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Abstract of Memorial t0 The Right HL;

able The gecretary of gtate for Ind ;
1 i
Council, from C. 8. CROLE, M
Civil Service. 5
Petifjetier appeals against the manner in whi
Secretary of Qtate's orders for his reinstatement hal
earried oub by the Tocal Government. He bri
notice the indignity, injury, and 'pecuniary loss t¢
he has been subjeeted since January 1886, \
\
Grouxps OF APPEAL: “ :
In consequence of Petitioner having been compt
igﬁf)rh thé late Senior Member of Clouneil for iry
ties, owing to whi__gh he was eventually obliged.
v the Serviee, Governmgnt " - :
AR\ (a) tmnsferrcd_Petitioher from hig appoin)

¢, o .
\ ® subjected iym to social ostracismy, | b Sele : ,

q (c) suspended-him from office, |
‘ ‘(d) allofed an attempt to be made to £
him in a case of dacoity, -

3 »* 5
‘ ,.i'(c) throngh Mr. Thomas, attempted |
charges of corrnption against him.
(Vide para. 6, o to i) i 2 : ;
) ' £ »
Guch treatment of a servant of the Crown 1 3
| done his duty, as the Secretary of State has ¢} & Eak
| absolutely without precedent. s . ol
i -
Ajter the Secretary of Sta.tg_‘had_sgin_xgelled thelis A
\ gransfer and guspension, which were then alone b
Govemment further punished Petitioner by removil
grom the Tixeentive Department, in which he had served-
d sending him toa District Judgeship,.

B for 23 yenrd, an
S which was, in 10 ¥&5, the equivalent of-the post which ke _

/i had lost. (Paras. 9,10 &1L.) -
¢ B il Petitioner has not ceased, most deferentially, to press on’
. ‘ the consideration of the present _Government the injury %

thus inflicted upon him. His efforts have been in vain.
Potitioner’s being maintained as 8 J adge is viowed as a¢
nt by all concerned.

The refusal of promotion, long ago e.ame_a, ie algo viewsr " : _
ed a8 ghowing that Government considers this pnuishment‘,‘ :
as well 88 what preceded it, just and deserved. ; |
. " Petitioner had, years ag0 earned the right to promotion. : : : 4
‘ ' d by his services as & Collector, and gnotes the written pr l : ;
- mise of Sir M. B, Grant Dhuft. : t
' Fe has Jately been repentedly guperseded by junior ]
officers, and, in spite of the Secretary of State’s direcs ‘ i
is position snd prospects a0 far worse than they | o j
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were in 1885.

It is contended that, even if Petitioner’s gervices had

boen 88 commonplace,

SN

ag they have been proved (paras. 13 £
. p : ;'
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prays Your Lordship to take the facts, now set forth, iuto consideration with

the view
& 0

(a) That Your Lorpsuip may Ppass Onrpers on the manner in which

Petitioner has been caused to suffer after doing his plain duty :
(o in money may be ordered to be

(t) That QupsTANTIAL COMPENSAT
for the indignities to

paid to him, as some compensation for his pecuniarydosses,
which he has been submitted, and for the intolerable. mental suffering which he

was made to undergo for no fault of his oWn.

(¢) That the Government of Madras be instruct
Apporntest for Petitioner, his previous servi.ces, as well as of

the mistake which was commi
ship’s humble Memorialist,

ed to provide a SUITABLE

in recognition of
tted by the late administration.
as in duty bound, shall ever

And Your Lord
pray.

CHITTOOR, }
15th December 1888.
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46. There happens to be a very similar

th p ; case on record.
inest:fﬁiczzzzzzg‘g lfh:h(}overno-r-(}eneml, Lord William (?Benfilx]lil:re:tment o
S an rine Aat.of which l?etitioner complains, Mr. aft;,e: ands O‘ft
corruption. The iI’lC\l] it d SZiStant Resident at Delhi, reported tl;e Re ‘Y; ey
el S mad}: te o- icer hnp?ened to be a man of considerf;ble ?f:nt for
i Lo diiion ';‘).stn;le enquiry. The European community s;il:ll ;en?e.
substamiated: S -G revelyan was outcasted. The charges we;‘e he gy
Mr. Trevelyan a substmOzflinor-Ge"eml considered it to be his duty t; comfve-ver,
B T npp()intment< ntial mark of the z-lpproval of Government by th ; ;‘ %
B:ts wsxo.mzj(fompe"sat“’“ for what he had suffered i: t; eS'Of
AN indivnit,i; sl.wh;;‘:elljyafl 'had not been suspended, or subnfibtlsi
g ) etitioner has shown to have been inflicted ed
o1

charge of his duty.

him.

. 47. It is, moreover, a standine rule of Briti L2
sate in m i . % ritish administrati
riors. I: i“:ij;b:zc(;i‘:‘s: tWhO- have suffered owing to the acti:ltl(:)x;' ttcl)lzi(i'ngpenf
Templer, R.E., received itr}irs lflfnte:; recent case in order to prove this, Ml:pz
to stand a Court Marti;l = cos ieved, £ 4,0QO, as a solatium for having been n;-id;
et Bal,loon‘ se]c;uence of his supposed discYosure of official secr;ts
e i R ing Department of t.he Army. But here again t}‘ )
Hie b mo ;\.lancc? at all approaching that set forth by P:titi(’) ‘é
i 1-:3[1136(,1 T ad:(,: t]mfermr to thn.t held by Petitioner ; and, at all ev ner.
St an z.mg_re of a Public Enquiry in order to clear his ¢ "ents,
enied to Petitioner. 1is character,

48. It was thought desi i
: ght desirable, in the public i
in Madras, and Petitioner’ ! pAvlie dnferestd, §6 Gyo! 1
> Ovem, ; PeItltmnel s honour and reputation were s'xcriﬁ:,ed t V:Ld sr oy
Government. 1 es i : i et
e :; is most respectfully submitted that, in this vi ; erge“ueS
¢ claim i : ’ s .
o substantial money compeusation, as well tew’ o i
) d as to the marke
¢ \ed

recognition of the Secretary of State

49. In place of thi

. 118, he has been tur

which he A -l & urned out of tl TS

e belon:g,e(?, His claims to advancement have b 1‘6 g T

superseded by junior officers. een denied. He is beine
o

50, All thr i . e
e L TR 10l.1gh this Men.n’orlal Petitioner has confined hi
fl : ] ?n any instance, the Government of Madras, th G i
orwarded, considers that he has gone wrong, it will doubtl‘ , through which it is
. 2 . =14 L, ess set hi . k
Ssl‘)mi waly 3 lefe.len(:e to facts on record. Petitioner’s career hhlm right in the
& 3 " i .
abso utedyfun»ulhea. Not a single order in any way reflecting = alil along been
. } . ; on
fam'fxdnate rom Superior authority, On the contrary, up to the Eate Oflm has ever
incident, he was alwz.mys led to believe that he had earned the approb 'the Sullivan
he possessed the entire confidence of Government FUTRSRUShION o)

51. - Petitioner, on all the grounds set forth in this MEMORIAL, humbl
, humbly

Mr. Sir Charles

Trevelyan's cage.

Reported Besid
of Delhi,
Case of Ma
Templer, B, F
_Money compensa
tion granted. .

_ Petitioner
ficead to exic

of Government

refusal of enquiry

Praver

Potitioner’s teply.

Ohviona intenti
of Government
stop all promotion:

gitect of theb deci-

gion.

members the wish that you expresse
makes it & rule never to promise,
posting you to & distri

14

for.the last two years with interest, and re-
Collectorship. Alghoungh he

has watched your work
tumity of

: d to him that you should agsin receive &
he hopes that before many months elapse, he may have an Oppor

ne for which you have expressed & preferences 5
Believe me;

; Yours sincerely,
(Signed) J. D. REES.

