


Proceedings of the Madras Governmeni, Revenue Department,
1st November 1864. :

A

No. 9. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 23rd September
1864, No. 6,280 :—

Read again letters from tbe‘Collector of Tanjore, dated 17th May, 21st June,and 20th July 1864.

Read also the following letter from W. M. CADELL, Esq., Collector of Tanjore, to W. HUDLE-
: STON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Vellum, 20th August 1864,
No. 282. :
{1 have the honor to eply to the Board's Proceedings of the 25rd July and of the 8th
ingtant, in the matter of Kondul Row, Tabsildar of Sheally, and to submit the detailed proof of
his misconduct, as required in paragraph 1 of the latter Proceedings.

9, Before doing so, I deem it a duty to myself, as well as to the office tggwhich I have been
appointed by Governument, to protest in the strongest and most emphatic manner, at the treat-
ment which I have received from the Board as to the fact of Kondul Row's being or not being
able to live in his Cusbah. The Board, in their Proceedings of the 23rd July, paragraph 2,
observe that the Collector should have established the point (viz., of the Tahsildar’s not being
able to find accommodation in his Cusbah) by direct inquiry, &e. Now, with all deference to
the Board of Revenue, I must submit, that, if after a residence of upwards of twelve years in this
District, and after being its head for nearly five, I am unable to offer a correct or trustworthy
opinion on 3 question of this nature, and if I am to be called on, on every occasion, judicially to
prove every thing on which I may have to report as a matter of fact, it is simply impossible that
the public sorvice could be carried out. If I am fit to be placed at the head of & District, I must
maintain that the facts, which I from time to time have, in the discharge of my duty, to lay before
the Board must be accepted as such and not ignored or questioned.

3. The Board are aware that Sheally has been the Cusbah of the Talook ever since the
Province Was ceded fo us, and it is a fact beyond all question that, for upwards of sixty years,
every Tahsildar has resided within Sheally or its suburb, Tadalan Kovil, and when it is remem-
pered that these towns comprise a population of upwards of 5,000 people, and further when it is

? ; considered that Kondul Row himself is a native
v&;&:bl:;-it;l:(fﬁ:ﬁo:y?lzfget,tg:télssla;t:g g:ﬂsz’;";:f‘}g;f’“ of the former place, I must again submit that
* his denial that he can find accommodation there,
is a positive falsehood, and that on this ground only I am perfectly justified in recommending
that be be removed from office. Ifa subordinate is thus openly to be permitted, not only to set
¢he orders of his superior at defiance, but to support that disobedience by positive and wilful
falsehood, it is beyond question that all subordination is at an end, and I cannot be held respon-
sible for the administration of the District. : h

4. With regard to the charge brought by me against Kondul Row, of his unfitness to hold
the office of Sub-Magistrate, I would beg to draw the especial attention of ‘the Board to the
correspondence noted in the margin, From this

; i h April 1851, : :
%:::{ 1;;«;:: e&?g%:tiiiwzgt%oﬂ;iﬁssﬁm g the Board will perceive that Kondul Row then

Session Court, 28th April 1881, very narrowly escaped dismissal fro i
Lo B ings Sersion Court, 10th May 1851. a b rom the public
From Joint Magistrate, ’ﬁ“‘ gaszy 1851. service for wantonly, and in defiance of the orders
i urt, 16th Ma 1. : - sgs :
g:,,?:;li%;scgeasion%ourt,ywth May 1851, of the Joint Magistrate, committing a case which

To Board, 16th June. e e S o trumped
From Board, 3rd July. : : :
To Bowd, 1368 foif (8T up by bimself as head of Police, and it cannot
L but be admitted. he was most leniently dealt with,
After his restoration and in the year 1855, Kondul Row was again reduce.d by Mcr. Forbes to
the lowest grade of Tahsildar, viz,, Rupees 85, and in which grade he remained almost uninter-

ruptedly, till the introduction of the new establishments, and when his services were dispensed
with. '

5. Subsequently and as has been shown, he entered the Police Force in the Trichinopoly
DistriC*. and which situation he was required to resign, vide Mr. Cox's letter of the 30th July
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last. T observe I have stated in my 1

Ry ¥ letber of the 17th May, that it was is i

it ke o o e Ty oty sy

e i e ing Superintendent of Poli i

confirm my statellib:rlxlt. ha;‘rsol;c:h]eft the D‘istrict, but if he wereP (:;:'11:1::1;:“:!; (}iamp: ellil.

