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THE POLICE AND THE INCENDIARISM.
It will be seen on 2 perusal of Mr. Francis’ letter dated * 4th October 1892, com-
municated to me on the suggestion of the Board of Revenue conveyed in their Proceedings
ith his endorsement, dated 28th November 1892, that the charge of maladministra-

8-11-92, w1
tion is ‘l;ased entirely on the circumstance that in May and June 1892 there were many fires.

Tt is a known fact that if there be an unusual prevalence of any particular sort of
crime during any particalar g)eriod in a given place—say Robbery, Murder, Dacoity, &c.—
the police is generally plamed. A glance abt any review of the Grave Crimes report of any
. will show that the Police get credit or discredit for the suppression or prevalence of
orimes, unless the Police could make out by statistics that the Magistracy acted against the
suppresaion by over-leniency oOf by over-scrupulousness 0 convict.
: Not a single case of arsony had been Jaid before me in 1892 and let off. Hence
the Police cannob possibly shift the blame on the Magistracy. They are responsible for the
revalence of crime and their inaction is, in itself, enough to show that Pamban has been
thrown into the state of an anarchy as stated by Mr. Francis, and it was they that were to
blame for laxity of administration. _
9. But here there are facts to prove that the Police were worse than useless.
They were nob only inert and passive but were also quite active and perpetrating the crime
themselves. I invite attention to the depositions of witnesses on which Mr. T'rancis has
based his report—uvide para. of Appendix 11 where a substance of their evidence is given.
1t will be seen, I beg to repeat, there are both oral and circumstantial evidence t0
prove that the Police were the offenders in these cases of fire.
(1) Oral evidence—all the witnesses examined, except the Apothecary, have
“deposed that the Police ser FIRE at least in a few of the cases. They

narrate the motives for such crimes on the part of the Police.
(2) cu;gummtia.l evldenoe-—;The Head Assistant Collector has admitted
é e facts,
(a) That thouses of such persons as had made themselves obnoxious to the
Police recently were burnt,
(b) That as soon as the Station House Officer and a few Constables wero
transferred from Pamban, fires ceased.

3. The depositions g0 to show a most important thing, viz. that because in the
inquiry by the T Assistant Superintendeut of Police into the cause of the first fire, some person
house was subsequently burnt. 'This evidence is most

ave evidence against the Police, his
significant as it shows how risky, the people ab Pamban thought it was for them to come
before the Assistant Su erintendent of Police and testify to what they had known., Yet a
reference to the records of his en niry will not fail to impress any reader that a case
had been actually-made out against the Police, although a demonstrative legal pro of might
be said to be wanting. 1t is DO wonder also that the Police were encouraged the more in their

nefarious deeds aftor they found that the Assistant Superintendant did not go to Pamban ab
opce as one would expect.

. Mhe Head Assistant Collector speaks of my relation to the Police in para- 8 of his
report. He calls a few events, the ¢ unseemnly altercation” on the night of the 9nd May between
me and the Station House Officer and the undignified discussion” in the m orning of the

3rd May-

d 1 regret 1 have to state here with greatest reluctance and deference that there
¢« unseemly altercation” at all on the night of the 2nd May,—vide para: 9 of my expla-
nation dated 17th December 1892 recorded in the Proceedings of the Collector dated 27-2-93—
All that took place that night was—

R noticed the fire in the Police line and went there to put it out. Then I noticed
the CONSPICUOUS ABSENCE of each and every Policeman from that place.

* In the copy communicated to me it is dated 30-11-92,

+ Some error has inadvertantly crepb into the depositions of these witnesses, an error which I could have
ified if I were t then to cross examine. The yecords of the enquiry by the Assistant Superintendent: of
will shew that some of these were not examined by him and that the witnesses must have meant to say, the
persons gave evidence against the Police in the enquiry held BY ME.

On the 8rd May, delputohed on the 4th, I merely reported to the Assistant Superintendent of Police and algo

to the Head Assistant Magistrate n No. 242 about the %ire and the conduct of the Police and in its post cript (]
ported the 2nd fire and asked for an jmmediate enquiry by the Assistant Superintendent of Police on the spot. ¥
again telegraphed t0 the Head Assistant Magistrate on iho subject. As neither the Head Assistant Magistrate nor
the Assistant Superintendent of Police came up to the spot for the enquiry and as the conduct of the Police was
worse and Worse, 1 held an enquiry myself and recorded the evidence of these witnhsses which I forwarded. to

the ﬁeﬂl Assistant Magistrate with my letter No. 984 dated 20-5-92.
‘ This Superintendent and the Head Assistant Magistrate was in my

omission on the part of the Assistant

humble opinion ost serious. ¥or if either of them or ab least the T or had come in and held an enquiry then
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station to get constables to
extinguish the fire, &, vide  (+) Soon after I went into th :
5o the I oy e Station House, I saw none th
mi:nteg o 1. A. Magis- ere, but one or two
oo
e fire before I .

to the Police Station, e compliance, In the former I

r I ma

2

* It is incorrect to sa; :
Thst ¥ wekk o the Poli 5 (2) I then went to the Police Station and there I missed all Poli
olicemen,

3
(3) Of course, there was none in the Treasury guard too

constables were seen ing i
e e coming into the Station House from outside. I asked

ry guard beok and AT

o : and the vi which w

ver to me very politely on the St.at?on hHeousl;?‘elatl(n)ﬂig x?sl;{ ’ortliléihfore;me hagfleted
media

was held by the de my remarks to th

T A N L o Al g L

return home and I » my wifes health at home o : :

Officer to bring thelaeflg:i}é?nsmgmi House with instmgggzlsret(ci) g‘titligl!;n fﬁ)‘: tg

speak a word against ; g book mext morning to e

WA o Unsmmngy ’A"i: E'léut:zen and he quietly said h%; woul'gyd((;o;rt.ﬂg.e £od b
5. On the 8rd May, vt S

e the Stati
iim and he appeared after a great d:l;;n House Officer, however, failed to do so. I sent for

him on the nigh but had not b ugh S

himself, the fgrmb gf tb};?ng%md ;May, he must have cgtnsu‘i(:ed ott;ltihe boobk.o l idncoev myhemmeeting

RESIST MY OFFICIAL authority alig wrho e © HAD LEARNT Wfi,:ﬁi(:xr tl:otdeil . athPl‘
, and he u - at short time HOW TO

: : at opuNrry
From his action on the — HE COULD EXPECT TO HAVE FOR IT.

VOR MY REMARKS, AS the 2nd May w T
: s nd M
hWIEih that of his next da‘;}“Ew(;]!;Ho e N ENTEuEaﬁy IN l'lri::: E QUIET'TLY o
- : " : N THEM EVID
encouragements since from so?nueStloned Iny powers, it is "‘el';l‘clllY PBSVE,]as Gl
8 ear that he must have

Officer. ebody i iti i
Yy Im a position to give such to a Station House

If the Apoth ]
due, the Station H ecary s conduct in
ouse Offi Septemb
3rd May. cer would never haveerviﬁfi;fé ‘: b°°: visited with its
o act as he did on the

i e Bars precedent of the A i
jjm“:ﬁch“.g*’ PRt Tkl Dt brosg«z:ber 1891 and having Sluspm:lecary .havmg openly
quite unscathed. He (Stati agamst him then, H b i e
prepared with his new lesson on niion House Officer) ca.me ‘?Okllriew tha{;l hod o caly
e on the Srd May, fully

of authority on t the ways of : ‘
ty he spot. What ays of warding off the immediate danger by resistance

of December 189 : took plac
2, which T had to sulFmitet:“ti}ée g;:dM zzé'I have detailed in my explanation

of the B g
o;a.)r;ie :i}?evenue—mde Boards Procee Jingrh, Datnd

] is mean want 2 » Dated 8-11-9
Sub-Magistrate was right to w":;l?é?zt;q’rhe Head Assistant Collf(;tor tates  no doubt th
states “ no doubt the

bies who should haw h :

e been on e very serious 1 .
of want of tact : guard at the T, erious vrreqularity commit .
Officer. : and judgment” that [ o reasury.”  But he adds t,lmtl’?t.l itseda.ﬁy «{’;'zdgg:g;z

ntered upon :
unpleasant ¢ : a an altercation wit :
Sy authomversahon" on the 3rg LZa no altereation at all audl . t::e Btation: House
y and questioning of Yy was the resistance by the Sv:a: . IHtermegﬁi i
ion House cer

HIS OWN ACCORD AND
FOLLOWING my power ;
C TH TR | >
IOII:SULTING,SOHE OTHERS came pr E EXANPLE OF THE Al’m'm:t the Station House Officer, of

ave avoided it, I ha _Prepared to CARY IN Sgpremper 1801 or AFTER

d 1o question :
}Juo"]flanld I wrote. Next dayIiDn];:r T]?"—' PREVIOUS Nl(!;l;sl" }i;:ers fn 80 open court, how oould
g o, Loonld not help asking him rally asked him if he had brongh
T adupermtemlen’o of Polcie hi ¥+ His reply was he had ught the book, and on his say-
made a report of this 1S Superior made a reference* to the Assist-

3 , on th 1
Collector. . Tf ther wasto the Assistant Superint:n?i:glbe?f. PI:I(3w coufid il ey
ice and the Head Assistant

would not have vent o
: ured to g at least to the H
my Supe!'lors. cause subsequent ﬁres. H::ed g?)n;thﬂble fronl)) his Rnperiors he
ave not been supported by

HE HAD AGREED and given me the

7. The Head Assi
may best be seen from ssistant Collact
'S Faga ector states that th iti
thereby. He concludes {ml‘;:“tli?:;e ?if fires almost ever;?:;i:‘:antgf Pamban at the time
res that I was e general panic cause

Pamban. From

> SEDAAL what has b .

it wil o

anzv;ﬂlab? :een that 1v action on :ﬁld st
gistrate, was, I regret to s © part of the Assista

8. In para. 7 » ubmit, with deferen
.7 of his lett ce, the cause and x k
g?arrels was naturally to divide t}? * the Head Assistant Collecto S
tqhon‘9 ..+ He refers to the € wmhabitants of Pamban Jui i “.the result of these
e particulars of which I so]icitaqmn-els with the Port officer. avd & into a series of fac-
b ]

In the first place I have sh perusal of parasd/- and the Apothecary—for
o thote amnels oo oo lerlyin Appendix 27 of the pttion and the Appendix 11
P S OT THE AGGRESSOR OR BEGINNER tll?e:::f le“{' “ispoll: siblo
:F;) :ob was a matter which that om(::;ec (‘)ufﬁcer had really made a b e e

re was no such verification as far asOI sgeha" vy i o

eagily verifi ¥ to the Assi
¥ verified on the receipt of my report dw:;:n;rgum?m?%?;&.

—

3

was not possible for me to have a.voidegl them. I have proved that they were all the result
of the due discharge of my duties, with reference to petitions of complaints or proposals
yeferred to me for report by the Head Assistant Collector and Migistrate or with reference to
¢riminal cases on MY ale. I could not but dispose of them or report upon them as best as
I deemed fite 1f the Port officer or the Apothecary took these my official acts to their heart

and hated me and began to work against me, I cannot be held responsible for their acts.

Tn the next place, I beg to state with greatest reluctance and deference that the
Head Assistant Collector’s statement that there were series of factions among the inhabitants
of Pamban is incorrect and perhaps misleading. There Was NO FACTION AT ALL AMONG THE
INHABITANTS: Nog DID THEY DISLIKE ME. They cortinued to like me in the same degree as
they did during ™y stay from October 1885 up to June 1889 and from January 1890 up to
my suspension-—-the §irst and second periods of my stay at Pamban.
. What connection my quarrels granting them had with these fires, has not
n worked out or proved by the Head Assistant Collector. The Evidence does not
re factions among the PEOPLE and persons of one faction burnt the
how that factions among PEOPLE were the result of my

bee
disclose that there we
houses of the otber nor does it s
quarrels.

10. The Head Assistant Collector’s statement about factions may be correct only so
far as the few departmental officers of the place were concerned. "'he Apothecary, who not
only defied my Judicial aunthority and insulted and illtreated me in September 1891 in con-
nection with the complaint of murder and misappropriation of the property of the deceased
in-patient Govinda Row, but had also conceived a very strong grudge and enmity towards me
from that date, had been trying to set up the police, &c.,. against we. I could fancy that much
and I can also understand that some constables and notably the Station House Officer might
have yielded o the persuasions of the Apothecary against me. The Head Assistant Col-
Jector’s statement is true only so far. There is not the least truth in the statement that
there were factions among the inhabitants nor in'the other ctatement (which he says he has
heard from an anbiased influential person) that some constables sided me.

It is a pity thab I could pot cross-examine that person nor can I guess now what
grounds he had to say that some constables sided me. There is not the least ahrration of
any event in which any constables figure taking part on my side.

1f there were indeed any Constables on my side or ab least nentral or indifferent
to the interests of the Station House Officer Ishould certainly have succeeded much better
in tracing out some of the fires to a fall demonstrative proof. The Police are theoritically the
tools of administration the hands of the Magistracy. These natural tools I had lost
altogether for reasons beyond my control as explained above.

11. The circumstance that the Apothecary resisted me so very badly even in such
a grave 0ase against him an that he went off scot-free, at once impressed upon the minds

‘ he superior offices even with reference to my

ice that I had no support ab all in t
of the Police and that the Apothecary, who was triumphing openly on

important official complaints, .
!lllligs:;ccg::fnl resistance of me 1 September 1891 had the strongest influence.

This impression )
necessity of studying to please or ab least not to offend the Apothecary in any Way. When.

he Apothecary began to work actively against me, and wanted the Station
%’ﬁﬁi"gﬁazer to phelp bin{, it is no wonder that the latter very readily yielded to_his
wishes. His (Coustables willingly or unwillingly had to move with their own immediate
master the Station House Officer. It will thus be seen that there is only partial truth in the
tatement of the ¢ influential unbiased person,”’ from whom the Head Assistant Collector
s 43 ed the Apothecary and some with me. The

heard that some Constables sid e v
::{I:;] ?s l'lral‘:xr iom sipgp ME but all sided the Apothecary, perhaps thinking that there

was 1o use of their attaching themselves to @ fallen reed. They wanted to go in the wind-

ward direction and they saw the Apothecary Was more powerful and influential.
tand Significant Peature—There is one fact which [
LI T inent in the Head Assistant Collector’s letter. Although

de at all prom
as nob been mace 4 & : opinion O official matters between me and the

regret B . el
the quarrel of mors proper & a e:agid not bear appreciably at least on the condition of

¢ Officer dates from 1891, yet i )
};(:l;nbau. Similarly the Apothecary’s resistance 0

i bear upon the condition of Pamban. :
e - Pamban D1p NOT BEGIN at all till the 2nd

Demonstrations of want of order in S L4
1 e of fire being on that date and.the_n the occurrences 0 re came
e A < and such mischievous displays.

892 : :
o :l succession with threatening notices
at with deference and reluctance that in my
he climax was reached” is a

on io Tapi ol
: strained to point 0
it AR il . tatement that “f :
t a single occurrence of any sort till 2nd
The official differences

ini :stant Collector’s §

humble opinion the ﬂead Assist

i straotion. - There was RO

lstlo capabt e d to bear upon the condition of Pamban.

May 1892 which may be sai

did really drive the Station House Officer and his men to the

my powers i September 1891  too did
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of opinion did not produce any bad result i
1 ! affect i i
&::ziy’s ;emshance of September 1891, and ther:an%v;];engugi‘lfe: t large. Nor did the Apo-
erefore no progression ab all in the general condition of P:;S;)nt T
an,

Fires which began on the 2nd Ma n to mu and then it was that the town
Lo y beg iply 1
began to feel the panic. They soon found that T :ast?nca.platgi)éated f:oni glitvings ttixe;thel o d
elp an

protection most needed then. Hence it
B e e uf-thuas fros. becomes most necessary for the ends of justice to

14. Incendi et
Ty ?:igglnb The:i cause of—It must be premised in the first placa th
be that the first fire of the 2ndaﬁayn;§;ga£l-g h(t)tlmonths of every year. It mag aP(;E:‘ha;:
. 1 : A &
however, that it was not and that it was traceaI;eltc‘e 2‘0 :) E&)xiia{;?emedfalgefgggigé sg“i“’ed mA"r
el0OW. T

all events the 2nd fire dated 3rd M
B tioas of fire themelves phove. ay and all the subsequent fires were deliberate, as the

The Head ist
these thre:,tezfi‘(:‘] gi?é?:::taggllzﬁfaox:f ;;rze n};r-c;i}::l’;ly sztl%te_s in para. 15 of his letter A that
detection of the offenders (no one has up to date beenffmf::g iimc?nnﬁﬁf;oﬁh&f;f’ 8‘:;’:“ )Qf;h“”y
em) threw

Pamban village in a state of panic.”’

This is quite true and I

) ' am extremely ashamed i

oy A y ed to own its truth. B

Q‘V sue is WHO ARE THE OFFENDERS and WHY WERE THEY NOT T - i
HO IS TO BLAME FOR THIS OMISSION ? A o e

SN ﬁez-;.[’eelgg;tolrs thetreof—l beg to reply in most humble terms that I a

yet I traced out the oy dest e LE A apr ey R o " knd

. ; : WITHOUT t : '

:«‘11]1:; ;;t;n:ve::c;mg exertions and framed the Zecords of e:q}::'llrg'0:!:}11912013329?1-‘;&&@1““

e omdm-r'mn By 4 Pource Cowsrasie. The Police are the t,oolsp of Magi at the
istr and especially in cases like these. When they th 1 o g

detection is out of the question. : ey themselves are offenders, all

No. 242.
0 PAMBAN, 3rd May 1892
THE HEAD ASSISTANT MAGISTRATE AND A
ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT
R OF POLICE.

I beg to bring to your honor’s notice that last night one of the Police

s e St o s, st 1, 1 g et 52 ol wa n th gt e o G
. 1 ulled do s 0.8}
and ntt;euztxb:g S‘Ifﬂ:im the Station House and followed them myself a litble a;vtgr,bt).'o b 40 et it o g
b e, lre% vge tk?m'll‘ only one Constable, Govindasawmy Naidoo, chatting with some one it B0
as to who wgt; it tt::tg wa: rie: su:g nngnla(ri('lgd . Istole in without being seen by Govind, who c“moena;t:e gk
after, about two or three e enept fn and B oSt B i Treasury room. A fo minutes
thosé that accompanied me to d tli,p.r‘n and took their exist a little while after one after anoth ) 1 el

e guard the Treasury on the plea that they would bring the Station Hous: Officer. e

After a delay of nearly one hour the Head Con
e stabl :
:hem‘t;ox (I:ou::m}ng the Treasury guard and visiting books, if lﬁeu:i[i‘:;e :;0 O:htt; nsltnslm}, v:lﬁen. I sent word that I would seal
“t; r A n?)bh'e olr)mtell‘ & rema]r_ked without going into details that there was no tl:’heg]; 'owg‘h, and handed over the books
iy glg, ut I was ob iged to leave the station hearing that my wife was ﬁl\, e guards. In the latter I wrote
: ?u-s Tk?'t e St_atloge House Officer on the distinet understanding that he shoul(sl‘x er(;(‘;g from _travell, handing over

ours. This evening before I left the office I sent for the Station House Offic produce the same during my officer
refused to produce it and questioned my authorityfor the same. er and asked him for the book ; but he

1 cannot understand the object of the Station Hous . i

5 e Officer for b ¥ : .

i prosens s 0 e DTS e a1 Wine st o e, it mt to
* e o no:
of the Police. guard and the visiting books and pass my remarks on the pi i
N. B.—Since writing the above my house has been set fire to thi :
honor to determine who could be the authors of it. It iz easier tor ;m,'i;i]f,f m’:‘ggcﬁb‘;bﬁ;’tf Bt.:].u. I leave it to your
AsI suspect a good humber of persons. I request your honor will be pleased to ask the A:si e perpitrators could be
Police to institute an enquiry at once. stant Superintendent of
“ 284,
No. 350

To
THE HEAD ASSISTANT MAGISTRATE.

