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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the follo.wing Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 12th July 1881,
No. 1341. .

. Read—again Board’s Proceedings, dated 29th September 1880, No. 10553, Mis.,

z:‘submit,ting_g; for early orders of Government letter from Collector of Tinne-

velly forwarding a getition from the Zemindar of Sivagiri and others
against the General Charge Deputy Collector, A. Ramachandra Rau, and
the Tahsildar of Srivilliputur, T. Saravanamuttu Pillai.

Read—again Board’s Proceedings, dated 4th October 1880, No. 10758, Miscella-
neous, communicating to Collector of Tinnevelly G.0., dated 1st October
1880, No. 3348, Revenue Department. '

Read—the following letter from J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq., Collector of Tinne-
velly, to C. A. GALTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
7th March 1881, No. 139 :—

{ have now the honor to submit the report called for in G.0., No. 3348, dated
1st October 1880, on certain charges brought against the General Charge Deputy
Collector, Ramachandra Rao, and the Tahsildar of Srivilliputur, Saravanamuttu
Pillai. : | ' -

9. 1 have already, in my letter, No. 62, dated 7th February 1881, partially
explained the delay that has occurred in the matter, and will only add that a good
deal of it was caused by the Deputy Collector’s refusal to cross-examine witnesses
at once, so that they had to be summoned again; and still more by his persistent .
refusal to answer the most ordinary questions until the prosecution was completed,
so rendering it necessary to take evidence on points which- might as well have been
admitted. _ :

3. As already reported, he would give in no list of witnesses till the 19th
January, and then wished them to be summoned at once and examined, lest, as he
explained, they should be tampered with by the complainants. The consequence
was that when they had been examined (on the 28th January), I was obliged to
reserve my cross-examination until I could make inquiries as to their character,
&c. ; and, as the most important of them were natives of Madura, I did not ieceive
reliable information about them till the 13th February, and then had to summon
them again ; so that I had not completed the examination of witnesses till the 26th
idem. :

4. The protracted nature of the inquiry is much to be regretted, but I have

x given it precedence over all other work to the negleet of many other matters of

importance’; and I do not think I could possibly have submitted anything like a
complete report in less time ; even as it is, I am conscious of many imperfections ;
but I have never been able to give it my undivided attention on account of the
census and other emergent work. S :
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24.. The D:;:lforcw]}]lmh he wag nel;?effl‘s:i%e Some dholl he had sent which

in hi Y Lollee o :

plel;seg egf:::f;ﬁrﬁa‘ ot (;t CeSIATY b0 refer to this evidence

his nayq ¥ that Sponsible fop é;xeecgyisgmpucate bim, ang lﬁ; has

: , €asance of the Tahsildar in

o .

Culiaritieg of tlz agm.'gg"aph (31)to this episode and makes

2nd magilch;, © o s abe 80d the contradictions in the

dis Iou & the masjlch; is a man of a bad

a3 firgt ¢ -Payed to Cross-examine him in the

s oo inclined to think he had

. n his ®Xamination-in-chief and cross-
tt’ed, hOWQVQP’ ﬂlat th . [}

n

H the grain sent to
r : * 80d it i3 made still more
) Nesseg, | Ctions o

ur, ag » Dand

ot f detaileq by th Ymen

or 3 : ., .
w Points in the depositions
7 Collegtey £ o° SUpposeq -

¢d to have taken the grain
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at an early stage a PP i 1 i . ; but he cast in his IOt
it was supposed he mlght give evidence H :

: h :ID i)tut CSOIIIZCtOE :Ild went so far as to say that he had never heard of an g

with the De y y

; . . !
i til he came to give evidence
i i llected for the marriage un
" thing being co

. 2nd), one of them, at any rate,
tnesses (Nos. 40th and 4 : der cross-
ot repuinty i sttt v, s ke aov ik e
a man 0{. IfengC: most extpaordinary fashlonéh Egl(}i)ifg; y Collecfox": is not the true
examination 1 ey was forwarded. to the De G
give of t

i i et that they paid
(0] i their evidence to the effect
reliance can be placed on
"~ account, and 41 ]

incli believe that money was sent from
. nevertheless mchn'ed to ( ther on
Rs. 100 at all ; butaI a:; d the helpless stupid way they contradlgits'(:g se;ti::lﬁgs er on
it on © i(i)g}llef;s)e”witnesses would ce.fr talt?}}y havgecblfteixclmpr;r?d had some founda-
oints on ¥ been tutored for the pro 2 1
Zny rate that they haiitril;) gnly right to mention that they were nqi cxt&d zzlsl rlgxzesi:ys
tion for thewls_t'g?tr;ts in this case, but came for.W%r-%f Voéugggdyerably from It);hat'
by the complal Pillai, with a story which however di fere cons ¢ .
i their conduct ; but, as
Collector Vengu. I ffer no plausible explanation o _ i
deposed t{)) on ggbhf hiv(?]llit‘:',le or ng doubt money was given though not in the
Iready observed, 1 .

Another witness whose evidem;e is doubtful is Ramanuja Aiyangar (the
29. Another ' _ :
68th). :

he chief witnesses as to the taking of wedding-presents are the 6th. .
30. The chi

i ahsildar’ fidential clerk specially
i over, being the Ta.hs.llda,r s con y
(who is in fa.cttha %%%&fya%%[ilector’s pxz?ivate bulsllg%s)s); lfhe; Oz;h’t ‘t‘l(:es h]):?;,?«’i agoof
ed in e . : 3 yara, rap ’ e podia) T :
iae!gg?; conliidentl?ltp :::pglc'iiili;eg;z,lzhg 11%11, a wealthy ryot of Srivilliputur and
S4tdr Taluk, a qu

i ) ite of the Tahsildar’s
i to my knowlege, a favori
e Villaze Munsif, who is,
an Acting Viliag

t of the Sivagiri Zemindar’s in a case cited by the Tahsildar him.
and an opponent o

i i ferred to in
is li the Zemindar of Gollarpatl Te
Exhibit N of his list), the 12th,
gelf (Exhibit N o h, the Z

the 13th, his servant, the 17th, the Tahsildar of S4tdr, the 28th,
h 11 supra, 4
paragrap

' i tial and most res-
illi Taluk, the 29th, an influen
i f the Srivilliputur
" the Sheristadar o

he Vishnu
ber of the Local Fund Board, the 32nd’?:37':}][11 e’:fffh‘;f. tmzmﬁer of
ectable ryot, a n'lﬁplu:ur the 85th, a Village Munsif, thﬁ the,Deputy Collector i
Committee, Srivilliputuf, dismissed, as pointed out by althy ryot
he Vishnu Committee (since d paragraph 40%), the 4‘9}’1"‘1’.& Wle sZidy to
) . - s0 .
k * See paragraph 51 infra. of Vartlra-ylt:'upgg,ﬁng lghgna.rs whose
os to the Deputy Collector, theh‘mg ls: aind Depaty Tahsi. -
have mad‘e ad'vancsed hove (pa.ragrapb 28,) and 'It" ﬁaildar’
e"ide?c\‘; ]Sti(:;;fi:zppu and a near relative of the Tahsildar.
dar of Var

: imity and great cir-’
hese sixteen persons deposg with Wonde(;:l}l :fﬂ;?lgtﬂat igrrlx‘e e
31. .A.l ! ttesthe fact of presents having been mad t’ended o admit the receipt
cumstantiality to lanations I felt persuaded that it was 1n e of the ok,
I received tl}lle oy }I:; is impossible even to read the cross-
of most of them.

i ing wedding presents. But appa-
1 he practice of tqkmg ve appa-
justify, or at any raétig) ai]l::t;:)iglte Ee found it impossible to defend the accepta
rently when it cam

he charge in foto, however :
ly resolved to deny the charge hi Cross-
ifts, and then suddenly d in connection with his own
of such large giits, defence must be when rea b ,
line of defen o
hopeless such a .

examination. :

{den f the 17th witness who

.. 1d refer to the evidence o the Deputv

32. ..As 'fO this P‘())ltn?‘ %1.‘;1';1;“” to make such pr.esc_ants, and wslégglézg . aend agaixyl

was askeddl,fd 115on :lalre his child a present under t?‘mll‘zzrglgﬁﬁo the 2§th witr;:ess,
Collector did n ulsion used (!) similar questions is eivine anythine
. ted to his giving anything,
if there was any comp Deput Co]lecto,l; objected to itness

and o W}?:S 'ma"d:etloos:{i(f&? st;l?‘ forpthg children.” So again with the 29th witness,

but that he insis

cely assailed at all. Then the 43rd witness (Vembaiyar) was made to
" fact was scarce

* intended for the children ™.
say that sgch presents are inten _

*
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o ¥ of all those examined as
Whet!}er the Deputy Collector
?‘?:s lfi waﬁ 'f intended for the
D g . also elicited from him that
o ;:é:l;g dDeP“ty.Collector’s family ; but no
count of ¢ Wity or gny ~IPRINg 2t all, or that his evi-

. rsﬁn{ Other cause. It was not till the
“8g¢estion of deliberate perjury was

n f .
o the day whe‘:f‘?iraphs 4150 " %Sﬁsrt;ng Ehi}t this witness has sworn
jury i founq ; hat of the 17‘21(:(1(%?5‘Present w'y re briefly that there is a discre-
ac
e

tar Tahsilda:? B1ven between the statement of
eputy Collect,o y and ample motive for the per-
1 . ector haq severely reprimanded him
. n f, Cleared y :
the 6] %‘V?fi“.’ot festivzxi,gixfun 2 to the é%tv}:i: 7t1111 Vitness who admitted that
Presents, °° 20d othepg S b1t must haye per, o Sivilliputur ryots came to
| " Saturday, | believef?: Sugl dag the 20th, ‘as stated by
ot a “good” day for making

it is chilg;
: simply o Cieng cmiletfo Put them forward as suffi-
cowplete. Py endings of depogigi PPeal OB oath, g oo I]nakmg 3 serious charge
. - ‘ 1ong jp, :qun l‘emoviema l{ nv:;il;n the witness had
Cated tg 1) "EPERT thag, t;‘%“euceé;»"ifu;. trtac?):sgt reg Do IODQef‘ri‘x)nagig;?-efi::
U6 Sub.Mapiey S W commuu;f fact he Wa{, -CbOIIecto,._ As a matter of
emay eVidencg, 7 NOIleans eager to give

Office haq 1,0 eTect tha 5 h Septembef_ 37, Then th

it g a care) Teport, ¢, :* the De ©
b did not roseesly writgep an?imthl;': the gisil:,ty C°llectox:'s lead also denies
ad reaq it beforg . ascribeg t}fge fal Aing  presents, but
38, 8 wi W.itness to a18e evidence given by this

i
» s fear of tlf;eé]-t cause altogether,

Tahsildar following

Ivagiri Zemindar.

; ~ : nda Tith good reason, as he js f
t i moth astly, he » and gy : . a8 he is far
8IS wipns wag o3 Baving '} °18 8econd eougiy o 7S the Zemindar never spoke

. e to th .
* Meaning it;oti bls.°°usin hSIS '%) and yet wheTahSlldar (2nd defendant),

+ 39, e inf, ¢ answereq o on I asked th i i
true, an .0{1 the °rred that pe wag that he stands in &T:}!lsxldar if
ated by tilszlls Quite gy, I haye doubt ¢ U1t 2 digtang relation 0 hight-of a
T overw}, '°2¢ to Prove ¢}, at thig Witnegg' o
0. The Ding evide ® charge, evep 3¢ 51 ¢ ©Vidence is literally
Eraphy 35 g Pty CoJy nee. * "YeRIE it had not been corrobo,
the may ~65, anq ;2 - eCtor’s Zenera) . corro
b y d .S lno'en eral dEfe . . .
80mg o 41 CTeDanciog o 3 lgus enough i, mallc]i? On this poing i contained ;
“evidep lesge Ontragdiet; g the nyq . 10 parae
Ce. s and g g o108 that arg ¢ yi0St Of trivial matters and
an 311 hl'ee(g ' SSIg over the real?; found in the evidence of
o Ze8 are g lmportant parts of th
all, that Puty Ollector €voteqd to th o
fass -UOT ple, e old Gol . .
;e;}(f;atxo as u!;?:; fr'll?nd of iqs’ ?I?; be is not i:: l:;%:g’. Zemindar (192t} witness),
admi‘tlil damage by ¢ Lo dou(}],t ot even g, lonet,% make &ny present at
Conje Depy v Cy h Some force ; ad reccived a formal
 thelieture ¢ bo . Collectopy ® Perjury iy, this; and the evid A
: e ty OOH try eXp ati()n o A wh)ch . ence 18

on e one . “1 1 closed ; byt
m:“mmt of oif“"r 1t is jp esﬁ?ragraph 11), A’: Perjury, ang believl:a fndoﬁno:
. 20d gheg ence gy 180t being 110, oY firs
to any rate ¢ eIng intim ‘
%7 way, B collecteq or the hatdbe wvas aPpliedlg to f ?ebvb?h
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49. Then the Deputy Collector argues that only Rs. 1,009 is proved to have
been presented to him, and that mostly })y persons not in a position to make presents
at all. He assumes thatno otl_lers paid, because. they do not come forward to say
so: but the fact is it is most difficult to get Zemindars to give evidence on such a
sul’)ject. They consider it (not unnaturally) extremely bad taste to be talking
about a present made on such an occasion (to say nothing of the danger of prose-
cution), and there can be very little doubt that many much larger presents were
actually made as to which no evidence can be got. As to one witness indeed (the
16th, the Sevalpati Manager), I could prove by the most satisfactory evidence that
he had actually said that he (or his brother, the Zemindar) had paid Rs. 300 as a
wedding-present (in addition to the Rs. 200 which it is admitted he gave at the
pautch), but nothing would induce him to repeat the statement in evidence ; and he
' having even said so as the simplest way out of the difficulty.