AL, St e s ef[;;oceedmgs, however, which are now submitted tz “;30‘:“&

AN et e to om‘iul Row’s character have not been mis-stat :i ed if th

g At d e 0 qulestxon t}.xeir correctness, I would beg to re;e; a:h l tte

kS ot e enera _Of P?lnce. But setting this aside, it will b . h ot
ve connection with the Police was by no meau; volunltary Z:(;:: Pt‘“:'

8 Wi
With regéd to the conduct of Kondul Row

express orders of subsequent to his re-employment on the

e Bo
gentlemen under whom ::d;]::;:f todf'orw“d copies of the complaints made against him by the
of the Board to the fact, that in lhme m?e]y served. I would beg to direct the especial attention
Mr. Plumer and Mr. H’Ope the i er.o instances of abuse of authority now broutf)ht to notice by
Row’s malice in 1851, an:l foi “:vdhl.vlt:iual referred to is the same as was the vicav.im of Kondul
cannot but think that if the Board “3 he then very narrowly escaped being dismissed, and I
Kondul Row’s career int af WIl! calmly and deliberately take the who;e circumst;nces of
o consideration, they can come to no other conclusion but that his

7. Perhaps and : 3
N ’ co
disposed to allow him to r::;l‘t:“gl;the lef\gth of Kondul Row's services, the Board may be
must, with all deference Sme'::h e pension to which he may be entitled under the rules, but I
donidoet of {ie olles ft;r : 1t that t.zfter what has been shown to have been the character and
y years past, it would be a mockery of justice to retain him in the posi-

1on o 'Mﬂ 1§ y p S W h‘ch

8. I am very unwilli - :

Board, and I can azs“::;llllltgt;gm; to appear in the position of questioning a decision of the

on the subject ; but placed as I at I am most reluctant to request them to trouble Government

still insist on_keeping Kontls 1 ;,m. I.do !.lot i tlow this can be avoided, and if the Board should

has been brought to Dtheir nut' ow in bis position as Sub-Magistrate, notwithstanding all that

wherehe likes. and Ao, otice, and 11: that officer is to be permitted to do as he likes, to live
) solently and knowingly to defy and set at nought my express orders, I have

really no alternati
tive but to re :
Gt quest that this correspondence may be submitted for the orders ©

Encrosure No, L

AsstrAcT.—Co fial
No. 310. Py of ‘a letter from the Session Judge of Tranquebar, dated 8rd May 1864,

Excrosure 1 in No. 1.
AsTrRACT —~Deposition from Kondul Row.

Excrosure 2 in No. 1.
AssTrAcT.—Deposition from Rama Row.

Excrosure 3 in No. 1.
AspsTrACT.~Deposition from Saminatha Chetty.

Excrosure No. 2.
ApsTracT.—Translation of an order to Kondul Row, dated 20d April 1864, No. 97.

Excrosure No. 3.

Anstract.— Translation of an Urzee from Kondul i
dated 3rd May 1864, No. 126. x ondul Row, Tabsildar of the Sheally Tal?ok.
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Proceedings of the
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" E~crosure No. 1. .
an Extract from the Proceedings of the Sessions Court in the Zillah of

ApsTracT.—COpY of
he 7th April 1851.

Combaconum, under date t

ExcrosurE No. 2.

AsnsTrRAcT.—Copy of a Memorandum on Sessions Court’s Extractof the 7Tth April 1851, dated

25th April 1851. i
: Excrosure No. 3. : :
r.—Copy of a letter to the Session Judge of Combaconum from the Magistrate,

ABSTRAC
dated 28th April 1851, No. 61.
Excrosure No. 4.

AssTrACT.— Copy of an Extract from the Proceedings of the Sessibns Court in the Zillah

of Combaconun, dated 10th May 1851.

Excrosuze No. 5. - P
ApsrrAct.—Copy of a Memorandum of the Joint Magistrate on the Session Court's Extract,

dated 14th May 1851.

Encrosure No. 6.

AgsTraCT.—Copy of a letter to the Session Judge of Combaconum, dated 16th May 1851.

Encrosure No. 7 £
r.—Copy of an Extract from the Proceedings of the Sessions Court in the Zillah of
under date the 19th May 1851.

Encrosure No. 8.
dated 16th June 1851, No. 93.

ABSTRAC
Combaconum,

AsstracT.—Copy of a letter to Board,

P
Excrosure No. 9.

AspstrACT.—~Copy of a letter from the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to the Collector,

dated 8rd July 1851.
7 ExcrosurE No. 10.
Asstract.—Copy of a letter to Board, dated 12th July 1851, No. 110.

Encrosure No, 11.

Apsraacr.—Copy of an Extract from the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 31st

July 1851

Encrosure No. 12,

Ans'kxAcr-—Cbpy of a letter from the Assistant Collector in charge of the Head Assistant

Collector’s Office, Tanjore, dated 12th lJuly 1864,

Excrosvre No. 13.
Aspstract.—Copy of a letter from the Acting Sub-Collector of Tanjore to the Collector,

dated 30th July 1864, No. 146,
ExcrosurE No. 14.

