders of this vent from the inquiries instituted into the

Board. It is apparens
circumstances of this case that the defalcations now under report became possible
not through any deficiencies in these rules, but through the total neglect of the taluk
officials to comply with them. In the first place tbe bulk of the stamps should have
been kept under the joint lock and key of the T.ahsﬂdar.and Taluk Head Accountant,

being left in charge of the Taluk Head

ufficient for & week’s supply onl
stamps sufficien ‘1 ufe 7 of (;Z.O-, dated 11th Februarg _1888, No. 137.
e

t
g + brought into force, the whole of the stamps being kept under
The stamps were, however, kept in two

£ the Taluk Head Accountant. : .
cqused some of the inspecting officers to

boxes— roceedin whic 1

befizie ih%t the ru%e was being complied Wi de para, raph 19 of Mr. Todhun-

ter’s report dated 99th August 1894 submitted with the Collector’s letter. The
P octed the Negapatam Treasury on the 19th

; Collector who 1ins
Aiseaniry Depo 2 in on 25th é)eptember 1891 noticed that the rule was not
it which, however, they did

September 1888 and agal .
oﬁgyzlg and directed the Taluk office to comply with 1t _
not do. . The Treasury Deputy Collector also ordered in his memos dated 2nd
April 1891 and 26th October 1891 that two-set;;l of acc:i)unts (slhOE}d not be

I ¢ the Tahsildars pear to have un erstood this to mean
maintained aqd Hat e d tions need not be enforced. The

' ivi ¢ the stamps into two por :
that the division O.On was thaﬂ the whole of the stamps Were practically entrusted

result of this confusl
to the custody of the shroff.

4. The principal stamp account
1) lexe daily or stock chitta.

2) The daily cash chitta.

3) The abstract Bf receqé L

ty Collector- b .

e he officer in charge of the Taluk Treasury.

(4) Indent for stamps required by ®
e of the treasury has to submit a half-yearly

Jition to these the officer in char
i:r?i%xcate to the Treasury Deputy %ollector (paragraph 30 of Standing Order
No. 44) to the effect that he has personally examined and counted or had counted
in his presence the stamps of 2ll denominations in store and found the value of each
to agree With the balances shown in the last preceding monthly abstract. In the
resent case it appears accounts g.nd _statqments except No. (2) were
actually written b ff or at his dictation. No. (2)—the general
daily cash book of the treasury—should have been written up from the chellans

¢ maintained in taluk offices are the following e

tamps sent every month to the
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which accompany all remitta i '
by the Head. S s nces into the treasury and whi :
2 AT t:gl‘;’f)thl;a;lzrlﬁequ resented to they’l‘alukwt':}l;:::l} ;]mu]dt(after ﬂ]e{,l:
P v the s in charge of the cash book. ' ceountant and DY
ey and passed the chell . T'he latter officer should
was to comply with the purchasi Vouk S FEA L e 58 the Head Shroff w
entered in the cash chitta? bef Ao o indent. So long as the mo g
fraud ; a before the issue of the'sta ney was paid and
receive ]t)ll:c: :l}::ll};;(;cf durtehm t]}ehNegap Ao Tl'easts?llrl,;;s :vl;ir?oy:l? nzlpo;s.nbility 5
ogether with th G e Head"Shroff to
ilann o she. dlarls S e money; issue the sta :
charge of the cash chi mps and then send th
3 thit ch > : e cash chitta for entry. . M 2
found noe;l)llzr; ?E%hieﬁgl?gbbaﬁk Uie acinfy el sules TEered tl(i)y i(;el;ldmg inly Toadlls
: sh book and the shroff 1wse kept back
money réceived on their account was enabled to misappropri
; n g : : te the
to prevent the omissions in tl : He then manipulated the other si] iy
il o meng 1e cash book from being discovered. N COMIIIEYEC .
- . s—was maintained X 0. (1) account—
therein agr P : correctly so tl
account?t];eidag;::;g‘eo‘;tam}ﬁ in store whenever the li:tter :Va:r;l:;::):tlzgces shown
Wi Peboby-Collast receipts and sales of stamps sent ever - No. (3)
el B chli)tt y i ector—was drawn out 50 as to agree.with tly Itximnth to the
e szme. e ‘z: (No. 2) and not with the entries in the stock acc::)a gf'ur?s i 4
; es, it appears that the totals of values of the stamps e tgun d ot stamps.
account were 1pcorrectly entered at the end of the month so . tn red in No. (1)
values shown in No. (3)—this no doubt was done whenever tf . (1); o e
to apprehend that any attempt, however perfunctory 1d ble . ?OH N
accounts. In most cases, however, the shroff f dy’ would be made to check his
recauti R e e ound no necessity to take even thi
P ition and the discrepancies between the monthly abstract and the dai ol
account cortinued to exist side by side for at least five and it ‘is tek aily store
many more years. As regards the indents for stamps [accour tn(’)\* nown how
showed ;htela stock in hand in accordance with the monthly acéoun’:~ L‘Oi) (4)] these
gxcc_ass of the actuals, but in order to make out a case for a fresl Al Nang far in
uring ’thelprecedmg three months (on the average of which 'ci5 : ?“g})ly the sales
;".) if: {.’% eatty ﬁxxtgiig'e]rated. No attempt was ma g Trleasui-e li]) ent is !‘)ased)
Colleztbi? o ¢ l?fdt 1ese figures, otherwise suspicion must have b y Deputy Lo}lec-
furthex; is repor ges not, however, state who is responsible f eenha_roused, Lets
dealt 't{lqulry and report must be made before these offi i s s
; with. cers can be adequately

