25\ The Com-
missionér ¢f Police
says* that<-

« Mr. Ambrose states that the lettér, which

# Memo. Y, dated 21st
January 1866.

covered the remittance,—with all othler 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 advcnce you the
money you may require to set you free. In
reply, I 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 conviet Howard,
which had been found on the 18th De-
cember on a time-expired prisoner when
he was being searched oa the completion
of his term of imprisonment.

28. 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 was recently re-
moved from Madras, and who wrote the
leader that was to have appeared in the
first number of the abortive organ of the
so-called Indian Vigilance League, Zhe
Telephone.

99. In 1881 and 1882, Howard comn-

: ~ tributed various ar-
'3&,31::1:,])::1? t?t‘i:, I ticles and letters}
11th, and 18th January to the “ Madras
o Times,” giving his
correspondence with Mzr. Symonds about
his batta or maintenance allowance. At
this time Howard complained of Mr.
Symonds for being harsh to him and not

increasing 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
March 15th, 1882, the editor publishes,
in an editorial entitled Bombastes Furioso,
a letter he received from Mr. Symonds
signed 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

2
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a “Civil Diebtor Defence and Appeal
Fund,” should such a fund be adver-
tised ig/the paper. On appeal, it may be
noled, 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 heen convicted on & 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.

82. The editor concludes his article
by saying :

“It may be inferred from it that he, as:
Superintendent of the Jail, held long conversa-.
tions in prison with a prisoner, convieted of
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 his protégé, and promises to con-
tribute to it i *‘ » b

We recommend altogether to the serious
consideration of the Chief Magistrate and the
Governor the levity, vanity, arrogance and
utter absence of dignity and judgment displayed

by the Superintendent 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 DesgrTION.”

“ To the Editor of the * Madyas Times.

“8ir,—Not long ago you published a
voluminous correspondence, between a ¢ Civil
Debtor, his Superintendent and others,” which,
with a flourish of trumpets, you announced to
your readers as being not only interesting, but
an 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 letter ap-

peared in the Madras Times, from an indignant
correspondent, inquiring whether you were
aware that the official visitor who had investi-
gated the complaint of the ¢Civil Debtor’ had
reported that he had been ¢ treated with kind-
ness and consideration by his Superintendent.’
It is known that, upon the appearance of that
letter, ¢ The Civil Debtor’
office to the official visitor and ascertained from
him that he really had made the report ascribed
to him, a fact which was that day communi-
cated to you by ‘The Civil Debtor,” who was

went from your

r'y

e R

g

warrant upon a Cqmma]
a}x;;st: dZofuilv(}iElclhaile has since been convicted),
fmd %eturned under arrest, to your office .where,
although you concurred with "hu?'/ln: 11511;3
opinion that the charge brought agains =
was an attempt to blast the cause ba),,il u.famxﬁlim?
Higaianests youddeellllneli t}(')o?xt: I;tx}\)rer ’tgrassist,;
is O O a - . - -
gi,p rzl?(;wfi:ther promised to visit him in
rison. e
i “You are aware that I did not thuk l11t w()?‘rtili
while making any comment upon t"l‘ o Kor
Debtor’s’ correspondence at the uil;wtimt =
hould I revert to the _sub;ect excep -
8eems to me an explanation 1s due from you .
:0 the eauses of what appe;.:;t to be a case o
very cruel desertion on your . |
‘?’Frem the 31st Decemaber 1881 to ::111'9, 1%3;
January 1882, letter after letter eppegxi ¢ ?’yand
aper on the subject of ¢ The Civil 3 o P
}gisp revelations, his facts being neltherfetmle s
disproved. Now, having on that ‘:,Ra g
January, been infom]ed _oi the re:lsi d ?m i
official visitor’s investigation, Whyd'd zu ot
authoritatively publish it ? Why 1? yI)id AR
back that most material conclusion : el
sustice to myself demand that 1t sho o
‘})ublished as the sequei “o all the denux:l(n i)
that had previously been ueapedl ulr)o‘1 S
If you disagreed with that sequel, yo SR
still to have published it and then dglve t{\.ink
reasons for differing from 112. DIC‘y'()luDebtor
ff v fewts?plif(i:iﬁine?s‘sh‘:mciwconsider-
treated wi ; C
2&?)1:) ﬁ(;'nhis Superintendent,’ would w:xgh ;1&(;1;
with the public, would have gl:eai{ e:hat s
on your readers, than azll- the in b
‘blgen Zhed in the composition and prin 11'1- eg‘
Pt %]t:r?:qngnﬁdwgfﬁeﬁ;: pglgrely
spondegonl lsI am concerned; that
perspnals ltlgttf)le—f-l;zlt it has_ always bee%-gaé
conténueof the extremest indifference. 1?
g s vour readers is that the journalist wd c;
congirc!;a ya. paper (to quote your own l!v;O;r;s
??:{laiming the influence to whlt?hge ringi i)les
vy ire,’ Shou&il?stgg? The igentity of
?I'i‘%llo%‘ivitlo Il)t:b::;l’ with the author of the

i secret, and,
S Boplainf detl S m:: atll;: %g?tunes of Mr.
% elhep Howerd, Holt * arei‘ n:l:v as m:loh
2 ight, with the invalu-
S i ceacs)ftill‘:g E%ras Times, be above
s afmtstan ars to me that now 18 the tlmg
o i ag peom'self a friend indeed to a frien -
for o %rov olt, in the course ,of his .rdecen
113+ 1eS owed himself to be ¢ Zero, and sal yﬁ_u
tnal,‘ e v deserted him in the hour of his
n ’bﬂs%ﬁy was this not reported in the
need.' Times ? You were subpeenaed :ﬁs da'.
e for a defence, but you were not called ;
e eason Holt gave for this was that he
ot ru had gone over to the other side, or
fe&-redtg;‘;s witgothem, to avoid being sued or
. ted for publishing an assertion by
proseculti il Debtor’ which his prosecutor
n.l-legeed to be defamation. Was this so ?
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“1t 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 estgZe one 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 not 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 promisad the world an exhaustive
treatise on the whole question, embracing a
scheme for remodelling the laws. regulating
bankraptey and debt. But since the disappear-
ance from your columns of ¢ The Civil Debtor
and ‘Zero’ and the contemporaneous incarce-
ration of Holt, your readers had looked in
vain for the fulfilment of your promise. Can
the scoffers be correct who assert that you
depended 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 und proclaimed that he had rendered
publis service which entitled him to the thanks
cf 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 particular 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

has 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—services not only to the Madras 7umes 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,”

)
|
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34. It should be noted that /ynos
Howard was the chief promoter:gfn :;10:

* See Appendix T, so-called Vlg-j)lpa‘ nce*

. League, that' iercy

lv;vas, as observed In paragraph 28, 50 have
eeén a contributor to its oroan ¢

Telephone.” 3 7

35. The letter from conviet Howard to
Mr. Symor.ds, found
s B S R e

_ : _on the person of a
time-expired convict, runs in the follow-
ing terms :— !

“To W. A. Symonds, Hsq., Salem.

“ How could you expect a poor Vakeel, who
has not received any fees, to advance money.
You talk about mental aberration, but it really
seems as if you had taken leave of your senses,
or that the fine was Rs. 5,000 and the sureties
15,000 each. So mueh fuss has been made
about a matter which you might easily have
arranged in three days. It is simply 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 single soul but

e Ambrose * has lifted

His Solicitor. g »

G v little finger to help me.
8. 50 will now square fine, &e. As for the
sureties have you no influence with N arton, the
Bransons, or Grants, Surely any one of them
would have donethe 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 ebserved secrecy, if
you had given them your directions and guaran-
tee. Such men as Mr. Ross of Perambore, 8.
T. XKrishnamachari, 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 suretiel:gean withdmg.
I hope you are not thinking of leaving me to
ass Christmas in hell. Out of the 53 days I
ve been here, I have undergone 41 days of
punishment, 20 in close separate confinement
and 21 on bread and water in solitary, All
ﬂl:;g(‘ial I know. Laflt week I was assaulted by
warders and 20 policemen, trying to ill
taking my photograph, and now I am ag:f:uii
solitary on bread and water, until I will consent
to have it taken. You yourself would not
have stood 100th iart of the torture I have
endured, but I can hold out no longer. I feel
a bitter burning sense of wrong at my most
cruel desertion. At times my blood boils, my
brain becomes on fire, and I i{el as if I could
not dpreserve my mental balance. I will not
stand it any longer. Unless [ hear you are
taking instant practical steps to set me free, I
shall, without further parley, be compelled to
enlighten Norton, the Dr. Thomas and Binny

3
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and Co., to get relief, which they would not
deny me. Do not drive me to this.
s Cnlde Yoo s, 18 TP

Of thie other four * intercepted letters,

those to Piercy and

Luxa and Mrs.

Fowler contain nothing that need be

. reproduced  here,

U o but thatt addressed

to one Chamberlin ends with these
words :

« Please give the bearer Rs. 2 for his trouble,
and post the letters he gives you to Symonds,
Piercy, Luxa and Mrs. Fowler. Keep contents
of letter to Symonds secret even from Ambrose.”

Nothing material to this inquiry

2 and 1 are Attorneys, the can be : discovered
latter has dabbled in Jail concerning ROSS,
contracts; 3, Stationer. Ap pa durei‘, Kistni-
machari, Chamberlin,® Luxa and Mrs.
Fowler.

36. The Inspector-General, on the
21st1 Decr., called
on Mr. Symonds
to state whether he had had any com-
munications with conviet Howard, direct
or indirect, during his incarceration;
whether he had paid his fine or any
portion of it; and whether he could

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

1 D. 0., Letter (J).

explain the allusions in the last p_art of -

Howard’s letter read above.

37. On the 26th Mr. Symonds § replied
in the following
terms :(—

“ 1, of course, recognise your right to ask
whether T have had any eommunication with
the prisoner Howard, direct orindirect, ¢ during’
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.”

38. On receipt of this letter, Mr.
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 individual, buf also
as a Government servant, at one time in
charge as Superintendent of the Pepiten-
tiary, of a person now again a prisoner
therein (viz., Howard), who had defamed
the Government collectivel(fr and indivi-
dually, and who pretended 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).

|| D. O. letter (L).

11 {

39. In answer to this lette(zr, Mr.

* D. 0. letter (M). Symonds, o the 7th
. January, T{}plied B
in the following terms :— 3

seq beg to assure you that nothing "_|s further
from my intention than to adopt an 1 roper or
insubordinate tone. To ¢respectfull question
the right’ you claim and exercise,’is not of
itself, I humbly submit, sufficient to sustain a
charge of distinct impropriety and insubordina-
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 withv an ample
apology ; but, unless you will be pleased to
indicate where the ‘tone’ of my fetter, dated
26th December 1885, is ‘distinctly 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. a

“ 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 I must not lose, but must
hold fast by, a principle’ preciovs 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 principles
of English law,—and indeed the custom between

employer and employé in any country with a
constitutional Government,—that a suspected
person should be charged with a definite offence,
and not called upon to ineriminate 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
mine, but from the intercepted letter of a person
for whose actions I cannot be expected to answer
M* See paragraph 34 of this :;glai? grehisth}iﬁdi;;

emcrandum infra. ¢ palafoadt g e hlgh
official or his ‘right’ or reasons for having
written to that high official in still more
unaccountable terms.

“In the actual ecircumstances 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,
1 should be bound to explain the alleged rela-
tions with him. !

“ For all these reasons, then, before reply-

‘ing to your queries, I 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 ; and, if so, on what
grounds you base your charge.”

40. On receipt of this letter Mr. Grimes

_reported Mr. Symonds to Givernment



for insubordinatiom, setting forth the
circumstances more fully* given in the
preced’ng paragraphs.

41. In speaking of convict Howard’s
¢ yelations ” with a *high official,” Mr.
Symonds is under-
stood to refer to
Howards’ letter * to the Chief Secretary
to Government, Mr. Webster, asking for
an interview, and to his letter of the
1st Sept.t prefer-
ring an appeal to
Government against his conviction by the
Criminal Courts. In the latter letter, he
forwarded a paper I
containing certamn
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-

e ment would §d n011:

§ G.0., dated 14th Sep- interfere in judicial
tember 1885, No. 2443. . SRS ]gd e
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-

(o W, datel R0k denenry. " od. from; the, Com-

: missioner of Police
giving the result of his inquiries as to
the relations, past and present, between
econvict Howard and Mr. Symonds.
The most important portions of this
Memorandur are given below :— ~

« Howard was convicted on 24th February
1882, and sentenced to six months’ rigorous
imprisonment. He, of course, appealed, but his
conviction was confirmed by the High Court.
During the early part of his sentence it became
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 Huropean and East Indian prisoners
on half labour. Howard was one of those so
employed. I cannot call to mind if I ever

ain saw Howard at work. My impression
] id ot. ]
- ‘!:Id;gependent inquiry now elicits that, as a
fact, which Government may aocepf, Howard
was employed on light labour during the first
month only of his imprisonment. The remain-
der of his term he spent 1n the Prison Ofﬁcle
ostensibly for th(;ﬁurpose of writing his appeal,
but supposed really to be employed _on some
private work of the Superintendent. If a visit

# R. dated 2nd May 1885.

+ Marked T.

+ Marked 8.

13

from the Inspector-General of Jails jor other
officials was expected, Howard was taken to the
ward for the sake of appearance, and, when the
visitor left, was relegated to the office. T 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 pend® Jout
I have ascertained that it was nota— “fhe
special favor shown to him increaseti asLime
went on, until, at his discharge, he VY ~tab-
lished himself as the intimate coadjis de: the
Superintendent for apparently literarnteresoses.

“ Subsequent to Howard’s release; uem osited
the Jail partly on business connected with the
Superintendent, partly as the Agent of Dr.
Cline, who was, in a legal capacity, interested
in a weli-known convict named Lakshmaji
Pandit.

“From July 1883 till September 1884,
Howard employed himself with writing work,
the tangible result of which used to be taken
charge of by one Raja Mannaru Chetti, a clerk
in Mr. Symonds’ office at the Penitentiary and
his confidential Agent.

“Mr. Symonds himself frequently visited
Howard at Patter’s Gardens where he resided,
and they were apparently on ‘terms of perfect
equality. Mr. John Wallace was also living
there and joined the party.

¢ Mr. Symonds was, I have reason to believe,
fully acquainted with Howard’s plans and
actions when the latter visited Ootacamund in
September 1885, and when the birth of the
¢ Telephone’ newspaper was expected.”

43. Medical reasons may possibly
have (i'ustiﬁed Howard’s having been
treated more leniently than other prison-
ers during the greater portion of his
imprisonment. It would be difficult to
satisfactorily prove that this was so at
this distance of time, and still more
difficult to satisfactorily establish that
Howard’s health did not justify the

treatment he received.

44. The connection of the Peniten-
tiary writer, while employed under Mr.
Symonds, with Howard is a very suspi-
cious ecircumstance, which should be
brought to Mr. Symonds’s notice when
he is called on for an explanation. '

45. It should further be observed here
that the Commis-

Samuang . Jeted 2t ioner of Police *
: ' reports that while
Howard was residing in Patter’s Gardens
in 1883-84, this clerk brought him
petitions, and that while Howard paid
the clerk for scriptory work, Howard,
mn turn, was given money by Mr.

Symonds.

46. In connection with Col. Weldon’s
report on the manner in which conviet
Howard’s sentence of rigorous imprison-

1

a I



14

yrTl in the Peniten-
gt o i Oléitary, the Inspector;
¢ 7 dated Tth January General’s lettgr :
A on the same subg:;s
1d. be considered. Mr. (ilrun}?sniten_
P the Deputy Keeper of the s
o ~he’ orts that Howard was frequ ) 1};
pri re“a)cl in the Jail Office, zrllaein
employg to have been em.ployed bigw
}'Jehs:r?tinv the 'msuborc%ma(‘;iel lt?g;['fiocks
C ' the Chubb’s _
Colon_e] chm;?}lllltcﬁbl?;\’fc been refel('lred to
?Xpezfll';e 15,——18 of this Memorandum.
in paras. 1

)
i §'s
47. Referring again to Mr.1 Szrlil:zﬁdgis
' cord, to the end that w 1ab gt
PaSt i may’ be noticec}, as ha's esserved
iav?lir tells against him, it 18 21882 oy
Whlc'l his letters of 16th A.ugus A
e mlTennant, in connection Vl('il e
Colone’ lock experiment referre o
Do hs 15—18 of this Memqranh - ;
aragjl‘(f I1;)hat the Duke Qf Bucl;mg :,cess
‘e' Smte attributing to h1§ tact t 1?;31 doon
e ’lose prison expen_ment, d hson
Of' e %d from him. This was state Ly
Wlth}ée onds with a vievq to sl(iow i
%Irl.on}er;n'l‘ennant was pre]udlce ag
0
e is Grace did ohserve
48. Tt seems that Hﬁl Sr't A5 tactd oi
G.0. 10th  February the Superu}tent. :::l
1881, No. 325. kv Peﬁitena;t 3}
disposition on the p
hl?d ggr?:gg;:ig theP introdl.lctlo(ilm?:tegl$
s hd it 18 a
separate system, an%y1 ;i Inspecnir-
+D. 0. letter O. dated Genei‘al thaf,‘ 1;1 ;.S
13th January- Symonds Bl e
been consideret_i an ab et g
alwayi t it is only quite recen %.ucted
indh;s aimown' that he}tla.shmu:,,conc()lonel
: 1 e has. '
1 wa
bies tmwltllé\)e has };oeen c'onsultetl, ri?gfg
'}1:811111;2111“,) information (‘;o gﬁvi (;(;n(;lready
c wha :
ds, beyon L
Mr. Sy:ax:s)i?)n ’ of yGrovernment, (;g;;ceé
L o5 does not bear out Mr. i ook
hoxyevetar, of the general char?,ch 4
e ceis has borne in t.he Ja.I1 Gigmes
Symi? nat the head of which 1\« 3 g
ﬁlazno;ﬂy been for ailshort Ee&;)l : y e
eally wa
g-mt i%:rg(r}:rp:rt of this Memorandum.
om

it should be
tra, however, 1 :
49& tll‘)lzs cig1n18%5 the Inspector;ggrseiagzrgf
e :1s reported that, on the ocmrich5 g
s Jatienfpf on the part of 150 co
an a

y ‘. 1
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Mr. Symondy’

* G.0., 4th

8 firm attitude and Je/i8ion,

June 1475, Which Goyeiment
€
No. 1279, " approved,* Proba-

more serioug outbrea,k‘y at
great loss of life, and tha Mr.

as, on varioug occasions,
e which have

i ied g
Prevent .
tended? with

Sv/monds

prepared reports

been dfgfgglnbte;l
t G.0., 18th A, b YOV, :
No. 1813, st188g, DY d lg} ‘iil_‘e head }
: Letter in G.0., 1.~ @M :
Feb. 1882, No, 20

5.

of his" def22rtment

s Jting and
valuable. Other papers iﬂterf%b- merit by

the same hand may
§ G-0., 15th Dec. 1884, be found recorded
No. 2700,
G.0.

, 14 July 135, 1D the orders of
No. 1840,

overnment noted
on the margin.§

I G.0.

dated 21st J anuary 1886.

90. On the 21st instant an order| issu-

. edto Mr. S ymonds
» No 128, Public, which was couched

in the following

terms :—
., “ The Inspector-General of J ails has
to Government that on the 21
he called on My, W.A. 8
ent of. the Central

Jail, Salem,
following questions,

Viz. :—

reported
st December last
ymonds, Superintend-

to answer the

“ (1) Have you had any communication

with the prisoner
or indirect, durj

Howard, direct

ng his incarcera-
tion P

“(ii) Have you paid his fine or
ortion of it ?

“ (iid) é)a.n You explain the

Howard’s letter to

er, and
what right he addresses you
such familiar terms ?

“Mr. Bymonds, on the 2
replied answering the first qu

tive, challenging the Inspector-General’s
to interrogate hi

on the matters referreq

in the 2nd and 3rd questions,
“Mr. Grimes thereon ag
Mr.

these queries he felt justified in asking the
Inspector-General whether he charged him with
having relations with conviet Howard ag 5
defamer of Government, and if go, on what
grounds.

“ His Excellency the Governor in Council ig
now pleased to direct Mr. Symonds to obey
implicitly and fully the orders sent to him b
the head of his department wj

th no cayj] or

reservation of any kind, His answer to the
questions put to him by the Inspector—G‘reneml
is explanation of the relationg which exist

and the eonviet

or have existed between himself-

i et S
B P e

any

allusions in
our address
of the 17th Decem

by

in

6th December,
estion in the nega-

right

to

e .
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: submitted so as to reach the
Howarcﬁifmﬁf: %ﬁﬁef Secreta,r,y to Government
Sands gzleast possible delay. ;
e th!On the 26th current Mr. Grimes
o ded Mr. Symonds’s answer to this

‘ o Government. His letter and
e josure are printed below :— S
i R. GRIMES, Esq., Inspectry_ Gieneral
From H. 1:3, to the Chief Se({reth;}“, %o, Governs
. infated Madras, 264" January 1886.

