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27 ‘% As matters stand, from his earlier disingenuous reply to the I nspector~
General’s first question which he professed to understand to refer to the more recent
imprisonnféent only of the prisoner Howard, alias Holt; from his present reply limiting
his denial that compromising relations have existed between himself and that prisoner,
to that prisoner’s more recent incarceration; and from his request that Government
will withdraw the whole subject from their consideration, His Excellency in Couneil
can only infer that the worst construction must be put on those relations and treat
them as matter in aggravation of the offence of gross insubordination of which he has

been guilty.

: w*’%r Mr. Symonds will accordingly be removed from his present appointment and

will be suspended for six months from the date of this order. If on the expiry of
that period he has come to a proper sense of his misconduct, as a matter of grace and
favor and to obviate the total loss of his pension, the question of re-employing him
In some closely supervised position in another department of the public service will be
considered by His Excellency the Governor in Council, but in no case will he be
re-employed in the jail department for which he has shown himself wholly unfit,
Nothing but an anxious desire not to press too heavily upon an officer who has on
several occasions behaved creditably, written more than one paper which shows a
studious turn, and whose recent conduct Government would like to regard as proceeding
less from a deliberate rpose to defy their authority than from a distempered intelli-
gence, resulting whether from long unbroken residence ‘in India, from the fall to
which he alludes in his last letter, or from some other cause, induces His Excellency

the Gover{xor in Council to abstain from ordering his dismissal from the public service.
(True Extract.)

Acting Chief Secretary..

To the General of Jails.
Inlpeofor-een o )

Exd. T: O’Connor. -
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18. The Government thereon suspended him for submitting a communieation to
the head of his department in obedience to an order of Government, the tone of which
was happily unprecedented ; but deferring their decision on the question immediately
before them, and wishing to give him another chance of explaining his conduct, they
again called on him to answer the Inspector-General’s question, pointing out that
these questions did not, as he maintained, refer to his private acts, but to his relations
with the conviet Howard, alias Holt, which appeared to be such as no Government
could possibly permit to exist between the Superintendent of a Jail and a criminal
who had been in his charge, without receiving the most full and minute explanations.

19. To show that those relations were of no private character, a letter written
and signed by himself, to the editor of the Madras Times on behf}lf of the eonvict
Howard, alias Holt, a prisoner under his charge at the time it was written, was referred
to, and other facts were mentioned which indicated that Government had ample
reasons which, in the absence of explanation, led them to believe that close relations of
a compromising character, extending over a long period, had existed between them.

20. Inreply to this order, Mr, Symonds answered on the 6th February that he
had nothing to add to his replies to the questions put to him, and that he declined to
answer any questions of a similarly inquisitorial character in future, and on the men_tion
of his letter to the Madras Times, he proceeded to raise a false issue as to his relations
with the press.

21. It may here be observed that from his recurrence to this subject, the Govern-
ment cannot doubt that Mr. Symonds must have written anonymous articles in public
prints to which he conceived they had a right to take exception.

22._ Although', how_cver, with reference to Mr. Symonds’ censure on two oceasions
b)f previgus administrations for improper communieations to the press, the Government ‘ i
might at any time have found it necessary to inquire into his relations withuthe=paessy Ihertand J
His Excellency in Council has not as a matter of fact ever thought it necessary to do
80, and the questions put to him by the Inspector:General and repeated by Govern-
ment had no reference to that subject,

23. After refusing to add to his replies, and after raising the false issue above
}'eferred to, Mr. Symonds proceeded to speak of Government in terms even more : ’
grossly, insolent, and insubordinate than those of his letter of the 25th January,
eferred to in paragraph 17 of these proceedings.

24. It will be seen then that the indulgence of Government, extending over
Many years and covering many offences, has been met in the present case by prevarica-
tion and delay, followed by outrageous insolence; but finally, on the 11th February,
ﬁth dismissal staring him " in the face, Mr. Symonds wrote withdrawing whatever in f
wist_ﬁi?‘lvt flf(f;:rtshg;g}ét hf‘.‘(’i" given offence to &€ Government, and bcgg?'ing them to :
it hs onsideration the matters to which those letters related, and to
permit him to return to duty. He further stated that the only thing he desired to
add was that during the conviet Howard’s recent incarceration nothing had passed to
justify his addressing him in the terms of the intercepted letter, .i

o -
: F?ll‘thﬂ} n the event of Government exercising leniency towards him, he

made promises of amendment of the same nature as those made in 1872, With the

results shown in the résumé of his subsequeut services given above. "

2426. A more remarkable proposition than that contained in Mr. Symonds’ last

lfz_titer ‘has probably never been made by a public servant whose conduct had given

dlasatlsfacnoq to the Gove.rnment which he served, and that it shonld have been made

shows that his ideas of his position and his duty are so mistaken as to make his

;?:;;E;‘;“ in a place of confidence, similar to that which he now holds, ‘out of the

/— - ;
26 «B§. If at the eleventh hour he had though in hi ion§ with
: : t fit to fully explain his relationS wx
the COI‘I)VICt Howard, alias Holt, who was a grisoner undeyl" hispcharge for six months
in 1882, and to express contrition for having committed himself in so wnwarrantable

?aiﬁz;(;?t 11;(; nT.ight conceivably have been retained in some less important post in the
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9. He thereupon gratefully acknowledged ‘the indulgence of Government and
promised never to offend again; but in 1875, on the oceasion of an outbreak in the
Trichinopoly Jail, of which he was then Superintendent, the Government ha(} ocea-
sion to express their dissatisfaction that he did not more cordially co-operate with the
medical officer of the jail in connection with circumstances which led, or were alleged
$o have led, to the outbreak.

10.. Again, in the same year, Mr. Symonds was severely censured for having
neglected to leg-iron two desperate and powerful dacoits, an omission which led to

"an attempt at escape, to the death of one of the prisoners, and to the trial of one of the
police on a capital charge. He was then informed, with reference to a newspaper
article on the use of fetters, the existence of which he himself brought to notice, that
contributions to the newspapers concerning departmental matters were entirely opposed
to good discipline and must be interdicted. :

11. In the following year ( 1876) Mr. Symonds, still Superihterident of the
Trichinopoly Jail, left the security deposit of the jail contractor for more than three
months in the charge of the jailer who embezzled the amount. He was then informed
by Government that his neglect of ordinary precautions and standing rules had placed
temptation in the way of a subordinute, and had ruined a man who had hlthert_o borne
an excellent character. The Government trusted that the serious resuls which had
followéd his eareless want of @nsideration and breach of rules would be a sufficient
warning without further condemnation on their”part. Rnsgns

12. In 1882, Mr. Symonds, now Superintendent of adras
declined to accept the Inspector-General’s judgment in regard to a matter of depart-
mental administration, and the C iovernment, on the circumstances being represented,
found that his lotters to the Inspector-Gieneral had,been in the highest degree
insubordinate and disrespectful, and informed him that any repetition of such conduct

.

would subject him to Very serious consequences in the interests of official discipline.

13. Later in the same year, the Government, on a report made by the Inspector-
Genetal, found that My, Symonds’ conduct in permitting certain interviews between
particular individuals (one of whom was the conviet Howard, alias Holt) and a prisoner
}mder his charge was unauthorized by rule and indicated so deplorable a want of
judgment, under the ¢ircumstances of the case, that His Excellency in Copneil consi-
dered it doubtful whether, coming after his recent misconduct referred to in the
preceding paragraph, he had not shown himself unfit for his post. He was informed

that he had incurred the displeasure of Government, and that, in future, no leniency
would be shown him.

14. In 1885, however, the Inspector-General reported that Mr. Symonds’ work

at thg Penitentiary was left too much to subordinates, and that it suffered from his
devotion to other parsuits,

15. His previous record havin been “so b 1 . i
ismi g : ving been so bad, the Government might properly

ll:ave 'dlsmlssed him on this ocasion, but it was tho&ght that one warning more might
g o, Kl rag accordingly transferred on equal pay to the charge of the Salem

Central Jail, wh it wi : .
&Ox;rﬁis :;o',g €r¢ 1t was hoped, he would have fewer temptations to absent himself

_ 16. The inquiry into Mr. Symonds’ past record having disclosed the various and
serious offences briefly referreq o above, His Excellency in Council, putting aside

for the moment the msubordinate character of that officer’s replies to the questions

put to him by the I'nspector-General, and finding those questions to be not only .

Justifiable but such as’ the Inspector-General was Bound to put, directed him to
answer them, whereon he again denied having had any relations with the conviet
Hloward, atias Holt, during his incarceration, deniod having paid any portion of his
fne, and expressed himself unable to explain ‘the allusion, i the latto. oy his address
from Howard which was found on the 'person of the time-expired prisoner by the
Superintendent of - Pyisons . A A

17. He then Procceded. to state that ke understood his recent transfer to Salem,
the reasons for which are given in paragraph 13 of these proceedings, was due to his
having expressed an adverse Opinion of the action of Government in a particular case,
and to speak of Government in the mogt grossly, improper, and insubordinate manner. -
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27. As matters stand, from his earlier disingenuous reply to the Tnspector- =

General’s first question which he professed to understand to refer to the more recent
imprisonment only of the prisoner Howard, alias Holt; from his present reply limiting
his denial that compromising relations have existed between himself and that prisoner,
to that prisoner’s more recent incarceration ; and from his request that Government
will withdraw the whole subject from their consideration, His Excellency in Couneil
can only infer that the worst construction must be put on those relations and treat
them as matter in aggravation of the offence of gross insubordination of which he has
been guilty.

28. Mr. Symonds will accordingly be removed from his present appointment and
will be suspended for six months from the date of this order. If on the expiry of
that period he has come to a proper sense of his misconduct, as a matter of grace and
favor and to obviate the total loss of his pension, the question of re-employing him
in some closely supervised position in another department of the public service will be

considered by His Excellency the Governor in Council, but in no case will he be.
} v )

re-employed in the jail department for which he has shown himself wholly unfit,
Nothing but an .anxious desire not to press too heavily upon an officer who has on
several occasions behaved creditably, written more than one paper which shows a
studious turn, and whose recent conduct Government would like to regard as proceeding
less from a deliberate purpose to defy their authority than from a distempered intelli-
gence, resulting whether from long unbroken residence in India, from the fall to
which he alludes in his last letter, or from some other cause, induces His Excellency
the Governor in Council to abstain from ordering his dismissal from the public service,

(True Extract.)

W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary,

-

T o the Inspector-General of Jaila,
»  Accountant-General.
Judicial Department.

»
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Exd. T. O’Connor.
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OrbER—dated 18th February 1886, No. 383, Public,

On the 9th January last, the Inspector-General of Jails reported Mr. W, A.
Symonds, Superintendent of the Salem Central Jail, for insubordination under the
following circumstances.

2. A prisoner in the Penitentiary, one Howard, alias Holt, who had been convicted
by the Chief Presidency Magistrate of house-trespass, eriminal intimidation and assault, . e *
and further bound over to keep the peace for six months as % lawless and violent ; - :
character, endeavoured to communicate through the agency of a prisoner, who was : #
being discharged, with various persons outside the Penitentiary. - .

3. On the person of a time-expired prisoner Who was being searched, were fonnd, , ,
on the 18th Deecember last, several letters, and among them one from the prisoner [ ' ' f"
Howard, alias Holt, to the address of My, W A. Symonds, in which he threatened that 3
officer with exposure if he did not assist him to pay his fine and provide securities for
his future good behaviour ; while on the 19th December the money paid in satisfaction
of his fine was stated to have been paid by his up-country frieud,‘who was, he himself
said, Mr. Symonds. B : /

4. The Inspector-General thereon called on that officer to state whether he had : ‘ '
had any communieation with Howard, alias Holt, during his incarceration, whether he E \
tad paid any portion of his fine, and whether he could explain the allusions contained
| n that individual’s letter. :

S Mr Symonds replied answering the first question in the negative, and question- ‘ Cltr o Lo im P e
ing the right of the head of his department to put the other queries as relating to : » g ¢
- matters which eoncerned hiy only as a private individual, ! T

6. The Inspector-General accordingly wrote again on the 30th December calling
for answers to his questions without further cavil ; in reply to which Mr. Symonds
wrote saying, after much jndefensible commeat on the Inspector-General’s action, that } 4 , :
he felt justified, before answering the questions asked, in asking on his own behalf v : : :
what the charge brought against him Wwas, and on what grounds it was based. ‘ . ' $ g % C' Wﬁ

. 4. The InSPGCtOPjGeDeFal thereon reported Mr. Symonds to Government for
msubordmatl_on, and His Excellency in Couneil, in that spirit of leniency which has on . :
several occasions been extendeq to previous acts of miscondyot by this officer, proceeded : ] e T e e S s A L i S P
to consider whether the questions put were, asurged, from any point of view, open to : & e B D ey

+ objection, and as Mr. Symonds had in 1889 hn censured for insubordination, and had fits ' - e
i 1885 heen unfavorably reported on by the head of his department, it further became % , fli Joiriong Lk i
hecessary to see what character he had borne throughout his employment in the jail " S Lo A et . \;'( 5
department. ; tL

8. An examinatiqn of the records of Government, made in ursuance of this : fu e / 7
inquiry,.dlsc]f)ses that in 1872 My, Symonds was inform(:d’ by Govemr:nent that he had ’ i B g ; (5 / ¥ Sy 4 _,»" : / L/l..{
bgen _gu{lty of very unwal‘f"“at’f‘ble attacks made in newspapers against the Collector of R 3 , o R g  me '
his district, that he had laid himself open to very severe censure?and that in the event ‘ ‘ ; g g !‘,9«? A
of his being guilty of similar conduet on any future oceasion. he would be at once : L oo Fix L,_”;) QL fEEE
removed from his appointment. : £ ' '

J. He thereupon gratefully w.‘“ﬂi’;.nO‘V'ledg',‘ed the indulgence of Government and : ‘

promised never to offend again; but in 1875, on the occasion of an outbreak in the
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them as matter in aggravation of the offence of gross insubordination of which he hag
been guilty.