5. From the facts stated in th
fraud could at any ti ¢ last paragraph it will
i B B tﬁg’m%z]t% ]llftve been discovered had tll)le store acl):uilzp(?fm?t oy
B © dich chitta,. Fap th)e arfgoluni sent to the Treasury Deputy Cu]lestg?]ps b?.e]}:
and Tahaildacs are primaril glect of this precaution the Taluk Head A st
it was to inspect the 'creasuy r ?Spons!ble and in a less degree the Ofﬁc(ers C}C\:Ountants
With‘?:il t ex(ieption that the}r’} m;(é?rtﬁitt;ntli)?f. ;FhiTaluk oficials agmi(?glg:l(z
is evident that t v . o check the 2 .
gﬁiﬁ"e Sy Witlﬁfu?ag; Z :;tl'ilg'nc?g:f;catf: sent tg the Treasi}xl‘;rogzpif:; %’;ﬂ;‘;ﬂris
ollector, Mr. eption false. As noted above [ e
Gl i Yongs i et o Sosopaan, S oy o e T
account for Au : ; . On the first of thes A
T golfmtl;{zméug ggl_el-‘l‘gflgn} Ist to 19th September (ther((;1 ggitsz; tlllls Ir‘n c.)n_thl‘y\'
store, but he certified tl’xat th —0 in excess of the value of the stamps zatcte.(’f]ll')t-b L
discrepancy amounted to R i{ accounts were correct. On the secong a5 e
sfbaatin ﬁ’a eI timz b3,078—12—0, but it again passed undetectgdbcaséon ’f.h‘i
PP TR e e Tl lfen drawn to the necessity of checking tl o
SOMGE ok Thisieation of '{:aluk account, asin the memo of principal g e iore
Proceedings, dated 24th June lcsugilheNrnegégrculated ol Colleciérs ‘l‘:?tll?t}sj O‘;ﬁ"})’(;
- ¢ Stamne.— y NO. , question 28 ru %
it correspond}:vithlilgge :gl‘f’ilalccount of stamps kept regu]ar]n; :; jt!(;“(‘]):ts .—d d '
improbable however, as su ‘; ily accounts sent to the Huzur?” It e
Mr. Vengu Pillai g gqestgd in paragraph 17 of the Collector’ lseems e
being placed before himecei"e (})y talse oflice copies of the mont?nl sk thz::
RO o ks boei n order to exercise an effective check t accoun :
n brought from the Huzur and this the Treasu:;' (g:»%ls:;r
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The fact that the Sub-treasury has only
e 1886 also calls for notice. Under

Deputy Collector sine .
o. 226 it is the duty of Collectors to depute their

Treasury Deputies for the technical examination of Taluk Treasuries, arranging sO
that every treasury may be inspected at least once in two years. The provisions
of this Standing Order require to be more carefully attended to in future.

S R r I AT S DA SISl

§3011ector failed to do.
wice by the Treasury
L 4 of Standing Order N

been examined
paragrapl

6. The Revenue Divisional officers, who are required, in accordance with para-
graph 1 of the above-quoted Standing Order, to inspect their Taluk Treasuries at least
once a year, appear to have either been deceived 1 the same way by the Head

cting their examinations. It 18

Shroff or to have been insufficiently careful in conducting .
true that, with the exception of 1888, the Negapatam Treasury has been examined

every year since 1886 and, so far as inspection notes are available, it has been
regularly reported that the store account of stamps agreed with the monthly
accounts sent to the Huzur notwithstanding the fact that the discrepancies between

them were so considerable.
7. The fraud was ab length discovered by an accident. There was a tem-
Huzur Treasury, and as the

porary scarcity of one-rupee non-judicial stamps m the r T
monthly accounts for June 1894 showed a balance of 5,183 in the Negapatam

Treasury, the Treasury Deputy (lollector directed the Tahsildar, on the 14th July

1894, to send up 1,000 one-rupee stamps as soon as possible. The Tahsildar
only 415 stamps of that denomi-

replied on the 16th July stating that there were on
this statement and the monthly

nation in stock, but ihe discrepancy between : 1
accounts was not even then noticed until the 27 th July when the Tahsildar replied to

a further requisition for 1,000 one-rupee non-judicial stamps by reporting that he
had only 53 in stock. The Treasury Deputy Collector then sent him an order to
examiné his stock and to report the reasons for the deficiency. This order does
not appear to have reached the Tahsildar, having been probably intercepted by the
Head Shroff, but a reminder sent on the 2nd August was opened by the Tahsildar on
the afternoon of the 4th. An examination of the stamgs was forthwith set on foot
and the discrepancy between the n.\onthly accounts an the stock chitta became at
once apparent. The inquiry continued until 9 P and was then adjourned until
next morning when the Head Shroff failed to appear. Suspicion, however, was

ich the frauds

not aroused until the afternoon of the 6th when the manner in wh
had been perpetrated came to light. In the meanwhile, the shroff had, of course,

d his escape and was only arrested with great difficulty on the 26th
made good 'S °5 P d of Rs. 500 had been offered for his capture. He was

4 after a rewar
g:(:g}:)\f;lll}? gé'iaéde:md convicted by .the Sessions Court in December ‘1894 and
sentenced to nine years' rigorous im.prlsonment and a fine of Rs. 5,000, or, In default,
one year’s further rigorous jmprisonment. The whole of his property, sO far
as ascertainable, has been alread); dls:;im:?c%eam'ls so;d ;r;dgzttgfe tggog;s;olr)ns. r?f
] 1 2% a re 18 1 el
aption Begat i e aid. The totIerl axlr))ount recovered un e%'
' the regulation is Rs. 3,114-3-3* and