AsstrAcT.—COPY of a letter from the Acting Superinten

30th July 1864
1. Ordered that the above pap

Mr. Cadell, in his letter dated 17th M -
Tahsildar of Sheally, should be dismissed from office for misconduct an

Magistrate- g s ]
9, The Board, in Proceedings date

to reduce Kondul Row to the lowest gra

dent of Police, Trichinopoly, dated

ers be submitted to Government with the following remarks.

ay 1864, No. 162, recommended that Kondul Row,
d unfitness as a Sub-

d 17th June 1864, No. 3,610, authorized the ACollector

3e of Tahsildars, as a punishment for having habitually -

4
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his charges 3gainst the Tahsildgy, 1

3. Mr Cadell in hi
: : s letter, dat
stating that the Board had ‘PP"enifyﬁ:::?m’ 1864, No. 218, objected to the Board's decision

subject i i
: jec of1 ;m ﬁr_Kst ;-ep{,rt, as, ight altogether of the main facts which formed the
~—Kondul Row’s direct di :
and kis wi - ebediones of ' i
8 wilful ang Positive falsehoog i‘:: 'beﬁgzll:t:; : ordl:r in r;f:sing to live at
Stal could not find accommoda~

his Kusbah,
tion there.

n attitude t : of his ¢ injustice.
‘a'!‘m Qa““;lt);:e M and Hudleston, owards the Police, as frequently bm{:l:ni::?i:?:; :ieute-
. “4th.—His anteceq

int , ents and s

h: ne;lvI P(glce force, Previous bag character both as a Tehsildar and a8 80 Officer
v » Mr. Cadell also stateq

of pexjury before the Sessions (;o:::: :tﬁ

ot against K .
“ by a former Session Jyg ondol Row ; first, that he had been oY

g8, Mr. Scott, to be dis;’ secondly, that he had been * recommende

Was suspended for s 186d, and that after s somewhat lengthy

3 5, He, tberefol.e s“bmi X month"u

« :{ow to be, unprineipleq ant;ej that “the retention of an offiver Jul

“ yrannical and Oppressive to hj nfcmp_“l"“. insolent and ’ '_‘05 as I have shown Kond®

5 to the office he holds, but g} ‘ l“f"_l’lora. is not only suly m’flb"ﬂimlh to his superiors, f"d
Pla;ed.” 3180 a positive injugtice to the ;:'I:;e 0: all discipline, and delr‘:mi‘s

The Board » @ of thé Talook over which he
falsehoodn could not b g.ain:t Kondn;”;::u}y 1864. No. 4.667' ﬂpllinod in I'Bl.fd to the
third, and foprth © Sustained on the evidence l.:idk}: :;u having wld * g wilful and posifvi"
ore the

Board ; in regard tothe 00“’“,"'

fore the B oard any eviden?‘ s
complaing, viz,, that the Tahtll'

t Tranquebar, that it rested ¥
and not the Board.

int
support of hig: COmI:l: :t.s that the Colle

. ctor had fajle
had wilfully given false o

3 and in regarq 4
ider 0.the new syb;
the Sessi Vidence bef, subject of
N Pretge to deal with o rovidon yrilons Court
_ f+ Yrevious to the . that king
dNecusmn on the first 'epor:ec;,pt of these Py dings )
0. 249. 1In this e A ¢
s tter he st
again brought to noy
% ; ce that :
important order sent to him bly(‘;:dul Row took no :::::l;:f his first l'eport, Mr. Hopeof
® “May bave” g i r, Plumer, the Acting Sub atever, for fourteen months Ea
graph 12, r. Hope's Words—vige “ had b u 'CO"QCKO[, b’ which n,‘m‘ th -
: 8apra pary,. een® congiderable loss of public revenue:

He. also juf .
.® 4180 ioformed the Board that it W M
e the. Ist proximo ; and ‘otention to weliove Kondul Row from o
mOoving him,” the magser = ;:qﬂested that, * if the Board had any doubt of
'81t.be submitted for the consideration and Ord¢"®

d to lay be

office of Tahsildar fr
the Propriety of re
of Govemment.

8 1
u reply the Boarg (in Proceedings gy

Cadell that
e wag ted i %
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) hey authorized him

] ecti 3
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Kondul Row toan inferior grade, if be could yeb
5 of Kondul Row. as would warrant his dismissel-
W rd certain evidence in SUPPO™!
50 far back ag 1851, and sub “ P.l’ls.tlph 5 he refers to a charge brought against Kudﬂl
Wiis copies of the pepers connected therewith, In this o
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__He therefore requests

'

>

-

P~

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, &
1s¢t November 1864.

A oA AR A PO AN R S

P

the Tahsildar was accused of ¢ most oppressive and illegal conduct” in his Magisterial capacity,
under the authority of the Board of Revenue, suspended for six months.