.2 £"® honor to i’dllzt—vnrd, for the informa-
- hageéévemme%" with reference to their
e f H:L’: 21st ; inst&nt,. No. 128,_ h’{)r.
%rdel;)m(i)s’s ‘replies to the queries put to him by
m);u;egarding the prisoner Hox'vard. e
2. Mr. Symonds denies having had (inﬁlfgn.
munication with the prisoner .Ilowzu:(d 5 ﬁn%
his inearcemtion,f a_};so denies having pai
r any portion of it. '
] 3 )Inp reply to the 3rd query, %r._Syﬁm}gggZ
states he is unable to explain the a U}.filon i s
in the prisoner’s letter addressed to him, o
4 ht tg address him in such terms beyon g
?ct that some time ago he befriended the
pi:'isoner when in difficulties. i
4. T make no remarks on Mr. Syémnem-
: ications, but leave them for the 05 9,
communt ke such notice of as they may dee J
e e fit. The copy of the
* Letter R, see para. 41 Jotter* g ddressed by the
of Memorandum. prisoner H_OWﬁ'd tOl ;ilte
i o Government in May last,
Cgi?:fl %fﬁr(g;ilyoﬁds says, in his 5th pgrggralgh,
ge has appended, has not been received by, me.

forwax

NDS, Esq:, Superintendent:
F‘ro%zzt.»rﬁ. %Zii[OSalem. to the Insp‘i(itor-r
General of J a.ils,6 Madras, dated Salem,
! anuary 1886.
I Qit';tagieneer)tro the order of Governhmez):
N 7 128 of the 21st instant), I have thet Ol;lne
g c:eply to the queries you have put to
r:garding the prisoner Howard. T3
1) T deny having had any communicatio -
t2h t(he prisoner Howard during his mcarcc;ll'la
e 2) I deny having paid his fine or th%
ok fit; (3) I am unable to explain
i Oin his letter or his right to address ‘me
o s, beyond the fact that some time
o {)erftll'l}e’nde'd him when in difficulties.
< e rd had seen better days, and wa&;
R ]%O(‘im with the Press, and, having thuss ha |
o et meet me (I having been the eore;
occa,smx.} ihe Friend-in-Need Society -and o
th M dras Literary Society and Auml.mrz
s MaRo al Asiatic Society and otherwmeu-
o hg;acter), he subsequently comm d
P}lbltl:d 0to me some of his grievances an
nica

troubles. ot
ered your queries, but
h % g(})lz?: eszoznlz;n::v a lo}ylfal_tsub]ect and in
ave ! ‘
i tituted authority.
Obedlentozttgl;on;owever, am I con(;mf(;e:)dmtltlﬂg
s B'rci tl’e ,on which I have stood nihns
et a5 1131 ht, and that your action i
| ﬁrgfinz:fnen% o’f British right and usage,
in

nif : in the false
position to which gych « categorical question-
g ” might lead, ;

unfair way in which Yyou conne

ment.”  He is not in jail as such
thereof ; and yet, to one not behin

5. Now that I have explained what my

“ relations ” with him were, and adverting fo

your reference to the familigy terms in whigh he

addresses me, I may state that I

you in possession of some further information

regarding Mr. Howard. Among the matters
that, as a grievance-monger, he communieated 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
last. There, surely, you have most defamatory
and threatem'ng language to Government, ag
represented by its Chief Secretary, and what
were the subsequent relations ” of that high
official with him ? Djq he scout his offers and
threats, and forbid him acoess to Lis presence ?
No, the Chief Secretary granted the ““ defamer”
the desired interview, and many more inter-
views, and on public occasions shook hands
with the “convief,” :

6. I could add more were I not addressing
you officially, and besides, Government haye
sometimes g strange way of dealing with their
friends.

7. One word more, and I have done, I
understand that Wy recent transfer from being
Superintendent of Prisons for the Town of

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,
omas (since reinstated by-the Government of
India). Tf gyeh personal motives influence the
proceedings now taken against me, and the
apparent desire to compromige my official pos;-
tion, T must submit that it ig unworthy of g
representative of the great Party which hee

given us freedom of opinion and liberty of the
press.

3. On receipt of this Communication

the foIIowing order*
* G.0., 28th January 1886,
No. 202, i 1ssued on the 20th
current :—

“IH re Iy to G‘. O., NO. 128 Publ.i ’ d
21st Ja.ngary 1886, Mr W-( e

% ) onds
repeats that he has had no communicatic;};lm with

Howard during his incarceration, depjeg that he

5

L h ye ¢t me with the
prisoner, and. your implication that I had rela-

tions with him ag a “defamer of the Govern.-
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hws paid his fine or any portion of it, and states
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 coramunicated to him by the Inspector-
Greneral ‘of Jails,

“2. Mr. Symonds will now be informed that
Government are in possession of information
b which malkes it necessary that he should again

be asked whether or not he remitted money to
Mr. Ambrose, Howard’s solicitor, knowing that
it would be, or suspecting that it might be, used

l by Mr. Aixbrose in payment or part payment of
Heward’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 to the 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
T'imes, 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 fo answer questions (i) and (1ii), and
will observe, in answering question (ii1), that
that question does not merely relateto Howard’s
Iatest 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 Goy-
ernment may find it necessary to take in regard
to Mr. Symonds, he will, irrespectively of such

l ﬁunishment as may be called for on account of

is insubordinate conduct already reported, be
suspended till further orders as & 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.”

DR
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[Enclosure 1]
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPA RTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—
Memorandum by C. S. CROLE, Esq, dated 26th S(}p(um‘wr 1885.

o Memorandum by the Hon’ble Mr. SULLIVAY, dated 22nd October 1882.
From C. 8. CROLE, Esq., dated Madura, 1911 November 1889, No. A.

From H. H. SHEPHARD, Esq., Acting Advocate-General, dated Madras, Sth
November 1885.

From J. W. HANDLEY, Esq., Chief Judge, Small Cause Court, dated Madras, 21sb
December 1885.

Memorandum by the Hon’ble Mr. SULLIVAN, dated 91st January 1886.

OrpEr—dated 4th Febrnary 1886, No. 240, Public.

The papers read above relate to charges which Me. Crole, late Collector of Madura,
has brought against the Hon’ble Mr. H. E. Sullivan, Senior Member of Council.

These charges are—

1. That towards the ond of January 1884, the Hon’ble Mr, Sullivan was virtually
the owner of the Richings Estate at Ootacamund, aund that, inasmuch as
the said estate, as then constituted, was an estate devoted to the cultiva-
tion of commercial prodacts for profit, the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan, inowning
it, committed & breach of his covenant as a Civilian, and infringed the
orders of Government and the Secretary of State prohibiting Covenanted
COivilians from holding land for guch a purpose.

1. That about the same time the Hon’ble Mr, Sullivan was a party to an attempb
3 to cheat, inasmuch as he was a party to an attempt to induce & Native land-
holder of Madura to buy the said Richings Estate for a price much beyond
its value, and based on, and supported by, a valnation which, in the attend-
ant circumstances, was fraudulent.

[II. That in consequence of Mr. Crole having advised the said landholder not
to purchase the property, the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan abused his position as a
Member of the Madras Government by denouncing Mr. Crolein his official
capacity, and so acting as to obstrnot Mr. Crole in his administration of
the Madura District.

5. Oharge I.—As to the Hon'ble Mr. Sullivan’s position in regard bo the Richings
Estate, it appears, from a memorandum drawn up by him for the guidance of his executors,




o A

2 .
which, with the deeds, &ec., relating to the estate, were placed before the Advocate-Genersl,
that, in 1870, Mx‘. H. B. Sullivan purchased two plots of land in the neighbourhood of Ootaca-
mund, amonnting together to 3375 acres, and made them over to his son Mr. J. F. Sallivan
on his coming out from England ; that he subsequently enabled his son to acguire the rest of
the property and to carry on planting operations ; and that having in this and other ways
made considerable advances in favor of his son, and being desirons of securing to lis ot‘h-er
children such an interest in the property as to put them all on an eqnal foot,in:r pe;:lminril

he, in 1883, took a mortgage on the estate for Rs. 60,000 ; it being fur't.he: agreed t.hi;
the s.ale-procee.ds of the property, whether sold before or after his death, shonld, nfter‘a
Z:it:llrx;nfieducnon in favour of his son Mr. J. ', Sullivan, be divided equally among his

3. In effect, the intention was, the Advocate-General states,  that the estates shonld
3 . = L
be treated, uot,. as the property of Mr. H. E. Sallivan, nor as the sole property of his son, but
as a property in which, purchased andimproved as it had been at the expense of Mr I:I E
bu"llwm’ his son Mr. J. F. Sullivan aud his other children should, as far as poseih]; };»v;
equal ioterests in the same way as if it had be e W > WK S
favony ¥ en made the subject of a settlement in their

. 4. Looking at the mortgage alone, the Advocate-General is of opinion that <)

B. Sullivan by becoming mortgagee acquired a substantial interest in t,lf) t 5 A[r" =
of the mortgage, he became nn.incumbrancer to a large amouut on the e«tetes }M,e" i ""_‘t"e
the ordinary power of sule, the peculiar right to receive the proceeds nr" Rt o vkt g
crops made from time to time.”’ L i

5. The relations of the father and son were, i i
| , in brief, those of 3
gagor, having, however, certain pecaliar incidents. , mor_tg“gee Sz

6. In reference to these ‘ peculiar incidents,”

. the Hon’ble Mr. i ;
tht.at hfa was quite unaware of the existence of such pr(;visious; that ie l:avser":v"n. gapuige
thing m'th«.a shape of interest or the sale-proceeds of crops ; and that to render i::cew?d .
further insinunation that he has a personal beneficiary interest in the estate hpofmble t_‘"y
prepared a deed to transfer to the Official Trustee, appointed under Act }iVIe[ ‘sfh‘:glﬁuf
whatever interest the mortgage deed may give, to b inister . -
s y give, e admiunistered for the beuvefit of hLis

7. Charge IL.—On this allegation the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan remarks: « M
ledge of the matter is coufined to my son having, whilst I was at Madras int,imu.t d s
Jetter, that a Native geutleman, whose acquaintance he had made at Mad’ura hude b:O me, by
him and wished to purchase the estate. I think he said he expected to get,a e e|E1 to see
forit. I forget what I replied to him, but I think it was to the effect that I wish d(l), rupees
get it. My son is of a sanguine nature; and had an exaggerated idea of the : ] S mlglft
property. I never gave the matter another thought, and of the negotiations whicl it
passed subsequently between the parties I know absolutely nothing.” 1 may have

8. Apart from a lawyer’s opiuion on the deeds relatin ity 0

to His Excellency the Governor in Couneil advisable that legal Edt'c;c?:hs;;)g e;):;v’t;:( A
statements formulated by Mr. Crole in regard to the first two charges recited ab:vn unht,;; R
Handley, Chief Judge of the Small (Cause Court, and recénhly acting as a Judge of t.l: Hi :1
Court, was accordingly consulted. He reports that the evidence adduced is wholly insuﬂici‘g t
to substantiate these charges, or to justify Mr. Crole in having made them. There is noth:‘
in the documentary evidence produced by Mr. Crole to show that the Hon’ble My, sunivﬂi
had any counection with the Richings Estate in January 1884, and absolutely no evidence that
he had anything to do with the proposul that a Native landholder should buy it, beyond the
inference arising from his alleged ownership. Further, he says, there is nothing in the papers
to support the suggestion of any fraud or deception practised upon the Zemindar,

3

9. Mr. Handley concludes his opinion in the following words :—

«On the whole, I consider that the evidence now produced affords no fou.ndation for the
charges against the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan contained in Mr. Crole's. memorandt‘lm, ahd that he was
wholly nnwarranted in putting forward such charges on such Ae\.ndence. It 18 Somewl.lzft sx.wprls-
ing to find, from his own confession, that he ventured to commib such charges to writing in the
absence of the papers, -and stil g to find, when the papers are prodnc.ed, that they
afford no foundation for charges 80 gerious; and even as to the fac.bs actnally bc.afore him, Mr. Cx.'ole
seems to have manifested a carelessness most culpable in one bringmg stxch gerions charges a.ga}ust,
a Member of the Government. He quotes words from letters Whi.Ch it appears he was quoting
from memory, and the mosb important of which are not to be found ‘m any.documenf, now plroduced.
He says that it is ‘a pregnant fact that in one of the letters the Zemmdtxr l.s .urge:i to consu‘b no o-z}i'
except B. Strinivasamurti Aiyangar, and goes on to comment‘ou that individual's com.lechon w1F
the Hon’ble Mr. Sallivan. This is a flagrant misrepresentation of the or.xl).' passage in Mr. J.. k
Sullivan’s letters referring to this individual, where the words used are .(E‘xbxbxb IV:)y =<k slfould thin
old Strinivasamurti is & safe man to advise you; of conrse, I' know he is ignoranb of planting, but he
has a good head for figures.” Again, Mr. Crole knew, as hl.ﬂ memox:andum- ;h;w;,ftl'mt the n;:,me ;E
Mr. Ryan of the Cedars was Jeremiah, and yeb he never noticed, or if he did, ha Olgoftben thar, t;1 e
valuation was signed H. Val. Ryan. He assumes, thronghout. the mem‘omndum, as a lact 't la]t t u:
Richings Estate was the property of the Hon’ble Me. Sullivan; whereas it now appears that really al

the evidence he had of that fact was that the Zemindar pelieved it or said he did. An oﬂic:ia.l of Mr.
p 'x ence in this country ought to have known better than to allow the mere suspicions of &
role’s experience st the character of an English gentleman. Had he merely

Native Jandholder to have any weight agst : , ;

b ""’“";:‘:‘) t;ne notice of Grovernment that certain matters affecting tho Hou’ble Mr. Sullivan had been
roug oq to him by the Zemindar and his Vakil, leaving it to Government to take such notice as
represen

¢ ting within the scope of his duty ; and this is the
think fit, he would probably have been ac ' ! ‘
t.hey s.hnll B ‘: in his letter of the 19th November, 1885, he wishes his memorandum to be tsf.ken. But
l_:;ghn in V:o I:n ; Gl memorandum goes far beyond this, and that its tone throughout is that of a
it seems

prosecutor responsible for the truth of the statements he malkes and prepaved to prove them.”
secu .

ko i 71I.—The Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan states, with refere'uce to this charge,
h - 4 M Crole’s memorandum of 26th September 1885, re'ac?:ed him, he ha‘d not the
.at, uutl. v et had interested himself in the negotiations between his son and
sllghtest. Sonh t,h’a:b M(;- rnment have no doubt of the correctness of this statement, and conse-
the Zemindar. l‘he ov:.uct,ed on the suppositiou to the contrary, falls to the ground. The
quently the f“_b“c’ o Bb:)]st.al'ed up with suppositions, some of which are baseless within the
whole charge, md.eedils llency in Council, aud some the outcome of the painfully morbid
kuowledge of Hiis Lx{; . Orole’s memorandum and letter. Ivis sufficient to state that deci-
vauity which I"~3"""’des * s of 88 having been pa.ssed, L iudependenhly of the merits of the
sions which Mr: C’r,ole s'Peaw A right or wrong, the decisions of the collective Governmeunt,
mauters dealt with, wel’;,l Mr. Sullivan alone, 18 respousible for them, 'he censures passed
which, and not i .Hfm - te'on l;ad not the slightest counection with what he calls the * Rich-
on Mr. .C"’lez? a'd'_mmm:t:m time the tensures were passed, was absolutely unkuown to any.
mgs episode, thhf 3 b, Itisa matter of surprise to His Excellency in Counucil that nos
Member of the Gove;l n;lneve ;;ssumed the respousibility of taking affidavits from persous in the
°‘_’1-V _’h"“ld M. Cro eh : {here wWere ruiours of a hostile feeling towards himself on the part
d;sm-;&g; :;: bt;i;eoefff::: (:‘,o?rernmen"r but that he should have attached the slightest value to such
of a

essentially hearsay statements. :
B Goversissst iave not thought it necessary to go into the statements of

Mr. Crole t egarding the Hon’ble Mr. Stlllivau’s alleged favoritism iu.respect to B. S.t,r?nivasa-
§i Aiyangar; put His Excellency in Council desires to record his emphatic opinion that
,tll’x:Ze is nothing in those statements to justify Mr, Crole’s insinuation that the favour, if auy,
extended by the Hon’ble Me. Sullivan to that individual was due to any improper mobive.

12. His Txcellency the Governor in Council has given this p;a,iuful case his mc?sb :
careful consideration, and he bas come to the conclusion that Mr, Crole having voluntarily

1 more surprisin

e ————— -
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chosen to make such grave charges against the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan, and having failed so
conspicuously to justify his action, has been guilty of a most serious offence. It is a question,
indeed, whether an officer, with such strange ideas of what constitutes evidence, and who has
made such random statements, is a fit person for the very responsible post of Collector. It
would seem that an overweening estimate of his own merits, almost passing beyond the bounds
of sane reason, is at the botbom of what the Government can only characterise as a malignant
attempt to revenge himself upon the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan for a purely imaginary wrong.

13. The Right Hon’ble the Governor in Council would always rather take a kindly
view of the transgressions of an officer serving under him than not, and having regard to the
fact that Mr. Crole has recently had to be removed from the Madura District, at the request of
the Board of Revenue, for grossly insulting them under the impulse of the same vanity, which
has led him to attribute to the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan’s personal dislike the dissatisfaction of
the Government with his administration, he is inclined to think that a period of suspension
may, without too much compromising discipline, give Mr. Crole, who is a man of some ability,
and who may possibly still do useful work, an opportunity of reconsidering himself and of
retrieving his character.

14, Mr. Crole will accordingly be suspended for the period of one year from the
date of this order.
(True Extract.)

W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary.

A EEr Tl
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[Enclosure IL ]
MEMORANDUM

FOR

H. E. The Right Honorable The Governor.

O

As the result of a D. O. correspondence initiated by the Honorable Mr. Webster
(C. 8.) regarding the history and antecedeuts of Captain E. A. Cumpbell, I saw the Chief
Secretary at Ooty on the 209th ultimo. He suggested that a letter lately received from
Captain E. A. Campbell should be submitted for the perusal of His Excellency. I now send
it with the explanatory remark that Captain BE. A. Campbell was an ordinary acquaintance
of mine some 16 or 17 years ago, but that, as far as my memory Serves me, thisis the only
occasion on which he has addressed me in writing. I, certainly, have never written to him
within that period. He had no right therefore to consider that I was in any way restricted
as to the use to be made of his present communication, Very possibly he may have addressed
me as I have never failed to use the influence of my service and position for the purpose of
reprobating what appears to me to be flagrant breaches of the Civil Service covenant which
have of late years been becoming more and more an open scandal. I believe it to be destroy-
ing the just influence and usefulness of its Members, and to be a source of political danger by
encouraging agitation for organic change in the coustitution of the Service which would, in
the present state of the country, be premature and possibly disastrous. For if one-tenth part
of what one hears in ordinary conversation from persons apparently well informed be correct
regarding land-holding and land-jobbing transactions on the Nilghiri Hills and the “ bribery,
cheating and misrepresentations” which is stated to have characterized the proceedings of—
e.g. the Travauncore Land Co.—I say if one-tenth part of these things be true and were to
come out before a Commission, the s of the Civil Service in its preseunt form is sealed.
Althongh I hold these views I had no mind to assist Captain E. A. Campbell’s agitation. His
letter therefore received no reply. But from what I know of the man I believe that he will
go on with it. My opinion has all along been—I freely admit it—that every man who has
been connected with these things has infringed his covenant, and that outside pressure should
be anticipated by the compulsory retirement of all such. The demoralization and loss of tone
which have followed the growth of the commercial spirit in a Service from which it is strictly
excluded are known everywhere. The chge is past the treatment of concealmeunt.

Tu this comnection I now turn to a very serious incident which has been the subject
of repeated conference with the Chief Secretary, and of which it has been thought best to
apprise His Excellency in detail.

Towards the end of January 1884, a well-known Madura Vakil, Mr. R. Ramasub-
bayyar, B.A. and B.5L., of the High Court bar, bronght Mr. P, Koteisami Tevar, Rao Bahadur,
Zemindar of Pallayampatti, to me for the purpose of taking advice regarding the purchase of
the Richings Tea and Cinchona Estate at Ootacamuud, belonging to the Honorable Mr. H.
E. Saullivan. Mr. P. Koteisami Tevar will be remembered by His Excellency from his suc-
cessful management as Vice-President of the Madura L. F. Board, which has been cordially
acknowledged by Government on several occasions. He is nephew of the late Zemindar of
Ramunad, and, besides being a Zemindar himself, is owner of landed and house property in
various parts of the district. He is also reputed to be wealthy. Prior to his introduction to
ne on the occasion in question, I hiad seen him only once, when he paid me a ceremonial visit

at Ramnad.

Coa—o*




I asked him to let me see the papers. On looking them over, T found, besides
correspondence with Mr. J. F. Sullivan, a valuation by a Mr. Jeremiah Ryan, the landlord
of the residence leased by the Honorable Mr. H. E. Sullivan at Ooty. This paper showed
clearly that the proposal amounted to this :—The Zemindar purchaser to give Rs. 60,000, being
the full value of the estate, plus Rs. 65,000 as a gift to the vendor. I had, as I have snid;
no previous acquaintance with the Zemindar, who bad consulted me simply as the Collector of

the district.

I may state that I had also seen the Honorable H, E. Sallivan only three times in my
life, and then on business merely. I of conrse advised the Zemindar not to buy, and he wro‘:e
accordingly to Mr. J. F. Sullivan. A pressing invitation to purchase followed. Offers were
made to reduce the price, and a suggestion was thrown out that the Jaghirdar of Arnee might
be taken into partuership. The Zemindar, however, was firm and a marked coolness bet\véeu
the parties ensued. The whole tenor of these communications proves that Mr. J. F. Sallivan
was not the owner. He says for instance that if a liberal offer be made he will try and get
it accepted, or words to that effect, and 80 on. There is no doubt, I believe, that the Honorable
Mr. Sullivan was the original sole owner and planter of the property. His son, who had been
Acting Assistant Superintendent of Police in Ramnad, was compelled towards the latter part
of 1883 to leave the force as he was unable to pass the Departmensal Examination. This was
about the time when the holding of land by Civilians was attracting notice. His father there-
upon appears to have entered into some tr.nnsactiou with bim for the purpose of transferring
the Richings property to his- name. Of thlls I have no particulars, but certain it is that at the
beginning of 1884 all parties still recognized the Honorable H. E. Sullivan as virtual pro-
prietor.

Curiously enough, when, on my way to Ooty last month, I travelled from Coonoor
along with a gentleman who turned out to be My, Lee Kirby, a professional Estate valuator ;
he informed me that he had been engaged by the Honorable My, Sullivan to \:ulue the I{ichj
ings Estate for the purpose of placing it in the English market, He asserted that it would
be perfectly impossible to pub a higher estimate on it than Rs, 25 000 :
we came to a turn of the road and found the Honorable My, e
his carriage.