RS. A P.
* Sale-proceeds of jewelry, &o . . 1,554 3 3 the net loss to Government by these
Money and property found on Jdefaleations amounts, therefore, to Rs.
* him when ixrlr)iasted i 838 ?) g 96,258-0-9 .
it jlable = AT i 3 o g
s — 8. The next question for discussion

3114 3 8 is how far the shroff’s superior officers
. —— should be held responsible for this loss.
The Board agrees With the Collector in considering that the Tahsildar and Taluk
Head Accountant are * public accountants” within the meaning of Act XII of
1850, and, as such, liable to make good the whole of the deficiency ; but it is not

letter of the law. The

inclined to recommend the enforcement of the strict
following is a complete List of those officers who have held the posts above referred

10 since 1886, together with the amounts embezzled during their tenure of office
and other particulars necessary for the full comprehension of the circumstances of

the case.
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Name of officer.

(

Dates from and
to whieh office
was held.

| Amount of
defiglmtiou in
his time,

|
j .

1. C. Srinivasa Rao

2. K. Sethu Sastri

3. Baiyid Abd- :
&hib. ul  Aziz

4. 8. Kamakshi Aiyar .

‘5. M. Jayaraya Pillai
8 D. Vonkatachells AL

yar.

7. B, Sundram Aiyar .,

Taluk Sheristadars oy Tuluk Head Aceountants

1886 (5 months
and 7 days).

1886 and 1887
(9 months and
12 days).

1887, 1888, 1889
and 1890 (2
years 7 months
and 20 days),

1890 and 1891
(9 months and
10 days).

1888 (2 months),

1891 (6 months
and 22 days).

1891 and 1892
(10 months
and 1 day).

8. 8. Gopalakrishna Raja.| 1887, 1888 and

9. T. S. Duraisami Ai-

yar.

10. V. Vaithi Aiyar

11, A. Thiagaraja Aiyar.

1. Mir Abbas Ali Sahib.

2. K. Jagannatha Chet-

tiyar.

3. P. Theenathayulu Na-

yudu.

4. C. K. Srinivasa Ai-

yangar.

5. R. Kolundasami Pil-

lai.

6. A. S, Daniel Pillai ..

7. 8. Krishna Rao

1889(10 days).

1892 and 1893
(6 months and
16 days).

1893 and 1894
CI - giar T2
months  and
21 days).

1890, 1391, 1892
and 1984 (75
days).

1886-87 (5
months and 19
days).

1886, 1887, 1888,

1889, 1590,

1891, 1892 and

| Not known ; pro-

bably nil,

|
Not known ok

terior to 1889.
Rs. 3,174-8-0 ,.

Not known ..
Rs. 2,188-12-0 .

RBs. 3,631-10-0 .
Rs. ¢

Rs. 3,893-4-0 .,

Rs. 7,972-4-0 .,

Rs, 354-8-0 ,,

Not known

.

Rs. 16,152-2-0
and probably
the major por-

e

1893 (5 years| tion of I
gdmon)ths and 4,097-80—0 :I:.-
2ys). teri
1886, 1898 and | Bs. 401y
1894 (7 months ;
and 15 days).
1891 (2§ months).| Rs. 895
1893-94 / 3
oo A (8 Rs. 2,665-6-0 .
days), ‘
1893 (7 days) ,, |Rs, 162-8-0
|
‘. |
|
1893-94 7 I ‘
Bt (7 | Rs. 228-2-0 . ,,
|
|

In addition to the ab

Anantarama Aiyar were i(r)xvgil
1889 and the amounts for which
Rao having been in charge £

directly into the Bank ceased(:ri: Ig

Rs, 4,265-12-0
and the greater
part of Rs,
4,097-8-0 an-

IPuy of the l‘
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| appoint.

! Present office.

|

Deputy Tahsil- |

dar of Kumba-
kénam.

Taluk Head Ac-
countant, Ma-
yavaram,

Taluk Head Ac-
countaut, Shi-
yali.

Dead.

Retirved.
Revenue Inspec-
tor, Pattulk-
kottai,
Deputy” Tahsil-
dar of Koda-
vasal,

Dead.

Cl?!‘k, Head As-
sistant  Collec-
tor’s office.

Taluk Head Ac-
countant, Ne-
gapatam,

Taluk Head Gu-
mast&h, Neg;._.
patam,

Tuhsildars.

Tahsildar of Nan-
nilam,

Tahsildar of
Kumbakénam,

Acting Deputy
Collector, Tri.
chinopoly,

Tahsildar of
Tirutturaip-
pundi,

Tahsildar of
Mayavaram.

Deputy Tahsil-
dar and Sub-
Magistrate,
Tgagjore, and
cting Deput
'!‘uhsi]dar panﬁ
Sub-Magistrate
at Negapatam,
Deputy Tahsil-
dar and Sub-
Magistmte,
Negapatam
Town,

RS,
60

60

60

60

60

50

50

20

250

250

120

| ment held
{ {at the time
| | of defalca-|
i tion.

Held office only one month
after the custom of paying
money into the Bunk
ceased.

Only in charge of the Head
Accountant’s office at in-
tervals,

Deputy Tabsildar in
charge.

Deputy Tahsildar in
charge.

