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CONFIDENTIAL,

MEMORANDUM BY HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR.

We' left QOotacamund soon after 2 o’clock on the 8th of Se

a cloudy sky. The Kaity Valley was full of mists up to the road, vgltxfcﬁillfn: fl;l,-((i)‘:z
the toll-bar to the Lawrence Asylum ; but we rapidly got below them to see the
avenue of Acacia dealbata, in exceptionally good flower, and the barley of the
Badagas ripening around their prosperous villages. Light rain accompanied us
nearly as far down as Burliar, and the whole ghaut was one mass of green foliage
except where great wreaths of the large lilac Argyrein or the white Trichosanthes
broke its delicious monotony. :

.2. I walked from Kalar through the Areca grove, and observed that the plan-
tations of the Manihot Glaziovii were doing as well as we could desire. The intro-
duction of that plant is one of the noiseless changes of the last few years,—more
really important than many that have been more talked of. :

3. At Mettupdlaiyam we were f'oined by Colonel Blair, who reported that the
Coimbatore tanks were pretty full and the Noyel River coming down in flood
The dry weather of July and August had developed some highway robbery in the
eastern part of the district; but the heavy rain of the night of September 7th
would, he thought, if followed by other showers, soon send the extemporised Robin
Hoods back to their fields. So surely, in this as in many other countries, does
crime fall with prosperity and rise with bad times. !

4. Mr. Leman was laid up with fever after a visit to Kollegdl, and excused
himself from appearing at Pothanore; but Colonel Blair’s account satisfied me as to
there being at present a fair average of well-being in Coimbatore. In the Polldchi
region there had been, if possible, too much rain, and even that corner of the district
through which the Amardvati takes its course after leaving the mountains,—a
corner too often avoided by both monsoons,—had this year drunk its fill. :

5. I got up early on the morning of the 9th, having arranged the first part of
our journey, in order that I might see by dayhgh_t the country between Salem and
Vellore, which I had always hitherto traversed_ in the night. The beautiful but
deadly woods at the foot of the Shevaroys, which I crossed in 1883, were in the
greatest beauty, and no wonder ; for when Mr. McWatters joined me at Malldpuram
he told me that they had had more than eight inches of rain at Salem on the nigh%
of the Tth and two nches last night. The rain has come too late to make the early
crop a good one; but all-fears of a water-famine have been dispelled. Up to last
Monday Mr. McWatters was sending three miles for his drinking water.

6. The fine hill ranges which stand up on the right as the train runs northward
from the Shevaroys were admirably seen, as were the Javadis and the Yerragiris.
Thousands and thousands of acres Kere want nothing to enable them to be bro%ght
into highly profitable cultivation but a sufficient amount of labour ; and that labour
we shall not obtain till we can help the peasant to fight a more than even battle
with fever. This, as my honorable colleagues know well, we can only do with
the aid of Mr. Lawson and Mr. Hooper. Salem, with its great extent, some 8,000
square miles,—say & fourth of Scotland,—only gives us, I think, a clear revenue
of eighteen lakhs or so,—less than is brought in by some English noblemen’s estates,
which, by comparison, are mere cabbage gardens.

7. 1 did not know that in the Krishnagiri taluk the vine is grown to a ve
great extent in the backyards of the inhabitants, the grapes beilgé of ve ﬁxl?;

uality, and bringing in twice a year large returns to the cultivators. Surely
ghcre are many other places where as much might be effected,



2

8. I was glad to see Tirupatir and the scenery round it, so much admired
Sir Thomas Munro. At Jaldrpet Mr. McWatters took his ’lea,ve, after ll‘gg(?rtigz
all profoundly quiet in his digtrict. The townspeople, who gave so much trouble
in 1882, are now behaving as well as possible. ’

9. Not long after leaving Jaldrpet we passed into North Arcot and
Vellore, where Mr. Worsop of the Police had a good account to give ofa I’:he l;:r‘fgfzgl
tranqmlhtivl; but the recent beneficent rains did not reach thus far. The ther-
mometer, however, was not high, only 91° at 11 o’clock.

10. At Tirupati the Mahant received us with the usual ceremoni
advanced through a very garden to the dry bed of the Cheyér River. meTsl’x:;disvgr?
this part of the country a great deal of cholum (Holeus sorghum) and some indi
cultivation under wells. g9

11. At Cuddapah Mr. Bird reported a rather abnormal rainfall in his'distriet,—
heavy where it was usually light, and light where it was usually hea M
Higgins had fewer forest fires than usual to complain of, and Mr. Thg?’n.as t}r.
Police officer, had, as was natural, some fears of increased highway robber if, tlle
drought of the last fortnight continued. The natives whom I saw Wex)',e’ 1}(;
pleased with the prospect of an improved water-supply. A iptig ot

12. At Tadpatri, I heard from the Deputy Collector a far less good
prospects in Anantapur than we haye received from the Collector, a%d tn?:tut)llll:s }(:f
took a pessimist view. Certain it is that everything appeared very dry, and he
atmosphere was extremely oppressive. ' g

13. The early morning of the 11th found us in the Nizam’s country, and at
)

Hotgi, whence the new line goes off to Beejapore and Bell Sk
charge of the Bombay officials. W ary, we passed into the

14. From Hotgi to Dhond the country was,—little o'r no rain havi
dreary beyond description, like the Castiles when 10 crop is on the Zl::fn flallen,_.
p!ams of Hungary without their picturesque inhabitants; but as we near ed’ f)r the
hills began to lift themselves on the southern horizon, and we passed into g fe‘iizfia

ile

region covered with sugar-cane.

15. We remained five days at Ganesh Khind, and I nee .
a great variety of subjects wi¥h the Governor of ,Bombay. dﬂ;?gs:ht? } discnssed
(1) Decentralisation ; it or
(2) The Presidential Armies;
(3; %itive agenC)lr.;
4 e recent relinquishments made heial 2
: Imperial, ﬁna(}lces 3 g e favor of the
(5) Industrial and technical education.

I have stated or shall state verbally to my honorable colleg,

of what passed with regard to these important matte :
and I were absolutely at one. & ™59 to rwhichiLord Reay

16. From Poona we passed rapidly, by way of Bomb
the Municipality met me with a vg:)ry }frx"iegdly );ddress, iiy;:}?icf}lhgigdabady where
hope that I should find the town improved since I was there eleven Y expressed a
certainly is the case, not the least ereditable improvement being z}f: r:e;gg; thls
G Tepair an

refilling with water of the great Kankria tank,—one of
which exists, I suppose, in India. s e S5 masonry tanks

17. From Ahmedabad we passed to Mount Abu, where I had ﬂ\ ;
of comparing notes upon a great many Indian questions with Sir F¢ 1e (ép ortumt‘ir
Qovemor-General s Agent for Rajputana, whose conversation. g Whos radford,
is, to look at a totally different side of our affairs from that' v;hic(i?;:t(g:ed, as he

sented to the notice of those who govern the South . iefly pre-
peculiarly instructive. & o i Premdeney , was, 1 thought,

18. A halt for a day at the capital of Jeypore brought
arch@tectural Wprk that had been d_orlie for that ySIt?ate by%lﬁon:legﬁoﬁleart\}ée i
modified my view about a Consulting Architect to replace Mr, Cl’lisholfgmgvzlimﬁ
) c

gues the substance
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was, it will be remembered, one of the subjects on which it was settled at the
Council of the fifth of September, I was to make representations at Simla.