43. That a large number of Zemindars and other landholders were invited is

ite certain, and is practically admitted. It isalso admitted that wedding-presents
L al on such occasions; sothat itis quite impossible to doubt that much larger
e us;ere really paid than those of which evidence has been given. The real fact
e to be that a regular cess was levied on account of this marriage; for it is
appears ° quite impossible to doubt the evidence

* The second head of the charge. a3 to the deduction* from the salaries of

.
t See witnesses 18th to 28th (Taluk Sherista-  Taluk Gumastahst ; and if it went so low

dar). - as that who could escape? It is also
ite iméossible to doubt that the Tahsildar was actively assisting in making these
giﬁmly collections and bringing his ryots to the ceremonies at Sitdr like sheep to

the shearing house. o |
4. As to these subscriptions by Gumastahs, &., the Deputy Collector would
throw all the blame on the Tahsildar, and wishes to have it believed that he kn ew
thing of them and could not be respounsible for what was going on. But this
r;;)ea is°quite inadmissible. If any such subscriptions were made on account of

. . with hi i ith hi eSS
his marriage, it must have been not only with his connivance but with his express

concurrence. ¢
nothing of the kin

He was”in the taluk after the marriage celebrating the event, and
d could have occurred without his knowlnge. _ It 1s absurd for

of his experieﬁce and ability to plea_d that h_e was bhqdly ignorant of what
aman. o on under his eyes; for, if there 13 one thing for which he is more distin-
was gomt?han another, it 1s his intimate knowledge of all the gossip of the Presi-

guishedlet alone his own division. The cross-exa;nin.at.ion of these Gumastal;s was
dency, lv fecble, and the reasons assigned for their giving deliberate false evidence
extremely ’ ‘ were also very weak. One} witness, a

1 The 19th. Pound Gumastah, who is singled out as

' ial malice towards the Tahsildar, having deposed that the Deputy
%Ctltll::t?c()ir ggtsgggplies for nothing when on Jamabandi, was cross-examined at great
1 Oo«th to show that he was always at work from morning to night and could not
hf?ﬂa seen, whether the Deputy Collector paid his bills or not! as if such facts were
ngzeiv.ejli known to all without actual information being given by the injured parties.

Of course, the supplies might have been paid for without his knowledge ; but, as a
? .
matter of fact, he knew they were not !

45. The object of getting small subscriptions from so many may have been to -

' iet, by making them accomplices in the swindle; or it may be that
oW gles[iridegrl' 3V‘i1;‘131ed g’o show his zeal and good will, and that the Gumastahs also

the T

" were quite willing (as the Tahsildar suggests) to purchase their Divisional officer’s

avor so cheaply. .
tavo P IZOY the argument that most of those w}}o_ are alleged to have paid are
either * verging on insolvency or low-paid officials,” it is simply not the case ; and

if it was so, it would not prove that presents were not given, because it is well
ﬂ%ltm that on such occasions natives will make presents to officials out of all

roportion to their means. I have made a few remarksin the margin of the Deputy -
Col{)ector’s explanation and elsewhere so as to reduce the lengph_ of this report as

AT I g
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; i i ¢l X status of the
h as possible, to meet his observationsas to the circumstances and
stﬁileszesp' but it is perhaps desirable that I should say something as to the character
of the pri;lcipal complainants and signatories of the memorial (as the Deputy Col-
lector has assailed them all); and this may be a convenient place for the purpose.

47. 1 have already alluded to the fact that the Zemindar of Sivagiri had good

reason for wishing to get rid of the Deputy Collector, and it may be admitted that

the memorial would never have been presented if it had not been for his animosity
against Ramachandra Rau ; but I think itis clear that he only worked up an existing
case, and that it would be in the highest degree absurd to suppose that he had invented
all the stories of all these witnesses; or that the evidence was in' any sense of the
term got up and absolutely false. It would have been quite impossible, even for a
much more influential man, to have contrived such an elaborate conspiracy, though
1 would not, of course, deny that he may have_ attempted to improve the case
-occasionally by a little false evidence. All T say is that there is ample evidence to
satisfy any one that the allegations of the witnesses are substantially true. The
Deputy Collector’s cross-examination of this witness struck me as being in extremely
bad taste and great part of it was, by his own admission, only intended to disgrace

the Zemindar by connecting him with some dancing girls who had nothing what-
ever to do with this case.

48. 'Then as to the 1lst and 3rd witnesses who, with the Zemindar, are no
doubt the prime movers in the matter ; .the first is a Christian schoolmaster on
60 rupees a-month (with a house), and is a man of considerable independence of
character and a constant correspondent of the Press. He admits that he wrote the

X ' . * 3 o % T .
*Fxhibit O. article* in the Mail which was published

just before this complaint was made,
and was no doubt intended to prepare the public for this case.” The Deputy Col-

lector endeavours to show ‘that he is a paid hireling of the Zemindar’s, and it is
clear that the Zemindar did undertake most of the expenses connected with the
memorial ; but that is not at all unnatural, and does not prove that the statements
of the first witness are unworthy of credit ; although, therefore, his evidence is more
or less hearsay, that is, what all evidence to character must be; and in a case of
this kind general reputation, if good evidence can be got of it, is surely relevant.

T see no reason to doubt that his evidence as to the Deputy Collector’s reputation
is reliable, though by itself it would not, of course, go far.

49. - The 3rd witness is a Vakil of the District Court, thoueh he lives a$ Srivil-
liputur and does not practise. He was selected b e

4 b y the late Deputy Collector,
Mr. H. Subbaraiya Aiyar, an officer who knows that part of the cougtrz very well
and specially recommended to me, : J ’

’ 50 lately as 1878, to be made a Member of the
Local Fund Board, as a man of particularly good character. He has since, in

January 1880, been chosen by the Vishnu Committ i
Siva) as Trustee of the Vishnu temple, vee (tbough himself a follower of

stee o The Deputy Collector describes this man
as an enemy of his (Raragraph 182) ; but the only founaation for this remark that
appears to be alleged is the fact that the Deputy Collector did not take the witness
in his carriage on the occasion of his ' e

: ; visit to Srivilli ; >
witness himself says that he has no ill-feeling towards‘;h;p?;:gugsgo.l]l?c{‘;r 33;(1&};‘;

account, and has been entertained by him since the incident occurred. I must say,

- I think, the reasons assigned for enmity both b Yol
Tahsildar are most trivial. d Y the Deputy Collector and the

50. The others who signed are probably people of no particul d
it may ?ven be admitted that these three may Ii;aVe indfcfdlc&]z:‘naigoi?ct;iie
memonial. ©

51. A great deal is made* of the fact that Sellamaiyangar (the 37th witness)

* Paragraph 40 of the Deputy Collector’s léas been dismissed (since this inquiry

defence, - . eg:.n) fo(i‘hmalversatxon of temple pro-
. . L . perty, and has been stigmatised as a per-
jurer in the District Court. This may be a very good reason for cancellingpthe
certificate of honor which was given him on the 1st of J anuary 1877 (certainly nct

e
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4. There are far worse stories as to his conduct with reference to women

than this; but I have not thought it necessary or desirable to enter into such a B

disagreeable subject, especially as it is one on which trustworthy evidence is hardly
to be got. =~ '

5. Another subject to which I wish to invite special -attention is the evil
that results from native officials occupying rest-houses (chatt?amg,) intended for
travellers as offices and dwelling-houses whenever they go on circuit. I have had
more than one serious complaint against Mr. Ramachandra Bau on th1s~scorq ; and
I am inclined to believe now that the chattrams are most improperly occupied by
officials to the very great inconvenience of travellers. It is pretty certain from the
evidence in this case and from inquiries I have made that the Tahsildar habitually
made use of one verandah of. the Loc;al Fund Chat.tram as a Cutchex:ry, and proba-
bly kept women inside for his occasional dglectathr{ during the fa.tlgu_es of oﬁice,
begides using it as a godown for the storing of oil and ghee for his superior's
marriage. : . '

76. In my letter, No. 216, dated 2nd April 1879, I strongly recommended
that the higher officials who travel much, such. as Deputy Collectors and Tahsildars,
at any rate should be compelled to use tents like Eurapean officers and should not
be allowed to occupy chattrams and rich ryots’ houses wherever they go; and [
beg to be allowed to repeat that recommendation more strongly as one result of my
experience in this case. If a private house is occupied they should be required to

ay rent for it, and should submit the owner’s receipt as a voucher before being
allowed to draw their travelling allowance. '

77. Point No. 8.—I shall say very little about what are called * prasidhams.”

The Deputy Collector has explained the meaning of the term, and it appears to be
true that such offerings of articles already offered to the idol are sent round to
respectable officials so that they may be satisfied that proper offerings have been
made. No objection, of course, could be made to this practice, but the grievance
mplained of is that the*Deputy Collector compelled the pagoda officials to send

. ﬁ?mi}resh food, &c. This is what the 3rd witness apd others complained of ; and
that it was a real cause of heart-burning and annoyance to both parties is clear from
the evidence of the Police Inspector, the 14th witness, who is not, as the Deputy

. def ot b Collector would have* it, hostile to him.
* Paragraph 132 of his detence statement. - pr, o509 the Deputy Collector complained
to hira that Muttusami (the 3rd witness who had just been made Trustee) did not

d prasidhams as usual, and that he went and advised Muttusami to ¢ do the
fxzrllla.lahing » Jost he should incur displeasure.

to the failure to pay for supplies on circuit (Point No. 9) there is a
good7§éal gfs et(r)idence which I am inclined to think is true, some of the witnesses

(e.g., the 29th and 62nd) being respectable straightforward sort of men who did not

appear to fbe telling lies and whose evidence was unaffected by cross-examination,

“thouch it 18 possible there was no actual intention nmof to pay on every occasion ;

4 I should not have been disposed to make much of this particular charge if it
i;d ot been for the other more serious cases with which 1t is more or less con-
nected and which seem to show a confirmed spirit of corruption.

79. Point No. 10.—With reference to delays in the disposal of busiqess, I_ spe'ak
from personal experience when I say that I havo.nev:ar known anything like it;
and I believe it to have been the Deputy Qollectors own fat_ﬂt, becgzuse he so
frequently failed to pass any orders on ordinary reports received without any
apparent reason. It is impossible to go mto details on such a point, and it will be

, enough to refer to the enclosed abstract*®
* Appendix C. showing the disposal of criminal appeals
- & the time he was in charge of the office, his dilatory conduct in this particular
g::lﬁg attracted the attention of the High Court (Proceedings, No. 890, dated 11th
May 1880).
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80. I may also refer to the encloged copiest of corres
t Appendix D.

information from his office,

memory only; I have h.
analysed, and the © bad

pondence with my office
on the same subject as specimens of the
ere has been in getting

an half the Head Assistant’s '
. work,
g:oug}l he is an officer of much longer
perience, and is familiar with the

)
z; ;Ee last charge requires some exp;:ni:?g s comtry.
3. e Venkoh ’
where ho said to }lx ageag{au referred to came with, the De

a private is servant andeen ﬁmployed as dufterbup, ety Collector from Kurnool
sion); at any rate he Probably 3 relat He is, in fact,
“ michinan (Pel‘ha-ps P‘pﬁ?rfssnt;o have lived ip the hosxs): tayn((}]oneczo{;’s Ol:vn admis.

. nsman went by the name of

Collector chiefly o : © was evi
wishod to on, 11)1’1 n: gliin Tho togvkliigtlghemployed by the Deputy

]

inquiry began (hayin a8 a Witnesg op several poj % to Tirumangalam, I

~has never turneg upg taken legve. at once) I;T:St?hbut L s e after the
has v .+ Ho applied iy e 20d ough summoned to a

1ng for extension of leave, b Yo no

84. Heig e

1ot a passed map

the emplo

o ] m

;‘10 emp Oyment in thig dli)str.?;ctenlf'
rst Opportunity wag ble

this kinsman of his

and
’of lln;Sas:(}alg rlr)lzgu?; C(;lllector wag well aware of
distr S 4DDoInt: ) e certainly had n i
objectionable, I})gr:ltlim:g him to act in his office on tl? CI,a o
Ot satisfied with thig he must needse ‘i:»y
. enter

t in this dist
8 attender, no doubt wi

. 1 was o .
nothing about himdirhrecommended h‘?"en worse, and it ig t

he height of i
im. ;
that he only re°0mmen§ h me fronrln Ta'flbe Tah_sﬂdar himselfgsa,yg }?: dfz;t‘z
He was the pe ted him becgy, Jore with the Deputy C
believe, to T Peon Specially ) se the Deputy Colleet, puty Collector, and
» Y0 Lanjore, of conpge ve . x8¢ of the con ctor ordered him to do so
86 As to his oy 108 his appointment, " 145 €08 withher, I
Ay ]: & taluk pegpg, ::inwas contrary to my express ord
1 . Taer
. ence.* S¢en clearly from the correspoi:?ls-
87. Oneof s pce. His defence on thig oint i
Deputy Coll > o the minor pyyy °r® quibbling, pomb s
offi J Lolector's Practice ters Complaineq of
068 Up-country arg oy of holdin . 9t—and I think with reason—ig the

than i ' B
1t ought t0be, ang 1, by DSUitablo that the

8
office is (as the ] ice i
P . Practice ig

bouse uged ag an é%uty Collecto, lf:;?ir nstance the ‘mants, aI:::ch Imore common
enough except £ ® by the D), uIt) 3) quite ungyiteq b Ph occupied by the

88. Th I the harem nexl? do):) Collector ig convenienttiye oy ey and the

. & Witnegs . r, near and suitable

to prove th e for t,
that they v:‘:rem Presentg eiefen.“-"l'he oral evidence §
pre 8lven at the Marriage :)vlttthe defence is intended
gave nothin esnesses 1—3 affirming

A s b
3y possibly be tr%e ;u{2;viii t.asi‘t(ed not to do so by

18 usual to give

ouse, but unfortunately the

t-}he Deputy Collecig:f i’i‘}cfct only
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oncurrence of the Tahsildar), but does not very much affect the facts
for it is proved by independent evidence that he gave a wedding-
the fact that he had incurred the Deputy Collector’s_displeasure and
fad been removed from his appointment of Village Munsif would not make him
1?' but more willing to pay. 1t is adinitted at any rate that he went to meet the
}]Sis uty Collector on his return from leave, and, as it does not appear there was any
fpiepndship between them, it must have been with the idea of getting mnto the Deputy
Collector’s good graces again, as he saysit was. Whatever his character may be 1t
-+ certain heis a man of considerable property a._nd has been chosen by the Travan-
1s cers t as their Agent for the protection of the Cardamom revenue.

