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.
Records of the Inspector-General of Police.
Passing further orders in regard to the retention and destruction of records in the office of
the Inspector-General of Police.




2 No. 311 Pusuic, 1918 Mawrce 1897.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following paper :— «
G.0., Mis. No. 1272, Public, dated 3rd December 1896.
Read—again G.0., No. 1123, Public, dated 12th October 1896.

Read—also the following letter from M. HAMMICK, Esq., I.C.S., Inspector-General
of Police, Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated 18th Novem-

ber 1896, No. 4508 :—

With reference to paragraph 7 of G.0., No. 1123, Public, dated 12th October
1896, I have the honour to state that one copy of the following records under head
¢ Printed papers "’ in the list submitted with my letter, No. 870, dated 18th February
1895, may be permanently retained, viz.—

(1) Beport on the administration of Criminal Justice, Madras Presidency.

(2) » - of Abkéiri Revenue.

(3) ” T g - of ?al}; Rﬁvenue. ‘

4) » g nf Jails, Madras. B S
(5) Judicial Statistics of’England and Wales. R
(6 » of Ireland.

(7§ Report on the working of Thuggi and Dacoity department.

(8) Statistics of British India for the Judicial and Administrative departments
subordinate to Home Department.

(9) Finance and Revenue Accounts of the Government of India.

» 2. All other records mentioned in the list, including those under the head of
manuscript papers, may be destroyed after three years with the exception of petitions
noticed below. The destruction will be carried out every year in January.

3. Petitions from Police oficers against dismissal, &c., and Petitions from Private
tndividuals (4th item under the head of Manuscript Papers).—Under the present current,
reference and disposal system of records, which I introduced in this office as also in
the district offices last year, papers which are ¢ Lodged ” are liable to be periodically
destroyed. Three years’ time will be observed in the case of these papers also. Many
petitions go under ““ Lodged” papers. Appeals against dismissal, &c., which pass
into the disposal list will be permanently retained. ,

Order—Mis. No. 1272, Public, dated 3rd December 1896.

The permanent retention of the records enumerated in paragraph 1 of the
Inspector-General’s letter read above is approved. The reports on criminal justice in
other presidencies and provinces, however, should also be permanently retained.
There is no objection to keeping items 8 and 9, but should subsequent experience
show that they are not wanted they may be eventually destroyed.

2. As regards manuscript papers, it is observed that in his lettef, No. 870, dated

18th February 1895, recorded in G.O., No. 1123, Public, dated 12th October last,. °

the Inspector-General fixed one year as an appropriate -period for the retention of a
large number of papers, whereas he now proposes tiree years for all ‘manuscripts with
certain exceptions. As absolute uniformity is not required and it is desirable to
economize space as much as possible by destroying, as soon as may be convenient, all

&4
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records no longer required, the Government considers that the Inspector-General’s
original proposal should be adhered to in regard to all papers the retention of which
for one year only was recommended, subject to any exceptions which the Inspec tor-
General may consider necessary.

. 3. Pending the reply of the Accountant-General to paragraph 11 of G.O.,
No. 1123, Public, dated 12th October 1896, orders in regard to all account papers
must lie over. : , . '

4. With reference to item 4, the Inspector-General will be requested to explain
more definitely what class of petitions he proposes to retain permanently. As at
present advised, the Government considers that, if every petition which passes into
the disposal series is permanently kept, there will be much unnecessary retention of
records.

(Trlie Extract.)

(Signed) A.T. ARUNDEL,
for Chief Secretary.

To the Inspector-General of Police.

Reap—also the following paper :—

From M. HAMMICK, Esq., I.C.8., Inspector-General of Police, Madras, to the
Chief Secretary to Government, dated 26th February 1897, No. 776.

With reference to (3.0., No. 1272, Public, dated 3rd December 1896, I have the
honour to state as follows.

2. As the Police reports of all the other presidencies and provinces are per-
manently retained, I considered their reports on criminal justice were unnecessary.
These are rarely used for any purpose. No copy is received from Bengal or Bombay,
but only from the smaller provinces. In case the reports are to be preserved, it
might be well to obtain in future copies of the Bombay and Bengal reports also.