28. Mr. Symonds will accordingly be removed from his present appointment and
will be suspended for six months from the date of this order. If on the expiry of
that period he has come to a proper sense of his misconduet, as a matter of grace and
favor and to obviate the total loss of his pension, the question of re-employing him
in some closely supervised position in another department of the public service will be
considered by His Excellency the Governor in Council, but in no case will he be
re-employed in the jail department for which he has shown himself wholly unfit.
Nothing but an anxious desire not to press too heavily upon an officer who has on
several occasions behaved creditably, written more than one paper which shows a
studious turn, and whose recent conduct Government would like to regard as proceeding
less from a deliberate purpose to defy their authority than from a distempered intelli-
gence, resulting whether from long unbroken residence in India, from the fall to
which he alludes in his last letter, or from some other cause, induces His Excellency
the Governor in Council to abstain from ordering his dismissal from the public service.

(True Extract.)

W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary,

20 .
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with the convict Howard, alias Holt, which appeared to be such as no Government .
could possibly permit to exist between the Superintendent of a Jail and g criminal
who had been in his charge, without receiving the most full and minute explanatiors,

19. To show that those relations were of no private character, a letter written
and signed by himself, to the editor of the Madras Times on behalf of the convict
Howard, alias Holt, a prisoner under his charge at the time it was written, was referred
to, and other facts were mentioned which indicated that Government had ample
reasons which, in the absence of explanation, led them to believe that close relations of
a compromising character, extending over a long period, had existed between them.

20. Inreply to this order, Mr, Symonds answered on the 6th February that he
had nothing to add to his replies to the questions put to him, and that he declined to
answer any questions of a similarly inquisitorial character in future, and on the mention
of his letter to the Madras Times, he proceeded to raise a false issue as to his relations
with the press.

21. It may here be observed that from his recurrence to this subject, the Govern-
ment cannot doubt that Mr. Symonds must have written anonymous articles in publie
prints to which he conceived they had a right to take exception.

22. Although, however, with reference to Mr. Symonds’ censure on two oceasions
by previous administrations for improper communications to the press, the Government
might at any time have found it necessary to inquire into his relations therewith
His Excellency in Council has not as a matter of fact ever thought it necessary to do
so, and the questions put to him by the Inspector-General and repeated by Govern-
ment had no reference to that subject.

23. After refusing to add to his replies, and after raising the false issue above
referred to, Mr. Symonds proceeded to speak of Government in terms even more
grossly insolent and insubordinate than those of his letter of the 25th January
referred to in paragraph 17 of these proceedings. ;

24, It will be seen then that the indulgence of Government, extending over
many years and covering many offences, has been met in the present case by prevarica-
tion and delay, followed by outrageous insolence ; but finally, on the 11th February
with dismissal staring him in the face, Mr. Symonds wrote witlidrawing whatever in
his recent letters might have given offence to Government, and begging them to
withdraw from their consideration the matters to which those letters related, and
to permit him to return to duty. He further stated that the only thing he desired to
add was that during the convict Howard’s recent incarceration nothing had passed
to justify his addressing him in the terms of the intercepted letter, Further, in the
event of Government exercising leniency towards him, he made promises of amendment
of the same nature as those made in 1872, with the results shown in the résumé of
his subsequeut services given above.

25. A more remarkable proposition than that contained in I. ?
letter has probably never beeI; nll)ade by a public servant whoge ggndusc)trmﬁ);((ii Sgi%:;
dissatisfaction to the Government which he served, and that it should have been made
shows that his ideas of his position and his duty are so mistaken as to make his
retention in a place of confidence, similar to that which he now holds, out of the
question.

26. If at the eleventh hour he had thought fit to fully explain his relations with
the convict Howard, alias Holt, who was a prisoner under hjs charge for six months
in 1882, and to-express contrition for having committed himself in so unwarrantable

manner, he might conceivably have been retained in some lesg Important post in the
jail department.

27. As matters stand, from his earlier disingenuous r -
General’s first question Whigh he professed to undelgstand to r(:’;g' :(()) tﬁgemg;spf:;:;t
imprisonment only of the prisoner Howard, alias Holt ; from his present reply limiting
his denial that compromising relations have existed between himself and that prisoner.
to that prisoner’s more recent incarceration ; and from his request that Government
will withdraw the whole subject from their consideration, His Excellency in Council
can only infer that the worst construction must be put on those relations and treat
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10. Again, in the same year, Mr. Symonds was severely censured for havin
neglected to leg-iron two desperate and powerful dacoits, an omission which led to
an attempt at escape, to the death of one of the prisoners, and to the trial of one of the
police on a capital charge. He was then informed, with reference to a newspaper
article on the use of fetters, the existence of which he himself brought to notice, that
contributions to the newspapers concerning departmental matters were entirely opposed
to good discipline and must be interdicted.

11. In the following year (1876) Mr. Sym.or.xds, still Superintendent of the
Trichinopoly Jail, left the security deposit of the jail contractor for more than three
months in the charge of the jailer who embezzled the amount. He was then informed
by Government that his neglect of ordinary precautions and standing rules had placed
temptation in the way of a subordinate, and had ruined a man who had hitherto borne
an excellent character. The Government trusted that the serious results which had
followed his careless want of consideration and breach of rules would be a sufficient

warning without further condemnation on their part.

12. In 1882, Mr. Symonds, now Superintendent of Prisons, Madras, declined
to accept the Inspector-General’s judgment in regard to a matter of departmental
administration, and the Government, on the circumstances being represented, found
that his letters to the Inspector-General had been in the highest degree insubordinate
and disrespectful, and informed him that any repetition of such conduct would subject
him to very serious consequences in the interests of official discipline.

13. Later in the same year, the Government, on a report made by the Inspector-
General, found that Mr. Symonds’ conduct in pormitting certain interviews between
particular individuals (one of Wl}om was the conviet Howard, alias Holt) and a prisoner
under his charge was unauthorized by rule and indicated so deplorable a want of
judgment, under the circumstances of the case, that His Excellency in Council consi-
dered it doubtful whether, coming after his recent misconduct referred to in the
preceding paragraph, he had not shown himself unfit for his post. He was informed
that he had incurred the displeasure of Government, and that, in future, no leniency
would be shown him. : .

14. Ip 1885, however, the Inspector-General reported that Mr. Symonds’ work
at thg Penitentiary was left too much to :subordinatesz and that it suffered from his
devotion to other pursuits.

15. His previous record having been so bad, the Government might properly
have dismissed him on this ocasion, but it was thought that one warning more might
be tried, and he was accordingly transferred on equal pay to the charge of the Salem
Centm} Jail, where, it was hoped, he would have fewer temptations to absent himself
from his work.

_ 16. The inquiry into Mr. Symonds’ past record having disclosed the various and
serious offences briefly referred to above, His Excellency in Council, putting aside
for the. moment the insubordinate character of that officer’s replies to the questions
put to him by the Inspector-General, and finding those questions to be not only
justifiable but such as the Inspector-General was bound to put, directed him to
auswer them, whereon he again denied having had any relations with the conviet
Howard, alias Holt, during his incarceration, denied having paid any portion of his
fine, and expressed himself unable to explain the allusion in the letter to his address

_from Howard which was found on the person of the time-expired prisoner by the
Superintendent of Prisons,

17. He then proceeded to state that he understood his recent transfer to Salem,
the reasons for which are given in paragraph 13 of these proceedings, was due to his
having expressed an adverse opinion of the action of Government in a particular case,
and to speak of Government in the most grossly, improper, and insubordinate =

18. The Government thereon suspended him for submitting a communication to
the head of his department in obedience to an order of Government, the tone of which
was happily unprecedented ; but deferring their decision on the question immediately
before them, and wishing to give him another chance of explaining his conduct, they
again called on him to answer the Inspector-General’s question, pointing out that
these questions did not, as he maintained, refer to his private acts, but to his relations

22

I shall shortly have three months’ privilege
due to me, from which my health would doubt-
less be much improved.

=5 On receipt of this letter, and after

full consideration of the case, His Excel-
lency in Council passed the following
order :—

Orper—dated 18th February 1886, No. 383, Public.

On the 9th January last, the Inspector-General of Jails reported M
Symoqu, Superintendent of the Salem Central Jail, for insubordli)nation uzdzg. tﬁé
following circumstances.

2. A prisoner in the Penitentiary, one Howard, alias Holt, who had b i
by the Chief Presidency Magistrate of house-trespass,, criminal i,ntimidatio: iigo:s‘;gﬁfg
and further bound over to keep the peace for six months as a lawless and violent,:
character, endeavoured to communicate through the agency of a prisoner, who wa
being discharged, with various persons outside the Penitentiary. : i

3. On the person of a time-expired prisoner who was being searched
on the 18th' December last, several letters, and among themoone from, tvl:zr;rfi:gﬁg;
Howard,.alzas Holt, to the address of Mr. W. A. Symonds, in which he threatened that
officer with exposure if he did not assist him to pay his fine and provide securities for
h;shf_utflilre good behz:.lvmultl'; while on the ;ch December the money paid in satisfaction
of his fine was stated to have been paid by his up-country friend i
ST Bymanis p y friend, who was, he himself

4. The Inspector-General thereon called on that officer to sta
ecto : : ate whether h
}}i:g anydcommumcatlon with Howard, a/ias Holt, during his incarceration, W}(ilc;thirhig
paid any portion of his fine, and whether he could explain th 1 i
in that individual’s letter. ’ e

5. Mr. Symonds replied answering the first question in the necative, a i
. : g nd question-
ing the right of the head of his department to put the other qlferies ‘as re(llat‘ia;éo?o
matters which concerned him only as a private individual.

6. The Inspector-General accordingly wrote again on the 30th December callin
for answers to his questions withont further cavil; in reply to which Mr Symondgs
wrote saying, after much indefensible comment on the Inspector-General’s aézt.ion that
he felt justified, before answering the questions asked, in asking on his own behalf
what the charge brought against him was, and on what grounds it was based.

7. The Inspector-General thereon reported Mr. Symond
insubordination, and His Excellency in Council, in that sp?rit of iegen%;:vviﬁrcrllle%;s ft;);
several occasions been extended to previous acts of misconduct by this officer. proceeded
to -conguder whether the questions put were, as urged, from any point of viezvg open to
objection, and as Mr. Symonds had in 1882 been censured for insubordination ,anI()i had
in 1885 heen unfavorably reported on by the head of his department, it furthér became
gg;iii,:nrzntt? see what character he had borne throughout his employment in the jail

8. An examination of the records of GOVernment made § 4
> . . A y m pu
iy okt o U e el
becn guilty of very unwarrantable attacks made in newspapers against the Collector of
his district, that he had laid himself open to very severe censure, and that in the event

of his being gui_lty of _similar conduct on any future occasion, he would be at once
removed from his appointment, - d

9. He thereupon gratefully acknowledged the indulgence of Government and
promised never to offend again; but in 1875, on the occasion of an outbreak in the
Trichinopoly Jail, of which he was then Superintendent, the Government had ocea-
sion to express their dissatisfaction that he did not more ’cordially co-operate with the
medical officer of the jail in connection with circumstances which led, or were alleged
to have led, to the outbreak. , ) :




but will use my best endeavours to prove that
their clemency towards me has not been exercis-
ed in vain. T have been unable to take leave ont
of India since I ocame to the country upwards
of ﬁve-nud-twenty years ago, and about a year
ago I received a sovere fall from my horse, which
must, I believe, have affected my nervous
system.

6

begeging the Government to, nm.k.e indulgf:nt
all%%vlagces for all he has done amiss; begging

X 20

5. I meet and rebut the inference drawn

from my published letter to the editor of the

Madras Times by appending a copy of a second

21 letter, which he refused to publish (zide issue of

s the same paper for 18th March 1882, or three

. v : days later than the publication of my first

also the Government will withdraw from ‘!h:»-tr lefter). The Government will observe that

further consideration the matters to which his they have misapprehended the purport of the
letters relate. ' ' v first letter.