10. Paragraph 5 refers to the circumstances under which Kondul Row resigned his office
in the Police Department in 1861. According to a letter addressed to Mr. Cadell on this subject
by Mr. Cox, Acting Superintendent of Police, dated 30th July 1864, Kondul Row was found to
be ¢ careless in his work, and useless ag a Police Inspector,” and was required to resign the

i + having given satisfaction.” i
Pahc:lx.mtll:l parigg;aph 6, Mr, Cadell refers to the c(.mduct of Kondu.I Row subsequent Fo his
re-employment in the Revenue Department as Ta?)sxldal': of Sheally in 1862, He submxtg on
this subject two reports, the one from Mr. Hope, his Assistant, dated 12th July 1864; and ‘the
other from Mr. Plumer, his Acting Sub-Collector, dated 30th 1dem.' ; ;

12. Mr. Hope brings to Mr. Cadell’s notice * the very negligent and remiss m?.mner in
« which the duties of his office are performed by the Tahsildar of Sheally.” He specifies two
viz., one in which it appears that Kondul Row delayed for fourteen months to promul-
Revenue Department prescribing the rates at which second crop-land was to
be charged, in consequence of which neglect the Government © may have” sustained considerable
The Tahsildar’s defence in this case was apparently that he had omitted for fourteen months
to give written orders on the subject referred to, but had given verbal orders.”

13. In the second case; the Tahsildar was charged by a person pnamed Kuddivasul Ramayen
with having issued a warrant for his apprehension as a Revenue defaulter, the day after having
illegally attached his property, and that * the warrant contained instructions .to the Peon to
s leaving Sheally, and in the event of his refusal to pay the demand, to quarrel with
a Magisterial complaint against him.” 1In this case Mr. Hope expressed an opinion
that the complaint was ‘‘ on the whole” well founded, remarking that however bad the
« Petitioner’s general character may be, the Tahsildar had no right to attach his property on
until the 1st of the month, much less at any time to issue such a warrant as

What answer or defence was made by the Tahsildar to these complaints is

and was,

instances,
gate an order on the

loss.

€ prevenﬁ hi
« gnd bring

« gecount of arrears
»
¢ that referred to.

not stated.

14, Mr. Hope concludes by stating that repeated instances have occurred in which it has

ary for him ‘¢ to check the Tahsildar for his neglect (in some case even disobedience)
and for the vexatious delay which he causes to parties in cases pending before him."
Mr, Cadell will ¢warn” the Tahsildar, « with a view to the better perform-

been necess
¢ of orders,

s duties in future.” ; ‘
The letter from Mr. Plumer is in reply to a letter from Mr. Cadell, calling, as it would

to give his opinion in regard to Kondul Row's character as a Tahsildar.
hile under his orders, was, as & Revenue Officer,
« was very badly and carelessly done,” so
the higher authorities as utterly

ance of hi
15.

n Mr. Plumer,
;\;T,I,’loumer reports that he found Kond.ul R.ow, W
active and energetic, but that his Maglstem;? work
that at one time he was on the poinb of repm“tmg Kondul Row to
6t to discharze the duties of a Sub-Magistrate. e : i
16. Mr Plumer further reports that Kondul Row la.xd himself open to grave suspicion 1n
‘ ds Kuddivasul Ramayen, by his having released this person wb?n bro_ught
dy, and allowed bim to go to Tranquebar on the plea that he was gick, though
rand a half Kuddivasul Ramayen had been residing in Ka,re.cul ¢ to prevent tbe execu-

i ye? entence of imprisonment passed upon him by Mr. Morris.” Mr. Plumer blroug.bt
e duct on this occasio.lx to the notice of his successor, ar}d had he .remamed }n
« should have made a very strict investigation 1nto the circumstances

unfi

his conduct a8 regar
pefore him in custo

¢ tion 0
Kondul Row's con
charge of Shieally, he

“ ing Ramayen’s release.” :
ani;dmi[r, Plufner adds that bhe had reason to believe th

Catcherry Was extremely irregular, and that complaints were made to hi
ute ]

. tepant Warlow.
Lleule. To the best of Mr, Plum

¢ bé no difficulty in Kondul Row’s getting am

at Kondul Row’s attendance at
m to thig effect by

« ghould say that there could.

jon of Sheally, be
o He had indeed been

er’s recolle ; ;
ple’ accommodation there.
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informed thﬂt in Thadalancovil ‘h a l k
‘ €re was a laroe cuse w 'C w 1 i \ 3
I{OW.S lmmediate preﬂecessors, = il h as lnh&blted b 8” ]\Oﬂdu{

Rowl}?.d Mr. P]grlr;e‘r]av st'at‘ement on'thls]nst point relates to Mr. Cadell's complaint that Kondul
ad, on a wilfully false plea, disobeyed Mr. Cadell’s orders requiring him to reside in the
town of Sheally. Inhisreply® to Mr. Cadell’s
order allowing Kondul Row a month to remove

to Sheally from Titta i i
; y (a vilage two miles
from Skeally), Kondul Row wrote that he had made inquiry, that he understands noavacant hous»

CURIS Pt }he present, and that in the event of his removing he should have tg build. He
also begged to bring to the Collector’s notice “ the fact that the officers of the Court, as w. ll u;
‘ . 8 € ¢
¢ of the Talook Cutcherry, have bieen compelled ta: fx their abode-in:the outskirts of ‘Shoally
¢« for want of houses in the town.” ‘ ol 1eally

® Dated 3rd May.