'

HONORED SIE,

In continuation of my report, dab

from the individuals noted in the margin.
These statements speak of grave irregularities touching the State of the Treasu i

9nd instant and the incendjarism on that and the following nights. I have no doubt that thﬁ’gl?::d c‘éwﬁe"ﬂ;r?fﬂe
js much to blame—vide statements of Karuppiah, Ponnusamy and the tailor of this place, Vythilingam Pillai. The ill{
feeling that exists between him and the Constable No. Muthoosamy, and the unpleasant conversation that took place
hing the anthors of the incendiarism will throw a good deal of

between myself and the Head Constable of the station toue
suspicion on the police. 1t ismy confirmed opinion that the police staff of this station must be weeded out of the bad

characters of whom there are at least three. Most of the Constables are young men and pick up quarrel with each other

and even with the Head Constable. i
The statement given by the jail warder Ponnusamy will show that ontsiders—Constables relations—who have

nothing to do with the guarding of the Treasury have been sleeping near the = room, There must be some one
who is responsible for this and other irregularities pointed out by me in'my former report on the subject.

242. i
ed 1592, and the Telegram, 7th May 1892, I beg to enclose statements taken

5

and decision aboub the first fire and my notice of the irregularities of

My enquiries
the Police on the night of the first fire, and above all the encouragement which the Station
House Officer had apparently received for his venturing to resist my authority openly,

following the example of the Apothecary, made the Police at once to combine against me.

The motives for other fires were (1) the diversion of suspicion away from the
Police, (2) bringing a discredit on my administration, and (3) private enmities between the

Police and the owners of the houses burnt.

If an immediate inquiry had been held by the Departmental heads into the conduct

of the Police, and if I had been given & fair opportumty oﬁ proving the grounds of my sus-
icion against she Police, there would have been a sure discovery that the Police were the
offenders in all the cases. Bub the circumstances cannot lie, and there are a few grand
circumstances that would certainly bear oub the conclusion that the Police were the -

offenders.

1st Circumstance—The Police did not
of even a single casé of fire out of so many.

ond circumstance—My house being burnt as soon as 1 suspected the police in con-
noection- with the 1st fire and as soon a8 I attempted to record the serious irregularities of the

police on that night.
3rd circumstance—Tho & houses occupied by persons who had recently made themselves
olice were afteﬂvards set fire to,” as observed by the Head Assistant Collec-

7 to the
e oghis report dated 4th October 1892, No. A.

tor in para 10
« After the t_ravggfer of the former Station House Officer and two of
the incendiarism ceased.”” Vide para 10 of the Head Assistant

.92. The last two circumstances 1 have now given in the words of

exert themselves towards the detection

. 4th circumstance—
the constables of the statwon,
Collector’s No. A dated 4_-10
the Assistant Collector himself.

Under these circumstances it is very clear that the police were THE PERPETRATORS OF

ALL THESE FIRES FOR MOTIVES ALREADY ENUMERATED ABOVE.

15. I do bear in mind that 1 have paid very very dearly already for having state 3
with reference to one Or two cases what I have made myself bold to assert with reference to
all. Of course I do not mean to 53y 1 testify totmyt _hiwm% seon them do so. I press for your

: ;i ions attention all the circumstantial evidence and submit what I consider
Bacellency e o ost probable conclusions therefrom.

as the inevitable or at least the m
16. The Fons-et-origo of my suspension, degradation, additional degradation and the
Collector’s determination 0 get rid of me was my report dated the 3rd May 1892 that I
suspected_the police and the suspicion On me that I was the cause of the Apothecary’s
d 8 of the Collector’s proceedings dated 27th February

bandy bein burnt—uvide paras 2 an o Col pro
lggs.y Tillegresnlt of my report Was that an inquiry was instituted into m¥ conduct an 30
g poutce a8 1 expected-

INTO THAT OF T
An AsSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF PoricE OR A DisTrICT SURGEON HAD HAD NO MEANS OF
KNOWING THAT THE PORT OFFICER WAS ONE WHO HAD BEEN OFFENDED WITH ME FOE MY DISCHARGE OF
OFFICIAL DUTIES. B.© was an officer—an Huropean officer—of highest pay (Rs. 300) at that
y took him to be an UNBIASED gentleman able to tell them the truth.

lace. Very naturally the ; [ .
They very probably derived all their first narration of Pamban fires from him alone or from
him and the medical officer of the spot. The result was of course what might be expected.
They both became prejudiced against me and very likely warped the Collectors mind and
made him to give me 2 degradation before and another after the inquiry and also to deter-
mine to get rid of me altogether.

disputed circamstances speak for themselves

But as the circumstances, even the un 1
llency in Council what I think is the truth

I have now ventured to lay before your Exce

about these fires.
—The Apothecary who began to hateme in Sep-

17. The Apothecary’s part.
tember 1891 for the due discharge of my duties in connection with the complaint referred to
arding the death and property of 2 deceased

me for enquiry and report in two days, reg
inpatient (a pilgrim from Bombay) and whose feelings of vengeance, must have been very
much roused up by,my having sough icially from the mldw%e—

§ some information quasi judic
seems to me to have not been idle on this occasion. Vide Paras HoL/5 ./%Wy

Pity I have not now got information about the exact date on which I sought infor-
mation from the midwife ; but I remember it was ab all events BEFORE THE 1st wiE and,
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dare say, while the Criminal complaint with reference to which Judici .
ol e e e i e i e Gl
midwife then and in all likelihood she had informed the Apothecary of it towards the close
of April. But the Apothecary did not, I must say, make himself bold to trespass upon m
house and assault me then, until he made himself sure of the Station House Oﬁié) S
operation with him against me. He had by the 8th May come to know er’s co-

(1) That my report against the Police about the first fire was of no avail and that

it hi .
;gm%(::hlag;;i. the fate of my report against the Apothecary himself in Sep-

2) T}llla%.thet Astsistagt Superintendent of Police or at least the Police Inspector
ad not yet made his appearance at Pamban, in spite of my report against

the Police as bei 1 :
Ma.gistll'a.tea?:u rﬁ:g the offenders in the 1st fire nor did the Head Assistant

(3) That no notice was taken of the Police having burnt my house.

(4) That no notice was taken of the Stati
on the 3rd May. o

(5) That no notice was taken of the n
the night of the 2nd May,

on House Officer’s resistance of my powers

eglect of the Police to guard the Treasury on

The Apothecary thus had become much embold : .
arrangement with the Station House Officer (I shouldns:y)e::gtuz:-l;g (!)n aktlllllg Bah pﬁavxous
trespass upon my house and assault me, n the 8t ay to

18. Proof —That the Apothecar

against mo on the 8th May is evid y and Station House Officer had joined together

erit from the Apothecary’s own depositi S
the trespass and assault, the Apothecary goes direct to the Statizn House 01‘7’§)ce'srl ;Zgibrin(;?%g{zti';

}Xs :&nedcg‘ fo szhzzzged lglil; ggtl,lduifCt 18 most suggestive. Granting that I had assaulted the
p Ty of my house, and had thus committed a criminal offence

the Station House Officer had nothing to do with it It was not a Police case. It was f ’
!;he A_pobheca,ry to havq lodged a complaint to a superior Magistrate. The Police 'c'mnm:a'S =
in this matter. W}ly did he go to the Station House Officer ? Did he record the ‘infor m{g e
then ? No. Whydid 1_;he Station House Officer come to my house in his bandy then. H:l lznl:v:
he could not do anything. The Police have no powers in that case. The whole thing means
a combination of the Apothecary, the Station House Officer and their menuwnnnnmssg CAUSED

(I am constrained to point ont again with reluctance and deference) by the exrrEMELY coLp
TREATMENT WHICH MY SEVERAL REPORTS AGAINST THEM BOTH RECEIVED IN THE HANDS OF MY OFFICIAL
SUPERIOES.

Am Ito blame for this? It will be seen that from that day the Apotheca
Station House Officer joined together and began to devise measures St';o get r?d of mréy f‘:-g:i
the place altogether.

19. Even if the Apothecary could be presumed to have not known that th i
had no jurisdiction in this case, the Station House Officer knew it and counld havz undzcg?‘l,fs
him.

The real object for the Station House Officer coming to my house then was a pre-
arranged trap for me, into which I did not fall because I had had its iukling, The a-a
was that the Apothecary was to pick up the quarrel with me de novo after his return frog
the Station House, but this time in the open street and that if I quarrelled in the street
the Station House Officer was prepared to charge us both for Affray.

20. The subsequent fires, and notices were the means used to show that I was unfit
to manage Pamban. They were the plant to make the Collector and the Head Assistant
Collector believe that I was generally unfit.

The Srariox Housk OFFICER OR THE APOTHECARY AND MOST PROBABLY BOTH OF THEM
WANTED TO CREATE A FEW POINTS OF SPECIFIC OFFENCES AS IF CoMMITIED BY ME. Of course the
would not venture to lodge a complaint against me nor even say so clearly. But the dodge
was to create a strong suspicion against me.

21, It was a very well known thing that I and the Apothecary were bad friends.
If therefore his bandy be burnt and if his tappals had marks of tampering, some hasty minds
might, they expected, begin to suspect that my enmity was the cause. Certainly it did
not. strike the contrivers of this dodge that it would have been a physical impossibility for
a Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate very well known for upwards of 6 years to each and every
soul in the village (1) to go out of his house incognito ; (2) to drag the baundy to the seashore ;

7

. (4) to COLLECT A LARGE QUANTITY OF COCOANUT LEAVES and. to fill the
(300 tak% 05&‘) ‘;;};es;hgfelast:)(ii);. To take anybody else into his confidence and make him
Ly tmt,h‘(n S vs;as quite out of the question. No one could at the then state of things
o thelse t lltezg{ into confidence ; and the police, having assumed a hostile attitude towards
b lyd ;':we been quite on the alert to seize and arrest any wrong doer at once nnless he
g: ov;(t);;eir own nest. Hence the attempt to create such a suspicion on me was an utter
failure The dragging the bandy off was ngt necessary. If I had a remote idea of reveng-
i self in the least I could have set fire to it where it was during the Apothecary’s
s at Tanjore (that being the most convenient time) whither he went to bring down his
a.b;enc:la Joave soon after he quarrelled with me. 1t is very curious why the Head Assistant
g(l)l(laegtor did not enquire into this matter as he ought since it was apparently one of the
causes for my suspension. Vide paras 3 and 4 of the Collectors Proceedings, Dated 27-2-93,

99, Tappals—The tampering of Tappals of the Apothecary must necessarily be
his own act, The 'Lappals are packed in Ramnad and the bags are received in Pamban. If the
Apot;hecax'y’s covers had been opened, it must be either in Ramnad or en route to Pamban.
1f av Ramnad that Post office must have marked the usual w0r<_is e Received torn” at
Ramnad. It was noi the case. To way lay the postal runner, detain his bag on the high
road, open i, and pick up Apothecarie’s 'l:appg,ls alone, open the covers, peruse the contents
and ;'epla.ce them &c., was not a likely thing for anybody and much less for a Magistrate.
The only way must be tampering in the Pamban Post office after the bagis opened. ~Unless
the Postmaster lent his aid, a systematic or daily tampering of this sort was impossible. The
Postmaster was a friend of the Apothecary. Ab all events, no one would have ventured lto
speak to the Postmaster to help him in tampering with his friend the Apothecary’ s 'l‘a:PpaL
"I'he trugh was that the Postmaster’s help was courted by ﬁhe Apothecaary only to certity on
the covers addressed to the Apothecary « Received torn”—a simple help which the Post-
master seems to have very readily rendered—I am very very sorry to have to say this against
the Postmaster merely in my self defence meaning no harm to anybody.

23. It is quite possible that the Station House Officer alone managed to create
these two items of suspicion against me, aiming thereby at provoking the more, the already
irritated Apothecary against me, by raising such suspicions against me in his mind. He
must have known it in as much as it Was in an open SPACE WITHIN ONE FURLONG from the S tation
House that the bandy was barnt into a soNFIRE. Hence the Station House Officer must be at
the bottom. But the probabilities are that both had combined in these two deeds.

94. TInstances are Dot rare in which people write anonymous petitions accusing
: cions against their enemies—also instances in which men

themselves in order to create susp! 3
wound themselves to accuse their enemies.

g Proof.—Why were the wheels taken off and thrown out i_n the sea

b2a' culrggea’;izl ? The taking of the wheels for which a screw extractor might have

o sed must have taken some time and cost some labour of at least two men. If the

bee: ::t%;lx:;e fire to it were not the Apothecary’s well-wisher why should he take that
ma

tronble. He might have purnt up the whole,

ls which are substantial and costly things were secured aside. The

. lfioiv:o:l:szi:ghse:hich are also costly did not suﬂ‘er)l')y fire, and were not lost. Only the

springs an tty and the seat plank, all within a cost of 5 or 10 Rs. were burnt. If the tatty

Bamboo t& Zlewal the actual loss by the fire could not be more than Ruapees 5 or 10 including

:iquc‘;:g:f l:;le doah plank. A loss of Rupees 5 or 10 was not greatif thereby he could throw
e

dirt on my moral character.

96. Whether the Apothecary joined or whether the Station House Officer alone did
the act, it was impossible to trace out the offender.
, -
i n that the Apothecary at last wrote against the Sta:tlon Ho_use
4 wl;l(l) Eed?:ﬁ;e intended to%ivert the suspicion that they were combined against

Officer. Tl:; ::;ginedly worked against me in the bandy affair and the tappal affair—an

me d E ] ‘ E 1. |. . :

Apothecary were to blame for the ingen




APPENDIX TI1.

MALADMINISTRATION.

1. ©rigin.—That which acted as an immediate cause for the formation of the
theory of maladministration and for the Collector beginning to institute an inquiry into

“_,,_-,__...‘
o

‘ it is, as far as I can see, the very circumstance which I intended for the improvement of

i the administration.

L i By the beginning of May 1892 the local Police had become so very bad that

1 I could not but report their conduct in their real colours—vide foot note to para 14
i Appendix L I had to report that some members of the Police had been commibting

erimes of mischief by fire. This led to an inquiry by the Assistant Superintendent of
Police. As required for the ends of justice (never minding the official conrtesy) it must be
_ expected that the Assistant Superinteudput of Police had me at his side when he made
i inquiries ; But the <ad truth is that he did not care to have me with him at all. The result

was that he could not come to_the righb.decision at which I had arrived by my ingniries.
| § He did not even care to examine the witnesses I had examined and at last he decided the
| § Police were not blame for the fires.

‘ This one-sided decision tended to turning the tables against myself and also to

" | more fires. The Assistant Superintendent seems to have persuaded the Collector to believe

| | that the Police were not to blame for the sad state of affairs in Pamban in May and June
‘ 1892 but that I was the cause and that my house was burnt down owing “ to the *unpopu-
larity existing between myself and the people of Pamban”—vide para 2 of the Collector’s

) proceedings dated 27th February 1893. The Collector has deputed his Head Assistant
1 Mr. Francis to proceed to Pamban and hold an inquiry into my conduct and not into the
\ conduct of the Police as might in fairness be expected.

R On the 15th Angust 1892, the Collector wrote to_the Board of Reveuue (vide his

] letter No. 146) about my maladministration and directed the Head Asssistant Collecto.r
to inquire and report thereon. Owing to unavoidable causes perhaps, the Head Assistant
Collector could mot go to Pamban till 21st September 1892 and he spent four or five
days there holding inquiries into the matter.

9 Procedure —The Head Assistant Collector first procured my absencet from
Pamban notwithstanding the clear benign rules of the Government of India to the effect
that the accused must be present ab the inquiry and should have opportunities of cross
examiuing the witnesses—vide para of the petition.

He next got into the company of Mr. Carlyon the Port Officer, who as will be seen
below, had very unreasonably cont_:elved' a ha.t_red towards me and who was therefore very
likely to have not given Mr. Trancis an impartial account of Pamban and of myself.

Whether Mr. Francis did or did not actually allow him
Y AMr. Carlyon, his rowing together in one boat and I{is moving :ﬂé ut)a?lgil?:(ri :c‘;vo?g;hl?;
(it must be remembered that he was the highest European Officer on the spzt: drawing
Rs. 300) and above all his having insisted upon my absence from Pambau combined with
my prejudged suspension,—all contributed to create an impression on the minds of all the
people of Pamban that the Collector and his Head Assistant had resolved to get
rid of me at all events and that the Port Officer was specially consulted for it '_l%lii 2
impression, which was created not only by all the circumstances but also by my bad ‘frionds -
on the minds of neutral people of Pamban, had had a very bad influence on “the result ot
the inquiry.

3. Witnesses.—As far as I know, the Apothecary, the Union clerk sate
Jail Warder were examined on the 22nd Septémber 1892. i sl v A

(1) 'The Apothecary spoke of three things in the main viz («) of Lis quarrel with
me on the 8th May (b) of my having signed a Mahazar and (c) of 2he burning
of his bandy and tampering of his tappals by somebody.

f * This is neither corroborated by the Head Assistant Magistrate who made th inquiry— para
! of his report of 4th October 1892—mor by the depositions of witnesses examined by him-e RO >
+ Rajaratnam Pillai, Sub-Magistrate of Pamban is informed that the undersigned intends to visit Pamban
island on the 16th September next in order to hold inquiry under the orders of the District Magistrate into certain

RNk ; matters in which his behaviour is called in guestion.
D i 9. He considers that it is expedient that the Sub-Magistrate Lajaratnam Pillai shounld be absent from the
island during the course of the enquiry and accordingly here by directs him to leave it without delay and before the
~ ! 16th September. )
§ . . (Signed) W, FRANCIS,
12th September, 1892,

PARAPlE i i gt o o e i S
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(2) The Union clerk spoke of the quarrel of 8th May

He spoke of the (a) o
Vaithilinoen courrence of fires within that ‘
-5 policég;?I:nsa l(lé))usg having been burnt as he ?mg'o‘{gh or two (b) of one
01 no one having been arrested forgtlh: I;i RS
res.