8. To lessen the task of scrutinizing the records to be destroyed, I considered a
uniform period of three years would be convenient, the same course having been ap-
proved by Government in regard to the Inspector-General of Prisons’ records. If the
destruction be carried out punctually every year—as 1 intend to see it done—a con-
siderable |[quantity of useless records would doubtless be dispensed with. It would be
some saving of labour not to have to distinguish some records as destroyable after one
year and others after three years. About half the number of items originally marked
for one year’s retention are district returns for the annual Police report. These I
thought on reconsideration might well be preserved for three years in view to check
any mistakes which Superintendents might perhaps afterwards find with the chiet
office which embodies the district figures in the Presidency Police report. In each
year’s report the previous two or three years’ figures are referred to for comparison.
I therefore considered the district returrs might be preserved for three years, Having
gone through the list again, I request that my subsequent proposal to have only one
class of records to be destroyed after a period of three years may be sanctioned if
Government approves it now.

4. Asregards petitions, I beg to say that those of the following nature do not
pass into the disposal list and are liable to be destroyed, viz., complaints against police
officers—-anonymous, pseudonymous or signed—which after inquiry or without it prove
to be false and do not call for any orders, mahazirs praying that certain police officers
should be removed from, or retained at, certain places, and other papers of similar
nature. All these go under * Lodged ” papers. Appeals against punishments by
District Superintendents or Deputy Inspectors-General, applications for transfer,
promotion, &c., applications from private individuals for private police gnards—these

" are the principal records under the class of petitions on which final orders are sent and
" which therefore pass into the disposal list. Appeals against punishments by men in

the force should probably be preserved as long as the men are in the force. The other
classes of the papers above referred to may be destroyed within a shorter time.
Appeals against dismissals and resignations alleged to be forced may be retained for
ten years. : - :
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Orper—No. 311, Public, dated 19th March 1897. N
S ‘-\'

S.8 :
In modification of the orders passed in G.0., No. 1272, Public, dated 3rd De- SN \ :
cember 1896, the Inspector-General of Police will be informed that the reports on

criminal justice in other presidencies and provinces need not be permanently retained. : , Q k ' CURRENT NO .

-— o ‘

l: i
Copies of the reports can always be procured for reference from the records of the /
Secretariat. ‘ ' "N

2. The Inspector-General’s proposal in paragraph 2 of the first of his letters . hﬁ\ '
read above is, in the circumstances explained, approved. : p) 7/ ‘

3. With reference to paragraph 4 of the Inspector-General’s letter, No. 775, dated ' L. f.,« O‘/ ‘
96th February 1897, the Government considers that appeals against punishments by o VA '} 5
men in the police should be preserved for three years after they have left that force. N ”} . (}
There is no objection to appeals against dismissals and resignations alleged to have .Y 7
been forced being retained for ten years, as proposed by the Inspector-General, or to A
the other papers referred to being destroyed after three years. ' j‘/ ;

4. Orders in regard to account documents were issued in G.0., No. 104, Public, :
dated 4th February 1897. '

(True Extract.)

S~

J. F. PRICE, 4 . ' : , -~ T,
Chief Secretary. : . : . .

To the Inspector-General of Dolice.
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Reap—also the following paper :(—
From M. HAMMICK, Esq., I.CS8,, Inspector-General of Police, Madras, to the
Chief Secretary to Government, dated 26th February 1897, No. 770.
With reference to .0., No. 1272, Public, dated 3rd December 1896, I have the
honour to state as follows. ) .
’ 9. As the Police reports of all the other presidencies and provinces are per-
manently retained, I consicered their reports on criminal justice were unnecessary.
These are rarely used for any purpose. No copy is received from Bengal or Bombay, =
but only from the smaller provinces. In case the reports are to be preserved, it
might be well to obtain in fature copies of the Bombay and Bengal reports also. }
3, To lessen the task of scrutinizing the records to be destroyed, I considered a
uniform period of three years would be convenient, the same course having been ag-
proved by Government in regard to the Inspector-General of Prisons’ records. If the
/ destruction be carried out punctuully every year—as 1 intend to see it done—a con-
* siderablcy uantity of uscless records would doubtless be dispensed with. It would be
gome saviug of labour not to have to distinguish some records as destroyable after one
year and others after three years. About half the number of items originally marked
for one year’s retention are district returns for the annual Police report. These I
thought on recensideration might well be preserved for three years in view to check
_any mistakes which Saperint ndents might perhaps afterwards find with the chief ]
office which embodies the district figures in the Presidency Police report. In each a
{ear’s report the previous two or three years’ figures are referred to for comparison. ’

therefore considered the district returns might be preserved for three years. Having
gone through the list again, I request that my subsequent proposal to have only one
class of records to be.destroyed after a period of three years may be sanctioned if
Government approves it now.