52. I comenow t0 the story of Ahamfzd P_z'llai.quuthe’r (30th witness), (at one
time \fi'uaae Vunsif of Viradupati,) which is quite distinct from the charges brought
bl mthe cox?lplainants, and is peculiarly valuable as having come to light by pure acci-
dant in the following way. Immediately after Mr. Ramachandra Rau was relieved

Vengu Pillai (viz., on the 11th of October, he having taken charge on the 9th), a

by veng . . registered lettert was received to .the

t Exhibit E. address of Mr. Ramachandra Rau, which

: a tappal petition was o sened by Mr. Vengu Pillai and proved to be

:ef;%egdhg:nfgli‘is Ahlzl}:naé) Pilla Rav‘utﬁer deminding'certain money due to him. He

deposes that it was “ borrowed ”. in August 1879 and produces a copy of an acgountt

e T (cash-book and ledger) made in the

1 Exhibit F. _ regular course of business in which it is

formally entered as paid on 1st Avar}i Pirama,di. (15th August 1879). He gxplains

why the cadjan leaves produced (which leaves, 1t must be observed, contain many

o hibit F entries besides this) are only copies§ of

. - § Exhibit £ the original accounts by saying that the

‘Deputy Collector’s man (one Venkoba Rau, who, the Deputy Collector admits, 1s a

£ his own and appointed dufterbund of his office soon after his arrival in

the division) came and asked him for the originals on the ground that * it would

not do for the Deputy Collector’s name to appear in his acpounts.” This, he says,

was so lately as the 12th October when this inquiry was just commencing, and he

accordingly made copies of the leaves and gave up the originals, so checkmating
the Deputy Collector entirely. - : ‘

53.. This evidence is very circumstantial and has all the appearance of being
true. There was no hesitation about giving dates though there was evidently great
daneer in doing so if the claim was unfounded ; and the only discrepancy which the
Depout Collector could discover was shown on re-examination to be no discrepancy
at all. The Deputy Collector tried to make out that the witness said he (Deputy
Collector) had asked for the money some ten dayts before it was pmd while at ’Vw'u-
dupati; but the witness explains that he never said so, and that 1t was at Sdtir the
money was asked for by the Deputy Col}ector : an_d ft:om the cht that the witness
was not cross-examined at all on this point, I am inclined to think that the Deputy
Collector has wilfully misunderstood the statement of the witness and knew quite
well what he really meant. -

54. I re-examined him on this point as I did not myself clearly understand on
reading over his deposition again what he meant, and t}_le Dep_uty_ Col.lector then
l'efusefi’ to cross-examine him because, he says, such re-examination 18 unprece-
dented and, in his opinion, grossly unfair to him after he had given in his defence.
I hope it will be considered that I was right n deciding that it was my duty to
examine any witness at any stage of the inquiry, especxally_wbere there was a con-
flict of opinion a3 to his meaning. It would be so in a criminal case, and it could
not be intended that I should have less hbe_rty in this departmental inquiry than 1s
allowed by Section 192 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. -

55. 'The only doubt I felt asto the evidence of Ahamad Pillai Ravuth_ep arose

’ * Exhibit E from the fact of the letter* being sent
xhobrt 1. in so immediately after the Deputy Col-

without the ¢
of this case;
resent, and

core Governmen

creature O

Jector’s suspension; but he explains that he had heard the Deputy Collector was -
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going to be Suspended, and it is not 4
his claim, I do

vmwww-vvv“-v--uv'w ------

quite unfounded; and he
ing to 8ive evidence ; in fact, if the letter had not been inter-
- cepted I doubt if he v

o at all. It is much in his favor, I thir}k,

that he says his accountst are coples.
~1f the complaint had been a false one he
Y have sworn that, the accounts were originals, [ do not understand
the Deputy Coll . Witness was not in a position to pay the

e merchant, and hag extensive transac.
" . Was suspended by ¢ e
Virudupati murd P y

eputy Collector in the notorious
: €r case, but I do 1ot think it s at a11 it

this elaborate false charge oyt

Deputy Collectq

all likely he would have invepted
of revenge wh
r would not com

°% mereover he had actually been
t Exhibit E, restored to office. Ilis letter} reads to
' me like a genuine bond Jide claim for
money due.
3rd witness) as to h
Pported in the same

is true he

4

evidence of Vembaiyar (4
- Was equally clear, though it wag not sy
evidence of any king, :

ol, Ttis

i3 loan transactions
way by documentary

s as it is admitted he

anjore ; and though taken by
nob have bee incing, it is difficult to doubt it when
‘apparent motive for perjury in

which I was credibly informed
'Y entries would be found, Sundry

original accounts were therg-
§ Marked |, [-1, 1.2, anq 1.3, fore produced containing various suspi-
tions of the mos

t3 clous entries (estracts§ and transla-
. St importapt are annge :
Were examineq : inexed) and the Zemin

dar and his Accountants
59. AsThag Teason to hel; - i
. . ' elieve t} . ! ¢ 1d not
give evidence against thy eputy Coulea(.:bt the Zemindar (59th witness) wou
10 a8 £0 two entr;

©8 in particy] R or, I called him ip beforehand anOd asliled
25th of Jupe, arllcu ar of Rs. ‘5‘00 on the 8th May 1880 and 300 on the
Deéen sent, tq Sétﬁi’,, €Xpected 11 sald he « gjq

and that « ;g ps not know for what the Rs 500 hffld
Jewels,” g 3 and al] thg t}?oughls Peishear Tust be asked ; that it ** might be for
13 0wn hangd .

1113 pountersigned thi ¢
. U e woy a

ch more hkely it wag 5 ve forgotten a]) ab
e wedd;j

count every evening with
Tibe which he d
lng-preSent’ but ar

out an item like Rs. 500 ?

ed not mention becau.?e it

o also g reward for services rendered in an irri-
ot I Exhibig 1.p, : %;atlon dispute lately decided in dh!s
Was for his pergop 1 lavor?  Ag g the Rs. 300] he said it
Rs. 70 to th?a ancainﬁxg,‘;szighen he wen 44 the nautch, and that hele only gave
= 5%h Dothing gy, allasa wedding~present. Now consider-

. * Exhibit 1.3, Ing that the 8ame account shows a

* This fact ; .

Zt acv: (115:1_&180 800d evideneg of the fae Payment of Rq. 50% a3 g Weddmg-present.
occasio:s ;:]%;lpresents are usua] o such 0 Mr. Gt}napati Pillai (Salt Deputy
the Witneggog fogzh nge clasges, Whatevey Collector), 1t i3 not to he believed that
contrary, °efence may ap oty he made RO present of the kind to his

£ . - own Deputy Jollector, or that he would
Ty as Ramalyanga,r (11t Witnegs), )\ 81Ve less thyp such very much smaller
60. A 8)y Iuthuvaxyangar (32 .
. the time b, Came to }y od witness), &e.
story to account for ¢} se
Was sent to },

ng s, ;ggmined they haq arranged the following
UY COWS and ceptacn %0 Sdtir o thg g1 May. They say it
_ Ut state 0y reasons for entirely
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this ) ‘ 1 1ous
h t some length, bOth because the charge S the most serio

b 1e 1 1 StOI‘y a

dis ell vmg ]

me m ep-
e to be the most exc
because it is supported by what appear to

1so becau
of all, and a

. . fs. tries made that
jonally convineing proo t+ that there where three egor(l) “ gent for
tion f om t;he accoun fonows :——RS- th
1. It will be seen fr o venee R, 5 ¢ batfa to the
o + Exhibit I Sém;r:sxegz ‘to. peon Gurusami” (on the
. 7 9 d Rs' 5 ¢ as a .
. g to Satur,” an br "
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* unusual in
is mosf, unu

Zemindar
34t ly mean (as the
dipathi  going”’ to Situr can only
the Stanadip
batta to

wa uch an expression could not
e by 8l
ing then or af some future time. Such
i g either gol
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in order to get
is now pretended in o2 oo
d gone before as1s n r), 56th witness,
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of these
purchase

idence of these alleged pur-
ke sure that there was 1o e%ggggealone is sufficient to
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ent for this he whole trans y he recetved the Rs.
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68. The Deputy Collector’s explanation on this poin is extremely weak. 1In
fact, it simply amounts to g plea that the evidence given i3 not such as would sup-
port a criminal conviction which I admit. Whether the circumstances described
and the direct evidence of the 9th witness, the Deputy Collector’s own confidential
PEon, 23 to the sending of Gurusami to Sétdr at the very time when these payments
Were made is not sufficient to convince any one as to the real truth of
18 for the Government, to decide. The very fact that there is no direc

the money having been paid is much in favor of the

and 17th  witneggeg (aided by the Acting De

are usual, aud amongst them paddy worth
* Exhibis 1., Rs. 19-8.0* to one “ R,

A japaliyam Sub-
baiyar,” who, the Zemindar was obliged
most likely ” the Revenue Inspector, 5th
18 inquiry, and whose case
I must add, however,

deli 1 perturbation ; and [ am’
ants to do go glgg for the sak, } ce lbel'ately perjured himself and caused his depen-
own sake @ of the eputy Collector, and perhaps partly for his
7L Points ¢
deal of disapregep ™% I —

After the 1pqp:
agreeabls evig Inquiry had gone on for
thp Deputy Collectop als igcf léad be?n g1lven on the subject, I thought it best to ask
might be no fyrt

dancing o
. her p g girls he was 8uvposed to keep, so that there
that she lived iy the efgutso refer to them. He then admitted that hI:a kept one, and
cireutt when fhe peq of his ;;,u(?lx‘; his Cutcherry bungalow and went with him on

© dancing gir] wp, camg MY went, He also stated that she w
some hoursg afterwardg thought ; ‘
I suppose, that, she S1¢ 1t prug

udent to : . 50
of another. Was a8 much the correct the Aalf into whole ; Dmeaning,
oo

e other ag one dancing girl can be
his is ip .
. Portant wity,
given to the danging. .- W
lector ancmg gul l}erself b e wit

. ar 8 y -

oT . dancing girl in question bein

family, it i not, Probably, o ml(l)(I:I}l] he himself describeg ascq%xlite a gneinber of thge
feEa'm.Ount admitted g, have been .lmportancg, who Actually received the cash ; and

O Wtaiyipuram apq Sovalpati 3, 8'7®0 by various indjy; :

been intendeq f, ¥ opinj o e duals, such as the Zemindarg
well known, 4 thz d: Personaal benefit, Pinion quite prec]

7. Though.entire
s A

Teference to the
Y 8ome of the w; Presents alleged to have been

n party alone, Qf course, it wag
ancing gir] wagq the sistep of the concubi’ne.
he came to this digt

_ istrict machandrg ’ i i
nptonously b ad, T, nI Very soon founq that hig morgalil:rprenous hlstory vhen
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110 additigy, to a wit » 80 80 far ag tg g
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1nes varies at T
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from Srivilli-
' le to count the dubbers _that had come D |
dubbers and ook tho ;rk?;tl)l: did so; he has no written note or evidence of a.ng;
putur, bu}tl canﬁ?;t SZZ went to Tirumangalam at all; he took no food there an
kind to show

! the Tahsildar and several other
he knew though he knows tl
. did not see any one

; ms to have seen him there, except the 11th witness
people, and in fa,ct(si lzgem]])ee;ffy Collecto_r’s own man, the other Venkoba R?’S-“ﬁlﬁz
for the defenee anH admits that he came to see the Deputy Collector }?‘.
has dis”’PP.eared' b ean (simply out of friendship), but declares that nothing was
after this inqury '~e e hee question and that he never knew he would have to give
said then about this t',g until he got my summons. - Lastly, there was a most] ;xtraorl-‘
evidence on the pombout the ghee collected at Tirumangalam, for it wou atplﬁ):.:e
dinary commdir(l:zetzat two of the dubbers collected there by his servant mus

e

from his evid exactly at the time the other arrived from Srivilliputur, quite by
been got ready.

aceident ! tatement i3 confirmed by the 11th defence witness, who is now
This sta

d, but who
Ti lam chattram, Whgre the ghee was stored, ‘
Storekeeper ab the gggg?l;g:mployed as a pujari only and };«xd noth;ngz ttc;z ;lgav;}t;l
was at that time Ofilc saw the Srivilliputur dubbers W_hen they cei,lm the thef-(;
stores. He says hettram itself, and asked the man in cha}xl'ge o;y m B fhere
and mot 0 the t,c iy ear that he had any reasons for asking t etq];lreis 10%. o h);s
was. It d.oes 130 ba}?gd two days at- Tirum%'mga.lam, but dpes no1 A %W dlo he gs; ob bis
the last witness 8 a‘_ym Venkoba Rau evidently knew it wou nol do to atyall
menls at the Chat?.r a n;a,nga,lam and denied having 'ta,ken any meab ke at wﬂi
had stayed at 'lxx:u: ame must have been entered in the chafctram ooks. 1
se, if he had, nis 1 be seen from the confidential reports

becans® + Appendix G. of the Inspector of Police that he found

tl;at Venkoba Rau never went to Tirum?,ngalam at all and
ce b0 prov? m Srivilliputur only, and it may be desirable to prosecute
hef({e, ca)lzildr(l)lis accomplices for perjury if the witnesses can be got to

au A :

direct eviden

him (Venkoba

ive evidence. itnesses may be disposed of very briefly. Possibly
g 97. The qther def?“r‘gz nv;ltg(::sents, l);ut they are POt- men of any p%rl'flcglra:
the first three did no'{:i e%]ts within the Deputy Collector’s ]unsdictlon.d r et,hi :d
mark and are not r?iSI as a perjurer in a revenue case quite r.ecen{,fy, an 1ihe third
ey lender) was, nomintad by M. Ramachendrs lau himselfd o Meumber o
money-1enaer) T, 1 Commission. e really p ?
S}}le Tinnevelly %{“’;ﬁ;@iex‘ of the Deputy Collector’s favomt;zs. 'fl(lﬁf 5{%: I?;:; :.;S
prother is eviden )3 ess. The 8th is called to disprove a sta .mei)n of the Manndr-
7eh are equally ‘,1.519 t witness) on which no stress has been laid y t e p e
kéta Zemindar (718 uite true) and also to prove that the Gollarpati e;nmx: 12th
(s o T, whih s wll knows, though e wi Nanmen Subba g who
witness) is in " This witness is a close relation o ’ ubba Rau who
is indebtedness. nother of the Deputy Collector’s agents an
g‘ referred to t}éro}:l%:léorlfeaisn;uiry began though he is a Member o}f1 the Lo:_éﬁ 1;‘11;:
also disap}??ar:viszance must be viewed with suspicion. The 9th is a sti
Board. 1118

useless witness. ; erate here the principal persons who appear
98. It may bteh ZOTB‘;?JE;%SHZIC’:.% s chief agentq through.ou.t. They :;,lrelthe
to have acted as jldar, the S4tdr Tahsildar (17th witness), (it is not at a,ctc eax;
Srivilliputur .Ta:im hon’estly in the matter); the first-class Rerenu?1 Igs%e Ogn(i)a*
ho'w'lf? rut%tller azt;nbur Subbaiyar (5th witnesszi ghfch?lﬁ{eiﬁgsﬁs})eczorr:%3 rd
oIrvl ’ . S 4 8); tw A N
;’ﬁlaﬁ' ’ I:;he rra’hSlldE)u.‘ :ngia;l;agorf%gt?ﬁiie)ss), these five acting under the Ta%;sﬂi.ia;)r,
and 62nd gltblll;iss}g(iu, and the Deputy Collector’s dufterbund and kinsman Venkoba
w y

