


Gobernment 118971 of Fladras,
LOCAL AND MUNICIPAL.

—————

G.0., No. 2115 M., 27th September

SEPTEMBER.

Bill Collectors.

Stating that the practice of entrusting — with more bills at a time than they can pre
a single day is 1 jecti Y ) IV

to see that the instruct: of Grovernment in this respect are




Reap—the following paper : —

From F. C. HARRISON, Esq., Officiating
to Government, Local and Municips
17th September 1897, No. L.F.D.—403.

With reference to paragraph 2 ofGO.
1897, T have the honour to forward herewith co
August 1897, with its enclosures, from the Ck

A ] 1 B, 5 i : bﬁ. H
okl e gogmiad VoA s
0. 438 M., dated the Sth March
ter, o, 1000, dated tho T4

e, Municipal Coumei,
from which it will be seen that o decree has been isuéd against the abeoendr ]

collector for Rs. 105-3-6, together with costs Rs,
the surety has been dismissed, mainly on the
part of the municipality. s

2. Itis not stated in the judgment how the smnoi.ﬁa 1054’-3—6 is made up, orp‘& 4

50-4-8, but that the suit against
d oijpg’mtribntory neglect on the

: what grounds the balance of the amount stated to have been misa. iat :
: rejected, but the probability is that, though the r ity hngI;"P“I ]];d;uh;:m |
: loss of Rs. 256, only Rs. 105-3-6 could be brought bill-collector ol
Even this sum there is said to be no probability wvering, and it therefo e
with Government to decide whether any, and if so what, amount should be made
by the office establishment through whose carelessness the frg

fraud -
ble. The Chairman admits that the misappropriation y Mhmﬁ fFadened o
of making over the whole of the bill and warrant } the bill-collector é:a::"e 2
instead of in batches as required by paragraph 12 of I . Stokes’ memorandym °°(i
: as repeatedly enjoined by Government in sﬁbaqqmt orders.! : 2

8. In his first letter on the subject, dated the 3rd Aggust 180 f
man stated that ho had taken steps to prevent the recu _jﬁe“g"'“am g bizel aen Chisie
for the future, from which, it is understood, that he putg stop to the ements
tice above referred to. If so, he a})pears to have doneal] that was ndmgeece TOus prac-
respect, but as the incumbency of the appointment bas ap tly b:;rym that
changed, there would be no harm in again urging on the counel the recently
strictly following the prescribed procedt : . ¥ Decessity of

4. In conclusion, I would drawuttenhon toa- i £ £ 7
“behalf of the surety, as to non-lisbility owing f' ;m‘:‘teﬁ_l_‘gflzlfz adranced on
from one division of the town to another subsequent o the execution of tlh collector

bond. It is true this issue was decided in favour of VAR e security

it would be well if all security bonds were modified , Do municipality, yet, T thiny
legal objections of this nature to be raised for the futyre

G. 8. FORBES,
. Becretary to Government.
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Bill Collectors.

iy Stating that the practice of entrusting — with more bills at a time than they can present in
~ a single day is most objectionable ; and requesting the Municipal Council of Calicut, with remark,
o see that the instructions of Government in this respect are strictly followed for the future.



uhdmm ﬁoiﬂi‘e suggestion made
 letter, which should be carefully

G. 8. FORBES,
+91 S Secretary to Government.

ant-General, to the Secretary CEREN Ry y &
to Government, Local and Municipal Department, dated Fort St. George, “;%mdm of Malabat: -
- 17th September 1897, No. L.F.D.—4 -t gl gk ' Chairmen of Municipal Councils. - ‘

1897, I have the honour to forward herewith copy of letter, No. 1609, dated the 14th
August 1897, with its enclosures, from the Chairman, Calicut Municipal Council,
from which it will be seen that a decree has been issued against the absconding bill
collector for Rs. 105-3-6, together with costs Rs. 50-4-8, but that the suit aguinst
the surety has been dismissed, mainly on the ground of contributory neglect on the
part of the municipality. | |

2. Tt is not stated in the judgment how the sum of Rs. 105-3-6 is made up, or on
what grounds the balance of the amount stated to have been misappropriated, has been
rejected, but the probability is that, though the municipality has actually suffered a
loss of Rs. 256, only Rs. 105-3-6 could be brought home to the bill-collector concerned
Even this sum there is said to be no probability of recovering, and it therefore yeoth
with Government to decide whether any, and if so what, amount should be made good
by the office establishment through whose carelessness the fraud was rendered possi- _ .
ble. The Chairman admits that the misappropriation was facilitated by the practice v
of making over the whole of the bill and warrant books to the bill-coliector af once ‘
instead of in batches as required by paragraph 12 of Mr. Stokes’ memorandum and
as repeatedly enjoined by Government in subsequent orders, e