He desires me 0 add that he

et in the li

/,—
CHITTOOR,
961l November 1888.
My DEAR REES,
due to His Txcellency for your letter of the 18th instant. Bus I would
1 made she same request to the Chief

My acknowledgments are
most respectfully beg that T may nob be appointed 10
Secretary in January 1888, and he promised to bring 1

4 Collectorate.

t to notice.

o ask for promotion in the

Collector, which was

ging vo His Excel
acvion of the late

hes of the Secre+

The object of my submission to His Fxeellency of the 14th instants was 1
Pxecutive line, 10 which I belonged for 23 years, founded on excentional service s @
at one time acknowledged a8 constituting a valid claim. 1 took the liberty, also, of brin
lency’s notice that this claim had been rendered jmmeasnrably spronger, owing 1o the
Government towards me in 1886, and 1 gubmib, with all deference, thab ¢he various despabe
taries of State in regard to it, may fairly be construed as gupporting this view.
lechong.e and Judgeships 1 hiave no lotiger any preferenc
¢ Bgcellency o remove fhie sbigma whicht liad beett placed 1o
v to the Judicial Branch: But, othier gonsiderations apars, i
14 fairly be asserted thab ir was the interision of Government _
ment, which it was admitted by the late Governor i the Cuief Se(',rve'f.a,ry’ﬂ
ly quoted, 1 had then already ea;ued. My standing in the gervice has
1. Tam ab present practically 15th on the Civil Setvice fist. The
¢ tedress, asib wonld have been, tWO years

offect of posting meto & Collectorme—-we\c‘ome instalmetit O v
ago——would now be, that T shiould have to serve under Juniors, deprived, as far as can beAdiscerned, ot‘gd!
he High Court, whichi is approaching

prospects, and iv would entail the gacrifice of my quo.lifying gervice for t

completion.

o tor the tormer, Toistroe that
oif me in August 1886
{ will be remembere

1o snperseda me, and

As between Col
1, at one time, begged Hi
by my compulsory sransfe
that this was before i con
to permit jnniors to reap advance
letter of September 1885, previous

changed very materially in the interval.

are due for continuing this correspondence; but gratitude for His Pxcellency's kindly

My apologies
to render a candid explanation.

jntentions requires me
_Yonrs sincerely,

(Signed) O.8; OROLE:

nment therefore is to do “Dbefore

ted to be done 24 years ago, to
ervice which has taken place

44, The obvious intention of Gover

on
“ many months” what the Secretary of State direc
s standing in the §

man

ignore the change in Petitione

in the interval, and *to entirely repudiate the distinct promise made by the late
(lovernot so long ago as 1885, which was pased on the clear admission that Peti-
tioner had (before the Sullivan case) earned sthe right to pe promoted to Head-
quarters.

the decision of Gover

45. In point of fact,
except that Petitioner reported

that everything is to be forgotten,
Rules of increased stringency have

Council, and that

ment of India in consequence ; thab, although in the pu
by which Petitioner is the only
the fiat has gone forth that theve 18 «« something”
circumstances of the case demiand 10 reparation otl the part

person who w

of Goveriiment.

ament comes simply to this,
a Member of

been issued by the Govern-
blic interests, a full enquiry,
ould have gained, has been refused,
against Petitioner ; and that the

T
@r

P
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members ()‘ t 'V' e'v' e , ‘
he Cl 11 S ). ]C za “hOSe co“n tl ith l }
nd has rendered tl
nem

obnoxious to the Rules, & , i
2ules, and of others, their sympathisers, especially in vi - Py
) n view of the ..

very stsingent reculations recently laid down, in that regard, by t}
gard, by the Government o

. Of Indi& Bllt thiu. ib i D. C

% q, 18 Subl ltted on i V 1 : t

w : y Stltutes n‘O alld renson f'or ac i .] . . .‘
P on 1 lJul'IOUS !.:J""“":‘

As to the likeli
e likelihood ot :
Petitioner being influenced in conduct b of friction arising in practice : 'w
el . uct by wh s : y OwWilng 1o -
and Petitioner is aware that hi 3 ‘at 1s past, there is no foundati i t tione
. at his moderation for ti ation for if, A Diclsi
ac nowledged by a Member STk e 16 last two year ! » sonal fee
present Government, Petit; ars has been
% 1tioner mos o
st positivel
y

asserts on honour, that, fr
) , from first to last, I
e 1 4
whatsoever. , he has been actuated by no per .
J personal feeling

43. The following 1 a
: etters have lately p d Db His E
FoLe. S ‘ -o‘ ; g ately passe etw ok
v . ary and Petitioner. They show how the m‘tt\zeen " B et e
Y Y atter at present stand '
ands

My Dear Ries, Currroor,
¥ T Yool asbamed of 5 14th November 1882,
of importuni 1
me . : ing Lord :
nt, mnde' to him personally, and by let C°?‘“emm again with reference t
me, t0 obtain reinstatement in public NG, SUIL July 1887. Bat is is o the application for advance
mepbs recently annonnced, which are eIS“m(illtmn by Government af rec na. '.:_"f’”e!' of vital consequence to ti Letier
omitted, will clo , I understand ; :ognition of - ? tior
se the aven and, about to be fol my services. A
Bxcellency i nes fo promotion f ollowed by ot} . Arrange-
cy is, to appeal to his kind n for many ye y others, from whi
3 ppeal to his kindl 2 y years to come. [ 2 which also I
withheld, to tt y considerati : . My object i g am
, to the fact that, si sration, which I feel 4 ject in again addressi
5, 8ince Aug eel cerrain, fr g ddressing Hi
of these have ref ? gust 1886, I have b ain, from past : g His
eference to appoin ’ ve been superseded M OLE PRs SEUaRIenog will
appointments whic _superseded by jn ,» Will not b
:l’-der the terms of the Chief Secretary’ W.h"'}" 1 was considered fit for s}(r)]]o:m“ on five occasions, shat D;II‘ X
. 2 . ’ o - L4 '
}lb for the Sullivan incident and ot.hey S;exp|~(){ﬁ(e|:»l letter to me of 7th S 2 ago as 1879 and 1880, and i ee
I . > ’
tion from that of District Jndge '1‘)5 owing out of if, I should be noweptembel' 1835, it is certain thm',
- & . |e o 3 . & b £ g b 3
:u'mnéarlses my claims to c"mid:?ragi(,n uendnssu cutting from a Memorial I()(:(;l_nym,&! a very different up.
ained in ic has nev 4 D to that tin al, lnid before t} 5. DOs1-
er, so far as I 3 ne, and the substanti e the Viceroy in 18
am aware, been impngned by the Mf'imr.ml acenracy of the %mei in 1886,
b adras Govern statements con-
ment,

oretary

The Secretary of State |
i ' e has seen fi i
Br(iibi];hhm{e po-me oph scatheless from enqut;r-hi‘e)zsc?mplem']y et S
administration. What I feel i egaant oot codatod i e
unrfﬂsormble—bhnb hononrable and fﬁl?—nnd o i i 11 Goem o fcin } | s
Gt i gt of innt Aty Sath s s baa i‘r, ¥ Wl”. nov deem the feeli e higtory of
agine e, which o pit B iy et apnomnmenw, 18 cpnsldered that bherel' ”;1‘: albagecher
me from the false pesition i,l:'rl ,I appeal therefore to His Excel]e’x:0 e ek i a]: snn?emi”gn
which I find myself placed, owing to C(;f"\:llas Ehe Sl 24 hmm::e 6ot
@ ‘mmstances, which I ean '

bﬂﬁ fO[' t}le GxiSLen ()f W i Il ¥,
ce o
hlb I can hm‘dly bB chﬂl'l Ed with I\Ily bl l h v
a nme,

Only gness ay

Yours gincerely
P. S.—The Chief S (Signed) 0,
ecretary’s . ” . 8. CR
i ki Ao vennd Boratukyibip w)i'l:.hdeml-(.)fﬁcml above allnded to, was i WOLE.
S ".'"p“"i"‘y admitted, and ’uoni in reply to a claim pref
o) s esented, by the la erred by
te Governor

€ B0

My pEar CROLE, T
" | 18th November 1888,
jave Inid your letter and enclosure before His Excell
) s Tixcellency.