As he was speaking,
) * s. . . . .
Sullivan waiting his arrival with

I should lewe me?ntim‘led that dmﬁ:ng his stay at Ramunad, Mr, J. F. Sallivan had
struck up a warm friendship with the Zemindar whe subsequent\y spent a month at Ooty

lurine the Christmas of 1883, at his‘invitation, T b ey
s : 1. The solicitations to purchase the estate were

begun during that visit. Another pregnant fact is that in one of the letters the Zemindar is
urged to consult no one except Srinivasa Marti Ayyangar, This il;dividll;&‘ is an nll;l depend-
s P FiteOullinnn 2L M in question he was Deput C(Vne('tf)r on
special duty in the North Arcot District. When the Zemindar vohihed E'pd )Y\ ;ig ‘,‘-emm
from Ooty, this person was on the platform of the Railway Station, the 'uncti:)o fL f)l\li :ir'w To
my personal knowledge the Honorable Mr., Sullivan is in the hn},)it of] ersox? l(l)‘ :rr:I (; \(.mt of
his way to promote his interests. In Jmlua.ry 1885 during my :Lbsencz on | 1 y Dﬂ *)nm- yhew
of this man came to Madura the bearer of a cover uddresse?i to the Zemindm-ch “}’li“:(‘ lIL[ con-
tained an unsigned Tamil letter to the effect that he (Zemindar) had tr‘nqtcy:] to 1.119 wrong
person when he tried for an appointment in the Statutory Civil Service ft o .f‘wt o ],:;
had been an applicant and had shortly before been informed by (}ov(;rrxlnael;t tl;:nt the new
examination rules counld not be relaxed in his favour, Tt is also true, as His Excellency is
aware, that I had as Collector backed his application. s 23 g

It is perhaps a matter of comparatively minor detail, but it seems to give -further

broof, if that were wanting, of the extreme objections attending the holding of land by officinls
{hat from the time when I performed the disagreeable duty of advising t‘l:xe Zemindar not to
purchase the Richings Estate, the tome of the communications of Government in certain
to me completely changed. ~The Honorible Mr. Sullivan commenced 10

departments

5]
3]

wough fortunately the administration of the 10,000

denonnce me in my official capacity, altl
arge was 00 well known to His Excellency and

sqnare miles of territory entrusted to my ck
others to permit of these attacks having any effect.

Jut the state of my relations with that gentleman soon became known in the Madura

District as elsewhere,

dura took advantage of the knowledge that I had an
time, as His Excellency is aware, I had considerable
This fresh complication induced me to go

The ever-ready agitators of Ma
enemy in the Government and for some

diffienlty in managing a very troublesome district.

up to Madras in January 1883, and lay the whole of the facts as I knew them before the Chief

I have since heard that I
esponsibility in regard to the transactions under notice, I have

i what I know for the information of His
¢h has. been placed at my disposal by

Secretary of Government. was mistaken in supposing that I had by

this action divested myself of r
therefore with extreme repugnance now reporte

Excellency. The original correspondence referred to, whi

. the Zemindar, is at Madara. It will be submitted if required.

SHEMBAGANUR, 26¢h September. (Signed) C. S. CROLE.

Pupric. DEPARTMENT, 27th October 1885.

No. 2502.

From
THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT,
To :
C. S. CROLE, Esq, C.8,
Collector of Madura.
Sie, : ; |
3 The  Memorandum for H. E. the Governor”’ that accompanied your demi-official note

1885, addressed to Mr. Webster, having been considered in Council, as
on were informed in Mr. Webster’s note of the 7th October that it would be, I am directed,
2 acts from it, to call upon you to submit, with the least possi-

in reference to the subjoined extr . .
ble delay, a full and particular statement of t‘he facts and circumstances on which the allega-
tions therein made are based, and to substantiate the same.

1. (a) < Towards the end of January 1884, a well-known Madura Vakil, Mr. R.
aamasubbayyar, B.A. and B.L., of the High Court bar, brought to me

of the 26th September

P. Koteisami Tevar, Ruo Bahadur, Zemindar of Pallayampatti, for the pur-
pose of taking advice regarding the purchase of the ¢ Richings’ Tea and
Cinchona Estate at Ootacamund, belonging to the Honorable Mr. H. E.
Sullivan.’

(b) ‘I asked him (i.e. Koteisami Tevar) to let me see the papers. On looking
them over I found a valuation by a Mr. Jeremiah Ryan’

(¢) ‘The whole tenor of these communications proves that Mr, J. F. S. was
not the owuer of Richings.’

(d) ‘There is no doubt, I believe, that the Honorable Mr. S. was the original
sole owner and planter of the property.’

() “Certain it is that at the beginning of 1884 all parties recognised the Honor-
able Mr. 8. as still the virtual proprietor.’
You are to prove—
(1) that at the time stated, the Honorable Mr. Sullivan was the owner of
¢ Richings’ and

(2) that the valuation by Mr. Jeremiah Ryan alluded to in (b) was made.
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2. ‘Tomy certain k gi-s e
* B. Seenavasa Mumrii Ay- y certain knowledge the Honorable Mr. S is in

yangar. the habit of going out of hig way to promote the iuterests of this
Deputy Collector*.’

You are to substantiate this statement by instances.

3. ‘It is perhaps a matter of comparatively minor detail, but it seems to afford
further proof, if such were wanting, of the extreme objections attending the holding of land
by officials that from the time when I performed the disagreeable duty of advising ﬂ:e Zemin-
dar not to purchase the ¢ Richings’ Estate, the tone of the communications of G:vernment, to
me in certain departments completely changed. The Honorable Mr. S commenced to denounce
me in my official capacity. * * * The state of my official relations with the gentleman in
question soon became known in the Maduara District, as elsewhere. The ever-ready agitators
of Madura took advantage of the knowledge that I had an enemy in the Government, and for
some time, as is well known, I had considerable difficulty in managing a very troublesome
district: This fresh complication induced me to go up to Madras in January 1885, and lay the
whole 'of the facts, as I knew them, before the Chief Secretary to Government.’

You are to prove—

(1) that if the tone of the Government’s communications to you did change about the
" time you state, the change was due to the failure of the negotiations for
the sale of the ‘Richings’ Estate owing to your advice to the Zemindar
and not to the views taken by the Government on the merits of the ques:
tions dealt with;
(2) by instances, that the Honorabls Mr. Sullivan denounced you in your official
capacity ; X
(3) that you had an enemy in the Government, and that that enemy was the Honor-
able Mr. Sullivan ; 3
(4) that the existence of this enmity was known in the District of Madura, and that
the knowledge interfered with and obstructed your administration of thut
district.
1 have the houor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signed) W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary.

Pupric Deparryenr, 17th November 1885.
2502

No. 1

C. S. CROLE, Esq.,
Collector of Madura.
Sir,
’ I am directed to call your attention to my letter, No. 2502, dated 27th October 1885
on the subject of the charges preferred by you against the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, and tc;
juform you that the Government await your }'eply to the communication in question.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signded) W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary.

[Enclosure IIL]

N Dated 19th November 1885,
From
THE COLLECTOR OF MADURA,
To
THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
Siz,

Tu obedieuce to t'],e illStl‘llCt:iOlJS OE Governmenf: coutuiued n Yyour lehter U[ Lhe 27“1 z

October 1883, No. 2502, I have the houor to submit the detailed information therein required
in substantiation of the facts set forth in my Memorandum quoted.

9. Owing to the absence of any statement on the parb of the Honorable Mr. Sulli-
van, this letter will, in spite of every effort at condensation, be considerably more diffuse than
1 should have desired, or than the extremely simple character of the matter dealt with would

otherwise have called for.

3. It is nssumed that the general accuracy of the above paper is admitted with the
exception of :—
I. The Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s counection with the Richings Estate as
virtual owner after some date in 1883.

II. The existence of a valuation by Mr. J. Ryau.

1II. The Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s going out of his way to promote the interests
of Deputy Collector Srinavasa Murti Ayyangar.

1V. 'The alleged injury to public business in the Madura District owing to
the prejudice of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan against me, the Collector,
on account of my share in bringing about the failure of the negotiations
for the purchase by a Zemindar of the Richings property.

4. 'This being so, I shall restrict my reply entirely to these four points.

5. To begin with, I submit that it would have been impossible for me, consistently
with my duty to Government, to refrain from taking the first conveuient opportunity of,
apprising Government, throngh the Chief Secretary, of the very serious reflections to which the
conduct of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, as a Member of the Civil Service, had been subjected
by matters which had come under my official coguizance. I was by no meauns blind to the
gravity of such a step, and to the danger to myself personally which its adoption involved. I
therefore took every means opeu to me of checking the statements made to me by the Zemindar
wherever they happened to be unsupported by documeuts. Iun the result I was unable to
detect any reason for doubting his statements. They were therefore communicated to Govern-
ment, not as my own but in the light of information of which I had become the recipient in
good faith and in the performance of my public functions, aud which it was not within my
competence to withhold from Governmeut.

6. Idonoturge this with any thought of avoiding responsibility deliberately incurred,
but with the view of clearly indicating the position actually assumed by me. The necessity
for this will appear presently.

7. If Government will refer to my Memoraﬁduln it will be found that I nowhere
alluded to the connection of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan with the Richings Estate in 1884 as a
fuct within my own kuowledge, but only s the gist of representations made to me by the
Zewmindar and otherwise. The expressions used are quoted in your letter, and they fully bear

this out.
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8. Now the afidavits A and D bereto subjoined are unmistakeable. The Zemiudar
in A plaioly states that Le believed himself to be negotiating for the purchase of property
belonging to the Honorable Mr. Sullivan.- Agnin, Mr. J. F. Sullivan when making his second
offer; distinctly promised to try and get the reduced price accepted. By whom? I read this
communication on the day on which it was received. The Zemindar says it has been mislaid,
but promises t0 search for it at Ramnad. Again, in a letter from the same gentleman to the
Zemindar, dated 24th January 1884 (marked IV) the following passage occurs:—This pro-
“ perty was valued about two years ago ab 80,000, not that we were desirous of selling ; my
« father simply wished to know what the place was really worth.”

The only reasonable construction of these words is that in Jannary 1884 the Honora-
ble Mr. Saullivan remained in the same position in regard to the property as he occupied in

© 1982, except that in 1882 he was ““not desirous” of parting with it, whereas in 1884 he was

§ .o»mnxious to sell.

/ ’

9. Tt appears to be unnecessary to amplify proofs that I was justified in considering

the statements of the Zemindar regarding this point to be primd facie correct. The sol:s

- point for which T am responsible is the fuct reported to Government as indisputable that in

Jannary 1884 the Zemindar believed, and Mr. J. F. Sullivan believed, or, at all events, acted as if
he believed, that his father still remained virtual proprietor of Richings. ,

10. The Government order me fo prove that the Honorable Mr. Sullivan was then
the owner. I respectfully submit that it is not for me to establish a position which Ilnever
occupied. I have, however, colleeted the evidence immediately available in Madura. It will
be fonnd in affidavits marked A, © and D, and in the documents passim. But it is' alpable
that, in the event of the Honorable Me. Sullivan setting up a plea of having entirely giv:;ed
himself of all connection with the property on the date in « S e ¢
evidence of such an affirmative isssz.p : R o T ystolince

11. In order to permit of my making a satisfactory return to the mandate of G
ernment, the Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s case would first require to be elearly formulnbedo Lo
to the records of more than one office of Government would be required, all pa :'“cce“’;
accounts in any way relating to the estate would have to be called for e:ud a.pn Pe‘; o
witnesses residing in different parts of the Presidency would have to be exax;xined Ibuv:m?; 1?:
]i;a:?o: ;{f}: :.he limits of such an enquiry, and, at all events, it wounld be hopeless to attempt

12. Even during the limited enquiries which your letter under reply necessitated
new facts of a most compromising character have come to the surface which I have carefull :
excluded from this report which is confined strictly to the four corners of my Memora (;le pid

ndum.

13. I would partienlarly request theattention of Governmen
t to the s
by the Zemindar and Mr, O’ Shaughunessy (Eunclosures A and C) and by Mr IzstRa:e,,m,.ms oo
(Enclosure D) whose evidence forms almost conclusive proof of the trutl; o.E the s;:;hba’i:
eme

made by the two first named. Taken together, these affidavits place :
the ma
serious light than I had previously any idea of, tter in a far more

14. I do not for one moment wish to press any undue coneclusions from tl i
men’s affidavits. If trne, they form much more than a primd fucie case. Ti l'esetgm;, S
borne out by all Mr. J.P. Sullivan’s acts. Con it'be wondered that the pﬁrﬁ;‘“ hu:: rm,e ;:
common with the geueral public should, in face of the admitted oviginal ownershi :)E t,;,:c,\,:‘te
continue to look upon the Honorable Mr. Sullivan as still, under the ci'renimz.nce: th;
virtual proprietor. It is surely for him to prove, by such meuns as may be open ‘t.o hi:en ’thut
he Lad on the date referred to, in truth and in fuct, AR himf: 2P ’o i
connection with, or interest in, a property with whick his name had ok miked B &Yh’ e
i nstance entirely owing to his own voluntary aet. This'is not a case ‘of baseless or gratuitous
accusation. Tiio souyictm biet he reisgned Vi'l"‘u“'“}' the proprietor was not a mistake

9

monopolised by the Zemindar or other outsiders. It was curiously enough s}mred by his own
son who is now put forward as sole owner. The extent of this gon’s Tights is to be gathered
from his prefacing his negotiations by warning the Zemindar that nothing co!ﬂd be done with-
out communication with his father, and by passages in his letters which negative any possibility

of proprietary right as residing in him separately from his father. As might be expected, his

letters contain expressions which give a superﬁcial gloss to the idea of a transfer real and
tives this, while the affidavits flatly

complete, But the correspondence taken as a whole nega
contradict it.

15. Moreover, here we have a young man noto
Police Department, suddenly possessed of property whi '
rupees, Within a few weeks almost of his alleged acquisition fve find 'hmJ, not hard at work
in the care and development of his property, but concentrating his energies on clearing his feet

of it without delay. It might at first sight be thought not unnatural that a young man

should be anxious to realize the place and squander the money- But his acts will not bear such
the ownership of a valuable property, for

a construction. They are entirely inconsistent with i, : .
he is to remain as Manager of the purchaser on Rs. 300 a month. Failing to get this appoint-

ment, does he stick to his estate? No. He disappears after a y:ear, and he as good as tells

the Zemindar that in fact he bas no property, for he may emigrate to Canada or .h‘a may
settle down in England (Exhibit VI). On what? The estate was on tl']at date as little off
his hands as it was in the January previous, yeb he ecan go um.;y. It is no strain on these
facts to assume that the existence of the Richings Estate exercised no influence whatever

on Mr. J. F. Sullivan’s prospects or movements.

16. T have now done with this branch of the snbject—the- vital and really ouly
important portion to which all else is entirely subsidiary. It is submitted -tha.t the case is of
far more than p'rimé facie strength. As things stand ab present, t?xe'Zemmdar i U

the Honorable H. E. Sallivan. Mr. O’Shaughnessy

deny that he was dealing with any one save ;
as,eyrts that the latter gentleman continnes to own the estate, while Mr. R. Ramasubbayyar
deposes to purchasing its produce through the Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s agent in 1884.
Thiore is no means of disproving these things unless the Honorable H. E. Saullivan himself
comes forward to do so.

17. The next poiut is to prove i—
¢ That the valuation by Mr. Jeremiah Ryan alluded to in (b) was made.”

1 should say at once that T described the gentleman in question by the name under
which I have been in the habit of hearing him ealled. What the Zemindar no doubt did say
was ¢ Mr. Ryan, owner of the Cedars.” This, at all events, was the individual whom he
imagined had been employed, and whom, until a few days ago, he evidently quite sincerely
imagined he had paid for his services. If you will refer to my demi-official letter to

riously without means, a failure in the
ch he values at much over a lac of

Mr. Webster, you will see that T watned him that T was writing in the absence of the papers.
It is a positive fact, however, that the Zemindar told me that Mr. Ryan, the owner of the
¢ Cedars,” was the valuator employed. I find, however, that the signature under the so-called
valuation is “H. Val. Ryan” The Zemindar evidently never heard of kim hefore, and you
will see from his deposition (marked A) that this opens out ove of those incidents in this
transaction which, as I have said, are carefully excluded from the present report. Briefly, the
statement given by the Zemindar on this point resolves itself practically into a eharge of
¢ cheating.” It is understood that Mr. H. Vul. Ryan is a brother of the Mr. Ryan, that he is
a man of no position and of the slenderest means, and that his existence was never disclosed
to the Zemindar. This perhaps explains the unusual character of the so-called valuation, and
the following extraordinary passage in Mr. J. F. Sullivan’s Memo-
# Exhibit V1L randum* attached to it. It will be remembered that the valuator was

paid by the Zemindar,
« Of eourse, I could have asked Mr, Ryan to value the property at an enormous

figure, but this was nof my desire,” &e.
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18. It will be observed from a perusal of the valuation (III) that the valnator
makes himself responsibie for next-to-nothing. For aught that appears to the contrar
he might never have eveu seen the property, and the work he did might nearly equally w(j{
have been performed by any one with an elementary knowledge of arithmetic at the '\_m“
Pole. This explains Mr. J. F. Sullivan’s boast as to his power over ““ Mr. Ryan’s” ﬁgur;q :

19. I am next called on to substantiate by instances the statement that

¢“To my certain knowledge the Hon. Mr. Sullivan is in the habit of going ont of L
. . » g0

way to promote the interests of this Deputy Collector (B. Srinavasa Murti Ayyanuﬁ) . TR
et L

The official in. question is an old dependent of the Sullivan family. There ;
harm in this, and the facts appears to be admitted. % ey
20. In 1881-82, while he held the appointment of Guardian and Saperint 1
Devastanams, &c., in the Ramnad Estate under the Conrt of Wards, his COII(]l;(‘tpW’I. ]‘e"‘.'e"f' »
so unsatisfactory by Mr. Stokes, who was then Collector, that serious ste q‘ ; u{”“‘“"““
agninst him. The representations of the Manager and the Collector went befoll? t;ve”? e
Wards, of which the Hon. Mr. Sullivan was then 1st Member. The tenor 1(: t;e Co‘m‘t (;f
orders was not in support of the Collector’s views. When these thines were 0' = (/'0“” .
notorious that Mr, Sullivan was in correspondence with Srinavasa 1\;;1]'“ A NG w"‘s
before I took over charge of the district from Mr. Stokes, the Hon, My, S “_y’ya"gm' Ag’“f”
not even know by sight, introduced himself to me, and, alladine to .t,he 3 '” -
g correspondence* which

was then going on, as i
Ty o o g ]D »asked me in short to take his (Deputy Collector’s)
Bd.’s Procs., Nos. ;o 5-=7»  part, urging that he was deserving of support, and had not b fui I
4y @ A no een Ialrly

5441 2383 10977 , treated. I said I would see to it.

e 1L ] ey B oy

Site snod B8 m MadorsT formed an utire] ab on looking into the subject
$ ¢ ‘e oD - . o e

278 . 998 Y opposite opinion. Eventually, but

27182 © 4482 without auy interference on my part, the Court of Ward i
i ' i Vi : ards remov
him from its service (vide Board’s Proceedings, dated 22ud May lcw'Be;

— A “ O '-”

No. 1354). 'The Honorable Mr. Sullivan was not then a Mewmbey Government i
! rnment 18 aware that

Srinavasa Murti Ayyanoar
! 0PI B R Rl yyangar was eventually restoredt to his origi
+ Bd.’s Proes., No.g o5 Mis, position (‘I'shsildar) in the district, and was at original
r Siahs 2 al once promote
Temporary Deputy Collector in the Inam D 9 promoted to be
‘ . " i epartment, s it
which he continnes to hold. Duaring his incumbency of this lagtep “P})Oixltmp gy ent],' L position
= . en ke
ocenrred. I have not the authority of the officer concerned to give up hi e “"d instance
ment still considers it necessary, it must of course be do, o p s name, but, if Goveru-
: me. This is the D ,
ey e T eputy Collector
WllOlvn, after being v ‘u.ned not ““ to consult people who are ignorant of the busi I y” 0 (rc(m.m
dar is referred for assistance as ““old Srinavasa Murti is il 4 1115””"‘5“" the Zemin-
£ ale man to advise (hiun)

he is ignorant abount planting, but has a good hea . s of course
S & g 16 . : i 8
d for fignres” (Exhibit IV).

21. In the last place I am ca ~
s P : cwilled on to prove that the change of tone d :
communications of Government in certain departments was cansed by :he RS
e events narrated in the
)

Memorandam. Now this is a position which must, in tl

- = ; s e natur :
deduction rather than on direct evidence. The Madura Distri we of thir
Larle a1 n " r strie

peculmll.ly situnted. The sc?u of t,heyHoum'able Mr. Sullivan had been removed :
Mr. Harington, together with Mr. Kough, his guondam assi tant and R SEhRin,
- K5 ; fi0 v assistant and intimate
The hostility and insnbordination exhibited by these tw AR

1gs, depend on
b at the begitning of 1884 was

o officers, gl friend, remained.
b a E a

whom I have had to deal, was too warked to be consistent, wit] » Alone of all
ste rith any other ]

1e

they felt that they would be supported. The affidaviis B, I g

existence of a widespread feeling in the Madura District e ;her,e W', l'l: hjo

on the Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s part. I can positively assert that Idf{ ad feeling towards me
. : ; sse a

am nnable to avoid the conclusion confirmed by what reached me fron Tpt my own conusel. I

: 1 time to time thut these

e two officers. T shall pnss over Mr.

al hostiiiry to hi
; y to him canr ;
sbé simple reason that throngh the exercise of oy s annot be imputed to me, for

others with

ory than that
subjoined, prove the

yumours obtained currency through the mediam of thes
Harington’s case with the remark that person

alone did he obtain a bonus of

Re. 3.000 when his connection with the Local Fund Boarg was termi 1 i
as terminated owing to his old
g to his

 wcads

-

e ey

. > . 1 1 " > % a

age and incapacity. In regard to Mr, Kongh it will be remembered that Government deemed
it adyvisable to transfer him to Iirode, and that he was permitted to remain here purely from
considerations of merey.