M. Sami Rao, R. C. Nara
arge of the Tahsildar’s office for a few days prior to

anasami Nayudu and I.

ch each is responsible are not k ini
nown. C. S

y l()me month after the system of payingml;lxg;)a:;

robably not responsible for any part of the loss

<

B e

- is admittedly so heavy that allow

R s ot A e
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and may be exemp I
Jayaraya Pillai and S. Gopalakrlshna

no steps need, in the Board’s opinion,
remaining officers on the list, they are
is so large that the recover
ing some of them to a punis
It is also to be observed that sever
officers of exceptional ability,
no want of diligence can be 1mp

dars and Head Accountants to per
it would be inexpedient

livelihood and so afford them an excuse f

order to recoup themselves. In view of

the Board is of opinion that it will be
pay of the appointment he
are responsible took place.
Vengu Pillai, the Treasury Deputy Coll
going on in 1888 and 1891 has been pro
conduct is, in the opinion of the
officers, whose case has nex? to
srofessional experience in deal

ook to check malpractices of the
by Divisional officers have been, u
the verification of the stock in :
hitherto realized that the daily salesin t
daily credits in the cash chitta.

* 1886, Messrs. Moberly and Twigg.
Twigg, Morris and Manavedan

1887. b
Raja. b ¢

1888. o Manavedan Raja, Morris and
Foster. ;

1889. ,,  Foster, Khadir Nawaz Khan
Sahib and R. H. Campbell.

1890. i Campbell and (Cobb.

1891. ., Campbell and Vaughan.

1892. , Vaughan, Francis, Miller and
Todhunter.

1893-94. Mr. Todhunter.

Although, as alrc

neglect of the exis :
doubt some points as to which cleare

rules are suggested in paragrap
(1) That a shroff shall not
office as shroff. '
(2) That
duplieate and with the

stamp vendor’s chell

quarters, and at least once in tw

to them.
~ (4) That the Tahsildar only
that he has done so after thorough ¢

(5) Thatan inspectiqg'ofﬁcer,
compare the stamp daily chitta balane
the corresponding e
note with a statement of agreement or
actions of the month with the cash
on both points to the Huzur Treasury a

-

ld by them at th

The same punis ule |
ector, whose omission to discover what was

ductive of such serious consequences.
Board, more repr
be considered, inas
ing with a
sort now brought to light.
nfortunately, generally understood to require only

hand according to t :
he stamp chitta should be compared with the

Nevertheless the Board is surprised that so able a

indents endorsed.

(3) That the Tahsildar should sign the
o months, an

ntries of the monthl
iscre )
chitta up to date of inspection ; and shall report

long with the statement of balance found at

A A NPT

17

ted from liability to make it good. S. Kamakshi Aiyar, M.

Rajah are either dead or have retired and
be taken in their cases also.
all equally culpable, but the amount involved
y of the whole of it is clearly impossible without subject-
- hment which is out of all proportion to their offence.
al of those whose liabilities are heaviest are
hardworking and deserving public servants to whom
ated. The work in the Taluk office of Negapatam
ance should be made for the inability of Tahsil-
form all parts of it with equal care and, further,

to deal with them so harshly as to cripple their means of
or resorting to malpractices in future in

As regards the

all these considerations, the majority of
sufficient to fine each of them one month’s

o time the defalcations for which they
hment should be inflicted upon Mr.

His*
chensible than that of the Divisional
much as it is to his knowledge and

ccounts that the Board and Government

The annual inspections

he store book and it has not been

body of young officers* as those who have
held the office of Head Assistant Collec-
tor at Negapatam since 1886 should,
one and all, have failed to perceive the
importance of ascertaining whether the
transactions recorded in the shroff’s store
account represented actual cash transac-
tions in the treasury.

9. The last matter for consider-
ation is what, if any, modifications of
the rules are necessary in order to pre-
vent a recurrence of similar defalcations.

rouble has arisen more from the total

v observed, the present ' .
§ ti);g rules than fr}())m any defects inherent m them, there are no

r instruc
h 23 of the Collector’s report :—

keep any account save

tions might be given. The following

those prescribed for his

ans shall be in printed forms only and in

monthly accounts always if in head-
d certify the checks he has applied

should sign the half-yearly ce tificates and state
Leck of the accounts on which they are based.

who is not the Treasury Deputy Collector, shall
es for the last day of the previous month with
account and record them in his inspection

pancy ; and further fully check trans-
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date. ‘The Huzur Treasury shall thereon check and record and report result to

the inspecting officer.

6) Taluk stamp indents on the Huzur shall be in duplicate
filed in both offices with certificates of supply and reéei;g) ;scaoccﬁ g’;ﬁ;‘:ﬁﬁ{
Superintendent of Stamps and the Treasury Deputy Collector.

The Board ‘PW of the first of these rules which will be i :
the Standing Orders in the Land Revenue Department. The seeomlin fﬁ?ﬁ"i‘f:.‘i}”
n , inasmuch as ander note 1 to Article 3 of the Civil Account Code all
chellans should be in a printed form and
to the tenderer signed as a receipt. There is no sufficient object in requiring the
indents to be endorsed on the chellans and this would, moreover, require a special
form of chellan. The Collector will be instructed to see that the rule contained in
the Civil Account Code is strictly adhered to. For the third of the rules proposed
by the Collector, the Board would suggest the following which will be substituted
for the second paragraph of rule (1) in paragraph 11 of Standing Order No. 50
(New Edition) :—