19. A building is now nearly completed in the public gardens at Jeypore,
which is called the Albert Hall, but is about as unlike as it can be to its well-

known namesake. If we could only call to our assistance the man who created

this, or any one who would work in the same spjrit, we should be able to secure that
adaptation of Indian forms to modern exigencies, for which we sigh in vain. A
Consulting Architect from Europe would be but too likely to give us repetitions
of the nondescript edifices with which we are but too familiar; but I am afraid
that the Government of India, with the best will in the world to help us, may not
be able to give us either Colonel Jacob or any one like him.

20. At Agra, I had the benefit of conferring with my old friend Sir Alfred Lyall,
the Lieutenant-Governor of the highly prosperous North-West Provinces. 1 could
not name any member of the Indian services, who seems to me to have looked so
deeply as he into the problems,—ever mcreasing in complexity,—which are gather-
ing round the gigantic task we have undertaken in India.

91. From Agra we transferred ourselves to Simla, after a brief halt atDelhi,
and immediately entered upon the discussion of the various topics which, it had been
settled, were to be treated of by me when there. I will take, first, those that had to
be discussed with General Wilson. The first of these was the defence of the
Madras coasts. For that purpose it seems probable that about five-and-a-quarter
lakhs will be assigned to us. The method in which that sum is to be utilised was
under consideration, and we shall have our say about it.

99 The second was the purchase of a steamer. The last word of ko
Government of India about this would seem to be that we should pay for the
steamer, safy twenty-seven thousand pounds; that we should keep it up, say at
the rate of from four thousand to five thousand pounds a-year; and that we should
have the entire control ofit,éxcept when, on an emergency, we put it at the disposal
of the Government of India. :

93. These are hard terms, though perhaps the best that can be offered ; but,
great as our necessities are, We must scan the proposals made very severely before
we accept them ; for the existing Madras Government will certainly never get any
benefit from the steamer, while their successors will get all the benefit, and be able,
if they think fit, to deplore our extravagance !

94. The third topic discussed was the acquisition of the building, fnown as
the Mansion, for the Military Accounts Offices at Madras. It seems to me out of
the question to get the Government of India to grant at present the much larger
sum of money which, we are now told, will be necessary. - The matter is not
extremely urgent, and our late colleague, Sir F. Roberts, who so much desired the
removal of the Military Accounts Offices from Fort St. George, will himself soon
be a Member of the Government of India, and able, if he thinks fit, to get his
colleagues to agree to the increased expense much more readily than we can.

95. Tt will be remembered that we agreed that it was high time to call atten-
tion to the disproportion, so unfortunate for this Presidency, which exists between
the admissions to the C.8.L of officers employed in Bombay and in Madras. A
careful note of this was drawn up, and left in the proper hands. The same course
was pursued with reference to the two native gentlemen, whose merits we consid-
ered to deserve some recognition.

26. The question of the importation of salt into Mahé was also discussed, and
will, I apprehend, be settled substantially as we wish.

97. Colonel Brownlow was absent, so that I was not able to mention to him
several matters of which I had desired to speak, but notes on all these were left
with Mr. Hope* ‘ :

2

# (1) The Periyar Project. ’ .
22)) Th: c:;xtiy:nancejof the special establishment for tank maintenance.
(3) The Bellary, Rushikulya and Barur Projects. ‘
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28. T talked over the recent order about the creation of new districts with Sir
Auckland Colvin, and explained to him that their creation would entail consider-
able expense, which he would no doubt arrange to meet. It will be in the recol-
lection of my honorable colleagues that when Bellary was divided, there was no
little difficulty in getting adequate establishments for Anantapur.

29. Our recommendations with reference to the Survey Department, the
necessities of which are so urgent, have, I understood, been brought to the favor-
able notice of the Secretary of State, and, in compliance with a suggestion from
the Financial Member, I instructed our Chief Secretary to ‘et the reduction of our
balance to seventeen lakhs, which was settled in the spring of 1884, put on official
record.

30. Mr. Hooper’s position with reference to travelling allowances was also
brought before the Financial Member.

31. Hopes were held out that, before the next five years’ contract has to be
arranged, Sir Auckland Colvin would endeavour to visit Madras, say next October,
and go, on the spot, into the different questions which will require to be settled.

32. I spoke, as arranged, to Mr. Buck about a Geological Surveyor for Vizaga-
patam, about Miss Pogson’s case, and about the best method of arranging the

information supplied by our Government Mineralogist, so as to meet the wants of
the Government of India in his Department. ;

33. I think I can best put before my honorable colleagues the outcome of our
conversations with Mr. Hope, by quoting @ esfenso the note drawn up by
Mr. Webster under date of September 30th and initialled by Mr. Hope, together
with the material portion of a letter from him to Mr., Webster, dated 4th October :—

“Simra,
“30th September 1885.

“The Hon’ble Mr. Hope, Member of the Government of India, in charge of the Public Works

and Railway Departments, called on His Excellency this morning to discuss various subjects
connected with the administration of the Presidency of Madras. g + ]

“L Mr. Hope informed His Excellency that he expected to be able to pass, at the next

meeting of the Council, an Act enabling Jocal " Authorities to guarantee interest on capital raised

for the construction of local lines of raj way. He pointed out the necessity of passing a short

Enabling Act in the Madras Legislative Qouncil on lines which would be sufficiently indicated in

the speech he proposed to make when introducing the Imperial Act ; and he added that, as soon as

this was déhe, a reply would be despatched to our letter of the 11th of December last.

* With respect to the question as to the best way of raising the required capital, Mr. Hope
stated th*;t liiiwould not Ogl‘ftfﬁthehSouth Indian Railway Company forming a separate
company for this purpose; and he thought that the #, ol ;
between. the Tarkbewar Railway QOHlpgny, 2 I?e E.eI. orm of agreement (for a similgr purpose)

ok Railway Company, and the Socretary of
State, which is now under consideration, might be taken as a model for the Méya.va?am-

Mutupet line. Mr. Hope kindly added that he would be glad to furnish the Madras Government
with a copy of the Tarkeswar agreement, as soon gs it is completed.

* The next subject mentioned wag the Nilgiri-Rigi line, Mr. Hope informed His Excellency

the Governor tht::ﬁ if the promoters of the line fail to form a company within the period allowed
them, he, personally, would raise 1o objection to the Madras Railway Company undertaking the
work out of the sale-proceeds of the Bellayy.Guntakal line ; but he pointed out that the last word
on this subject would remain with the Secretary of State.