2. Mr. Symonds desires to add to his rw;-}lu‘-s 6. Apart, moreover, from the staleness of the
to the questions put to him, his assurance that charge, I would bring it to the knowledge of
since prisoner Howard’s recent HSI_I:Lri-{",M,t‘]’\”~l’ the Government that the then head of my
there has been nothing to justafy hlhlfl ’-)“d:}“ departmenty Colonel Tennant, at the instance
addressing him in the terms he did in the " of Colonel Weldon, called upon me for an
intercepted letter. - . % explanation of this very letter shortly after its

3. Mr. Symonds further pledges H”’?””- n _ oA publication, and that I satisfied both officers
the event of the Government accepting his .f’/h”.ff,u,,{, %/J«fr"/f that its tenour and intent were ironiecal and
retractation and ;;I...]“g‘y’ he will not give (..(:(-;1- /‘.t i /M,Ld (et e nothing more.
sion again to the Government to complain of ! IS0 el JhsS 7. I am unable to understand in what way ’
his eonduet. . (o e Sl the employment by Mr. Howard of one of the

4. Mr. Symonds informs me he has sent his i' . Penitentiary clerks points to anything beyond
letter of ap}»lugy direct to the (inwr.lmwx.lt. m , such employment,
order to save time; 11:;\V'¢~1'thf-lu,<.‘~, I consider lt<n1§ ‘ 8. While I deeply regret that, by the tone of
duty to forward Mr. Symonds’s letter addresse my last letter, I should unintentionu]ly heivh
to me. g . given offence to the Government, there is a

5. I have no wish whatever to injure Mr. point, T submit, at which human patience must
Symonds, and I sincerely hope the Government give way, and I again, with all deference, insist
will take & lenient view of his conduct. . At th_e that the action of Government is not simply
same time, taking into consideration his unconstitutional, but tyrannical.
demeanour towards a 4'('1“fili1_l‘ class of I'“‘"””"“I' P.S.—I would have replied earlier, but that
notably Lingam Lakshmaji and Howard, I have been out of health, and that my time
think, for the interests of this department, Mr, has been taken up with the removal of my
Symonds should not be ]wr.n'n‘.tmi. to remain 1n family and effects consequent upon my suspen-
it, but that employment, if possible, may 'be sion. In addition, I have had some difficulty
found for him in the (l»*p.ﬂ.rlluﬂ.zt he was in, in laying my hands upon the copies of my
prior to his being appointed to this one. letters to the Madras Times. Even now I

:}:mnot find my correspondence with Colonel

Tennant about those letters.
95. On receipt of this letter, His
From W. A. SYMONDS, Esq., to the Inspector- Excellency the Governor in Council
General of Jails, dated Madras, 11th Feb- 3 had H‘asscd orders, again pointing out to
ruary 1886. _i Mr. Symonds the reasons that led His

I have the honor to request permission to LXC‘:?HGIIC)' n C()unu{ to conmder.all-
withdraw, without reservation, whatever in my swers to.tlac Inspector-General’s questions
recent letters regarding prisoner Howard may IIIIIJCI'atIVCI}' .called f()r, and giving him
have given offence to the Government, to whom an opportunity of withdrawing the
I hereby tender my sincere and sufficient improper expressions he had allowed g
apology for the same; begging them to make hinls(‘{f to use, in speaking of Govern- i’
indulgent allowance for all I have done amiss nt; but before these ordess ] h
under stress of mind more easy to imagine than TI0E s § P SRS RTILELY 1ad issued,
describe ; })t'gf—!iug them also to withdraw from the .C()lllll}u]ll(‘utl()ll printed below was
their further consideration the matters to which (7 received from the Inspector-General :—
these letters relate, 0 : a6

2. The only thing I desire to add to my
replies to the questions put fo me is my assur- \ / From H. R. GRIMES, Esq., Inspector-General
ance, on my word as a gentleman, that since of Jails, to the Chief Secretary to Govern-
prisoner Howard’s recent incarceration, there ment, Fort 8t George, dated Trichinopoly,
has been nothing to justify his addressing me 13th February 1886.
in .thu‘terms of his mf,vn:vptml letter. I have the honor to forward a Yotton Taom
3. In conclusion, I hereby pledge myself that, . Mr. W. A. Symonds requesting permission to
in the event of the Government accepting my witildm:w without reservation, whatever in his
retractation and apology, and allowing me to letters ro’oa,rding prisoner Howard may have
return to my duty, I will not, in any way, give iven offence to the Government, and tendering
them ocecasion again to complain of my conduct, %is sincere and sufficient apology for the same; *
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ary 1886, which I have received this i
Mr. Symonds states he has nothingmt?) add to
his rg)hes to the queries put to him regardiy
Mrf.ut oward, and respectfully declines to ammf
in future any questions imi Inquisj
torial (aluz.rnxg:’er(.1 i - -

The whole tone of Mr. Symonds’s reply is, I
regret, 50 unsatisfactory, it is needless for me’to
recapitulale it,

In reference to the charges made 1
Symonds against Mr. Goodzg-ieh, I admi{ hh;f\xr:
ing received them ; I have Mr. Goodrich’s teplies
to those charges, but I did not consider it neces-
sary to forward them to Mr. Symonds, who, T felt
had an animus against Mr. Goodrich for some
reason or another, which is now fully explained
in the 4th paragraph of Mr. Symonds’s reply.

The enclosures referred to in Mr. Symonds’s
oth paragraph are forwarded.

—_—

From W. A. SYMONDS, Esq., to the Inspector-
(?reneml of Jails, Madras, dated Salem,
6th February 1886.

I have the honor to acknowled th i
‘ - ge the receipt of
the PMCQSdJDgS of Government, No. I502,
(Public), dated 28th J anuary 1886,

2. I have nothing to add to my replies to
the queries put to me regarding Mr. Howard,

and [ must respectfully decline to answer, in

the future, an 1 imi inqui
sitorial charao{er?ues ettt SOl i

3.1 challenge the production of the *inde-

Ipf;ﬁg}t nformation in the possession of Govern-

4. 1 fail to see how Mr. Howard’s statement
g:lit hme ,vould help him, and was bound to
WP ol affeets the question of our relations.
e ould the Government, I may ask, be willing

al:‘ceept any statement Mr. Howard might
lIn b © respecting their own relations with him ?

ave further to ohgerye that Mr. Howard’s

whom and myself there then existed anythin
ﬁ;lf’i;zlmloable Private relations by reason)(r)tf hi%
it ft palmed of upon me a quantity of furni-
o exorbitant: prices,—prices, in some in-
asn'ti : % cent. per cent. above the prime cost of
cles which Mr. Goodrich had had in use for
J ei‘]“s, W('lhlch had been manufactured at the Salem
Jﬂ ’ d"'n Which he had not himself paid for at
ltl e date of their sale o me, I may add that I
ﬁfi SInce charged this gentleman with_abuse
% t: ‘1)?01.81 Position, as Superintendent of the
f’eltl al Jail at Salem, in the matters of manu-
actory credit; of the sale to the prison of a
l.;ov;;aghmh’ Wwithin a few weeks of his transfer,
e x bou‘ght for his own private use ; with the
ure :ﬁo Of grain, for his domestic purposes,
rom *e Jail contractor, for a palpably insuffi-
cient consideration 5 with the infliction of illegal
pu_msh_ments. upon the prisoners under his care ;
?:fd vnth.vanous other misdemeanours. Hence,
3 Orénatlon respecting myself that may reach
the Government from or through this quarter
should be received with caution.

18

that he is unable to explain the allusions con-
tained in the latter part of Howard’s intercepted
letter of the 17th December, copy of which had
been communicated to him by the Inspector-
General of Jails.

“2. Mr. Symonds will now be informed that
Government are in possession of information
which makes it necessary that he should again
be asked whether or not he remitted money to
M;r. Ambrose, Howard’s solicitor, knowing that
it would be, or suspecting that it might be, used
lﬁy Mr. Ambrose in payment or part payment of

cward’s fine ; or whether he, in any way, com-
municated with Mr. Ambrose about Howard’s
case. Independent information that he did
remit money on this understanding is in the
possession of Government, and that it was used
accordingly, while the convict Howard has stated
that he (Mr. Symonds) would help him, and
was bound to help him.

“3. Inregard tothe third question put to Mr.
Symonds, the Government have to observe that
the newspapers of 1882 afford evidence that he
openly wrote on behalf of Howard, then a pri-
soner in his charge, to the editor of the Madras
Times, while information is in the possession of
Government to the effect that Raja Mannaru
Chetti, while serving as a clerk in the Peni-
tentiary, was employed as a clerk by Howard
after his release from his earlier term of
imprisonment. :

“4. These circumstances point to the exist-
ence of relations between Mr. Symonds and
Howard of such a nature, when their respective
positions are considered, as to make an explana-
tion imperative.

“5. Mr. Symonds will, therefore, again be
called on to answer questions (ii) and (iii), and
will observe, in answering question (iii), that
that question does not merely relate to Howard’s
latest period of incarceration, but to relations
existing between that individual and himself
at any period which might explain the allusions
contained in the latter part of Howard’s letter
of the 17th December.

“6. Pending such further action as the Gov--
ernment may find it necessary to take in regard
to Mr. Symonds, he will, irrespectively of such

unishment as may be called for on account of

is insubordinate conduct already reported, be
suspended till further orders asa punishment
for submitting to the head of his department, in
obedience to an order of Government, a com-
munication the tone of which is happily unpre-
cedented.”

54. On the 8th February, Mr, Grimes
forwarded to Government Mr. Symonds’s
reply. This is printed below  without
its enclosure however, as it was imma-
terial whether Mr. Symonds’s letter to
the Madras Times was ironical or not as
explained in the final order :— T

From H. R. GRIMES, Esq., Inspector. General
of J B-ilﬂ, to the Chief Secretary to Govern-
ment, Fort St. George, dated Madras, 8th

February 1886.

I have the honor to forward Mr. Symonds’s
" reply to G.0., No. 202, Mis., dated 28th Janu-



I feel I should have been justified in a i
to His Excellency the Governor-General op ({‘f
need be) to the Secretary of State, before
admitting your right to place me in the false
position to which such * categorical question-
ing »’ might lead.

4. I must now again, and with all respect,
protest against what I cannot but regard as the
unfair way in which you connect me with the
prisoner, and your implication that I had rela-
tions with him as a * defamer of the Govern-
ment.”” He is not in jail as such, nor accused
thereof ; and yet, to one not behind the scenes,
your letters read as if your accusation were that I,
the Superintendent of the Penitentiary, having
in charge a Political convict (which he is not),
who was punished with fine for defaming the
Government (which he was not), had paid that
fine, and had compromised myself as a Govern-
ment official by having relations with the
“convict ”’ as such.

5. Now that I have explained what my
“ relations ”” with him were, and adverting to
your reference to the familiar terms in which he
addresses me, I may state that I can place
you in possession of some further information
regarding Mr. Howard. Among the matters
that, as a grievance-monger, he communicated to
me were copies of his correspondence with the
Chief Secretary to Government. I append a
copy of a letter he wrote to that official in May
lagt. There, surely, you have most defamatory
and threatening language to Government as
_represented by its Chie? Secretary, and what
were the subsequent “ relations” of that high
official with him ? Did he scout his offers and
threats, and forbid him access to his presence ?
No, the Chief Secretary granted the “ defamer”
the desired interview, and many more inter-
views, and oh public occasions shook hands
with the “ conviet,”

6. I could add more were I not addressing
you officially, and besides, Government have
;o_meglmes a strange way of dealing with their
riends.

7. One ‘word more, and I have dome. I
understand that my recent transfer from being
Superintendent of Prisons for the Town of
Madras to that of an up-country jail is due to
my having expressed my * opinion that the Gov-
ernment of Madras had acted unjustly by Dr.
Thomas (since reinstated by the Government of
India). . If such personal motives influence the
proceedings now taken against me, and the
apparent desire to compromise my official posi-
tion, I must submit that it is unworthy of a
representative of the great Party which has
given us freedom of opinion and liberty of the
press.

53. On receipt of this communication

A the following order®
N:,.hégif %8th January 1886, jgsued on the 29th
; current :—

“In reply to G. 0., No. 128 (Public), dated
21st January 1886, Mr. W. A. Symonds
repeats that go has had no communication with
Howard during his incarceration, denies that he
hes paid his fine or any portion of it, and states
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Howard must be submitted so as to reach the
hands of the Chief Secretary to Government
with the least possible delay.”

51. On the 26th current Mr. Grimes
forwarded Mr. Symonds’s answer to this
order to Government. His letter and
its enclosure are printed below :—

From H. R. GRIMES, Esq., Inspector-General

of Jails, to the Chief Secretary to Govern-
ment, dated Madras, 26th January 1886.

I have the honor to forward, for the informa-
tion of Government, with reference to their
order of the 2Ist instant, No. 128, Mr.
Symonds’s replies to the queries put to him by
me regarding the prisoner Howard,

2. Mr. Symonds denies having had any com-
munication with the prisoner Howard during
his incarceration, also denies having paid his fine
or any portion of it.