(3) The Sub-Jail W
ail Warder spoke to a constable having burnt a honse and the

bazaar rumours, H
. He added that on th i
and other constables from Pamban, theeﬁ?;nzf;::; R

On the 23rd Sept 3

(4) He said he remilfllll)l: eila 4th witness Kalimuthu Pillai was examined

rumour was that the Police had s red many fires in the town. He added "
actuated the Police to commit .Om}fthmg to do with it.” He exvla; ?1 that *“the bazaar
certain person was burnt be(.‘a,m;sucI crimes in each case. He ;1 Ed "{e hthe motives which
Snb-Magistrate’s because he ha.‘d e he gave evidence against a cert *‘( that the house of a
burnt because of the alteraall ISOme difference with the Polic fain constable, that of the
with a Nuisance case. If thison clle had with one M ut-husmvmy__(.:.e %ud that his bazars were
the likelihood of their being ant : other witnesses had been e m& : 'onlstable——m connection
selves, more VALUABLE INFURMAT[:)]NI adicted and cross-examined brr'nne( before me subject to
WOULD HAY y me and explaining them-

o1 This charge of maladministrati E BEEN ELICITED FRUM THEM.

Zn is reported fully in the letter N' Patlon RESTS THEREFORE ENTIRELY ON .

ssistant Collector Mr. Francis Ao A. (confidential) dated 4th Octob e i B ke i

o¥FICE AT PamBAN have been ik LL THE ACTS AND OMISSIONS e er‘1892, of the Head

administration against me picked up and put together t~0 (l))l:;;l: l-,0 l):RlNG‘MY TKNLfIRE OlF
" ut a charge oI mal-

It must be re
Deputy Tahsildar an me“}bered ‘thnt T ioined
for nearly 4 years: d(}xrilli[gag:;sl‘lti;a-lte n 0ct_0b]er 1885P;:(11)i}nc Oalfﬁﬁe"d(;"Sf:Om.s Superintendt_mt
xlfxg’nl was not found to be uHPOPSI‘;% period there was not the’ lel::t ;tl.l' 3 : ll,lh'Jlme e
agaizg:e? l:l?). In fact there was notn ;,)}; psnug I8 administrative mcl:t‘ (Eas olf (;3 org tagatlf,i‘ ?t‘
5 Aun o Pamban in 1890 by Do ‘Z lea§t whisper against me i élnt di}-lf :.e( Oi’ ce
060 twogtlst .1892. This period of wal choice and I continued ther t'll‘ ¥ c‘ton. e
periods (of 16 month hearly 32 months may be dividgd lfornc]gn?ihnensmn Ol?'
renience saxke

of thr : s each)— :
ee periods. )—thus my stay in Pamban may be said to be m ade up

Period I.—From O
: ctober 1883 to J <
Period IT.—From January 18900to u::r:lsfgg; it

Peri —
0d III.—From May 189] ¢, August 1892,

3. The Record f
the 1st and 2nd Periogssiwm show that there was no !
%:husur'i‘ng ihe..7 mODtb'se-:)fo;abo:t o years of my Ztt:;ealtea;;:;:zper;rgamst me during
puty Tahsildar and Ma»gistrate,y Stay at Mudukolathur a decidedly.' he:;ig“&clthem afu.:;
. Whispers a-g&in £ ' + charge ©
internal condition of Pasnbme began about Apri
an . ril or M .
II"’I;!;I}-)‘Znyn;J : h?'d TEporpea 8ga},1i‘:stdunn.g ng)w?t yeaiyg(l)lalglrzn?dle' Francis says “ th,(i
Mr, W S QLY Septembe;n Blln May 1891 and Mr an y from bad to worse.
De.al't }’nneslett:,er and the informat; 892 with a Pl‘ejndgéd cis apparently went to
Mrp Fmen!;s’ which is generally q 1on given him by the H dOP‘mon of me based .ou
» francis was particularly i one by the officers of old eads of Revenue and Police
in eed of _information about mer standing to a new comer.
Mr, Francis has, let it b bquire into my conduct e, as directly he took charge
the 1 ik , let it be .
remal_ntetina%) condition of Pambang;":ated, made out in his letter A. of 4th October that
ins to be solved, viz who s » _actually become bad, y r A. of 4th October taty
responsible, but DOES Nor in my lfsponszble Jor it. No dou;)c’ N'}:tFthe Ynamyqu:hs:xt‘m} z;t;;ls
. Francis says

and deference, PROV umble opini s
E opim
* Vide pata 6 f,his THA'{,I - RESPONBXBLE? ]_2012’ hthch I beg to express with reluctance

' letter. e *heard had transpir owever, enumerates all the events that

them all he has added wﬁhmy stay at Pamhsafn:-e:fle during the last of the three periods
inference that “it seems douc{)“t‘;uﬁbaﬁng reasons that slm;:; ttg;)l 18211 ‘““id e“"i‘:?mg
onsible and expr :

should be entrusted wi Whether an :
ed with the responsible positio;(: fiifc Zrlg'eg;;z;trrw:o% thesedtlﬁngg :a.ntebg sal
ahsildar an agistrate.

reviewing the events of th ¥y own wisfortune : hile
what Pl 758 TR }f:mltasst }()ienpd of 16 months hazfver, that Mr. Frantch,m:)vn |t“
pgriod of ‘4 months comprised in :,rlug"'ex" P"eVim;s 16 l:,:’t ll?y tl:le lea?rbl aduriug the
Mudukolathur, y fist period. Nor does longbr:v?enw n?ﬁncumbency at

n

6. It was no doubt m

_be done better by the Marine Dep

:

3

1f he had done so, he would have certainly arrived at quite a different conclusion.
Events.—As, however, the Head Assistant Collector has enume-

Concrete : s
rated all the events of that period and arrived ab his conclusions against me therefrom
h of these events and submit for your gracious Excellency in Council’;

1 beg to explain eac
kind consideration, how oach of these events prove in my favour rather than against me

or prove ab all events that I am not at all to blame for any one of them.

(A)Port Officer 1st Event—Mr. Francis says I contrived to pick a :
the Port Officer. It must be remembered that the depositions of his it?iqniryqn;x{;?p?i];
above do not contain a word about it Most unfortunately for me, he does not i 4
particulars of the quarrel, which given, I flatter _myself with a hope that your Exzellen(:;:
in Council will at once acquit me honorably of any indiscretion in this matter.

Sometime after Mr. Carlyon, the Port Officer, joined Pamban a proposal to
quo came up to me trom the Collector for my opinion. The work cmm‘ectevd
with the survey of boats at the Sub-ports had, before Mr. Carlyow’s arrival, always been done
by the Sea Customs Superintendent. No defect in the working of that system was ever
felt or pointed out. Mr. Carlyon reported for the change of this system for the transfer
of that work from the Customs Department t0 the Marine. These proposals could have
been disposed of by the C(.»llector himself on the general principles that a Srafossionnl
Deparbment is always cons1dered‘ to be bgtt.er than the noun-professional one. Bt that

for my opwion : I thought it fit to express my opinion

the proposal was referred to me
honestly according to what 1 deemed fiv or what my actual experience had dictated.

In doing 0, I had a very unpleasant daty to perform, For Mr. Carlyon bad in
his report cried down the work of Sea Customs Superintendents (not mine alone) and had
tried to prove that the Sea Customs Superintendents were by education and training UNFIT
ABSOLUTELY 1O conducé that sort of work. When the proposal with such sweeping remarks
against_the Snpermr,endents came up to me for my opinaon, I was constrained to state in
my reply that as faras my personal experience of that sort of work was concerned, | had

1t myself unequal to the work required. I stated that only an ordinary knowledge

never fe
of Arithmetic and strong common sense was all that was required.

change & status

the Port Officer was quite right in thinking that the work would
avtment than the Customs. But when I was asked my
opinion, had to say whether as & matter of fact as opposed to reasoning the Customs
Department did feel any difficulty. I understood that the Collector would not have referred
it for any opinion ab all except it be for the expression of my opinion based on matters of
facts and experience, and I felt mysel Jqstlﬁed in saying that I felt no practical difficulty in
doing that work and that want of professional knowledge was never felt to be an obstruction
to that sort of work. In support of this opinion [ had to say reasons which in my
opinion Was that the work required only & COMMON SENSE AND KNOWLEDGE OF ARITHMETIC.
8. 2nd Event.—There Was another occasion when the Port Officer seems to
s to be at}qoyed at my conduct. He prosecuted certain Boatmen for
rtain provisions of the rules. 1 was of opinion that the Provisions relied
tion did not apply to the cases and I had to let off the boatmen. The
Port Officer held that my view of the lz_a,w was wrong and made references to the District
Magistrate, Mr. Wynne, who agreed with me i my view of the law. Thus it will be seen
that even if I had erred in my view of the law, the error was one in which the District
Magistrate too fell. But the Port Officer was so much annoyed at it that he made a special
motion to the Advocate-General through the Presidency Port Officer and I hear that the
matter eventually went up
There were many CAases of prosecution of boatmen by the Port Officer and
ever there Were grounds, the boatmen were convicted and sentenced severely, but
did not permit me I could not convict, and this seems to have a.nu’oyed

7. Tt may be that

have had reason
the violation of ce
on for the prosect

to the High Court.

when
whenever the law

the Port Officer.

; Beyond these two events 1 am not aware of any events in which I may be said

to have qua.rrelled with the Port Officer. Mr. Fraocis does not STATE WHAT HE MEANS,
AND THE RECORD OF INQUIRY TOO INTO MY CON_DUCT does not contamn a word about it. Hence
1 am left o guess, what the Hea,fi Assistant Collector .me'ans—all I can guess is these
W0 occasions on which I_ha.d to differ officially from him in the proper discharge of my
duties an ht himself annoyed at these official expressions of opinion I must enly

d if he thoug _
look for m¥ support in my own Departmental heads or in the hands of the Government.
. Unless my

they are BoNa FIDE W

w adts—official acts—supported so far as

hands are strengthened and 7
administration must become impossible,

hether actually right or wrong,
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If specific cases in which Ilet off the boatmen were wrong, it was open for the
Port Officer to have pointed out my failure. to the superior Magistrate and asked for justice.
Whenever he did report specific cases, the District Magistrate upheld my opinion.
Mr. Francis speaks of “ acrimonious tone’” of my letters. I am unable to guess what
this refers to. As far as I am aware, I have taken special care to see that no expression
likely to give offence to anybody was ever used in my correspondence, and if the Head
Assistant Collector refer.s by this expression to my having frankly stated that the work
of Survey of Boats required only a common sense and a knowledge of Arithmetic, I leave
it to your Excellency in Counc_il to Judge and decide whether my words are offensive, and
if they were, whether I would have intended any offence to an European Officer of the
Port on Rs. 300. {

These two events dispose of the charge of my having picked ol v
Port Officer. Then comes in the Apothecary. : 4 o ety

9. Apothecary 3rd Event.—There was a petition presented J
Ayyar to the Head Assistant Magistrate in which there Evere allegations to t)l're Z,&Zc?ﬁiﬁ
the Apothecary killed one Govinda Rao, an in-patient (a pilgrim from Bombay) and that he
had misappropriated his property. This was referred to me for INQuiry AND rREPORT WITHIN
Two DAYS, evidently under Sec. 202 of the Criminal Procedure Code.

Here was a serious charge of murder and misappropriation of pr r
Head Assistant Magistrate had EVID*NTLY S0 FAR BELIEVED Ell?lk. Is)'rom' OF THIF ﬁf:fffm tj;l};:
he had thought it necessary to refer it to me for inquiry and report wiTHIN Two DAYS AI B
therefore to pay it the most serious attention, and I therefore immediately went int.o t,‘h
Hospital and wanted to hold an immediate inquiry. The Apothecary got annoyed an:;

behaved in such a manner as to render it necessary for me, in THE INTEREST OF THE DioNIrY
or THE MAGISTRATES OFFICE, TO LEAVE THE HOSPITAL AT ONCE. s

Here I invite attention to my report dated 4th September 1891, to the Fead Assis-

In obedience to your honor's endorsement on one Nagoo Iyer's Petition ta:nt Llangtrate e Del ale
implicating the Apothecary of the Civil Dispensary of this place to make IN- gin and I beg to leave it to
'QuIRiES AND REPORT on the death of one Govinda Row in that Hospital withiy  your Excenency in Couneil
Two DAYS, I respectfully beg to state that in order to avoid delay, [ had been to whether the Apoth -
the Hospital myself this evening, and finding that the Apothecary was not there d po roary
1 stopped there and sent for him through his peon. On his arrival I began to conduct under the cireuins-

put him questions touching the aforesaid Govinda Row's PROPERTY AND DEATH stances did not amount to °

and asked him to show me the books wherein I could see the daily medicine an OBSTRUCTION 10 A Mac
given him and his property entered. He complied with my request to a certain gy np 3% 20 8GIEy
extent, but all of a sudden wanted to know under what AUTHORITY 1 STEPPED INTO RATES LEGAL DISCHRGE OF
THE HosPiTAL. In reply to this I told that every one had aright to go to the his FuNCTIONS 1N A CASE OF
Hospital and as a Magistrate I had much more right to do, ESPECIALLY As I cAME MURDER and misa,p MOPri-
T INQUIRE REGARDING THE DEATH oF oN® GoviNpa Row. Ialso SHEWED UIM  gation of property pro}
THE FIRST PARA, of your honot's order directing me to inquire and report within property.

two days. He GOT UP AT ONCE AND TOLD ME TO LEAVE HIS OFFICE AT ONCE. AND

THAT I HADNO BUSINESS T0 ENTER HIS HOSPITAL IN uis ABSENCE. I returned at On my further inquir’v
once and issued summous to him to attend with his books to-morrow. Ibhave T made an impartial r y
also issued summons to the Manudar, Nagoo Iyer. dated, 9th S pt ]b report

' ated, 1 deptember not-

1 shall make a further report in the matter. I heg to submit that at about withstandine It,)],e treat

3 p.M. to-day the Apot..hecnry seut me the four gold ear-ornaments of the deceased the A ] = 5 n.w“c
and one brass lotah with a book ; but I returned it saying that unless the weight e Apot RECHIy had given
of the gold ornament were entered in i, 1 could not receive them. This looks me in the previous week in
very suspicious and to a certain extent confirms the statement in the Petition, connection with the case. [

especially as the Apothecary has sent in the things about } an hour after I had ATta Y
orders to enquire into the case, and after the lapse of more than four months. reported that the complaint

seemed fo be a pseudony-
mous one, and that as re- gards the allegation that the in-patient was killed by wrong medi-
cines, I frankly stated that i conld not be a Judge of the suitability or otherwise of the Medicines
Tn fact, my report went to show that there was not the least truth in the allegation of murder,
but that there was only a little blame to be cast on the Apothecary in the matter of the
jewels left by the deceased in-patient. I poiuted out what his usual and right course was
under the circumstances.

10. As in the case of the events connected with the Port Officer, so also in those of
the Apothecary, the matter CAME BEFORE ME BY A REFERENCE. I DID NOT SEEK IT MYSELF.

When the matter came before me from my superior Magistrate, I could not but
obey his order. I was asked to inquire and report in two days. The man died in the
Hospital, and it was therefore necessary that I should hold the inquiry at that locality and
1 went there. Was there any thing improper on my part ?

For having done my official duty, I was so badly opposed and obstructed in the dis-

charge of my duties, This was reported by me in my reports dated the 4th and 9th Sep. 1891.

No notice was taken of this conduct of the Apothecary at all,

w

Apothecary’s house often, and that latter

N

4
J

i i il to consider and decide whether adminis-

o your Excellency in Counel A de ¥ : '
£ nom 'Il(]egvi;t,(t)ssiyble if an Apothecary were allowed to go off with impunity for his
r.;.:itli)ﬂn r‘ nng'rRUC'}'wN Axp REsistANCE to the discharge of my magisterial functions and that
(u?olh?r: :ase of alleged murder and misappropriation of property by himselt:

AUTHORITY WAS SUCCESSFULLY INSULTED AND OPPOSED BY THE APOTHECARY AND WIS
;; NOT EVEN TAKEN NOTICE OF. THIS WAS AN ENCOURAGEMENT FOR HIMSELF AND OTHERS
SONDUOT W D 2
: (‘n‘ I})‘;)?IIO‘W SUIT AND DEFY MY AUI'HORITY OVER AND AGAIN WITH IMPUNITY.
10 OLL

: single event prior to this event which might be said to show a

B Sl “::-: nolt[?'. Fr:»ncis spealgs a good deal of incendiaris?n in the town and a

etk Rl 2 I’?‘Kxg was all, T beg to submit here, long after the date of this open defiauce

i panl}c- ary of my macisterial duties in a case of murder and misappropriation and

}) theftAe}c)o:}::cPo{ice came to know that the Apothecary did not snffer in the least for his
ong a i

insult and defiance of my powers.

- werk ar lain
d Assistant Magistrate had only called upon the Apothecary to exp
: : .Iith? E:g called upon lim to defend himself for his confempt of my Court, my
his coudl.cldO; feri 'been Stl-engthened in the eyes of the Police and administration would
1‘““‘151)“'00“[“ B alt‘x easy routine task. But when the Police saw that the Apothecary was not
have bec &

ned for it, they lost all fears for the anthority, and how can administration be
even war 2 :

ossible 7

% 12. 4th Event—This is the second eecasion of the Apothecary’s treatment of me.
2 - oriminal complaint of hurt, &c., presented to me by one A to the effect that his
s d criminal force to him and his (A’s) daughter C, i.e., B’s wife’s sister and
son-in-law B uso £ i o was that C, his sister-in-law was resorting to the Apothecary’s house
beat her. B’s defenc oqe; and as she was his wife’s sister, he remonstrated with her upon
for objectionable 1)35&.. and that seeing that B prevented C from going to the Apothecary’s
her scandalous CONC/E up against him. The defeuce went so far as to say that the

g 2

« this case was e ;
'mrt{;ls tl;hhrissgonnived at the concoction, if he did not actually concoct the case.
Apothecary hs

i defﬁqie\v:qasu?-tetd in defence, L wanted to satisfy myself first (before actually
stances. But:.us ,1:8 ana ex;mining them in open court on such a prima facie improbable
nmoning “lt"esig g C was at least in the habit of going to the Apothecary’s quarters ab
and nasty story) t 1ab ; nothing wrong 0 far—for she was a poor Pariah woman. living
all. Itlmug]‘\ 5 ﬂw!'el‘::?o some cooly work in his house. I wanted to know also whether
by labour. ~She ml.‘-_rdl (oin" to his house. These two points, 4. e., her habit of going and
Jately she (C) stoppe t'gn were relevant, first to Sée whether there was any appearance of
lier subsequent de"f !:1 l?ence I could as well have summoned as court witnesses or d¢fence
trnth in the story o' ¢ whom I had reasons to believe, knew something about these two
witnesses any personse a witness is brought into the witness box, the Vakils of both the

oints. But W,'h;?; :on:sk all relevant questions, be they degrading in any degree or be they
purties geb a g hort, I did not like that the name of an officer of Apothecary’s position

or fa ns '
hhlz?ﬂdr lf)e]?f::agéed into the open Court unnecessarily.
sho

< o known trick often resorted toin the mofussil Conrts by which unserupulous

B nk;]s unnecessarily drag in the names of respectable people, merely with a

Rty pie lect:able person to the necessity of interesting himself into the issue of the

view Jorgrre = re:%rinaing out a compromise, or influencing the wituesses or Vakils and

case in the ¥y B whex;:ever the names of respectable people are connected, it was always

- ‘f({n: = ﬂgznf: avoid unnecessary sensation and annoyance that some quasi judicial inquiry
he esIr ‘

i« first held, and if there be some appearance of truth, then to proceed regularly.
1s nrs )

5 i3 -« case T wanted to know first whether C was ever going to the Apothe-
) o ﬂ(l;;eciadea of objectionable goimg [ never believed) for work, and whether
Bhecary sélogz?ng there latterly. Then if these two points were found in the affirmative,

:;;e ceaieiswe in the case to be regularly heard in the open Court would be whether she
hie next 1ss > :

<o ceased going ther g -

ility of the story of the defence can_be gone through only after their

T'bz ::glzz‘?t,llléd‘: OWhile thg case was thus pending on my file I happened to meet

.dna,"le 5 che was attending on my wife and 1t occurred to me at once that as she was

159 ?ze(;t;{f;ﬁng the Apothecary’s quarters, she might know whether C also used to frequent
one 1T i -

Lis house, and, if 50, whether she had recently ceased doing so and from what time.
15 3

i lv there were reasons to believe that C was going fo
I thonght that if Fror y]y]she was restricted from doing so, I might then as

he face of it an improbable story in the ordinary cirenm-

sur

partie

e owing to B’s remonstrances.




e s T

DT RS
e i
e —— T —— > g T A Ty

=T

~COURSE I ADOPTED ONLY IN GOO

).