99  Now in connection with this, I am called on to prove four things which are,

o H. B. The Governor I described this branch of

however, really one. In my Memorandum to
I did so advisedly. The danger

the subject as a matter of Cump:u':\Live]y minor detail.
It had ceased to be personnl. But I deemed it my duty to

alluded to had been warded off.
especinlly as I felt that I could then do

mention it for the reason given in the Memorandum,

so with propriety and without suspicion of any ulterior object apart from the ground set forth.

93. This was in the public interests. The iutroduction of the personal element into

the conduct of public affairs is the great defect in [ndian administration. The holding of
land and trading on its produce on the part of Civilians is just oue of those things most likely
to increase the tendency in respect of their official relations with their brethren in ‘the.

It wounld be hard indeed to imagine the possibility of the

devenue branch of the Service.
acts of a Collector receiving dispassionate treatment at the hands of a Member of the Govern-

ment whose private interests hiad grievously suffered in the performance of that Collector’s

public functions.

94, The first is—“That if the tone of the Government’s communications to yon did
« change abont the time yon state, the change was due to the failure of the negotiations for the
« sale of the Richings Estate owing to your advice ta the Zemindar aud unot to the views taken

“ by the Government on the merits of the questions dealt with.”

Now as to this, T have the honor to sabmit that a District officer soon finds a change
in tone, and the intelligence of his subordinates as well as of the public in a district like
Madura, and is not a whit less sensitive in appreciating want of confidence on the part of Goveru-
ment, evidenced not only by the overt deliverances of ‘“orders,” but by the omission of those
generous expressions of approval which are never denied to hard work if nothing is wron g
I felt that something had gone wrong, and the Railway having broken down, so as to preveut
Madras during the Christmas holidays of 1884-85, I took three weeks’ privilege
| its restoration, and plainly stated my saspicions to the Chief Secretary.

Now, it is suggestive that in a note* written to me just before I left

for Madras, the latter uses the following words regarding my pro-

my visiting
leave immediately o1

# 31st December 1584.
posed visit :—

¢« T am glad to hear you propose visiting head-quarters for a few days.”

95. It was not denied that the suspicions I entertained were well fonnded, T was
so thoroughly convinced that, owing to the personal feeling against me, for which it was nbso-
lutely impossible that there conld be any other cause than the one assigned, I was doing more
harm than good in Madura, that T asked leave to rvesign the Revenue branch of the Service.
In elucidation I gave the Chief Secretary an account of the Richings Estate transaction with
which he was so impressed that he ordered me to go to Mr. Stokes, the Revenue Secretary, to
« put him on his guard.” I also went to see the Honorable Mr. Sullivan at the Chief Secre-
tary’s instance. I shall deal with this latter iuterview lower down, and shall here content
myself with stating that Me. Sullivan’s attitude to me was a mixture of studied insult and
concentrated animosity. To return to the communications of Government during the 12
months preceding this interview, I shall confine myself to five instances, and they happen to
be some of those quoted to the Chief Secretary. :

D. 0. from the Secretary to 26. The first symptom was my being called on to reporb
the Board of Levenue, dated throngh the Board of Reveuue as to the truth of a malicious libel
9th May 1884 written in broken English which appeared in the Mail.

97. Then followed the insubordinate conduct of Mr. Harington, the L. F. Engineer,

a cousin of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, who, without a shadow of right or propriety, appealed
: arvity of his con-

aguiust an order made by me in regard to a claim for leave. The gross irregal

a
o

g =¥
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duact was pointed out to Governmfmt.' I brought t.o atiea bl e hnd reqiited ammeritod kinid
# 18th September 1884, No. n:fss mtll: mexcusab.]e ingratitude, and that he had aggravated his
2213, Financial. , G y suppressing a paper which would have negatived his in-
snbordinate appeal. The order* ran as follows :—
“ Into the qnestion of Mr. Harington’s privilege leave the Government have no desire
“ to enter further than to observe that, as required by the President, 1 :
= ; v > ; : ent, he should have sent in a
medical certificate. :

This was, it is submitted, under such circumstances, a greater reflection on me than

open censure.

‘ 98. Thereafter the district entered ou a period of organized turmoil and agitation
which lasted several months, and to which the records of Government bear testir s
part taken by Mr. Sullivan’s relative above mentioned and by Mr. Kougl :{s ll‘:on.y. e
Collector, a former Assistant and friend of Mr. Sullivan, was pnbli; % Z]; leA hig S

DY
even Wwas st:.arhed for the avowed purpose of vilifying the Collector panr:l 'tyb "e‘“‘P’fPe"
when the agitation died out. ; o TP ok
929. Now one of the most active of the b

ol . and of agitators who tl # 3

activity, was the Rev. Mr. Chester of the American Mission ut Diudigu;o 't g:x‘ ;I:"““‘n "'”0
. e oceasion

_ Governmeut called upon me to report on a private letter, as he called it, nddressed by him t
] y mim 1o

the Acting ‘Secretary of the Board of Rev f
: enue. The many reckl
statements regarding illegal exactions aud other irregularities in res;:?;t :': (:h :lg'mgl‘essll yv:n:se
Dindign ater

- Project which it contained were ecli i

3 3 psed by the diabolical a i

Government, dated 22ud Aungusb 1884, to the effect that I had m:ilt:zg v:?;?t:olt:" e t:
ing papers

a Municipal Election in Dindigul. The individual i i

declined to substantiate any of his statements. I de:r:'c;lg::::::lu’t;:eisw: I'In' nll_‘y # M.r. Koug?u,

my letters to Government, dated 5th September and 27th October 18;{u s’jlfy wollic)c > w“":s g

_ter’s conduct was not only not reprobated, bnt Government hay 2 ve B:Vd' = (Jh?s.

of the refutation of the false charges which I submitted. I beg par:c::livre:t:;xt?:n :lf]}(';‘t o
overn-

ment to G. O’s, dated 8th October and 6th November 1884, Nos, 2393 and 2565. Thi i
4 . - . 1s again’

meaut a dseof.eat Af;:it’h% SOIE::::ér x:- g:;::?’: b:fulieas: took it for eucouragement.
Branch Minor Dispeusariés. In pursnance of his n e S L o o R e
. s, : ew (1884) attitude, he went up to the Govern-
ment direct about everything. In regard to one of these complaints Government KA
order directing me invariably to consult Dr. Chester when making postings to ,m‘,li fs.eut. e
Dispensaries. This was accompanied by a D. O. (18th December 1884) censurin l:‘°'“ m;"Ol‘
in having misrepresented to Government a fact of which I conld not be ignomﬁ\t i::;“ e
have known it from a certain paper which Government said they had sent to ma’. A “:‘"817
D. O. letter contains a still nnwithdrawn reflection on my veracity, I reproduce t:he : mt‘
which runs as follows :— It is morveover clear from Dr. Chester’s letter which was seubp ::ﬂfge
 report, thab such inconvenience (i.e. to Loecal Fund administration which I had allegeyd) l.:(;
« no existence, but that on the contrary it was to Dr. Chester that the greatest possible incon-
« yenience was caused,” &e. In my office letter, No. 1, dated 10th January 18835, I brought to
the notice of Government that I had been in the habit of invariably eonsulting Dr. C.f,e,u_,,:
while in a D. O. of the same dute I pointed ount that I was not amennble

about appointments,
as the letter which formed the pivot of my supposed wrong-doing

to the censure passed on me,
had never been sent to me by
tions remain ananswered to-this day,

Government, as was incorrectly stated. Both these communicn-
and the stigma attaching to me on account of the mistake

remains anwithdrawn,

31. Lastly, it was perfectly anavoidable - that I shonld be plain in criticising -

Dr. Chester’s conduct in reports specially called for by Government. I musé be remembered that
I never once tronbled Government voluntarily regarding these Dindigut diffieulties. At the‘
same time [ was bound to use no uncertain langnage in repelling andacionsly false acensations
against others as well as myself. Nothing was further from my mind and my acts also than to

take any side. My public ufterances commiunicated to Government, and para. 13 of my letter

sy

" Chief Secretary. When I

-
/

1884, abnndnnt.ly.prove this. Yet to my inexpressible
pain and disappointment I was twice censured for not holding the scales evenly (vide D. O’s
from Chief Secretary, 14th October and 18th December 1884), the fact being that I mere.ly
condemned wrong-doing and impropriety when called upon by Government for report on

statements which evidently appenred to them
respect, that if during that process Dr. Chester’s scale kicked the beam, the fanlt should not

be Inid at the door of the officer to whom the disagreenble task bad been assigned.

to Government of the 5th September

32. I have taken these examples as they remain in my mind, as some of those

-

bronght to the notice of the Clhief Secretary in evidence of the prejudice against me in the
o Honorable Mr. Sallivan. Taken together with other facts to be
cited in proving 2, 3 and 4, I claim to have had reason on my side in connecting the first censure,

ever passed on me in 21 years’ service with the Richings epi80d6~ If uot, to what else.could it
be due? For it must be remembered that in not a single instance has my administration been

canght tripping. I have invariably vindicated it agains

ns I have shown, tacit]
Madura District for three years It

districts of the Madras Presidency, 2 é
WA S departme"ts not less important. No private motive, other than that alluded
nceship can hardly be said to have

to, can be alleged, for even ‘the most ordinary acquaiuta
existed between us. 1 submit then thab the views taken by the Member in charge in the

instances cited were iudependenb of the merits of the ma
gher in my policy or management. The prejudice in such particular case

doubt Wil§—UNCONSCIONs, but it did andoubtedly exist. 1firmly believe that
time placed the administration of this district and my own professional
copardy from which they were rescued solely by the fairness and

departments portfolioed by th

f at,bn_ck with a success which has been,
y admitted, and it has been the cause of just pride to me that the
inning has stood in Revenne matters at the head of the

while it is similarly conspicuons for success and advance-

tters dealt with, for there was no

change whatever el
may have been—"0
its existence abt one
reputation in extreme )
Sirmness of H. E. the Governot.

33 .21 am next ¢ to prove by insta

. . ] b2l
“me in my official capncitye

neces that the Honorable Mr, Sullivan denounced

1 do not propose to rake up what has been told me. I shall simply revert to what

ocenrred daring my interview with him in Jannary last, and whi
entered the room lie did not even rise, and almost at once burst out

mismanagement of the Madura District. It mnst
should have collected the very subjects which I
had mentioned to the Chief Secretary as evid«fnc‘iug a bias against me which \'vns threatening
to render it worse thun aseless for me to remain m‘Mad.m'a.. 1 remember, amidst much more,
that he said :—* Do you know, Sir, ghat your district gives more tronble than the whole of the

the Presidency put together. T conld not even go to Cal-

into invectives against whant he ealled my
have been more than # coincidence that he

« pest of
The italics are mine. ¢ outtn the other day withont hearing of something against you.
3 ‘. ; : W . . % - 2
«The Viceroy’s Private Secretory asked me who is this man Crole about whom we receive s0

1 found that ab that moment a pebitiou againsb you was on the Private
» and much more fo the same effect accompanied by considerable violence
he table and waving of the right arm. I could easily see by his demean-
te theme, and that what I had gathered regarding- the Honorable
¢ me was perfectly correct. At all events there is mo doubt

“many complaints.
“ Sueretary’s table,
of tone, thumping of ¢
our that this was fuvori
Mr. Sullivan’s denunciations ©
about the occasion above described.

There can be equally
Moveover I have the very best authority for stat

allivan above quoted was in no way shared by his colleagues.

small hesitation in pronouncing on the essentinlly personal
prejndice exhibited.” ing that the opinion of
the Honorable Mr. S
34, (3) Iam to prove :—
& Phat yon had an enemy

“ple My, Sullivan.”

in the Government, and that that enemy was the Honora-

Tkl L -:'_-:, ’

to require clear elucidation. I submit, with all

ch was ab once reported to the -
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From what has been stated above, I should think there can be no doubt al i
this statement is strietly accurate. - Folph
35. (4) Lastly T am to prove:—“That the existence of this enmity was known i
¢ the district of Madura, and that the knowledge interfered with and obstrncte'd your ad i
“ tration of that district.” S
In addition to what has been set forth in paras, 21 to 30 supra, I have the |
merely to ask Government to peruse the affidavits marked B, D, E and F. "Their , I“.m')r
capable of being multiplied indefinitely. Every one seems to have beeu a\vnru‘ of ll“lm )f‘)" 4
but I have hesitated to excite curiosity by taking the evidence of persous in whose s S
am unable to rely with confidence. e
36. My task wounld have been much simplified had 1 oinitted allusion t ] i
effect on district administration which, albeit subsidiary and of minor im‘mrt “- e
main incident narrated in my Memorandum of the 26th September 1885 ‘Vt‘l“h l::::le t: o
. o T i ’ R
time, to completely disorganising one of the largest and most important distrihct; in ;;::

Madras Presidency. But T felt that in the pablic interest i
: >80 16 was not open to me to p
pass over

1X), I laid before His Excellency the other objectionable features of :;:'z]:])‘;‘\;:”l”“‘f \IVI“ st
= O1C ng O

this phase of the case when, with the knowledge of the Chief Secret
the spread of a commercial spirit among certain of the officers of G : ordrin
- v overnment placed under
I Lave the honor, &e.,
(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,

— Collector,
o 1. Mapura Corrkcror’s Orrioe
From 20th November 1885, ,
THE COLLECTOR OF MADURA,
To
g THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO THE Govr sl
Sir, ; Ii GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

I have the hionor to enclose pos 7
se post copy of telegram despatched to you this d

r 2502 - v -
reply to your letter, No. —'10;, dated 17th November 1885 ay m
» 2,

2. I have also the honor to request yon to be
Secretary” in para. 36 of my report, No. A, dated l‘)Lh‘
and IX).” The necessary correction has been
referred to are enclosed,

.g'oud enough to insert after “(Chief
ok nstant, the words “ (Exhibits VIII
ade 1u the copy in this office. The Exhibits

I have, &e.,
(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
e L Collector.
List of Exhibits.
I. Memorandnm from Mr. J. F. Sullivan q
annnal net income from Richings Estate at Rs. 42 000’.

Sy

ated Sth Junnary 1884, sl;owiu«r the
gt

II. Rough Memorandum adverting to Richines It
g rs. Estate b :

7th January 1884 ) gs Lstate from Mr.

III. Valunation of the Richings Estate by Mr. Ryan

IV. Letter from Mr. J. F. Sullivan, dated 24tk J. : _ogay
of his property. i h Junnary 1884, forw

V. Letter from Mr. P. Koteisami

inability to purchase the property.

VI. Letter from Mr. J. F. Sullivan, dated 4th Januar »
of his estate. : tdanuary 1885, regarding the progress

VII. Note by Mr. J. F. Sullivan, forwarding Ny
by Mr. Ryan. gind expluining the above Memeorandum

vIiI. D. O. from Mr. Webster, dated 20tk Aungust 1885
o < .
IX. D. O. from Mr, Crole, dated 31st August 1835

J.F. Sll“ivnll, dated

arding the valuation

evar, duted 2nd February 1884 expressing his

(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
Collector.
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EXHIBIT I.

(Memorandum.)

From Sth January 1884.

J. F. SULLIVAN, Esq.,
Richings Lodge, Ootacamund,
To
P. KOTEISAMI TEVAR,
The Palace, Ramnad.

4,840 sq. yards = 1 acre. .
Cinchona planted at 3 feet apart would give 4,840 trees per acre. Allowing for

failores, say 4,500 trees to an acre. )
Fach tree when matured is estimated to yield at least 1 1b. dry bark., This would give

2,250 lbs. dry bark to the acre.

Supposing the price of bark to fall to half rupee per 1b., then 2,250 lbs. at half
rupee per lb., wonld give a gross return of Rs. 1,125 per acre—say that only 50 acres are
planted with Cinchona—when all the trees have come to maturiby these 50 acres shonld give an
annual return of Rs. 56,250, from which deduct expenditure ab 25 per cent, = 14,050, the net

income will be Rs. 42,200.
The above is calenlated on bark as low as half rupee per 1b. At the last sales of bark
in December 1883, when, owing to the overstocked market, the prices were lower than they ever

have been, it fetched from Re. 1 to Rs. 1-12-0 per lb.
(Sigued) J. F. SULLIVAN.

EXHIBIT II
Rough Memorandum adverting to Richings Estate Lovedale, Ootacamund, January Tth, 1384.

The original extent of the estate was 75 acres, and the addition of adjacent plots
granted to me under the Settlement rules will bring up the area to about 105 acres, say 100
acres. Considering that at least three-quarter of the extent is planted with Tea and Cinchona, the
former yielding a good crop annually and the latter just coming on for barking, that there is a
small forest of well-grown Eucalyptus (i.e. Blne-gum trees) and Accacias on the property, that
a perennial stream of water traverses the whole length of the estate; considering also its
position within the Municipal limits of Ootacamund, that it is accessible on all sides by good
roads, it has on it a substantially-built cottage and offices, cooly lines, Cinchona drying house,
and a saw-mill driven by water-power, also a Tea house furnished. I enclose a Memorandum
which shows at the lowest computation that when all the 50 acres planted with Cinchona come
to maturity, there will be a net income of Rs. 42,000, being a return of more than 50 per cent.
on the outlay from this portion of the estate alone; the l'ea and trees should bring in at least
another Rs. 1,500. The property being situated so near Ootacamund will increase in value
and will always be saleable. The estate is well provided with bridle-paths, gates, tools of all
kinds, writer’s house, cooly lines, about 2 or 3 lakhs Cinchona seedlings fit for sale or planting
this year, 3 pairs bullocks, 8 carts, roller about 10 feet long, English plough and harrows,
chaff-cutter turned by hand or water-power. There is a portion of land which can be utilised
for growing all kinds of English crops, roughly about 10 acres in extent.

I can’t think of anything more now to tell you just now, but shall be happy to give
further particulars on hearing from you.

EXHIBIT IIL y
Valuation of the Richings Hstate sttuated at Ootacamund.
ik
b __ Statement of Cinchona Condaminia planted on the Richings Estate as per particulars
supplied by Mr. J. F. Sullivan :— :

5 acres planted 3" x 8'—1} year old 22,200 plants.
16§ 7] 2 3 x 3'—2 2 79,860 ¥
3% 5 » 4 x 4—3 » 9,551 4

” sy 8 %X 3—4 13 9,680 . ,,
9% bR » 5’ X 5'-—5 ’T) ven 16,883 ET)
36% acres. 138,174 ,,

—

Cinchona in 20 acres of Tea planted 3 x 3'—1 to 2 years old... 96,800 ,,

Total number of Cinchonas ... 234,974

P
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Accepting the nbove as correct; and dedueting 10

per cent, for failures in the fields

entirely planted with Cinchona and 15 per cent. from Cinchonas planted among the Tea, the

statement stands thus :— ,
5 acres planted 3’ X 8'—14 year old
37

161 ; x 8'—2 2
R e
2 3 x 3'—4 5

2 ER

2
: K e
93 , 3 DX 55 ¥

Cinchona in Tea planted 3' X 3'—1 to 2 years old...
Total number of Cinchonas

c

20,000 plants.

72,000
8,500 ,,
8,500

15,000 ,

124,000 ,,

83,000

207,000  ,,

Probable produce of the above, caleulated at 4 1b. of dry bark per tree and 8 annas

per Ib., the annual income may be put down as :—

2,1} &1 [Total No. of | '.
Plants, l 5 Years | 4 Years | 8 Years | 2 Yle é‘ ¢ Yza.r 1lbcs):'&of I;)m?k SRf&t:nf;: Rs. |As| P
new. old. old. old. old. old: S o] e l :
| e o e
1885 | 7,500 | ... o 7,500 | 3750 0|0
1886 | 7,500 | 4250 | ... 1,760 | ... | 587500
1887 | 7,500 | 4,250 | 4250 | .. 16,000 | .. | 8000 00
1888 | 7.500 | 4250 | 4,250 | 36,000 | ... 52,000 | ... 26,000 0 |0
1889 | 7.500 | 4,250 | 4,250 | 86,000 | 51,500 | 108,500 | ... 151.750| 0
| “ i_
37,500 | 17,000 | 12,700 | 72,000 | 51,500 | 190,750 | ... |95 375‘} 0olo
D

Mr. J. Sullivan states that he has 20 acres of Tea and makes*
which he sells at Re. 1 per 1b., the income thus would be as follows :xff o i gk g

| [

No. of lbs. Rate at
of Tea. |1 Re. Rs. As.| P.
1885 2,000 2,000 0| 0
1886 2,000 2,000 0| 0
1887 2,000 2000| o 0
1888 2,000 | 2000 0ol 0
1889 2,000 | 2,000 0| ©
10,000 | 10,000 O_I 0

| | |
E

Blue-gum and other trees.—Mr Sullivan says 1 ‘ 57
: 8. alliv ys he has counted 8,578 i
ronghly 50 feet high ; these I have no hesitation at estimating at one 1"upee' ptgfa:,‘:;no%

Rs. 8,578.

This amount counld be realized at once if necessary.

F

The up-keep of the Estate I estimate would cost :—

. | Up-keep of | Up-keep of | \
:' Cinchona, pTen.pO ‘llotal Up-keep,

\ \
| Rs. |AP| Rs. [AP/ Rs. [alp.