3. In reply to the 3rd query, Mr. Symonds
states he is unable to explain the allusions made
in the prisoner’s letter addressed to him, or his
right to address him in such terms beyond the
fact that some time ago he befriended the
prisoner when in difficulties.

4. T make no remarks on Mr. Symonds’s
communications, but leave them forthe Govern-
ment to take such notice of as they may deem
fit. The copy of the
letter* addressed by the
prisoner Howard to the
Chief Secretary to Government in May last,
which Mr. Symonds says, in his 5th paragraph,
he has appended, has not been received by me.

* Letter R, see para. 41
of Memorandum.

From W. A. SYMONDS, Esq., Superintendent
Central Jail, Salem, to the Inspector-
General of Jails, Madras, dated Salem,
25th January 1886.

In obedience to the order of Government
(No. 128 of the 2ist instant), I have the honor
to reply to the queries you have put to me
regarding the prisoner Howard.

2. (1) Ideny having had any communication
with the prisoner Howard during his inearcera-
tion; (2) I deny having paid his fine or any
portion of it; (3) I am unable to explain the
allusions in his letter or his right to address me
in such terms, beyond the fact that some time
aco I befriended him when in difficulties.

fr. Howard had seen better days, and was

connected with the Press, and, having thus had
oceasion to meet me (I having been ‘the Secre-
tary of the Friend-in-Need Society and of
the Madras Literary Society and Auxiliary
of the Royal Asiatic Society and otherwise a
public character), he subsequently commu-
nicated to. me some of his grievances and
troubles. '

3. T have now answered your queries, but I
have done so only as a loyal subject and in
obedience to constituted authority.

So strongly, however, am I convinced that
the principle on which I have stood from the
first was right, and that your action was an
infringement of British right and usage, that

16
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Mr. Symonds’s firm attitude and deeision,
* G.0., 4th June 1875 b G()Vel'nlnent'
No. 1279, » approved,* proba-
bly prevented g
more serious outhreak attended with
great loss of life, and that Mr. Symonds
has, on various occasions, prepared reports
and papers which have been described
+ 6.0, 16th Augut sz, Y, Government ¥
No. 1813. and by the head §
3 Letter in G.O., 18th " of hig department
Feb, 1882, No, 205. . 4
as interesting and
yaluable. Other papers of somemerit by
the same hand may
§ G.0., 15th Dec. 1884, be found recorded

No. 2700. : Sx s
G.0., 18th July 1885, the ~orders - of
No. 18408 Government noted

on the margin.§

50. On the 21st instant an order|| issu-
ed to Mr. Symonds
which was couched
in the following
terms :(—

“The Inspector-General of Jails has reported
to Government that on the 21st December last
he called on Mr. W, A. Symonds, Superintend-
ent of the Central Jail, Salem, to answer the
following questions, viz, :—

“(1) Have you had any communication
with the prisoner Howard, direct
or indirect, during his inearcera-

.. tion?
“(i1) Have you paid his fine or any
.. portion of it ?

(i) Can you explain the allusions in
Howard’s letter to your address
of the 17th December, and by
what right he addresses you in
such familiar terms ?

“Mr. Symonds, on the 26th December,
replied answering the first question in the nega-
‘twe., ehallengin the Inspector-General’s right
to interrogate gxm on the matters referred to
in the 2nd and 8rd questions.

“Mr. Grimes thereon again wrote calling on
Mr. Symonds to answer the questions put to
him without further cavil, and to state what
were the relations existing between him and
the conviet Howard. To this, however, Mr.
Symonds replied saying that before answering
these queries he felt justified in asking the
Inspector-General whether he charged him with
having relations with convict Howard as a
defamer of Government, and if so, on what
grounds,

.. “His Excellency the Governor in Council is

now’ pleased to direct Mr. Symonds to obey
implicitly and fully the orders sent to him by
the head of his department with no cavil or
reservation of any kind. His answer to the
questions put to him by the Inspector-General
and his explanation of the relations which exist
or have existed between himself and the convict

|| G-O.; No 128, Public,
dated 21st January 1886.

ment was carried out in the Peniten-

tiary, the Inspector-.

* 7Z, dated Tth January

i General’'s letter *

on the same subject
should be considered. Mr. Grimes says

“that the Deputy Keeper of the Peniten-

tiary reports that Howard was frequently

employed in the Jail Office, and 1s.

believed to have been employed therein
in writing the insubordinate letters to
Colonel Tennant about the Chubb’s locks

experiment, which have been referred to.

in paras. 15—18 of this Memorandum.

47. Referring again to Mr. Symonds’s:

past record, to the end that what is#a his
favour may be noticed, as has been that
which tells against him, it is observed
that in his letters of 16th August 1882 to
Colonel Tennant, in connection with the
Chubb’s lock experiment referred to in
paragraphs 15—18 of this Memorandum,
he said that the Duke of Buckingham’s
Minute, attributing to his tact the success
of the close prison experiment, had heen
withheld from him. This was stated by
Mr. Symonds with a view to show that
Colonel Tennant was prejudiced against
him. :
48, It seems that His Grace did observe
sk GO o that the tact of
1881, No. 325, 7 the Superintendent
of the Penitentiary
had overcome a disposition on the part of
the convicts to the introduction of the
separate system, and it is admitted T
: by the Inspector-
Lo etter [0, dated (Fenéral that Mr.
i Symonds ¢ has
always been considered an able officer,
and that it is only quite recently  that
he has known that he has misconducted
himself in the way he has.” Colonel
Tennant, who has been consulted, says
he has no information to give concerning
Mr. Symonds, beyond what is already
in possession of Government, which,
however, does not bear out Mr. Grimes’
estimate of the general character Mr.
Symonds has borne in the Jail Depar’c-
ment, at the head of which Mr. Grimes
has only been for a short period. What
that character really was will be seen
from the first part of this Memorandum.

49. Per contra, however, it should be
noted that in 1875 the Inspector-General
of Jails reported that, on the occasion of
an attempt on the Part of 150 convicts to
escape from Trichinopoly Central Jail,
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om the Inspector-General of Jails or other
f);ﬁcials was e:ﬁ?ected, Howard was taken to the
ward for the sake of appearance, and, when the
visitor left, was: relegatc?d to the oﬁ:ice. I was at
first under the impression that this exceptional
treatment of Howard was only at the time when ,
his appeal to the High Court was pending ; b;:t
I have ascertained that it was not 'so; the
special favor shown to him increased as time
“Ir)eut on, until, at his dispha.rge, he.had estab-
lished himself as the intimate coadjutor of the ,

i dent for apparently literary purposes.
S“S‘giﬂmuﬁt to g)wurd’s release, he wisited

i i ted with the
he Jail partly on business connec
t%uperintendont, partly as the Agent of {)1(-1
Cline, who was, in a legal capacity, intereste

in a well-known conviet named Lakshmaji

m‘]‘l(}%m July 1883 till September 1884,

. fh 4 K
employed himself with writing work,
tL}Ilgw;lngiblep result of iv[hwh use(()lh tftibeé,tgllziﬁ
Raja Mannaru Uhettl, ,
fxlxmif?re %fvgly:n(l)rrllse’ of%]ce at the Penitentiary and
- 3 . t' L
hli‘cﬁ’fd&;&ﬂgmﬁf e}lllimself frequently \'13%
Howard at Patter’s Gardens where hefrem s
and they were apparently on terms 0 P{:r,-“,
equalify. Mr. John Wallace was also living
d joined the party. .
thfff‘ml.l Sg’(r)xlll:)st wag, 1 )hnve rer{f,nn tlo ]"Gh:; :«i
11 uainted with Howard's plans an
flttigusm:}hen the latter visited ()nt(.mammfxdﬂm
September 1885, and when the }n}:th of the
¢ Telephone’ newspaper was expected.

43. Medical reasons may pussﬂ)ly
have justified Howard’s. having been
treated more leniently than :tt_her p(l;s(;::;
ers during the eater portion ©
imprisonu%ent. Ig:would be difficult to
satisfactorily prove that this was so at;
this distance of time, and stl]l more
difficult to satisfactorily est.ta,bll.sh that
Howard’s health did not justify the
treatment he received.

44. The connection of the 1)@“‘{}‘]’
tiary writer, while emplq}‘cd under : ’::
Symonds, with Howard is a very Suspl
clous ecircumstance, which stUId] v
brought to Mr. Symonds’s notice When
he is called on for an explanation.

45. Tt should further be observed lxc}'f:
that the Commis-
* Memo. Y, dated 218t gioner of Police

v reports that while
Howard was residing in Patter’s Gar(%e_nf
in 1883-84, this clerk broughtd n;l(i
petitions, and that wh;le Howa;- ;:;d
the clerk for scriptory work, Ibqw s
in, turn, was given money y  Mr.
Symonds. .

| b

46. In connection with Co!. Weldm} 8
report on the manner in Whlc]} convict
Howard’s sentence of rigorous m)}mson-
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for insubordination, setting forth the
circumstances more fully given in the
preceding paragraphs.

41, In sgeaking of convict Howard’s

“ relations” with a ‘S‘high official,” Mr.
‘ ymonds is under-

S el May 108 Mot 50 Rl
Howards’ letter * to the Chief Secretary
to Government, Mr. Webster, asking for
an interview, and to his letter of the

+ Marked T. 1st Sept. t- prefer-
ring an appeal to

Government against his conviction by the
Criminal Courts. In the latter letter, he

& forwarded a paper f

P B containing certain
questions to the Superintendent of the
Penitentiary, the answers to which he
held would show that that officer (Mr.
Symonds) had, during his imprisonment,
come to think of him as an innocent man.
Howard was merely told that Govern-

ment would § not
§ G.O., dated 14th Sep- QR T,

tember 1885, No. 2443, interfere in judicial

matters, and the
questions to Mr. Symonds remained
unanswered. The only inference which
can be drawn from them is that Mr.
Symonds had some conversation with
Howard concerning his mercantile specu-

lation, and tendered to him some advice
on the subject.

42. On the 20th current, a | memo-

randum was receiv-
ed from the Com-
e i missioner of Police
giving the result of his inquiries as to
the relations, past and present, between
convict  Howard and My, Symonds.

The most important portions of this
Memorandura are given below :—

“Howard was convicted on 24th February
1882, and sentenced to six months’ rigorous
imprisonment. He, of course, appealed, but his
gonviction was confirmed by the High Court.
During the early part of his sentence it beeame
my duty to visit the Penitentiary as the official
visitor for the month; the date of such visit
will be recorded in the Jail books. A remark
was made by me regarding the large propor-
tion of European and East Indian prisoners
on half labour. Howard was one of those so
employed. I cannot call to mind if I ever
again saw Howard at work. My impression
is, I did not. ‘

¢ Independent inquiry now elicits that, as a
fact, which Government may accept, Howard
was employed on light labour during the first
month only of his imprisonment. The remain-
der of his term he spent in tl}e_ Prison Office
ostensibly for the ﬁurpose of writing his appeal,
but supposed really to be employed on some
private work of the Superintendent. If a visit

| W, dated 20th J uary
1886. -
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39. In answer to this letter, M.
Symonds, onthe7th
January, replied *
in the following terms :—

« T beg to assure you that nothing is further
from my intention than to adopt an improper or
insubordinate tone. To ¢ respectfully question
the right’ you claim and exercise, is not of
itself, I humbly submit, sufficient to gustain a
charge of distinct ympropriety and insubordina-
tion. If you will be gracious enough to point
out any single expression or several expressions
convieting me of this offence, I will at once
gladly ‘withdraw the same with an ample
apology ; but, unless you will be pleased to
indicate where the ‘tone’ of my letter, dated
96th December 1885, is *distinetly improper
and insubordinate,” I, with the utmost respect,
object to your recording what at any time may be
used against me, your opinion that I have
been insubordinate.

“ Again, I, with due deference, demur to
the charge of *cavilling’ as not supported by
a grave contention urged by me in no captious
spirit. I feel that T must not lose, but must
hold fast by, a *principle’ precious alike to
employers and employed throughout the civilised
world ; that, while my eyes look up to autho-

rity, my feet must stay themselves firmly here.

“ Further, I have always been _led. to
believe that it is one of the plainest pnnclples
of English law,—and indeed the custom bet\.veon
employer and employé in any country with a
constitutional Government,—that a suspected
person should be charged with a definite offence,
and not ealled upon to incriminate or exculpate
himself.