Nanmeni oot :
Rau. ; 1, even after he had given in his defence, to

uty Collector’s refusal, eve > . ; .
22.311;[‘1(1;2:5) N sy vivd voce cannot but produce a bad impression of his case
answ '

to see how he would fare under such wivd voce cross-examination that I
- It was to - ' :

swer LUURERL AR X B
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wished to ask him a few questions on poiuts where his defence seemed unsatisfac-

tory, and it is not the same thing to frame written interrogatories to which carefully-

worded, and more or less ambiguous, replies can be framed by some clever Vakil.
100. 1In this

particular the Tahsildar, though his explanations are feeble and
shifty enough, was at any rate more straightforward. At one time, jndeed, 1 was
in the hopes that he would have deserted the Deputy Collector and give more
positive evidence against him, but apparently their friendship has been cemented
by too many questionable transactions for him to venture on such a course.
101. It is not unimportant to observe here (as showing the intimate connec-
tion between the two) that the Deputy Collector very early selected Saravana-

muttu Pillai for specially delicate service under him in the Virudupati murder
case; and if it is true, as w

( a3 opeuly alleged, that evidence in that case was
concocted and that witnesses were compelled to make statements
certainly repudiated in the Ses

(which they

sions Court), it would probably be impossible for the
Tahsildar to give evidence agamst the Deputy Collector without seriously crimin-
ating himself.  That the Deputy Collector ha

: thing to conceal.
103. Instea

d of answering them, however, he said he would see his accounts
and let me know, | _

104.  After about a month he gave me an account® of expenditure amounting
* Exhibit N. to Rs. 6,500, but no information as to

had savings from t},
For the purposes of this cage, Igssubmit.
detail of the whole of my assets and savip
105. Now it is

asked hj

the expenditure of Rs. 6,500 wag

idem, whin s ety and after about two weeks he produced the
:;gg:’ go?‘is&e%f?’rdB;d%ms’ogl,llch forms. the last of his defence statemsnts. It will
theak Depets Colle;:t(;r, isxs linkoef;1 ;u&})l atrifling sum that a man, even in the position

been either hoarded in his houge or vestan o aoout on his & why should he make
80 much difficulty aboy

tity W invested in some way, and why should he make
Y was tld His Paragraphs 2 and 3 Prove nothing except, I suppose,
d he nzz 8 n from any of the funds thevein referred to, for, if it

27 802 T never doubted h gh to
efray a much 1y : oubted that he had means enoug
any of his own mr gor expenditure than g

»900 rupees ; my only doubt was whether
on
Prosecution beip py s really devoted to

that purpose at ‘all. the theory of the
of what wag paidg that B, 7,000 at least was collec ‘

ted for the marriage (exclusive
Maruvidu” ceremonies and nautches) and

e rents of the same and from my salary.

it i3 needless for me to enter into any
gs." . .

10 answer at all to my question, and that
might as well haye simply declined to answer it. I therefore

106. Many othey wi . ' .
verbally, but it Séemg ulst;ll?;zesa?cxgx}xgulll::iggeﬁs::}:ed’ T some I have examined

ces if, as 1 believe, there is

the savings had been invested from which

e,

~
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or some of those concerned
) hose referred to in.the recOrd.' M Ore(l)lfo?fllle %oth on account of
sufficient prOOf o tl(l)i“’ to come forward, as 1s natl}ra and bgca:use they have given
are extremely unWﬁ lenal Code applying to them a soi ood and cannot expect to be
the proi'isions of ; i,hich they say they ha.v}()a1 m;tl;l re,;caes 5 Shanar merchanli 205

ipts for mote . This was notably the receipt for Rs. 1

l}:gifeged when they say [?t?edly sent supplies, anfl says he %a,;r:tge prosgect of having
Virudupatis who uﬂdo,‘é Rs. 30. He was so termbly alai'mfj3 Traders in his positiO}l
though he was only pa}I thought it better to let him a I(1m . ficials in the same posi-
to gize evidence t'l(lja'tf incurring the indignation of other o
fraid o o

0
h prefer the loss of 10
are natumlly:me forward in such cases, and would muc pr

tion if they ¢

isk of losing favor. , : one inevitable
rupees OF 80 10 tge mskZeminda: is in the same predicament, and
- atur
10(. The

~——————
[

will t between the neighbour-
efarious transactions will be a perpebual feud h h

’ these n

result of

) $tdr and Sivagiri. o Hecting supplies
ing Z,emindars ‘g Scli:;lst objectio:able feature én ftl;)ls fg:;grsno(;fozz largo Zontractor
108. Not the le is jurisdiction instead of by the supplies were
from the vdéa_g:r,s :?g:rc}}:;bic]e as, for insta}tlnceﬁ 'l;‘gm]eorg% :Jf;:dinate officials was
c ich the tim hat one

f another district 1 extent to whic uch matter tha
a?:t,ually reqmre}?i’s) ;)Sri::ge business. It 1s .ln (}trpae rgaégi Sl?u?it is evident {)h:%t Ehe
i rer i lecting o1l fo 2 Taluk adar

occupied OV 91 ively engaged in collecting the appointment of Ta .
on was exclusiy recommended for PP ed in such private
Pgon who has §mcegtt])18i?itness’) was almost excluswel}t'}h:;l%:"I‘i‘g;L <on than his utter
(Alagirisaml Naick, mmended for promotion for no Of rivate aggrandisement.
Lusiness, and was reco carrying out these schemes 1? 'I?ahSildars downwards all
unscrupulousness .]'n‘ haree ofa the harem, a,n'd. from t. e u lies to the detriment,
Another peon was 10 Cb % f greatly occupied in collectlpi s n%pinconvenience- The
the Oﬁi"ia‘lsbr?us&;g:ss ea,nd their own grﬁ?t persog?\l(i:;zn ?nst,ea,d of buying evle]a")"
heir public . h things in his own L t to compel these
;fet;'e idé)& of collecting Sl:a(;x mark%t is tainted with cOrr‘}ptlon;dli)tuy at the ixp:minent
thing in Tanjore lg'thie‘;%o become the instruments of his eup
5 bordinal
unfortunate su

o a monstrous thing
- v them, and so prevent them from complaining, was &
isk of ruining them, ' to judge from
to lo. . an old servant of Government and, to judg com of
to do handra Rau is an o t man (though the omissio
0. R aust at one time have been a ot well of him in Tanjore,
his testimoma,ls;, muse against the officials, &c., who ItE ogonow he is capable of doing
fr. Lee-Morris nam ears, is very conspicuous). Eve ol vory successfully, and
where be served S uite true thathe T e the Stvagiri Zemindar (the
w S 1 : t2 between : ]
work, and . .boundary dispute , March last year.
useful oh ability, ik c130) and the Government e has boen for some time ot
::vh‘ief c-omplainan:}ig I'nore discouragin%’f t(c)l ﬁnq tlllg: ol':i'n jurisdiction. When the
: refore, 3 offenders 1n

It is, there he mosb conspicuous

i ivision, what can be expected
any rate one Oi_te is so corrupt as in this unfortunate division, what can
in of justic
fountain O

idiary streams ? an opinion on
of the subSldjary 'hl ss (although I am perhaps not cl?n(?dcllilr}:gg Egrrecomgnend his
110. hever{) Sﬁlowed to say that I should 'not }f 12 are extonuating circum-
the point) I may eb any means, because I think t grv an officer in his position
rosecution. Not fgr no punishment can be too sc?verend brings disgrace upon all
stances in his case,l rostitutes the name of ]_ustlii ; witnesses in such a case are
who so scandalously sibion; but because I think the ! vomse, Tikely enough that
honest men in b3 posidex‘ation, and also because it 1s, 0 Court of Justice. In case
entitled to some con ve anything actually criminal in e of the presiding Judge.
we might fail to pl(I)nuch would depend on the ldmsyncr‘zsfs the trouble of giving
of a trial, of coul seflld certainly be unwilling to_be glf tampered with or might be
The witnesses WOd many of them might possibly be tamy
. n y ot e )
ev;d%nciliz%ag; : clever Barrister and so break down
bamboO

. f in‘these parti-

As 1o the Tabsildar if the Governiuentare Of”;;’f“{‘f fﬁi‘ﬁ‘;‘bf owed
l.ﬂ‘ ASS 1;23 {;as led astray by his superior officer, he mxght | :

cular instance
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Pending againgt him with which the Deputy
ollector is not (apparently) connected, and evep In this case it i§ clt_aar that hg
* ially ¢ idene. collected ghee in _Vartu'aylruppu an
Sgelszss?fﬁfsges.h ® eridenco of the 7h and elsewhere* for which he dqes not even
. pretend to have paid anything, and his
Pt to shield the Dgputy Coll i ivi

112, Tt ig Perhaps desirahle that I shoyld
frequent, complaint

refer to the Deputy Collector’s *
! c S throughout his defence that evi
behind his back, A

idence wag taken, as he puts it,
» 00 evidence wag ever taken in

g worth recording to commu-
gu Pillai ang the Offici

) lating Tahsildar, Chithambaram
;- £0T5008 In whoge Judgment, ang honest
ascertain thig, i

A reason to conﬁ_de, to
n the case of the S4tdr and Gollarpati Zemindars,

€ of course on oath, nor
: X rom him a3 4 rule. Tp fact, this preliminary
quiry wag Precisely analogoug tq the poli
113

B A Ce inquiry ip 5 magisterial cage,
cn S8 10 pressure he; t
graph 186 of thg )} ot 1

Pon the witneggeg to give evidence (para-
Deputy Collector’s defence), it ig rather remarkable that the only
t Exhibit 3 instance citeq is a lettert from the Acting
the Sevalpati Managert

¢puty Collector, Vengu Pillai, asking

t 1 , OcomeaShehadso ethine j im,

> O Tesult of thi « Pressure ” wag o make the witnegg say he had paid a certajn

Mr. Vengy Pijlaprg b Colle’(itor himself admit Notwithstanding

ad alsoglll)een ala?d ;;rezsu“‘éd.he ¢0uld not be induced to admit that 300 rupees
Presence of sevI:er Wedding Present

] actually said so in the
al people quite SPontaneously,” | ¢ ink j

: hink it is pretty clear that
Succe.:ssfully applied from the side of the defence,

e class Revenye Inspector whe Wwas also an abettor
N atv o Teceived grajn worth Rs. 19.g. from the Zemindar of
T 3 refaining foq With regard to the po)

ice Inspector, his con.

g .Questionable that | was inclined to
S .
Was nog Suspong duppress evidence apq th

ought it best to have
or degraded jp any way, :

°°R Made hehipg t;lw;'r backs Ih
OPportunity of Provi oy pesi

. L 18ve intentiong)) iven the

. ) :g their Case, believing that to be tl{ i Overnment.
. . ave the b, ;

With my poteq therggy (A;;Ie?nfioicz‘: ql;e:,t,dt }}z)it the defence Statements may be read

ory if the Inquiry had

e intention of G

Eucr.osunz

-four depositions.
N o )
ExcLosypg N '

0. 2"List of Witnesseg for the defence, With eleven depositions,

48 necessary to .

m all reagonable _

i 1
" unchallenged evidence of A

£t
(;_,';
ol
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. ' . ich is not
; fficials, which is no
eyqe le to the }ugherp hich 1is
ivilliputur temp nautch party, Wi
' from the iSvren forr)- a nautch goes }fot Z}:iether the Mannérkot?“.nor
: that money g eral rule; (4) that neither dar is in a positiont
d; (3) te as a gen larpati Zemindar i
denll,ebl,y true, at any rate the G(i(l arp sents, which is also true to
a oo ) e pre ’ :
" this, 8ee notes on De%u?é)c (')nﬁcfﬁ)re: zodgt?ain Ie)xtent; (5) 1:ha,:)i e?im}art Sl%‘i‘?
+ But as to tatement (paragraph g Pralinag dubbers in all were loa Pl
defence s a man 18 M hich agrees pretty
ot follow be;l:am@?ll not give presents. mangalarfn t"ﬁ se dubbers were collected
stances that he w1 . (6) that four o ~ Zemindar i3 in the
: 3 on; ) dpuram
the evidence fordt'}}.e f};‘fff;f;m ; and (7) :higltii]i?liz iI;vited, and gave Rs. %gg
and 11r onts at nautches to 0 on another occasion.
about Madura large presents ab and Rs. 200 o £ ohee had been
: king large pr’ Vakil’s house aI four dubbers of g
habit of ma ccasion 1n a v: tention thab ‘friend” of the Deputy
ticular 0ccas this is the con d by a ¢ frien
onla I:Z;terial point in all . 00111f c::m.’s );,t Madura. I havefa%lrei(lllﬁ
oniy }Para-graph 7. Colle d I will now show more fully
' - § this evidence is false, he Deputy Collector’s case.
stated my opinlOT_lt‘ itslzonsequently ruinous to the L. taken by Sup)’ise at
it is so, and that 1 ined on the 16th of October, 'belvlvlﬁat the case was going
89. When first exa(tingl:t having had time to ascertain
7 : an o
. sugpension,
his sudden

nd i v f
ingelly-oil to the all}e 0
d id that he had purchased gl;ee :, 0%'1,1,1%: y oduced rossiptss
Tahsildar sa € abo '

to be, the bout Rs. 4 nd P duced P

. t he could not
. 280}, saying tha :
Exhibits C, C-1, and C-2. for Rzin “He probably had not :ﬁge
; he took receipts for ‘ef er{:ami%a their defence tléereﬁore fro g
hether he irayiruppu. In "o of oil and ghee
,-emem}l):; :Zceipts from ‘;E}Z?rigbogg 400 rupoes, elv;rg.rth'l‘he Tahsildar’s account
to seccompelled tobaccoﬁnit best to deny every ”hlfn% il were purchased ;hand ]ile 71112%111)
were = nd thoug d 250 measures O of each, though w
Srivilliputur a res of ghee an : et 250 measures member how
: 960 measu dered him to g can he yet re
» th;ﬁle Deputy CollectOI; (;11‘1 :emember how much. 11:]'1?<:I‘11:3,ses or what became of a
%?;: asked he could nozé’t him the money for t?}?:et I%nsaction-
the Deputy Collefé;OII'lste that figures largely in
n