He desires m
sires me to say that the appoi
L r ¢ D 3e
he considered to be mosh desirable ” % P.Olntmems. which he has lately made i
S £ 3
in the interests of the Public Service deh"l the Secretariat are ti
3 e, and t is can_ 3 L, Nose
sideration i
1 18 the only g
Y Be

O]l(/ [F i’ic}l hIlS .(' o] .
? the Sll,_,htesr. W Glghfi with bim in the dis !
1 L_I'OSal of patronage Letter of I
ti . Of

Boretary
ek to
tioner,

4

Lord

n

ara’8 Private
ecretary

o

Pati

Frate

£et

, %

:

12
out injustice. It is perfectly clear that, if the late Governor had carried oub his
written promise, as he most andoubtedly would, but for the Sullivan incident, Peti-
tioner would certainly have obtained an appointment in the interval of 13 'months
‘ pefore Sir M. E. Grant Duff leff Madras, which would have taken it out of the:
power of the present administration t0 ignore Petitioner’s claims. Petitioner
an unbiassed view of the above

simply asks to be placed in the position which, on
facts, he would have held, but for the transfer and suspension orders, which ha

since been cancelled by your Lordship- \ Y

en spared the above long recital,
to avoid. It has been forced
¢ his suspension, his claims

o set forth, were andeniable and admitted.

o require that the assertion, express and
" doné no more than the ordinary run of
as plainly disproved. He would
public gervice are consulted, or
of a record such as that
dvancement admittedly

must accept such dis-

39. Petitioner would far rather have be

which, for obvious reasons he would have preferred
hat, on the date o

on him by the necessity for showing b
to promeb'\on, owing to the facts abov
Self-respect, and truth also, seem alike t
implied, to the offect that Petitioner has don
Collectors, should be distinctly graversed, and
respectfully ask whether the real interests of the

the demands of good policy deferred to, bY the wiping oub
above disclosed, by the exclusion of Petitioner from the a
n that an officer

earned, and by the unavoidable jmplicatio
abilities, as the consequence of the honest, and fearless, performance of unpleasant

and dangerous duby.

Apology for above
recital,

The reason for it

' services had been a8 commonplace, as they have been
s humbly ‘submitted that the hardships, indignities,
ndescribable anxiety, inflicted by the action of
re than sufficient to have justified Governmen?
ms of officers otherwise superior. But the
lately been superseded by junior officers
challenges refutation of the assertion,
ad-quarters, has possessed a record

The poculiar cir- 40. If Petitioner
';”,'1,:“,:('11(:‘l“ffnll shown to be exceptional, it 1
congideration. . . .

But superseded by disgrace, pecuniary loss, and 1

the Madras Government, were mo
in passing Over, in his favour,, the clal
reverse has been the case. Petitioner has
with no special claims at all, and Petitioner
that no officer of recent years, promoted to He
of services superior to his. ‘
represent the circumstances temperately,
ent Governor, TLord Connemara, since

. December 1886. He recognised the necessity of patiently waiting the convenience
ent, and he believes thab the moderation of his conduct is acknowledged.

| But now, thab the appointments of Mr. Galton to be Revenue Secretary, and

| M. Starrock to officiate as Ath Member of the Board of Revenue, have clearly shown

| the final Jetermination of Government to exclude him from the advancement, to
| d services, if nothing else entitled him, he feels compelled

| which his geniority an
l\ reluctantly 0 appeal to the Secretary of State for intervention on his behalf.
\ h .

jm\iori.
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37. The following correspondence, between Petitioner and the Chief -
Secretary, explains itself, and it proves beyond possibility of cavil, th'at, when the o o
Sullivah incident occurred, Petitioner was first on the roster for promotion to Head-

These letters are quoted here, because doubts are now cast on the asser-

quarters. ;
tion that any promise was ever made by Sir M. E. Grant Duff.

CaMP AMMAYANYAKANUR,
3lst August 1885,

My peas WEBSTER,

# * » .

Now, pray, read the following to His Excellency.

the personal question—as to my being promoted out  Letter fo Chief

I ask permission to say another word regarding for

of the Madura District. I respectfully, but moss earnesuly, beg t:lmt. you will bri}lg my application to bg allowed Secre
to act as Revenue Secretary, when you are away, to the cousldera.hor.n of His Excellency, along with what
measure of support you areable to give it. My plea for advancemens is based sol‘e:ly upon sheer, hard, work,
and on the various successes which have followed it. I shall say nothing regarding what I !ja,.ve befm the
means of doing for legislasion, irrigation, water for towns, and Local and Municipal administration. 1
ask you simply to call for the Revenue Board’s reports to Government on the collection «.)E the Revenue in the
Madras Presidency. Youwill find there thas Madura has been firss for three years running, and that .I closed
this year, ending 30th June 1885 with cent. per cent. collected, the same figure having peen reached in more
than one of the months preceding. No Collector has ever doue this before. 1 leufle it to you to say what
must have been the anxiety, daily drudgery, and exposure necessary foF th_us carrying out t_he orders of the
Madras Government—oft repeated, but never hitherto fulfilled—in a District compo§ed of six huge Goyern-
ment Talugs, aud some 29, mostly bankrupt, Zemindaries. 1 shall not weary ?vou w1bh_ more examples—en
wno disce ommia. Busas the first Collector in the Presidency_for the past 3 years, it is hard to see less
guccessiul men preferred before me for the Revenue Officer’s prize. If, however, His Exce.llency adjudges
it away from me, I most earnestly crave an appointment in Madras, Fever and sunstroke which I got during
the famine in Nellore and Kurnool, and the accident to my lung two years ago, brought on by exposure in
Madura, it is submitted justify me in asking for this concession at leu.-st., afrer more than 7 years’ service as
Collector, much of which has been of an abnormal kind. I m§d6 a mistake when, inreply to your remark
that [ would not now take (the Directorship) of Agriculture, 1 said, “No.” What, on consideration, I feel that
1 should have said was that it would be my duty to do 8o, in order to escape risk to my health,

* * * * * *

Yours sincerely,
(Signed)  O. 8. CROLE,

QO0TACAMUND,
7th September 1885.

My Dear CRroLE,
1 have laid your note of the 31st ultimo before H. E. the Governor, and Iam to say that H, B.  Tetter from (hief
is aware that yon have worked hard, but that, in flling up places vacnnt' i.u consequence of my taking fur. Secretary
lough, the claims of men who have also done 'good wox:k have to be considered, and as you will have seen,
the Acting Revenue Secretaryship, and the Directorship of Agriculture, &c., have been given to officers
genior to you.
" His Excellency has noted your request for a change of work, in view to meeting your wishes when

a good opportunity offers,

Petitioner promis-.
ed promotion by Sir

Yours sincerely, M. B. Grant Duoff.

FOSTER WEBSTER.

38. The most austere of Petitioner’s critics can hardly maintain, in the .0 o wiove
ce of the Chief Secretary’s leiter, that, at the very least, it does not contain a dis-
at Petitioner could not be passed over by any junzor officer with-

letter dizrcussed

fav

tinct admission th

B

o

10

“ him for the enlightened sympathy, with which he'received all measures of reform,
“ and for his continued support to every effort made to ensure the proper adminis-
“ tration of Local Funds.”