6

a matter of judicial necessity, summon her and examine her openly. Tr1s Quast JupicIAL

D FAITH AND INTENTIONS TOWARDS TH
NTEN E APOTHECARY
WANT TO EXPOSE HIS NAME UNNECESSARILY IN THE OPEN COURT. S
/ 2 %
Then I asked the midwife about ¢
me why I wanted the information, and I tyld
the defence set up a story against the Apoth

going to the Apothecary’s house, she asked
her the importance of my question, stating that
ecary.

13. The midwife seems to have misre
Apothecary, and on the 8th May he voluntee
certainly vt was no wonder that he should haye |
boiled if he heard from the midwife that I had

presented my conversation with her to the
red* into my house quite in his hot blood,
vst his temper, and that his blood should have

: : ’ myself suspected him of illicit intimacy with C.
He remonstrated with me on the subject but would not listen to myjtellnng M t‘,ha‘lt{ P ek

insinuated any such connection although it w:
: . as the story of the defence, and that | merel
wanted to know whether C was at all goiug to his house even as a servant or cooly. .

He grew furious and as bec

ame a iny
Shiaatiid s R 1o ddric byl man of injared houwour, he ran at me, and

out.
I am much blamed for it,

I humbly beg to leave it to -
whether the usual right of private d};(;\:llexc

becanse 1 was a Deputy Tahsildar and Magi

ellency in Council to consider and decide
eb wtluch every body has is lost to me merely
strate,

If the Apothecary thought I d : . o iy " .
him, he could have prosecnfted m% crimiﬁfﬁEed £ g By o

1 / ¢ or civilly for it. at ri S
himself into my house furiously and assault me liutal]ltv? VVSV;:: tlrgll:n;aiﬁ lzﬁrz(i)nghfl‘ilur
out when in the midst of females and children he was giving me a bratal treatment.

This brutal attack he could ver
that his resistance of my Official Magist
the case of the deceased in-patient Govi
and that the reports against the I
Officer had then joined him.,

ture to make upon me merely because he had known
erial authority in the previous year in the matter of
uda Row, HAD NOT BEEN TAKEN ANY SERIOUS NOTICE OF,
olice also shared the same fate. The Station House

If thq A_pothgcary had done the same with anybody else, he wounld have been pro-
secuted for cnmmal. torce: If A’ detamed B, it was not for B to take the law in his own
hand, and thrust himself into A’s house aud beat him there. But I did not venture to
prosecute him, 1st, because I had known that the Apothecary’s worse offence, viz.. the resist-
ance of the judicial discharge of my duties, which I reported then and there had not been taken
any notice of 2_11‘1: because I wanted to make a large allowance to human feelings of a man
who thought his honour was badly injured by me though he had no reasons for such thought.

Am I to be blamed for this unreasonable act of the Apothecary. Was it in any
way avoidable ? How else could I have acted ? If he ventured to trespass into my premises
and attac}: me merely because the midwife told him probably a coloured version of my
CQHVGI‘SMIOH with her, that guarantee was there that he wounld not have done the same acts
of trespass and _assault if I had openly summoned the midwife and asked her in the open
Court about C frequenting the Apothecary’s house and its object—the very same questions—
and if the parties had taken the opportunity of asking her more indecent questions too ?

Law and Justice requires that the defence of an accused in a criminal case should
be duly respected and properly weighed. I could not but make inquiries on the puint. It
was entirely in the bonafide discharge of my duties and if the Apothecary had prosecuted
me for defamation criminally and civilly in a straightforward manner, I would have been
tully protected by the Judicial Officers Protection Act. But he chose to be rude in a private
capacity afid rudeness could not but he met with rudeness. He lost his temper and became
unruly and lost modesty of speech and conductin tlie presefice of my females.

He was shoved out by some bystander evidently to prevent worse conduct. Here
I invite attention to paras 18 and 19 Appendix I where his attempt to pick up a quarrel

afresh in open street to give jurisdiction to the Station House Officer to charge me for affray
is described.

I beg to conclude this part, by a repetition of my statement that the ArorHEcAry
WAS THE AGGRESSOR, he SOUGHT THE QUARREL and he SOUGHT A PERSONAL FIGHT and TRESPASSKD

* The story that I sent for him for treatment of my son is false (since the ill-treatment he had given me

in 1891 in the matter of the case of the deceased in-patient) I did not care to consult him and moreover 1 had no faith
in his treatment.

1 could not hel

A 7

lv because his rude treatment
i d been encouraged merely & i e
INTO MY gousk, and toft&lxs ‘::E;ll'xsc?ril;; lil: September 1891 did not bring on him even & warning
il ST : ¢ show want of tact in me ?

Poes this even ¢ which is closely connected with this last event.

t is tha ; :
3 o :d to have driven out the midwife violently
© midwife Bth svsut-— o o a;er like the Apothecary. She who

he was also a trespasser :
from my house thefsam:tilﬂ-({;ncf on my wife came that time into my house REALLY WITH
ged fora

2 ! th . It must be
had been 91(1) icking @ quarrel with me l’c‘:’lﬁ;aggz‘:ﬁ:c;%ﬂ;ﬁaf ?onesg:rrie‘aut to say
i OMAOR that 1 hid attemspted 1 SORRI S with the Apothocary and that I merely
re

that I ever be“e‘f'eds Cliliédlgg(); tléuuo to his house. I had stated that the midwife probably
V ifata 5

wanted to know 1

‘"is‘mderSt:Od mii o Apothecary told this to the midwife and rebuked her for her misrepre-
1 fancy theé <

; i1 also quite furious and behaved very rudely
lood. She then came 1n aiso g ; Ty
l: lx‘nb :)V(;th it. 1 turned her out saymng I did ufot, w;a.nt }g;rn 55::1 z;c:a)sn a;gg:
and L uﬁxlii “i(?lbxeFl)(lil frgln her any reward she might have got for her a
\ore an W

s not allowed by the rules to get any fees for 1t.

in beg to leave it to your Excellency in Council to consider whether if the
I again be

: ' ity 1 1891
W t his resistance of my authority in September :
d been duly warned abou
Apothecary ha

his subordinate the midwife would ever have ventured to behave so rudely towards
he or his subor

me.

<entation in his coo

n
wife, as she W&

= 1In these instances they were the aggressors, they deﬁe% all law and order and
1 p being on my defence. Does THIS MEAN WANT OF TACT {

ion House
e 6th and 7th events.—These relate to the Station Ho
Eox S0 Po?{?&y and June 1892 in Pamben. Appgndxx I, explains it fully
d for the charge of maladministration.

16. i
. o and incendiarism 1o
(;t:ui:: 1 fgrms the only real groun : R glaas
T hi e have very properly remarked thatin these mabiers =
Fheb{sﬁ;db?lfb lt‘}al‘;elggrb Officer, Zhe Apothecary and the midwife were likewise to
{]?t alone];:t tl?e account given above will have shown that I could not avoid these things,
ame.

and I was not to blame at all.

-
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APPENDIX TIIL

MR. WYNNE’S LETTER AND ITS ENCLOSURES.

On the 14th May 1891, Mr. Wynne, the then Collector, for reasons which are not
clearly known from the records, made a report against the Petitioner, Rajaratnam Pillai.
He based it on two Enclosures and I therefore submit them as Enclosures to my appeal

“ Petition dated 3rd December 1894. 1t mast be premised here that the Board was thereupon
~ of opinion that there was absolute necessity to give me a competent Head Gumastah.

2. Enclosure. Thisisa tabular statement of all mistakes and blunders dis-
covered in 1891, after scrutinising the Records from 1888 to 1891. I am glad to say that
from “lrf)t.h June 1888, thg date of1 the 1st item of objection to 14th May 1891, the date of
Mr. Wynne’s report, i.e., during the period of 3 years, ouly 19 (ninet i

found out, or at the average rate of half a dozen blunders a).T yea.g'l.une e

3. Again classifying them it will be found that

2 11) One case, (d) viz., No. 2 is merely a question as to why a list was sent in Tamil
and not in English. -
(2) One case, (¢) viz, 9/2 is a reminder.
(3) In 8 cases marked b, clerical blunders usually creeping i iodi
and accounts have been pointed out. y ercopiug i BereRiuet it
It has been pointed out in cases Nos. 3 and 4 that the Clerk is to blame for not
comparing the accounts, &e.

In some cases (i e.,) 1, 5,7, 10, 13 and 17, information 1s ¢

pointed out. A glance at the records of the Board’s oﬁicg'z'i‘xgelalegefo;ratzi:f)b 22“:3':;‘:
Revenue will not fail to shew that not a single District can boast of bei}:: uite -f;-eep fro
such blunders in the monthly Tyade Returns. My office unlike other ge;?uty Tahsild:r!:’
offices is a peculiar one, where the Sea Customs, Revenue and Magisterial work are amalga-
mated and consequently it is no wonder if clerks, mostly copyists, that are sent from otﬁer
Deputy Tahsildars’ offices commit blunders in the Trade and other Returns whose preparation

require previous experience.

That only 8 mistakes of this sort could be found during the space of 3 years should
rather be counted as creditable to this office than otherwise. The replies would shew that
sither want of gumastahs or their inexperience was the main cause. If a similar scrutiny

for any three years be made with reference to any other Customs Office, bl in T
&o., Returns, Port Dues accounts, &c., would certainly be found to a m::::h ;l:r(;z?;;lt:nr:de’

(4) In 13 cases, the calls were the usual audit : ¢
the Head office of accounts and the subordinate account Oﬂilce:a.zlls which take place between

(a.) Case No. 1 calls for information® as to the head of a : :
cular item is credited, Such calls for information are qﬂitgcouus?;{;l t(;nwltlﬁ;eh :c}c)zﬁ:;
department.
(b.) Case No. 12 is held under objection for the submissi
calls for vouchers are also usual in the account departmem.xs 1Ioun Sﬁisaclé’:cﬁﬁ?evg“&h
roply will shew thas the letters referred to in it are themselves vouchers in s’uPPOrt of th’;
items.
(c.) Case No. 14 is similar. The reply given would sh
necessity for the call. show that there was mno
(d.) Case No.15, the hicher office advises a certain adjust .
the accounts as per Transfer Receip?s. . justment to be made in
This is not a blunder pointed out, but an information communicated.

(e.) In case No. 8, it is advised to transfer Rs, 200 from Personal Deposits to ©“ Mis
Rewards.” , )
Similarly 8/b Rs. 225-11-0 entered in the Local Fund Accounts :
entered in the Local Fund Debt. Accounts. unts are advised to ba

) A rupee and Rs. 8 are wrongl entered as civil instead of Mili i
(case No. 1la and 19.) v Lo tary Penslxon

# It must be observed here that information to be sent for from other offices Hce
This is & blunder made in the Huzur Office. il dat sl




3}

Similarly Rs. 12 of Sarvey fees as Port Fund. (11 b.)

(9.) In cases Nos. 13 and 17 inf T :
Mo A A tiok aetun AT aaT tomtre IOI; (:{'irir;ztlon is called for—and besides, this and [fem

(h.) In case No. 16, objection i
three heads. | n is taken that an Item has not been detailed under
(@)

Local Fund Cheques.

4 11 i e :
sury Office has ee:j?;;fi? g;(:'?gc‘;E}f{::;‘lﬁnu‘iyf::mb?‘;nill t(1>l see :lmd decide whether any Trea-
. i S ch ca it ali
d(?sk ot‘a.uy accountant in the Accountant-General’s Oﬁizeaa‘uﬂugw ShI?fS- A glam:a' ab t.he
are usual ill show thas these audit slips

And it is .
e Iiltdw;slsha?i :;?;tebl‘h :;r fcongratulatxon that the Pamban Treasury Office under-
it is so, seviug (1) that & co fe\l‘l, very very ordinary auditslips for 3 years A '“t-'er-'
clerks’ reference as observed Ey :l tlj Account Code was not supplied 1'0)';‘;6 oifi ffm' bt(;’ :
(2) that the office was admin,yd] e Bead Assistant Collector in the June It st il

. ) edly very much under-m i e : ispection notes ;
Ayling and Pinhey. anned as observed by both Messrs.

5. The office was not only und
District for my s i ¥ uinderemanned but also Tused to get the dn
Ty s wh{ ﬁ:é)?xi)d;)ne?':?u;]:opﬁi; f; 2?h<lalr sx(akllylf, lazy. or stuPist«,»mv:if::g‘ O{‘fﬁaevw\iz)r{:
Tnexperienced all and they were theref : :
d:eggev:ff:gebeibn‘g :{::’:0:(118% ;}1::1:3 I?RESPONSIBLE and INDIFFERE .1 i: :1:: 2;‘;:’ r:};y;qml‘t:e rmz,(md
-] ausfers so of . eme.  ven these
bad luck to be sent to Pamban never ]'oin;:i[?cnbzlf‘d MR A i T s 2 bl

ing some sort of promise from proper. persons forore m_akm%some U e
an immediate transfer. He (clerk
: slerk) was

counting his days and always on his tipto
P AN T 1ptoe. He never cared to learn work or keep Registers

6. It will thus be seen that the :
: : ! office was inspected twice, in J ‘
ilsszo.itlm;.h :tytl)l:lg VIV:}S {)hc:i Head Assistant Collector who inspected 1t o,“xgo‘:;ln:ieag;ic Sgpbemln]ar
k. Ar(’[ez{; i 5;.]: 18 tz:i remarks have now been put before the Board by Mr V\?sm"s' 1 ¢
. he speaks of defects in the matter of (a) Correspondence ltegiéter.s, (%nﬁz;:()rdr:

keeping), (¢) Sea Customs Registers. These mistakes were of a particular period when my

office, a short time before it was recruited with raw and inexperi :

. y X perienced hands. It i 3
‘:;ef;q:'&?ﬁ%i :;‘NE*’;;} fnthe&j e}:’f, that I had been here (Pamban) sINCE CHRISTMAS, EXIS;:P:" (:':a
Sy s P Me dml:pectxon was on lst June 1890. 1 joined Pamban only
oy el y'lhere i ol:llu olathur and I ‘ha..d therefore been in the office there ronr
s seaitliag. fe o g y two c}erks sanctioned for the office although only one

S greater part of the time between my joining and the first inspection.

The table below will shew that from Jan
being only a few days in office withi th\;a:galc?gf tlhset;z::shk:.sen ten changes of hands, some

HEeip CLERK. SecoNp CLERK.
No. Names of Clerks.
- Wi, How How
When When (How long|long no When | When Howlong| long no
joined. left. remained| substi- joined. | left. remaine.| substi-
tute. ‘ ¥ tute.
M.|D | M.|D. M..|D. (M | D
1 | Ramasawmy Pillay ... | 29-12-88 7188 | |9 i | 29
2 | Pichu Iyangar ... .. | 18:-1-89 9689 | 4|22 .. |11
3 | Dorssawmy Naidoo ... it AN 1 . R T
4 | Seenimuruga Pillai ... 10-6-89 10-7-89 b it o e trgae ] &
5 | Pichu lyangar ... ..| 11-7-89 | 21-7-89 | .. |10 RS
6 | Venkataramn Iyer .| 22-7-89 | 14-00 | 8| 8
7 | Pichu Iyangar ,4 .| o P 22789 | 61089 | 2|15
: B W S e L 10-89 | 2
8 | Ramanatha Sastry ... 7-10-89 | 18-12-80 | 2 i?
9 Subramanyaﬁas_stry: Bt W ON ot el (487 12 2 15-1-91 | 12 | 27
10 | Ponnusswmy Pillai ... | 23-5-90 | 30690 | 1| 7| 1 l 23

The most remarkable features are (1) that my Head Clerk Venka
was the only clerk that had been iv office the longest, 8 zlonbhs, left me on Isttztg:i? 118)‘;3 Zgg
(2) that I was without a substitute at all for one month and 23 days (nearly two months) at one
time and 11 and 29 days on two other occasions prior to it, and I was getting through the office
work, however,—both 'I'teasury, Sea Customs, Magisterial and miscellaneous with the only
other clerk or no clerks at all. Ramasawmy Pillay’s predecessor left office on lst Decem-
ber 1888, while Dorasawmy Naidoo’s predecessor on 7th January 1889, having been sick
without attending to office work nearly a mouth prior to it ; so that it will be seen that there

e i Sl Al A

In case 19/2 the fault was Rs. 30-9-7 were shown under Local Funds instead of -
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was no cleri whatever attending to wors froa sc_ll(‘cembm- 133> up to 29l I)e::gxbcr 1338
and from 7th January 1859 up to 18th Janunary 1889 and 3) that the 2nd clerk Subramya
Sastry who has been condemned and fined as being quite unfit for Magisterial work by Messrs.
Ayling and Pinhey has been allowed to remain in the office for one year and two months in
spite of my repeated requests to remove and find & substitute for him, and (4) that from
the beginning of 1889 up to the eud of 1890 the office work had to be done by new and raw
clerks, some times both the clerks being new. Vide Nos. 2 and 3, 6 and 7.

7 TIn an office like the one Pamban office was during the period between 1889 and the
middle of 1890, the difficulty of getting through the work with inexperie nced and irrespon-
sible clerk changing frequently is better imagiued than described. Aud it was then that the
first sinspection by Mr. Ayling came on, within a week after Ponnusawmy Pillay had joined
office. Besides these there was no separate clerk in charge of records, old or current.

Is it fair to hold me respomsible for the defects. If during these four months,
I could not spare time to go into the details of clerical work, I might doso when I could

afford vime.

Para. 6 of the Memo. says that the 2nd inspection in September shewed a general
improvement and in paia 7, it 1s stated m the Head Assistaut Collector’s words, that the
faulis previously pointed out have been to some extent remedied.’ That I couid do so
Letween June and September shows that I had a but capacity to do that sort of work not
that i the early mouths L could not afford time as 1 had just joined.