900. Then, A
ted, an

ere collec
gidently on accoun

b

. lam (in 16 dubbers),
sent to Tirumanga in the valley of
that Oél}f?/ ﬂlz_zz v(‘,rslslections (192 ?eﬂiﬁfiz’;f railway station
t of the . as the most ¢ ed had so
: irumangalam was tt uld have ensu ¢
irayiruppu for thh'thllI;:nt::loo great publicity tIlam()x:‘er()fallat; 400 measures of %ll
Vax(‘flT?Zbably also to %Vﬁgd from Sétir) and alsoliligctg’:l' altogether, accordanég?‘r to x_fdae.
(and p been despa cos dubbers having been co counts for 27, and Govi
much ghee tur, =0 auboers / 9th witness), who accol incumbent on the
had been sent to hig;;1§2$1 éno ther was reqlﬁg';d,gzdwii;s may have been
Rau (73rd Witnesi,),f v:-rthGSdubbers sent to Tir umanga‘am,
count o
defence fo ac

done in the following manner.
on

bout 260 rupees
. es of ghee would cost a rupees and
Two hundred and smzjlrl dnéeggu;eas‘{re% of oil vgo;lf}% g%oii;ezei. %0 their
91. Ltained in 6 dubberlj;ers making 12 in all valu; rumangalam, and that the
and b:htéosame number of %uand gl’lee went together to 1 é/'; d made the total of 16,
go ll?ment is that all thetﬁ(la « Madura friend * bemgaﬁ full of ghee alome.
ngubbel‘s conﬁtsgo}r)lyvainly tried to make out were
which the pros ’

hat 27 dubbers
t of the fact t bse-
, ion takes no accoun d one procured subse-
Now this eip(llari)ay'ﬁliﬁagiﬁsami (9th V;’ltl}:?s? mainana Subbramania Pllllal
altogether were, (ﬁ? E‘i(c:rri‘!ores the statem?ntﬁ Olfu ﬁbzg:ame of it there does not clearly
ly, and quie o sent to Satur [wha )
quent’y, that the ol was f his second
Wltness). A : racraph 4!'0 .
( 6t};ar’ but it may The Deputy Collector’s sugges:?&r:l ](O};am;de Ii)n his houses for it
ﬁfﬁ’ss vessels Sgné't,h February 1881) that search mig — ,
date
Statement . )

92,

ires of ghee alone ’
i h evidence to show that 592 measure g
as there i3 muc

Tanjore in the
been stored there, oy it may have gone to ]
have bee

B hant
- e ek m Tgie N A Gk TR CPT e
s T A



ge No. 3.—Statement taken from Deputy Collector.
ExcLosu . . -'
: 1n the valley of Vartirayirg u which is
* The Deputy Collecto_r’e OWn man Govindg proved by q{ﬁte* LoLpp
a1 (a most unwilling tw(lltne?is) todegrl should be denied {n toto, and has cowm-
> 5 chattram ihe&%rim?ngf pelled the Deputy Collector to call to his
lam road near Vartirayiruppu. assistance this Madura fl‘lend who was

- S0 very kind as to collect four dubbers of
and send some of it Jrom Madurq t, Tirumangalam, (1) at his
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> PSR = ’ C : : T
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| . . ; .
5 is rather too absurd]. Tt alg, requires that the purchage of large quantities of ghee
! -
|

overwhelming evidence

ENCLOSUR'E I'o' !" Sbatemenb tdken fl om Idhsilddl .

ghee (110 measures)

p ! y‘ i h lt'Sn
n ex n e Ll tr Of thlblts fOI‘ trhe Iosecutlon, Wlth twent' 81X ex lb
— S 2

pe se.

Excrosurg No. 5.

_‘ - -

-93. If there wag an

ENCLOSUREIS Nos. 6 to lS.—-A»PPeu&ices 4 to J.
his story, why did the De uty Collector tell me :
when first examineg that he woulq have to ing ! puty X

fD bnty Collector with its enclosures as specified
Statement of De Hlector ¥
| ENCLOSURE No. 16.—Defence in his lists marked A, B, an
of J anuary ?  But there J |

ildar, with its enclosures.
No. 17.—Defence Statement of Tahsildar, with its er
er & bad road, when Sitdr _ _. : Excrosugre No.
Iy b distant Ly somparatively speaki It could |
only be because of valley that the goods were sent
d

T« hama Ray, and antecedents, and was only intro-
s disrict in 1873, | gy P43 Collector, Magurs

: ‘ d in the defence.
singly touche
hich have been pas
gome of W
8ay I could not pos
uty Collect, : .
ng hig friends), aII; y or 0ot being

wi s for the
w . itioner regrets to state that several of the witnesse

he petitione

2. That t |

am go hen he came down - ‘

rr

18norance (the De Y to

sibly believe in such

‘ RAU Deputy Collector-
; ition from A. RAMACHEN%II]{}%RS o 155 BOARD o
eny. ‘ Read—the following 1I;el’:l :,o the Honorable 8tlhe -ME .
114 : e ’ T. . .
. 94. T doubteq this Ven_koba Rau’s story from the very first, but now, when | OfE%f‘lII‘]lII:Ie[}’ E,ydated 17th March 18 Government, (6.0, No. 5348,
;e:ﬁsf 31{117 that hef Was convicted of takmg bribes anq dismissed from his appoint. | R ce to the inquiry ordered b}('i :Vainst him by the Sivagiri
anager o t'he’ Madurs Mumclpahty_ m 1868 ; that he is the man referre,d ‘ That, with I‘ef‘ig%%) into the pgmplaf?ﬁ }ézif:::aine d,g however unwillingly, to
| t Appendix F., g% In .0, No. 1340, dated 5th April ‘ dated 1st OCtObett;herS your petitioner flsllOWing lines, particularly in respect of ;.
\ Il . e . ] . . (s) ! ’ . +
once); and that he was fined for assaultmo!z.(\cfzgi'lTbend‘gS%iMfo: tre%édy alr'ne(;eri‘s Zemlpd?rranodurokind conslde,rat'lt(,’);1 ’t}fgeconduct of his case before the Collector, and
‘. egléifntly onte (g‘ tlllxe most notorioyg characters iy the M‘«iydira, l}){strafcés Iraa; amazed T ?ubn(l)lftst hg ig;egularities relating
as the Deputy (g ector’s folly iy citing b hi . T .y » ew oW :
that ;19 Was unaware of the man’s chy 1%1 ctg: 38 g chief witnegs, He says, indeed, gt fo it Chithmmran}) Plli]zlf, é}f;u;)gtgi?;iy
‘l c 1iaar : .
. uced to him by rosecution were e;j}ﬁhinegrbgy the 6ollectofr I?Jm::éf%oﬁht?; ! :r(;, wraphs b ond 160
‘ 1lia1, g . 1s fu
z d prefor to 1 . o the man to be 1gnorant of gossip affect. S C,O,;E:i?rﬂziingl':gular examination, as 18 Tully
A eler to believe that lect, ; . , ; X
! s unsscrupulous character, like 5, many otl?e‘::,?gsgtzco?dh?s i thiy oD account of
95. i
J

lluded to in
i1l be apparent, from a perusal of the documents allu,

It w1

of the defence.

sed, and that the witnesses
hs, that undue pressure h:glizggiltl)nuat. };is back, befor.'e the sall(}
| the said parag?gdn’xitted the fact of t;]:le'lefn(t?,xupon the fairness or otherﬁfllse otfu::lcly
uty Coll . | lves hav him to comment 1 t, one would natural
- ura, or to gwear falsely that he hag dgng(;oecu])lrc;ﬁﬁg: | therr_l:fs. It is needlefls fg:tmental inquiry like the pll‘gszlt]aiements of the parties
gﬁ leve th':g hl? v;as chosen to buy ghee for the reasong stated above: for, if any ) Oﬁ';};ocedure- In 3orde€vould consist of the spo:et: ni?)a»ny for which every facility
lector’s Rumerous frigndg and relationg ip 'f‘a.:joi‘e ’h::rleybggglﬁidaﬂotz;l;ivgef: tl{ilggl"’ ' sulux?ts:rily coming for:f Zféiov;l of your petitioner. he Government
oo 2OV the Deputy Colleot, ince i ; : | ‘ v afforded by the susp its that, as he understands the - Ao
and cannot 'be gycl 4 Par'timgar); iond follm‘js(;h(e slays) since he came to Tinnevelly was aff - petitioner humbly submits that, uired to do no more than Judas
. Uar frienqd ¢ Uniess it be for hig well-known and r petitioner llector was require ; £ upon  suc
Dotorious unscrupulousness) and , Wi : 3. You inquiry, the Collec ievances complained of up
him all the way from Moy’ 4 yet the Deputy Collector must needs send for ‘ der directing the inq therwise of the grievances ts and report thereon.
. SUTa to ask him ¢ buy Rg, 100 worth of hee. How T Order thfulness or © him by the complainants .
b e e e o e T o Thumingalon - sy b s s e 0 v st s
el it - ; : ev ity for s ve to
' , adura? By pe whole story of th}i’scogifi 2!’; not h ve been put into the train at | 4 There Was n_o_necesswi § any rate your petitioner cra,Is)rgs ui; Colleator, b
‘ Supported by one Witness, whoge evid ghee transactioy ig ncredible, and it ig only | 'k of your petitioner. Tahsildar and the Acting 11pt' it WO
! ‘ eIng  geng £, » to Skt (o ams sn&e 18 equally false. Venl_(oba Rau recollects ; the bac loyment of the ‘Actt}ngour petitioner, in_actively collec ;llllgde s
Produce any letter frq e Depyt octor L mionce of being called upon to . the emp ofit by the rum of y dicial to your petitioner, in no sm t g;rfy against
8ays that the Deputy Collector’sp& Oy Collegtc;r 10 corroboration of hig story), and j hope ttl) Ii);regﬂlar but also preju rl:lipon peopls to come forward to dest 111 ; at%t ins
e us 1 { ssu : i cure "
. gzlrﬁaozorigggﬁct‘the e of asi.n le II))GPSOI? W}::(gigt(gntg C;Isc?ht cl)egsra;ilg?nalnu:vﬁg ‘ f}f:sglt)gicers used :;uzﬁg; f?rrsi, by using their Ownd gzhle:g;’l ss(ilmmons only upon
I to buy Rs, 100 v ?}11 this ocoasiog If the Deputy Colleotor had wanted a friend ! our petitioner; tha as they liked ; that they serve d others would be evident from
uch mystepy abogut Elf o Be woulg surely have writton andasked him. Why g0 che of such perSO}IIIS found convenient and rejecte
| 3 _ural:'o Shbhr (putgiy. Plllmc};gszp a}(lid Wbly Send for his friend all the way fiom o such oft?hem;fafh: deg;ence already alluded to. dings to the people to come
! 81ve him Rg, 19 onsiderable expenge g, inconvenience) in order ! the portion d by these proceedin
ribe-taker, Wwho getg his iy ln;) buy ghee? Then this friend, the convicted ! 5. The encouragement offered by
~ Wlatever of any of the purch g, touting er_Vahls, has' no recorq of any kind !
ubbers, kept, ng accoy dases, cannot specify single
ught it. He g, y

i it 8 50 great
k and to suggest plans for attacking your petitioner was so gr
rd to attack an 33
ToVer reported to the Ty o SoR Who sold ghee 05 , forwa
. 0 the Depyt,
8 he wepg to Tlrumangala.m himself Puty Collector that he ha

C Ok anftael' tb 1Iva g 1X 1 i p I‘ently ith
es i i 1 emi
e l) ‘ tha.t the S O
: Pecious b

L]
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impunity, to address a letter* to the Collector suggestin
inquiry Magistrate’s Clerk Subbramania, Pillai angd thre
suspended and Police Inspector Kathaperumal Pillay, Revenue Inspector Amboor
Subbier, and Head Constable Masilamani Nadan be transferred.t Whether acting
upon this letter or otherwige, your petitioner grieves to say that within three days, i.c.,
on the 14th October 1880, the said Subbramania Pillay (6th witness for the prosecu-
tion) was suspended ; on the

20th Amboor Subbier (5th witness for the prosecu-
tion) was transferred} to Ng 39 bsequently on the 30th idem
' ime Kathaperumal Pillai, Police
was transferred to another Taluk.
This is not all. The 60th witness, Ponnan, in the course of his examination, was
visited with immediate punishment,

. : ¢ was summarily dismissed and was required
to give up his belt on the spot. Need your petitioner say that such a procedure
struck terror nto the minds of the people and induced them to appear against him,
willingly or unwillingly, knowing or not knowing

6. The evidence

any fact connected with the case.
. taken on such pressure
Circumstances could p

A L SV

g that for facilitating the
e other Village Munsifs be

Inspector (14th witness for the Prosecution),

. e stronger ; but, when their innate
weakness wag pointed out ’

in the defence, some | of the witnesses were again called

tatements rectified in spite of your petitioner’s
ollector, oral and written, ¥ to take his defence after
T the prosecution had closed : '

1 priae: ;I Ot Observe that this course is not only opposed to
all principles of Justice and humamty, but calculated to be injurious to the interests

ury. its rectified form, has not, the
ly submits; 'mproved the case for the prosecution,
8. Your Petitioner, actin

it g under the impression that such an examination for
rectifying the former statemengg would not be legitimately recoguised as evidence
for the Prosecution, declineq. ; :

it cpr s, to again cross-examine such
inesses.  For your petitioner May not only have to cross-examine them, but also
may be un'der the necessity of tend

ering fresh explanation, which explanation in its
turn may mducg the Collector 1 call for the witnesses i

‘e, and a procedure which is opposed to al] principles of Justice
our- petitioner, therefore,

, 2lr entered his humble protest against such a
his petition to the Collector dated the 23rd ultimo,
not oro : g further to submit th
petitionei-tlexagx;ﬁled by the Collector before the defeqce Was put in, whereby the
iy ost the Opportunity of Commenting upon thejp evidence, after such cross-
Mination, although,. °Ven 1n its present form, thejy evidence reémains unshaken.
Ptional procedyre adopted in

course through

at the defence witnesses were

grace and justice your

N.B—For toy ever pray,
an abais I forsoi‘j:a 1§3f7 2}f1 eref(ifgl}ce a printed copy of the defence, containing also
humbly submitted. €X01bits referred o In the manyg

cript copy, is herewith

R it - B a5 532, e e iAW IS Y,
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from such witnesses under such
ot be expected to be mad
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; 1.—Deput; Collector’s letter to Collector, dated 31st January

S No. 1. y

ENCLOSTRE 2 .