: ¢ The Tahsildar will sign the mqnt}ﬂy account, form LXXV, whenever he is
at head-quarters at the time of its submission, and append to it the following certifi-
cate :—* I hereby certify that L have exa.mined the oacrsmds®  stock and accounts,
and have checked thg daily accounts with the cash chitta and the monthly account

and have found them correct.” If the Tahsildar is absent from head-quarters at ths
time that the monthly account is submitted, he will, immediately on his return t(;
head-?'uarters, make the necessary exgmmatwn and submit a certificate in the same,

form.’
If this rule is strictly enforced it will be unnecessary to mak i
in Standing Order No. 44, paragraph (30), which dealsrzvith the ﬁaﬁggﬁngi
ficate referred to in the fourth of the Collector’s proposed rules. The ﬁfthyrule is
intended, apparently, to deal with the method of examination to be adopted b
Collectors and Divisional officers. The defect of it is that it would, if el?force
throw a l(xiez_wmr burden on the Divisional officers than they can be fairl v expected to
33:;:1 ggi thlf] 3::511;5112% :f thg m(temc()i. cir?iulated with Board’s Proceedi%gs,}iqo 369,
, is understood and intelli ently answered :

:ppsgiai“:) fb:h an ngcesmty for anything more.g Th}; sixth rule i]z:fs gv(i(t?l ::]l?:
ml:;p Al (f 3 (l))ar and paragraph 25 of Standing Order No. 44 (New Edition)

y be amended by the insertion of the following words after the first sentence :—

¢ The indent submitted b : ' :

- : v the officer in charge of the Branc A
bebei;n dupdhc?,te_, and one copy of it should be retaigedoin t?u? iﬁmlh C{I apes shoultd
g made in it of the supply of the stamps.” cal depot, a note

10. The Acting Second Member of th
: g e Board d om 3
tions made in paragraph 8 above and has recorded Zems ?nolftgao(l)rfl gzsstl;ztrecommenda-

A ———

(True Copy and Extract.)

(Signed)  N. S. BRODIE,
Acting Secretary.

(Trﬁe Copy.)

(Signed) EDMUND MILLETT,
Assistant Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Bevenue Department, :
with copy of a minute of dissent recorded by the Acting Second Member
and with a file-of enclosures as per list submitted.

Copy to the Collector of Tanjore. .
w y Acoountant-General. ~

in duplicate, one copy having to be returned -

* Qollector of Manndrgu

B
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Reap—also the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue),
dated 15th May 1895, Mis. No. 2123 :— '

m the Collector of Tanjore, dated 26th November
1894, No. 141/Tour :—
No. 127/Tour, dated 13th instant, reporting on the

1 have the honour to forward a petition submitted
Vaithi Aiyar, and addressed to His

Read—the following letter fro

Referring to my letter
Negapatam taluk stamp frauds,
to me by the taluk head accountant, V.

Excellency the Governor in Council..
9. In common with others a demand issued to this man under Act XII of

1850 for the Rs. 7,972-4-0 embezzled in his time. His answer is enclosure No. 12

in file No. 3 accompanyihg my above-quoted letter ; and my further proceedings

will appear from the papers, copies of which accompany:. :

dings under the Act was to secure Govern-

bability that those who had caused loss to it

would endeavour to protect themselves by concealing, transferring, or otherwise
causing what belonged to them to disappear- I had no desire to realise but only
to secure their property until final orders should issue.

. -

4. This man’s answer to my demand was not satisfactory ; I learnt that he
was busying himself towards centesting my reading of Act XfI of 1850 ; and on
these and on an opinion that he would not scruple to defeat me if he could in
my endeayours to make his property answerable, I' issued orders to the Deputy
oudi and he acted accordingly as the %apers show. I was

astonished to find the money had been paid and would have been quite satisfied if

the family lands had been attached.
o a few notes on the petition, and need only add that some
¢ his own misconduct of office is yet wanting.

3. My intention in taking procee
ment interests in view of the great pro

5. I have made
satisfactory explanation o

e —— -

C. No. 57/Tour of 1895, dated 9th March 1895, from

Read—also endorsement on o .
the Collector of Tanjore, submitting the memorial of M.R.Ry. V. Vaithi
Aiyar, taluk head accountant, Negapatam. !

Resolution—dated 15th May 1899, Mis. No. 2123.
Submitted to Government with reference to Board’s Proceedings, No. 202,
dated 14th May 1895. The memorialist was not called upon to borrow money in
: 1 and must bear the consequences of doing

order to pay the . mus ! i
0. The action taken by the Collector was ]ustlﬁefl _by the necessity of securing
Government interests and ought, in the Board’s opinion, to be upheld. The tone
of the memorials is also noteworthy.

(A true Copy and Extract.)

EDMUND MILLETT,
Assistant Secretary.

-

(Signed)
to Government, Revenue Department,
T e A 7 ‘ wl;th the memorials.
Copy to the Collector of Tanjore. ,

-




4

Ry

2‘0
: ’ V 'Ec

i

REeap—also the foﬁ in;
' owing Proceedi o
dated 16th Llings of the Board of Reveny

Read t
r O

In continuatio
g TRy honotirn t(())ffmy letter, dated 27th W

accountant, Syed Abdul orward a petition submi

in Couneil Aziz Sahib, addy

.

0 for th  the memorialist, ;
during his servic e Rs. 4,255-12-0 and 18t 1n common with others under Act

part of a

3. My i P
has alrea«{y l}ilgentmn 1 taking proceedin SEF SR,

en ex .
1894’ NO. 141/T0ur p:iles:ed .ln para o ]] %8 O%Dder the Public Accountants Act
o 4. It is unnece,ss(;r; efd i Paragmpﬁ 1 mpr;n Y letter, dated 27th November
Y report set forth Or me to mak !
: wh . nake an
that at the commencem:xftla conceive is petltiremarks on the petition. I have in

sick and appl; f the -c siutioner’s charact
: %) ed for leave, urrent &amabandi of Shi;;ii t:ﬁg‘ l{em?z’a?lig
k on examination by the Zillah
fd report that he was utterly

Sul!g‘eon.