8. In his first letter on the subject, dated the 3rd August 1896, the th, ir-
man stated that Mdk_,takm steps to prevent the recurrence of such embeezlelgnh:;:s
for the future, fggmxhlg%#_lt 1is understood, that he put a stop to the dangerous prac-

ice above referred to. If so, he appears to have done all that was necessary in that
respect, but as the incumbency of the appointment has apparently been ‘recent]
 changed, there would be no barm in again urging on the council the necessity of
strictly follg:r% the prescribed procedure. ' | y
4. In conclusion, I would draw attention to a point in the p] .
behalf of the surety, 'as to non-liability owing to the transter of o g e
of the securit

from one division of the town to another subsequent to the execati
bond. l I%isﬁtrﬁe i:glm issue :;sdémdad in mn} of the mnnici:;a](;ltly, bet Thag
it would be well if all security bonds were modified 50 as to render it 2u.) :
leﬁzf 0‘)} qbtibﬁﬂ »95 his n?!???? , as to render it Impossible for

8 e raised for the future, 2 Uposs
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g ' Bill Collectors.
: » 2 : Stating that thgnotme of énfrusting — with more bills at a time than they can l};rese’nt in
' : a single day is most objectionable ; and requesting the Municipal Council of Calicut, with remark, '
i : : P : ThaE to see that the instructions of Grovernment in this respect are striotly followed for the future. "
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'LOCAL AND MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT.
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Rean—the following p«‘iper“:--{'-f.'1 \ « . " i
; From F. C. HARRISON, Esq., Officiating Accountant-General, to the 4 hrinih: 3
sl .. to Government, Local and Municipal Department, dated Fort St.sem Funicipal Council, Calicut, :
. . - 17th September 1897, No. LE.D.—402. throogh the Collector of Malabar.
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~ With reference to paragraph 2 of'G.O., Mis. m%lﬁ,dahd the 8th March
1897, T have the honour to forward herewith copy of letter, No. 1609, dated the 14th
August 1897, with its enclosures, from the Chatrm an, Caliout Municipal Counci
from which it will be seen that a decree has been issued against the absconding bill
collector for Rs. 105-3-6, together with costs Rs. 50—4-8, but that the suit against
the surety has been dismissed, mainly on the ground of contributory neglect on the
part of the municipality. ; ' o8

2. It is not stated in the judgment how the sum of Rs. 105-3-6 is made up,orom it
what grounds the balance of the amount stated to have been misappropriated, has beem . ji 4t
rejected, but the probability is that, thou%h the municipality has actually ;uif whees e}
loss of Rs. 256, only B.s 1(}5—'3—-6 could be brought home to the bill-collector i
Even this sum there is said to be no probability of recovering, and it therefore roullt
with Government to decide whether any, and if so what, amount should b6 made poodt: 1t
by the office establishment through whose carelessness the fraud was rendered byl
ble. The Chairman admits that the misappropriation was facilj possi-

‘ tated b i
v ing over the whole of the bill and warrant books to the bi]l-collyecttl;i &m:;le?
ma. klll )

instead of in batches as required by paragraph 12 of Mr. Stokes’
as repeatedly enjoined by Government in subsequent orders. T an g 1

3. In his first letter on the subject, dated the 8rd August 1896 th :
1 man stated that he had taken steps to prevent tha‘reeumgn}leo of such :mﬁez;lle(;hmg
1 ~ for the future, from which, it is understood, that he put 8 8t0p to the dangerons 1en
tice above referred to. If so, he appears to have done all that Pprac-

respect, but as the incumbency of the appointment has appa;;il;%mry in that
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changed, there would be no barm in again urging on the . recently
strictly following the prescribed procedure. =~ = council the Decessity of
34 4. In conclusion, T would draw attention to a point in the
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behalf of the surety, as to non-liability o to the transf 008 on
5 from one division of the town to aqothzr &Wm to the i oiiotxlﬁ) fb:llxl collector
bond. It is true this issue was decided in favour of the 'nnicle’n o ete ;e:ll)l.]?lnty
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