Encrosure No. 2.—Copies of Testimonials.
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12th July 1881, No. 1341.

the Collector
report called for from

: tt?' t%?lvzﬁ)rg:cﬁextlltlfy rgceived from the accused Deputy
petiti .

Resolution—dated :
The Board submi

5 a
in this case, as also
(Collector.

i der eleven different
2. The Ch?lr%)? S}Te Collector in paragraph 5 of his letter unde
have been range

' ivilliputur Taluk.
1fth head refers to the Tahsildar of Sr1v1}3;p: 1(; .8, and 9 do mob
heads. The twe harges against the Deputy Collector, Nos. 6, 7,
Of the charges ag

he two first,
i f Government. The t »
5 ture calling for the notice t(1)1 Board to be domestic rather
appear to be of fa 1;(2: matters which appear to the

N 7, reter

Nos. 6 and 7,

. to enter into this
bl thought 1t necessal‘y4 but the
The C,ollectord It)goga?h% petition presented to (}iov;gnr;sgt,mlgnd .
t was r.eferl'e ks on this head in paragraphs dine No. 8 is
that hlsurfilmf;: been omitted. The ewdencedffgls‘” gppears to
& . 13
t vge n elicited on the subject of pras:hough the Golleator,
eagre, and what ha; LST% 9, the evidence is not satlgficil:l(;ry )
1 ) 8 NO. 7, LLIE rue. .
be trivial. As_rega?nclined to think that the charge 18 Dot Collestor obtained
4. The sub_]e_flbt Og ;hzeggratuitoudy ’ OI;);O: a‘li)ogv a?;(lici,()S The evidence of
) i f oil an < 96, 1 0 ’ . be
supplies o hs 15 to 27, &8 to 96, is point appears to the Board to
aragrapns id aph 20 on this point app by documentary
. tioned in paragrapn £ ome cases supported by doc
witnesses men and it is in s . in a very incomplete
t};ea very convinCing nat;(l)'e’zz and 23). The charge is (Iir;ezhlg purchZSeS through
gvidence (see paragraEh%oll’ect(;r. He admits hagxl}agp hl;labl 9 ond 20 of his defonoe
: he Deputy He says in_para
"mannper by t

Srivill] ; it the sphere of his
Tahsildar of brl",llhpu?; the articles, but **it is beyo:;l he Ig omshility
: tﬁet he paid the Tal(liggda.r;; b the money.” This endeavour
tha hat he did w1
knowledge W

; . ders appears to
btained the supplies under hl? elipl;essr g;'t (;II‘lsd IPeI;)rehen-

to a subordinate vzllllzeo It would arguecatnth: verYTl‘i:: thgre was something
on lame €x . h Deputy ollector. D tv Collector is
the Board & n the part of the T hich was known to the Deputy
. . tion whic M- of the Collector
sible laxity © ular in the transact first met the inquiries t ot

: reg hich he firs ty of caution
eu;:::;;tlayfi‘zm the mlaxtl;i; m]&};kling every auowafcih?rptolé?tﬁzcﬁszv{l oh he was
a 1 euel ). A 0

h 15 of his llector with reference

(paragrap

t and character
n the part of the De]f ug{igioto mislead the Co}lector as t(; thel;eils[te?;sing, howaver,
glaced, the faﬁt thafl_is :,n unfavorable feature in the case. mi

ases
of these purc

: the replies of the

! vidence of witnesses on the '011116' 512{3 ;;)Iﬁ suﬂicieglt by itself

from consideratlzﬁetl'hilfere remains still one fact W?;;?O Llr?arriages in his family gg
n the other, tor. There were tw( - ting to 9

? ccl(:ifii?late the DePuty Ci)‘gict(})ﬁs supplies of ghee 91;3(110 il, 1?11'2(1)1‘31,:6(11 ?n Tinne-

f,% celebrated in Taﬂ}oilc'l‘zs dholl and grains, were e;ldmltsu g liIt)es be purchased in

measures }gr mort(_lei,o Berslaturally arises, gvhy 'slht(z)u}l(‘lafljgiz 20% miles distantfp They

velly. The qges nveyed at some cost by ral rocured on the spot at Tanjore

Tinnevelly and co haps more readily, have been p raph 11 of the defence.

ly, perhap : ly answered at paragrap ore. he
could as readily tion is very imperfectly r agent at Tanjore,

. : t of @ proper ag ident
tself. Thls, ques g that owing to wan himself was resident,
i 'he Deputy (,ollectolze ‘3&3’; purchases at the place v(;heret g:itlil;?ll he himself went.

. was comp}flled a,;ooﬁ?ged to purchase in advance :Schl;: could not be procured at
and that he w icles in question were t of an agent is
.:o Tamjore, bec%tlllse g:)ear?irt(‘icoe not ghink that the ple? ta}.lk;o:;;c glaénargument. The
short nOtéceitenti:n' and they doubt the importance o
worthy of a !

ial.

than officia !
subject beca.,gse !
er

Board consider b
p(;rtion of 75 migh

large .
(}oﬁector n p
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lower figure th put the amoy ooVl
from & Pioed a?angﬁlg ot'}lirmse appear by ﬁ;ﬁgi f}lll;'gh}?ses n Tinnevelly at a
false, and it probably Was f le Collector is at some pat t?Obta.med some ghee
Into the case with so my, ha 88, but the Board think it? i Ils‘h ° oo that this was
this charge has left o dowgy 1L LS5 A consideratio ardly necessary to go
possibly regard the mat?tu t m the minds of the Board lglllldofhzh?} lo):oa,d facts of

’ ernment wiil

abused his position er in the same ligh
n th J g t’ that t
5. The s e matter of obtaining thege su;};ﬁieg ‘ePUt.Y Collector greatly

: cond point i
salaries of & numb point 13 that the Depyt, C .

that it is impossible to 0" Regarding this the (g, C. & Plackmail on the

oubs the evidence. T} o facg ]_;301‘3)1‘ ssa,y(si mn paragraph 43

. eposed to by the Taluk

: ristadar. In his def
or the Impropriety if it, to?)kOfpl;}(:ee mztter &Iéd holds thee';:ﬁ:ﬂg;:
3 ) . matter of thig ki
gence of the subscri}lgle(;3 Df_quty Collector, ang colrilsgdz(;liﬂd nl?t
s, 1t i3 not likely that’ if they p;i(gl :hg
Y paid it. Su ’h
. < ch pe
d whence it came paid to the Deputy Collectof, I’:x?: stl:::;ulllg

s wedding presents f. ge 18 that the Deputy Collector o

paragraphs 30 om e}nindars a
S™ap to 43. The Witnesses arél(zn(;thers, The Collector refers to this in

Though there i
are di < .
:Ee wholo credible. The pee.-r, 1 the evi b apmenee cial and non-official.
e discrepancies just note?lpu}t)y Collector meets hig ;;}ilzarséto the Board to be on
, ey W?Js}t;nbuting ill-feeling 'tlc;gt}:by hl:ltngmg to matice
1 e} e Wil g
s money o1t moans and thercfora wnable 46 make thy
Oney 13 also gai ’ een received i .
said tomiave been paid over to dlZnIc{isI;gl ’Oig?’ anId P
Y Was paid, provided it was pfid :s;ith :hlz

ence of the 1 .,5€@ 1o reason to doubt th
7. Asa fourth ch orated by the 37th winf th witness, the Tahsildar of Sétﬁr‘i
: : ar - .
official dealings with theg% zhe 30th and 43rq witnesses, wh
Witness : .trEal;ty Collector, are said to l:; o ;Vere persons having
S S Vi .

lector % 3183 8. merchant ang g susls supported by do Cumenf ent rp&mey to hur}.

the Do 0, and the later i o pended village officia] ary evidence. This
1(13 eputy Collect 18 83id to have endea'voureda . He lent the Deputy Col-

or w
a8 suspended, this witnesg demt:)mslggpress the fact, After
ro

re 1
tappil g 7{31; Y}Engu %liﬁ:;?%;:ﬁg’ ’10:?1 thle address of ths Ell)y:;?xlé; f(;‘g{?echtf?.
ollector endeavourg tossway the ,f&ct of th: lc?;fleli)ez}ﬁnldng It was an ordinarl;
plage whe:ed;iry that the witi?:s ii:w;.aderr ;1 ? ooty
© money wag demanded, but thi: ﬁ:ssat:r;

y the Wit
connected 1tnesy (Parag!‘a_phs 53 and- 54 of the Collector’
r's

ok large sums of money

Satisfactori} :
Y expl
letter:)- The a,ﬁsiflned b

with th
56 and 57 ollector, b ® 43rd witness i
8. T)’ and the reply of ﬂ:ae]v) » considers it diﬁiclllsltnt? o car as that Just
he ¢ eputy Collector is oot o doubt it (paragraphs

suffici n
- nelent to establish 4 I;?‘I‘aﬁ’a"'aphs 98 to 68, and Itllexz. i facts are fully gone

Indar’s aceq oral :
Stanédipathlilnts Show itemg of feﬁtamty as to the trutho:; %hregard them as quite
ector’s establ'gmng 60 Satdr» o3 v 500, Satir €Xpenge, *’ “ charge. The Zem.
Ishment, » Bus foilﬁ Rs. 5, present to : on Rs. 5}, batta to the
e mention of the ) 1 on the Deputy Col-
epu

ty Collector’s peon, these

" official dealings, &c.; (d

(RSSO
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entfries are seeml
of so incredible a nature (paragrap
transaction. ’

9. Bythe
gufficient importance t
10. The same may
failure of Venkoba Rau to
stance. .
11. The Bogrd conside
inqui ich has been so care
qu 1Iltl:rx'yrna‘z:llll:ndr.a. Rau (a) obtained supplies fo
nt or on paym
ggi[%i oﬁicialspsglaries, &c. ; (c) borrowe
} they consider also

inquiry that he received large sums as Wwe
and ryots, these sums being not afltogether W
as a present from the Sétir Zemindar.
Ramachendra Rau should be dismissed

ent of considerably less t
d money from a person with whom he had

ngly innocent. .The explaﬁa%ion, however, tendered is of itself
hs 62 to 67) as to throw suspicion on the whole

gide of the matters just mentioned, charge 10 is not perhaps of
o merit notice on the present occasion.

be said regarding the eleventh charge, except that the
attend on summons at the inquiry is a guspicious circum-

r that it is distinctly proved in the departmental
fully conducted by the Collector that Deputy Collector
r the marriages in his family without

han their proper value; (b) levied a

that it is sufficiently proved in the

dding presents from Zemindars, officials,

illingly given; and (e) received Rs. 500 )
The Board consider that Deputy Collector

from the public service. It is to be regretted

rformance of his duty should have made for the Deputy Collector

h roper pe . . .
that the proptt k ivagiri Zemindar, but the Board cannot take this as a point in

an enemy in the S ri Ze .
any way diminishing his guilt or operating

The punishment whi ) .
thinlz have an important effect in advancing

Tinnevelly and other districts.

. 12. Asto the case of Ta_hs
gatisfied that he made use of his o
paid supplies and to
Deputy Collector.

as a plea for mitigation of punishment.
ch the Board propose for Ramachendra Rao will, the Board

the purity of the administration in

ildar Saravanamuttu Pillai, the Board are abundantly
fcial influence to collect gratuitous or inadequately-
obtain subscriptions from subordinates for the benefit of the
The Collector in paragraph 111 recommends apparently that
The Board direct that he be suspended for a

ahsi hould be dismissed. 1! :
the Tabe i & on, and request the sanction of Government

twelvemonth from date of first suspens!

to degrade him then to the post of

13. The Board request a special report fro

gétdr Tahsildar (paragraph 98).
14. The Board leave it to t
officials concerned in this matter.

15. For the-

précis of the evidence taken at the inquiry.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue De-
artment, with nineteen enclosures 1n originul.
To the Collector of Tinnevelly. :

Taluk Sheristadar.

m the Collector as regards the

he Collector to deal with the conduct of the min‘c'n'

information of Government the Board submit as an appendix a

(True Copies and Extract.)

(Signed)  C.D. MACLEAN,
. Acting Sub-Secretary.

. APPENDIX 1.
SuMMARY OF EVIDENCE GIVEN BY WITNESSES.

1. 'The evidence of Peter, 1st witness for prosecution,
, The Zemindar forced him to go to Madras, bu
ed for nothing and paid nothing. Explains
» which amounts to nothing but hearsay; the Deputy
h according to his estimate. Admits having paid

ess’ expenses to the Hills. Paid 8rd witness’ expenses in Madras when 3rd witness

money, &c.