2

.nﬁ[??’f"?f.- Of;h:'ucﬁ?tl; 32. Again, Petitioner designed and carried out a scheme of water-supply
of Madura. for the city of Madura, which, when Petitioner left, was supplying, roughly, two-
thirds of 80,000 people with pure drinking water. Up to that time, Madura had
been one of the most unhealthy townsin Southern India. The problem of its
water-supply, on the solution of which a large sum had been spent, had been
given up as insoluble. Yet, without imposing one anna of debt, or resorting to
extra taxation, Petitioner supplied the boon of pure water to the inhabitants, who '
reaped the benefit of it from the day the first pipe was laid. Petitioner has reason
to believe that the most marked effect on the health of the city has been the result,
and that cholera has, since 1884, been kept practically at bay. Government
approved and sanctioned this scheme, but, it is understood, that it still remains in the
same incomplete state, as when Petitioner delivered over charge. The designing and
working out of this water-supply scheme represented an enormous amount of
labour, and great responsibility, which Petitioner devoted to the public without

any remuneration whatsoever.

B’_';JZ{;_',',"" of Wales' A 33. Petitioner obtained the sanction of Government to the erection of a
bridge over the Vigay River at Madura, at the joint cost of Provincial and Local
Funds. The object was to provide, on the North bank of the river, room for the
extension of the rapidly growing City in a healthy direction. The foundation-
stone was laid by His Excellency the Viceroy, a few weeks after Petitioner
had given over charge, and the structure was named after the Prince of Wales, in
order to commemorate his visit to Madura.

Poriyér Project. 84, Asa consequence of two tours in Madura of Sir M. E. Grant Duff,
who took up the subject very warmly, the well known Periyar Irrigation Project
received the sanction of the Government of India during Petitioner’s tenure of
office.

35, Since the year 1869, Irrigation questions have constantly occupied
Petitioner’s attention. At page 680, Vol. III of the Report of the Famine
Commission, as well as elswhere, reference is made to this subject, On the 15th
November 1883, the Madras Board of Revenue forwarded to Government the
last of a series of papers written b~ .viioner on this subject, with the remark
that it contained “a valuable ¢ .oution to the Policy” to be pursued with
reference to that all important question.

36. Lastly, when a deputation from the Government of India, headed
by Sir Evelyn Baring, visited Madras in connection with the Provincial (Financial)
contract, the Home Secretary, Mr. A. Mackenzie, c.s.1., was Teputed to confer
with two Collectors. The Officers selected were the Hon’b. .. Stokes, now
Member of Council, and Petitioner.
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Petitioner, which supplied the want. The cost was met altogether out of the volun-
tary subscriptions of its inhabitants, a committee of whom carried out the works,

C

25.  From public subsecriptions also, an-Experimental and Model Farm

- was established on the outskirts of the city of Madura. It was managed by a com-
mittee of the Farmer’s Club, also established by Petitioner, to which it belongs.
It received the support and approval of Government, and it is the only institution

of the kind in India which has ever paid expenses. It is still in existence,

26, In connection with this Farm, an Annua) Agricultural Show was
established, It was held at the time when the ryots of the District crowd into
Madura for the Grand Festival and the Cattle Fair. Government contributed
to this purely non-official institution, and it has, since Petitioner left the District,
expressed its regret that it should have been found, by his successor, impossible to
continue it.

There are no similar institutions in any other part of the Presidency.

27. A vast network of Voluntary Sanitary Associations, in which the

inhabitants took great personal interest, was established, and paved the way for the = " ;

smooth working of the New Local Fund Act.

28. When Petitioner was removed, he was engaged on several schemes

for the water-supply of Towns, and in floating a local company to construct and .-

work two Light Railways, over 100 miles in length, without any guarantee from
Government,

29. The Dugferin Park, which was eventually opened by the Viceroy

Lord Daufferin, was laid out by Petitioner, and presented to the city of Madura by \

private parties,

30. A Native Club was established and a handsome bui]ding‘erected
The Governor became its Patron, The tnanagement is purely native, and g con-
siderable sum was subscribed by the members,

3L.  The successful evocation of the public spirit which prompted the
above and similar works was solely due to the personal influence acquired
by Petitioner, and to the confidence reposed in him by the population of {he
Province. The following very unusua} Resolution was unanimously passed at g
Meeting (14 members present) of the Local Fund Board, composed of Europeans
and Natives, belonging to both the Official and Non-official classes. The Meeting
was held after Petitioner had been removed, and had left the District. Tt speaks
for itself.

“The Members of the Board resolve to place on record their grateful ap-
“ preciation of the deep interest which Mr. Crole evinced in the affairs of the Board
““ as its President, and the marked ability with which he administered its funds,
“ They take this opportunity 6f acknowledging the many lasting benefits conferred

“ by him on the Agricultural Classes of this District, and their thanks are due to
3

Farmer’s Olab.

\'Ix‘w-ii(‘Ym'y Reso

8

other recommendations from Madras were very high, and wide of the mark.” The
important bearing of the question on State expenditure during future Famines need
hardly be indicated. ;

2

SR TRRe o 17. On his return from furlough in March 1882, Petitioner was ap-
pointed Collector of Madura, at that time the most difficult charge in the Madras
Presidency, owing to the huge mass of arrears outstanding, and various other
causes, some of which have been brought to notice in Petitioner’s Memorial, dated
10th January 1886,

18, When Petitioner was suddenly removed from that Distriet in Janu-
ary 1886, several of his schemes for its material development had only begun to
bear fruit, while others were incomplete. But he is entitled to rely with pardon-
able pride on the following facts, which are, it is submitted, sufficient to render
notable any four years’ tenure of office. :

Arrenrs of Revenne 19.  All arrears of Revenue were liquidated, and a system of punctual
s collection infroduced, the effect of which was to relieve the inhabitants from a

heavy tax for interest and process fees, which had weighed down the Province for
many years.

Madura, first in Madura stood first on the Returns of Government, for 3 years running, in
_trz\l,;l-mf.ﬁjifgil.ﬁs";ea?: the matter of the collection of Revenue. It is the only District, which has ever
R, e what. SHOWN & clean balance-sheet at the end of a Revenue year. To this unique posi-
ever at end of Reve- tion, Petitioner had brought his charge in the year previous to his removal,

nue year 1884.85.

20. The state of the disposal of public business of all kinds was equally
exceptional.

beal  Self-Gove 21. Petitioner had, owing to special facilities permitted to him by the
R late Governor, made successful efforts to enlist the co-operation of the non-official
community in the management of Local Affairs, as a pioneer experiment towards
the introduction of Lord Ripon’s scheme of Local Self-Government. The people
responded in the most satisfactory manner, and, as a mark of the appreciation of Goy-
ernment, the non-official Chairman of the Madura Municipal Council was appoint-

ed a member of the Legislative Council at Madras.

Works of public 22. Various works of great pubiic utility were executed by voluntary

ntility. eﬁort

23. Under this head, Petitioner would quote the removal of the unsightly

Clearing of space
;)‘l‘g“l‘}, cf;‘l';f(',so%tf'f,, buildings which surrounded the famous Madura Temple, situated in the crowded
citys centre of the city, and the laying out of the space thus acquired as an Ornamental

Garden, surrounded with lamps and iron railings, a work that cost the private

citizen, who executed if, an immense sum.

. . . &l £
Water-supply for 24.  Dindigul, a town which had always suffered severely from scarcity
Dindigul. of water, was supplied with a tentative working scheme, designed entirely by

e
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Petitioner, which supplied the want. The cost was met altogether out of the volun-
tary subscriptions of its inhabitants, a committee of whom carried out the works,

25. From public subseriptions also, an Experimental and Model Farm
was established on the outskirts of the city of Madura, Tt was managed by a com-
mittee of the Farmer’s Club, also established by Petitioner, to which it belongs,
It received the support and approval of Government, and it is the only institution

of the kind in India which has ever paid expenses. Tt is stil] in existence,

2 26. In connection with this Farm, an Annual Agricultural Show was
established, It was held at the time when the ryots of the District ecrowd into
Madura for the Grand Festival and the Cattle Fair, Government contributed
to this purely non-official institution, and it has, since Petitioner left the District
expressed its regret that it should have been found, by his successor, impossible t(;
continue if.