3. The matter which seems to have given immediate stir to any inquiry being insti-
tuted against me ab all in 1891 was the Head Asgistant Collector’s report that my work in
the Incometax Department was not satisfactory. Bub para. 3 of Mr. Wynne’s Memo. says
« Jt ix to be obserced, howerer, that there was not much difference in the end between the figures
« arrived at by the Head dssistant Collector and those submitted by the Deputy Tahsildar.”

It will thus be seen that an unnecessary storm was raised against me and all cleri-

cal matters raked up aud used against me.

9. About half a dozen irregularities lhave however been pointed out in the Magis-
rial Recor ds of 3 years from 1883 to 18911, e, at4a yearou an average. 1f Your Excellency
I to satisfy Your lhxcellleucy’s self, in the name of truth and

Tustic .ther these irre alar.ties are peculiar to me alone, 1 beg that the files of
Jl%"”t::s‘iﬁ(;naal.al1 t’:udWIi;‘itstiict Magisbra.%es’ Proceedings and orders on calendars and on appeals,
x'ell:';tina to any one Sub-Magistrate for a per'xod of 3‘yea,rs be sent for and perused, they
c'muotufail to shew: that more or less }*]_l Magistrates hmve had such rgmarks. ‘For many

'[ them are wore or less mutters of opruion and. knowledge of law. For instance, Case No. 3’
. ” ] of the Memo i3 entirely a matter of opinion on'the weight of evidence and No. 4
being & question of adequacy or iﬂadeqlliiqy of punishment. Similarly No. 6 is
ht of evidence. [ disbelieved the testimony of certain witnesses and 1 am

te C
in Conucil be pleased to wis

in para. i
is more 80,
one of welg
blamed for 1t

Case’ No; 17 18187 THETE accident, A certain man presented a complaint and T
affirmecé him and dismissed it uuder Sec. 203 as of civil nature. I must have sent it into the
s ith a peop OT SO for the clerk to fill up the headings in draft order in the given form.
f)‘l‘hoe .W‘ |aix})ant must have walked away with it owing to the fault of the Magisterial Clerk
\Jvl{:, t:;:l;ot good as observed by the Head Assistaut Collectors.

10. 1t will thus be seen that al the defects noted in the two Euclosures of Mr.
W yune's letter are mostly clerical for which clerks are entirely responsible and 1 had scarcely

been 4 wonths in that office when these clerical defects were uoticed.

been shown that the Head Assistant Collector admitted the subsequent im-
¥ h?j t,lnee want of sufficient and proper hands. The Board have ordered in their

provement at 1201, dated 24th June 1891, that oue competent Head Gumastah must be

I’roceedings No
giveu Ine.
carried out at all—nor Was the warning that a repetition of such
i i i jcated or not, there has
s wi ail reduction communicated to me. Whether communicated !
{all\libn?llegzttiatlion of fault;! made out—not a single fault of the sort mentioned in the two
w :

Memos. has been even alleged to have becn repeated by me.

This order was not

1. The follow ng extracts from the words of the H ) .
shew thul;l in the absence of frequent changes among the clerks the routine work of the office

will not be found fault with.

ead Assistant Collector go to




{A) About the Treasury branch.
(1) He has found the Cash balance, the Chutram balance, Local Fund Impress
balance, Stamp balance, &c., all right.
(2) He has noted down that “ the Cash Registers are neatly and properly kept.”

(B) About the Magisterial work,

(1) He hasrecorded that  the Magisterial clerk of the office appears to be quite
incompetent and the Sub-Magisirate says ke is also lazy and untruthful.”

(2) It is also said that out of 132 calendar cases since January there are 15
“ pending of whichone since March 2nd, but there are good grounds for

¢ the delay in that instance. All other cases appear to have been promptly
¢ disposed of.”

(C) Asregards the Customs Department he says:—“The clerk in charge of the
work Narayanasawmy Iyer does his work neatly and well and has for the most work in the
office as the Sea-Customs work entails, to maintain a lot of registers, besides which he
attends to all the Treasury business. 1 think an extra hand is wanted in the office, at
present there are only two clerks and one copyist. The latter gets an average remuneration
of Rs. 4 or so a month and it is_not therefore surprising that the copyist is constantly
changing and that at times there is no one to be found willing to do the work. There is no
doubt that in other offices a good deal of gratuitous assistance is given by such men to the
regular clerks and consequently in a place like this they are much missed. There is no
dufterbund in this office. The new Sub-Registrar having come there will be a proportion-
ate decrease of the work, but I still think there is enough to justify the sanction of a dufter-
bund permauently for the office. He might be permitted to take the copying fees in
addition to his pay. On the same subject Mr. Ayling, another Head Assistant Collector
observe— Vide para. 7 of the Memo enclosed in Mr. Wynne’s letter—that the statement of

the Sub-Magistrate that the office is undermanned is in my opinion trae, the second
clerk is certainly incompetent.

12. Under these circumstances I pray that Mr. Wynne’s letter be not used against

me now, merely to give undue colours to Mr. Francis’ letter No. A. (confidential) dated 4th
October 1892, ;

I beg also to submit that the Collector’s procedure in having turned me out from
my permanent Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s place of Mudukolathur merely relying on
Mr. Wynne’s letter and memos and without the necessary sanction of the Government is
not, I beg to submit with reluctance and deference, proper.

I beg to conclude by quoting the words of the Government of India that past bad
conduet should not be repeated in punishing subordinates.

“ The admission, however, of evidence of previous bad character requires great
caution. It was argued lately in a petition that if one fault is taken as evidence of another,
the first punishment of a small fine expands into dismissal by a sort of natural growth. It
is certainly not uncommon for dismissing officers to support a weak case by reference
to previous punishments for misconduct, too slight for confidenee that it received close
attention. G. O. dated 3rd December 1883, No. 2290.”

ey
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To
His Cyeellenty
THE GOVERNOR IN 6OUNGIL,
Fort St. George,

MADRAS.

The humble appeal of C. RaTARATNAM PInray,
late permament Deputy Tahsildar and
Sub-Magistrate of Mudulolathur, Madura

, District.
7 /,},- ; ; 1 - " . 3 i Ty
o ﬂ/'-'/w‘:v(\:? L Ll (e T8 (A s e A <
SHEWETH,

Most HUMBLY AND RESPECTFULLY

most humbly and respectfully beg to submit this my appeal

1, the petitioner,
oard of Revenue contained in their Resolution No. 5189 dated

against the order of the B
7th September 1893 Enclosure A.

9. The wording of the Board’s order 1s as follows :—

who was Sub-Magistrate and Sea Customs Superintendent at
from 15th August 1892 to some date in March 1893 and
1 of Magisterial powers and degraded from a post of Iis. 70

« The petitioner
« Pamban, was suspended
« has FINALLY been deprivec
« g9 a post of Bis. 20"
. 9. The cause was his Maladministration of Pamban. . « « =« «
10. The Board thinks therefore that Petitioner’s reduction to a Rs. 20 post was too
« govere and desires that the Collector will make him a Taluk Head Accoun-

« tant on Rs. 5O or give hum some similarly paid post.”

n that FOR THE MarapmiNisTRaTION, I have been punished
far as the wording of the Board’s order goes.

»

Tt will thus be see

in more than one way even S0

1st. Degradation in rank_from a Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s post to a
clerkship on Rs. 70 contrary to G. O. dated 2-9-93, No. 768.

ond. Deprivation of Magisterial powers.
3rd. Degradation from Rs. 70 to Rs. 20.

This last punishment has alone been modified by the Board of Revenue to some
extent and I stand degraded (1) from a p.ermz'ment Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s place
to a clerkship (2) deprived of the Magisterial powers and (3) degraded from Rs. 70 to
Rs. 50—this three fold punishmeub has been conﬁrmed upon me by the Board and I earnest~
ly beg to submit that I do not deserve any of these punishments.

3. Delay—I should have submitt}ed this my appeal long ago, were it not for the
continnance of the same official misfortune till lately 7. e., till May 1894.

As will be seen further on (vide paray === Tufra) the Collector, who (1) first
degraded me from the permanent Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s place of Mudukolathur
(Rs. 120) to the Vernacnlar Head Clerkship on Rs. 70 and (2) again intending to degrade me
further—all for the charge of Ma;l-a.dministra.tion—recommended in paras 7 and 8 of his
Jetter No. 184. dated 14-10-92, embodied in"Boards Proceedings No. 7279 dated 8th
November 1892 that I should be got rid of altogether. His words are “ He has passed the
« Seq Customs Test and may, possibly, be fit for a Sea Customs Superintendentship alone.”
« T therefore beg that the Board will be pleased to transfer him from this district and
¢« gond him to any other post they may think fit. I will keep him under suspension pending
« his disposal by transfer to another district or otherwise. Beng now only a-ministerial officer,
« I may deal with him by degrading him ete., but I have no confidence in hvm and believe he will

7 like therefore to be rid of him altogether.”

“ be found incompetent i any post. I shoul,
This recommendation in this bitterest style was made on the 14th October 1892.
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The Board in passing orders thereon most nnfortunat ] v  They therefore resolved t ke me Head A tant
; look / s % on Rs. 70. They therefore resolve o make me Head Accountan
with reluctance and defe_re_nce) the real fact that I had alre:dy;’ogsénozlgs(iég ebe]g to S“.b"‘“' \ Ve’ﬁ““gléw ergiﬁ‘(i nolclae:a.ny other post on 50 Rs. As soon as this Resolution was communicated,
f for the charge of Mgm]admlnlstration by (1) the deprivation oty Magisteria,lre y punished ' g{: ?j 1le<?borg suggested that the Board’s order mentioned above might be held in abeyance
(2) by the degradation from my PERMANENT post of the Deputy Tahsildar and Mpowyers and BLs he conclusion of an inquiry into @ chiarge of borrowing within his jurisdiction.”
P B = Mudukolathur (I_{_s}gb(_)) to a clerkship on Rs 70. They were ahparont] ém agistrate of g pending the ©
LC ’W Rt that I was only a sub pro tem Sub-Magistrate of Pamban on Rs 70 a.ug t‘if;f,;“": R 1 6. The Board’s order directing that 1 should be given & post of Rs. 50 is dated 7th
b Gl Yo clerkship on Rs 70 was therefore N0 DEGRADATION BUT ONLY A DEPRIVATION ZF !:'“Sf?,r - ? Se tembex: 1893 and on the 920th September 1893 the Collector seems to have written against
E ™ ‘4"3 Pl [;_ ;,'. \ 441~ POWERS. ek \ mep again. The Board called for further reportlonhthe 25{)th dSepigember and on the 3rd
E s ) 4 Two mistakes of facts viz. (1) The Board’s ignorance (vid November 1893, the Cogect;é‘ recoflme‘;‘&i‘in%“is ;;‘;ﬁbeé dlslﬁ;f,ses% ‘l);n:t :;Lezsﬁfti
3 {L‘? &f‘f s Rl . that I had already been a permanent Deputy T'ahsildar and oMagistrate fe }‘)ara. g Infra,,). should be degraded R 1i agajxe. August 1892 the Collector had not bonltj resolved
e T U e years (three years in Pamban and the last th in Muduk PE SRR October 1892, 0F S 3 thi : e h 4 v yls E=l{=30a
k. g L T ke that T Was vl T : st three years in fuda olathur) and (2) the Board’s 4 to GET RID OF ME AL1oGETHER but had also expressed this feeling of his in his letter No, 184 “-lof N s
fj'jf'"" W, e o erity of the Collectg; st dg"'otr;:‘sfSﬂl?-Maglstratﬂ of Pamban made them overlook the } dated 14th October 1892, 1t is no wonder that he should have again written for my 1474
VT b VRS T Magistrates place e Ak olnthue t erring me from the’_permanenb Deputy Tahsildar and ? dismissal. ‘The Board however, stated before passing their final order thereon that I Ly
, (oidy Board’s No 7970, dated 8 Il% s clerksylp on Rs. 70 and they accordingly directed ‘ chould be given an opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses whose evidence was
¢ post. he is fit j.'or » ,Theye deciin;;idz t:mt f‘It restf wztiohthedinlector to decide which ‘ made use of against me in the fresh case. Vide reference dated 18th November 1893, ., 2o i\ &° e 3(«,3\,,.
\ . 0 . . 1 . Y fale -
ii o or but at the same time il out,ﬂ:}?: g:'ergzlagizz;osne;‘kelsés;;;::cz)sr,groposedd by ‘;]he | though that indulgence®™ had been refused to me by the Collector, 0 bo
. 1 g s procedure that -
: ieh?;:'it :cfti}ntl)&in F%;f;s’a:e opgortumby of explaining the charge of Ma.‘.-administrati:n l Tt will thus be seen that the Board’s order now appealed against was not allowed
L R P ;i pesk: '5 by the Collector t0 be given effect to and ,tha(;; 1 was never allowed to join any post in the
Sl 21875 € It was in consequence of this orde , % | Governmenst %ervice at all. The Collectors etermination to get rid of me altogether by
a me to a post of Rs. 20 as already statedrw?t:h(fuzheigg?i t‘;lua: tcl‘l)i QEII?CQOI' Ruaity degrded 'I dismissal was thally disposed of in May 1894 1y MY ¥AVOUR and hence this appeal is only
tion sibmitted to th : S s eration to my explana- : Board’s order of 7th Se tember 1893. In order, however, to make my grounds
gt o the Head Assistant Collector at the suggestion of the Board 3 | against the order 0 P Tt ey 1y 8t
This degradation the Board were pleased to uphold in parh, At s d?(li‘ of Revenue. | \ of appeal Perfpctly intelligible, I beg to give first @ concise history of my service 1n the
agreezl with the Collector as regards the details of the charges of Mal-a d;niuisti-la,oig :VIdeTIﬂsly ‘ Madura District.
stated * - n—.lihey : b
v. History of gervice.—On the date of suspensions I have put in 28 years
CE) On“the other hand there has been some readiness to ac of service, patt of which (9 years) was 1u the office of the Board of Revenue. I
_ . doubtful c%a.rg'es and press doubtful points againsto':]l:,t have been holding an appointment of Rs. 100 or upwards from July 1872 as will
B 7£eéb:;::n:r.189gzde para 5 of Board’s proceedings: No. 5189 dateg be seen from my service list appended to para below. During this long period of l
: mber £ o WHISPER AGAINST MY HONESTY t all. M - ;
| 98 years there was NOT THE LEAST H I a . My uncompro
L4 d straightforward discharge of my duti -
o 9) The ol : : . : mising character and a conscientious an alg ; ge « y duties some
»f G s s gt Bt L e o et T e o e
« qurte as much from the deplorable state of the PolicEeu’g R gt " 1 was drawing its 5, P i f far R M, B, !
: 2 Vade ibid. ) to the Eastern Coast. 'The Board’s order of transi€r runs as follows——- The Board
3) “ It is said that hi iti : : : { accordingly resolve to Temove petitioner from the Malabar District and to transfer him to Pam~
3) 5 proved o bfe(]f&f'let]lollfle':llnference t};)at tl;]e Police set ﬁrc_s to his house * ban in t}%ayMadum District the Sea Customs Supemntgndent of which post will be posted to Telli-
o 8zs urge {the Boar)('i pr te). i ut.t eh appellants withdrawal* of cherry.”  Vide Board’s proceedings 3uth June 1885 No. 5993 para 3. The Board did not
o 308 show That e coula :ot proozg; c’:;o ev:%gziett atb %i ;T_s] fqlse  though 1t \ then discuss the pay of Tellicherry or that of Paltlnban. In fact there is noth'ing.in the | ,
he Head Assi ) o establish it. Para 10 of ' ds connected with that transfer to ghow that the }}oard then knew at all that Tellicherry 1
the Head Assistant Collector’s report to the C llector d ‘ FRRS hat th :
conl dential No. A sho hP e Collector dated 4th October 1892 i was Rs. 120 and Pamban only Rs. 100 or t at they intended the reduction of Rs. 20—As ;
ro V o &1:: ém bt'de other hand that THE BELIEF HAD SOME i already shown in para. 4 ol. 6 supra and " _the Wo’l;ds of the Board themselves L have suffered
P wbnd, ! severely by this reduction ?’f Rs. 20 and “in part” (as observed by the Board) ** without the :
(4) “ Th?ugh, in gp_ite Ofdappellant.’s denial, it is certain that he was frequently \' intention of the et
« engaged in indeco : ¥ : ‘ : 1
P seegm§ o e Hons dr:c)}‘:;t S;l;:?;le;“thsnthe Apothecary and others, 1t "J After I had held Pamban for abont three years, (about two years after confirma~
“was. Vide para 7 ibid QUITE AS MUCH IN THE WEONG as bo | tion in it) the pay of the Pa.mbzz-in postb was ;eguc:ﬁi f;;om ;ls.. 100 to Rs. 70. This was a
: | gecond unintended reduction and as observe y the Boar vide Board’s proceedings dated ,
1 (5) “He is greatly blamed” for having signed a Mahazar to the Government of \ 7th September 1893, No, 5189, it “was not foreseen that it would be afterwards reduced to ‘
- geyloln, (t“ to the tc;l;triment preswmably of the Apothecary.”)  Appellants '. Rs. 70.” i
explana e Sk : :
; - /4 jon in this matter seems, however, to the Board to be satisfactory.” ! g. Assoon as 1 found mysel_f twicq redunced from Bs' 120 to Rs. 100 and from Rs.
(6) Th:,: appellants antecedents” . « . - also show that he has already sufferedt : 100 to Rs. 70—all withoub anybody intending the reduction I represented to the Board
i geverely and ' in part without the intention of the anthorities” « ... . ] and they were pleased to promise & promotion on the next opportunity. Vide Board’s
' (7) “The fact was not foreseen that it would be afterwards reduced to Rs. 70. ‘\ I"roceeclings No. 515 dated 97th January 1888.
3 h5. 1Alt;hough thg Board of Revem;:a were pleased to take such a just and impartial \’ 9. In consideration of the facts :— .
view of the things reporte against me, yet the very graphic description which the Head Assist- a" t of Rs. 100 and u wards for nearly 20 years
ant Collector had given of me and the bitterest style in which the Collector had expressed ]his (1) that'l had been holding & POF 10 ; i
feelings against me as already quoted seem to have compelled the Board to state that it (2) that T had held & post of Rs. 120 for 19 years i
“ was e.mdently contrary to the interests of the State to send him back to Pamban or let him (3) that T had held the permanent Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate and Sea ¥
% ¢ gpercise the powers of a Magistrate anywhere. The Collector says also that he is unfit to be Customs Superintendent’s place of Pamban for 8 years on Rs. 100;
y ot it SCRTANES ’
! * 1 did not withdraw the charge. On the contrary I recorded evidence and snbmitted it to the Head (4) that I had suffered reduction of Rs. 20 and Rs. 30 quite unexpectedly and for *&
1 Assistant Collector with a covering letter dated 20th May 1892 No. 984 Vide foot mote to para 14 of the ¥ no fault of mine ; !
appendix 1, asking for an enquiry de movo ; but neither the Agsistant Superintendent of Police nor the Head g S G G posith ~Toich formed 1
et R : : o 7 T . 2 T e : i n wi e depositions Which form ‘
e Gl e G . T et £8P Sl S e B e o et P e <
1 3t #RI argjrtedRre(}_%c_tiO; tw‘i)ce over quite anintentionally i.e., from Bs. 120 in Tellicherry to Rs. 100 in Pamban ﬂ:;n :::iz use of against me. : J
and from hs. o Rs. 70 1n Fam an.
> ; 4
‘ .“
L
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5) that there i impli
(%) R ductsi‘ozn(:fmp;md duty or understanding on the part of Government that
turbed or are prgviydga ai:()htm“ of offices, the present holders are not dis-
Sub-Division and H < ewhgre with equal pay, as was done in the case of
uzur Sheristadars and Taluk Sheristadars, on the intro-

duction of what i
Ll is known as e
similar occasions ; Mr. Garstin’s Scheme, as also on all other