“Turning then, to the question : X
informed His Exoellency tha the of the extension of the railway from Pélghat, Mr. Hope

: overnment of India had addressed the Secretary of State on
the sgb e(;t ﬁ‘; ﬁ:ﬂ 335‘1&)& 5;1}8 but had not, ag yet, received a reply from His Lords});ip.

ompan : : % el A
enable them to undertake the worxl)i y axe, Mr. Hope added, in possession of sufficient capital to

“ Colonel Shaw-Stewart’s case wag next discussed. Mr, Hope stated that the rule requiring
Major-General, is never relaxed, except in

the retirement of an officer, on promotion to the rank of

the exceedingly fits instances in which the Government of India might find it impossible to supply
the place of the officer required to vacate office ; and he added that Colonel Shaw-Stewart was
mistaken in supposing his case o be g peculiar one, the fact being that it was on all fours with

those of Colonels Innes and Brownlow, : L i
added, there are many other officers iy, :{190 would shortly be required to retire, and, Mr. Ho

! same position. For these reasons, Mr. Hope said he
felteihmself unable to recomménd the Goyernment of India to reconsider the orders already
issu

- The application for a personal allowance to Mr. Mellis, which the Government of India had
already rejected, was next mentioned, and M. Hope said that he was unable to seo any good

5

reason for acceding uest, as he thought it unadvisable, on public grounds, that an officer
hould fbcofretn.ined 1:’10 tg:)eﬂe post for any 1z‘gg‘eeﬁs length of time ; and that if Mr. Mellis really is
:hg valuable public servant that he is represented to be, his best course would be to seek advance-
ment from some other Railway Company ; further, as the Madras Railway Comq]any does not
pay its way, any increase to the allowances now given to Mr. Mellis would be a charge thrown
o th‘?bsI?x? . adverting to the Bellary-Kistna and Cuddapah-Nellore Railways, Mr. Hope informed
His Exeelle’ncy that Mr, Lambert has recently received a lakh of rupees, and that if the Secre-
tary of State agrees to certain proposals of the Government of Indm,2 as to the distribution of the
sum of 60 lakhs (Midland Railway Refund), another 15 lakhs will be given at once to-the
Bellary-Kistna project, and ‘10 lakhs to the Cugldapah-N ellore line. . :
«'The matter has been referred to the India Office by wire, and the orders of His Lordship
expected immediately. \
- ool “E. F.'W.
3 T O. H.u

“4th October 1885.

“ My DEAR WEBSTER,—;I have initialled the memorandum which is quite correct. I may add

. few"‘ !'f‘hn;azkrier for draft of the letter to Madras about the local railways has gone to my oﬁic‘ze,

80 the letter should issue in a day or two. I will send you a copy of it, and an early proof of

" my speech.

A careful reply about Colonel Shaw-Stewart’s OSS_e shall be sent, putting the matter rather
more fully than in the notes. As to Mr. Mellis, the' opinion I gave seems right ; but the matter
s yvery large one, and if His Excellency had any strong wish regarding it, I would

“endeavour £6 meet it.

«The Red Hills case is, I understand, settled, to His Excellency’s satisfaction, Sir A. Colvin
having agreed to give back to the Provineial Government the sum req_mred.' :
ugI am making the inquiries about Colonel Jacob of Jeypore, which His Excellency desired,

F Tgéﬁlmk;f%;aph if the Secretary of State sanctions tlie grants for the Bellary-Kistna

aud (yddspsb-Nellore Emlways. “ Believe me, &ec.,
; “ (Signed) T. C.. HOPE.”

dy laid verbally before Members of Council the substance of the
very%ipﬁr&gg aélgfl:eZsations Whic)l; I had about our recent Provincial relinquish-
ments. These matters can hardly, just at present, be dealt with on paper; but [
could not have desired to be met in a more equitable s pirit, or one more worthy of
the Government which controls, _m_lder the general ection of the Secretary of
State for the time being, the destinies of this great Empire. Altogether I canmot
speak too warmly of the courtesy and desire t0 meet our wishes of all with whom
1 had to transact business at Simla, from the Viceroy downwards.

ummer capital of India I went, in some thirty hours, to Ulwar,
a mgﬁ'NF;l’;?x?; g’::.tz in Rajpulzana, about the size of our district of Tanjore. The
Dewan is a very intelligent man, and bears a high character, and I heard from our
Resident, Colonel Peacock, an excellent account of its management. When I was
at the India Office, it had the reputation of being about the worst-governed part
of India ; but a long minority, combined with the Judicious management of Colonel
Powlett and others, enabled the present highly-intelligent Ruler to start on quite
new lines. g g ;
36. From Ulwar I passed, »id Ajmere, to Ud:alpuy, where we were splendidly
received by the Maharana, at a very beautiful féte which he gave us, on the lovely
Peshola Lake. The following address was read in his presence by the Dewan :—

«Youvr Excerrescy, Lapies axp GENTLEMEN,—I am extremely glad of having had the

pleasure of seeing Your Excellency and Mrs. Grant Duff. In former days it was very dangerous

“and difficult to come down from Madras,—a place lying far and far away}; but owing to the

arran de by the British Government of opening railways all over India :
e;eellen't havge%l:;ltsrmoz ,and I am thereby afforded the pleasure of Your Exoelfe#ﬁ
ﬁmﬂt;esto-night. I have gathered from newspapers and other sources of Your Excellency’s

ble qualities, but I find the accounts fallen far short of what these qualities really are, after I
no o <4

aking your acquaintance. 4 ‘ i .
have ‘E‘%dsggzeﬁ%%: f'f"lour goelleney and Mrs. Grant Duff have enjoyed your visit to my

territory, and hope Your Excellency will again give me the pleasure of a visit whenever it is
oonvenie’nt' to you.”
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Governlment, i-u;e fglél.‘? that, tempted by the,existteglce :fzx:;e(é e o T oba ﬁo
¥ BRI (8 mbay got this district tran i 5 ing districts' of the
g v e o B T o, stimulated
maker i pat ttue country. And the people of the g.ls &1 W it B e 5 d. materially
Smﬁher}? M%ll:t a line of railway passi?hg -thmugell'laltufltrrancemen ¢ :
the hope that & un duce to their gen ' ich this port was once
}gcrease thm:hprtozpfeolzg' g?in(ll) ;ﬁnhas been preferred to fulfil the purpose which this po
« Now tha &

all but practically -
e, the project of a railway to Karwar seems to have been P
intended to serve,

istrict remaing yet to be fulfilled. :
d: and the chief 6bject of the ttr?nslf)eli‘; (l’f itilz ﬁ?}?&fﬁ ;gr son:elgznsglation to ﬂndfthat it
doned ; . ow i 8 declining sta e, bu isiting by heads of Gov-
ab?"l‘l“ The fown 1}? 1113: lpliaie Zmonggthe places that ai‘e gee!glfi% :)meif: g:flut;:.g o -
till continues to ho tance, indeed, makes us no little hope & llénc it & yery ookl
S ments, which circums inc’idence that we shonld welcpme Yox;r thmedjstri{t Vi 't 1he
e;n «Jtis a \ﬁar{ 1;313{5 coan important epoch in the (lilést(gﬁ s?}hem: e i ISt
; tha T g { is town under ¢ - ’ .
,_{nyr_;é‘eg?; Keold %ummtr:)dtheel%t;i??:h l1?111telenz’1snd those statesmen who helped to introduce it.
‘hich does honor to ¥
a boon whic
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“Lastly, we beg to offer our most sincere thanks to Your Excelle
Excellency ﬁa_s manifested for thig v

town by visiting it, anq to assure Y,
“day of your visit will ever remain fr

ol SR s Riternbig i ur Exeellency that this
"To this I replied :

ost lovely spot, the name of which
to me, and your most friend] reference to the Gove Aol hay
additional satisfaction A 9vernment of Madras is an

of my predecessor, Lord Harrig,
that, when the recent change

charge of the interests of Inidia in the Upper

hink it ig
here Present, may sge the schemes

‘ they will he ;