9. Second witness, Sivagiri Zemindar, was ask

the term living in princely style,
Collector’s expenditure is Rs. 700 a-mont

1st witn ; )
went to get memorial printed.

is hearsay regarding the taking of
t for what purpose is not clear.
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"3, Third witness had a good
oil-seed at the Deputy Collector’s
Mentions the prasédhams, he being Pagoda, Trustee, ang about p
dancing girls.  He received hints thag A e insnfficient,

4. Fourth witness, Pagoda Ma.nagei', was told by a Taluk Peon that the Tahsildar w_anted
measures of lamp-oil for the marriage at, Tanjore at 5 low price and refused to give it,
i rom the temple for the Procession and refused. Did not send

1. 0ne occasion and wag told to do g0 by Police Inspector. Made arrangements for

dancing girls. ion to meet Deputy Collector cost Rs. 1-8-0. The prasidham gent
to Deputy Collector wag food not offereq to the idol ; its valye trifling.
5. Fifth witness, Revenue Inspect

or, knows nothing of collecti
Heard that supplies had been purchased. '

6. Sixth witnes_s, Gumastah of Srivilli

putar Taluk, wag present at the marriage festi-
vities. Saw money given to Députy Collector
Deputy Collector’s house, j

» and 43rd witnesses in
Saw the Ra ’yapuram give about Rs. 50, Deputy Collector
asked Tahsildar to get ghee, who tolq certain Munsifs anq Tyots to collect 200 measures and gave
each Rs. 2 advance 5 one of* them 46th wi ;

. Saw_ a quantity of ghee and
house’ which he was told was required for ihe marriage.
‘ aying trifling expenses for

300

ons ha.ving been  made,

» 1160 witnesses. The former was told
to supply 100 measures. A Peop brough ghee to the Loca] Fund chuttrum where cutcherry
wag held. Ninth Witness, Alagiri aik, rought oil, and alse
it to two Revenye Inspectors

Fave money to Tahsildar who gave

> 8150 to some MlmSifS, to get oi] which wag brought to the Local

Fund chuttrum, whence it wag taken to Tiruma,ngalam. Does not know if receipts were taken
for Iuoney or if balance du

© was pald. Does not know how much the ryots paid.  Witness paid
on account of the marriage, The at the rate paid by the
Sittr G iz, Rs. 3 for ks, 9 '

what became of
Collector through the Tahsildar, The collect;

the t
tray before the | 0ns on the

ray at the nantch wepe Placed with the
eputy Collector,
. 7. Seventh Witness hearq by letter from his brother, 3]st witness, that ghee had been
g1ven to Deputy Collector fop marriage,

8. Eighth Witness, Clerk ip Deputy Collector’s Office, saw money put on a tray at the
hautch by a man sitting near the Zemindar
to a musician Cann

© 1t might be between Rs, 50 and 100. It was paid
ot say for whom the money was intended.
9. Ninth ivitness, Alagiri Naik, Duffadar, S4tar Taluk, r
Rs. 100 to 806400 measureg of oil..
dar, 12th wije

eceived from Deputy Collector
Gave Iuoney to the Tahsilday i
83, sent twelyg dubbersg, The owners asked 2 p;
8ave fifteon qubberg, - Does not, know ;1 1Y Money was paid for them,
taken to Deputy Collector’s house at Sétar, i s
3w other articleg 8aid to haye been collected, -load. " At marriage festivities
%{nhiO(l)Oth, 32nd, 11th, 37th, 61st Witnesseg presented clothg,

8

Property of Ramachendrs Rau.
- - 1ot enough for 40¢ measures of o], Deputy Collector 8aid he would send more money.
Lamp-oil, twe casks, bought, through the Séthr Tahsildar, 17ty Witness ; 42rd witness who gave
ubbers wag connected with gomg e.  Does not know whether Sétar Tahsildar got cummin-
8eed and turup for Dothing ¢

10. Tenth Witness,

Taluk Shep; ,
tor to pay something,  Borroweq o otadar of Sétar,

I not,

d Bs. 20 g Was told by a relative of the Deputy Collec-
orrowed Rs. 20 gn Daid it ag a nuzzs, aw Zemindar, Etaiydpuram,

Pay some money, [t wag ut on’ t

To whom ultima,tely Ziven I;Ot ® Plate before Deputy Collector

obliged to

- May have been Rs. 200,

own, 4
do 80 when asked for i, " Had no wigh to pay the money, but thought he was

ght ghee at g Jow rate for the Tahsildar
o f g J1o2sures of ghee, Not paid for it. He was asked by
get it for Depu ollector ; gave Rs. 65 ag 5 marriage nuzzar; was asked
Zeming af d incurring' ill-will,
) Lemindar o Gollapati received
eputy Collectop, After mgpp: >
the Deputy Collector, (This is the witnes: I;r;?ege went to
13.. Thirteenth Witness, cultivato,
money to the Deputy Collector, " and s

14. Fourteenth witnegs

notice of the marriage, Sent
a nautch ang put down Rs. 100 before

rred to in Paragraph 11 of Collector’s letter),
Tvant of the 124y, Witness, carried and puid the

P 1. ‘ - 3 .
with the sma]) amount of pra;a.dgg: I%sfﬁz(li’i:}f:;;;f Deputy Collector being dissatisfied
15.  Fifteenty Withess, Karng, )
flowers to Deputy for elevex,l montl?sl,a 3 :.Tl‘fiei :?1&33; I:Oney, but refused. Agreed to supply
man was paid Rg, 7 by Deputy Witness paiq Re. ~month,
1 Sixteenth wit

88 not paid. The fHower-
ness, M. d 1910 ﬂOWerman, and a Monegar paid Rs. 7.

i anager
Deputy Collector at the paut ger and upely of Se

valpatt; i . 200 to the
Dautch, Hag g 8CCount t0 prove gaa;;neigfnmdar, gave Rs. 200 to

PREDUSISRE 1 S,
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Inspector,
- bandi supplies. hird witness, Revenue

" grew his pay

¥
A VA RSN N
PO s aas s -

A~

]88’) \d > L. 9

P
i

———m A~

-~

.
POV
PO

P
o

) 2nd, and 87th came to see
/ that 11th, 32nd, an on trays and
i ildar of Satdr, knows 2nd brought money 0.
h mmelf: ’;lslaz};?zlrs with the;n j lllcrthnzx\lx‘%ci nZemindM ga‘?}a atb(x)-ut '{'{];s fas
d broug Etaiyépura . uty Collector. .
DeputSt’) (E‘ozfcggpﬁy Collecmréou‘;ﬁttgso measures 1amfi;x?;léef1(:;2d%¢7[;h zvitness borrowted from
it befor : . ich nuzzars were : . :
put 1t be irl touk it away day on which nuzzar, know Put
A dancing g id for. On the day itness does not know. he vav of Clerks. Pu
100 and repaid it. Why witr -8-0 from the pay .
aI’,Eaé‘::tIlg; .p100 and repaid lf; Taluk Shroff, Smpgei}ililp};uiz '1§ahsil dar ; 6th witness said money
witn itness, : Srivi :
- 3 th w1 . ave. bOX m
18. Elghteend 6th witness g
i box an
money 10 &

o enses. . - . . This was for
Collector’s marriage exp had it stopped from his pay

wanted for Doputy s paid Rs. 2, or rather. _
was itnes »

: . th wl

19. Nineteen

17. Seventeent

o aid Rs. 2-4-0.
i il bur Gumastah, similarly paid Rs
the marriage. ' Srivilliputu

by
s ordered to do so
intieth witness, tah, paid Rs. 3 because he wa ,
20. Twentiet itness, Head Gumastah, p
- t wi 4 :
. - Twenty-firs aid Rs. 2-4-0. 1ar’s ordlar.

2.lldar. . itness, also & Gumastfi-h; p 2-4-0 according to Tahsildar’s or
Tahsi d witness, f d Rs. 2

29 Twent.Y's‘e‘fo(;1 itness, a Gumastah, pal

o ty-third wi ’
23. Twen

. ) -
stah, paid Rs. 3. . he was in recelp
h witness, a Gumastah, p Rs. 2-4-0. He objected as ast pay 16

94, Twenty-fourt itness, a Gumastab, p%ldit was a strict order, and helt)nt e some

2% -fifth witness, ! itness sai B 8B As. 12, but owing

25. Tw?nt{;t the time. Sixth w ist. His name washd(ig: f;?)ln'mribubis;n was not asked for
of only half p&yty.sixth witness, ao(golf)ai; sed, and next mont,
96, Twen that month was 1

is pa ent.

mistake h;i(lf e escaped paym -
so in the Twenty-seventh witness,

27. 1)

. ; ressed to do so.
itness, . take it, but received it when p
98. Twenty 'eigiﬁ};o:'nwas unwilling to g
. ec :

: om Taluk
ted their pay from
Two Monegars wan g they said there
1 : astahs. . objected, as Arringe.
spect. Deputy fcgubscriptlons bty gg:; village 0011801301:15;6 tll:l?;ey Jfor gilee for a 1;&;‘1;135:!'
s of  list © 1 to deduct i th; and they wanted the collocting ghes, &c. ahsildar
Treasury; ¥ i’cl,lle ctions that g:nsaia he hadhbeen&%cc‘{)ll)l t witness had not so seen. ;
would be m; Revenue Insp excnon:eY paid for ghee, &c., o h
» ] th witness. ; 70 for nautc
Fol him to say ho had seen moncy B e o, Low! Fund Momber, gave s, 70 o
fold l?ilmge officials who ca a private person, Lo
the villa _ninth witness,
29. Twenty

: ty’'s
5 &nother Depu y
r nayanam ab_ al
1 Sllch pl‘es tb, though at & P t
.l I.tv 18 usua
y age.
and mar 5

i t

. : He lent the Deputy

, : llage official. ion and after
ing. suspended vi : f suspension

house he gave nOthmg't oss is a morchant izgt,oredpto office aft(;rtﬁ}s)"l‘ga‘;, becanse he ga;}e tfl(;i
* 30. Thirtieth ,fgezn repaid. He was of his accoﬂn;'l::d asked by letter, Exhibit E,
. but} has no SS
Rs. 300, ,

Taluk Dufterbund, paid Rs. 1.

copies :
He can only Pro‘ﬁlizr ﬂ[;em after witne
Joan was made. koba Rao who aske
oa Ven
i rinals to
Orlglnaa

5. * witness, appare tor Rs. 65 by order

epay Mt . ot witness, aid. i uty Collecto - 100

i 31. Th“zy rﬁvrvshich he was not regntly a wealthy ryot, Paéd?gegorzowed a note2f50!‘ %Zpllty

the Tahsildarj to second Wiflilfslsl’ z}')ipti" 43rd witne§§e§spaé%,' 61st Wimezs pa“: [I{{: 30 for Jama-

32 Thirty-sep aw 1 *The ‘Tahsildar pai do so. Witnesd gav h -

Tahsildar. id it. suaded him to - 200, at nautch.

?f t;:el ;':h ;ic{\lesi arl;gtpf’;th w1tne$SZ ﬁﬁiﬁ:?zw money, abo(;lt };:e for the marriage throngh

ro ake it, et ram lected g
scted to ta Etaiyépu col
Ob]@bte . Sa,w

Witness paid Rs. 10 from }{43 salary for
- Wi

y an A T ah&ramdal‘, ga ve bhll by measures Of ghee Q

. > not paid.
33. Thu";y-vt’ho (:OUJIJla‘me(i Vt;lgy e ) llections
vS. . . 24 S,
Village M unls{leswas asked for Ke Monegar, gave R.s' must take 1t out of dl.egl?h svitness
marriage. - irty-fourth witness, %ﬁeriﬁtadaf told him l:zll'he went to his village 33rd witness,
34. Thir ); the taluk, but 1d not pay the mor;iywimess took the mor'u?'d, bo pay money,
Lo s yment, anc fﬁghee but witnezs El.efe“b“lo far as witness
asures O ? s of ghee.
0 measure
to coﬂect 10

50 for ghee to 6th witness. He usually

i hec
6th witness o oo
P ondbo Shenst.a,(l(z;rhi{;l(r)1 1f1:)a:. sl
pria eInspector, aske m for B .
ooss helped his nephev.vd, .
Witness has not been paid. e Mansit, gave
knovs 1 . tv-fifth witness, Vi aqd ansit, goe
35.f Tlx{:?(:jx he has not been pai :
or
E(l)a(rilg?,witness.
" 56. Thirty
received Rs. 4 a
amount.

Witness tol

Bs 3{) a8 a mar riace [)Iesent RS. 30 Ot
. o] 3

agiven tO Deputy LIOIIeCtOI ’ the ulandll
as o

» 60 or 61 worth of ulandu to 5th witness;
8.

) ipt for full
. : R . gave a receipt l
ixth witness, a Muusif, gave d nothing more, and

-81X .

. . recelve
N ess ; rec
m 6th witn
dvance - fror .

‘k(-.‘n Of .
I/"l S i E: Ve RS- 3() as a to

1111 Taluk bhel‘lstadd;l‘, ga.

Srivllllpu

R
Con b ae A i o

. o
Tl oL
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' T 9t May 1882, No. 479,
] .y hich he
T A s s : . is of dholl, for w
\mmsingar -~ -»*ww““““““‘““‘_‘””“‘“""““"‘”'"”""wwfme t, by order of the TahslldaF;;;szﬁta;sﬂf and 54th witnesses,
80 o Mar 1982, Xo. 479, Revaver. ‘ 53. Fifty-third Wlt:eii:::np;id ; refers to mnotes recei o rom R
T o " aid Rs. 17-8-0; has no ' ildar to 5th witness to procur
AN L AANA A AP~ ld Rs. 17 4 - 3 gent by T&hSl ar k it to TahSl]da’r S
vl . . . . . s 1 Rs, 300 to . pa d ced- . a Taluk Peon, wa } cured it, and took 1 by 53rd
37, irty-seventh witness, a dismissed Munsif, was told by 'I‘ahslld:'xr to give . produ . th witness, & : ¢ to 53rd, pro . o alludod to by t
: %7 ; Thl[l;?;dsgse 200, obtained a note for Rs. 100 from 17th witness ; 50th witness sent 100 . | 54 - Flfty-f'ourfrom s3rd witness ’hwer; e wrpite tge Irll?ahs(i olluded to by 55rd
gmfltlsu‘:-zgrc;f ghee for.the x’na.rriarre to the Tahsildar. Supplies were being obtained from several dholl, two kottals;hort when mea,SuBed’ute g()ollector ; has been told by 4 -
! o R . . - . 3] » oS . .
:;?Iages. Ks. 50 was paid from the common fund of village ‘for mlli thl’alddtgti)lth ):;ZIQ::::-WS' : . house. It rll)fi‘ll:':grain was sent to Deputy 1e above mote: has been dismissed
P . . 4 - . 9 - ) w1 > ] . - . . e a ;
s 111{1;853 (t)ﬁe 1;1;;11311;?1: lgf :11113 ﬁfgl %365604'33(?7’t}11;vti}éx’1e2: s(llti’dsnédﬁay in ’vfiltlnesses’ presence, but :ll(in:ﬁ) should take Pe."t‘:::,s‘; a Masalchi, admits writing the _ ¢ Ba. 500 aont
sent; g . ’ - K ve i y . . S. .
g;esa,id he would give Rs. 60; 6th witness only present when second Rs. 100 paid. Witness { s FlftX'ﬁf;’?u:;l e amonS. e Zomindar of Skt ts}%}ys :n ltﬁmv:as s. 500 74t16
was not restored to his post which wag given to his brother, . ) ! for forging a siguat .+ ose, Peshkar unde T and iron” things, It s et b T
83.  Thirty-eighth witness, a ryot, sent 1(() measures of ghee to the Tahsi]dar.‘V_Ft‘or thlsagg ! ' 6, Fifty‘zlizlt;}l]:avy} was %Oll.{ the 1£2€fol;ag,ssvhi0h he did not :gllllegzlt;. Dg:zl t; Colle(lzt(_)l"s (l?li::y'
is owr 50 from the fish. t money, itness g . xpenditur ake co idto ap A ain an
fgc‘;?p%?nfomgﬁzyoiféivzg Eo{)(;(;ll?st; %;(}11;{)(;); s}:{x?d Shexl:i:[t];da: wabs p:'fagent whgn the money was : ] fo'lt‘: nseigﬁvl;}?o I:VBS at b%ﬁg:: 112 an entry t(l)1f W[i{;;ezs??{evenue Inspector ; cannot exp
paid.  Sheristadar denjed this. The Tahsildap ordered the witness to procure the gheg. . Z:c Juding his bgt::t.,ries of payments to 5
39. Thirty-ninth witnes.s, Village Muausif, paid Rs. 19 to 6th witnesshfor J%:D}?p?([]ld: :I;FI; here are othe
plies. Hig brobher-in-lawf, siuce dead, paid to ggh witness Rs, 50 for ghee. Tahsilda
witness saw the money paid.
40.  Fortieth witne

ough he checked the 3'000“1111“" bove, deposes to the same eff,eCt.d ,
; t;, sort of Writer under the . wilich 5th witness is mentioned.
Fifty-seventh witness, rati, refers to the entry - Rs. 70 to a dancing girl at ‘thve
57. Fifty-eighth witness, San'lpd ’ ,of S4thr, admits paying Rs.
. 58. 1L . itoess Ze,_ulu a
ninth wi s