90. Mr. Cadeli’s remarks on this answer are as follows :—

“ This I am in a position to state is positively and deliberately false. Sheally, with its
+¢ guburb Tadalancovil, is a_place of considerable size; it contains several large Chut.'r’umi and
“a large number of very respectable dwellings ; to say therefore that accom:m(la:ion‘ cnn;:o' be
¢ had there shows not only that the Tahsildar refuses to obey my orders, but that he (,‘.:n,,(,; :1‘!;
¢ utter disregard of truth altogether unbecomirg-an officer in his position.” SR K

91. 1In his last letter Mr. Cadell deems it “a duty” to himself, as well as to the office to
which he has bc.en appointed by Government, ©to protest in the strongest and most emphnti;-
¢+ manner at the treatme'm" which he has received from the Board “ as to the fact of Kondul Row
« being or not being able to live in his Kusbah.” He submits that the Board ought to have
received this fact as stated by him without questioning; and 2ndly, that all the facvsawhich from
time to time he may have, in the discharge of his duty, to lay before the Board, “ must be
« aecepted and not ignored or questioned.”

29, - Mr. Cadell further urges with regard to the same case, that * for upwards of sixty
¢ years every Tahsildar has resided within Sheally or its suburb, Tadalancovil,” ‘¢ that these
¢ towns. comprise a population of upwards of five thousand people,” and that Kondul Row is
himself a native of Sheally.. He therefore again submits that Kondul Row has been guilty of a
positive falsehood, and that on this ground alone he is justified in recommending that Kondul

41 Kondul Row should not be removed, Mr. Cadell holds

Row should be removed from office.
and that he cannot ¢ be held responsible for the adminis-

« that all subordination is at an end,”

¢¢ tration of the District.”
93. In conclusion he requests that ‘¢ Kondul Row is not to be removed, but “is to be

¢ permitted to do as he likes, to live where he likes, and insolently and knowingly to defy and
¢ get at nought”’ Mr, Cadell’s express orders, the Board will submit the correspondence for the

orders of Government.
94, Mr. Cadell misunderstands

fact to which he can speak of his qwn
of fact with questions of opinion, He also wrongly describes (in paragraph 2) the nature of the

Board’s instructions, They informed him that he ought to prove, by direct evidence, that houses
were available in Sheally, if he wished to sustain his charge against the Tahsildar. They did
not doubt the truth of the fact alleged by Mr, Cadell, viz., that Sheally is a large place contain-
ing many respeetable dwellings, and a population (with. its suburb) of 5,000 souls, but they
dissented from him in judgment that this single fact was sufficient to prove that the statement
made by Kondul Row, to the effect that he had not been able to find a vacant house in the town,
was wil-[-u}ly false. -Mr. Cadell charges the Tahsildar with wilful falsehood, and requests the
Board will permit bim to punish the Tahsildar for this grave misconduct by dismissing him from
the public service. Itis the Board’s duty to determine whether this charge has been proved or
not.  Their functions are not in such cases confined, as Mr. Cadell seems to think, to a mere

executive process, as dismissing a Tahsildar

the Board if he thinks that they question the truth of any
personal knowledge. He appears to confound questions

simply at a Collector’s request, or on the Collector’s

i
i
;
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own opinion that the evidence which he l;iys before the Board has proved, or must be adequate
to prove, the charge preferred.

95. The Board must also remark, with regard to this part of the case, that the Collectorin
his order on the Tahsildar in his answer name Sheally only, not Sheally and its suburb Thadalan-
covil. Mr. Cadell in his last letter (paragfaph 3) refers to these two places in conjunction, as
though the Tahsildar had been required to reside either in the one place or the other, a view of
the case which, judging from the order and the Tahsildar’s answer, is not correct. According to
Mr. Plumer’s report all Kondul Row’s * immediate predecessors lived in Thadalancovil, not
Sheally.”