4. As regards petitions, I beg to say that those of the following nature do not
pass into the disposal list and are liable to be destroyed, viz., complaints against police
officers——anonymous, pseudonymous or signed—which after inquiry or withoutit prove
to be false and do not call for any orders, mahazirs praying that certain police officers ;
should be removed from, or retained at, certain places, and other papers of similar -
pature. All these go under ‘“ Lodged ” papers. Appeals against punishments by Q
District Superintendents or Deputy Inspectors-General, applications for transfer, |
promotion, &c., applications from private individuals for private police guards—these ‘
“are the principal records under the class of petitions on which final orders are sent and ,
which therefore pass into the disposal list. Appeals against punishments by men in H
the force should probably be preserved as long as the men are in the force. The other A
classes of the papers above referred to may be destroyed within a shorter time.

Appeals against dismissals and resignationst alleged to be forced may be retained for
ten years.

- OmpER—No,3 // , Public, dated /4 March 1897.

In modification of the orders passed in G.O., No.. 1272, Public, dated 3rd De-
eember 1896, the Inspector-General of Police will be informed that the reports on
criminal justice in other presidencies and provinces need not be permanently retained.

. Copies of the reports can always be procured for reference from the records of th

e -
Secretariat. —_—
2. The Inspector-General’s proposal in paragraph 2 of the first of his letters

read above is, in the circumstances explained, approved.

3. With reference to paragraph 4 of the Inspector-General’s letter, No. 775, dated

26th February 1897, the Government considers that appeals against punishments by

men in the police should be preserved for three years atter they have left that force.

There is no objection to appeals against dismissals and resignations alleged to bave X
been forced being retained for ten years, as proposed by the Inspector-General, or to ‘ h
the other papers referred to being destroyed after three years.

@the Inspector-Gen:wa.-l_f@.
T k. Ordars ke negand G ace il Aoetiints
ene Logced i fO.NY o4 Lt Ly 4> -q7.

i
{

T




=
AT

B N
o N - s . - APPSRy o —
- . : - e e b g g g S »—-'-o,—w—*:"’v’&M - 3 § .
e el e e i st g —g—— o =3 ~ .

'

‘ah‘"' ]

Mirst copy sent to Preu.\ i MMmylow 22y

’L \ - o o i) oy, o
‘eturned fol signature. (/\] - I : Order coraplete with Letbes. ’_

Ypspatched in print. v ' - _ - . v &

L
n—agAiy @0, No. DATED . . . ) ‘ ..
189 T : ‘ ~ , )
' .
A
.
(
- - A
vezext No. o : ' -
. t
-
c?‘:?-{ N
AN R
- - / :
oz
‘ — - ~ N
icLostres Yo C. No, ~ s, '
» » -
’ e -
1
DER OF GoYERNMENT ‘e . o . } - . <~
LY
)
ITBR OF GOVERNMENY. - ' v
TEMENT WIPH Dirvo, ’
: . )
ERS NOT FILED UP, BEING MEANT FOR DESFATOR . : : V
IN ORIGINAL, :
- ?
< . :
i 4
) ) . < ;
- , . . ;
3
i
3
M i
i
- #
A =Print in full, ;
2 §= Not to be printed, : y
== Print abstract only. . s ’ i
. . . -~ - N f
Q ==I'rint heading ouly, - : . "

S et €S




r.’, - o — w e . ’ ' Loy . .

:ﬁﬂ:‘( ol “r' SORSEE Y - mll \ o L ) " 1k r ) o _ \ L \:\ ‘ . : ) .
' ; ’ o N i © : ~ . - . . S

' ,‘, ‘ B - v ' ‘J o . ;Y . ; R .

' Public (189/) Department.

~ ORDINARY MS.

R

o G.0., No. é-ﬁ 5/2 - I
' Daite(\l'./? g,"«?] N -

gl B
. L3
L -1
4 £
3 Y P
..‘4.~ 1Y
f . B A h
«\_‘ ,
. B K
Y
4
. s
. ‘-
I T
3 El
< s
7
it
RS
By
‘ Qf_: .
- ¥
‘3
. A
- > N
st
r
i
Yy i
. %
S N
. [4
g
- 1
R i i
¢
R
* RIES
(N
A
B O

:
4
/ t ?

LT TN YT R e e

. 3

A“ P n“i;&h.ﬁ ij

e T

) T

° . i . ) * . i . A
s " A y
h 0 "‘ o _)X P w2 gy : Lk, o s ) .
!\{.xm L AoWemoz o |

; 4.
- g
itz

™~
vo
Y
v
g
T

,§‘ VT e
-

\

“Slumedn:

IR

. v.."’ ;I[ ]



	image201
	image202
	image203
	image204
	image205
	image206
	image207
	image208
	image209