There are no similar institutions in any other part of the Presidency.

27. A vast network of Voluntary Sanitary Associations, in which the
inhabitants took great personal Interest, was established, and paved the way for the
smooth working of the New Local Fund Act.

28. When Petitioner was removed, he was engaged on several schemes
for the water-supply of Towns, and in floating a local company to construct and
work two Light Railways, over 100 miles in length, without any guarantee from
Government,

29. The Dugferin Park, which was eventually opened by the Viceroy,
Lord Dufferin, was laid out by Petitioner, and presented to the city of Madura by
private parties, :

30. A Native Club was established and a handsome building.erected.
The Governor became its Patron. The management is purely native, and a con-
siderable sum was subscribed by the members,

3L. The successful evocation of the public spirit which prompted the
above and similar works was solely due to the personal influence acquired
by Petitioner, and to the confidence reposed in him by the population of the
Province. The following very unusual Resolution was unanimously passed at a
Meeting (14 members present) of the Local Fund Board, composed of Europeans
and Natives, belonging to both the Official and Non-official classes. The Meeting
was held after Petitioner had been removed, and had left the District. It speaks

for itself.

“ The Members of the Board resolve to place on record their grateful ap-
“ preciation of the deep interest which Mr. Crole evinced in the affairs of the Board
“ as its President, and the marked ability with which he administered its funds,
“ They take this opportunity of acknowledging the many lasting benefits conferred

“ by him on the Agricultural Classes of this District, and their thanks are due to
3
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supra, n; he purchased from the late Sir Vere Levinge an Estate on the Pulney Hills, part of which is devoted
to the culfivation of commercial products.

Ideg to apologise, if I have allowed any undue expression of the indignation which is in me, to
escape in this lester. It has been conched in demi-official form, because I am not sure whether I should be
warranted, in the face of the prohibition of the Government of India, in making a formal complaing.

. 1 would suggest for the consideration of Government, that I should either be allowed to take ecriminal
proceedings in regard to the present matter, or that Governmens should instisute an enquiry into the allega-
: ; e
tions made agaings me,

I am, yours truly,
(Signed) C.S. CROLE.

Forr Sp. Groree,
November 18, 1887
My pear CroLk,

Pending fina disposal of Koteisimi Dévar's suit, Government decided to defer answering your
letter. I am now directed to say that Government have ascertained that she affidavis of vhe guardian of the
minor Gantamanuyukanir Zemindar was filed under legal advice, and thas sijs course would be for the latter’s
benefit. This being so, and the suit having been finally withdrawn, Government will neither sancsion nor
vake any further proceedings.

Yours sincerely,
(Sigued) H. E. STOKES.

It will be observed that although the case made by Petitioner was unanswerable, Govern-
ment refrained from condemuing the conduct of the officers implicated in this unworthy transaction,
and expressed not the smallest sympathy with Petitioner.

There is no ground for saying that this is a mere local incident of an ordinary suit in the
Courts between private parties, for it attracted very wide public attention, and was the subject of a
question in the House of Commons on the part of a member unknown to Petitioner or his friends.

The episode is now brought to notice in support of the contention that, owing to Petitioner’s
conduct not having yet received from the Local Government that full and generous vindication which
the public interests, as well as plain Justice, demand, reckless attacks upon him continue to be made.

7. Meanwhile, ou Petitioner’s appeal, the Secretary of State had can-
celled the transfer and suspension orders of the Madras Government, and ordered
all arrears of salary to be refunded. The Secretary of State reinstated Petitioner in
his position in the service, and, with reference to his complaint of having been
transferred (in January 1886) to the inconvenient and unimportant District of
Anantapiiv, Lovd Kimberley divected his ‘re-appointment to a post equivalent
in position and emolument with the Collectorate of Madura. It is perfectly clear
that His Lordship did not consider that Anantapiir, in any way, fulfilled the
conditions. It now remains to be seen how these orders have been carried out,

8. In August 1886, Government appointed Petitioner as District Judge of
North Malabar (salary, Rs. 2,333) although the Collectorate of Tanjore (Rs. 2,850),
on which Petitioner, ©owing to having previously officiated, had a claim, was
vacant at the time. A juuior officer was appointed, who had never before been a
Collector. Petitioner had not only suffered heavy pecuniary loss, by having to
break up his establishment in Madura at a moment’s notice, and by the expenses

incident to his suspension and appeal, but, through the loss of the above and other
2
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offers a Collectorate to Y rare and

sidered to mean t > 1s
1 that he is too good for the Judicial Brancl a Judge. Ttis con
: anch,  Withiy Y
1 the last 19

15 vears, there - ;
fill ‘1 1 , there have been two instances of such transf
] 2 e » . v ‘an
ed the office of Chief Secretary to Goverr T
ernment,

e
Both officers eventuall;

e 10. In Petitioner’
_ : s case especially itisi i
was equal in positi 0 LTS
Ofﬁchied , I pos(llt 1}011 and emolument with the post he had 1 to o
ated in, and had a clai g iti
1ad a claim on, the Collectorates of Tanj Petitioner haq already
anjore and Mady
as, and the

Commissionership of Salt and Abl
£ ) ¥, ) ra S 3 o
carry, all appointments much supey;
1perior
0
a Judge_

)eCt»..

udgeship

S])ip. .A J ll(l('t* i(l f |(',t, l L o exe t

. 3 < , Can 100K for nOt-} i L el) f

; P .. Lo -‘.3 i h ] ¥ 72 i n«) X the Chance 0 “1
L P "b € tb on t’ e II O{ h Cou t Be Ch, Whel‘e

1 C @y p <

fer a ma ;
a man, whose w L ar
; whole service of 23 years had been i gument that te trang
é een 1n the E %
Xe 1
cutive, to t} ?

Judicial Branch o & :

world can, and \villf SI‘)ZrSe:v;ce’ agm.nst: his wishes, implies a slur wh;

life over again, 1-elin’quish ch ff"uit?osflin lﬁles, (iin plain language, thatlhjllil:ht el

recards ! : he hard work of ye s to begin

B:nch. 311;)’t E;:iietc:;s :l:lthe J udicia'n-y, below the misgr;;:;i take his Place,o as

Government could hav: f:le; atn ((11 P}‘l‘“‘shment? Itis hard té see w;’lcctupant of the

or given marked roofc 1; ed, had he really been guilty of a b‘ﬂ other courge

The question whichpis nsow0 /“’aﬂt of nerve, or of administr b

Secretary of State iq' Whet’hm‘o.St 1-espet?tfully, submitted for the decic;
i er it was his intention, when reinstatinemsmn of the

8

th&t SUCh a Sti("ll]‘t Q} f
% SHa B 10 J ' i .On.
U]d be &11()\\ ed to be astened on him tltl' ex',

e Rules,
ative Incapacity

12. The hardshi
. rdship, 1 ¢
e NI 2 p, however, does not end even here, F
8 N - . L .
it, have b 1e xecutive Branch, and the claim to adya or the whole of
, have been lost. AT S e y ncement :
Petitioner has, as a fact, been i aceruing fro
: en 1nf()x-11]ed that hi =] m
L 1S prev'
lous

serv iCGS are a.] 4 1 18 D \ o 1
' ‘ : . " au 1 o

I'¢ 13‘ .‘V ) L. Hr “ .
R h.'mt these services have been, Petitioner will now pr
: possible to detail ; and he would most respectfully ask, wheth | (_)Ceed, as briefly
dis W i ) er 1 .
connect his reporting a Member of Council and his vindication of II;IS_POSSIble e
€ 1nteorit
STty of

the Civil Servic . s
Service Covenant, from the action of the Madras Government j :
en ]
n excludmg

him from all
all advan d supersedi : .o
: cement, and superseding him by junior officers.