“I must add that you hold the still more
strange position of attributing to me conduct
unbecoming a Government servant from infer-
ences drawn, not from any act or writing of
mirte, but from the intercepted letter of a person
for whose actions I cannot be expected to answer

# Beo o 34 of thi any more than to
Memorandum infra. * explain = h"? hOldf

oy ¢ relations’ with a hig
official or his ‘right’ or reasons for having

written to that high offical in gtill more
unaccountable terms. :

“In the actual circumstances of prisoner
Howard’s past or present incarceration ,—neither
being for a political offence, nor in any Way
connected with his defamation of Government,—
I consider it unconstitutional to be thus interro-
gated. Did your questions connect me with
the alleged assistance of the person who has
defamed the Government, guoad the defamer of
Government, I should admit that, as an official,
I should be bound to explain the alleged rela-
txozqs with him.
 Forall these reasons, then, before reply-
"‘3‘ to your queries, I feel justified in asking
whither you charge me with assisting or having

relations with the prisoner as & defamer of
Government, or that I have hel him in con-
sequence of his being such ; and, if so, on what
grounds you hase your charge.”
40. On veceipt of this letter Mr. Grimes

reported My, Symonds to Government

e 7). 0. letter (M).

R T A S ey~

and Co., to get relief, which they would not

deny me. Do not drive me to this.
“ (Inld.) 8: H”

Of the other four * intercepted letters,
those to Piercy and
: Luxa and = Mus.
Fowler contain nothing that need be

ey reproduced = here,

* Letters (F), (G), (H).

10

but thatt addressed

to one Chamberlin ends with these

words : -

_“Please give the bearer Rs. 2 for hi
and post the letters he gives you to §;ITI?:I?&§,
Piercy, Luxa and Mrs. Fowler. Keep contents
of letter to Symonds secret even from Ambrose.”
- Nothing material to this inquiry
mfbé‘“dh‘ s ﬁ,fo"imys’ me can be discovered
¥ . ) h
wntract:? S,E étaiiox;gr..]“l X)nce(linmg; ROSS,
: g ppadurer’, Kistna-
machari,” Chamberlin,® Luxa an
: a a
Fowler. , Wy M.

36. The Inspector-General, on the

1 D. 0., Letter (J). 2lst ¥ Decr., called

on I\I 5 e
to state whether he had h;d a?l) ’ll;g(l)léll?

mur}ica_tions with conviet Howard, direct
or indirect, during his incarceration :
whether he had paid his fine or any
portion of it; and whether he coul(}ir

explain the allusions in th Y
Howard’s letter read above.e “Ast PFhS

37. On the 26th Mr. Symonds § replied
n the following
“T, of course remgrfizll;i;r ight to ask

, TCOgE ri S

Z{lhethgr I have had any eommmﬁgation()w?:h
hi: prisoner E.[vom"ard, direct or indirect, ¢ during
“1§eafce£atlon, and I reply in the n:agative- :
& - 4, Nowever, respectfully question your
right to interrogate me on matters which %on‘-
cern me solely as a private individual, and. as
I regard the other queries as being, of this
nature, I object, on principle, to being called
upon to answer them, though quite rgadca to

explain any action in my official capacity .
38. On receipt of this letter, Mr

| D. 0. letter (L). \ grrrlples hwrote I
_again on t h o
December requesting M. Symoidssoﬁ;

reply at once, without furth il, to
the questions put, as the cosge::g(il ,hlfl‘i i
not solely as a private individual, but aléb :
as a Grovernment servant, at one time in -
charge as Superintendent of the Peniteti-
tiary, of a person now again a prisoner
therein (viz., Howard), who had defamed
the Government collectively and indivi-
dually, and who preten(f;d to be an
intimate friend of Mr. Symonds and
appeared to have received money from
him to help him to pay a magisterial fine.

§ D. O. letter (K).

:



34. It should be noted that conviet
Howard was the chief c};ll'ferg({;er of the

_ . 80- igilance *

Reatods League, th;gtﬂl’iercy
was, as observed in pa ph 28, to have
been a contributor to its organ *‘ The
Telephone.”

35. The letter from conviet Howard to
Mr. Symonds, found
Letter (), dated 17th v - ot
December.
on the person of a
time-expired convict, runs in the follow-
_ ing terms:—

« To W. A. Symonds, Esq., Salem.

“ How could you expect a poor Vakeel, who
has not received any fees, to deanee'mor:‘a{.
You talk about mental aberration, but it really
gseems as if you had taken leave of your senses,
or that the fine was Rs. 5,000 and the sureties
15,000 each. So much fuss }ms been made
about a matter which you might easily have
arranged in three days. It is smply absurd to
say you could not get Rs. 100 in a dozen places
in Salem if you choose. To say nothing of
there being dozens of men elsewhere, who might
accommodate you for the asking. It is simply
inhuman that T should have been left 2 months
in hellish torment, whilst not a smgle soul but

: . Ambrose * has lifted a
s e little finger to help me.
Rs. 50 will now square fine, &e. As for the
sureties have you no influence with Norton, the
Bransons, or Grants. Surely any one of them
would have done the needful per se or vicariously,
if you had given them instructions. There are
dozens of men who are beholden to you, and
would have obeyed you and observed secrecy, if
you had given them your directions and -
tee. Such men as {ﬁ- Ross of Perambore, 8.
T. Krishnamachari, Appadurai Mudali, the
Jail Contractor, for whom I wrote the petition,
and Ambrose himself would have done it on
your guarantee. Now I only want the sureties
for two days as I am going to Bombay.
Directly I start, the sureties can withdraw.

I hope you are not thinking of leaving me to

- in hell. Out of the 53 days I
‘g’m been here, I have undergone 41 days of
punishment, 20 in close separate confinement
and 21 on bread and water in solitary. All
illegal T know. Last week I was assaulted by

wzzclllegm and 20 polioeumrn(i ing to illegalliz
ta my photograph, and now 1 am agan
solitary on ll:rea.d go:fwater, until T will consent

to have it taken. You yourself would not
have stood 100th part of the torture I have
endured, but T can hold out no longer. T feel
a bitter ing sense of wrong at my most
eruel desertion. At times my blood boils, my
brain becomes on fire, and ‘1 feel as if I could
not e my mental balance. I will not
stand it any longer, Unless [hear you ars
taking instant practical steps to set me free, -
shall, without further E;rl , be compelled ¢

enlighten Norton, the Dr. Thomas an ‘,an?

gl

“Tt is, we know, not wise to put faith in
princes, but we have been taught to believe in
and admire the loyalty of the members of the
fourth estate onme towards another. No man
worthy the name of Editor would forsake, much
less basely desert, a once valued contributor
without at least an effort to save him, no matter
to what straits he might be reduced. Surely
you do mnot wish to figure as an ignoble
exception to an honorable rule? Permit me
to jog your memory. In a very admirable .
leading article on the subject of imprisonment
for debt, you promised the world an exhaustive
treatise on the whole question, embracing a
scheme for remodelling the laws regulating
bankruptey and debt. But since the disappear-
ance from your columns of * The Civil Debtor’
and “Zero’ and the contemporaneous inearce-
ration of Holt, your readers had looked in
vain for the fulfilment of your promise. Can
the scoffers be correct who assert that you
déepended on the pen and inspiration of that
ready-writer to carry out that public engage-
ment, and that now that this member of your
staff has been imprisoned, you are incompetent
to complete the task to which you have
committed your paper ? Now, Sir, whether or
no, ‘ The Civil Debtor ’ is a guilty man, the fact
remains that the Madras Times lauded him in
a leader and proclaimed that he had rendered
public service which entitled him to the thanks
of the Government and the people of India in the
same way as Mrs. Surr received the thanks of the
Home Government, conveyed to her by the
Home Secretary. Many, at the same time,
shared and expressed that opinion with yourself ;
and whether Holt is or is not a guilty man
in other respects does not at all nullify services

 which consisted in the revelation of certain .

facts connected with the law of imprisonment .
for debt in this presidency, which facts have
not (so far as you yourself appear to have been
informed, or so far as you have informed your .
readers) been either denied or disproved except
by those few words of the Official Visitor, which .
referred not to the question of general policy,
but to a garticular complaint of ‘The Civil
Debtor.” It behoves you, therefore, to have
the courage of your convictions. The Civil
Debtor is at present under a cloud, but he
bas given notice of appeal against his sentence .
and conviction. Things are not always what
they seem. Perhaps, with the aid of professional
assistance ¢ The Civil Debtor ’ may yet succeed in
reversing the magisterial decision. At all
events there can be no doubt of what is expect-
ed from you at this juncture, viz., that you will
recognize the past services of a valuable contri-
butor—serviees not only to the Madras 1imes but
to the public—by starting and heading a Civil
Debtor Defence and Appeal Fund, and in order
that you may be assured of, at least, one sup-
porter, I shall be happy,” when I see the fund
advertised in your paper, to add my mite to
your own subscription. '

“ Yours obediently,
“«W. A. SYMONDS.”



-
:

arrested under 5 warrant upon erimj

charge (of which he has since been oonvict::]';l
and returned under arrest, to your office whem,
alt_hn‘_)ugh you concurred with him in ghe'

: nin
the advocate, You declined to stand bal for him
but promised to do-all in your power to assist
him, and further promised to visit him in
prison.

“ You are aware that I did not think it worth
while making any comment upon * The Civi]
Debtor’s* correspondence at the time; nor
should I revert to the subjeot except that it
seems to me an explanation is due from you as
to the causes of what appears to be a case of
very cruel desertion on Your part.

“From the 31st December 1881 to the 18th
January 1882, letter after letter appeared in your
paper on the subject of ‘ The Civil Debtor * and
his revelations, his facts being neither denjed nor
disproved. Now, having on that fatal 18th
January, been informed of the result of the
official visitor's investigation, why did you not
authoritatively publish it ?  Why did you keep
back that most material conclusion ? “1id not
Justice to myself demand that it should be
published as fhe sequel to all the denunciation
that had Previously been heaped upon me ?
If you disagreed with that sequel, you ought
still to have published it and then given your
reasons for differing from it. Did you think
that those few simple words, ¢ The Civil Debtor
has been freated with kindness and consider-
ation by his Superintendent,” would weigh more
with the Publie, would have greater effect
upon your readers, than all the ink that had
been shed in th, composition and printing
of that very intercsting and extensive corre-
spondence ¥ Byt i is not with this purely
personal mgttep that T am concerned; that
contimues to be—as it has always been—a
matter of the extremest indifference. What
CONCErns your regders is that the journalist who
Jovaucts a paper (to quote your own words)

‘{lmmmg_the influence to which the Madras
Times aspires,” should be true to his principles
f‘"d ]°Yt§l fo its contributors. The identity of
“The Cm,l Debtor’ with the author of the

Roulette sketches is now an open secret, and,

* alias Howard, as the fortunes of Mr.

e s Holt * are now as much
60W ‘zero’ g4 they might, with the invalu-
flble assistance of the Madras Times, be above

Zero, 1t appears to me that now is the time
for to Prove]:{ourself a friend indeed toa friend

olt, in the course of his recent

tuial, avowed himself to be * Zero,” and said you
aselz deserted him in the hour of his

. Why was this not reported in the
Madras Times 2 Yo were subpomaed as a
witness fop g defence, but you were not called $
and the reggop Holt gave for this was that he
feared‘you had gone over to the other side, or
made termg it} them, to avoid being sued or
Prosecuteq for publishing an assertion by

The Givil Debtor ” which  his prosecutor
alleged to be defamation. Was this so ?

e
“1.

g N
ity

—

a “Civil Debtor Defence and Appeal
Fund,” should such a fund be adver-
tised in the paper. On appeal, it may be
noted, the sentence was upheld,
31. The editor said that this letter
was more damaging. to Mr. Symonds
than disagreeable to himself, that he had
washed his hands of Howard as soon as
he had been convicted on a criminal
charge, that he had, in fact, published
all that Howard had said in retracta-
tion of his former charges against Mr.
Symonds, and that he wished Mr.
Symonds’s relations with Howard would
bear as close a scrutiny as his own
would.

32. The editor concludes his article
by saying :

}t‘ Ity mfy be inferred from it that he, as
Superintendent of the Jail, held long c(_)nversai
tions in prison with a prisoner, convicted o
crime, on such matters as he has written to us
about. It can be seen that he puts himself
forward as a would-be partizan of such a con-
victed prisoner. He requires us to open a fund
on behalf_of. histprotégi, and promises t;‘o con-
tn%‘l;‘;e tr(e:elcfmmend altogether to the serious
consideration of the Chief Magistrate and the
Governor the levity, vanity, arrogance and
utter absence of dignity and j udgment displayed
by the duperintendent of the Penitentiary in his
communications to us.”

33. The letter from Mr. Symonds to
the editor, which is printed in full in the
article, is also printed in full below :

“ Base DEesErtiON.”

“ 10 the Editor of the ¢ Madras Times.”