1885 | 2,800 | 0/ 0 1,600 | 0| 0 3¢

1885 | 2580 | 00| 1600 | 0| o 4180 |0/ g
1887 | 2.850 | 0l 0 1,600 | 0] 0 4450 | 0 0
1888 | 5050 [0 0 1,600!0 0 6650 | 0 0
1889 | 8850 | 0/ 0] 1,600 | 0 0 9,950 10/ 0
21,130 | 0/ 0| 8,000 | 0 (»\ 29,130 0‘-3

._______———“-"_-‘7‘—_'-' —_—

“ Richings” Estate as from 1sb

Statement showing the prob

86

87

88

g9

11

G

able position of a purchaser giving 65,000 rupees for the

January 1885 :—

Rs. |A|P| Rs. AP
Parchase-money as if paid on 1st January 1885 ... o | 69;000-1.0 O
Tuterest on above at 8 per cent. from 1st January to 31st
o 5 ..| 5,200.|0 0
December 1885 .. s :
3,900 | 0] 0
Up-keep of Hstate, F i
Approximate interest on above 150 | 0] 0
& 74,250 | 0| 0
To realize in 18856—
2,000 Blue-gums at one rupee per tree, B. ... 3,290 0 g
7 500 1bs. of Cinchona Bark at 8 annas per 1b., C 2’088 8 s
’ \ Re. per lb., D .. ’
2,000 1bs. of Tea at 1 Re. per b 0
66,500 | 0| 0
66,500 | 0 0 e
Interest on 66,500 at 8 per cent. for (;,he year ... ses i,?gg 8 g
Up-keep of the Estate for the year, F ,160 oo
Appl‘oximate interest on above 26,160 | 0| 0
lize in 1886—
To lc:_),e:(t(;O Blue-gnms ab 1 Re. per tree, ;e g,ggg 8 (O)
11750 1bs. of Bark at 8 As. per blb.,D g giad
2,000 Ibs. of Tea at 1 Re. per 1., 0,875 | o0
66,285 | 0 0
66,285 | 0] O
Interest on Rs. 66,285 at 8 per cent. for the year Z,igg 8 g
Up-keep of the Fstate, F L ’170 ol 0
Approximate interest on abo —| 76,207 | 0} 0
oaliza in 1887
® lgezl(;geﬁ?ue.gums at 1 Re. per tree, Wa sy s 223’883 8 8
131000 Ibs. of Bark st 8 As: Per Ib., O il B T 6
2,000 1bs. of Tea at 1 e. per 20, ——|—| 12,000 | 0] O
64,207 | 0 0
64,207 | 0| O
Interest on 64,207 at 8 per ceub. for the year 2’}523 8 8
Up-keep of t;l!e Estate, . ,260 ol 0
Approximate interest on above 2 e R TR ]
v vealiné in 1888 :
v ]fzefggeé{:xé-gums ot 1 Re. per tree, B ... 2,578 | 0] 0
52.000 1bs. of Bark at 8 nﬁs' pex’l.blb.l,_)C... 22’883 g 8
f Tea at 1 Re. per 1b., g
| ity —| 30,578 | 0 0
45,675 | 0] O
45,675 | 0| O
Interest on 45,675 at 8 per cent. for the year ... 3,654 | 0] O
Up-keep of the Hstate, F g . 9’338 g 8
0X1 interest on above
ApplOXlluute intere i |0 A
' vealize in 1889— £
101,()(,;‘:';‘(7)() Ibs. of Bark at 8 As. per Yo Cane 51,750 | 0| 0
5,000 1bs. of Tea at 1 Re. per Ib., D "1 2,000 | of o
’ ' cre—tit] . 8, 75055010
Sl = |
Debb... 5,929 | 0| 0
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: H
Statement showing the probable position of Estate in 1800 and
: and 1891 :—

90 | Interest on 5,929 a g S e
,929 at 8 :
Up-keep g the Estate,p(]air cefb. for‘the year RZ% ¥ AO.:[’(3 ' Rs. |A|P.
Approximate interest on above © .. 9,950 | 0| ¢
Dr. brought forward ¥ ’400 0l (())
To realize in 1890— ; . < 0) Ol
12036‘38)0 Ibs. of Bark at 8 As. per Ib., ¢ —| 16,753 | 0] 0
;000 Ibs. of Tea at 1 Re. per Ib., D wen | 81,750 0{ 0
Z 2,000 [ 0| 0
9171 Up-keep of the Bstate . ... ... Cr... | 53,750 | 0 0
Approximate interest on above 9'650 O 0’ 36,997 | of 0
To] Bealize in 1891— e OJ!
3,500 lbs. of Bark at 8 10,350 ‘
. ; As. e,] | )99 00
2,000 lbs. of Tea at 1 Re. per ll)b.l yiionor ool 91,750 | 0 Ol
s “¥s 5, 2’ |
,000 | 0 0
SDNE Cr... | 53,750 | 0] 0
. “en veelsen 43,400 O 0

With these fact
] o s before me I val o
rz;‘;g :}lletzollkmg expenditure high, theapg(?dt;lceemchl
1 Rs. per 1b. I have only taken it a&zu

The annexed st
0 't' atemellb G bas
sllslt}::nl(s)i 331:?“1':!};;81381'8? thIe 821(11 of the yzgr (i[ésgmw?b"."e calenlation, g
all thi : - in the year 189 » Who invests Rs, 65
gnnuall?ngs going on well) a profit of Rs. 360*.’}917(”11“5l’.“;e the owvn: i
come of Rs. 43,800 as per statement H. Sudin. the year 1815.)10:.

The Richin s o

: gs Estate being int

collecting manure and selling hhegtiu Srﬂected by Governme

!und, wtpch might at once be plant dl er oﬁ_ the estate, Tlm roads, possesses advanta {

income in 10 years hence. Th Planted up with Bjye. iere are about 25 acp ges in

it does at pr: : e Tea, if manureq gums, which ) acres of waste
present. I was glad to ob and workeq up shoulzould bring in g further

3

ngs Estate a 5
d B ot at Rs. 65,000. I have
8 As. pe(:- ltl‘)}.'e bark low

calen-
; the bark ought to

hows the probable
00 on the estate, say
the estate will have
nd following years an

-~

Clgchona,. Serve that the late heavy  frost hziive bettler iy
OTACAMUND, scarcely touched the
22nd J ' 4 } :
e et (Sigued) H. VAL, RYAN
;: 3 \\\- » = .
| 3 EXHIBIT 1v.

Ricnings Lobag
)

My Dear Korersax:
| : 24th J(muury 1884,

L I am sending to-
perty as requested by you.g i

IF there is any item you d

who are ignorant of t i Ao i B

o tro%ble oot hk;:l .bnflg)isséto: you may be misled’”:‘:' E"fi:;fk me; don’t eongylg

years ago at 80,000, not that wg w 8 n:lenf.lon before, that this po o valaed thiseofp]e

what the place was really worth, I mmention Wity o iokitg ) m Fmpert.y ply wished B

hatthe plce was aly o 1 mention this to point &ry. 1’;1 cnthhler Simply wished o “kb two

o e your favour, "o, Sy or to'lﬂorr(o)w'[hw}'{l{afu has ouly valuer:](’::

1l Iorward the huntiy

1

I should think old Sreenivasa M
£ urthy i ‘
rant about planting, but he has a good heag }grlza safo man to advise You ;
make me an offer at your earliest convenience o - . 1. Will ask yoq ¢

: . 3 : y ce, as 9 L T b {
mennviil, s E o 1k 6 ot oo b oy O 8 Parily s o0 0
r ; 1 the

yours before long. Make a liberal off 2
offer and the property shall b°' no the property will become

ing to hear from you for some days ;
y8 ; Why have you beer, 80 sileu: yours. I have been expect-

Hoping you are well,
Yours very sincerely,
(Signed) JOHN F. SULLIVAN

by post, ung i
er registered cover
» the valuatio
n of my pro-

of conrse he js igno-

L
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EXHIBIT V. .

Mapura,
2nd February 1884.-

My peAr SIE,
Your kind letter of 24th nltimo
Me. Ryan sent under a vegistered cover dated
under infinite obligation to you for all your trouble
specinlly bearing in mind that 1
25,000, 18 10 doubt a very reasonableone, batd
must plainly say that it is far beyond my means. You say in your letter of the 7th ultimo that
« if the amount demanded is more than youean pay up at once, we could come to some agree-
« ment, snch as half the amount down and the balance in a specified time, as I know from
¢ experience you are a good man for paying up.” Itis really very good of you to say s0 of me.
But should I get into some contract with you now and find myself unable to fulfil the terms
mentioned therein by-and-bye, I shall not only have to disappoint you, but also find myself in
difficulties, which 1 am sure you will not for a moment like.
« offer and the property shall be yours.” How could I possibly venture to do it when I am
quite new to the business, as you are very well aware of, and with so limited a means as L
have in hand. You know very well that I tried my best to get some 1'e§pectable planters, bub
unfortunately didn’t sncceed in my attempts. Oh how very happy should I be if I only bought
it up. I wish I had the money. In conclusion, coufident though I am of the minimum profit
which your estate is sure to yield a few years hence, I am obliged to tell you, very much
against my wish and to my deep regret, that I resign the idea of buying your most valuable

and the valuation of the * Richingé Estate” by
99ud Janunary 1884, reached me all safe. Iam
and acting very conscientiously and to my
interest during iy absence, am quite ignorant of the business.
The price yon demand for the estate, wiz. Rs. 1,

property. .
Yours very sincerely,

(Signed) P. KOTEISAMI TEVAR.

As T don’t wish that you should be put to any loss on my account, T send you enclosed

67-8-0, Rs. 50 of which to be paid to Mr. Ryan for

herein currency notes of the value of Rs.
for pony-

valuing the property, as mentioned in one of your letters, and the balance to ......
Lire. Iam very sorry to have given you so much trouble, but couldn’t help it. I hope you will

not in any way be displeased with me.
With many salams,
I am,
Yours very sincerely,

(Signed) -P. KOTEISAMI TEVAR.

EXHIBIT VI

Ricmings Lobge, -
QOTACAMUND,
SunpAY, 4th January 1885.

My pear KorBISAMI,
1 have to thank yon & gre

season ; secondly, your telegram; thirdly, your letter;
kind Christmas and New Year wishes ; words can’t express my gratitude in short for y

kind cousiderations, I trust with all my heart that this and many years to come will bring
you every happiness and prosperity. ¥
My parents have proceeded to visit the new Viceroy and
in Northern India. I dow’t think they will be back till the middle of &
good you hurrying up to Madras.
You will be glad to hear farming has paid me rema
- couldn’t have commenced experiments in a WwOorse year,
ed. Notwithstanding this, I have cleared 12 per cent. on my outlay,
od at least 25 per cent.; but I trust for better lack this year, and perhapst
India. I may visit Canada or settle down in Englan
\ for which there is a great demand, 80 much so,

at deal, first, your kind thought of me at this joyful

and founrthly, last but not least, your very
our very

clear 4
be my last year 1n

hard at work making hay, A

You further say, ¢ make a liberal

-

then visit places of interest
his month, so it is no

vkably well this first year, and T’
for the seasons have completely chang-
thongh I thought to have
his or next will

d. I am now very
it T had it ready I

*
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“eould clear about 4,000 rupees a month. Iam getting orders from all quarters, but regret to reasonable figure. In fact a portion is about to be put up to auction immediately. The land -
= say ab present I can’t meet the demand, for you see I only started farming in 1884 is sunited eitl?er for planting, farming or building ; the soil everywhere is well adapted for e C
. 3 5
ks at Rs, 15 per 1,000. Stone . is also

brick-manufacture ; the D. P, W. are now gelling bric
plentiful. So building wounld not be a bad investment i
Richings proximity to Ootacamund by good driving r
valley would readily let and probably the scenery would

f the purchaser felt so inclined, owing to
oads and bridle-paths, houses in this
be the main attraction.

The Volunteer movement here is taking great strides, and shonld T R g P
us trouble hereafter I trust all of us will be prepared to fight, for, as the saying is, © Elirrlband
expects every man to do his duty.”” Ihope by June next to be a Lieatenant of axe I’_.ocal com‘}"q

We now number I think over 300 from the Collector downwards, and T trust many more will
ringing the property to its present

follow his example. We are now having beautiful weather, I ] . r : i b
shall I have that pleasure ? Do please write quick and tell me.0 ngl t;:GZOYU:lusgt.mul; s k:;: stat UI ﬂ;(‘)“l; It mflf,y ]:ay l;zgzaz;seh:vv:yb::i i}:::t,eli:novmn Rs. 60,000. This includes the
e - Svmombiod i i Hag up-li;ae oEf) the e;;aet.e‘ u:;a bungalow and godoivns. The bungalow may be sold furnished if
Wikh hearty good wishes, believe me, a 1'easofmble sum 18 o,ﬂ"zrsd for the estate. Water is Jaid on 0 the éwellil-lg-bouses by fi peren-

Your siucere friend, - nial stream that runs through the estate; the channel through fv“llch this v'.;'ater rans is about \
e (Sig“‘{d) JOHN SULLIVAN. ‘ 5 miles in length and naturally run away with a few rnpees. EBoTaLERID 18 8" private ore, 89 o
EXHIBIT V1 no oue has any right to use it withont the owner’s sanction.
I - ecessary ; th ate is full-
Glancing through Mr, Ryan’s valnation, it should | Nl ; : Large and small gates ha.‘"_’ been plac(?;ll Wh;l ec::;:::t:r ::rne{l’ bye :i,s: :,‘::.:“f‘:i]al
the produce at the lowest figures, ¢ borne in mind he has ealenlated fenced at great expense. T.here is a saw-mill an : P » :

+ the estate for annmal crops; po end of roads all over the

ood bullocks, 3 bullock carts, 1.pony

blic and others private; 3 pairs of g .
& n harrows, 1 roller, cooly lines, writer’s house, Tea house, Cinchona

Cinchona seedling, pit for this year’s planting or can be sold. TE
eds on hand *will be handed over to the purchaser free of charges.
f Australian or English oats, clovers and various grass seeds

wing. I would also throw in some English sheep. Manure
the estate. Of course I could have

but this was not my disire as I

December 1883, from 1 to 1-12 per lk()}.mt(‘;xl;oll::v - l-mvmg fetched at the last sales, ie.in stream ; there is arable Jand
to the market being overstocked ; the’ presentest prices ever known, This is simply owing property, some
than its due weight, as it is oui;' temporar ]ep‘-‘essed price of bark shonld not have more ' ' and 1 cart, 1 set of ir0
Quinine being in the hands of a very sr:all n{x. b: 18 due to the fact of the mavafacture of honse, tools of kinds,
Howard & Son and Messrs, Whifin & Co i dl. A, Efirms, the prineipal of which are Messrs. estate is sold ab once nl.l )
and that of Quinine up, they have entered il'l't:“ o o.rde|: to keep the price of bark down Seeds alluded to sousiah. 0
certain quantity of Quinine, and only to pur 1“ combination not to manufacture more than just imported for this year’s so &
e 10 purchase sufficient bark for that quantity, and the can be easily procured from ryots residing around

i arge amount of bark iy the market for whichl thereyi:; no pur- & " asked Mr. Ryan to value the property at an enormous figure,

chaser, while at the i - ara
same time the price of Quinine is higher wish you clearly to see what can be made oub of the estate.

than it was a f o. It
ew years ag know, and I will gladly do all

is a clever trick of the man : §
& : s re . ‘ : 3 p
o e et Tle Gt i e Qg o Bt O o il ... S
o i T i o o o e el e REBT A g 75
bark worked up into Quinine ou the s:):u,::(;n::?ma]’ orif planters prefer it, they c‘fm lm;e their | ' ' : Ba. 1,25,000 :
léss cost and risk than they now do the bark, 1p the manafactured articles to Englaund at far Now I am open o 8 liberal offer, and I will see if I can mfmage to close the bargain —-
on receipt of letter. (Signed) J. F. SULLIVAN. .

There is thus a very good

I would not take last year’s prices us a busis 4
» say five years, Ricminas LODGE, LOVEDALE,

‘tf-‘léf“mm TR R Sy R ot v

3 " 1o
bigh Sigares, as he duits, it may be well to e 8, he has caleulated the future ny-keep at very ™ OO0TACAMUND,
AT es‘;a.teu(t,lou, that the present up-keep wi‘th highly puid 3 January 1884.

) Navma ouly to Re. 2,400(b) 5 1e ™ CHPONter, blacksmith, &e.,) amounts To M. R. Ry. P. Koteisami Tevac Avergal,
! pay its own expeuSEZ_ye“" snd as year sroll on, u:e e;t'me should : 35 The Palace, X
& might be easily reduced to 10 or 15 permaneng l;mePBOVer, the number of evolies employed ’ ; Ramnad.
% sk DB i dios it ourers who should do that work ensily. I intended to ask Mr. Ryan to enclose a brief report on the estate in general, but 1
i umbey mentioned, I consider I am well within ' ' find Lie has gone t0 Mysore on business ; however you have seen everything yourself.
f n

the figure when I say there are at least 5,000 growi
¥ n

count. Moreover many trees which Mr, Ry 8 trees of sizes which I did not take into
A¥an has yalued ag 1
b i ;Mh. dor Mr. R 5 rupee would feteh 3 and EXHIBIT VIIL
consider Mr. Ryan deserves credit fur ), - CroLE
Y. h % - i € manner in whigl 8 y My peAR CROLE, ' _
- ‘ plert)’ c}llles rn: illx;ull):ot: lselle: s'dm']d purchaser’ benefit ag s l:.(:, ; he. h.ns valued the pro / It.struck me after we parted this morning that it would be better if you returned to
= the pur ;le g a ;)y T‘epax l(;l the long rup, 3 minimum figures show Madura to-morrow, #8 you had intended. I think we have said all we have to say to each
acin e valuation asi for : . T
! estate in generuﬁ It is situated th:m Otth:wg{:;:;:.:,?l t;) glitve a little information about the chiet- Lfan Toyagt: Yours sincerely |
‘ 7 : 3 nits of O . )
cturesque valley, ‘ Lovedale,” well worthy of its naye, vtacamund, and in a very - 29¢h August 1885 (Signed) FORS'[‘ER WEBSTER.

The acresge is 105 ; there is about

: % pi
property, which can be had for a

50 acres of waste land in the vicinity all but juining the
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EXHIBIT IX. .

Qs AMMANAYARANUR, 31st August 1885.

My pear WeBsTeR,
In necordance with the instructions conveyed in your note of the 29th instant, which

was received at 2 p.x., L revoked all arrangements for postponing my departure from Ooty

aud arrived here to-day. I understand that everything you said holds good, and shall make

the necessary communicatious to you before you leave for Simla., So much for public matters..

* *® * * * * *
Yours sincerely,
(Sigued) C. S. CROLE.

AFFIDAVITS.

; A

T am the Zemindar mentioned in the Collector’s Memorandum to H. E. the Governor
dated 26th September 1885. I have curefully read and cousidered that Memorandum. I’
solemnly assert that it is correct in every detail as a faithful reproduction of the information
supplied by me to the Collector in respect of the proposal that I should purchase the Richings
property. It was known to me from the commencement that I was being asked to purchase
the estate from the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, not from his son. The latter told me that he
could do nothing without communicating with his father. Besides, I heard that the estate
belonged to his father. I have not been able to find the second letter from Mr. J. F. Sallivan
1.'edncmg the price aud my reply thereto communicating my final refusal to purchase the Rich-
ings property. These may be among my papers in my palace at Ramnad. At the request of
Mr. J. F. Sullivan I returned an unsigned Memorandum regarding tlie property, which was in
the handwriting of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, :

; If I had purchased the property, it was arranged that I was to employ Mr. J. F. Sul-
ivan as Manager. He asked me for the appointment, and said he would try and do the work
for Rs. 300 a month, but was afraid that he would require Rs. 500 eventually.

I was made to believe that the valuation of Richings Estate, for whi i
ma.dfa by the Mr. Ryan who owns the “ Cedars,” and who wng represeu,he?i t: lt:;:hb:; I;;:d :JW;S
Sulli¥an as a very wealthy man. I never heard of any other Mr. Ryan. I was inﬁueu. d i
favor of the purchase of the property by the idea that the wealthy Mr. Ryan, who was t:e l]n
Mr. Ryan ever mentioned to me, made the valuation. I have since discovered that a 62? 4
Mr. Ryan was the valuator employed, and it has since been pointed out to me that all ti mf s
and details regarding the estate on which he based his ealculation were supplied by M e Jact‘s
Sullivan. I ‘call this clear false personation, and I was deceived regarding the 3’8101.; B
repeat what I have said frequently that the attempt to induce me to purezas th a_or: E
Estate was a swindle carefully plotted beforehand. o v,

70 ‘I should have mentioned that Mr. J. F. Sullivan told me when' I w
during the Christmas of 1883-84 that his father had intended to come up, b?l: ’::ROOta‘cnmund
by having to send off a sick son to Australia, or something of that kind. " T

. (Signed) P. KOTEISAMI 7T
Given before me this 4th November 1885, ' iI TEVAR.

E : (Signed) C. 8. CROLE.

. B
T. Rajaram Row.—I am Deputy Collector (Honorary) and Manager of R d
There was some talk at Ramnad last year that the Sub-Division Zemindarg Mro K ::.ma ;
"Pevar, was to buy a garden at Ooty belonging to the Honorable Mr. Sullivan ],t ba; co;)net: :«:
generally known of late that for some reason or other the latter geut:l(;mnn is' not well
disposed towards the Collector.

MaDURA } (Signed) T. RAJARAM ROW.

31st October 1885.