P Y8 new system oould not be naugurated undep bettZr auspizetsn ;:)111-
Jour present Governor, Lord Reay, is not only one of the most highly- .
who ever came to India, but he is showi i

trained politica] studentg
and painstaking Governors to whos

self one of the most conscientinyg -
Majesty’s Indian subjects,” A TR TS e 2 et

¢ destinies of
, 41, From Karwar, we g
no telegraph comes within '
Western Coast. My arrival was, therefore, unexpected, and th
most sagacious m.habitant of the 1 of its embouchure was
not sufficient to pilot my hoat among the shallows, which interyened between it
and the house of the Head Asmstant, who, however, ag it turned out, was ahsent.
42, The scenery in the neighbourhood is Very attractive, and Very simil

that of the Cochin backwaters, s ? B W Say o

43. From the Kundapur River we passed to Beypur where T
commencement of the new bridge, by whli)ch the railw);l;r 1;;'1'11 pass t(fnéggﬁ(éi:ftd :r}ll:la
thence went on to Madras, receiving at Pothanur g t ‘ Tl
which he informed me that our troo
Burmese expedition;; and added that
of this Government. 1 telegraphed,immedti)ately i

44.. While passin through the Coim atore district op the 23rd’ I
Mr. Leman and (%olong Blair.g Th ) T th

never observed so much land und '

Blair’s anticipation g to the decline of highway robbery allud,
beginning of this paper, had become true.

45. Not less agreeable was the account that M. MeWatters was
of things in Salem.

able to oj
howery weather had continued ever gince I had 0 g1ve me
place in Septbmber, and agri

) _ Passed that
agricultural operations were going on admirably

1
.

Mipras,

for’the interest Your -
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The Humble Memorial of GHARLES STE WART CROLE, Madras Civil
Service, to The Right Honorable The EARL OF KIMBERLEY,
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India in Council.

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH THAT i—

Petitioner has been suspended for one year by the Government of Madras
as a punishment for making, in a Memorandum prepared for H. E, the Governor,
three charges, alleged to be unjustifiable, against the Honorable Mr. H. E. Sulli-
van, ¢.8.1, Senior Member of Council, in his capacity as a Member of the Madras
Civil Service (G.0., 4th Feb., 1886, No. 240, Public, Enclosure I).

9. Ttis to be noted that the Memorandum in question was, as it sets out  Opporianity not afforded

or revising Memorandnm

by stating, written, after communication with the Chief Secretary, for the private beiors it vas treated ofi-

ciglly. o o

information of His Excellency. Its style shows this. Tt frankly reproduces the
substance of conversatiol}?sﬁ_‘li_t_l.l,@,hefChief.S.ec"etary’ and it places at His Excellency’s | =~
digpbgal for perusal a;;{ivate letter received by Petitioner, which Petitioner had cer-/

tainly no.idea of communicating to the Madras Government. = Petitioner submits

that, before his Memorandum was used officially, an opportunity should have been

afforded him of revising it, especially as he stated that it was written from memory

and without the papers.

3 Ttislikewise to be noted that Petitioner had, eight months previously,
reported sub.stautially the same facts in person ._{_‘9 the Chief Sécretary, certainly
without eliciting any unfavourable comment. (Vzdfe'pa.ras. 24, 25, 27, 65, 66 and 68
infra.) Petitioner had, therefore, good reason to ?elleve, when he incorporated them
in his Memorandum, that he was merely performing an unavoidable duty.

4. DPetitioner protests most strongly against the procedure adopted by acci w4 e

to decimor L e

Government. In regard to a case like this, every Civilian must be placed on au equal
footing, and the course which was pursued in the case of—e.g, Mr. Gribble, C.S.,
should, it is submitted, not have been departed from in that of Mr. Sullivan. There
<hould have been a full and searching enquiry for the purpose of exhausting every
tittle of evidence on both sides. d

5. Instead of this, Mr. Sullivan, as a Member of the Giovernment, is one

of the Judges of his own case, which is disposed of by dispensing with all proper

enquiry, and punishing the Collector who brought it to notice, under the pretext .
erson esling or re-

of the whole thing being a malignant personal attack. rengo on Potitioners part
. M o repudiated.

6. Petitioner most emphatically repudiates the existence of any such
unworthy spirit on his part. His Memorandum to H. E. the Governor, on which
his case rests, would bave been a very different document had it been written for
the gratification of personal feeling or revenge. This can be easily proved. The
sole and only wainspring of his action was the performance, as a public servant, of
duty for which he is paid, and he stated nothing which his duty did not demand.

-
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7. DPetitioner originally brought the subject to notice as an incident in a

wgn general question of great public importance which he likewise discussed. (Vide his

Memorandum to H. E. the Governor of Madras, Enclosure I1.)

g 8. The Government of Madr'as now seeks to reduce it within the narrow
limits of official misconduct on Petitioner’s part. The case has been treated as if it
were merely an unwarranted attack on a Member of the Madras Government
entitled to protection in the discharge of his high functions. But the question really
at issue is quite different, as Petitioner will now proceed to show.

9. It is far from Petitioner’s object to inflame passion on the part of
those officials who are unfortunately mixed up with transactions in land or specula-
tion, but as the order now appealed against raises the question of motive, Petitioner
feels compelled, in self-defence, to crave indulgence for the following prefatory state-
ment of the unsatisfactory condition of affairs in Madras, without which his appeal

cannot, it is now seen, be readily understood.
ders of the Secretary of State, and the

provisions of the Civil Service Covenant (Clause 7) have been treated by certain
Members of the Madras Civil Service, during the last few years, has Iong' beefx an
open scandal, and has been the repeated subject of comment even in the publ-lc prmt:‘;.
One of those whose names have, for years, been p}-(?mmently mentioned, .1s
Mzr. H. E. Sullivan,—first, in connection with the acquismon' of land and certain
plantations in South Arcot, when he was Collector of that district, and, subsequently,
in regard to property on the Nilghiris. .

10. The levity, with which the or

belong to the upper ranks, and

11. The chief offender fortunately,
© Bl tho Lonor of the Civil

have hitherto succeeded in avoiding that full enquiry
Service and the public interests, alike demand.

Lich has been practised, has exaggerated

the magnitude of the scandal, and has led the public to bellievg - o e vl
worse than they really are. For the main body of the Servlf’e.ls P erﬂ?ctly fnsainieds
although, in the public mind, it lies under the same SUSPICIOR which attaches to
the rest.

12. But the very suppression, W

13. - The consequence of the growth of this commercial and speculative

spirit is to distract the attention of public servants from their legitimate duties, and
to bring them into very undesirable relations both with their brethren and with

R St oo b Chib country. There has; likewise, been a perceptible loss of tone,

and damage to the high and honorable traditions of the Civil Service. This has,
certainly, tended to diminish the respect and prestige of the Government itself in
the eyes of the people, and has produced a sensible effect in demoralizing the
inferior establishments of Government also. 1t is believed that these effects have
been noticed to some extent in England.