“8ir,—Not long ago you published a
volursx,xinous cnrrespgldence, between a ¢ Civil
Debtor, his Superintendent and others,” which,
with a flourish of trumpets, you announced to

our readers as being not only interesting, but
t};n important contribution to the great question
then under consideration of Government, viz.,
the proposed abolition of imprisonment for debt.
The publication of this correspondence ' gave
rise to a subsidiary correspondence which raged
in your paper without intermission until the
18th January last. On that day a.let»fgr ap-

eared in the Madras Times, from an indignant
(I;orrespondent, inq}n'nn.g' whether you w:trg
aware that the'official visitor who had inve H

ed the complaint of the ¢ Civil Deb.tor " ha

b rted that he had been ‘ treated with hnd-’
reI:; and consideration by his Supenntendgnt.t
?te's known that, upon the appearance of tha
lt’; ¢ The Civil Debtor’ went fr_om your

(;ﬁ er,m the official visitor and ascertained f‘rom

l(;ingethat he really had made the report ascribed
to him, a fact which Wa:s'that day communi-
cated to you by ¢The Civil Debtor,” who was

[Za;a o owe - llex X'
Covunds pays néceers

/(o-f-yk lhe eonce
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¢ Memo. Y, dated 21 .- 25. The Com.
January 1866. missioner of PO]i(:e

says* that—

“Mr. Ambrose states that the letter, which
covered the remittance,—with all other letters
from the same source,—was destroyed, as he was
requested so to do, when the correspondence
began.”

26. Mr. Ambrose, in his lettert to
Howard of the 16th
December, says :

“ Your up-country friend has written me a
long letter. He wants me to advance you the
money you may require to set you free. In
reply, 1 have written to say that I regret my
inability to do so.”

Three days after this the remittance
referred to above was made.

27. With his letter of the 19th Decem-
ber, Mr. Goodrich also forwarded to Mr.
Grimes five letters from convict Howard,
which had been found on the 18th De-
cember on a time-expired prisoner when
he was being searched on the completion
of his term of imprisonment.

28. These letters were addressed,
three of them to certain sresidents in
Madras, and the remaining two, one
to Mr. Symonds, and the other to
Mr. Piercy, late Assistant Accountant-
General, Madras, who was recently re-
moved from Madras, and who wrote the
lfaader that was to have appeared in the
first number of the abortive organ of the
so-called Indian Vigilance League, The
Telephone.

29. In 1881 and 1882, Howard con-

* 318t Docomber 155, {YiDuted various ar-

f;‘}h oo’ 4o, Tth, weh, ticles and letters §

1882, th January tq the “ Madras

Times,” giving his

correspondence with Mr. Symonds about

his batta or maintenance allowance. At

t‘hls time Howard complained of Mr.

Symonds for being harsh to him and not
mcreasing his rations as a civil debtor.

30. Soon, however, after his conviction
on a criminal charge in February 1882,
the relations between them underwent
a change, and in the Madras Times of
_Mm'ch 15th, 1882, the editor publishes,
m an editorial entitled Bombastes Furioso,
a letter he received from Mr. Symonds
sxgned with his name, upbraiding the
editor with having basely deserted
Howard, his once valued contributor,
hinting that that individual, then a pri-
soner under his charge, would be righted
on appeal, and offering to contribute to

9

~

+ Letter C.

;
‘.l
{
1

+

also transmit copy of the correspondence now submitted by him to the Accountant-General, who
will bring Dr. Cline’s proceedings in this case to the notice of the Government of India, in
the Financial Department.”

21. Subsequently, in 1885, the Inspector-General of Jails (Mr. Grimes) had an
interview with His Excellency the Governor, from which it resulted that His
Excellency thought it advirjable to transfer I.\'h'. Symonds from the Madras Peniten-
tiary to the charge of the Salem Central Jail. It appeared that Mr. Symonds left
too much to his subordinates, that his work suffered from his devotion to other
pursuits, that he fell below the proper standard of zeal and careful attention.

The Inspector-Greneral of Police (Colonel Guthrie) has informed* Government

*D.0. letter N., dated 13th January 1885. t\lmt on the occasion of his transfer,
Mr. Symonds said publicly :
“ What is the good of sending me to Salem. I can always write to the newspapers.”’

It was notorious that Mr. Symonds was the reputed author of continual attacks
on Government in the newspapers, but no instance of an attack on any officer with
whom he held immediate official relations having been brought ofﬁvcially to the
notice of His Excellency in Council, he did not think it necessary to take cogni-
zance of the matter. _ S

22. This brings the record down to the

present time, when the Inspector-Gene- .
i ) ral of Jails reports T

oth, received 12th January Mr. Symonds for

1886. insubordination in

the circumstances set forth below :(—

23. The Superintendent of the Madras
Penitentiary, Mr.
Goodrich, on the
12th December 1835,1 wrote in the fol-
lowing words to the Inspector-General
of Jails :—

“Howard, in writing to Mr. Ambrose, soli-
citor, * * kept alluding to his friend up-
country, who must assist him, could not refuse
to, should be forced to do so. I questioned him
as to who this was, and ke said it was Mr.
Symonds, and that he must assist him.”

24. On the 19th December 1885,
Mr. Goodrich again
_wrote § to the In-
spector-General saying :

“ Howard’s fine (the remaining portion),
Rs. 32, was paid this morning. Mr, Ambrose
brought it to the Jail and told My MacReady
(the Keeper of the Penitentiary) that it had
been sent by his up-country friend.”

Mr. Ambrose who was engaged, it

| Memo. Y, dated 21st 1% Sta't_ed_’” by the
Jnuary 1886. ommissioner  of

¢ D.0. letter D.T. Pohce, 60 Saintle-

1 D.O. letter A.

§ Letter B.

take Howard’s affairs, wroteq[ on the
19th December to Howard saying :

«T have received two letters from your up-
country friend, dated respectively 17th and
18th instant. The letter which - reached me
this morning contained a Currency Note for .
Rs. 50.

B R I —
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Mr. Symonds ack .
" s acknowledged his error, and made 1 :
- s SR g wivh, 4 pur v ( <
> - G.0.. 28th July 1876, No. 1548, ,I ennant togl:)(a t{“’ money.  Colonel
overnment S 1T : Symonds’s enient vie e 4
1t on the matter ran 1n these tOl'm)s: ds’s conduct, and thct‘:‘)’ dt.)f Mr, JI, 2
"_Mr. Symonds’s neglect of ordi rder * of “N)sc attacks ; -
pecuniary loem to hiﬂl-‘?(‘lf,bbut A L ) fal(}.xar_v precuut‘ions and standin S_}'ln()l'lds WﬂsAi ;‘_’Qre described as ver
man who ¢ had hitherto borne > nvI\L umg temptation in the wa; 0% rules has not only e < nicated di i n orm'ed that the Gove A l}nwarrantab]e ot
% 9. The Governor in C ':1 ellent character.’ y of a subordinate, has mianmlm1 against M re%rl}y or indirectly to tl_VLI'nment could not ’d() i:]te 10f them, and My
cﬂl‘t'l ik r.'fr(. et : ounel trusts that dhig e p ed = St MT. Y uteside, 16 llewspaper a u that h(‘) h d "
7 o _consideration & 1 breac ery serious result L. nother : ad commu- -
f;x ({2 {u\turﬂ without further mlii(le:;z:t}ilosz;ug?vwm be a mﬁe?ggitswﬁitinha:e hic;-“()wed his . 8. The Chief Secretary’s lett and more recent arltl:zlll, Coiois
ol ¥¢. Nothing furtl ‘ ; yvernment.” g to Mr. Symonds ' “T am directed to i etter concludes wi ¥ .
ey , ser against Mr. S ‘ that, i d to inf . s with thes
ment till 1882, e Bt c(,uz'gillll-. t Mr. Symonds appears on tl e 1 on?;t; o the event of your ‘{)1;:1 you that you have laid ese words :
Penitentiary. of whic ourse of which year an e wTEg 1e records of - removed from ng guilty of simil d yourself open ¢ 3
aad 1;“.‘ , of which Mr. Symonds had 1 an experiment was made in t)l Govern- { “The Grovornmy 01;1- appointment ilar conduct on any futu(; Very severe censur
v Ce . - 3 N ‘ ook 2 ent als o 0ceasi msure,
cells ;L‘zt ier Central Jails, in the use of )8?::11ﬁ8p()111t(10(1 bupel‘in'cendcnfzei1'1\I'zllgms - . g}i)rjxf:ttllfﬂ&ble; and I zmla 1;?, ?ﬁ?blder the tone of the conclusi Oceasion, you will bglﬁ
& A bwen s s padlocks for fasteni 1 1877 : i i to attacks i orm you that it i usion of your
11 16. The Iuspeetnr-(}ener'll I e Wnrds: . y ﬁ%xs?::zg }lim intoacc]‘(’lsltlgc:he Ine?ﬁp y i ng?oi’gﬁﬁsgble o an%‘e;ﬁflilcettg So reny
yadlocks were on ' al of Jails had give ' | B ST e of the district .. In the present inst officers with wh  ofticer to mak
% ! no pr(.'tt‘ll(f(_‘ to } : 5 n Ol‘d(‘rs that t} 5 k : ~and 1t is onl 1 3 7‘v.h0 is one of th . .D:Il(}e, the attack om hls offici A e
enitentiary, however, ¢ . he delivered to : ; 1e keys of thes remarkab y in consideration of e official visitors of cks have bee cial duties
i o or, conviets were, wi 0 any prisoner o 2 ably well that on of your having, it is beli of the Jail und D levelled
e U U | 0 ere, without the kn ) er. In the Madras 1at the Government ing, it is believed, di er your superi at the
The Ins P eeper 10 make duplicates i  knowledge of the Superi £y ' nt refrain from removing. scharged your d perintendence ;
g “l’et‘f“T-(n'nern] f Jails plicates in lieu of wor 4 perintendent \ g : oving you from y fryuen te A il
W et of Jails censured Mr. S worn specimer ’ Al * ¥ 1 your actin 1 the Jail
5 smon 10 Te 2N s o Mr. Symonc A :ns of the keys | . g appointment.””
Sl ke b0 lotlt):::: ilrtx, -‘}:.h.?rum that officer ["l‘ld:,:gﬂ for this occurrence and h:r 1‘ ] the é) . Mr. Symonds thereor * * . ment,”
exveninve failur 8 1n which hetduseibod | the € ()u.rcd to justify his 1 overnment, assuri on_wrote, gratefull *
(‘Ulrl) i ‘5 t;ulul& which’ might have b)m the experiment as a :l 1is conduet, i that the leniency ab?l]ll'lllg it that he would y acknowledging the i
onsulted ithe executive fice , » been avoided hac i angerous and ) . best to di mey with which 1 never offend 1o 16 indul
i the 0‘?])01111' cutive officers Ebihend ooy ad the Inspector-G w st to discharge his duti he had been tr nd again in lik genge of
- b iture involved in i epartment hef ; .‘1“‘('t"1'(1t'ucl‘ul | ge his duties zealousl eated would s 2238 TUBLUOY
Sreumstances ‘of Indi d m introducing a sy ore committing the Sta ) 8 10. Three v sly and conscienti spur him to do hi , and
primpe: ‘ ian prisons. H ng a system olle o otate I | years later, ho lously. 0 his ve
ment in the matter ! e declined wholly unsuited i | s  however; the G g
. : atter, accused that officer of to acce y unsuited to the L | G.0., 29th July 1875 . overnmen :
Ehic quession might be laid befoi:'z- (éh)‘ ‘er of ()\'erl()<»killg(i11)its (;‘Ql().l 1el Tennant’s judg- t (( i Medical Offi TS A i dissatfsfagtli]i? gcca.ﬁon to express * thei
17. The Ins overnment. r his merits, and desired tl : : { f IMficer when 1 : mor on that Mr. Sy 1eir
3 3 . Inspector-General . sired that F 1) ood to tl E communicated e cordially ymonds did
iy U Mr. § Al Boa i 1 f to the conviets 1 ; icated to hi . co-oper: a not
3 Mr. Symonds’s sweepi gly represe : L ) quantitie e the Cent : um his suspicior ate  wit
Sk e liks unj'us(iﬁ.l 1:1; sweeping denuncia tli(miu:ltsg lt-hc i S O A i b ] G‘v‘ncr;iesid ]Inttlus connection Illlt;'\ilegg;l» tTmchinOp()l;qp;,(:zl:’ns tthat the sulzi)lytl(l)(;
Y . ns.--.~_"" : not consi ’ it n : , was not issued i
+.6.0. 6 Soptamber 1882, N style of correspond- : ! :}u 1)1!,)11;-’;? to have 82;111(1 P flll)tl)reak R lzrizot. be forgotten tlllrtu tL]d ill proper
: 3 2, No. 1252 18. T > 1at officer’s acti caused by any zave rise to the inqui 1e Inspect
« ; 18, The order : it action any maladmini . he inquiry i Pesiors
& In the Taspector-General’ this matter:; srder + of Government on - [See paragraph 49 on tl_le cecamon eliba o nistration of Mr 1 '1) mto the food-
n:{g’_ keye, His Excellency the (S‘}Oc‘?m*sf’()p(lence with the B 18 quoted below :—— n i e st of this Note]. utbreak was appl'o.vk -monds, and that
s 91:11] n:(llnl(& ﬁagbe S s tﬁ“;{{gﬂ;ft"““@“ i 12)0(.-trﬁtilten..1mt sequriing the Panit i x5 gain in 1875t the Inspector-General ed by Government.
August are, in the hig st provoecation ng inappropriat _ Peniten- W .0., 16th A ; -Greneral of Polic S
e oy A o prpe iy %nsubom?ﬁ::;zigvgﬁm’end‘;n:, i j i e s e e e
> s 18 'scipline iu B f 111 su )ject Mr S lﬁrespe(-tful S l £ : tllat orities fr d . I‘ad . WO ¢ . 0]
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T bk n important depart ‘Ymrmdsu, i 12 6 Such conduct 5 y attempted DOpol to Mad 3 improperl espe-
Ry % n the sa partment,” y Serious consequen ! Police P to escape ura with .p X been
that Messrs. Ch same year, 1882 it | guard, who pe, and that one of out leg-irons, wi sent b
. . Cline and Howar , 1882, the Ins 12. T : was placed on his tri - of them was sh 8, With the res
who was subs yward (the for pector-G ] 2. The 1 1 his trial erimi s shot by a ¢ e result
incnlhttly e former an off b6 A Bt Fidles T nspector-G inally fo Y a constabl
known in Madml v compulsorily retire ofhcer of t} Jails reported | ' eneral of Jail E fae-act ® of the
in | s) had bee y retired, and 1e Accounts Dej | + G.0., 16th A ot Jails, Colonel Te .
o convict undergoi n allowed to hav y.and the latter epartment, o | ‘ ; ugust 1875, No. 17 L ‘ennant,} called
«Colonel Te going a long sente 1ave nterviews wi an ex-conviet well N | Mr. Symonds, for Rl A MY OUCungia on for a re
i nnant l'epﬂrted } ence for for w8 with Lingan Lak 1 N B cond A y TOr an explanat' the Trichi ance, called, i ‘port
views was highly i that Mr. Sy orgery m the M 1+ Lakshmajs, g onduct, and, in proof lon, whereon ti inopoly Jail 3 E1 I, O
ghly imprudent and Oy monds’s conduct ; e Madras Penitenti N 2 warded a n. proo that he had i 1t officer ail Superi )