-

£

C
Mapura, 9th November 1885.
I have been ealled npon by the Collector of Madura to state, in confidence, for the
information of Government, what I knesw of :— s
1st.—The ownership of the Richings Estate ab Ootac¢amund.
9nd.—The acquisition of laud at Ootacamuand by the Honorable H. E. Sallivan,.
which had been refused to applicants. ;
3rd.—The purchase of certain buildings by the Honorable H. E. Sallivan from
the Municipal Commissioners of QOotacamund.
9. In regard to the ownership of the estate now called the Richings, I never knew
there was any question or doubt as to its ownership. It has been always known as Mr. H. E.
Sullivan’s, and it has been always acknowledged by that gentleman as his property. I have
myself paid several handreds of rupees to Mr. Sullivan’s agents for Cinchona plants purchased
from his estate and, to the best of my recollection, one cheque at least was paid through
Mr. Sullivan himself. Owing to certain orders of Government, prohibiting the oceupation and
cultivation of land by public servants, arrangements were, 1 believe, proposed about 3 years ago,
to transfer this estate to the name of Mujor Martin, now Private Secretary to H. H. The Maha-
rajal of Mysore. This proposal fell through, and I have reason to believe that the estate was
shortly afterwards trausferred to the'pame of Mr. J. . Sullivan, son of Mr. H. E. Sullivan, at a
nominal price of Rs. 75,000, but was re-transferred back to Mr. H. E. Sullivan, by deed of mort-
gage, for the same amount. I have heard that Mr. J. F. Sullivan left the estate some time
ago owing, it is said, to some difference of opinion with his father as.to its management, and
1 believe the place is now managed by Mr. H. E. Sullivan through his old Butler, Venkatasami
Naidu. ,
3. TIn regard to the acquisition of land by the Honorable H. E. Sullivan, there is

of course, as Government must be aware, no doubt about it. This land lies on the S. E. side

of Blk Hill, facing the Lawrence Asylum, It had been refused to other applicants on the
ground that it was a favourite resort of the public, and especially of visitors, owing to the nice
drives in the neighbourhood and the benutiful views that could be obtained from it. The land
was, I believe, transferred to Mr. Sullivan by the Collector without apparently consulting the
Municipal Commissioners, and nobody but the parties concerned appeared to have known any-
thing about it until Mr. Sullivan began to work upon the land. This raised such an outery,
that the private transfer, it it did exist, had to be revoked, and the land was sold by auction
under the Waste Laud Rules.  Mr. Sullivan of course bonght it through his son, but he had to
pay somewhat dearly for it. THven then there was grumbling at the land having been sold ab

all, and the public deprived of its use.

4. I was Local Fund Eungineer of the Nilgiris in 1881, and about Augnst— of that
year Mr. Roupell, the then President, ordered me to inspect and value certain Municipal build-

ings situated near Mr. Sullivan’s estate. He did not inform me, nor did I know the object of
)
the valuation, I inspected and valued the buildings in the ordinary course of my duty. The

valuation of the materials which was alone taken into account, amounted to between 3 and

4 thousand rupees. 'The exact figues were I think 3,200. I have the notes taken at the time
somewhere and, if required, I think I can produce them. I reported the valuation to Mr.
Roupell, and on receipt of my report he sent for me hurriedly to his hounse. He told me that
My. Sullivan bad offered Rg. 50 for the buildings and he did not kuow what to do. He decided,
however, to have nothing more to do in the matter directly and he asked me ““to explain the
matter to Sallivan” myself. I met Mr. Sullivan the next day I think. I told him what had
oceurred. He laughed at my valuation and informed me that the Municipal Commissioners
had offered him the buildings for Rs. 100. I told him I would give Rs. 2,000 for the buildings
myself for the use of my own estates ; but that I would uvot interfere with him in the matter,
and if he felb inclined to accept the Commissioners’ offer the best Le could do would be to go

home and send them a cheque for the amount they asked., 1 have good reason to believe thut
6
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i 7 | he buildings were taken possession of by him ; the land attached to them
l:vea;]“} i%liei?}tgﬁgntIl)zssessiongof by Mr. Sullivan also, but I am not sare about it
2 -

(Signed) J. O’SHAUGHNESSY,
L. Fd. Engineer, Madura.

D
R. Romasubbayyar.

I am the Vakil of the High Court mentioned in the Collector’s Memorandum to the

Governar, duted” 205h September 1885, When the 'Zemllldﬂl' consnlted me as to the purchase

of the Richings property, he spoke of it as old Mr. Sullivan’s. I have read the Memorandum

which correctly describes the circumstances as far as T was connected with them. There is a

eneral motion to the effect thay the Houora_ble Mpr. Sullivan is the enemy of the Collector,

- End heople have even been afraid that sanction to the Watgr Project for the city of Madura
would be delayed owing to that feeling of hostility, because it is the Collec

tor’s scheme.
12¢h November. (Signed) R. RAMASUBBAYYAR.

Abont the beginning of January '1 884, the Proprietor of the Elphinstone Hotel in the
‘Mount Road, asked me to purchase some Tea for the Uniou Club, Mudura, and to induce the
Club to buy Tea of him. - The Tea was described as from the Honorable H. E. Sullivan’s estate.
The Hotel man also told me that he had been asked by the Honorable Mr. Sullivan to under-
take the management as his sou was not able to manage it properly.

- ov?  (Signed) R. RAMASUBBAYYAR.
Given before me this 18th Jemeesy 1885,

(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
Collector.

K. Krishna Rao.
I am Head Sheristadar of thq distric.iv. ‘
Mr. Koteisami Tevar, told me abont certain negotiations for the purchasé of an estate at Ootacn.

mund, belonging to the Honox:able Mr. S}{Illvau. He told me t}}ﬂt they had failed, as the Collec-
tor advised him to bave nothing to do with the property. It is a fact that it became a general
belief in the Madura District that the Collector ‘had an enemy in the Government. In some
circles it was known that the Honorable Mr. Sullivan was hostnlq to the Collector. There is no
doubt that agitation and frivolous petitious mcrgased owing to _thls, and that pnbhc business was
obstructed. The impression produced in my mind, and I believe upon officials generally, was
that the conrse and tenor of the Ol‘fiel'ﬂ of Government in the Local Fund and Municipal
Departmeuts, and to a certain extent in the Revenue Department also,

: _were unfavorable to the
Collector without any cause being appareut from the merits of the subjects dealt with.

(Signed) K. KRISHNA RAO,

» . Sheristadar,
Given before me this 17th November 1885,

(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
Collector,

’ F
. Affidavit given by the undersigned residents of Dindigul,
The Collector having asked us to state what we know abo

Last year the Sub-Division Zemindar,

[Enclosure IV.]

The Humble Memorial of CHARLES STEWART CROLE, Madras C;I'Az;il ;?’e;wcz, /;OSH,IS
Excellency The Right Honorable The E{IR% 0F DU{;FER K.P., G.M.S.1.,
Viceroy and G'overnor-(?eneral of India in Council..

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH THAT:— s : i

i Your Petitioner is a Civil Servant of over 92 years’ standing, '8 ;i wln‘(.:hlh‘:‘;;a -
t in the grade of Collector. Ihe list of his services appended to this Memoria
spent i lo
i i o (Exhibit G).
their varied nature (Exhi | ' :
9. His official career has hitherto been entirely uxlSlllll?d. On thte contrary, he has
11 along e.ujoyed the marked approbation of successive Madras Governments.

a

3. Not to go further back than the Madras Fami'ue of 1877-7?1, 1:_ wgcbtiiz‘;:‘
Petitiontr ;sel'ved in Nellore and Kurnool, of which latger District he was Col edc or, te A f His
1 u : :

etlon] received the thanks of Government, but the most ﬁa.tt:.e.nug‘ acknowle g_'tfnfen :‘_ite e
](‘}O ce 3{19 Duke of Buckingham, as well as substantial recognition 1n the way of fav

o
lucrative appointments.

4. On his return from leave on Medical Certificate, jgranted'o.n account of ?I;?n:fim::
of snnstrdke and malarious fever contracted during tl'w Fam.lne, -Pezl‘tlonez‘o ::asa:pb}])le 5 g
Collector to the Madura District in March 1882, in spite of his objections s
and most difficult charge in the Madras Presidency.

5. Petitioner’s objections being overruled, he set himself to the task of loyally
carrying out the duty entrusted to him by Government.
v D

6. He found the District in anything but a satisfactory state. The records of tl:)efa

Board of Revenue and the Madras Government bear tes.xtlmony to !’.lﬁs. A .hll.lge; a;;:alrocal
’ .. revenue remained uncollected, the revenue establ;shmenhs were demora lz? .,

pnb.hb ik ffected, several of the influential and respectable Members of the Mun.lclpal COI?D-

b";d“‘: lc\lll:l:lu?': Zit’y had resigned in disgust, and a strike had just taken place in the native
cil o a cit .

bazaar,

7. When the Petitioner was removed from the Distf'ict on thfa 1“1, J‘a..nu;:z SIUBCSCZ:ES
Madar D: trict was the premier District in the Ma.a,d.ras Presidency, singular in P
af gk fficials in the cause of public spirit and the successful manageme.nt of loca
e“hf“t“‘e_“‘ . n'on--odu:zn of water-supply for its Jarge towns, designed anfi carried out by
‘]t’ﬁ‘ ":;:isc:nlel:- ::;;:ltfloi::}:e efficiency of its village sanitation through bhe’m;dlukm ofl v?h;:fg;ii
. : ' .
a;ocimioné, in the establishment of an experm.lental Farm, ofla.APe‘c')plelat: m{“S h::xv d?l S
Gardens from private subseriptions, in the stm"r,mg of an ?nm{a 1 gu(;fu A toward: 5
Grand Festival, in large public works of various so.rts, and in the t? :1 8
social improvement of the Hindus and the amelioration of Native society.

: ut the following matters,
we have to say that since last year a widespread rnmour has been spread that there is some

nemy in Government, and thav this has encouraged some bad ‘people to oppose the Collector
?u his schemes for the improvement of this town.

(Signed) D. ETHUPATHI RAOQ,
Secy. to the Water Project Committee,
L. F. Board Member, : .
Couneillor, M. unieipal Commission,
and Honorary Magistrate, Dindigul.

(Sigued in vernacular) N, 'RAMASAMI CHETTY,
; ¥ i : Merchant, Dindigul, :
L‘j'; -

8. As regards the collection of the public revenue, the District has st;odlattt::vl::ﬁ
of the 22 Districts in the Presidency for 3 yesrs running, and .a.b the end of tos ﬂt:: tcied
ear (30th June 1885) it presented the unprecedented spectafsle in the Reﬂ:umzs6 Tk l.;,pees.
i’{evenue of a collection of 100 per cent. on the Land Revenue Dem'aud oi‘f1 zc; gt
Arrears there were none, and both proprietors and ryots had befm r}e:h;v;d: t(;f:ede&loug e
heavy annual impost on account of interest and process fees, which had disapp ‘ ,

the attachment and sale of property for Government dues.

i - evidences of his’
9. Yonr Petitioner might cite from the public records mztny otbe‘l ?:;mpcouﬁrma.
sful administration, but he fearlessly appeals to the Madras Goverumen s R
succes t ) : ,
tion of the above description.

7
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10. Petiti i S
g ante:tm:&e:rl “cnillbong lof‘cl to the favorable notices of his work which appear in
January 1885 HispExc;lle y His I:.;:cellency',‘the present Governor, and to the fact ihat, %
confidence” o,f the Go o Persona']y gave.}"m the assurance that he possessed the ‘‘ entire
P i o e Sveel;x.a(;:enb. ThlS.‘V&S in 'special reference to the experiment in the
Tows 14 Southern indja - o};gru}ément“m the District, which contained *‘ the most dangerous
S N, g ﬂis ixoellency stated that he was watching Petitioner’s Nt
smoothness’” with ‘;h' R 'eﬁort, in that direction. He also r ked on “the
th which the Madure Municipality was working,

11. Again - ¥
His Exeellency, ?nfdl_[::d ﬂll’z t(i :]1: ii}):}?;b?’: 1880, the Chief Secretary, writing by direction of
: > ecogniti s
promised to take a ““ good opportunity” of gi"ing‘ghh:l;,smw:'-at he had done, His Excellency
otion.

12. This being it P
your Petitioner’s positi
o g g : Position up to that y d y iti
der the order of the Madras Government now appealed a;;;s:i(;n;-;:eb) of“ etmo:i:;
xhibi , 18 assume

have turned hi 1 : .
g 15.1 bacL. on his whole previous history and his . A
gross and intentional insubordination” to the Board of ;{"‘ecedents, and is declared guilty
) o
13.  Your Petitioner craves that t evenue.

: he f:
found in deenments hereto appended. ‘cts.be carefully scrutinised. They are to ke

14. .Acting on a su i
ggestion made b s E
ord k , y Petit ;
rdered a trial to be made in the Madura Disteict of alioene; ,1.1 1882
Xperiment,

f doi &4 ¢
of doing Government printing work, including the Distriot 5 new to this part of Indis,
strict Gazett

e, by contract. The first

for censure for “ bein i
: g solely responsible” fop '
4 the failure (Exhibi
xhibit A),

15.". This Resolution of
th
© Board of Revenue gig not reach the Petitioner for

13 days, and Petitioner, feari '
43 pass’e - agai“:‘;:::; f:i‘ll'mg.‘ that, owing to the delay which i
which it would be difficy]t to removl:: h&df,:ccu"ed, et mlihlf
» Wrote, on that very day (19t

November) to the Board, bringi
s bringing to thei i
had been overlooked (Exhibis B). etk of Hhe maoekimporienk deonments

“5. The Board will
: : probably be pl
on me, which appear above the signature of M, A;tibfbe; this resumd, to delete the reflections
37, Petibioner pra 3 ng ﬂb~Sec »
ys that the do retary Laffan.
from their context, are said to g Cument be caref .
’ e ¢ all
he i charged it She it ontain the « gross and intentiy ex;llnmed, for th.ege w(:u-dg’ t(:orn
After five para raphs, d ton of the Board of Reven onal insubordination” with which
recommending thp B,. ovoted, to- the failare of the ‘;)9, dated 9th Decomber (Exhibt B).
for the * insuzo di OVGle?nt e Srousiery one ress contract, the Board close by
ai) mpetifimarys’ Jm..sa::s:::i | o: t1:1e Sth para, of Petizio::: “]“Other District as a pnnishment
5% 5 - - 1 8 "y .
ation” that the Board’ Bk te words used therein 1 °_"'f3"- That para. is reprodnced
Y oard’s Sub-Secretary « drafteq” 1 by Petitioner amount to “an insinu-
“ commuanicated them without the kllowledg B
3 80 1

£ Petit;

ts Me,mbers_“

censure on Petitioner was the kst of a rather |

alluded to, purely and solely, as an indiention e;n
alone his letter referred, namely, the last f”‘"zﬂ
Acting Sub-Secretary’s signasure. i

th :
fhey :rflc?r, and that Petitioner used the words
ramp : s~l bion of the part of the order to which
i 10 other words, the one jnst above the

19. Petitioner was apprised of the N
0

.. e
Revenne on the 17th December, and on that very da © suid recommendation of the Board of

ing any idea of the constrnetion which it haq l)laxcU(il,nuwmte)(Exh'b't C) to the Board, repudiat-
pon the ubOVe expr Y
pression.

, the Madras Government '

th : :
@ reflections objected to by Petitioner, and

. been no thought of insubordi

9
)

90. . It is to be noted that, before reporting Petitiouer to the Government, the Board-

did not give Petitioner any opportunity of explanation.
91. Petitioner, having come to Madras for the Christmas holidays, waited on the

Chief Secretary on the 2lst December, and personally disavowed what the Board had
attribnted to him. | | |

92. TPetitioner, also on the 21st December 1885, wrote to the Revenue Secretary,

notifying that an explanatory letter had been sent in to the Board of Revenue on the very day

on which he became aware of the'misapprehension of the Board of Revenue. ]

93. Mo Petitioner’s intenge surprise and grief, the Madras Government, by an order
(1st January 1886, Exhibit D) found the Petitioner guilty of « gross and intentional insubordina-
tion.” Incidentally, this order had the effect of casting doubt on the good faith of his state-

ment as to his trne meaning.

24. Petitioner was ordered (1st Jannary) as a punishment, on these facts, to be

transferred from his own District, Madura, to the inconvenient, unhealthy, and unimportant

District of Anautapur, in the Ceded Districts. This order, besides the disgrace, involves very
Petitioner then (2nd January) appealed to His Excellency the
at which he felt sure he could right himself in His Excellency’s

The Private Secretary replied that His Excellency not only refused to see

but that he declined to receive any communication on the subject.
on the 3rd January 1886, the subjoined letter (Exhibit E)
f his case by the Madras Government,

heavy pecuniary loss.
Governor, for an interview,
estimation.
Petitioner,

95. Petitioner then wrote,
to the Chief Secretary, eraving the recousideration o

and fully detailed the reasons for his prayer.
96. He further begged permission to withdraw, in the most unreserved mauner, the

words which had cansed the misapprehension against him, and substituted ciliors . Wwhioh
equally well expressed his meaning. In reply, the Government have, on the 10th idem, notified
er their opinion in G.0., dated 9th January 1886, No. 40 (Exhibit F).

their refusal to alt '
titioner has thus exhausted every means of ebtaining relief except by way of

27. " Pe
appeal. :

98. Detailed comment on the papers will not be attempted by Petitioner. It could
not strengthen a case, which he submits with the full confidence of innocence to the decision
of His Excellency the Viceroy: ‘ .

d to draw attention to the singularly inadequate

s only to be permitte
against, as well as to the d& priori improbabilif

deliberately committing the offence imputed to Petitioner, in a document which was written
for the express purpose of going before the Government, and the sole object of which was
a humble appeal to the Board of Revenue for the withdrawal of & hostile opinion, passed owing

to the incompleteness of t

29. He beg

canse for the order appetﬂed y of a sane man

nation.

30, Petitioner would farther bring to notice that the Government has not adopted
the view of the Board of Revenue, expressed in either its first or second Resolution (Exhibits A
s alleged responsibility for the failure of the Press contract.

and B), in regard to Petitione
 Petitioner’s conduct in that matter, and to an admission that

T'his is tantamount to approval o
Petitioner’s remonstrance was justifi

31. This, it must be remembered, constituted the substantive
Revenue was, as a faet, not

ed by the cirenmstanges.

: jssne’ before the
1b, ‘but the censure recommended by the Board e
administered by the Government, who took-no notice whatever of the matter, except to sanc-
tion Petitioner’s proposals (G.0., 30th November 1885). | e
32. Fuarthermore, it must be observed that the reference made in the ~order of
Government now appenled agninst, as well asin the Resolution of the Board of Revenue, to tl)e
’s whole service which the latter was able to urge against him, namely, -
Petitioner in 1884, in the course of correspondence r‘egnrdix.xg the

(Governmel

only thing in Petitione
a certuin expression used by

he file in its office. In the very nature of things there could have
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development of the Local Self-Government policy in Madura, is hardly in point.
would suggest that the papers be referred to. He wonld merely represent that there can hardly
be said to have been any condonation, as is alleged by the Board, seeing that no complaint
of any sort or kind, was ever breathed against him, far less investigated, at: the time. More:
over a complaint, even if it had been sustainable, could not have been, in any way, of the same
character as the present accusation, for there Petitioner referred to a principle, namely, the
newly introduced portfolio system of the Board of Revenue, merely, while here a pe;-s,onal
attack, involving official impropriety on the part of one of its subordinate officers, is alleged
If the papers in the possession of Government be examined, this will clearly appear a“nd ]-:
will also be seen that the tone of the correspondence, apatt from the merits of the casé ut, bu
Petitioner, would have precluded the Board from taking action, which, as a fact, it did xrl)ot d :
It is not possible théyefure to treat that matter as a res judicata. It shounld a\so’ g ‘;
that th'fz 1ette{|r alluded to went before Government at the time, and that its ¢ e

remavkéd on. oue was not

S

33. To sum up :—

the whole tone of Petitioner’s let-tgr to the Board of Revenue in the present
the particular words themselves as quoted above, the avowed object with Whi(?h L:}r’n ]mf‘“e.":
question was written, the probabilities of the case, and Petibi()x.é;-’s T eVide;:t,- 1;3f f*ttex- n
in view of special cirenmstances—all render it absolutely impossible ¢ s i
of his conduct by the Madras Government. o .the view taken

34. Peti‘t.ioner submits that a Civilian of the standin
aud the hi : 3
which Petitioner has proved he possessed up to September 18%35 lhadlee:l;f;l pl"'bh(;Ch]amEt:r’
I claim to look for

consideration af the hands of Government, in place of the di
. ; ed . oy
on him. . 1sgrace which bhas been inflicted

35. Petitioner further submibs?‘thut, he has, in the absence of a T .
been punished for an offence of \yhich he ‘is entirely innocent, that thereb l" ¢ C,, evidence,
reputation have been most seriously damaged, and that a strained and uniu:,ls- E’IOHpects “.“d
has been placed on his words, in spite of his solemn disavowal, - which Pet.i;iol::;. (‘::::lt(;uctlou

urge,

with the utmost deference and respect, the Government ought, in fai
ght, 1n fairness, to have accepted

36. Ie appeals with coufidence to His Excellency the Viceroy for the ¢ :
of the order appealed against, for formal reinstatement in the office of whi(z‘helu“;ce“mMll
deprived, and for such other relief as His Excellency may see fig to St 16 has been

And, as in duty bound, Your Excellency’s Petitioner will ever pray.

Mapeas, 10th January 1886, .

LIST OF EXHIBITS.

Board’s Proceedings, dated 6th November 1885, No. 3032.
Bolz;rd’s E’r(;(;eedindgs, guied 9th December 1885, No. 3320.
Collector’s letter, dated 17th December 5
G.0., dated 1st January 1886, No. ll.)el MR e o Heveuna,
Collector’s letter to the Chief Secretary, dated 8rd January 1886, N
G.0., dated 9vh Junuary 1886, No. 40, Mis, A
List of Services of C. S: Crole, Esq.

eEEYo®P

EXHIBIT A.

Resolution of the Board of Revenwe, dated Gth November 1885. N
Y ! X p . 3032
The proposition statement received from the Collector ; lJ’ sy
18 sub

mitted, through the

- 4 11 . 2 M
&ccountaht-(,venern], for the sanction of Government with th :
% 0 fOHOng r
emarks.