(6) that the Board have di l
et irected the Collector to give me back what I had lost, on

7) that in 1888 th
i ﬂ}llat o Gars:ir:’:vgz]; ;;YYWV;:I':;\O :xtpectation every where in the Mofussil
the pay of the Sub- T o come to effect and that
pay e Sub-Magistrates was to be raised soon and tht.t ?lzetle}fo?;e:lf:

pay of the post of D :
oy Sty eputy Tahsildar and Magistrate of Mudukolathur was

———in consideration of these and other f:

i acts, the Collector, of i
L s
Pahsildar and Magistrate ’? Mn gn s e perma,neynt b a; fha Depts
e sg,nctionedg e trc;. nsfe;'l i‘t;k(;]ﬁg;urPa mu(iﬁ heavier division in p:lsl gestg]eect:) ep’i‘ll‘z
appt e un Jane 188940748 roceedings No. 855 dated 5th Decemb : 1889

€ e end of that year, doi ko '

;:gn {:);fz ﬁﬁntltx:ismore 2.8,y fliom Jannary 1890 tillylstix’z:gnsiutl}éqgt dM 'udnko}athur
s <o i lpsesréna;lvllelnt yt;1 and I drew the permanent |pay .of lg:llcllgt‘xkdllltyh =
Deputy Tahsildar and Magi::mteeagzlﬂi%‘;gy(}?tfsggmgSa i . spcedin (;oa: ;:‘;
:;las felt, on _the; refusal of one Srinivasa Chari, I was ietr:\.gzgﬁiﬁdﬁt ?P pla}.)ce Sty
ere retaining® however my permanent post at Mudukolathur. Vide Em?llgsutz’ﬁg i

10. Thus it was that when the Collector sus
312 t:l;a}.;g% :af édal;)dmnélstraqlon. I was not a MERE Sugiﬁgsgmngegztt;l%tit&gugustdl892 for
pERMANENT De I:lst st hu};gl‘lntendent of Pamban, as the Board have been hold?m Sl
i e thp y Tahsildar and Magistrate of Mudukolathur of upw dmg. L
g © PERMANENT Rolls of Mudukolathur alone and of a t.hp Sl o yey
as PERMANENT Deputy T'ahsildar and Magistrate of Pamban nother 3 years’ standing

11, Ignorance of fact.—That the B
%z{lgt‘-_lgtavzarefohfd tléiskmost important fact of :ly Ol?;gl;v :.r;:r(:xg;.zllelx)lig];: reé) ea’i]:‘ f"°¥“ para 4
gistrate of Mudu olathur may best be seen from the following WOl‘dinIéuo‘¥ th:ihmldar and
s i—

(H Inﬁﬁﬁegg;lrigst;&ate :ﬁ;& eI I;r(ii:eedings No. 7279, dated 8th November 1892
‘ ot S0 *<ibaon: vemboed’ From: A iber
¢ Pamban whicn he (I) seems to h;:: h:;d Z:Lel;z prf?temh v o

e § :
2) In tTh}?e ;ﬁ;ttiol:;gc;i%mgs No. 5189 dated 7th September 1893 th
% Pty s 8u8pe7:fi‘;:l ?:‘:’7;51 ‘;ngltra;f and Sea Customs Superinteily:ig:iag"
ot . ;
¢ 1893 and has finally been deprived of M:é?s%zzall ?o%veﬁgg vy dati 9 Mardh

(3) In the 3rd Proceedings No, 2460 d
« : e ated 8th May 1894
ud lgl‘;bR:ﬁiél_l:?::‘:?fa{)nagﬁlm who Rwa; (;,he Seaj,r Cnsmmtsogn;gx:ni?ggntsmtg
i an on Rs, 70 w an
.“ i\ahdura. to the postof Assistant Snpe:isntg: dgemn%e% 135’ the Collector of
ALADMINISTRATION OF HIS CHARGE.” of 8.C. on Rs. 20 for

Tn short there is nota single word of th

e B
B‘oar(_i were aware ar'xd had prominently noticed the fa.c(:): r::lb:g] fm;:iVes to show that the
Tahsildar and Magistrate of Mudukolathur when I was degrad da PERMARENT Deputy
M ATADMINISTBATION OF MY CHARGE. graded to Rs. 20 vor TuE

If the Board had noticed that Ihad been a perm -
Mag_istrs,te for many years when the Collecter transferredpme ;:l:n;ilzi?t::%l ngts i T
and if they had also noticed the fact that at the time of such transfer, the pa?y ofoilnf 81.): e

=

* The fact that I was made to retain my permanent post ab Mudukolathur although made to do work at

Pamban shows as a matter of Internal proof:
t Pamban from 1885 to 1889 (June) when I was transferred to Mudukolathur, was a suc-

{. That my stay a
cessful one and I was not found nnfit for it: Rather I was found to be the fittest person for it both by examination

and otherwise.
9. That there was an utter necessity to retain my name as permanent Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate of

Mudukolathur so that I might be sure to get the increased pay, then in expectation, t k f
g ] ) o mak d
1f found unfit this guarantee for increase by accretion would not have been rezorded. ’ i

- pethe es
T A ——
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raised to Rs. 120, they would certainly have considered it to
pishment for Mal-

hat I should have been given threefold pu
t have at least sanctioned the further degradation from

tion that I am guilty of the charge of Malad-

manent post had already been

L hard anishment b
be very very andl-) they would no

administration
Rs. 70 clerkship to his 50, even on the assump
ministration- .
it will be seen, 1 may be considered to have been punished even

12. Asit stands, :
more than twice for the same offence v1z.,
n from the Permanent Sub-Magistrate’s place of Rs. 120 to Rs. 70.

rank as the transfer was to a clerical grade against the order
t 2ud September 1893 No. 768.

(1) Degradatio
(2) Degradation in

of Governmen
Deprivation of Magisterial powers.

(4) Degradation from Rs. 70 to Rs. 50.
6] Suspension from 15th August 1892 till the end of February of the following

11 these for Maladministration.

year—a
The Collector states, however, that the fiest three punishments were not for Malad-
on, but that that transfer was necessary as L had not pa.ssed the Translation Test
and therefore ineligible to hold a Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s post. The records will
however, show that the real cause was the charge of Maladministration. The dates and

circumstances show that that was the real cause.
ds of the Board prove this—“The petitioner who was Sub

(1) 7The following wor
¢« Magistrate and Sea Customs Superintendent at Pamban was suspended from
¢ 1892 to some date in March 1893, and has finally been

« the 15th Augus
« deprived of Magistrate powers and degraded from a post of Rs. 70 to a post

“of Hs. 20.”
a8 his Maladministration of Pamban.” Vide Board’s

« 9. 'The cause W
Proceedings, 7th September 1893.

the Board printed in black type above show clearly that the
ds of any impartial reader of records that

3

ministrati

13. The words of

records do leave an jmpression on the min
(1) the suspension, (2) deprivation of powers, and (3) degradation from Rs. 70 to Rs. 20 were

all meant as punishmen® for Malar}miuistmhom Unfortunately for me, the circumstance
that I was a permanent Sub-Magistrate and Deputy Tahsildar of Mudukolathur had not
been brought to the PROMINENT f the Board. The Board were evidently under the
impression that I was only a sub pro tem. I_)epuby _1‘a.hsilda.r and Magistrate of Pamban on
Rs. 70, and they did not therefore consider it a serious matter that I was transferred to the
Vernacular Headclerkship on 18- 70. Their words are

' « It appears, however that owing to his not being fully qualifiel according to the pre=
seribed Tests, Rajaratnan Pillai has been removed from his appointment at Pamban WHICE
§ HELD SUB PRO TEM: T Vide para 1 of Board’s Proceed-

HAV T o
me SEEXS O BAVL 4 8th November 1892.

i iugs, .No. 7279,
: It is thus very clear on reading these two passages of the Board, that while the
Board have rightly understood that I was deprived of the powers and again degraded to
Rs. 20—all as punishment for Maladministration, they did not evidently take objection to &
double punishment. because they were not aware just then; (a) that I was a permanent
Deputy Pahsildar and Magistrate of Mudukqlathur and not a mere SUB PRO TEM. One of Pamban;
(h) that there wasan unintended rednction 10 my pay from Rs. 120 to Rs. 100, and again from

Rs. 100 to Rs. 70 ; (c) that there was at understanding¥ to give me Rs. 100 again on the next

vacancy ; (&) that the transfer to Mudukolatur in preference toPamban and the retention of my

the Mudukolathur Kstablishment t,hough doing duty ab Pamban were more as @&

gett,ing back Rs. 100, there being an expectation then that its pay was to

120 in the new scheme, and () that the shunt was not only a deprivation
1d, but was also an actual degradation in rank and pay (the pay being |
then raised, : all t.ha,t‘ the shunt was ultra vires not having been |
sanctioned by the Government as vequired by G- 0. No. 768, dated 2nd September 1893. !

ray first that even granting for a while that T am guilty of the charge

the same offence, viz., the degradation from

1 earnestly P 1§ okl ;

dministration, the onrth punishment 1oF
i : § d to all principles of justice that ome should be
d the same offence.

Re. 70 to Rs. 50 be cancelled, as it is oppose
punished so many times Over again for oue an

There is another reason too, why this punishment of degradation from the Vernacular
Head Clerk’s place Rs. 70 to Rs. 20 {now Rs. 50) should be cancelled. If I were found unfit
i d Magistrate for want of tact of administration,

to hold the place of a Deputy Pahsildar an
@ Board's Pro: Dated 27-1-88 No. 515,

Le Rs. 100 or Rs.
he Board he

as t
ol A to Rs. 120), and (f) above

%




—ton

wy T Tr vy

Ena g

"

6

it is no reason why I should not hold the place of the Vernacnlar Head Clerk on Rs. 70 in

the Colleqtor’g oﬁce—in which situation my work is entirely clerical and no administrative
or executive tact is needed.

I was never tried in that situation , &

: nd there is theref
B ain b shdntad ik, Har i (B> 50 ere 18 therefore no reason whatever why

2 14. .Unf?irggﬂs-—ﬂere L earnestly solicit the gracions attention of Your Excell-
ency in Council to the b ter and severe terms (Vide the words underlined in green ink in Enclo-

sure/J ) in which the Collector has, most unfortunately for me, expressed his desire or determi-
nation to get rid of me aliogether :

b 16 al and I most humbly and respectfully pray that Your
Excellency in Council will be pleased to see whether lsllxe recordsp disulosye I:m;’ such faults
against me as to render me a £ object for the Coilector’s dislike and severe determination.

» My honesty has never been questioned at all. In fact, no moral delinquency has
been even imputed to me. Only want of tact or discretiou has been stated against me.
Granting thatz the circumstances do prove me to be wanting in tact and discretion required
of a Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate (but the following paras will prove that I do not
deserve this charge too) yeb ip does not follow in the least degree that I am unfit even for
a Vernacular Headclerkship on Ks. 70, and that I deserve the Collector’s displeasure to
such a degree that he should have determined to get rid of me altogether.

The Collector’s refusal to allow me to join even, the post of Rs. 50 which the
Board were pleased to give me on appeal, and his proposal to leave me uuder suspension
till another new case was disposed of, and, above all, the Collector’s final proposal to diswmiss
me (whlch_ the Board fortunately negatived) show clearly that Mr. E. Turner had become
qmt,edpreludlced and determined aguinst me for reasons which can ouly be smelt from the
records.

Here I beg to be kindly excused if I express my feelings that, although I gdid
not then believe them in the Jeast, I have now reasons to think that there must have been
some truth in the trinumphant displays and rumours of the Port Officer, the Apothecary and
the Police that they had sown seeds of my ruin alveady through their

Departmental heads,
15. Under these circumstances Lpray first, I beg to repeat, that the fourth punish-
{ ment for the same offence (Maladministration) be cancelled first, and I be restored to the
| place of Vernacular Headclerkship on Rs, 70,

10 ‘ and then after a perusal of the followine
paras., explaining how 1 am not guilty of the charge of Maladwministration, cancel the other

degradation also (TWE FIRST THREE ITEMS OF PUNISHMENT BEFORE JUDGMENT ) aud the fifth, viz

suspension, and thus restore me to my permanent place of the Deputy Tahsild ois-
trate of Mufdukolathur( : i D g e

. with its present pay) from which I was improperly transferred without
| the sanction of the Government.

16. - Examination Rules—Unfairness of the applicability of—to my case—It has
been shown above that the real cause for ¢

en . Caus he four fold punishment was the charge of Malad-
ministration and not the Examination R

i ' ules and that these Rules only furnished means
readily for the carrying out of the Collector’s determination to

. r give me a long continued
shunt without a reference to the Government and without formulating any charges agaiust
me. “

I shall now show that grantin

' g that the real cause was the Examination Rales, yat
this in itself is not fair, .

(1) There were at least two oécasions previously when the Collector, the Board, the
Government or the Accountant-General could have raised the objection which the Collector

has now raised viz,, that I had not passed the Translation Test and therefor

g : e ineligible
for a Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s post.

(a) In June 18851 was appointfd subpro tem Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate
of Pamban and was confirmed in October 1886.

(b) InJune 1889 Iwas appointed subpro tem Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate
of Mudukolathur and was confirmed there after a trial at the end of that
year. (Vide Board’s Proceedings dated 5-12-89, No. 8553.) & ...~ £,

‘#

On neither of these occasions was it objected that I was not eligible for the post
of a Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate on the score that I have not passed the 'I'ranslation
Test. I was allowed tobe a permanent Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate for about 6
years and was allowed to draw its pay. Does not this amount to a waiver of the objection ?
If on those occasions the then rules did not require the Translation Test for the post of
Depaty Tahsildar and Magistrate, any subsequent rules cannot affect me retros
after I had been a permanent Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate for half a dozen y

pective ly
after I had drawn the permanent pay of the post for so many years,

ears an d

i

m—————

& 7

; lector was making arrangements
; September when the Col was : -
(2). o !892’ Ahﬁggis:hg;be’spposts there Wwas no necessug, 1t(xmtehew ]g;d;l:'ai-yaf:;-dy
to fill up the Stntld,nall'y tor making @ special inquiry as to whether s s i
of things, 1o° s tC(l))le;cut?y Ta.hsilti:ar and Magistrate for about 6 yea
been a permanen

‘ red for the post. -
Tests require T, Deputy Tahsildar anii Magxstra.{:gno: ggg&li%l;ﬂ:;ré
T being alreacy lv to be passive i. e., leave me a
all that ho e doizt;e;]ll:‘;;isnllgrf yThe unilll)tenbional degra'xidil.téosn would thus have been
. ® L 7 ) (B .
¢ wou};ic{:h:: 1?:6312:;1 iﬁ Board’s Proceedings No. 515 dated 2
cancelled, &

of
i tors power to pass over men
smment had given _the Collec _ e
B (_10ubt th?i Ggf‘:fsl::g give them the increase, but thxs'power ca:nnl(;zubetguI‘JNphat -
pmved inefficiency an \lw‘vhich I may be said to be entitled to the 1ncx:eafie !ﬁhere oAb’y
g lt)o rt?l c;?ulcx;ion of Pamban pay an increase t;already tgr:)vrﬁ::;le.r N
hud losh by B0 i < auiry into the circumstance as e e
B aF tho inqi ; hat e enemy or enemies Ol N
Sipaianacey v fact of the inquiry means that som : : .
‘ bt i ? ‘ust at a time when it was for me
tho Espmbast oot into the Collector’s head just a =
. t the examination 1n A : T by ’
put the idea of t ected restoration to my former pay, ) .
. Bl e F Poli di unpopularity and Maladm
to reapithe tORCLLS Superintendent of Police regarding my unp i s e
£ bl ot f th For the ends of Justice I shou
report Gt king in the mind of the Collector. [For : e e
s e Collector to explain the several accusations 1n iat Dim
fiven calles bydﬂ:let of Police before he represented my cas: tg tlﬁa eBlc:){a.erMi P
sl bupi:nﬁﬁ te;ﬁs as well as in the case of the report made Dy th
will be seen tha

ice i i my explanation on
I the Collector failed to do me Justice in not having sent for my exp
Collector, t |
them in the first m;tance.

i i ions (i.e., in 1886 and in
T 3¢ failure to motice on the previous two occasions .
o 00“80201‘“5‘::& uthe Translation Test, has been of very serious gg:llfsii?nl:i?on at
Wik tha.t_l o not En.sfer from Tellichery Rs. 120 to Pamban ?" {:n '1}12:,3513“03 I
e ]lf m(l) T;‘])c:ct;](‘)r raised the objection that I had not passed the 11
Pamban, the LO 0 A

gl 3 181 RS- 1.'0 Of
t 1er prOVlSlOD on

the el‘-()]e nleli .b]e the Boald would hao e ma |fome oi 9

.‘I r P’ Vv de me

1s. 100.
o Again when he ¢
would have been left at Pamban o i
o -holders, on
Rs. 100 elsewhere. s variably make provisions to present ho )
, ; spnment invariably P Col-
ST rliﬂf'stizfl%gvgflﬁl;es and if when the Pamban pa.{ :::ldreg:::%égi Pl(')o- ,
reductions of pay Ol:' aGO(,:;ern!nent to make some provision fot:dme, iy 1
Jector hi}d moved E e any other district or ab least in the Presidency S;. g Do g e
v.ded with Rs. 100 m llector Wwas making arrangements to fill up theld a lgonsijzlera.tion
1f, when the Co -i(;iigible under the Examination rules,_hu Shoﬁ "“ilon BT o8
trates places, he. foun;i (1)1}6 t],he Facts of my 115:‘;%9% been Eeducedtmut;heeo :le-xs]ment If this
of my long service, o d me the next vacandy,Jnade & rolerenae i ef m the Examination
Board having P""m's(e; vernment would either have exempted me fro 5 .
i ad already held perma
had been done the Olon e a6 Mudukolathur whi Y :

; g serv % ther place of Rs. 100 for me
rules considering my s or would have found some other i tance
nently for quards]?t ‘:,oz?:)ilczl certainly have done this, were 16 i f:sr ]t],};e lf;;?fllmzf the
elsewhere. The e Zc:l a very strong dislike.towa.rds i s}:mnt, iven me from the
that he fll:h{d lc?in;?gsm.atwn Thus it 18 a.lsc; e&tdgn&, lnl;ﬁb th(e exs-m‘:;en%) the pay of which
: o of Mala '."]eolu‘uoa.m_'p S E Wi
(i};:;g"Y Tahsilder apd 11;4(? g‘;s:;ait: ig;sgﬁca punishment meant for the Maladministration.

s. 120,

Q

1 i 1 jection, L
f dukolathur, if he had raised this objection,
onhvmeé}. nv‘foﬁ%dl\l{:v: : ‘t?e:n uprovided with some -appoiutment of

R

to ‘ :
s inati ted for the first time only
tocti .o of the examination was mooted 1 ‘ |
17, ‘he e On‘lt.ll'laj:is:g ”il;il come to the Collector’s notice and mnot till then. | *
S

after the charge ¥ Mamd:lniili"il cubmit here with deference and reluctance that the Exami-
{ use

i i Deputy
iy -e%0 b the means of removing me from the Depu
beg to be Ky is Collector with the y . the sanction
3"’“‘?‘?“ rules (i) [i\]l. fi:;‘x::’zdptgg ofoM(Tldukola.thur on Rs. 120 without askmg for the s
Pahsildar an ag - ERL |
Governments %) ir.—Perhaps it may be argu gains|
of the &0 rransfer from Pamban—Unfurrt FORFL S, { fhe Deputy B ’
that the Pamban P : dition to ic,ﬁt dxdtl x{x{g&;ﬁgﬁﬂﬂ g ame
and agiStmte’s i herefore my appointuient & permanelll)t n 168p8‘:5‘y was mnot in violation of
Jation Test and()that/‘cl?lrt;seSnlpel‘inhendent on Rs. 100 at Pamba ’
ais ot oL AL ithout my askin
H‘; g ;'“11193' s that my transfer to Mudukolat}]]!“; (:: %%“at‘}bg;‘zgeg‘io?n Cegta.iuly gI
g b4 intment_thete A | lly to be
o ifde:ent?: “g-angg'f:x? pi(}:nz:;n:.;]l I had known that 1 was eventually
ted to

—

for it, was UNFAIR
ghould Lave objec

~ fi-al!"" SR
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declared ineligible to hold Mudukolathur, The transf

) er carried no increase of pay at the time
but only an enormous increase of work., As, however, it was intended that I must have
the benefit of the eventual AccrETiON 10 1T 1. €., the expected increase of pay, to make
amends for what I had lost by reduction at Pamban, and as I did not know the objection
on the score of the Examination I refrained from objecting to the transfer.