96, With regard to the other charges referred to above in paragraph 3, the Board continue

of opinion that Mr. Cadell has not shown that Kondul Row’s conduct, since his re-employment,

has been such as to call for his dismissal,

97. Mr. Hope (a young Assistant of very limited experience*) specifies two cases in which
the Tahsildar - was apparently deserving of
serious blame, but in both cases Mr. Hope's
report, as shown above, is imperfect,

“# Appointed an Assistant in A pril 1863,

98, The same-remark is applicable to the case to which Mr. Plumer refers as one of grave
suspicion against the Tahsildar. The case in question ought to have been investigated, but
whether any investigation was ever made, the Board are not informed. The complaint against
the Tahsildar in that case was that he improperly released from cusiody the same person who
ainant in the two cases referred to above, the one in paragraph 9, and the other

Mr. Cadell (in paragraph 6) has referred to all three cases collectively as
d as evidence to prove that the Tahsildar was habitually tyrannical and

appears a8 compl
i0 p'u'ugruph 13.
though each equally serve

oppressive. 3 -
09, With regard to the complaint that the Tahsildar had a bad character in the Police

(for insolence and insubordination), the Board are of opinion that Mr. Cox’s official report should

be taken to describe the circumstances under which the Tahsildar resigned the Office of Police

Inspector.

30, With regard to the Tahsildar’s ¢ antecedents,” and alleged bad eharacter as Tahsildar

before he was re-employed, the Board are not
+ Vide Coll@fi:(";‘s Jetter, dated 17th May 18064, No. 162, Jnformed on.what ground he was reduced on
paragraph 5 : two occasionst to a lower Tahsildarship. The

;)nly case brought to their knowledge, as & case of misconduct previous tg 1860, is the one which

occurred 80 f.r back as 1851.

3], Kondul Row was placed oub of employ in 1860, when the establishments were

re-organized. M, C.dell states that Kondul Row was re-employed on the express orders of the
Board. The facts are as follows : the Board ordered that Kondul Row should be re-employed
Ir. Morris, Acting Collector of Tanjore, dated the 6th June 1862, No. 196»
gisted why Kondul Row should not be re-employed, except that he had
t in the Police ¢ as he disliked the hard work”” Mr. Morris therefore
osed that Kondul Row should be made to wait awhile. The Board were of qpinion that his.
PROPCTSE ned an office in the Police ought not to nullify his claim to be re-employed under the
having r?slli that persons who had been displaced at the reduction were to have a preferential
s tol;g oA oved. They therefore informed Mr. Morris that Kondul Row ought to have
L ¢ appointment in preference to & person who was nominated by Mr. Morzia, but wia
the vacan} a:;[;w BAT title to the appointmeat. He was then appointed to Sheally.
i T]“‘;‘{ Board observe that the Talook of Sheally belonged to the Sub-division up to
i 32. 118663 Ee‘md 4s such was under the charge of Mr. Plamer who, when referred to, speaks
November 199% and with regard to his work as a Sub-Magistrate,

yora 3 flicer

rat ly of Kondul Row as a Revenue 0 s : . .
fa 01' D : : - ; : : ; . ]
was, it Would seem, O further cons deration ndUCEd to abaudon he intention ke had at

1 of reporting him as wholly unfit to discharge the duties of a Sub-Magistrate. Mr., Hope
€

fo::lr:l not have been in charge of Sheally more then a very few months.

co

on the report of N
stating that no reason e
resigned an appointmen

generall
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33. The Board do no

» . t of course :

inefficiency in administeri question the fact th

¢ ering t y at Ko -

as stated by Mr, Cadell “%0:“; new Codes, but considering th:;h;\l I:':)W hes exhibitad o corth

upwards of seventeen years, the pv;a"ds o .thi"y years, and has :ldas served the Government,
» they do not think it just that he sh Td bthe offon of Tabsildas 12

ould be ignominous!y dismissed

the service on that
ground, The
Tahsildar be reduced y are therefore of ‘opini
to a lower grade of opinion that thei
,» should stand at their order, directing that t!
e ’ g 1at the

ith regard to C
W 3 paragr Mr . av be
graph 7 of Mr. Cadell’s last letter remarki
ing that the Board may

disposed to allow K

ondul Row t £

B . 3 O reyr .

e guided by the pension rules. The eB::(; pension, the Board obserse that M t
cannot at Mr. Cadell mus

34. With these re i
marks. the ot give an i :

I:;e-nt : The?' are the more disposed]zoard submit the corm););:;"nmmng on the point.

C:m 1t.adV1sable that Government 0 comply with Mr, Cad “'GN:E for the orders of Govern=
1a(-1€“ in the 20d paragraph of his lettahou1d eXpress an op'm:o s request on, this point, 85 the)
a 721 (3 R s

fbaltn;iabam“ the Board for having r. i .Mr. Cadell believes th D on the question raised by Mr.

ondul Row had been guiltyg Oe%u-ed bim to prove his ‘ll be has personal ground of com
charges against the Tahsi i
B 8h$l‘d[\f', ViZy

“ insolent, and in f wilf
) subordinate to hi ul falsehood,
i8 superiors, and tyral;nic:lv :xduhprindphd and unscrupulot®
oppressive to his inferiors.”