9. As dirécted in #.0., dated 17th November 1883, N
33, No

e . . 2590, Fi i b
pient, the District Press at Madura was abolished, and tenders invited f ’t,} F'“anfcml Depﬂf‘t
T - : s S | \ ¢ or the performance for

a term of five years, from st April 1884, of the printing work of the CU“LCth’ offic 'l‘;‘
‘ sctor’s e. 18

Ve dar of O, Seshadri Sasér), being thé lowest, was accepte 1
tender of N b P 2. accepted on the Collector’s recommendation

-

bt

7/

Petitioner-

5

in Board’s Proceedings, dated 11th March 1884, No. 840, and a draft agreement prepared by
the Government Solicitor was forwarded to the Collector for execution. ' ;

3.. From the outseb the work turned out by the Contractor appears to have been
thoroughly unsatisfactory. In his letter, dated 23rd December 1884, disposed of in Board’s
Proceedings, dated 22nd January 1885, Mis. No. 563, the Collector, in reporting on the offer
of Seshadri Sastri to print birth and death register forms, stated that his press and printing
materials were under attachment by the Subordinate Court for debts due by him ; that “the
work turned out by him hitherto has not been satisfactory,” and that he persistently failed to
appear for the purpose of signing the Contract Bond. In his endorsement, recorded in Board’s
Proceedings, dated 9th April 1885, Mis. No. 3248, the Collector reported further that Seshadri
Sastri was virtually a bankrapt, that his press materials had been attached by the Subordinate
Court, and that “his business will soon be in the hands of a receiver, for whom the
Contractor manages the concern.” He accordingly recommended ¢ that the contract be
cancelled, and that the press be taken charge of by the Treasury Deputy Collector pending
the conclusion of a new contract with a substantial man.” The "I'veasury Deputy Collector’s
report, forwarded with this endorsement, showed further that the work had been done up to
date in the most miserable and inefficient mauner, and drew attention to the fact that Seshadri
Sastri had failed to comply with the orders of Government requiring him either to resign
his post as Taluk Sheristadar of Dindigul or to withdraw from the direct management
of his press. BExplanation was called for on the latter poinb and the matter submitted
for the orders of Government with thetresult that the Collector’s dismissal of Seshadri Sastri
from his appointment was confirmed by G.O., dated 1st June 1885, Mis. No. 1284. With
regard to the cancelment of the contract, the Collector was informed by Board’s Proceedings,
dated 24th August 1885, Mis. No. 7854, that he had full power to cancel it under Claunse 34
of the agreement, and that it was his duty to do 0 on being satisfied that the conditions of

the agreement had been violated.

4, The Collector now reports that he has cancelled the contract, and submits a
proposition statement for temporary establishment to perform the work pending further
orders. The cost of the temporary establishment proposed is Rs. 193 per mensem.

5 The Board cousider that the whole responsibility for the failuve of this experi-
ment rests with Mr. Crole, the Collector, for having, in the first place, recommended a man
for a Government contract who was a Government servant, and therefore under the rules
ineligible to undertake it and next for not having taken proper care to ascertain that he was

* solyent. The Board recommend that no further experiments of a like nature be permitted to
be tried in Madura.

(Signed) SIDNEY LAFFAN,
Acting Sub-Secretary.

EXHIBIT B.
Boarp o Revenus, 9th December 1889, No. 3320.

CONFIDENTIAL.
Proceedings of the Board of Revenue.

Read the following letter from C. S. CROLE, Esq., Collector of Madura, to the
Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd November 1885, No. 683.

1 have the honor to draw the attention of the Board to paragraph 5 of their Resolu-
* (Dated 6th November 1885, tlon* and to request most respectfhlly that they will note the mis-
No. 3082.) take of fact underlying the assertion which it contains “ that the
whole responsibility for the failure of this (printing contract) experiment rests with Mr. Crole,
the Collector.” &

8
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9. The first reason given for this opinion is that I “recommended a man for a
Government contract, who was a Government servant, and therefore, under the rules, ineligible

to undertake it.”

Government order, dated 17th November 1883, No. 2590, Financial, forwarded to me
along with Board’s Proceedings, dated 30th November 1883, No 10]0’9 Miscellaneous
appears to have been overlooked by the Board when that assertion was 'u,llowed to €0 m;;
of their office. . 5

m 8 i
3. Ulf.? second reason given by the Board for charging me with the failare is “ and
next for not having taken proper care to ascertain that lie wné solveut.”

As to this, T would simply draw th i -

Jetter printed in the above Goverfn‘:ent nrder.e 'al'tl::l:::: 0;;::; B';’m'd 1t0 pm‘.ngmfp}l{ ; ;fog‘g
or cash to the amount of Rs. 1,000, for the due execntion of a c::: so“t“f seC"ﬂ.Ly ‘ :1' a’bour’.
Rs. 2,5(?0 a year. He was likewise known to have a rich nnel “';‘c‘ Ol: ", WQ; ]f ome
valuable plant ; and the inquiries instituted showed, as far a,: "“‘ht_o e'-‘possessethot :here
;:z;: l::erreasou to donbt his. mlvency.. He actnally todged i 8;1%0'})112211;:2‘::::;; ﬂ:a, pits

t, y care x.vn:s exercised to obviate that “ visk’” of failur o S 2 = ’f capital,”
which T myself originally bronght to the notice of Govermnentjl:s ou(z,w(:;‘gt}:’: :iv::: i‘zlvol Sed l;)'

th Py "
e change. (Vide my letter to Board, dated 30th July 1882, No. 285, and my other Jetter °

above quoted.)

4. 'T'he real cause of i
failure was, that the Contractor found the yenture unremuneras

+ tive, and my information 1 p -
y information is, that he purposely brought abput the cancellation of the boud; °

as to get rid of the contract, Now, the certainty of this ha i .
5 b eni to the notice
::nt:;erslt)ar:] ebgot:;(; ?up:}uutendent, Government Press, Mllzlm’:gt:r?n;:’l:vg;:m 1 sent the
selected the tender whoi:h )16 ;ery purpose, that he might give them that advice, when ihey
sl b of course cou!d not give them. When my letter with the tenders
p to the Board, they had the following opinion before them, whiyle I had not seen it-

“ As they (tenders) h
Board, I presume u:it. it 1s iib:v:hbeen' T (by the Colleetor) for transmission to the
e Ob]ect OE Obtailling an exp"@ssi;ﬂ of my opiuiou. I Would,

. therefore k
th , remark that the rates offered by C. Seshadri Sastri, whose tender it has been IZH‘OP""’ed

to accept, are so extremely low and unr
; A emunergti i It i L
able expectation of his being able to perform t;:t::rr;::lis?: :)pfrm,?’ e
5. The Board will probabl o
. y be ple o i
me, which appear above the signature of ]&r."z"i;f: ;:‘;"!Smumé, t'(I’:ﬁelem i
-decretary an.

6. As to the Board’s.reco i
mmendation, that no farther experiments of & like natare

be tried in Madura, I h
, I have the honor most submiasively to represent that the system of print- .

ing by contract has not yet had that faiv tri
ial which it
offered to the Board of Revenue b iy
y Mr. Keys had
mend that the.ad i ad been accepted. trongly recor™
been made. Th:r:e:::;: dt;g)m\f: l‘ml:e B:;pended’ ol tri;l:l, "“deI" s:’l'?:;:' Z;::‘[;igt’iins’ e
g0 reason Whntever, why printing by contmct ghould

not be done at least as efficiently and e :
cono
L W i mically for Government as it is for Liocal Fand

uld probably have had, if the advice

———e o b

REsorurton—dated 9th December 1885, No. 38320

Submitted to Government in continuation of Board’
oar

ber 1885, No. 3032. s Proceedings, 6th Novem-

2, M. Crole t i
noted, in whicl: th:oBBO::le:xe x::sphgnut,o the-‘ concluding paragraph of the Proceedings above
q ’ pressec. Llie opinion that the whole respongibility for the failure

of the experiment rested with him, for having in the first pladd, 7 ded & man for ®
, recommended & e

Government coutract, who was a Government
: servant 2 yer
care to ascertain that he was solvent. » and next for nof baving teken =

‘4

" # Norz.—The Board when writing thus was evidently nbt aware that the whole subject was

7

Mr. Crole refers to G.0., 17th November.1883,
No. 2590, Finaucial, in which the Government, on a report from himself, ruled that there was
o firm mentioned on the groiind stated.” What Mr. Crole

Taluk Sheristadar of Dindigul, was engaged in a number of
“ peal proprietor” of the South Indian Press

3. With regard to the first point

“no objection per se againsh th
reported was that Seshadri Sastri,

“ gentures,” that, amongst others, he was the /
at Madura, and that another man was « the manager.” 1t was this latter individual who,™ =

apparently of his own motion and without any mention of Seshadri Sastri’s connection with
the business, offered, as reported in Mr. Crole’s letter read in G.O., lst July 1882, No. 672,
Revenue, to execute Government work ut the South Indian Press ab a saving on the cost to
Government of 12§ per cent. Mr. Crole also referred to his letter read in Board’s Proceed-

ings, 20¢h January 1883, No. 162, in which he reported that Seshadri Sastri had established
but that this did not interfere with his official duties at Dindigul,

bject were observed in the Madura District. It was on this
s passed, ruling that native

a printing press at Madura,

and that the orders on the su
Proceedings that GOy 2ud March 1883, No. 308, Reveuue, wa
servants need not altogether sever their business connections, provided they did not concern
themselves in the direction and management. When, therefore, Mr. Crole, in his letter,
No. 454, of the 21st September 1883, reported in.the terms stated above in regard to Seshadri
Sastri’s connection with the South Iudian Press, it was naturally assumed by Government
that he had merely a pecuniary interest in « the firm,” and the Board’s objection to his employ-
ment as a Contractor Was consequently overruled. That the Government were under this
mistaken impression,—-an impression which was also ghared by the Board,—is clearly skatea
in G.0., 8th July 1884, No. 1580, Mis., which divected that Seshadri Sastri should be called
apon to resign either the contract or the public sevvice. The Board canuot, in these circum-
stances, acquib Mr. Crole of having, donbtless unintentionally, misled themselves ‘and
Government ; and they consider that, in view of the defective information farnished by him,
he alone is responsible for the employment of a Government gervant as Contractor contrary

to the rules.*
4. As to the second point Mr. Crole observes that Seshadri Sastri gave cash security

the Government priuting work being worth about Rs. 2,500, and that
he “ was likewise known to have a rich uncle, and to be possessed of some valuable plant’:"’
The cash security was reported by Mr. Crole, in his letter printed in G.0., Financial, 17th No-
vember 1888, No. 2590, to be ““quite sufficient,” but it was obviously no guarantee of his
solvency, and events have shown thab it had no effect whatever in securing the proper execu-
tion of the work. Whether he bad a rich uncle or not had absolutely no bearing on the
question of his own solyency ; and as to his plant, the Board observe that it is under attach-
ment by the Civil Court for debts, which doubtless existed in 1883. The Board see no reason,

therefbre, to modify their remarks on this point.

amounting to Rs. 1,000,

5. In paragraphs 4 and 6 of his letter, M. Crole seeks apparently to lay the blame
of the Failure on the Board for accepting his own recommendation, notwithstanding the warn-
ing contained in Mr. Keys’ fetter, printed in Board’s Proceedings, 11th March 1884, No. 840.
The Board are unable to see any grounds for this contention. Mr. Crole had recommended the
acceptance of Seshadri Sastri’s tender, and was responsible for doing §0; and the Board were
entitled to assume that the man kuew his own business well enough not to offer terms which be .
knew would involve him in loss. ~ It was open to Mr, Crole to suggest a recotisideration of
the matter, if, on seeing Mr. Keys’ letter, he, with his personal knowledge of Seshadri Sastri
and of local circumstances, had thought such a course necessary. ‘

6. The Board regret to be obliged to draw the attention of Government to the grossly
insubordinate tone of Me. Crole’s 5th paragraph, the langunage of which the Board can only
interpret as an insinuation that the ¢ reflections” on himself, to which he refers, were drafted

in before Government
on the petition of the unsuccessful Tenderers, that a.report was called for, an 3 GhES Governm:f:m = dhgnmd the
objection to Seshadri Sastri.—C. 8. C. T
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. > .

;{ye:l:eidﬂr?r ;eA;:;églgdSnub-dSeLcregTry a:)nd comtlxlmnicated to him without the knowledge of its
s -d need hardly observe that such was not, and could not have b

::::h:::i ):1:65;, rega:d EMrf.xi C.role’s cogducb in mn.lfing such a suggestion as a ﬂagruue:; ai?]n:nto}::
i inre:i}.lci o' official Iproprlety. _ Nor s this the first oceasion on which Mr. Crole
xS M&dm-: Ix‘espoic;‘. 1 connection with certain proceedings of the Board on the
il TS ;)ca fmd Boal'q, he protested, in violent terms, against what he called
introduce}; . Be o;e his snbordinates, and declared that under the portfolio system
b e e Board ander the orders of Government, a Collector’s reputation built up
prigusly du: g a service of over twenty years, was placed at the mercy of the opini f
;.I sluzg‘)l? ;ngx_vxdm'ﬂ” (paragraphs 22 and 23 of his letter, printed in G.0., 18th Septex:b?ro;];si
la‘:g n;ge,asl;:;cl;li)- ht’l‘lile Board refrained at the time from taking as severe notice of thi;
o w fs m.m.m done, but tl'u‘al present repetition of Mr. Crole’s offence shows that
i 4 e lls;;tsrpreted. The Board would draw the attention of Government
e D o o Me ‘rfuaw 1878, No. 147, in which a very similar breach of official
tuous exhibition of insub :1..' v Ague\,v,, C'S‘-' was charagterised by them a8 a " presutip
e o ordinate temper,” and in which he was warned that the Government
¥ reml:we himefrespect due by Collectors to the Board of Revenue,” and would *“ not
s ikt ot ar;nn oﬁ'if:e, should the present intimation be lost on him.” Mr. Vans
A g (J.cczsxon was severely animadverted on by the Secretary of State
e it Ofx:h:glse 'a.nd. expressed his extreme regret at having acted under "::
e M. Orolas whobas himspi?ct&ice' in the Board’s office ;” but this excuse caunot be pleaded
kbt ool eto ‘; ec(:;:;de :; i;llxle Bl:)&ard’s Sub-Secretary. The Board are, there-
other district, and otherwise dealt with as thea(:ov:;ng:::: :1:; i;!:ic::({iitfmm PR

(Signed) C. F. MacCARTIE,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Governmen
; t, Revenue D
Copy to the Collector of “Madara. Spashedens.

EXHIBIT C.
Mapura Correcror’s OFrick,
S 17th December 1885.

THE COLLECTOR OF MADURA,
THE SECRETARY TO THE BOARD OF REVENUE
MADRAS.

1 bave the honor to inform the Board " g
- that th :
o i M e 0l e eir Proceedings of the 9th December,

Sir,

9. T hasten to express my unfei i
' : gned astonishment th
- en.[lrﬁ]y mlsapprehem.ied my meaning as to arraign me before G::e:l:;e o e
letter of the 221.1d ultimo ant insinnation regarding the authorshi fment for making in my
referred to, which, as they justly observe, my own experience as P ; the resolution therein
a

tanght me to be perfectly unfounded. i ub-Secretary must have

3. As a matter of fact nothing was furth :

A $i 8 er from my t

was directed so}ely to relieving myself from censure, paSsedy ::‘;g;l té' My letter referred to
tence, from which I felt confident that the Board would gla’dl b elieved, throagh inadver-
as they affected my action, being disclosed. | y absolve me on the full facts,

4. 1 lost not a.moment in doing 50, as the matter was then bef .
1 was naturally most anxious that my statement should reach Mad before g S
ras before Conncil day.

5. The explanation is extremely simple; m
s my letter dealt with one
paragraph and one

oply. 1 began my letter by referring to para. 5 of the Board’s Proceedings, and I ended
: , and I ended my

4 The Government are anable to accept Mr. C

9

67 by alluding to the same paragraph in reference not to its authorship but to its

¢ pésum
words, namely, a8 the one immediately above the Sub-Secretary’s signature.

Jocality, in other
6. The plain as well as the literal meaning

5¢h paragraph, and nothing else whatever.

0 express a hope that the Board will be pleased to lay this letter

was merely to indicate clearly the same

7. I have the honor t

before Government without delay-
1 have the honor to be, &c.,

F (Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
Oollector.

(R TEESNISE

EXHIBIT D.
PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Proceedings of the Madras Government.

. Read Endorsements by the Revenue Department, dated 24th and28th December 1885,

Nos. 7073 and 7075 respectively.
ORDER THEREON, dated 1st January 1886, No. 1.

role’s explanation of paragraph 3 of his
Jtter recorded in Board’s Proceedings, No 3320, dated 9th December 1885, and, having
yegard to his manner of addressing the Board on the former occasion alluded to in paragraph 6
of their Proceedings aforesaid, they ave of opinion that the « plain meaning” of the objection- -

able paragraph was what the Board have interpreted it to be. In addressing such a com-

munication to the Board, Mr. Crole has been guilty of gross and intentional insubordination,

and has incurred the grave displeasure of the Government.

9. The Board have recommended his removal from Madﬁra, and he will be removed

accordingly and posted to another district.
(Signed) W. WILSON,

Ag. Chief Secretary.

e

EXHIBIT E.

Mapura COLLECTOR’S OFFICE,
Dated $rd January 1886.

No. A.
To :
Tae How'sre W. WILSON,
Ag. Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras.
SIE,

1 have the honour to acknowledge, with the most intense pain, the order of Government

ry 1886, No. 1, Public, transferring me from charge of the Madura District

dated 1st Japua
“ for gross insubordination to the Board of Revenue.

9. As His Excellency is aware, I have for some considerable time past begged to be
arge of the Madura District on the score of health, and, if the reason for

allowed t0 resign ch
my transfer

Jemur to the ple 5y y
ig taken on @ conviction for gross and intentional 1ns

with the clearest of consciences, I am entirely innocent in intention.
9

had been placed on
asure of Government in this as in all other matters. But it is quite different
ubordination, of which 1

when the gtep 1
am able t0 say,

public grounds, I should have cheerfully submitted without .'
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3. T trust to the forbearance of Governmentt whi S ! X
not eaptiously or oub of a spivit of insubordination, but ;:\lliell;‘::‘k i ,tl}fwdf\;nowmg submission,
ask that my letter ander rveference be read over. It will be se.( 'ht’ g 3 ﬁr§t
subdned and orderly. To tell truth, wheu I wrote it, I considered :lua: [‘»W e genee t.,oue's 2
to notice an oversight in regard to the facts, which had very natur 1ll .‘wus lnelrely bringing
the Press contract correspondence having been with the Chief Se:r 5t' ﬂ:nseu owing bo pm‘t.uf
the Board of Revenue. My care was solely to bring the facts tz 'myt,' am? P“‘“' only with
prevent the Government adopting the Board’s view of my conduct ium-) ‘Ce' e s Y
As a fact and quite indepenc}ent\y of my letter, the Government did Notl:é;:;? ito the contract.

4. Secondly, 1 beg permission to re

, , produce from my letter, written i iri

described, the words on which gross insubordination is chargZd 'l‘l,ley lar:ualsnfﬂ\lle o
’ ollows :—

> « The Board will probably be pleased, after this ré
] : , after this résumé, to del ; i
me, which appear above the signature of Mr. Acting Sub-Secreba;y Laffea:t’? peare oo

5. The Board’s contention is that I had ! iy

officer who sigue‘d its Proceedings also wrote th:nz ‘::e:leuw c(:lﬁi‘r;e.ant t(; lnsmuat'e < b

kuowl.edge of its Mﬁ:mbers.” It appears to me, with the utmoéh dnflcate T
stn?ct\on puts a strain on the words which they will not bear. O tler‘mce, tlm‘t. s}mh a con-
;»;;::ltsnii (:Jex-e tt.lo beh snspected ab all, I must say, after cm'f;fu\ :;pefu::‘nb?r{, if insinuation
gl e ;)::tpl:: v:::n‘ziiﬂedt?e QOPVer’se }'enderiug, namely, that ih: ;upl:-ssszg E-’,tthat
s nccord. — t\;e = I: :‘0" h:" of it. 'This, as I understand, wounld have been alteru!::i:
to my mind, and I must sub;nit with ppeus, however, that neither one nor other was present

i Gt W s #4 every respect that, as the user of the words, L b : Z
possibly know what Iyullea:tpr: ; JPOLTR. ORI, Jei Y ety = nvel&me' !
by thie author, must neoesea;il "]b,e 9‘:“ & a’ SPRCel dombl archisonrisg ten “‘y""’p:"l‘:ong ::;"‘:;
ig, on the face of i, contrar et Hp St e auy other , ul i g', i
: ' y to common sense, which it Rt his constrnection
instance. it cun hardly be said to be in the present

6. What was meant was sim i
. : ply au indicati
which I requested mi : ion of the par T :
e in.oo (xln 1e; m‘gh: ‘lJle deleted', as it contained a reﬁectio};m S d.s Pr@@uga
the paragr l:; b | s e "‘?Cord in the possession of the Bo .dca“ g g pnucnpally
paragraph by 1ts locality, lu‘stead of by its number, 'l'hat.ails t?: R_"""}"“;’ dem Id descnbii
1e simple fact, an it wou

have been reported t
S ported to the'Board, had they called upon . .
me to Government for punishment. e fyr #xplauakion before reporting

7. In order to save all chane i '
e of mistak vg
of M, Laffan, and he will doubtless bear me out irex’t,l{' e g s
is point.

8. I have the homor to
e assure Gov
Board, repudiating the con B ernment that, whe tter he
YR Guvermieub Wo(:‘ lt‘ilhrucdmon imputed to wmy words, l’deem‘:dl'wn;‘e Y M%el ” ‘2;19
g i t.he: Iorﬁsedthe opinion of the Board iLl{e, ik shgoluiely ‘“LPOS’:‘“
.. Now tha nd that the © venue in the light © 1e

meaning, 1 feel that it is d y are, to my misforta ghnt
my hon;r as a genﬂeman u:h:to:h:h.eoverument» as well as to my;:;; d::“(;z?,]:::“:)l:il?:ly on
or more foreign b o othing Was further from my th : i S iiall

gn to my object than to make any insinuati {1 oughts than insubordinatior

ton whatsoever.