: H
v is.n the Sub-Collec € was foun

now on leg tor’s recommen
ve on forfeiture of

not SiCk 0
datiort
f‘ull pay_

- 1895, M; :
Submitted t > g 58 o ot
idem, Mis. No, 2123 Iy o orks made i \ Bonad's T
» apply to thig memori:z.ll1 I%Oand’s b
also
A ;
( tl'l.le Copy and Extract.)
- (Signed)  EDMUND MILLETT,
Assistant Secreta!‘}"

Reap—also 4
e followi :
to G ne lletttof3r t}ff om F. C. HARRISON, E
overnmer the Go ; sq., Officiatin
1895, No. I3né3 I(l;!;fevenue DePal‘(;?;fgllzl ?llz.ﬁ;e?if Madras: bo %l;e Secretaxg

With veforens Fort St. George, 21st June

No. 202, dated ¢ Ve
the 1
report from the Cﬁllétzttltl)roi?{

ingﬂ of the B
o !8957 Subn‘?l%:g] of Revenue (Separate Revenue),

treasury at Ne, M Tan g to Govern :
gapatam, I hay Jore on the defalcation of 1;:;:%:’;;11 tﬁm&ﬁi

) N
There honour to make the following observations.

can be n .
as to the custod 0O question thg
; ody and sa] t the fraud :
there;ni’:;lh having been mf,g(;fth“;f’ggs and the &fﬁtﬁiﬂiﬁ?ﬁfﬁiﬂﬂﬁtﬁy S g
.(l) :h l:l(;st. noticeable pointg a::i:df (ii : ' R
double locks w: Timary rule that ¢}, 10 20llowing :—
afthe stock;was not followed, thez ;:glgh:ﬁoﬁr% gifn statlxllps :(}lmuld be kept under
2) the chellans ' g allowed to have sole charge
. cont
with thé i g mauny year o i Were dealt with solely by the head shroff;
of sales or the dm-,;:::zfll)ycﬁ?;:lpmd to check the stock scoonni’i
T T ) Iy .

.

ay 1895, Mis. No, 2126 +. . (Separate Revenue),
Ret. on C. No. 3403/ Ver, of 180, 2ted 9th April 1895,

ovember 1894, No. 141/Tour
tted to me b', 2 fyies

: y the taluk head
essed to His Excellency the G:loverllor

e at N
ega};)a?;?n as taluk sherissum o I}%— 4,097-8-0 embezzled
3 ™ L1 : 3 oY
e o, i 5 e S
stamp frauds. My further procee:iings

Proceedings, dated 14th
oceedings, dated the 15th

MMW
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(4) the head-quarters treasury officials never checked the indents, made .by

e first point is clearly laid down in the Board’s
h27. Stock sufficient for a week’s use only should
be left in charge of the taluk sheristadar (now 'de-mgnated head accountant an

treasurer), the rg:)maininrr stamps being under the joint lock and key of the tahsildar
’ i This excellent rule was not only disregarded,

and of the officer betfore mentioned. nly :
but an official in the position of head shroff was suffered to remain 1n sole charge

of the stock. : ’ ;

5. In this connection, I would suggest an amendment of paragraph 27 of
the Board’s Standing Order No. 44, so a8 to require the key of the tallslldar
during his absence trom head-quarters being left with the stationary sub-magistrate,
whergver such an officer exists, instead of with the taluk sheristadar (nOW head

ac t and treasurer). ’ 4 ; j
lccmir\lftl?(‘;lrear?o such ofﬁce)ar exists, the tahsildar might be told to give out a larger

i . is0 on his refurn the transactions that have tz}ken _place in his
;tl;)scg;g:d tfnsg;‘igggar he should see that the <tock account. tallies with the sale

account and the credits into the treasury. PR

6. The remedy as regards the gecond point 18 Jealt with in paragraph 4 of the
B &s Progeedings but i f]esn'able that chellans and indents
frz?; sartie equirir’lg stamps should go first 1nto the hands of the shroff, whose
dut lt . to'comply with the indents. The safer course would be for these to be
SO ted t It) * ¢ and treasurer who, after having them checked
first presented 10 ired stamps are available, will pass them on

atisfvi imself that th £ : :
i;}ilh ;e:ltﬁfﬁgg,}olrllre ceiving the amount and complyl.ng with the indent to the clerk

: " h-book, who will thereupon receive the amount and, after doing

1‘11 ch::sg ;r? ftltleleincggnt to tl’le head shroff, whose duty it will be to 1ssue the stamps.