35. The Board
. do not
ra bk perfeetl
ving * judicially to prove” eve ; a‘::derstand Mcr. Cadoll's
Ty matter of fact, ©® meaning when he i
protests agam-"

I ’ ollecto
. T prefers ﬂgﬁ..ﬂﬁt one Of hls ;' . Ul n‘
’ ing - i i i ‘lhe : hl e no dhubl lhﬂ ’
J ‘ l 8 Jﬂg t tO ShOW ‘hat hi ve Ofﬁcerl a Ch ." i ‘
] v B]F‘E] conseque . ] ] at arge 1 ¥

of a kind that in equi
equity and :
lays the cl y and reason w s alleged f,
have to g;:i];fe, though the Board of lg:.u Pport the charge, a’i‘t;t supposing them to be brués e
e whether the char venue, when the mnducu .; his duty as the person who
tof a Tahsildar is 1 i
is 1n quesuo"-

ved or not,
. Th
e Board cannot sanction a Tahsil=

general inefficienc
y. All this
wai

23rd Jul » sumCie
y 1864, 8 Was expl ' ot ay
No. 4,667, . Plained to mber to prove the existence of suc

36. The BO
g ard 5180 ' A
testations that h think it pro
e cannot be responsible I;: ttho make some remark
e administy s on. Mr. Cadell
a . Cadell's vehement PTo

not be removed
1 . The
bim were al y observe that thi i
read : at this q . tion of his Distri
considerati ¥ substantiated. ; €nouncing the Tyhg; us District if Konduol Row ghoul
on of the evidence } PSS mEN pggin f“I “ildar, as though his ch goins®
ns ging of the s charges @

upport of ues'i ” .
consequences from K to him l’;hese Charges’ : ac:) s'ion at issue, for if, on ® fait
ondul Row q i, Cadell hag p pears that Kondul Row has not
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: allam STON, Esq., Secretary to
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 9
1s¢ November 1864.
e

thin less than half a mile of the Talook Cutcherry. Tad4lankovil is
from Sheally, while Tittai, the village where Kondul Row insists on
is two miles away and on the Tranquebar road.

2, 1 would also remind the Board that Sheally is the frontier town of the District on the
north ; that the high road to Combaconuid and Mayaveram as well as that to Tranquebar and the
south passes through it; that there is no town Sub-Magistrate at Sheally, and that therefore it
is of importance, on public grounds, that the Talook Sub-Magistrate should reside there instead

of at a small isolated village on the coast road.
3. With reference to the remarks of the Board in paragraph 24, I really am unable to

the Board mean ; the question as to whether or not the Tahsildar can find
accommodation in Sheally appears to me simply a matter of fact and not oné of opivion at all, and
it does not appear to me that it is any part of a Collector’s duty to ascertain whether a Native
officer can or cannot gnd accommodation in his own native towi, and when he himself as also
all his predecessors have had no difficulty in finding accommodabion for the past sixty-five

town of Sheally being Wi
indeed never spoken of aparb
residing in defiance of my orders,

comprehend what

is communication may be forwarded to

years.
4, Ibeg,in conclusion, to request that a copy of th

Government.
uation of the Board's Proceedi 1gs quoted

Ordered to be submitted to Government in contin

by the Collector. s :

1st November 1864, No. 2,008.

¢ submitted with these Proceed-

ings *elates to Kondul Row, at present holding the appoint-
Talook, and the orders of

ment of T ahsildar in the Shealli
ween the Collector of

a difference of opinion bet
ficer of his position in the

No. 11. ORDER THEREON,

e e
: 1,

]' Miscellaneous.

Government are required
Tanjore and the Board of Revenue

The correspon denc

with reference 10
as to the retention by this o

o find fault with this Tahsildar’s mode of

conducting his Treasury business, certain laxity and jrregularities having come t0 light in a case
me Government monies had been abstracted from & remittance received at the Talook
Cutcherry, and that farther investigation prought to notice the fact that the Tahsildar was nob
living at his head quarter station; upon this be was directed to find accommodation there within
a month, but he evaded the order house was available. Regarding this
ply & falsehood the Colle . to Kondul Row's antecedents ; to his recent
s incapacity as a Magistrat ar in regard to the
ded that he should be rem

service.

9, Tt appears thab Mr. Cadell had occasion t

in which so

excuse as sim )
his annoying behavio

misconduct ; 1O hi
Police, recommen
3. The Board, however,

they thought sufficient cause had not b
Treasury duties had been habitually disregarded bY

e, and to
oved from his appointment.

.did not agree in the propriety of this extreme measure, for which
een shownj; but 28 the standing Rules relating to his
the Tahsildar, they authorized his degrada-

tion to @ Talook of the lowest grade.
4. Thereupont ensued the correspondence DOW before Government. The Collector pressed
er instances of Kondul Row’s anfitness for the post

‘e case, and adduced fu;th

The Board, on the other hand, adhered to their opinion, declining to accept a8 facts

what M. Cadell snbmitted to them as such, uanless regularly proved, and observing that they
could not consent t0 the summary dismissal of 2 Tahsildar of 1ong service without conclusive
evidence of his unﬁtness.to hold the post which be had filled for many years.