14. As an additional and convincing proof of the endless ramifications in
evil of this irregularity of landholding, Petitioner would cite the Garstiy Dacorry
(Casg, now under investigation before the District Magistrate of Maduara. Tt
appears that Mr. J. H. Garstin, C.S., Second Member of the Board of Revenue, spent
last Christmas holidays at Dévakulam, at which place he owned an estate, which,

~*

+ >

¢

i 18. The order, now appealed

3

under compulsion, he made over to Trustees for his family in October last. Heis o
also interested, as a large shareholder, in the North Travancore Land Company. speculsii

While he was returning through the Madura District, during the night of the 29th T

December 1885, he was attacked by a band of dacoits, and the Police, on the theory
that bad blood existed between Mr. Garstin and the neighbouring Zemindar of
Bodindyakantr, arising in some way through Mr. Garstin’s connection with Déva-
kulam, have charged the latter, a man of wealth and the representative of one of the
oldest families in the country, before the Magistrate as the instigator of the crime.

15. It is only fair to Mr. Garstin to mention that he is understood to
have exonerated the Zemindar, and to have stated that he entertains no suspicion
against him, but the fact remains that the Zemindar stands charged by the Police

with the crime.

16. This case has produced the most intense excitement and alarm in
the Madura District, and has seriously affected i
public business also. It is perfectly undeniable | ’_5 P
that, if Mr. Garstin had never become entangled* ' #+* p
in land, this criminal case, and the attendant |
agitation, could not have arisen.

®¢7. Qivil Servants * * in the actual service
of the Crown in India are prohibited from hold-
lng lands in a native State for any purpose
whatever.” (Letter of Mr. Secretary Mackenzie,
C.8,, to the Government of Madras, 13th May
1§85» No. 21-797, Home Department, Pablic;
vide also para. 4, Secretary of State’s Revenue
Despatch, No. 22, 25th November 1862; also
ditto, para. 3, 9th July 1863, No. 17 ; also Resolu-
tion of Government of India on Despatch from

Secretary of 99 25 rust 1873. ’ - o) LI AU
¥ of State, No. 99, 23th August 1873.) . 1e 9.fance, a full and searching enquiry into Sullivan

the conduct of Mr. H. E. Sullivan,
necessities of the case.

against, sets out by constituting Petitioner ‘
acting on instructiqns of the Chief Secretary to oficially.
formation, which had become public property
if true, besides affecting the reputation and
dras Civil Service as a body, in that its
nt breach of the rules of the Secretary

prosecutor of the charges, whereas, &
Government, he merely passed on in
in the Madura District, and which,
prestige of Goovernment, damaged the Ma

senior representative was accused Of a ﬁagl‘a »
ate recardine holdine and a dealings with ative Zemindar
S 4 d and dealings with nati emindars.
of State 1 rdi the holdin of land an o

19. Petitioner submits that the Madras Government has disposed of the | o e

1139

matters in question without that careful enquiry which their importance to all

concerned demanded.

20. If Petitioner were really prosecutor, as is now alleged, Government
ought, in fairness, to have instituted a public enquiry before condemning Petitioner,
in view of the fact that the affidavits and documents submitted at their instance,
besides supporting the statements made by Petitioner, disclosed other serious
charges, and also in view of the fact that the Petitioner had, in para. 11 of his report
to Government, dated 19th November 1885, No. A, expressly stated the sources
from which evidence must be obtained. Government, however, have taken no notice
of this. Mr. Sullivan has apparently demanded no complete investigation as he
was bound to do, in vindication of his honor as a Member of the Civil Service.
Government has acquitted him, and punished Petitioner, without any thorough! »"

. sifting of the evidence which was at their disposal.

17. Surely, when Petitioner implores, it

1 into eonduct

IR _en

he can hardly be accused of overstepping the /i~

e

quiry
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: 21.  Besides the attendant disgrace and loss of service, their order is
equivalent to the enormous fine of Rs. 30,000.

22. It is submitted, that such a mode of deciding a matter like this, is

absolutely unprecedented ; that the punishment, besides being entirely undeserved,
1s unreasonably severe ; and that it has been inflicted under an S miscouception
of Petitioner’s duty and action in the matter. ;

23. The first two charges against Mr. Sullivan are, in the words of the
Madras Government, as follows :—

“I. That towards the end of January 1884, the Honorable Mr., Sull
was virtually the owner of the Richings Estate at Ootacamund, and that, inasmauch
as the said estate, as then constituted, was an estate devoted to the cultivation of
commercial products for profit, the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, in oWtk tic' wahh.
mitted a breach of his covenant as a Civilian, and infringed the orders of Govern-

ment and the Secretary of State, prohibiting Covenanted Civilians from holding-
land for such a purpose.”

“II. That, about the same time, the Honorable Mr. Sullivan Was a party
to an attempt to cheat, inasmuch as he was a party to an attempt to induce g native
landholder of Madura to buy the said Richings Estate for a price much beyond B

value, and hased on, and supported by, a valuation which, in the attendant circum-
stances, was fraudulent.”

24.  Briefly, Petitioner, in January 1885, came up to Madras from
Madura, of which district he was then Collector, and informed the Chief Secretary
of a very grave scandal which was public property in his (Madura) district, and
which he deemed it his duty to bring to notice.

25. The fact was, th

at a Zemindar and his legal adviser had taken Pet;-
tioner’s advice regardi ng the

purchase of an estate at Ootacamund, which, they
said, virtually belonged to M. H. E. Sullivan, although the transaction was being

* It was over three times CTied out through his son. The price asked (Rs. 1,25,000)
the present nominal value (Rs. ’ - - . 1on * : . ’
40,000 0dd) of the property &%, admittedly, out of all proportion* t 1ts real value, and

according to Mr. Lee Kirbhy, Petit; i . th Sl g . .
a professional estate valuator, et'lt.lonel’ wdwse(.I e  ER L nothmg to do with it,
etitioner’s acquaintance with all the parties (including the
: ; g
Honorable Mr,. Sulhvan) was of the slightest, and he gave the advice purely in
the way of business as the Collector of the district,

a3 i instance of the Ch lef Secretary, the Papers were obtained

 Lohier Woiky Rhoaiie from the Zemmﬁla\r, and he (Chief Secretary) was informed

February 1885, Enclosure v.  Of the fact by lettér* from Mudm-a, and the matter dropped

. until the end of August 1885,

27.  Petitioner was then consulted confi

Campbell, who is agitating in England against

officials in regard to landholding, particula:] yin D
commercial speculations generally.

dentially regarding Captain E, A_
abuses alleged against Madras
évakulam and Ootacamund, and

ivan Ve

5

98. In a conversation between the ChiefSecretary and Petitioner at Ooty  Oharges against My, Sul
" 1 /

Ivan.

(August 1885) on the general question, the subject, as it related t.o.the above-named “E
tranasaction, was rediscussed, and the Chief Secretary Ol'derc?d Petitioner not to ]eav‘e ;
Ooty, as he (the Chief Secretary) would go oves and see HIS Ex.ceuen'(':y the Gox(’lelh- 1
nor aboutit. Eventually Petitioner received (?x'del's to re_]ou_l his district, the un‘exi :

standing being that the substance of the \;zu.'lo.us corfversa.t]or.ls shou?d.be repcIn‘teL1 ‘\
confidentially in writing for His Excellency’s information. (Vide Exhibits VIIT anc

IX, Enclosure 1I1I.)