There is another way of looking at the matter which will show that I have been

dealt with most harshly. When on account of the 4 -
Examination rules or otherwise to fill u e difficulty of getting ome competent by

3 : p the Pamban post, I had to be transferred back to
Pamban, why ‘;vas not transferred permanently to Pamban as I had been from Pamban to
f]}dh-ndullfzct’l'zrtzh'lll‘;s}; IIfw{);ll?ld b:ellll permanently transferred, and if Pamban post required mo
anslati uld not have bee i i :
v rul:a . The Odlocton n so easily shunted out from it, on the score of the

would h h oo P ap e
tion had been fully gone throngh and he ngf 1 ‘l"ld to wait till the charge of Maladministra

; ; ave given me the shuut from Pamban onl
after the fault was established. For the Maladminisgtra.tion, if proved, I would thus huv.g
been punished by a degrada.tlc?n 1 rank and by a deprivation of powers, only and the addi-
giosal pISRAIIRCRSS OF suspéRsion and degradation from Rs. 70 to Rs. 50 would have been
;t:%gl;mg:ttms sense my transfer from Pamban to Mudukolathur was in itself an eventual

19. Mr. Wynne’s letter of - is lai
Mr. Wynne’s letter of 1891.—I B N R O b

Brisloans: & . ; most earnestly solicit the gracious attention to it and its two
lnc.ossiu' S, herewith submitted, from which it will be seen that the SEfogtilinition are mostly
clerical.

In Appendix II1 to which I invite the kind attention of Your Excellency in Council,

I have fully proved that the several items reported against me by Mr. Wynne were clerical
faults to which the establishment (and ot myself) was answerable.

Granting, however, that I wag personally responsible for them, yet that matter
cannot be used against me now.

1st. Because the Board of Revenue who had evidently been convinced that mostfof
the items of charges were clerical directed the Collector to provide me with
an efficient gumastah and recorded a warning to be given me to the effect that
a repetition would entail a reduction, (Vide Board’s Proceedings No. 4291,

\ dated 24-6-91.) This WARNING WAS NOT COMMUNICATED TO ME AT ALL,

2nd. Because the Board of Revenue had, agreeing with Messrs. Pinhey, and Ayling
Acting Head Assistant Collectors thought that my office was undermanned,
and directed that a competent Head Gumasta be given me. This was xor
CARRIED OUT AT ALL.

In one word I may say the Board’s order on Mr. Wynne’s letter was not givenany
efect to at all ; and how could it be used against me now.

3rd, Because a repetition of similar faults has not been made out at all. On the
other hand it has been admitted in Para. 6 of Mr. Wynne’s memo that *“ the 2nd Inspection
in September showed a general improvement.”” It must be remembered that I joined Pamban
from Mudukolathur only in January 1890 and in June, the first Inspection came on, 1. e.,
1 had hardly been six months in charge of the office to be held responsible for the defects
in the Registers. The Head Assistant Collector himself says “ that the faults previously
pointed out have been to some extent remedied.”

This shows my capability of removing even these clerical defects of years, within
so short a time as about two months of July and Aungust that intervened these two
Tnspections. This improvement—remidy “ to some extent”’—of clerical defects of years was
effected with great difliculty at the cost of out of office hours with the assistance of the
Union Clerk, the Registration Department Clerk and the copyist. In my explanation on the
remarks in the Inspection Notes of the Head Assistant Collector, I said that the defects 77
were due to the unsettled state of the office and want of clerks as stated in para 6 infza an

not to my inefficiency. Hence the |[Board were pleased to direct the Collector to furnish
me with a more efficient gumastah.

It may perhaps be stated that the charge of Maladministration must be looked
upon as the justification for nusing Mr. Wynue’s letter against me now. This means two
things, viz., (1) that the Collector made use of Mr. Wynne’s letter against me after he heard
of the charge of Maladministration and (2) that the real cause of my degradation from Mudu-

kolathur Deputy Tahsildar and Magistrate’s post to a clerkship was more the charge of Mal-
administration than the examination rules,

S

9 9

Mr. Wynne’s letter and the charge of Maladministration be left out of account
1f Mrivyynn

‘ustification to pass over me Or more

- 1d have absolutely no jus 2

for a \Thﬂ:, tll:en(gorl;gctg;twfggm my permanent place fo’f Mtlll]du]g;l:éthtril; ;ndha}:’: s‘};[c‘)ixétg‘,l (éo

Propentys B2 8 aa -t o brought to his mnotice for the L

the examination bd}ifi:‘g]lm?er comgmitted 6 yoars or 3 years _befor?) that,db{hev;h;cf: oy

(;'rovernm;nt 31;‘:";1“&“8“ Deputy Tahsildar and M;gxibra.iie é)f Pagn1 :nps:; lgp o lgri
o L FE inabi ules, and that rew tha

e vxola‘mau éi:lﬁaefxf: [gﬁ?::()lna;' all. " T'he Collector did not choose to lay the case

sde 2

: tmh‘ i had determined to get rid of me alto-
g evidently because he ha ¢
bef(}):‘e Govt}all'r;a: l:ﬁi fMoglzgﬁirt?{stration had already been reported to him and that brought
gether as charg

train the old buried affair of Mr. ‘Wiynune’s letter. 1f the matter went before Govern-
on in its train

h as a O ‘ i i f persons ltmg in the ser-
men ere w eason to beheve, tha:t, in bhe.case o 1 p O .11 ;

i dr t,uallty le}(l’(?ltdjng ilIe office for WhiCh the test 18 reqmred, I WOllld either be
vice an ac

i t Vide GO. dated
i i i erally done, to pass the Translation test _
g 0r6%12v e;’hitélrln?zv:; lga%::drin tyhe case of one Sanjivi Naidoo, for 1q:£ance,a;vi.1;11e; glbe.a
e h istadar in the Chingleput District. Hence I beg to state w1h gi'e .
e Tahcllqdffe?elzce that the examination affair only furnished the Collector the plant.
anee an

i f Maladministration becomes
inistration.—Thus the question o :
i 20.& gao]ﬁal'd:: a factor calling into life again Mr. Wynne’s letter but also as the only
‘ftlhl:;ng)(;r?ﬁicrﬁ the ﬁzre-fold punishment. has been inflicted on me.
au

(1 Evidence—weak and insufficient.

ituti i iven i Head Assistant Collector’s
i astituting this charge are given in the .
N Tge (I::)l:;i?e}::isaﬁ()) dated 4(%1 October 1892. He went to Pa.mbha.n 43;11 tggbfé:f-—s-,:lfe
letter 0-(1 his veport is dated 30th September, perhaps.despa._tched on the s e
te;lnllver 2:iod 1tsa]aterxl by Mr. Francis to seal my fate being eight days, though the q
whole p i

occupied only half that time. | |
P As far as I am able to gather only the persons pamed in the margin Were
s

1. D [Ohn P"[[a,y 2 imu ill y- exam]ned b hlm and.t i )
1 v. wmi N.a.i<.100. 4, POnnuSawm, ba Sed entril' 17 on thel Statements Whlch Erlc 088. beg
3. G_Bl‘m J e. ) I I I

y
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Pillay most humbly that Your Excellency in Council will kindly |
1 .

it ; is’ lusions and whether

to w h depositions begr‘out_Mr. Francis’s conc i

';)e qu?lssi?ﬁed s((;(: tﬁgts},lt:r?g:lsleoi t,lriese depositions) in declaring me to be the cause of dis
1o 18 ]

order in Pamban.

(2) Irregular Procedure —The foot mote to para. 2 of the Appendix II will N =

i the
i iber d of me and procured my absence at &
: ncis deliberately gob 11 and .
show c{le;al:‘rli th:ibr;\ril- VBV‘;; should not there be an{) open inquiry, and what were t.he specific
A Ry g - absence.
z‘l:';?-oes a.gain(s}t me so serions as to procure my
D
i ime to ti sed must be
ia Lave ruled from time to time that the_a accuse
S ofaemitint o b allowed to be present when ev1denc3 is recorded
: i ol gue inst him and’he should be allowed to cross-ex-
1d be so proved in the presence of the ga'ms . ' : :
T o tuised and subject “‘;g‘:}ig;ﬁiﬁ;ﬁ?ﬂf amine the witnesses brought against lamtl‘ 'l;i:lae :lelseI
tion and so with other:m‘tnesses upon which fit, of this most benign rule was denie DO' g
gt by e':;xdi?::e category are built. was specially asked <o leave Pamban. Does no d
ac “,‘s;{t“g“ Jdated 5th May 1854, No. 421. mean that Mr. Francis had PREJUDGED MY CASE p.nd
ol lty ? And what was worse was, that the evidence obtaiue

hat Liyae i ini lanation thereon
robably thoug auE itted to the Board before obtaining my exp
Ender su(::[h mmuggiz:ggstgall)sessl?vr::ry bad us to be anhinderance to his procedure at the
and that 1 was suspo

inquiry. Is this fair ? 5

i ban

w . 3 is, I had lost all regard and 1pﬂuence at Pamban,

e acc%;i?gtht:rygt ht»l:‘:niil?ne of the inquiry be obstructive to Mr. Francis ?
pres

how CIO‘];]%- Tgpoint out with deference and reluctance, is an inconsistency.
R ST b Ak f Maladminis-
__Appendix II in which the charge o
(3. . CrOfﬂ?l}nzzﬁgu:i’ﬁ' s}ﬁ}:vp HOW VERY NATURATLY my case has become
een fu scus

i i bove.
tration has y not having been allowed to cross-examine the witnesses named a
y m

] i d b L -
e o 1 1 £ these depositions with
xt ma —A close comparison of these dep

o bl St 5 lgg; ccﬁxi:;ins mang matters of fact NoT CONTAINED
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tained inthe records but gathered by him ina table tal ’ “hi
g “h o : | .
October he says ““ he cannot hear” &e.. Can a hearsa; evidenf:‘; g:r:se(iloafg}:ifm:egsg oy

The sequel of the Appendix II will show that I had wors ies i
) t enemies in the Port
gﬁi‘:;gr-—an ‘Iiﬂu;'OpganthOﬂioer on Rs. 300 a month—the highest Government official at
amban': and ftzfso—m e local Apothecary. The local Police was also against me. 1 know
as.a matter of fact that these were availing themselves of each and every op ortunity to
say something againsé me to their own Departmental Heads, the District El: y d
the Assistant and Destrict Superintendents of Police. : o T
The Assistant Superintendent of Police who had certain i
his: own subordinates (Vide the Appendix) had his local informﬁti;x{ el::::a‘.i-o'f‘ﬁﬁ:{f; lg'f)rrfr:b':
Port Officer, whose: feelings towards me the Assistant Superintendent could net have known

then so as to reject his: informadi
exaggerated. : rmation as that of an enemy and therefore much coloured and

Similarly Mr. Francis who derived his first inf. i i

. ormati 18t~
anb Sypemntendenb(l should say) fell _himself into the same Ose’:.g ::stbnll:nft{:;:dth(e[ ﬁ:s‘-sttd
state in self-defence the bare truth) similarly in taking the words (extra official wordg) Of

the Port officer for the whole truth i
strong dislikes. ruth, not knowing at first that the Port Officer had his own

21. Enmities of the Port Officer a thecary
: : nd the Apo —Mr. Franci
f,ha.t because I did not pull on well m!;h the Apothecary and ﬁel’olice, l:—'umba.; Bv‘v:‘snct,l}::)?:
into the state of an anarchy. I leaveitto your Excellency in Council to judge
(I) Whether this inference is a proper one. :

O(n) Whether I amin any way responsible and blamable for their strong dislikes
ne thing may be said with certainty after the sad experience, i 3
os v 2 ence, z., 4

dislikes which the Port Officer and the Apothecary had couceiged for me ,W:iid- g::t:hi,?l;hégzg

to throw me out of my post rather than to throw Pamban into a state of >
fact,, there was no' anarchy at all. ; ' anarchy.” In

Bvery year there used to be fires in Pamban and this year t i

created fires accompanied with threatening notices of fire. Theyw'hc.lelu:-e;};(:-](-,l c:f ol\farth]?',gln‘(,’-e;
consists (leaving the paras relating to the quarrels apart) of a description of a Sel‘ie; of ﬁ!:';l:‘
This Incendiarism was the only remarkable feature of Pamban for the space of a month and
90 days, .., from 2nd May to 19th June. From this one circumstance alone Mr. Francis
infers that Pamban was thrown into the state of what may be termed an “ anarchy.” Instances
are not rare in which some district forms the scene of some crimes for some period. Dacoities
become rife in some parts of a District for some time—likewise Murders and Robberies form.
the horrible feature of the day in some District or parts thereof in some months. So in
Pamban, Incendiarism prevailed during those 50 days desultorily and created horror. Inall
such prevalence of any particular crime 1t is the Police that is generally and properly
blamed for the lax administration and not the Magistracy unless it is shewn that a number
of cases were let off thus encouraging the offenders. But it is an admitted thing that
the I"olice did not charge even a single case of Incendiarism and hence the whole laxity of
adzr}lnistration which encouraged Incendiarism must properly be laid at the doors of the
Police. One remarkable feature in these fires was that only those who had offended th
Constables had to pay heavier penalty for their sins. ¥y

: The Police is thus blamable for the disorderly state of Pamban i«
arism—even for its neglect of dutyin not bringing tyc; detection any cas:l.lsefl _?'(f;tligfz?ntile-
fault becomes worse when the Police themselves are suspected to be the rerrETRATORS or"rnﬁ
ceiyE. I am aware that I may 'be_ said to be now tasting the bitter fruits of my havin ;
expre?ssed frankly, pgrhaps indiscreetly, that the Police were the offenders Foz it is t.h{gs
that incensed the Police and the Collector the more. The Assistant Superinte-ndent of Police

seems to have taken it much to his heart that I ventured to bla i
e o Bobitndl neaony me his department of sucha

92. Mr. Francis (paras No. 9 ard 10) lays special stress on my havi
Police and on my having failed to prove it. The Board have, however, bzenaglftie?icigs:egiz}:’z
me of that blame by saying that my inability to prove against the Police does not meun that.

my accusation was false. I was prepared to prove it, but no one .
foot note to cl. 3 para 4 supra. " = ; no one wanted me to do so. Vide

. Proof against the Police.—Although it is generally believed, I shoul hat
{ bf&ll;‘d to prove lthat th? Police wit: gle offenders yet the following circnt,nstanc:sd:i‘;{;;o.w
. ere 18 ample proof against the Police for all administrati d i
if not for judicigl purposes. i o gn

——— e

il 0 e

persons named in the: margin

,.F:':‘",“'F"w': ;,.f'-a-—'r"’%'nr.—»'vv e

s 1

i3 _Mi. Frarocis: has: based: liis- report:.on the depositions of the
Qo idbactocs of para 20 supra, which form- the vyhole-reoord's-of"the inguiry
into, the charge of Maladministration. ‘Dhey prove that the Police were thie offendersas-1s

fully discussed. in the Appendix IL

(b) Gircumstantial Rvidence.—Mr. Franeis admits two facts viz., (1) that the

honges:of such persons as had made themselyes repugnant to the Police recently were

burnt
constables,.

(@)

Board’s proceedings; dated 7-9-98, No, 5189.

1f such proofs as these be not sufficient at least for administrative and executive

rposes: to blame the police for the prevalence of Incendiarism, they are at least hlamahle

tor laxity of Police Administratio_n in not haviog exerted themselves: in such a way as to
prevent the prevalence of such crima,

1 cannot be blamed because not a single case was laid’ before me.

93, When the crime was spreading itself (in an horrible form) and when I f.ound the
Police were at the bottom or at least tuer, I reported the matter to _higher authorities. IfI
Jiad: not veported the sad state of things, 1 might be blamable for omxs,sjon-T-I did report s:nd
tlius, very innocently tended to wound the feelings of the Assistant Superintendent of Police,
who' I am sorry to have to repeat wibh dgference, not ounly p_re]udiced the Collector but| also
inﬂu,enced,- the action of the Head Assistant Collector to a very great extent. If the
Assistant Superiotendent of Police or his Inspector turned upon the scene then 'and there
at my request, the other fires would not have occurred at a,l-l. It was the late arrival of the
authorities thab liad enabled: the Police: to cause otller- fires in the interim,

- 94, This Incendiarism taken away, there wa§ nothing extraordinary in Pamban 1n
tny days—Tt.was as quiet as ever or as any other place could be. 'There was nob the least
gensation—my straightened feelings with the Apothecary and the Port officer did not at all
hean divectly or indirectly on the general ::;t.n.te of the people of'Paml?nu. It was not their
concern to see whesher I was a friend or foe of the Apothecary, nothing depended upon: it.
My, Francis says there were factions. Thers was no such thing ab a_ll. There i.s no record
to show that there were factions : nor Was there any .ev.e,nt from which the existence of a
faotion may be inferred. Pamban cqntmued to be quiet as ever, BEFORE the fires began and:
aptEk they ceased .. after the Station House Officer and the Constables were removed.