S0, P7 P bserve that there should be no difficulty
. 2815

third point, I would 0 at there shor
i b-treasur puybge | the creditsin his daily cash account on
in a sub-

scer verifylng each day S >
ccount of stami)rsosvliiﬁ the ar};lount of sales as shown in the abstract of daily sales®
a

= thglgiilllgusl?l;llgocg‘ﬁ; month seé that the total of the credits as shown by his

i 1 i +lv deducted from the stock account. . -
q the daily chittas 18 correctly
et et 4 Jear that at the head-quarters treasury no attempt

8: As %lready stated, it is clear ¢ T g
. the indents submitted by the sub-treasury
was made 1 by L Chic\']\gras :pll)arently held there. From _paragraph 4 of the

question the large stock tha .
Board’s Proceedings it appears t
is awaited.
9. In conclusion, Iff wouldt }:‘espz
“finally decide to write off more thanl
dzfaIZation, a report should be madezJ ‘goﬂ
the provisions of article 279 of the C1v

at a further report from the Collector on the point

ctfully point out that, should Government
,000 rupees (stamps being 1 Imperial) of this
the Government of India in accordance with
Account Code.

e—

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), dated 1st

July 1895, Mis. No. 2709
statement proposed by the Collector oi§ Tanjore to
{ the Negapatam sub-court, and requesting Govern-

the Board’s report on the defaleation of stamps in the Negapatam

Reap—also

STRACT.—A- roving the draft written
to beAéII‘;gFi; 0.8. NPcP 14 of 1895, on the file 0

ment to pass early orders on
taluk treasury-
PO S

. . ¢ the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), dated 6th
: REAp—f‘-also Proceedings 0 August 1895, Mis. No. 3285.

G it o ment, with remarks, Jetter from the Collector of Tanjore
___SS “;}?lt[?:)gf {%g?zﬁhe file of the Negapatam sub-eourt, has been adj ourned to

 ABSTRACT.
d that the Sub-Judge has made a note that no further adjonrnment

ting that O.
!t-ﬁgo{;ttheptember 1895, an

- will be granted.
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Orper—dated 7th September 1895, No. 620, Revenue
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The papers read above relate to

the embezzle .
taluk treasury, of vari . Chetti, I uent by Raja Chinnasami
the trea.suryr{(; sta;f;l 32; ;ums received by him Z)n lg.z(closh?ﬁ of the Negapatam
cations extend over a I')er?gs, amounting in all to Rs 29“3 ’;)f stamps issued from
August 1894. The method in th‘?lght years, and were onl '254_0' These defal-
paragraphs 3-6 of Board’s Pr which the fraud was worke dy' rought to light in
Government fully agrees with o ings, No. 202, dated eVl Mg forth in
became possible, not through an; et exPI'GSSedIthae,lty tlllsgci) 7f zlmti' e
efalcations

neglect of the taluk offici eficiency in the
2. It is satisfacto s comply with them. rules, but through the total

Separate Revenue No. 113.

High Court. Th on and sent
] e ntence wer,
appears to be nothing to shoV\:3 tlf:: %‘lrged m} a‘(tlppeal g
man had any accom-

plices. -The amount
o ) recovered :
e sale of his property amountsbt}c; tl}{]: c{;) rifiscahon o Shroftls secirity and b
. , : y

ment of Rs. 26,258-0- e :
—g Tﬁe‘;l;,i;Sy(? CTRERE +=3-3, leaving a net loss to Govern-
o pomts on which the orders of Go |
vernment are now requi
quired

(1) as to how fa
carelessness, or compellZ({}l?) E,l:igf A

(%) as to the steps to be tak
4. As regards the former,

(1) The vari teiig
oo T 1888 torll(é%sél.dlvxm

perior officer i
good the amountsS 122: ‘:}irgﬁ L nighed, for their
)

en to pr
o necesp event a recurrence of such frauds
sary to consider the case of. :

onal i
officers (Head Assistant Collectors) who held

(3) The tabsildars, ¢ frauds without detecting them
(4) , he head accountants or sheristadars

5. It was the d
£ uty of the divisi
th the actual s e divisional offi :
tock ; cers to che ..
ok o i o e e, it o
i . ce copies of the
%o iding Order No. 226 X
bea:lfl (ilom.m itted. It has been ’squesnon 28, and calculated at - :
! eceived by false office uggested that the inspecti once to disclose the
instance of sucha false Ccopies; but Governmenlt) gl;:(g-vomi?rst mayl’ i
es that only one

: office ]
(though not laid down in tlfg I;z]e}a]:s been discovered. Further it was their dut
: ir duty

accounts with the cash ), as inspectin ;
accounts, to see if a{)l thegsuﬁcs&fl?icil;lo (}:lhe(iﬁ ’Ic]he g
shou ave been*

credited for the stamps issy
ps ed were duly broucl
of Mr. Todhunter, who has alrea,dr 2 B S Moot ith th ti
! 0 account. W e exception

named in paragraph y submitted a fu :
how it happened, i? thz r?xfleghe Board’s Proceedings s}}oﬁll?i) 1zll)natmn’ e Bl
that the fraudulent proceedi were duly observed on their i A g A Ay
g of the certificates given lltgs of the shroff escaped theirIrlxsr;?cnon B
ven at each inspection should at theos;fl?c.a t'Thei)eXMt Wé) r(il 2
‘ ime be reported ;

3 . thel‘ Simil 1 1

6. The Prdasucs: T) prior to June 1891
=Sk eput . Tk )
frauds on his ln8pect§ms (I;f gleogne"tor, in addition to his failure to detect the

for
or the neglect of all check in th;e?Is::X; cannot be absolved from responsibility

Board : ’
ard on the latter point should be submitt T s

final orders regardi ed with th i
gerding YCRTy. Vnga Pilat il bs deessed poviiog o ooirt.
G .

~ “or sheristadars; an
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. o tahsildars and head accountants, it appears from
the statement embodied in paragraph 8 of the Board’s report that seven of the

former and eleven of the latter held office during the period over which the defalca-

tions extended.. Of the head accountants (oF sheristadars), Government agrees wit
the Board in considering that the four

marginall noted may, for the reasons
given in the abovementioned paragraph,
be exempted from liability. The Board
considers all the 1remaining officers as

: ble and proposes t0 fne each of them one month’s pay. The Board’s
equally culpab’e 2% B : rded a minute of dissent, proposes to recover from

ber, who has reco . .
igeontl Momues, embezzled during his_tenure of office, subject to a maximum of

7. Coming to the case of th

1. C. Streenivasa Rao.

9. 8. Kamakshi Aiyar.