29. Petitioner accordingly furnished His Excellency (26th September)
with a l\Iexr;ol'axldL111), of what had come to his knowledge on the whole subject of
landholding by Civilians, to which was appended a communication received from
Captain EOA Campbell, which the Chief Secretary had particularly desired Peti-
tioner to transmit for His Excellency’s perusal.

30. The above circumstances account for the detailed character of . the
1\Iemorandu;n as far as it related to the Honorable Mr. Sullivan ; for, of convek
;Iis Exce]lencty was entitled to know exactly what had been brought to Petitioner’s
notice during the eight months preceding.

31. But it is quite clear, at the same time, that Petitioner’s position was
that of merely passing on information which he had received from others in his
official capacity, and with which he was incompetent to deal, while at the same
time it was out of his power to suppress it.

32. In this connection, it will be observed that the Government rely on /1
the contrary opinion of Mr. Handley, Chief Judge of the Sl.nall Cause Court,- 4 |
does not belong to the Civil Service, who was naturally most lmperfe.ct]y acquainted |
with the facts, and who cannot be acceptefl, In any way, as an authority on the duty
of a Collector in the circumstances in which Petitioner was placed.

33. Moreover, Mr. Handley’s opinion on this point, is at direct variance /
ith that o.f the Chief Secretary (Mr. Webster), under whose advice Petitioner [
wi 3 |
e 3 r . 4 - i ’
acted. It is left to Your Lordship to decide, .\v.het,h_en a qollectol was, or was not, /
bound to follow the advice, which the Petitioner considered equivalent to the |/
: ,,
instructions of the Chief Secretary to Governient. |

i
34. What followed was this. The Government & Madras called on Wiat fallowed

Petitioner to substantiate portions of the Memor‘and'um to His xc.e]lency on certain

points relating entirely to the Honorable Mr. Sullivan. Tl%e major portion of the 4

statements contained in it appear to have been accept.ed \Vlthll'b comment. The J‘,’.:" 7

fact of an attempted sale to a native by a member of M1 S}llllvan’s farrfily for a |"f

gsum enormously in excess of its real value, of a property in which Mn .S.ullxv el )

an interest, was admitted. Orders were issued b?' Government prohibiting ‘the sa.le /{4/
f produce grown on the “appurtenances” of residences, and the transfer of certain

- pt to Trustees, e.g. Mr. Garstin’s at Dévakulam, and otherwise, was announced o

::t:hszervice. (Vide G.Os., 14th October and 30th October 1885.) : )

35. In accordance with the orders of Government on that portion of his

Memorandum relating to the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, Petitioner tool: certain affi-

<y yard !/




‘
{

3
; l ’
/ A 2 G ' - E T
g | $’
7 e’ davits, and submitteq them along with certain original documents. - These certainly travention of the orders of the Secretary of State by a Member of the Service, and
=/ o > ¥ 4 - . . .

Ll Ao - went far beyond the statements made by Petitioner, but they were submitted to 1 although one of them was declared by the Judge of the High Court, who investi-
AP0 L Government in Justification solely of Petitioner’s bona fides, and as relieving Peti- gated them, to have made charges (criminal) which were absolutely without founda.

f tioner from al] responsibility for making any statement which was not capable of tion, it was not considered necessary to punish him for this failure of the case,

being supported by affidayits, o1 The Honorable Mr. H. E, Sullivan was a Member of Government at that time,

(Vide report of the Honorable M. Justice Brandt to the Madras Government,

36. Th - - - : 1.’..
ese W}H be found in the Appendix. They speak for themselves dated 3rd June 188 1),

at the makers of these affidavits, and nélf >

ments contained in them, 43.  Furthermore, Mr. Lee Warner, C.S., when agent for Government as

-~ the mortoacee in possession of the Ramnad Estate, in 1872, came to know, from

E 37. I 1 . A 5 i " » . » .
. ~ . mobiig dn’ the sr;:,:: ;ery Nature of th'mgs, such evidence, qud bona fides, C,O.ul 3 ; the Zemi:daar of the day, that a member of the fawily of the then Acting Advo-
Ines ag that required for actual proof of the charges arising g, s cate-Greneral Liad solicited a present. The Collector hesitated to act, but Mr. Lee

out of such affiday;
avits, arner felt bound to report the fact. In the result, the Government found, that

G e jall : > e S . ; .
wa;gzsrrﬁ;cgif.{)tioﬁc’znha{ . 38. GOVel'nn;ent Was specially warned by Petitioner that the evidence, _ the existence of such a scandal in his family, albeit that it was alleged to-ha‘fe ) |
V tak o T i g 7 : : |
oL s by e produced or procurable by him in Madura, could taken place without the knowledge of the Acting Advocate General, precluded his
3 Pafta. 10, “ThoGovemmento me i

" ) <
d : ‘ . . arner’s action was come-
b0 T Gonr et prove L used for that latter purpose, and, in bemg allowed to hold that appointment, and Mr. Lee Warne action was com
owner. I respectfully supmig that it x

me to establish a position I never geen.  OFder to save all doubt, he indicated, in paras. 10, mended, 4
mediatly svatupge o0 i’fﬁf"ﬁ: 11 and 12 of his report to the Govemmfant of
: im. Bag 5y o p:]‘;&l::gai: Madras (Enclosure IIT), the direction, thh.an_
in the event of the Honorable pyy., Sulli 3 irv 1 ‘ 1 idavits,
K02 Up Dl of Luving onps divested pip s €0QUIrY into the truth or falsity of the affi

' : isti int dealt with in the Complicity of Mr. Sul
44.  Next, in regard to the other and distinct point des e livan in attempted gale 1 ]
order, now appealed against, namely, the complicity of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan » native landholder.
o

3 ; - Petitioner.

! _the :eco;;l; of more thap one oﬂ'ilc:d,ofme" to Splte of the precautlons ta'ken by : ett td th(;

—=1 .1 Mment wo i : 1 1 H

— W i rbeel :g?rad. all papersa:do accounts  and, without making any enquiry, treate o g

l
- i | ‘
e ek ' | . s in the scandy] either innocently or otherwise, the order of Government appealed : b2 18
e e G submitted by him, would require to take, e ; s v . f th ropriety of Petitioner’s i
SRR i . , wou : Agalnst supplies conclusive aflirmative testimony of the propriety e, B
© issue, Passage is reproduced in the margin. : . A ivesting himself of all responsibility |
i it : conduct 4 making a report, and thereby divesting himse p e & [
n stitasty o nder o : ng — in 3 g . 3 d’come within his
L gfogoﬁmrgnmm,a “S‘v’,?:;ﬁi 39. Government has, however, ArSing out of the knowledge of facts and accusations, which had'c | 5]
require to clearly £, | | ( ‘
i official Cognizance, E

s » ’ ;
0 fo the estate yoq) - : i . o P nment describing Mr. Sullivan’s ‘
///fv‘“- o], o bevaalled for, and s myept of ,?}&:;‘;Z: case so submitted as complete, and punished 45. The portion of the order of Gover : g ‘ : B
A " o1, Tesiding in gifferont PArts of the py, i Sy - e Ao | ver Park 3 bory) is reproduced in the margin. Itis not | ;
) A Pere L Jouldh hare o po examined. T woglq g1 nary  Petitioner for bringing charges, which he ne Sullivuy ponr9® I.—As to the Honorable Mr. position, p v ’ ‘
Fary { v EY | e TR ? A ® = 8iti . A . > o * '
) BAPTE 2 AR P V::;lll?g: .ho,‘i’;x:;‘.ezgu?, an & brought, and which have Yet to be investigated nl'.au;)m' Pagpeaay. Joged fo the Richings casy to understand it. It appears to signify