. g ¥

o 7

Account of Pati-
tioner's sarvices.

n the service Was rapid. He was made a Head
o) years’ service, over the heads of many THes d Assistant

Collector.
5

vie . %
14, Petitioners rised

Assistant Clollector in 1866, after only
. In April 1867, he was appointed %0 officiate as a Small Cause Court  dmoiating Smll
Canse Court Judge,

seniors.
A few months afterwards he was translated to a Sub-Collectorate. From aeping Sub-Ool

Judge.
thence he was, S
Collector, bub really
Collector, whose acts h

was reduced as a punishment.
assistants, during that time, were two men of his own year. Petitioner successfully

brought the great Srirangam TFestival to a conclusion, without the outbreak, which
had been threatened, and which was apprehended by Government. Potitioner also _ Commended by

4 SL:"H.'L"A‘;SL te.
attracted favourable notice from the Secretary of State i SR

< . . . - Te)

oon after, sent to Trichinopoly, nominally as Head Assistant 1“";“““ e
n charge 8] L=

for the purpose of taking charge of that District from a chinopoly District.

ad endangered the peace of the District, and for which he

Tt 1s somewhat curious to note that Petitioner’s

(Duke of Argyll), in regard

to an investigation of the condition of the Trichinopoly ~District, which was
scarcity. In recognition of what Petitioner had done, he was  Offered posb o
Assistant Secretary to Government. ~Petitioner, having been et
the Sub-Collectorate of Madras, which carried a higher salary, Ty I‘I‘r)l
of senior officers for more than 7 years. In the interval,
Collector, and, in 1869, as Sub-Secretary to the
1oest officer who ever held that appointment. While

Manual of the Chingleput ( Madras) District,

threatened with
offered the post of
subsequently offered
held it against the claims
Petitioner twice officiated as
Revenue Board, being the yow
Sub-Collector, Petitioner wrote the
and, in addition to the commendation ¢
of Rs. 2,500, was honoured by a lo
« Saturday Review.”

o v Chingleput (Ma iras)
»f Government, accompamed by g honorarium  District,

ng and favourable notice of the. book by the

15. On return from furlough (February 1877) Petitioner was appointed n cherge of

Famine,

to charge of Famine operations in the Nellore District, and subsequently to the  Cotiscior of Kaur-
¥ " S C l_)l.

same duby, a8 Oollector of Kurnool, the most severely affected tract in the Presi-  Received thanks

Y of Government, &

ment, and the = * Petitioner op-

point od.

ecial, approval of the Duke of Buckingham, followed by every Acting Collerts
tive appointment* which became vacant, antil the end of 1881, He. 2,000, st
ing to ill-health, produced by repeated attacks of gunstroke of Madras avd Pro-

dency. For these services Petitioner received the thanks of Govern

repeated, and 8p
gavourite and lucra
when Petitioner, OW
and fever during the Fa

Acting Collector
g tector of Bmigrants,
mine, Was compelled to take furlough to Hurope. (twice) Rs. 2600.
Acting Qommis=
: - ; gioner of Salt.
o bring to notice that, when 1n Kurnool, he 00K UP  Report on affaira

P s . ) of Kurnool Irriga-
¢ the Kurnool Trrigation and Canal Company, tion and Uatial Come

o matter, that under- pavy.

Petitioner would als

the intricate question of the state o
and, although, ab first, Government hesitated to deal With th
taking was eventually wound up, and taken over by Government, on the very lines

indicated. This report will be found printed among the papers subjoined to the
Report of the Famine Commissioners.

16. Again Petitioner’s recommendations o1 the vexed question of the pro- _ Report on Famine
, almost exactly corresponded with that, which was finally adopt- e

¢ that Commission. This is proved by the printed papers, and

§ that Sir Charles Elliot, with whom be had the advantage

will bear out this statement. All the

er Famine Ratiot
ed in the Report 0
Petitio‘ner hag no doub
of considerable personal communication,
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rst in

,: the matter of the collection of Revenue. It is the only District, which has ever

for

AG-

- tion, Petitioner had brought his charge in the year previous to his removal.

8

other recommendations from Madras were very high, and wide of the mark. The
important bearing of the question on State expenditure during future Famines need
hardly be indicated.

17. On his return from furlough in March 1882, Petitioner was ap-
pointed Collector of Madura, at that time the most difficult charge in the Madras
Presidency, owing to the huge mass of arrears outstanding, and various other
causes, some of which have been brought to notice in Petitioner’s Memorial, dated

10th January 1886,

18. When Petitioner was suddenly removed from that District in Janu-
ary 1886, several of his schemes for its material development had only begun to
bear fruit, while others were incomplete. But he is entitled to rely with pardon-
able pride on the following facts, which are, it is submitted, sufficient to render
notable any four years’ tenure of office. '

19. All arrears of Revenue were liquidated, and a system of punctual
collection introduced, the effect of which was to relieve the inhabitants. from a
heavy tax for interest and process fees, which had weighed down the Province for

many years.

Madura stood first on the Returns of Government, for 3 years running, in

shown a clean balance-sheet at the end of a Revenue year. To this unique post-

90. The state of the disposal of public business of" all kinds was equally
exceptional.

91. Petitioner had, owing to special facilities permitted to him by the
late Governor, made successful efforts to eulist the co-operation of the non-official
community in the management of Local Affairs, as a pioneer experiment towards
the introduction of Lord Ripon’s scheme of Local Self-Government. The people
responded in the most satisfactory manner, and, as a mark of the appreciation of Gov-
ernment, the non-official Chairman of the Madura Municipal Council was appoint-
ed a member of the Legislative Council at Madras.

99, Various works of great public utility were executed by voluntary
effort.

93, TUnder this head, Petitioner would quote the removal of the unsightly

Tem- buildings which surrounded the famous Madura Temple, situated in the crowded

centre of the city, and the laying out of the space thus acquired as an Ornamental
Garden, surrounded with lamps and iron railings, a work that cost the private

citizen, who executed if, an immense sum.

94, Dindigul, a town which had always su ffered severely from scarciby

-

of water, was supplied with a tentative working scheme, designed entirely by

s
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3. Why he did not warn (Crole) the Collector of the Disfrict that the Vice-President of the Local
Fund Board had “ voluntarily” charged him (the Collector) with soliciting bribes from the Vice-Presideut.

2
4. Why he did not give the information during the progress of the Gurstin Dacoity case, the
Defamation case against Mr. Garstin and the minor in the Police Court, or the Thomas Mission, in all of
which he knew that it would have been considered exiremely valuable by those concerned.

5. Why Mr. Grahame’s information was not brought forward when the case against Mr. Garstin
was withdrawn,

6. How the Plaintiff came to volunteer such a serious charge to Mr. Grahame, an utter stranger,
whom he had never seen in his life before.

7. Why the Plaintiff shonld have told a senseless and objectless falsehood, which he knew to be
liable to immediate discovery, to the effect that I “did not like him"” —the fact being that he was, at the
moment, receiving every mark of encouragement and kindness from me, as was notorious.

Again, T have communicated with the Plaintiff by telegram, and he informs me that he never said
what is imputed to him. Copies are appended.

I suppose that I must submit to the degradation, but I also deny that there is & word of truth in
the affidavit, in so far as I am concerned. I assert, on honour, that I have never solicited or received a bribe
in my life, nor have I ever placed mysell under pecuniary obligation of any kind, either to Koteisami Dévar,
or any other native of India.

1 challenge any one to disprove these assfrtions.