0. I have nothin
used an expression which if c:‘::l(:l:o(:lfrﬁ(;i:;m :;ha:, since it is now clear that I d“'ibﬁ“gly
- . entirely mi : i
:)vflt;l;?ra:c ;‘1; th; ;1;0;: unreserved manner the words Zb;::‘::;l:zmed, l: oul‘y BXLT f'Ol' :::::
r, - K : . .
g cretary Laffan,” to substitate for them the ::;.;;y:‘ i u:zw\:: l:;f“g"“"h
in the

of the Board’s Proceedings ” and to
_ ~ express my si
liable to be so misunderstood. Y Mngeee Pepaet onh | should have L i

10. I most 3
st respectfully beg Government will be pleased to reconsider their orders

11

and to relieve me from the grave and almost unbearable stigma which has been attached to

my conduct and reputation. :
I have the honor to be, &c.,

(Sigued) C. S. CROLE,
Collector.

B

EXHIBIT F-

Pupuic DEPARIMENT.

Proceedings of the Madras Government.

Read the following from Mre. C. S.
]8801 NO. A.
1886, No. 40, Mis-

considering their ©
the Board.

(Signed) W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary.

Crole, Collector of Madura, dated 3rd January

Order thereon, dated Oth Jauuary,
rder, nor for alteriog the

\t see no reasou for re

'he Governmel
ding Mr. Crole’s letter to

opiuion expressed therein regar

/

" EXHIBIT G

¢* CHARLES STEWART CROLE (Bdinburgh Univer-

LIST OF SERVICES o . .
sity).—Joined the Service, 318t Aug- 63; Student ab the College; 9th Dec. 63; Passed in Tamil,
1st Apr, 64; in Telugn, 3rd Oct. 643 west, to the Collr nd Mag., Madura, 8th May 65 to
12th July 66 ; Passed Lower Standard, 18th Apr. 605 A% Head Asst. fo the Gullp, R o8
of Tanjore, 18th July 66 to 19th April 7; Passed Higher Standard, 2185 S .66; g
of a Magistrate, 12¢h Feb. 67; Head Asst. to the Collr. and Mag. of Tanjore, Ag: Judge
of the Court of Small Caunses, Madura, o4th Apr. 675 ead Asst, Madare, contiSineng
to act as Judge of the Court of Small Causes, 18th June 0 20th .fol.y 67_5 Ag. Sub-Collr.
and Joint Mag., Coimbatores 4th Ang. to 22nd Oct. 67 o.ve?'atayed ety ok
Nov. 67; Ag. Head Asst to o Trichinopoly, Al oy: 73 8 SIS
& she Colle.’s oSG INIRETSI 6o Jun, 685 AR, Hosd hests 7th Jan. to 14th Feb.
68 ; Justice of the Peaces gth Jan. 68 Privilese loave, 15th Feb. to 14th Apr. 68 ; On duty
in the Sub-division, Madras, 156B Apr. 68; Ag- Suab-Collr. and Joint Mag., Madras Hiskrich
from 17th Apr. 68; In charge of Collr’s office, Madras, from 21st to 29th Apr. 68; Head
Asst. Collr. of Cuddapab, continuing 0 act as Sub-Collr- Madras, 25th May to 14th daly 698
Ag. Sub-Secy. Board of Revenue, from 15th July to 90th Sept. 69; Ag. Sub-Collr., Madras,
28th Soph. 695 A Collr., Madras, from gth to 30th Nov. 69; Ag. Sub-Collr., Chingleput, 1t
July 70; Drivilege 108Y0: 31st July t0 29th Ang. 7'2.; Head Asst. Collr., Kurnool, continuing
Mg Sub-Collt, Chingleputs 15th May 73; Privilege leave, from 16th April to 15th-July
74; Left Chinglépnts {1th July 75; Furlough to Europe, from 19th July 75 to 1st Feb. 77; Ag-
4241, Sub-Collrs Nellore, 19t Feb. 77; Sub-Collr. and Joinb Mag., Nellore, 19th June 77 to
ot Apeiais Ag. Collr. and Dist. Mag., Kurnool, 4th April 78 to 5th Jan. 79; Ag. Collr.
an. to 6th June 79 ; Ag. Collr. of Sea Customs, Madras, and

gth June to 1sb Angust 79 ; Ag. Collr,, Dist. Mag. and Agent, Tanjore,

and Dist. Mag. Qalem, 9th J

Protector of Emigrants,

oih Aug. 79 to B4th Jet. §0; Awarded an honorarium of Rs. 2,500 for compiling the
District Manual, 1st Dec. 79; Ag. Commr. of Salt Revenue, Madras, from 28th

g. Collr. of Sea Customs, Madras, and Protector of Bmigrants, 31st

Sessions J adge of Kistna, from 16th June 81; Ag. Collr. and Mag., Madura, 26th March 82;

Colly, and Mag Kistna, contin
Distriot, Modurs, 24t Nov 83 ; Privilege leave, from 11th Jan. to 4l Feb 85.

rlough to Burope, from 13th Nov. 80 to 27th Feb. 82; To be Dist. and

uing to act in Madura, 91st Nov. 82; Collr. and Mag. of the




[ Enclosure V.|

Miscellaneous Correspondence with the Chief Secretary.
A

MADURA,
98th February 1885.
Aly pEaR WEBSTER,
1 should have written this some time ago to say that a bundle of letters, regarding
the subject mentioned by me in Madras, is in my possession. The remainder of the cor-
respondence, which is said to be voluminous, has been promised.

Yours sincerely,

, (Signed) C. S. CROLE.
To the Tonorable E. F. Wesster, C.5., Chief Secretary.

B y
KoDAIKANAL,
9Gth September 1885.
" My pear WEBSTER,
As promised in my note of 31st August, I enclose 2 Memorandum embracing both
Captain Campbell’s and Me. Sullivan’s matbers.
Captain Campbell’s letter to me is enclosed in original. I have not the papers in the

other case with me. They are at Madura, but yon may vely on the general accuracy of the
statements made.

Please acknowledge receipt, and address “ Madura.”

Yours sincerely,

(Signed) C. S. CROLE.
To B. F. Wenster, Bsq., C.S., Chief Secretary.

C

ULwaH,

7th October 1885.
Dear CROLE,

T am directed to say thab although your D.O. letter to me, dated the 26th September,
enclosing 2 Memorandum for the information of the Right Honorable the Governor, is an
unusual and irregular mode of transacting business, His Excellency will take the paper into
consideration at the first meeting of the Council after his return to head-quarters. Much of 16"
relates to matbers about which His Excellency oan, in the nature of things, know nothing
whatever, bub I am to say that he can give, of his own knowledge, the most positive denial to
your statement that any thing that may have happened between you, or any friend of yours,
and any member of the Sullivan family, has had the slightest shadow of influence upon your
official career
) Yours sincerely,

(Signed) FORSTER WEBSTER.
C. S. Orovr, Esq., Madura. .
10



MADURA,
22nd October 1885.
My pEsr Warsox,

In Webster’s note of the 7th instant, acknowledging a Memorandum prepared for the
use of His Excellency, the following passage occurs :—

“T am to say that His Excellency can, of his own knowledge, give the most positive
¢ denial to your statement that any thing that may have happened between you, or any friend
“of yours, and any member of the Sullivan family, has had the slightest shadow of influence
“ upon your official career.”

Will you kindly make my respectful submission to His Excellency that I am griev-
ously ashamed at having unintentionally allowed my meaning to be so misunderstood. The
Memorandum in question was written, after consultation, in m i

c all
thought of my individual interests or feelings wag g SSigne’ ds & }f Zpac‘ty. as Collector, an‘l. ¢
treated solely of public affairs in their relation to the inter e e b
erred beyond forgiveness, if I had forgotten the unvary; ests of Government. I should have

a : : ,
to me personally on every occasion by His Exee 'ying consideration and kindness extended

consciousness, and it encourages me to burden His

Excel]ency with this explanation.

Yours sincerely,

rl‘o the Honorable W, Wirsox, C.S., Chief Secretary (Signed) C.S. CROLE.

b

o

R




CONFIDENTIAL.

Notes on Mr. Crole's Memorial to the Secretary of State.

Para. 2.—There is nothing in the

. memorandum to show that it was written
. for the private information of His Excel-
- lency ; and it is submitted that no officer

A\ o has a right to address to the Head of the
A N\ ' Administration communications for his
\ v A private information, except in reply to an

order in that behalf; or to expect that
any communication addressed to the
\ \ : Governor on public matters will be
: \'; treated otherwise than officially.

Para. 4.—The Board proposed that
Mr. Gribble should be tried under Act
XXXVII of 1850 (“ An Act for regulat-
ing inquiries into the conduct of public
servants”). The Government referred
the charges against him for the consider-
ation and opinion of Mr. Brandt, who
had just been relieved of duty as an |
Acting Judge of the High Court. Before |
the orders of Government were passed,

Mr. Gribble was permitted to resign the
service on a proportionate pension.

Para. 5.—Beyond writing two memo-
randa read in the order of 4th Feb. 1886,
No. 240, Mr. Sullivan took no part in
the discussion, and purposely, and with
the concurrence of his colleagues, refrain-
ed from signing the despatch to the
Secretary of State, reporting Mr. Crole’s
suspension. As to ¢ dispensing with all
proper inquiry,” it is observed that no
mquiry was necessary till Mr. Crole
made out a primd facie case for one. He
was allowed the fullest opportunity for "
doing so, but, in the judgment of the
Government, completely failed.

Para. 6.—If Mr. Crole had contented
himself with putting before Government
facts or rumours affecting Mr. Sullivan’s
conduct, as a public servant and a cove-
nanted civilian, that had come to his
knowledge or hearing, he would proba-
bly have been held to have been within
the legitimate sphere of his duty ; but
he went far beyond that, and made the
“facts” that he reported to Government
the basis of a violent and virulent attack
on the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan personally-
It is not the case, therefore, that he




*“ stated nothing which his duty did not
demand.” :
Para. 8.—Mr. Crole was bound to
make good his case; he was bound to
establish a primd facie case against the
Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan before Mr. Sullivan
could be called upon to answer. He
failed to do so, and the question was,
therefore, necessarily ¢ reduced within
the narrow limits of official misconduet
on Mr. Crole’s part.” :

Para. 12.—There is no ground for the
assertion that the Government haye
““ suppressed ” inquiry into the landhold-
ing transactions of members of the civil
service. They have been all the subject
of inquiry, the result of which has been
communicated to the Secretary of State
and the Government of India.

Para. 13.—In his Minute of 22nd Janu-
ary 1886, His Excellency observed that
he “ could not say that he had seen any
thing since he came to Madras that
could, with fairness, be regarded as the
growth of a commercial spirit.” M.
Crole’s assertions regarding the growth of
such a spirit and the consequences of it
are not understood, and are not supported
by any information before the govern-
ment.

Para. 14.—The ¢ Garstin” dacoity
case is now before the District Magistrate
of Madura, and from the report of the pro-
ceedings in to-day’s Standard, it appears
that the Vakeel for the prosecution has
not scrupled to affirm in opening his
case that the crime was instigated by
Mr. Crole!

Para. 17.—Mr. Crole cannot, in the
circumstances of the case, implore even
“in self-defence” a full and searching
inquiry into the conduet of Mr. H. E.
Sullivan.

Para. 18.—The ‘ order now appealed
against”’ did nof ¢ constitute Mr. Crole
prosecutor of the charges.” That role
he assumed himself, and having done 80,
Government merely ealled upon to make
it good. ‘

Mr. Crole did nof ‘‘merely pass on
information which had become ;Public
property in the Madura district” He

assed on the information, .but with it,
and based on it, most serious charges
framed by himseif against a Member of
the Government.

Para. 19.—The Government disposed

of the matters in question after the most
*

careful consideration, and after giving
Mzr. Crole the fullest opportunity of sub-
stantiating the charges he had made.
As he failed to do so, the necessity for
inquiry disappeared.

Para. 20.—There was no occasion for
“ instituting a public inquiry before
condemning Mr. Crole.” It was a ques-
tion of discipline. Mr. Crole chose to
prefer certain very grave charges against
a Member of the Government, which,
when called on to substantiate, he could
not do; his action was, therefore, a grave
breach of discipline, and for that he was
punished. Mr. Sullivan was no# “ hound
to demand a complete investigation in
vindication of his honour as a Member
of the Civil Service.” No case had been
made out primd facie that he could be
called on to answer : why, then, should he
demand an investigation in respect to the
same allegations ?

Para. 22.—In para. 5 of our despatch
to the Secretary of State, No. 3, dated
16th February 1886, we wrote that ¢ for
so grave a breach of discipline we con-
sider that removal from the service would
not have been too severe a penalty.”
Suspension and the consequent loss of
pay cannot, therefore, be considered as
“‘ unreasonably severe.”

Para. 25.—It is not usually considered
to be a part of the business'of a Collec-
tor of a district to advise zemindars or
other residents thereof on their private
affairs.

Para. 31.— Vide supra para. 6.

Para. 32.—The object of the Govern-
ment in consulting Mr. Handley was to
get from a professional lawyer and a
judge accustomed to weigh evidence, and
not a Member of the Civil Service, an
unbiassed opinion on the case submitted

by Mr. Crole.

Para. 34.—The mere fact that what
Mr. Crole calls an enormously excessive
valuation was put on the property that
a member of the Sullivan family wanted
to sell to a native is not fraudulent;
caveat emptor. As a matter of fact, the
native did not buy ; but even if he had,
other things would have to be proved to
show that the transaction was fraudulent.

Para. 85.—It was certainly nof “in
accordance With‘%é orders of Govern-
ment,” that Mr. Crole “took certain
affidavits.” As he had made certain
chargfes, it was supposed that he had
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evidence already to hand in :

: su
t}}elfl. The order of Governmcl?tp 011; x?(f
way authorised Mr. Crole to take affida-

vits 1 :
ma?l el.n support of the charges he had

Para. 36.—The makers of
it A the affida-
vits are doubtless responsible for theatrgal
olll' falsity of them; but the affidavits
themselves are used by Mr. Crole in
suppo:'t and in proof (heaven save the
mark !) of the charges he made.
Para. 38.—As already 1
Mr. Sulliyan could not l)>e Ic);)ll]net(;3 dor? utt(;
;ﬂ;‘sw‘cl} tx!l Mr. Crole had made out g
mda  fa inst hi "hi
prong | (i:(z)e:’ case against him. This he
Para. 40.—(a) Facts. Yes.

(4) The statements in the m

) emoran-
gauzl .g(l)] far beyond mere statementa:)]f
- cts ; they are charges of offences, and so
ar are not covered by the aﬁidmiit‘ d
documents sent in by Mr. Crole x5

Para. 45.—““ It is not eas
stand the portion of the orde¥ oﬁoGggedg.
ment describing Mr. Sullivan’s position ”
In respect of the Richings estate. Th
order 1s, it is submitted, perfectly.clear ¥

Paras. 47 to 58.—If th
State considers any flfrtl?gfrei%ri' i
necessary regarding Mr. Sulliv:al.n’x;l c:)ry
nexion with the Richings propert t}n-
circunmstances of which have yl,)e q
alri:rxdy reported to him, it will be ma,de(:l '
Crxl.B.—I.t is worthy of note that M.
ole has in para. 51 put a most un 4
rantable interpretation on an irox ari
expression used by Mr. Sullivan in s
mg to his son regarding the sale 'o?:iat.
E’:perty. He told him in reference te
expectation of getting a lakh (;
rupees for it, that “ he wished he mj ]2
get 1t.” Mr. Crole has convertedlt i
s;;zry-fda;;} piece of irony into the expre:l
- fui)ﬁj sizedo!pe that his expectation would

Para. 59.— Vide paras. 6 and 31 supra.

Para. 60.—The Madra
view of the case was not ;g?:f;llm elblf’s
Crole made the charges, and was r;:
perly held responsible for making thgm_

Paras. 61 to 64.—It seems hg
worth while to discuss Mr. Crole’}slirr(ilzly.
cism of Mr. Handley’s opinion of the
value as evidence of the statements ad-
duced by Mr. Crole in support of his
charges ; but I think Mr. Handley’s esti-
mate of them,—not Mr. Cro]e’s,—.jg the

5

ecorrect one, and that, so far from Mr.
Handley’s opinion being entitled to no
weight, the Government were perfectly
justified in accepting it as the unbiassed
judgment of a professional lawyer and
judge.

Para. 66—So far from the matter of
charge III being, notwithstanding Mr.
Crole’s advised description of it, ¢ minor
and subordinate,” it was, in my opinion,
the apex of the pyramid he had been
building up; without it, his case would
have been a mere frustf@m, and he cou d
only write down Q.E.D. to the demonstra-
tion of his theorem that ¢ landholding by
officials in India is an evil thing,” when he
had ended in some such culmination.

The passage could not have been
struck out of the memorandum without
leaving it imperfect.

Para. 67.—¢ Mr. Sullivan’s hostility ”
has never been admitted either tacitly or
otherwise.

Para. 68.— Though no formal orders
censuring Mr. Crole and expressing the
dissatisfaction of the Government with
his administration of the Madura district
may be on record, the following extracts
from demi-official communications to him
will show that Mr. Crole had not, in the

opinion of the Government, “ held the
scales evenly 7 between contending fac-
tions in times when there was consid-
erable friction, and when public opinion
was much excited on various matters of
local interest.

D.0. letter to Mr. Crole, dated 14th October
1884 (G.0O., Finaneial, Mis. No. 2393, dated
8th October 1884) :

«1 am to add that the Government cannot
but express their regret that, instead of holding
the scales evenly between the contending fac-
tions, you should have taken so very decided a
part on one side.”

—

D.O. letter to Mr. Crole, dated 18th December .

1884 (G.0., Financial, Mis. No. 2955, dated

18th December 1884) :

“The Government wonld view Dr. Chester’s
retivement from connection with the medical
and public institutions of your distriet with
regret, and wish you to adopt, in communicat-
ing with him, that impartial attitude which
have already been directed to advise you to take
up in holding the scales between contending
factions.”

Para. 80.—On the contrary, I subm’t
that the opinion of the Government
x:egarding Mr. Crole’s
justified by the facts as put before them.

T
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in view to meahng yonr

wuhes whe:n a good oppoa'tnmty oﬂem,

Med. ﬁe no authonty to
davits in support of those charges.
Para. 83(4 —* The connexion of t}
e only connexion betw
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PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

LETTER—t0
Tug Ricar HONORABLE THE SECRETARY or STATE ror INDIA.

My Lozp, _ 4.
We regret to have to inform your Lordship that we have considered it our

duty to suspend Mr. C. 8. Crole, of the Covenanted Civil Service, in the following

circumstances. el

2. In September last, Mr. Crole, who was then Collector of Madura, submitted,

with a demi-official letter addressed to the Chief Secretary, a ¢ Memorandum for

His Excellency the Governor,” in which he preferred certain very grave charges

against the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan, the -Seniipr Ordinary Member of our Council.

3. These charges were, in effect, as follows : —

(1) That the Hon'ble Mr. Sullivan had broken his covenant as a Civilian,
and infringed the orders of the Government of India and the Secretary
of State in holding land in the presidency in which he is employed for
the cultivation of commercial produets for profit.

(2) That Mr. Sullivan had been guilty of cheating, inasmuch as he had been a

party to an attempt to inducc a native landholder in the Madura -

district to purchase the property ireferred to in (1), in circumstances

that were fraudulent. w |

(8) That, in consequence of Mr. Crole having interfered and advised the

landholder in question not to purchase this property, the Hon’ble

Mr. Sullivan had abused his position as a Member of the Government

by publicly denouncing Mr. Crole in his official capacity and obstruct-

ing him in the administration of the Madura district. o

4. Mr. Crole, having been called upon to substantiate these charges, submitted \

a letter, No. A , dated 7 A/ Agr , in which he set forth the facts and evidence

which he considered proved them. Our own knowledge of the facts was sufficient

to refute the third of the charges as entirely without foundation, and, in our

judgment, Mr. Crole entirely failed to establish the first and second of them by the

evidence he had adduced. Desiring, however, to have an independent opinion on

the matters involved in these two charges, we laid the papers, so far as they related -

" to them, before Mr. J. W. Handley, Chief Judge of the Small Cause Court, and = .
lately an officiating Judge of the High Court at Madras. That guatleman’s
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9 TH FEBRUARY 1886, No. s PusLc,

conclusion was at one with our own, and was to the effect that the
adduced by Mr. Crole not only did not prove the first and second of the e},
had prefer'red against the Hon’ble Mry. Sullivan, but that there wag nothing iy jte

nature to justify Mr. Crole in having made them. f-

5. For so grave a breach of discipline, we consider thaff removal from the g
service would not have been too severe a penalty, but, being willing to give 4
Mr. Crole, who is a man of some ability an'd may yet do good work, an Opportunit
of re-considering himself and retrieving his character, we were of opinion that the
interests of discipline would not be unduly compromised, if we awarded him o i
period of suspension. We accordingly suspended him for & year from the 4} '?
February 1886. A copy of our I’roc.eedmgs of th.ut date, No. 24/ y together with EA
copies of all the papers connected with the case is enclosed for your Lordship's
information.

6. In conclusion, we have to inform your Lordship that Mr. Sullivan, w
beyond writing the two memoranda read at the head of our Proceedings un
reference, took no part in the discussion, has, with our concurrence and
special request, refrained from signing this despatch.

ho,

der
by his own

We have the honor to be,
My Lord,
J Your Lordship’s most obedient, humble servants
(Signed) M. E. GRANT DUFF,
{ o) C. G. MASTER.

.

Forr Sr. GEoRGE,
th February 1886,

Exd. F. R. Bantlomau,




. ‘[T"-""“— — I
] "-.
bt
&

FORT SAINT GEORGE.

PUBLIC (1886) DEPARTMENT.

(Copy) .

LETTER to the Right Honorable

the Secretary of State for
India.

Dated th February,
No. of 1886,

Forwarding copy of Proceodmga of this Government
relative to the suspension of Mr. C. 8. Crole of
the Madras Civil Service.
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