Y Loy N from Madurg,» ; attompy jt befo; a;yjudgmene can, withjustice, be passed wll)licg h"v‘;hfoiht,had gl‘llidance of his execnm;‘l, that Mr Sullivan owned an estate of over 100 I

" A 3 y € deeds, &, relating to the 2 n {355
: D Para. 12, «g . F “Stute, i §ia5s 4 - i

: W it letm:?n‘é:;l:ﬁgenhm@ wteh T8 on their truth or otherwise. . that, in 155 l,)]i‘ffdém f""’sth".“d""‘"“'a"g“t"‘" acres within the Municipal limits of Qotaca : i
v y V! facts of o mogy mpromising meﬁdﬁ,““ . Mot aad iy g,g u;ignlf{.':,m&'ﬁr?fm&m;‘f d up to 1883, and that in that year, with the ’,

“Petitioner’s bounden duty Fromi e g‘:t:urtf:pe, which T hayg e 40. It is humbly submitted that the Sade Homounting fopatirer o 3375 ncres, and  1UD : P g ¥ Wi ililten on an siual | |

% a E‘Sllector in respect of strictly to g fou;sco:z::z . ;hlﬁh I8 Confined 2 for decision, as far as Petitioner is bia Comiugoxi ‘;’hu son, Mr. J. F. Sullivan, on intention of pllttmg all his ¢ ren q ‘ ;

thig case. ¥ Memoranqym, only points for ¢ 3 Quent]y enabley }"_0"1 Englund; that he subse-

- = 1 1 L ‘ 1

o T v the peypert 48 son to acquire the rest of footing with his son who was managing it, he ‘

: concerned, i iong M to carry op plauting opera- i does 1
i c‘)!ls? ée:ah{:‘tehn;mg n this and othep waysmade {ook a mortgage on it for Rs. 60,000 It \

Yinces in fayone of his gon, and tl
d i o , tate became the
mohﬁ!nneg:lrtzx;zfi:?‘:urxng to his other children not appeal‘ hOW or When the esta

. (@) Wasit Vas it not, the bounden duty of Petitioner, as Collector, to
apprise the Government tbat stich facts had come to his official notice ?

SRR et oqu ooting 1:‘;25‘;‘;,“{;; o oy property of the son mentioned. The intention
» . . : . & Mortgy g i s »
(0) Are the Statements contained in his Memorandam to His Excellency ;;u‘:::g :mx,er"..,;’,f;,;"ih::‘;fg.‘,f;; ;’ﬁmi of the mortgage 1s stated to have been that the
: 4 Operty, . ' :
the Governor covered by the affidavits and documents sent in by him 2 g:t;‘tih, .ho..{d_ :'f‘:tr"t r'::ii ?;‘;f{:,';ffn ';ﬁet::';: “ other children should, as far as possible, have
o : . 2 son, 3! 3 oort ok ) . if it (the pro-
: , { 4 = ] AMOng Lig ehildper” SUllivan, be divided equally n the same way as if i ep
- : 41, J¢ these questions be answered in the affirmative, Petitioner submits ,f::“"’ Childrey, o equal interest 1 £ 2l ¢ (ttl etit
' that he has been mogt Unjustly punished ' ' bgd'm'te:fﬁ l"m(im::t' e ieshoula  Perty) had been made the subject of a settlem
| " ! . . treateq 8tates, ' that the estate shou 3 ”
‘ Ha™” ; : . Buljj » 1Ok ag the Property of Mr, H. E. their favour.
‘. : P e Collectors in the Madras Presidency have, invariably, been held ...';‘m“;);‘;; ¥ t":g_u;'le property of his son, b:: “
I3 ¢ » - : e s b b as i "hich, purchaged and i . ‘
? ~ v responsible, as the loea] Tepresentatives of Government, for keeping it informed of snlffvf:dh':e:;n. a . S PO 46. It is clear that such a settlement
T il . e ’ ety : , Childpas” o' W J. F. Sullivan, and his oth . , 1
A any thing and every thing affecting the public nterests, which may come to thejr jnt';:;:; ::mﬂ?'.," far ag ;ul.:’i‘l':le?uhn:::qu:ll. in Trustees was precisely what was leqm"efi ap
" A \ " 3 i) at - - . . L e me i . . - * 111
‘ L } #“\ notice in any way. This responsibility extends even to the Board of Revenye, g thﬁf:”‘;th ofa-eulex.?';::nf,?,“:.b,?:f.'m a sine gqua now n order to entitle Mr. Su.lllvzﬂ
i1 ol I Petitioner has knowledge that two of the present Members of the Board (one of ,Pn'*a'm;ne of ““;,-‘3“;?g;',‘,‘;:;;;;',;;b;*;;b;:;; to certify that he had no interest in land in the
4V W, S : . e Polie: =% y . . -
y = IR [ them as Collector) have, on a former occasion, officially brought to notice the con- \ "'tyeu‘r’.h\“é_’ g"(’;" final departure for England Province in which he was employed. BUtS nlo p
BV Wl \] A ; . , . : . ithin Mr. Sul.
W L h v » : LJp }, Such e Y refore within Mr.
t PP ; ;"f.v"‘ Y R ¥ A, ) ‘ } v l [ e Settlemenb was nlﬂde, n"d it 18 p"lpﬂblb tllat 1t was the
‘V" C W TG )
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livan’s power to revoke a mere intention at any moment and resume his direct
interest.

47. Petitioner respectfully urges that these are points which demand the
fullest enquiry.

48. The Advocate-General, who was consulted by Government, is per-

“al fectly plain on the legal position occupied towards the property by Mr. Sullivan.

He says:—

“Mr. H. E. Sullivan, by becoming mortgagee* (1883) acquired a substan-
“tial interest in the estate. By virtue of the mortgage he
J],‘5;‘;‘3?553:52.73;,‘2 ‘R-Bﬁiifﬁg ““became an encumbrancer to a large amount on the estate,
Government of India.) £ having, besides the ordinary power of sale, the peculiar
“right to receive the proceeds arising from the sale of

“ crops made from time to time.”

49. The description continued to apply to the position of the Honorable
Mcr. Sullivan in September 1885, when Petitioner’s Memorandum was written.

. 50. Mr. Sullivan asserts his ignorance of his peculiar position, and states
that he has never received any profits. It does not appear whether there have been
any, bub these are points with which Petitioner has no concern. But how such a
peculiar stipulation in favour of the mortgagee came to beinserted in the deed has
not been explained, though perfectly easy of proof. In any case, Mr. Sullivan’s return
to the Government of India of lands held by him would certainly seem to require to
be revised from the date of its institution, in 1883, in the light of the opinion of the
Advocate-General. It is true that Mr, Sullivan promises now to vest the property
in the Official Trustee, but that is-merely another way of admitting the existence of
a “substantial interest” inland in the Madras Presidency of which, apparently, the
o _ Government of India has not hitherto been ap-
all such raen and reglations of he Secnomery  Prised. In any case, the fact appears to dis-
Sta_te in Council and of the raid Service as shall .
be in force, &o.”—(Civil Service Covenant, close a clear breach of his covenant, and of the
. 5?%5?;‘5&%&%%}2?; ;*Ei%fi?;m;cﬁ aro ordte.rs of f:llnle S.ecret..ar.y of State, ta'ken in con-
Stat's Desps f;:‘.inffffﬁ J,?:,.‘;.ﬁ‘;;g“:;mmé’: n.e.c lon with his .ongmal ownership, and the
ment, Pablc) Jower 64, he’ Qoo Depart- circumstances which led to the deed of 1883

Madras, dated Simla, 13th May 1885, No, 21,797, containing the above extraordinary stipula-
tions™ in his favor.