3. M. Jayaraya Pillai.

4. 8. Gopalakrishna Rajah.

each the amount
six months’ pay- :
8. ‘As far as justice g0eS, there 1

1 to make good the entire amo
e R . bility. Government, however, 1

available to % reipOR “this would involve, and thus absolutely ruin men who

1 nt as : - :
extreme punishme and who, as far as there is anything to show,

- cots good officers
wers in 4ok r??xpenor gbeneﬁted b_y’r the frauds. 1t therefore becomes necessary

ither. shared
Itloelflt::ermine what less severe measures should be taken. ees
9. The difficulty of fairly apportioning the pegumary responsibility for the
: of course, obvious; but the fairness of the course recommended by the
h ¢ to grave objection. For instance, two

loss 18,

ment to be open L .

{i:}oard ags}?;‘ii’l;;(ig:;ﬁﬂ Pillai and Krishna Rao) were each in charge of the
epu oven days only and during their respective tenures of office

- )
tahs%;zgsﬁgfgsg'%;s 28-2-0 were embezzled. According to the Board’s proposal,
Rhs. ey would be oxacted from these men as from Jagannatha Chettiar,
the sam Eahsﬂ dar for over five years in which time the defalcations amounted to
v[\iho rgﬁaz It is clear that some regard must be paid to the length of tenure of
s. 10, 7 St tahsildar, in charge of the taluk office for a week, in addition
office. puty, ting to overhaul the treasury system

i 105, may be excused for omit
- 51136(;;1; g 1;?:3:1 : on for seven years unchecked. These
an

which has been going T
two. men though will be exempted from
)

ltogether absolved from blame
e S ity. Conversely, the pen,a.lty must be enhanced in

: abil -

umShmegft g]ﬂ?lcgla?a}zrgannatha Chettiar on account of the long period during

th}‘; c}?sl?e held office, and during which the defalcations went on unchecked.

s is "also t,o be observed that a head accountant or sheristadar, who is
- 10. It 1s ais | harge of the treasury

~ . d immediatel and constantly in ¢ :
ez-gﬁcwoslfgznvgozﬁn?s I;;eigonally ros Y A o far greater extent than a tahsildar
and acc )

who is €0 mpelled to be on tour for erous other duties

to perform-
11. In view of

s no reason why these officers should not be
unt lost, for as far back as accounts are
is unwilling to inflict such

onsible
alf the month, and has num

the above considerations, Government divects that the amounts
1 shall be Jimited to siX months’ pay 1n the case of head accountants
to.bp FgROVERes° d to four months’ pay 1 the case of tahsildars, to be raised to

oof Jagannatha Chettiar, and also of Kolundasami Pillai on
9 . oormitting the shroff to escape. The exact

six months in the cas -

. ence 11 . :
account of 111)15 cu})}:’aéll)'ﬁi E-ii’lllgéc officer concerned, subject to the above maximum,
amounts to be Xe¢ : This makes it necessary to fix the progor-

ine.
the Board fo et of a tahsildar and head accountant for which

tion of the sul goﬁt dgg:sgidt;%gn:ae higher pay and positign of a tahsildar on the
id th more immediate responsibility of a head accountant on the other
d are 2 clusion that it will be just to assign equal

to the con &
rnment has come o the time of both. On

_hand, Gove - " of the sum lost during
shares to each of these RIARE. o Abdul Aziz Sahib, determined as ‘above

the* amount due from Sy€
Il’::'g.:nc;%a,oﬁis pgoperty may be released from attachment‘. et
tant V. Vaithi Aiyar, W ich is dealt with in
12, The o&e ol hga,d e 189,5, calls for special notice.

i “No. 2123, dated 15th May
%ﬁr(&;:dizzci‘f (ll)lfilglsg’iﬁg: su?t against the Collector for the recovery of the amount

will be left to

one han
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(to say nothing of the insubordinate tone of his petition of
appeal) is in the opinion of Government alt, i
discipline and necessitates his j
defended. On jts dis

€ suit will, of course, be
recovered from him under the (

be passed regarding the money

] : - 3 suggested six new rules,
discussed in paragraph 9 of the Board's Proceedings (No. 202 of 14th
May 1895). Government agrees with the Board, except as regards the Collector’s
h suggestion. The course, suggested would indisp dditional safe-
guard, and it does not appear to Government that i
on inspecting officers i
transactions,

Accountant-General’

s letter No. 36 C,
18 referred to the Board for remarks. It is observed
that the Board 5.Proposed emendation of Standing Order No. 5
provides a suficient safeguard

0, paragraph 11,
against the third irregularity noticed by the
Acecountant-General, The suggestionsg regarding the
the presentation of ip

Procedure to he followed on
dents and chellan by stamp vendors Shoul

carefully considered.

" 15. The Boar

d is requested te explain the great dels
the submission of thig report. The B ' i
nearly six months g

fter receipt of the Collector’
Government till 17th J une, "

d in particular be

(True Extract.)

: Secretary to'Gov'ernment‘
evenue),
Gl (Sepﬁaﬁf eIi{ght enc%osures returned,
vt (Land Revenue), /
" Judicial Department, with one enclosure returned,
:: Financial Department,
» Accountant-General,

Exd. J. Henricus,

. 65 C»'oyies.

i g = 2 SN
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gether incompatible with official-
mmediate dismissal, d
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