5. The papers ubmitted to Governrﬂent at the Collector’s 'requestf and because
the Board think it Jesirable that an opinion should be expressed upon thc? guestion raisefi by
Mr. Cadell whether, when they asked for proof in respect t0 tbe.: charge?s of wilful falfsehood, inso-
lence, . subordination, tyr&nny and oppression 13‘°“ght by him against the Tabsildar, he was
right in making this a personal ground of complaint 0B the score that his word was doubted.

his view of
of Tahsildar

have been 8

&

3
5
.{
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6. The point especially alluded to in this remark is Mr. Cadell’s protestation against being
called upon judicially to prove the existence of house accommodation for the Tahsildar in that
officer’s own Kasbah. On this Government are constrained to remark that when the Collec tor,
who has been employed in the District for many years, pointed out that Shealli is a populous
town and the Kasbah of the Talook, that previous Tahsildars had lived there, and that Kondul
Row is himself a native of the place, the Board should have been satisfied to accept Mr. Cadell’s
statement and not have called upon him to adduce proof that amy particular houses were at the
Tahsildar’s command to rent or purchase.

7. In other respects also His Excellency the Governor in Council is obliged to dissent from
the opinion expressed by the Board, and to agree with the Collector that Kondul Rosw is not a fit
person to hold the place of Tahsildar and Sub-Magistrate. He observes from the correspon-
dence before him, that in 1851 this Tahsildar was saspended for six months for what was styled
at the time “ most oppressive conduct ;” that in 1855 he was reduced to a Tahsildarship of lower
grade, his services being finally dispensed with when the alteration ia Talooks took place in 1859 ;
that having in 1860 entered the Police he was found careless in his work and useless as an
Inspector, and was therefore required to resign in 1861; and that in 1862 he was re-employed
ag Tahsildar of Shealli during Mr. Cadell’s absence, and under a misapprehension of the reasons
which led to his resignation of the Police, the Acting Collector having been led to believe (by
Kondul Row himself apparently) that it was because * he disliked the hard work.” So much
for Kondul Row’s antecedents, which the Board have hardly taken sufficient notice of. His
Excellency observes further, that this Tahsildar has since his re-entertainment habitually violated
the standing rules on those vital points, the custody of the Treasury keys and the periodical
examination of the cash, and that he is reported tosbe ignorant of the Codes which he has to
administer ; hostile towards the Police, as testified by more than one Superintendent ; and
inefficient, careless and vexatious in the discharge of his duties, as shown in the reports of Messrs,
Hope and Plumer. .

8. The Board should not, the Government think, have passed over all these circumstances.
It may be true that some of the cases referred to are not susceptible of full proof, and that the
enquiry into others is incomplete. But it is impos'sible to regard a man of the general character
described above, and for which description, in the opinion of Government, there is ample and
sufficient ground, as fit to wield the lately increased powers of a Tahsildar in one of the present
extensive Talooks. It isa great pity that he was ever re-employed in a situation where he would
have Magisterial duties to perform. As the question has come before them the Government
have no hesitation in directing his immediate removal from his Tahsildarship.

9. The Collector will report, through the Board of Revenue, the length of Kondul Row’s
service, and the pension to which he would have been entitled had he resigned the service.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. D, SIM,

Secretary to Government.

To the Roard of Revenue.
»» the Ciyil Paymaster.

Exd, S: T, Augustin. "
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the length of Konda Row's service amounts 0 twenty-seven years,

¥ the Madras Government, Revente Department,

Proceedings of
92nd December 1864-
R RN

Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 6th December 1864

! No. 7,806.
Read the following letter from W. M. ' CADELL, Esq. Collector of Tanjore, to Ww. HUDLE-
y to the Board of Revenue, dated 19th November 1864, No. 875 :—

STON, Esq-s Secretar
aragraph 9 of the Proceedings of Government under date the 1st instant,

With reference to paragra
Vith ral9i00 e s with the Board's order of the 5th idem, !
' ars, and that had be resigned
der the present"rules, have been entitled to & monthly pension of Rupees
63, being a moiety of the average salary drawn

by him for the past five years:

No. 247.

he would, un

" Rupees 63.
Submitted for the information of Government; with reference to their order quoted by the
Collector- : :
" No. 248. Orper THEREON, 220d December 1864, No- 2,304
T On a full consideration of Kondal Row's case the Goverfxmen‘t
: a is out of the question.

giscena:neow. : consider that the gragt of a pensio
(True Extract.)

-

el Secretary to Go‘vemniént.

1;'0 the Board of Revenues - oy
, Public (Separate) Department.

Exd, T 0'Connore.
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