-and certainly ‘onduct in permitti entiary. n article he had wri had given th endeavoured to intendent
| + G.0., 23rd December 1882, N y unauthorised. permitting these mter- 1 I 13. The Inspector ((l}wrltten e e agoo 1tlgeﬂ(:f Sation Souljlzd tt(: byt bis
. : 882, No. 2228 20. T j b ventilating his opini -General of Jai 2 € paper attention, f
| b Gorernee § agy s s he Gover | g his opinions of Jails objected w:0n( the. subjesticsr ad
.l L vernor in Counei / ollow wernment pass b on official subj ected td M subject

Superintende ouneil ent mg order 1 PdS!st‘(l the ‘ ial subjects r. Syn :
; ik ek Diar (M irely approves th rder } :— § GO, 1 jects in the ne 1onds’s acti
prisoners an interview wi , Madras, to guide $; e Inspect . ‘ § G.0., 17th September 1875 Wspapers 10n and to hi
2 with thelt: fii guide himse ector-(reneral’ < 21 8¢ e : 75, No. 2 1 5
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: S Pt the Howd inces. the ex-oon , secondly, in allowi he Account Departme & ave leg-ironed ry ; but here it ny case, wh rstood) to requi
: : ’ : : nt to resulted in a m : two ‘de was the e, where they d equire
o7 Sl L rnment have considered viet Howard, indi ng this counsel to empl i B ~ the tri ost daring attempt sperate and speeial d y deem additi
; ; y came und : whether, taken wi cates a w. . ploy, as his e trial of one ttempt at escape;’ leadi powerful  dacoi uty of th ol
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: s s ctor-Ge : robati or his post 3 : g T e 3 . s
such special indulgence has {)‘;‘;‘:lml ;:qll)l t::lmove I ::lt;::r,; iirfk t}l:ra;, for the fllt:fre o i :;Znt ‘:gl‘fie with the Inspeclt,l:: a%‘:}f’:lwlﬁlch has been sent Symonds is hereby
exhibited, to the ( chmaji, the prisoner } entirely opposed to good disci eral that such ent up is of a
e > & . con . o1 a
QOentral Prison, V elloml,) - :T w(:lri | 1 P Mo 5876 MlPhne, and should be igzgr‘g‘l}ons fromz Oéi d:;fa; but the Govern-
‘ ; Trichinopol A , Mr. Symonds, while st oted.” perintendent of a Jail
! : ; poly Jail, left Rs. 800, deposi ,» while still Acti ;
‘ or over three months i » deposited as 1L Acting Superi
hs in the cl ecurity by P rintendent of
arge of the ]'ﬁly }}the Jail Diet Co tro the
> Jailor, who embe ‘ DAracto
NZZLE
led the amount,




CONFIDENTIAL.

MEMORANDUM.

Mr. W. A. Symonds in 1861, at the age of 19, was appointed Probationary
Assistant Director, Revenue Settl_ement, ax!d ('g)tltllnl}c(l to serve in that Depart-
ment till 1871, when he was appointed Acting Superintendent of the Central Jail,
Trichinopoly.

2. In 1872, he incurred the censure of Government under the following
circumstances :—

e - m._* T 19y » .

3. The district Maglstmte)o_f Trichinopoly (Mr. Whiteside) heard that Mr,
Symonds had stated that the Prince of \.\'allcs was dead, and wrote thereon to
Mr. Symonds saying he had proved the Jalsity of the statement, pointing out its
impropriety and asking him whetht_’r he had, in tact, made it. Mr. Whiteside gave
the name of the person }Vh() ha,d given Mr. Symonds as his authority for the false
rumour of His Royal Highness death.

4. Mr. Symonds replied that he had made the statement, as represented ; that
a lady was his authority, and l}e took exception to Mr, Whiteside's characterising
it as a false statement. Mr. Whiteside replied that it was g false statement, though
he gave Mr. b"ymonds credit for _havmg‘ made it, believing it to be true, and he
declined to “'}thdruw the expression. Thereon M. Sf’lm)nds addressed the Chief
Secretary to Government complaining of Mr. Whiteside’s behaviour, but the Chief
Secretary (Mr. Ellis) returned the papers saymg that they were of a private
nature, and did not call for the interference or notice of Government. Mr. Symonds
then addressed the Governor (Lord Napl_er). His Excellency entertained: the
complaint, and Mr. Symonds was told denu-oﬂiciully that the (x?:)vernment disap-
proved the tone of Mr. Whiteside’s correspondence. A gimilar intimation was
conveyed in a similar manner to Mr. Whiteside, who re olied that Mr. Symond
had, on account of some trifling disagreement, ex W o S ey
sy AT T had crady pPressed his intention of making

T SR T S AOK ) v g xa} Opposed his action as President of the Munici-
p}ilhfy e g)wb e way, and o ComInetion. with a third person, not in
e service of \overnment, concoctedtnd Published: shusive artislos against him
in the newspapers concerning his official acts.

e e e thre: ek ixticles, asked Mr. Symonds if he
ad been \ P i) anon or publication, and called on him to state
whether he had ever written in the I'nchmopoly or Madras i

X T LT : 35 aras newspapers respectin
the institutions or interests of the former station, and wheth : 5
t > person the correspondence he had with jEior ho g Smanical
danes® L i sponcence fie had with the Inspector General of Jails on
one of the subjects referred to in one of the said articles,

6. Mr. Symonds, in reply, admitted that he had been more or Joss a  to
the writing, though not to the publication, of two of the three articles erll):?(f by
Government ; that he had shown the correspondence referred to, to II)nore than
one person; that he had only written once to the news apers concerning the
interests or institutions of Trichinopoly ; and that he hmf) ;Lt to learn tluﬁ the
Government absolutely interdicted all newspaper writing on the part of their
subordinates.

7. The Chief Secretary was thereon ordered to inform Mr. Symonds demi-

* 20th March 1872. officially* .
“That taking the most lenient view of his conduct in the manner described in his letter, he
had been guilty of grave indiseretion in connection with the attacks made in the lmwspnpen; on
the Collector and Magistrate, Mr Whiteside,”

L
l

. S e | e

10

and papers which have been described b{
Government * anc

* G.0., 18th August 1884,
No. 1813, 3 by the head t of
1 Letter in G.0., 18th
Feb, 1882, No. 205. Ins department as
interesting and va-
luable. Other papers of some merit by
the same hand may
t G.0., 16th Dec. 1884, be found recorded
No 2700. . o gl
6.0, 14th Juy 1585, 0 the orders of
No. 1840. Government noted
on the margin.}

~

38. From the above summary, it will
be seen that Mr. Symonds, who, in 1871,
was forbidden to write to newspapers
attacking public officers, and who then
-promised to abstain from so doing, has
apparently, directly or indirectly, con-
tinued to contribute articles to public
prints.

The offence of insubordination now
charged against him has been completed
by his letters to the head of his depart-
ment read above, but it is presumed he
will be directed by Government to answer
the questions Mr. Grimes put to him,
as the answers thereto must, whatever
they be, materially affect the disposal of
the case, and to state in the terms sug-

gested in paragraph 26 of this Iote, ¥ -

whether or not he was concerned in the
writing or publication of the articles
referred to in that paragraph, and
whether he was directly or indireetly
concerned with ¢ The Telephone” or the
so-called “ Vigilance League.” .

Mr. Grimes gathers that Mr. Symonds
was not concerned with ““ The Telephone,”
and what has transpired concerning the
employment of a Jail writer as a clerk
by Howard would not justify an assump-
tion that he was. The circumstance is
very suspicious however, and justifies
the questicn suggested.

J. D. R.
15th January 1886.
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P 'y questions to Mr. Symonds rémained

unanswered. The only inference which
can be drawn from them is that Mr.
Symonds had some conversation with
Howard concerning his mercantile s

ecu-
lation, and tendered to him some aSVice
on the subject.

S5ty
o v = rens TP YA
e~ £ P . U)
) ~ = / 85, Referring again to Mr. Symonds’s
g £y :
Mo A sdit fppn 7% / /fﬁMr to the endy that what is in his
/ Y . tavour may be noticetl, as has been that
’ / which tells against him, it is observed
/ that in his letters of 16th Augugt 1882 to

(Colonel Tennant, in connection with the
Chubb’s lock experiment referred to in
paragraphs 15—18 of this Memorandum,
he said that the Duke of Buckingham’s
Minute, attribufing to his tact the success
of the close prison experiment, had been
withheld from him. This was to show
""’fﬁmemuu@wus prejudiced

against him.

361t seems that His Grace did observe

b&) 4l that k the tact of
the Superintendent

of the "onit(:ntiur)‘
had overcome a disposition on the part of
the conviets to the introduction of the
separate system, and it is admitted *
T o i it by the Inspector-
13th Jouvary. ¢ General that Mr.
Symonds ¢ has

always been considered an able officer,
and thagit is only quite recently that

10th  February
1881, No. 325,

he has known that he hgs misconducted ~"

himself in the Wiy he has” Colonel

he has no information to give concerning
Z # 7 /pt‘ %’/“ Mr. b‘yuu’».nds, b.e_\,'o‘nd what is already

/ ). (O A / in possession ofsr Government, which,
however, does not bear out Mr. Grimes’

4 A g .«". W
s h” J e f1/b9”’
g "% 4 i ad

% & / estimato of the general character Mr.
4 / o {/(’ el L PP Symonds has borne in the Jail Depart-
L 4 L@l g e/ ; / ment.

for /L" b {1 #

WVﬁ [H .»@ . Per eontra, however, it should be

o~ noted that in 1875 the Inspector-General

T4/ of Jails reported that, on the oceasion of

| 4‘1 an attempt on the part of 150 convicts to

escape from Trichinopoly Central Jail,
Mr. Symonds’s firm attitude and decision,
PO g e a0 which Government
No. 1279. ' approved,t proba-
bly prevented a

more serious outbreak attended with
great loss of life, and that Mr. Symonds
Las, on various occasions, pr epar(%frq'x)!‘ts

m
lennant, who has been consulted, says .