. : 3 ccounts. o
. entries in his acco ade to the
ignorance regarding the denies a previous statement made
denies or pleads ig Batta Peon, apparently den ,
. . a
nautch ; - tieth witness, a
Sixtiet
60. Six

gone to Satdr. n
Collector that he 113;1 ‘:itness’ a Sub-Maglstrate, p
firs

88 received betel-nyt, from the Deputy Collector by 9th witness and
N. Subba Rao whe said respect must be Paid. This meant that rupees must be paid. He
collected Rs. 100 in the village and gave it to the Police Gumustah, Gopalaswamy Aiyer, who took
it to Deputy Collectop. Witness, 42 itness, and another weng tq Satar with the money,

41. Forty-first witness, a ryot, seut, by order of the Tahsildar, thirty measures of ghee, for
which witnesg paid 14 annag Per measure ; recejved only Rs. 1 from 6th witness; 67th witness
took away the ghee. The Tahsildar agke e Deputy Collector’s marriage,
Witness received no remissions, hag been fined, and Was not granted permission to construct a
tank on his lang: ’

sahib,” th
£ Its. 100 to « Ba Sabi
of Rs.

. -
id Rs. 25 as a wedding present to the Deputy
al .

=4 A Rk A < § el e A Ak s a8 e ot Atk
fot

bn . e amnn .
Sambe

deduction from
[ : s cousenﬁed.to & ae
itnesses also paid ; 43rd .;V;l%l:.sso. He paid willingly becaunse
31, Sisty-fir d 87th witn ahsildar also paid | ssive.
ol. 11th, 32nd, an owed him. Tdhsf: ount he paid was excessl: d Rs. 20 from the
Collector ;. ty Collector hows that the amc {villiputur, received Rs. b
Deputy but sho of Srinilhputur, 0 measures and the
what the DeDWY 7 pay, Inspector He bought 40 me
. ] . . ‘ oht 16 1Y T, s, Revenue Collector. ] ]
. 42. Forty-second witness, a merchant, with 40t} Witness and another, collected and took he t,l:;)uo Sixty-seg%nie:slsggz of oil fOIi‘fhssg:p;:‘go were pot paid.
Rs. 100 to Séthr and paid it ¢o Gopa]aswa,my Aiyer because N Subba Ruo and 9th witness 1 CYar to buy 100 mes Village Mu :
) . A v lled by
* brought. them bete], : ’ Tahsildar
43. VForty-third Witness, ryot and money-déaler, gave Rs. 100 as a marriage present to
the Deputy Collector; 46th Wwitness borrowed Rs. 17 from Witness, and
who asked for it On account of the nau

: lying ghee.
. he subject of supp g
of chits on t
N . r 2 < . -
‘ . ty-thir
gave Rs. 50 to 6th witneS:; ! 63. Sixty
In March or April 187

: The last
translations. T
i lear from the ing 12 measures of
. hom is mot ¢ . egarding 12 me
d to the witness, bug rl;};;:m order of the Ta};sél(;i?;;as‘:xres; 46th witness 414
They are a((lidges:evin&ge official audwl‘:r: sent; 41st witness sen
i .. addressed by s 192 measures
but has not been repaid. 15 & Witness say

ghee.

ltogether. :
: 0 measures altog 1909 verandah
t 12 ; 46th witness seut 10 of the chits in the Tahsildar’s ve
w i s8 sent 14, wrote one
es ; 40th witnes
measures ;

' tch and
Witness brought for Deputy Collectop cloths to
Witness gave the present out of friendship.

44. Forty.

fourth witness, Acting Munsit, waq told by Tahsildar to
for the marriage

‘ 2ge.  Purchased at the rate of Annas 14 per measure
Wlbnes§: recetved no more ; 67th witnesg took
- %4y8 his Taljaries took it,

? marriage present,
the value of Rs. 200,

give 50 measures of ghee
; received 1 rupee from 6th

- — e R

k.
: Volunteer, uly the day of the weex. & land
; th witness, & V¥ ed and bears o Yy dv seven kottais o
54. - Sixty-four It 1s unsignec : . nother bandy
) is and “at thgtequest of a peon. ° carried on his and an
away the ghee, The latter contradicts this and - i
4. Forty-fifth witnegs, Village Munsif, Lought, 1
measure and gent iy, t

S liputu t Sathar.
D Collector’s house a

Sisty-ffth witterss 0 o rivilliputur to the Deputy

63. :

effect.
. b ks to the same e
trom the .chuttmmsﬂ;he second bandyman and spea
. S Wa,
gizxth witnes

£ ul:mdu
¢ measures of ghee at Annas 14 per 1 gwo ©

. *0 & Certain chuttrum fy, Deputy C arriage ; speaks to corre- !

; €en suspended

faad s

. d were
f the chits produced we
: £ Srivilliputur Taluk. TW&ZSS and the other sendétslg
66. Sixty- pth witness, a fl)); o (;sures'of ghee to 631‘(15“’] The Tahsildar Olrd?mif 50
: : C Qigty-seve q: me s itnesses. clusive
for remissness of collec- i 67. bllxliiltlzr"“)ne forwa:udi;;ﬂgiﬁed by 4?'1‘& 'al'lvd\V?t(s)xilSSvg)llecwd 192 measi}lfiﬁ:;ye;ayment s
6th witness ;.received no more, ; written bS"es- These Wer%ollector’s marrlagii othing and does not kno‘;t north- with it. The
: . ?6. Forty-sixth Witness, a ryot, was told by 6th witness to supply 100 measures of ghee ; : 5%£§:::lfor t};e ]?4'25}1: tv):ritnes:s. ngngs;});’ 173;1d witgesself,,‘l"git;?g :ﬁi same. ' i
aid for it at the y t : . i -8. e ; sen : : o t : to 63r Tabsilda : i @
N e ghee foaa chitﬁu?noioﬁ,ﬁgaiafggegfni'eﬁls:ég 3 tli’seilf‘,reéISr?ldzizllfsssl{;s.piig IO{:ngOIfl'ngl?er naut('*h measurefnsl‘:lghiiwa;g elﬁl?lrigceived advance anddﬂ: Tahsildar to give elg};té kg(;t: ?l‘lllst(()) f;;ll‘)oublz’
23 requested by 6th witnesg had ouly Ry, 35 and borrowed Rg, 17 from 43rd witness, Tahsil- ; Lgilldi'e officials said they itness, a ryot, was ol‘der‘?du y He was afraid he wou )
4T Was present when 6th witness ordered the ghee, v villag Sixty-eighth Wi ut y Collector’s maravidu.
) R 217. Forty.seventh *witness, Village Munsif, was askeq by 6th witness for ghee, but paid - 68, at the Deputy
S 25 instead, Jyqq 1ot been repaid. S
48, Forty.eighty Witness, Village Munsif, supplied 1
lector’s Mmarriage by order 1

: hmins.
: feeding of Bra
to few Brahmins A Apparcnbly there was no Ie
S measures of of] for Deputy Col- '
of 33rd Witness ; wag not paid for ;

f hB . ) A i V G Munsif, ga
i i ' ll W. ness ct ne 111.1ge 3 '
l 691 31 t)" 1 h e of :rhee 1(}011(3050(1 by 46bh witn
. o1X 3 ess

iot for Rs. 200
Tahsi receipt for Rs. 200,
ve theTI'}fgl sgia;lre; was not paid. The

49. Forty-ninth wit
sddhamsg and flowe 10 gpc

rit.
Vakil and a Pagod, Trustee, gives 5 long statement about pra-
T8, of no consequence, '

; llect for the
200 measures ! hee. R Tahsildar to co
the value of ,Zuienwould pay for the gh Inspector, was told by t]?[?ahsildar that every one had
rrabsildar said ‘oth witness, a RevenFe (111~P Witness was told by
- Seventie . but he refused.

: 70. ] Wddiny,
] o : oF's We g
it 2ot winess, Vi 3¢ i, was told by 6k w; it was the Tahsildar’s 7
order that . > o rage Munsif, was to y 6% Witness that it was the Ta si
and wasanovgl]t)z;ﬁ? shoulé Supply 100 mefisures of ghee for the marriage

1 resent.
9 to Gth witness as a wedding p
Deput;y Collect <0 witness gave Ras. . ‘
3 supplied 70 measures, -
5L Fifty fipet o
of oil, hut 1, e st witn

. d é.t the_request .
¢ )y two men, as.they said, ba Rau,
jven something, . Zemindar, wasasked byvs;g;ness P;id the money t;O\Sfi/}l‘lt)m-?ss isa
grve Seventy-first witness, a’}{s 50 for the Daut%{‘ was in December 1879, !
- : 1. de to give Rs. Yollector. . This ' :
. ‘ ’ £ ch: Deputy C"“(ffit(i)tr to tﬁe Deputy Coliector ' of various
ess, Village Munsif, wag asked by 33rq witness for 10 or 20 measures ' ’ ° ho said he bad pai . . ent five tons of luggage The charge
to 6 vt “INZ a poor man supplied 15 measures, and has pe been repaid. He delivered it W Skrapt. . » Station Master, s oy Collector to Taniore.
"Witness at t}q chuttrum, and gave it a5 g present for the Marriage, : | b 72 Seventy-second witness, for the Deputy
52, Fifty~second Witneg Village Muns; i | Ction
A v f, was told 1, th witness to supply 100 measures .
of ghee. Wltness, 38th witnecy, -age Munsi 3 J . PPy
. Teasure whigh p) of gz g:eii’pz?g Ot'}ll‘irs collected the ghee anq paid on an average Re. 1 per
&ppointment; gyiy Some -

troc e gheé was sent ¢, Srivi
T i i
shorent. ouble in the ’supply of coolj

Paid from the §

Such as COts, pUtS, &nd g[aln’

things. -~ -
ir am for more g

dered to stop at Tirumangal

The truck was ordere

descrip“?‘% 0
i : s Rs. g9-0-Y.
liputur. e resigned his . - s ] |
s; hay beep fined twice ; Rg. 70 were

i
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32 9t May 1882, No. 479, REVEwH.

73. Seventy-third witness, an Amin, was order
Nattampati to Tirumangalam, where it w
dubbers were empty or not. There we
really evidence for the defence

. A AAm .~ ———— . —
R e T T PR

ed by Tahsildar to take some ghee from
as put on a truck. Witness does not know if the few
re two bandies. The Collector remarks that‘thls 19

fourth witness is the servant of the 59th witness, Zemindar. (;I‘his Vzi?nt::
man who received Rs. 505 from the 56th witness, which money he spent on cows aud iron gs.

he bought the things and cows, The Collector remarks that there

18 0 written evidence of thege extensive purchases,

'.n‘ C. D. MACLEAN,
(Sloned). A(.‘tiﬂg Sub-Secreta!‘)'-

—

OrbER—dated 9th May 1882,

After very careful cousideration of the factg of this case, the Right Honor-
— — able the Governor in Council is pleased

L Miscellaneous, to direct that Deputy Collector A.

' . Ramachendra Rau be transferred to the
General will report what pension he is entitled to

No. 479, Revenue.

Pension List.

The Accountant.
under the ruleg

2. As regards Tahsildap

Sarvanamuty Pillay, final orders will be passed
G.0., 10th December 1881,

No. 3581, Mis,  after the result of hig prosecution, sanc-

tioned in the Board’s Proceedings, dated
No. 1021, Miscellaneous, is known.

) (True Extract.) ' p . /‘;
) 1y f/ %\Z,u:/ /;'t—-x//w‘x\v

Acting Secre

tary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue, w

ih* nineteen Enclosures,
’ Accountant-General.
»  Pension Depart-ment;.

Exd W. H. Freach, 3, w, Fischer, W,

J. Lewis aud F, R, Bantleman,

60 Copies,

diaa
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A. Romiclodra Dav, Yoty b ctor,
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Accountant-Cerercl request. 4 to report tho pen-
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raln s
2ot jfirien. [5° Wﬁ”o/

- Ealh
- /3.0, QL.
‘ -

-

R TRV

T,




	Copy_of_Image00022
	Copy_of_Image00023
	Copy_of_Image00024
	Copy_of_Image00025
	Copy_of_Image00026
	Copy_of_Image00027
	Copy_of_Image00028
	Copy_of_Image00029
	Copy_of_Image00030
	Copy_of_Image00031
	Copy_of_Image00032
	Copy_of_Image00033
	Copy_of_Image00034
	Copy_of_Image00035
	Copy_of_Image00036
	Copy_of_Image00037
	Copy_of_Image00038
	Copy_of_Image00039
	Copy_of_Image00040
	Copy_of_Image00041