95. Port Offieer.—Mr. Francis alludes to some acrimonious: tone of my corres-
pondence with the Port officer. Appendix 11 will show that there were only two occasions
an which L had to entertain OFFICIALLY 41 opiion directly opposite to that of the Port

officer. a

1st Occasion—The Sea Customs Superintendents used to conduct the Sarvey of .

Boats When I was officially asked by the Collector, if it was not, necessary to transfer
the work to the Port officer on the score of want of ability on the part of the Customs officials

4o do such worl, T expressed my opiuion frankly that I never experienced any such difficully

and that all I found necessary for the business was a commorn. sense and a knowledge of
Arithmetic. It is not unusnal to hear such differences of opinion between professional and

non- professional' Departments.

ond Occasion.—The Port Officer prosecated a few boatmen under- the Boat rules.

I had to let off some of them not on merits and ﬁ‘n.dmg on facts, but merely-on the technical
nd shat the boat rules did not apply. The District Magistrate was of the same opinion

as myself bub the Port Officer took these discharges mueh to. his heaxt and begaa, o CONCEIVE

A HATRED TOWARDS ME«

Tt will thus be seen that it was only on official matters (nay one official agd;t_heqther
- dicial) that I and the Port Officr differved aud there is noti a single act of mine pointed
gtt in my subsequent conduct to show that T in my turn, disliked. the. Port QM

1 was only sorry ghat for the due and conseientious discharge. of my duties, I should hawe

peen disliked by the highest European officer on the spot.

There is not a single instance quoted in which, this dislike affected my public
he pnblicﬁxa& no concern with it at all.

".
)
\dix [I shows fully my connections with him, ' There /"‘”’*M 7’ 13 0?' ‘
¢
4

duties, nor his: T

4 othecary.-—Appendix L1 :
were W@iﬁmsi‘ozs on which [ had to differ from him.

(2) that fires ceased: after the transfer. of the Station House Otmcer and’ some v,

The conclusion is inevitable that the police must: he the offenders vide: para 6-of the -
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15t Occasion occurred in § 13
{ : i epte .

| : plaint to the District Magistrate complginﬁbe:hﬁi% gne Nagu Aiyan presented a com- : ini i

1 Medicines and misappropriated his pr ntg T e Apothecary killed a pilgrim with bad I therefore pray thab I may be acquitted of the charge of Maladministration

{ (apparently under Sec. 202 of C"rimiualc‘]greocyéiiul-eh:a3 I:gea.d Assistant Magistrate referred it honorably.

i days. I did my duty and this irritated him ode) for inquiry and report within two Mr Wynne's letter can be revived only when there is a repetition of the same

3 ; B him very much as proved in the Appendix. A {'biou ;s made out and as the charge of Maladministration has been
| 2nd occaswn——_An accused in a Criminal ca : : cqnduct, an{l asllllo rep:l ;b Mr. Wynne's letter cannot be revived at all. It is shown in
¥ goncocted one and implicated the Apothecary’s n se set up the defence that the case was & disproved, it follows & s 111 that Mr. Wynue’s letter cannot affect me even if revived.

! it, 1 thonght it was not likely, as I coul a4 ny Y ba.me in the concoction. On the very face of clear terms in Appendix . ' '

,‘ position could have con aied f ¥y get«himo lie persuaded that one of the Apotheeary’s Here I beg to solicit attention t0 the benign rule of the Government of India

| defence, however, that I should fully sati self mixed up in that way. It was due to the : B s g quoted in_the margin,

7] . y satisfy myself on th T : = .+ however, of evidence of mrevious bad character requires great

B sons before my Court, likely to have known th 2 §omt. Before summoning the per. The aduuissits e lately in & petition that if one fault is taken as an evidence to the effect that the

i the witness box where they will be liable to;b e im.tter and before putting such persons mto c?ut:::iw: %::aﬁ{ﬁ punishment of a gmall fine expands into dismissal by a sort of past mlsconduqt shounld
1 (] q“estions, perhaps annecessarily, I wanted ﬁe asked all sort of nasty indecent and degmding ;n:nra.l gr(’)wth. It is certainly not uncommon for dismissing gtﬁeters to s?'pi(t);r: a ot be taken into con-
13 | ance of truth in the stor of the d irst to see whether there was the least a - weak cuse by reference ©0 previous punishments, {07 VT sy’ too slight for  gigeration in punishing

; l ith b bl defence. When one of- th PSS confidence that it roceived clove attention—G 0. 3rd December 1883 No, 2290. ol :

3 t Wth n:g on st?}:ne other business, Iput a few quasi Jn?ii-cit le persons happened to be a public servant.

{ ¥ side(::te eb:}lx):vi;f: rzolée:;d e:{fpthls’ﬁ!e- lost temper and instead zf gll:::ﬂ?:gs ntZ 1;}(‘:- :1;)]ect. 31. Before concluding, however, I beg to add a few words about my capacity for

b 3 - 7 - . s him - . . con- 5o h ter.

3 detailed in the Appendix : unnecessarily in the Court, he assanlted work and my charac

k1 : me a ” : s ;

& = - ’ ; I am of 28 years standing in the Government Service as detailed in the margn :

'i ! These are the only two occasions and in b 1 ' I was never found fault

kb bonafide. On the first occasion the Apotheca 45 oj:h of them I was dlscha?gin,g my duties EXTRACT FROM THE SERVICE REGISTER. with for any sort of mo- 5

: ‘; of my work as a Magistrate and my report a "IY rslll11§ted and obstructed me in the dischar ral delinquency at all.

1 There is & complaint SE mirden - A g:onii at;m fox-f it was not taken rotice of at a%l. ‘ 5 Dato of &ﬁﬁ;ﬂf“’zf Period The only charge that

bl upon to report within two days. He does 'ggt s%b ';’,nhi0 Iﬁogerty on which I am called Name of appointment- aY-lappointment |, o intment.| ™ each.  wag everbroughtageinst

{ N R ST e e e e e duing my fnoun

e e ye. u. 0. bency at Tellicherry was
il i ol v | 5y 187 | 2-00 o e
: k Similarly when I had an : Clerk Revenue Board Office L o e Lo that I was wanting in
R £ ] occasion to r . . "' : do. .| 25 1-1-67 10969 | 2810
i book, the Station House Officer, evidently' pro;;:;% ttl,l v fﬁ: ?cttﬁgczhe pghﬁe in_the Visit Aclc)gumant d:' : o T |8 10869 120 | 0421  courbesy. As an officer
and resists my powers, e, J X 757 TOHowe TN tonea Do. Local Fund Dept. Go- ¢ ig’;i 11‘;?‘.‘; ?‘é‘g of Customs, I was com-
2 : do. 0. 2 -9- - R .
) 97. Am Ito be blamed for it. With o i I e 5, 1B Lol 1 17.7-73 | 04017 ingin contact With m;}ny
hat if the Apoth . With greatest reluctance and deference I beg to add 120 olerk, Coitector's Office Malsbar .. |17 17-7 12 1255 | 2615 respectable people, Eu-
that if the Apothecary grew so rude against me and if the Station House Officer also did so, 1 Seo Customs Supr, Tellicherry, do. ... |120 1-2.75 2385 |10-1-1 ropean as well as Native

o was not becanse 1 was wanting in capacity and discretion but because they were :gcoln i 11; SR, e B 1160 g gy 128 1 imprhinte The Westora

: : - ; : ra : 0 2 10-46 Ao -8,

? to be nnruly seeing that the Magistrate and his Head Assistant did not strengthen my haf;s Peml;):.em :12 g: ﬁu 70 1-4 88 19689 | 1219 Coast people are remark-
B e ! : : y Dy. Tahe. & ~ub-Mags. Mudukol .thur ... | 70 19 6-89 1.1.90 | 0612 able for their great sen-
i . Adrfmt,lllnlst?&t:;on o -oF o e power—when the Collector omitted to take Sup-protem Soa Castoms Supt. and D 90 I P  L ie Ay pre 88

?:HQI:VO t]lf: s(:x o 2011:11‘88 :l‘zwcii?l ?m g);g;;; resistance of my powers, others were encouraged to Tahr. and Sub-Magistrate Pambun, - i i o4 a c‘liass extremely touchy
g and would not bear the
' 28. Th A di II il Furlough from 3rd March 1885 up to 11th October 1885. . 0-7-11 least indifferent tronke
" . e Appendix 1l, Wi show clearly. Under suspension from 3rd Septemer 1892 up 0 28th;ebru'\ry 1893. 0-5-26 ment. The Moplas ot

g ) » Leav forfeit: of full pay from 1st March 1893. £-9-0 ‘
(1) That there were but two occasions on which I had to differ in my opinio eme. N fF t the 1 ; the Westetit DS
officially from the Port Officer and there was no quarrel with hi M and proverbially known to take greatest offence 2 the least insult. In short, the feeling of
i that he unnecessarily disliked me for which I am not to bla R i  esontment is very greab in the native merchants of that coast. With all this, there was
e \ rot a single instance in which any native merchant felt himself dissatisfied with my treat-

= imi iy : | bi

g (2) Tl;zts:istt};gr(ran wgre(yi 'sgn;ﬂarly two occasions in one of which the Apothecary ! inent of him : : :
| ith tef 8 gt ® el g and dld. nob B";bm“’ himself to an examination " The Customs Aect and rules wore very rigorous on some matters and in working them
| wi bre erence to a serious complaint against him and on the other occa- f great tact was found necessary and I was yet very popular with all the merchants both
i sion he, Ln a private capacity and for a private 1maginary wrong, trespassed { Nautives and Europeans and I had established a character for politeness. It was only in two
| § into my house and assaulted me, and that these two occasions did not bare | individual cases, during the whole tenure of my office in Tellichery, that Mr. Ross happened

- upon the state of Pamban at all. '1 ¢ find fault with me on the representation of his acquaintance Mr. Gover. Mr. Ross

: chotight t at 1 was impolite t0 him becanse as @ matteriof necessity uu.der the Customs
cules and the Act I had to open and examine a package imported by him from a forexgn
i) especially that 1t.had not_been covered by an Invoice. If he took this to be an
oo polidoness, oue discharging his duties according to the best dictates of his conscience must
b guilty of such impoliteness. Similarly m another case an Buropean Agent to Messrs.
Hinde & Co., & friend of Mr. Ross was concerned.

= (3) That the Police were the perpetrators of Incendiarism which struck t i
i the minds of the people and that I am notin the least responsible fo(i‘r:%:t;n.

Thas it will be seen that if the Board had goue through my explanation carefully

! t];esil woulljd nol; illzlwg ax;riv%d ati é;ls;g conclusion they have come to as stated in paras 3 and 4
. of there Pro: eptember ;
It was only from these two singular iustances thab Mr. Ross was pleased to

' g TUnder these circumstances, the charge of Maladministration which i : lize and declare that I was wanting in courtesy, and I was transferred to Pamban.

: on these events falls to the ground. & Here I invite attention to tl;enr:vm;?];; 2:)’:') %ﬁzd]f ntlaeh; Aznf?r;:ethoughb there was no reductionb of pay and as by the transfer I got Magis.teria.l

f Revenne to the effect that there has been some © readiness to accept doubtful ch SRS owers also, it catisfied my ambition and I made no appeal. And besides it was a_District

press doubtfal points against P oEiboner® charges and ‘ T:vhich, during my stay there, 1 wanted to get a transfer from, even at the sacrifice of a

! 98. The Board were pleased also to note with ref h 'u e ded in Board’s Proceedi

- . o to note with reference to the Port Officer and th 5 Against Mr. Ross’s 0 inion of me recor in Board’s Proceedings quoted ale
= Apothecary that they were also to blame; but the Appendix will show that t 3 e %bmib in original a,s EncloSures, the opinions of Mr. Overbury and Mr. Buick. Yiousor K, A1, =,

: i hey are the ready, I beg tos s g P .

, ‘ only persons to blame and that I deserve credit for having done my work quite uncompro- 1t 15313 Mr, Overbury says: « During the 3 months T have been Sub-Collector at Tellicherry

i misingly and without caring for the smiles or frowns of my brother officers on the spot. many cases in which the CONDUCT AND capACITY OF the Customs Superintendent have been brought

| i question, have come before me. In all I have found C. Rajaratnam ACTED EXACTLY ACCORDING
| ro Law, and I am well pleased with the way he has discharged his DIFFICULT AND SOMETIMES

iy

st
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VERY TRYING DUTIES.” Again i
£ 5 . ain 1 1881 .
manner in which Raj/l'ra,ha ) he writes: 11
wam : 1ave : here
the UNIFORM CIVILITY HE DISPLA‘YS'seq: Onstoms 'Superintendentm;?gh ?l’!,easnre in @eshfymg to the
R . his-duties to the public wﬁosre:am;htarsi}e'd Re e 1
. r. Buick says “ Rai g ort to his office.”’
occupied that position duri jaratnam Pillai, 8 :
= uring , Superintenden 3 g
1878. OwiNG 10 THE uns&ﬁs:}&t‘?rm I was Sub-Collector tf:-’: Sfy!a Sastoma. et Tellicherry
CONSIDERABLE DIFFICULTIES in ad- n;)_‘c,‘f STATE OF THE Customs LT une 1875 til} November
my opinion SUCCESSFULLY.” mistering the duties of his ovt;i’ smc}?' rﬁmedle‘l’ i
- ce which HE ovERcAME iR

33. There are other simi
S E bt sey dubiod s 1 er similar records testifying
reg : Ifying ¢ :
: transfer to Pamban from Tz:é’l'ﬁz}“;hey are just now ugt agvaﬁ:lt‘ﬁ, efxcel]pnt way I had been dis-
b merchants or other perso ery, there was not a singl or use. After my undeserved
Wi Badediol M Catponzike Px’losu tr:.)sf(i)irtmg to my office hg;s:i %358 in whlchdmy treatment of
’ : cer and een resented abt as impolite.

and it has been ~ . - P
X proved that they are to blame, Mr. John Pillai, the Apothecary, are peculiar

34. Tt thus follows th
off one or two boatmen w S LA, because I was strict i , iyt
-, frankly on a general Quel;:ilonnk\{.r f Carlyon wished rc:nmt«:hceo(nlx‘:'d;a‘rgo T i
Assistant Magistrate’s order um]e etred to me for opinion an'llcb" or expressed my opinion
of a complaint of murder and mis{;,er sec. 202 of the Urimh;ul Pch?iI;usaCI e K
Ppropriation of property against therip:tt}fe 3 thedmlar/ter
: cary and L was

uncompromising in the di

g e discharge ¢

. of anybod wiak : . :

- Yhoty L haxe buer primdhed il mu)l’l;'il;;:‘les, caring very little for the smiles or frowns
nes over. :

35. Granting th
John Pillai, am I /1, to be worst, because I becam
’ e dect: e a personal enem f Mr. Car
place of M adukolathur to a ?:i?f:q'-fmm the permaunent Deputy ’li.ﬁsild;r(}rz:(]iygdn e
s 0. No. 768 dated 2nd Se n%l,l and that without the sanction of Guvermnent’t?sw:“es
(;5) to be again degraded fmrpn |n er 1893 ; (2) to be degraded from Rs. 120 t RS o7
Septamber 192 fo March 1893, treating the-petiod ab B it o iy oy from
‘Head Accountant of Dindigal a dentmg the period as suspension ; (3) to be S ‘from
to the necessity of learni gal and thea put (after 28 years ser \ ‘ posted as Taluk
, Y earning a new sort of work a ltogezhery ervice and in the latter age)
. i

Am I to be puni - : :
e punished e . :
puni in these manifold ways merely because I be

. it iy cnme an enem
s et ons Jinnd- Yotk BErv‘ants‘ {1k zf x;’rfur_‘)ml and Mr. John Pillai

ponsible for the due i, B are to be held strictly res- p"'Per]y because they b
every abuse of these powers i(;t(;'z'ﬂme:ff“”m“d to them—and to hate me for the due discl)a egal;
reast absolutely neces o entail severe punishment—it is ab my duties . arge o
y sary, both in justice to the individu.l and to sezviCe to?bAm I, .zfter 28 years
e sacrified for

the pnblic interests, that the s
f _ : rvants of G
be convieted on light and in o overnment should i
L g sufficient grounds—should not, “ela . mere
not be sacri- mour or storm raised b
y two per-

fied for mare clamour—mnor cau coe PO
] g ght by plots concocted i
ent 7, " 0 5 Hen
entrap them. Vide E. M. C. Dated 8th August No. 840, it H,:r\eqlu;?v'utmeisommy o
| ite attention to the s
. ; words
of thg Government of India as per
margin. ek

L1 8¢ . C d ev 1a (I['n!)le opinion of one or t m
‘;b A(r'nn am I 1() I)e Sa(:l']ﬁ e E()I t»he n 'e lllf v p WO ot~

The court had, in view the habi i
3 abit of dismissi i ieils i

DB it e T > b i sing native officiils in ni
s s A T L R o s o
0 : te: \ sse n very precise ch i e i
é‘::.e sa.n:ie disposition of r'mnd, however, on the paftpof Em‘c m gy S £ j;‘ th e ons
mer days led to the dismssal of mative subordi T el g i e Bl ras i
o g e A %cepmum; : ubordinates on slight charges now too of the Board y :
¥ of evidence as establishing serious charges. too read | ‘wew (’UI,V
ges. ady “ to accept

@, 0, 3rd December 1883 No, 2290
press doubtful points aguinst Petitioner.” SRR
I leave it t i i | :
s }lav?ll:o;gefdic:]}\?:c% a:n]yCmmc:ll to cogsider and decide whether f r the
oo T R r, Carlyon ouce or twice and Mr. Jol illai twice 1 '
years, it is fair that an old and faithful servant whose inteof;lit;,lll;; tx;m iy
grit ever (ues-

tioned even in the most tempti
S s . p _mg offices of the Customs Department and Magistracy, should
)

37 » I h(‘ degl aﬂlat")“ 1;() tthe l @ lllq I lead l‘( (;()“nt(lnt place means in m ’ cAaSe an even-
t;"a C()lllpll]SOI y etl!‘em T 3 lf n tl aism S‘"dl]o u = t o t-) 5 I >
l 'Y T e t’ 0 l SMISsE l; or (l ring ]le’ie 8 ears ()i I") service was

| neve t t q « . a
A - ‘ llq

He wounld necessarily be an old servaat
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38. The (Collector whp never

red with or without re
Jamabandi accounts are q
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ason to be unfit. The administrative Land Revenue
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! i fit for it.
Head Clerk, says * # s vk as Taluk Head Accountant would bring on me Worse
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evils.

none and ye
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fraid wo
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(2)
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(6)
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m Rs. 70 to Rs. 50 be cancelled.

That my degradation from my permanent place of Deputy Tahsildar and
Magistrate of Mudukolathur be cancelled.

That my degmdation fro

That I be allowed to join that permanent post of mine on its present Ppay

Rs. 120,
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in the same way as

That m
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Boards Pro:
reduced to Rs. 70 in the re-organization of the Sea-Customs Establishment.
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