Secondly, I ask the protection of Government, because the allegation is really launched against me,
and not against the Plaintiff.

It must be remembered that: the suit; is brought by Plaintiff against the minor Zemindar for telling
Mr. Garstin thas Plaintiff had given me (Crole) bribe, which, in some unexplained way, caused the Zemindar
of Bodinayakanir to dacoic Mr. Garstin. It is sought to escape the consequences of this by asserting that
" Plaiutiff (K.) told Mr. Grahame, in June 1884, that I took bribes, and that he (Plaintiff) had refused to give
me any. Now, the point or bearing of this on the defence is quite incomprehensible. Every lawyer kiows
that, unless the minor knew shat Plaintiff (K.) had said this, when he made his staiement to Mr. Garstin,
which he admistedly did nor, the alleged statement of Plaintiff that I received bribes is not admissible in
evidence. Again, Plaintiff is made to say, that, although solicited for a bribe by the Head of the Districs,
he refused to give anyshing, and braved his displeasure. Surely, the only possible effect of this must be,
to defeas the defence, and enlarge the damages, for it would go to establish Plainiff’s incorruptibiliby.

1 submit, therefore, that the minor’s interests have been very imprudently denit with, and his chance
of success in the suit seriously jeopardised by Mr. Hammicl’s affidavis, and by the application for a fresh
issue on such allegations.

Again, what could a guardian ad litem want more, if he was acting sulely in his ward’s interests,
than the dismissal of the suit against his ward wish costs. Before the affidavic was filed, Mr. Hammick had
notice thas the Plainsiff was nov going to proceed. What possible end, then, could be served by filing that
scandalous and dangerous affidavit. The result must, almost inevitably, be to sacrifice the success, of which
he was certain, 1o the chances of a contested suit, on the same fucts, whicii bave alrepdy secured the criminal
conviction of the minor ?

I submit, therefore, that I have grave reason for claiming the intervention of Government, in regard
to what seems to be a mere repetition of the tactics adopted in the Garstin Dacoity case.

Acting partly on your advice in January last, I have, for 8 monsths and more, entirely desisted
from pressing the consideration of certain maters in which I considered that 1 had cause for complaint.
I have left myself entirely in the hands of Governmens. I may add thas in the interval I have had no
communication with Koteishmi whatever, and that I have declined to be mixed up in any way with his legal
proceedings, when addressed by his advisers. I had thus merely anticipated the wishes of the Government
of India, communicated to me in June last, in which I was desired to “ consider the whole of the case closed.””
As far as T was concerned, by-gones were allowed to be by-goues. Now, just as the time when I had some
reason for believing that the last sign of, what appeared to me, the displeasurerof Government was about to
be removed by my appointment to another position, there comes a repetition of the imputations, regarding
which I had complained in my appeal to the Government of India, and regarding w' ich, those making them
are aware that my mouth is now closed.

With reference to Mr. Grahame, as it is a fact which might hereaf’  pecome important,.l suppose
that I should mention that he is one of the persous affected, in a way, b 4y action alluded to in pars. 4
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(j) The Zemindar, Kotei sdmi’ Té
Mr. Sullivan, havin ; e igi i
in the Pclice ,Conrt,%l:;ﬁ:;fiﬂx lt'osecuttfd the minor Zemindar ?)I;:' G';}:taomgm'al u’lforma,nt against
N ORGP wo actions for damages pending in the L’}‘&;alkanyr for defamation
ing of Mr. Garstin and another whar' S A i th& (':"as e i
Mr. Hammick, filed an aﬁida,vit’ of ohcgondncted the defence of the mino,r :h St A i
to the date of the settlement of i iy th? following is a copy +—Th ,t; S Ahualay
AR Sy issues herein; I for the first time hea.rda 1_"ZOme months, subsequent ~ False afidavit
, June 1884, and that, Din thelzzevelly’ had met the plaintiff at Madura eSO i iy s
! o 45 oty s Grahameu:;e tof conversation between them th; on] or a_‘bout the month of
’ ¥ bidlos. s theb shicbe at Mr. Cr?le, thtis ‘thibh 6l oater (’)f M plaintiff had voluntarily
& not give him a bribe. That I"‘:on v(;h_y the plaintiff was not liked by M b Bt ot
;ssues which have been settled Ilfe:ei::?ll IZ 00:1:!861 g ah o doib?;'fllewv;l&zhthat o
further issue shoul ; ver the above eviden Atk e
the existence or to ‘:h?plr;zl\:]:ﬁa:: tofw}lether the action of the Plaiszi,ﬁallllidmth?t it is necessary that a
5th March 1886, before two of :ho the rumours which the infant defend s: f has not contributed to
Madura District, and whether, if soe uskmbare of i [Clanrtuol e ::;t’ e
is concerned, and the defend b » such statement was not justified or ¢ FEAMR W bt drhnéhie
ant exempted from liability in respect thereixf(i?sed so far as the plaintiff

r any of the

The fact that there
. t the ti i
N i b was, a/ ime, no suit upon the fil 1
hiebre continuat;\:xsg;ﬁn tehe ;natter set forth, convinced Petitioz,erwﬁlich N ol it
‘ Local Government. The follov:ia tacks, and caused him to bring the Bub'e:;:b g i i
| ng correspondence passed between the Chgef S: nd‘:l‘ i el
cretary and Petitioner

It will be observed .
.affidavit as irrelevant, and -:hatt;?:: ]lé:be J 1’18‘7{09 ’Kernan rejected the applicati
«contained in it, - Koteisdmi Tévar repudiated in foto the tr:tl}ll a;c:!inpanying v
of the allegations

Carrr00R,

Dear Stokes,
11th August 1887,

I would beg leave to d ‘
_ raw the ‘atbenti m M. H
case i e ram
of Koteisami Dévar v. the minor Zemindarnofn(f}ag:uvemmenli b o i i ity
manayakandr, s - bl

Jetter of protest

to Chief Secretary

For the sake of conveni
y ence, I subjoi i
s e _ n a cutting from the “ M . 9 1
gs in the High Conrt. The leader, also sent e:l‘x(}):’;: ’lf‘me? R WSe B b kite
, ow the matter can be distor
ted.

Now, I submit that
: the allegati i
e b P 1, gation therein made is utterly false, and is without a shad
)y ut a shadow of fonnd-

Since I felt com a
‘ g ] ! ) pelled to tak an i i
’ | 8 1 Tt prmn s he action -m regard to irregularities, which, to my knowledge, were b g
fillﬁEl'eSth pel'S()nq, ibh e ere ﬂfﬂd mn Eugland. Iha.ve been x;usailed, b‘ a kn ﬂallel e’ dere rib“ -
4 p k - (81} i : y ’ . %
v rw 0o 18 of doing “ fishy” vhings, and on two [’!lll;]i(, s l' llm"’ew ik yue
> occasions, of hich ti
1e

In the present i .
k he present iustance, this ag i
practically, an official (Cor 4 persion has been cast on :
s of - At my charac
Bttty b nircumsmncquMdS) del.’ence of t;mvnl nction, in which I hu‘::. "'It"he course of what, is,
e £ ettty ma | y s surrounding she ¢ase, which 1 need no locus standi whatsoeye
stify me in seeking the probetion of Goverument d not, perhaps, more distinctly : k:l‘.
e specify,

1 make this request on two grounds :—
1st, Because the allegation in guestion is untrue ;
. b

2nd. Because it i
. se it is re ] } i
ally lanmched agninss me, and not against the Plaintiff at all
I say that th i | o
4 e allegarnion i i
S BNV S tA;:cmt.a.me-d in the affidavit is untrue, becaus
| s g g 3 internal evidence of unrrurh. If Mr. Grah gy S T
re credence for the story, have to be exvlained s s ey SN,
3 sxplained. . o

1. y i i
h L)le lllf()l'matl“n h!lS "ee" k(’._l)t: bﬂ('-k fOl' more t:]“l" 3 ’Gﬂl
VV i 8.