MR

P —

|
g
a'
i,

8

' ays been led to
« Further, I have always led
ol +t is one of the plainest principles
gélgggligﬁﬂfaiv,—l—and indeed the custom between
empl(;jye,r and employé in any country ylthg
constitutional Government,—that 8 suspecte
erson should be charged with a definite offence,
En(i not called upon to incriminate or exculpate
hn‘l‘lsfliﬁmst add that you hold the gtill more
strange position of aftributing to me conduct
anbecoming a Grovernment servant from infer-
ences drawn, not from any act or writing of
mine, but from the intereepted lettetr gfta person
: X [
: ns I cannot be expected to answer
for whose actions Ay avieighe g
® See parngraph 34 of this ex'plain * his hol ding
Memerandum infra. 2 relations’ with s hlgh
i 1 ight’ for having
] or his ‘right’ or reasons IOr
(;ﬁ:i?cltzn to that !ﬁigh official in still more
seountable terms. i
un‘i*:(';([’lmiﬁ”e actual circumstances of prisoner
Howard’s past-or present incarceratlc?n,—11elther
being for a political offence, nor In any way
connected with his defamation of Grovermpent,—-
T consider it anconstitutional té be thus interro-
ated. Did your questions connect me with
%he alleged assistance of the person who has
defnmedothe Government, quoad the defamer of
Government, I should admit that, as an official,
T should be bound to explain the alleged rela-
ions with him. ‘
tlO‘r‘lsFor all these reasons, th.en,.})efo.re reply-
ing to your queries, T feel justified in asking
whether you charge me with assisting or having
relations with the prisoner as a defamer of -
Government, or that I have helped him in con-
sequence of his being such ; tm,(,l, if so, on what
grounds you base your charge. :
8% On receipt of this letter Mr. Grimes
reported Mr. Symonds to Grovernment
for insubordination, setting forth t}ﬁe
circumstances more fully given 1n the
preceding paragraphs. : ,
a4, In speaking of convict Ho“’r,ard 8
« pelations ”’ with a “high official,” Mr.
Symonds is under-
+ R. dated 2nd May 1885. stood to pefer t0~
Howards' letter + to the Chief Seqretary
to GovernnmnMM&@N
an interview, and to his letter of the
.1st Sept.} prefer-
ying an appeal ﬁo
i i iction by the
- nt against his convie
Go_vqrnﬁl G‘COU.I'%S. In the latter letter, he
s forwarded a paper §
§ Marked 8. containing certan

aestions to the Superintendent 'th t{w
be;itentiary, the answers to f;iv}lxc M]f
held would show that} that o _ccrn&ent_
Sy during his imprison ’
.Symrmds) had,

: 3 nt man.
s 5 k Of him as an 1mnoce

come t% ﬂ‘l:;s o told that Govern-
Howar ment would || not

| G.0., dated 14th Sep- interfere in judicial
tember 1883, No. 2443. matters, and the

1 Marked T.
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| uestions to Mr. Symonds rémained
/ A 4 : :
,’ v o4 L., %l Mp Jyneon unanswered. The only inference which
,",zbw{' ad 3 can be drawn from them is that Mr.
o y y) Kad &t~ Symonds had some conversation with
'hW‘M I'Iy . . .
| =X - oward concerning his mercantile s ecu-
, NI O e lation, and tendered to him some advice
Jitrsc? /‘—-7/"""/‘ 7 on the subject.
: : I a-bt"""[:/(
I ,ul o e 9
v —y Cnian [/‘:7"'” g ? /‘.)
[L:‘_f! T - L {

S/ e 3 / 85. Referring again to Mr. Symonds’s
f ¢ - - -
pdih frpen H e _——past recordyto the ently that what is in his
')/0 il ({1 b, § favour may be noticetl, as has been that

which tells against him, it is observed
that in his letters of 16th August 1882 to
Colonel Tennant, in connection with the
Chubb’s lock experiment referred to in
paragraphs 15—18 of this Memorandum,
he said that the Duke of Buckingham’s
Minute, attributing to his tact the success
of the close prison experiment, had been

: withheld from him. This was to show
. 1t Colonel 'Irennm@was prejudiced
| against him.

361t seems that His Grace did observe
: no that the tact of
& T e ey ke Su&»criptenc_lent
| of thé Penitentiary
had overcome a disposition on the part of
the conviets to the introduction of the
separate system, and it is admitted *
*D. 0. lotter O dated %v the] Itllxs[;ectﬁr-
Jani ' reneral tha A
PR Symonds = “ has
T always been considered an able officer,
' and thagit is only quite recently that
he has known that he hgs misconducte
himself in the wyay he has.” Colonel
. . Tennant, who has been consulted, says .
he has no mformation to give concerning
: ; / Mr. Symonds, beyond what is already
& . / nie A2 in possession of* Grovernment, W!uch;
&t v s ¢ 7 O however, does not bear out Mr. Grimes
‘ S estimate of the general character Mr.
p ' ﬁ - ‘)( g ‘ 7 /’/‘—' Symonds has borne in the Jail Depart-
ment,

. Per contra, however, it should be
noted that in 1875 the Inspector-General
of Jails reported that, on the oceasion of
an attempt on the part of 150 convicts to
escape from Trichinopoly Central Jail,
Mr. Symonds’s firm attitude and decision,
which Government
approved,t proba-
be prevented a
more serious outbr:i:al;] :?It‘ndgd WI::il;

ife, and that Mr. on
great loss of life, edyrlg
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No. 1279.
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26. These ' letters were addressed,
three of them to certain residents in
Madras, and the remaining two, one, to
Mr. Symonds, and the other, to Mr.
Piercy, late Assistant Accountant-
General, Madras, who is understood to
have been in the habit of writing to

“The Statesman”
Colonel Guthrie’s P.O., newspaper and to
ggg_é'dated 5th December bo 75 frend of Mr.

Symonds who him-
self is understood to have contributed to

n 1884-85, various
article against
the Madras Govern-

that newspaper and to The Madras Muil
VoA in which papers,

not been dsked ther he wrote to 7%
Statesman or The Madras Mail, and no
proof that he did so is on the record.

Demi-official letters
Pefice, [V dnted 3nd Dee, iTom  heads t  of

1885. R e departments have,
Surgeon-General, b
dated 15th Jan. 1886, however, heen re-

ceived, which more
than justify Government in calling on
Mr. Symonds now, as they did in 1871,
to state explicitly whether or not he
was directly or indirectly concerned in
writing or publishing any or all of the
articles referred to on the margin, or in
furnishing any information on which
they were or might have been written.
271t should be noted that conviet
Howard was the chief promoter of the

{ so-called Vig'i]ancet
el League, that Pierce

was to have been a contributor to its
organ ““ The Telephone,” which, however,

was never publish-
§ Colonel Guthrie’s D.O.

Jotter, dated 5th Decemiey €0 and that M.
1885. Symonds is said § to

be very friendly

with Piercy and with the regular Madrag
\ correspondent of 7%e Statesman, one
\_Concelaco.

8. The letter from conviet Howard

to Mr. Symond
Letter (E), dated 17th : y s
Decumbur.( ; ?unS n the fOllOW—

ng terms :—

“To W. A. Symonds, Esq., Salem.

“ How could you expect a poor Vakeel, who

has not received any fees, to advance mg
You talk about mental aberration, but it r;;i?;
seems 88 if you had taken leave of

or that the fine was Rs. 5,000 and
15,000 each. So much fuss has b

your senses,
the sureties
een made

v, ™ent-_have been
published:” r’%noﬁnds, Mowoser, has
wh



PR

about a matter which yon might easily have
ek "“ l ee days. It is stmply absurd to
{Li‘r:\”:»::-‘i«.i'uLIl'L[ll:‘urI f"'{ Rs. 100 in a lll_iZ!‘ll. Illlu‘t'}f
in Rale “-"‘f you :htum'. To say nothing of
-y ‘\;L'“‘I.h :"|.r20";’i l,\f men !'1&'&'\\'110‘1‘0" V\llu ]‘“1ght
t}w:._-r»: i;(“,lﬁn‘ \-(.;1 for the asking. It is simply
e g ¢t T should have been left 2 months
}nhll“}:}!i‘ - ent, whilst not a single soul but
in hellish torment, prox s b
PO - little finger to help me.
Rs. 50 will now square fine, &.c.l {\4 for Ilﬁr
sureties have you no 11’1ﬂ‘lu'nw w1t.1 2 Ur-“fmf.}“.m
Bransons, or Grants. b?xr»,-ly any one of o
would have done the m'r*.diul per se o \}i;;u)u: urp
if you had given them 1nstructions. . url i
dozens of men who are l,n.lm}dc-,u“,n "0-‘:’-,, -
would have obeyed you and obser ed ,;wru;_r:m-
you had given them {'Ilmrla‘h;0(':)1;,111.\)‘:2\1:“%‘120‘ .
tee. Such men as Mr. Ross Pe ore, S.
El‘:Q " Krishnamachari, IAPI’IMlumtI~ It\]ll‘(l(llil(l:}tif;}:pe
ail Contractor, for whom wrote_the petition,
gxitlll (Arlrlxbms»i himself would Tﬁ\.ﬁ{lmr :tL tl(;l;
your guarantee. Now I only want t Ei;l];‘[bay,
for two days as I am gt,)llng' to .‘t‘i“h-uw'
Directly I start, the sureties 4;}11 _‘“(1, .
I hope you are nnt] thmk}l)\gt né tlflznl_)n;: (Ilqyg :
s Christmas in hell. ut o . O dmys A
{;‘:t;(“}k::" here, I have "mlpr.{:(m(‘ 41{';11?'1‘!;:)):
yanishment, 20 in close S(*pu'ldfﬁ‘ i?;n 1! o
zrmd 21 on bread and water 1 bul:&l‘_{. 5
illegal I know. Last week I was assaultec y
e icemen, trying to illegally
warders and 20 pnlulunuzl. 1\3 g gall
. my photo rTaph, an L T
:i:hlt!;i on l?reud iml t:'atexﬂ,/ mmll% “’{111 5311:,; 2:
to have it taken. You yourse t“(-) s
have stood 100th part of theltm:ru;e e
endured, but I can hold out ng ‘m-bte l.ny m(-,slt
bitter burning sense of wrong @ B poo
& ol desertion. At times my blood boils, "1()1,
;nl?n {“-;4‘!11185 on fire, and I feel as if Ir.“munt
lff:k 'r{‘q;‘rve my mental balance. I will n
e (}i itb any h;nger. Unless [ hear you ar;oi%
:;tl:;;li)tx" instant practical steps t(}‘» selt mv(,l,{ll,‘,‘((li’m
chall. without further parley, be compelled

N » Drs. Thomas and Binny
enlighten Norton, the Drs

glelny me. Do not drive me to this.

(Inld.) 8. H.

Of the other four * inter(-opt(;‘d letters,
those to Piercy and

* Letters (F), (), (H). Luxa and Mrs.
Fowler contain nothing that need }1(-
: reproduced  here,

t Lotter (1) but that T addressed

to one Chamberlin ends with these
0O ] >

“’()l‘d-": : 3
« Please give the bearer Rs. 2 for hl:‘} trouble,
«t the letters he gives you to Symonds,
) Lie e ; » & Y ) ; (8
;1?:'1 pw»} n;.q and Mrs. Fowler. I\""!"“”mm:
'~ - Juxa é & g R
E ffti '+ to Symonds secret even from Ambrose.
of letter tO £ .
99 The Inspector-General, on the
e 21st1 Decr., called
+ 1. 0. Letter (J). on Mr. Symonds
whether he had had any com-
& :

i ns with conviet Howard, direct
OlS

municati

> - =

o

NI SRR —

d Co., to get relief, which they would nof

(4

or indirect, during his Incarceration :
whether he had paid his fine or an
portion of it; and whether he could
explain the allusions in the last part of
Howard’s letter read above.
30. On the 26th Mr. Symonds * replied
. DO mn  the following
: terms :—

“I, of course, recognise your right to ask
whether I have had any communication with
the prisoner Howard, direct or indirect,  durin
his incarceration,” and I reply in the negative.

“3. I, however, respectfully question your
right to interrogate me on matters which con-
cern me solely as a private individual, and, as
I regard the other queries as being of this
nature, I object, on principle, to being called
upon to answer them, though quite ready to
explain any action in my official capacity.”

8% On receipt of this letter, My

ot

+D. 0. lotter (L). Grimes - wrote +
again on the 30th

December requesting Mr, Symonds to
reply at once, without further cavil, to
the questions put, as they concerned him
not solely as a private inc ividual, but also
as a Government ser ‘ant, at one time in
charge as Superintendent of the Peniten-
tiary, of a person now again a prisoner
therein (viz., Howard), who had defamed
the Government collectively and indivi-
dually, and who preten(fcd to be an
intimate friend of =My Symonds and
appeared to have received money from
him to help him to pay a magisterial fine.

3% In answer to this letter, Mr.

1 D. 0, letter () Symonds, on the 7th
. January, replied +

jn the following terms :—

A beg to assure you that nothing is further
from my mtention than to adopt an Improper or
insubordinate tone. Ty ‘ respectfully question
the right’ you claim and exercise, is not of
itself, I humbly submit, sufficient to sustain a
charge of distinet mpropriety and insubording.-
tion. If you will be gracious enough to point
out any single expression or several expressions
convicting me of this offence, I will at once
gladly withdraw the same with an ample
apology ; but, unless you will be pleased +to
indicate where the ¢tone’ of my letter dated
26th December 1885, is ‘distil.mtly im,propér
and insubordinate,” I, with the utmost Trespect
object to your recording what at any time may be
used against me, your opinion  that I have
been insubordinate,

“ Again, I, with due deferen
the charge of ¢ cavilling ’ as not g
T ho capti
spirit. T feel that T must not lose, but,pg?:;:
hold fast by, a ¢ principle ’ Precious galike to
employers and employed throughout the civilised
world ; that, while my eyes look up t, autho-
rity, my feet must sf ay themselveg firmly here,
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