2. “ hy, |f h’r (X " ! "
; . l'ﬂ]lf“ne blli“ks iﬁ i i W 1
‘ sy ' ; I Im!N tant e'l()uf.,'l bO c(lmln““ic"t@ no he Bf ] d f
3 ramne rom
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(b) On lsb January 1886 Government transferred® Petitioner to an inferior District for
Mr. J. H. Gaxrstin, Member of the Board of Revenue. He

alleged insubordination. His accuser was
was one of the promoters ‘of the North Travancore Land Company, and was also a landholdor.

ippaneferreds

Appealed fto (¢) Onthe 10th January 1886, Petitioner appealed to the Viceroy.
Viceroy.
4th February 1886, without any enquiry,

Sugpended. (d) On the
one year for reporting Mr. Sullivan as aforesaid-

Government suspended Petitioner for

(e) Onthe 92nd February 1886, Petitioner appealed to the Secretary of State.

Attempt to con= (f) In March 1886, Government permitted Mr. Garstin, and their subordinate officers to-
:}Siﬁ"ife““@"“ with gonnect Petitioner in & criminal prosecution, conducted by Government, arising oub of Mr. Garstin
Pri having been attacked by dacoits in the Madura District, when reburning from the Planting District
of Devakulam. For several months, and until the falsity of the charge was demonstrated by the
acquittal of the prisoners, Petitioner was held up to jgnominy in the public prints as the originator

of attempted murder and robbery.

Appealed to Secre-
tary of State.

mmunication with Petitioner, Government

(9) On the 12th March 1886, without any €0
Mr. Sullivan, to proceed to Madura, and enquire into:
behind his back ; there being, at the time,. no complaind.

joner has ever been able to learn.

The * Thomay’
s = " %
Miasion. appointed Mr. H. S. Thomas, a cousin of

Petitioner’s administration and character,
against him, of any gort or kind, so far as Petit
s repeated demands for a formal public: enquiry,
along with a special detective staff, in the attempt

This lasted for8 months. His operations were:
and no stone was left unturned in order to farbish
by all the power of Government, and although

In spite of Petitioner’s protests, and hi
Government maintained Mr. Thomas at Madura,
to get up charges of bribery against Petitioner.
conducted in secret, every artifice was employed,

up charges against Petitioner. Although backed
Petitioner was kept in disgrace, and in ignorance of what was being done behind his back,.and pre=

vented from taking any measures for his protection, Mr. Thomas’ mission utterly failed. It is
extraordinary, but nevertheless true, that Mr. Thomas was anable to obtain a single complainant out of
the 21 millions of people in the Madura District. A significant incident of that time deserves to be:
quoted. Petitioner’s Agent and Banker, who had been cognizant of his affairs for many years, wenb
to the Chief Secretary, and offered to obtain his consent to show his books. He did this, as @ friend
of Sir M. E. Grant Duff, for the purpose of saving Government from the scandal of futile effort
against a subordinate officer. Asked to lay this offer before Government, the Chief Secretary used
the words, I dare mot.”” Covernment has never, up to the present moment, by any act or word,.
made the slightest' amends to Petitioner for these unprecedented proceedings, which formed the
subject of condemnation by every public jonrnal in India.
who was living in Madras, Wwas struck off the

(%) In addition to all this, Petitioner,
ficial, entailed social

Goverfxment House list (before his suspension) which, in a society mainly ©
ostracism. The two Civilian Members of Council (Messrs. Sullivan and Master) headed an abortive

movement to abstain from attending the annual Civil Service Dinner, because Petitioner was going
to be there. Both these officers were interested in land, and the incident took place while the
Sullivan matter was still sub judice. Tt was considered not only bad form, but even dangerous, for
any official to be supposed to keep up good relations with Petitioner, and natives were afraid to

approach him.

Bocial ostracism.

the Dacoity Trial, Petitioner having drawn the attention of the
ties committed in regard to it with special refevence to the totally
d others to drag in his name, brought the matter under

This was disposed of, in May 1887, by a

APF;‘.’“' @o'ﬁ'iccl:roy (¢) On the conclusion of

rogardingirregt ari- Toe i i

ties in Daccity Case. .al .Government ne lumP“e
unjustifiable attempt made by Mr. Garstin an

the notice of the Viceroy in a Memorial (July 1886).
Despatch from the Viceroy to the Government of Madras, requesting it t0 desive Petitioner to con-

sider the whole of the case closed. Petitioner gathering from the above Despateh, that the grievous

injustice suffered by him was considered to be proved, and that compensation for it was, at last, on
the point of being rendered, in an informal bub substantial manner, refrained from further pressing
on the consideration of the he was then engaged in doing, his claims for

Qecretary of State, as
compensation. Petitioner trusted, at least, that all fear of further persecution was OVer: He was
mistaken. h
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The humble Memorial of Chuwles Stetvat Crole, Madras Ciyir y |
. . . b :i i
Service, to The Right Honourable Wisconnt Cross, 6.0.8. i
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India in Council. ;
@\
- Mosr RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH THAT i—
This is an appeal in continuation of that disposed of in Petitioner’s favour 3
by Your Lordship in the Despatch dated 13th J anuary 1887, 'j.; ’
2. Petitioner apologises for the length of this Memorial, but the decision g
arrived at by the Madras Government leaves no alternative but to go into some Ei‘:
. e
detail, b
3. Petitioner most humbly brings to notice that the order of the Secre- Order of Secrstary ‘,
tary of State as to his reinstatement has not been carried out, either in the letter, b
or in the spirit. ‘
' B :
4 Inorder to meet the objection which will be taken by the Madras A g '
Government, Petitioner submits that this is not a protest against the exercise of ! e et ' :

ordinary patronage by the Madras Government, or of its diseretion in selecting for
the offices under its control, the persons, who in its opinion are best qualified, in
the interests of the public service, to hold them. The case is as exceptional as the
treatment received by Petitioner from the late Madras Government was unpre-
cedented. This fact is not recognised by the present administration, to which
Petitioner has most deferentially appealed in vain for that generous consideration
which seemed to be called for, in order to remedy the very serious injury inflicted
by Sir M. E. Grant Duff’s Government, and which Government alone ean repair.

5. Petitioner begs leave to ask attention to the following SUMMmAry. Summary
He believes that there is no precedent to the facts disclosed in the entire annals of &
Indian administration. This may partially explain the inability of the present
Government to deal with the case in a satisfactory manner, while it seems to
justify Petitioner in again addressing the Secretary of State.

6. The sequence of the events is instructive.

(a) In September 1885, after consultation with the Chief Secretary, Petitioner reported Petitioner ze-
for the Governor's private information cerfain irregularities, regarding land and dealing with g Ported Mr, Sullivan.
Native, committed by the Honourable Mr, Sullivan, the Senior Member of Council. This matter
had been brought to the Chief Secretary’s notice verbally 8 months before. The confidential report to
His Excellency was a purely official act, performed at the instance of the Chief Secretary, and
referred to matters which had come to Petitioner’s official notice.
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To the Revenue Department.
To all Heads of Departments.

Exd. E. Fernandes.

eir authority
in any case that might arise.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Endorsement, dated 12th February 1889, No. 915, Revenue.

Orper—dated 26th February 1889, No. 192.

G.0., dated 8th November 1888, No. 1055, Public,
Heads of Deﬁartments with the wishes of the Government of India, in view to

to prevent or repress proceedings of the kind referred to

»  Departments of the Secretariat.

NS

was intended to acquaint

The order should not be circulated to'subordinates,
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
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- Public Servants.

Informing Revenue Department and all Heads
of Departments that G.&, dated 8th November
1888, No. 1055, Public, should not be circulated
amongst subordinates. i
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