R li:t:er 3;3:»;2, Itlhe I‘I.0n-01'ablfe M. Su!livan admits that he knew from his son,
. oo, egotiation with a native gentleman for the sale of the estate,
in which he (.tl?e Honorable My, Sullivan) had the above interest, and that he did not
at. once prohibit the transaction, He says that he replied that he hoped he (the son)
Illl'g'h'3 get the lac of rupees. This too, although he must have known that the
price was enormously in excess of the market value of the property, that partat least

*  Pecuniary dealings with any of thess ey O U11€ 10ONEY Was to come to him, and that the

of persons (natives) are contrary t 3 : a 1thi
i i o8 et L édob;h:h:uvtiiig purchaser® was a Zemindar holding land within

f the Legislature, and b ; . . .
e s e o e orders of Govern-  the territories subordinate to the Government.

ment (12th January 1827).
of which he (the Honorable Mr. Sullivan) was,

and ig still, a Member.

-t ———— - ——— - — ——— =
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59. Mr. Sullivan professes entire ignorance of the result of these negoti-

ations. This denial cannot be intended to be taken literally, for Mr, Sullivan must

have been aware that the native gentleman had not proceeded with the transaction,
at all events, in August 1885. For, at that date, Mr. Sullivan was admittedly
employing a Mr. Lee Kirby to value the property, With a view to its being placed
on the English market. His son had, by that time, left India for good.

53. The Zemindar, in his affidavit, states as follows :—

«The latter (the son) told me that he could do nothing (about the sale)
« without communicating with his father (Mr. Sullivan). Besides, I heard that the

~ “estate belonged to his father.”

54. This statement is fully borne out by M. Sullivan’s admission. He
admits that his son did write to him about the sale. It is palpable that in view of
the possession by the father of a © substantial interest”— to wit a lien of Rs. 60,000,
a sum nearly one-third larger than the total vah_xe of the property according to Mr.
Lee Kirby’s valuation—the son could not, by any possibility, have acted without the
knowledge and consent of his father, as the encumbrancer. Is it possible to

conceive that Mr. Sullivan never took the trouble to enquire, or was never informed,

why such a grand opportunity of realizing a lac of rupees for an unmarketable pi‘o-
perty had failed ? Mr. Sullivan had means of obtaining exact information of every
thing that transpired in the Madura District through relgtives stationed there.

~ 55. Now, Clause 7 of the Civil Service Covenant was, by the receipt of
that letter, and the non-repudiation of the proposed transaction, contravened in the

most glaring manuer. It runs as follows :—

« .7th. That he shall not nor will, by himself, or in partnership with any
“ other person or persons, or by the agency of any other person or persons, either
“gs principal, factor, or agent, directly or indirectly engage, carry on, or be con-
«“ cerned in any trade, bank, dealings, or transactions whatsoever.” (Vide also
G.0. (Madras), 12th January 1827, above quoted.)

56. An overwhelming body of evidence is easily available on the point that
Mr. Sullivan, by his actions and conduct with referejnce to the estate, has all along,
even after the mortgage, been regarded by the public of Ootacamund as the owner
of it, which is one of the statements made in Mr. O’Shaughnessy’s affidavit.

57, Petitioner’s Memorandum, however, merely stated that the parties
evidently regarded the Honorable Mr, Sullivan as virtual owner. That is all the
length Petitioner went. Surely the statement is abundantly proved.

58. No doubt, in his affidavit, taken in consequence of orders of Govern-
ment, the Zemindar goes much further, and saysthat Mr. J. F. Sullivan told him,
and he believed, that the Honorable Mr. Sullivan was the vendor. The fact that the
Zemindar was evidently aware of the true legal pOSiFion of the Honorable Mr,
Sullivan, as now laid down by the Advocate-General, is strong confirmation of the
of his other statements. The Honorable Mr. Sullivan states that

. . . o et . .
jonorant of the ¢ peculiar incidents” Incorporated in his own mort-
o
c

general veracity
he was entirely

oL 7

Covenant broken,

of Civil Service




10

‘gage deed. It is quite clear, however, that his son correctly apprehended them,
for the Zemindar acquired his knowledge from him (the son), and that knowledge
proves to be accurate.

59. It is not Petitioner's province to go into the charges arising out of
the affidavits, &c., submitted by him, but he would respectfully urge, whether the
opinion of the Advocate-General and the admissions of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan
quoted above, do not fully absolve him from any charge of recklessness or bad faith
in having brought the matter to notice.

60. The Madras Government, holding to the mistaken view that Peti-
tioner was responsible for making the charges, and that all the available evidence was
before them, and overlooking the extraordinary fact that the Honorable Mr. Sullivan
contented himself with a simple denial, even of the knowledge of the contenfs of his
own mortgage deed under which he was to take Rs. 60,000, instead of insisting on
the facts being probed to the bottom, by full enquiry, for the vindication of his own
character, then consulted the Chief Judge of the Court of Small Causes as to the
legal effect of the so-called evidence which, as has been shown, was not evidence at
all, except in support of the bona fides of Petitioner’s Memorandum.

: 61. Petitioner has no wish to cast aspersions on this officer, but, if the
extract .from his report, reproduced in the order.of the Madras Government, be a
fair sample of the whole, it must be allowed that it is a most extraordinary

document.

62. Among other things, for instance, he proceeds to assert, in the face
of the positive testimony of authenticated affidavits, that there is no evidence of
any irregularity or fraud whatever, and that Petitioner had no justification for
making the subject known to Government. By means of a quotation, without
reference to other allusions to the matter in Mr. J. F.
Sullivan’s letter* regarding Srinivasamurti Ayyangar,
he characterises Petitioner’s statement regarding that most serious portion of the case
asa “flagrant misrepresentation.” Again, in his allusion to the mistake regarding
the name of the valuator (Ryan), Mr. Handley makes remarks so obviously founded
on an entire misconception of the gravity of that incident of the case and an over-
sight of the passage in the Zemindar’s affidavit bearing on that point, as to deprive
his opinion of any claim to reliability. Finally, he winds up by overriding the
opinion of the late Chief Secretary, in regard to the proper course for Petitioner to
pursue, and advises Government that, by pursuing it, Petitioner had become the
real accuser, and had made himself responsible for the truth or falsity of the allega-
tions made in the papers. Had he accompanied this remark by directing the atten-
tion of Government to the advisability of testing the sources for ascertaining the
truth, as indicated by Petitioner, there might have been room for difference of
opinion, but, in view of his silence on that point, Petitioner submits that Mr. Hand-
ley has been guilty of a great error of judgment, and of a grave injustice to Peti-
tioner, which deprives his opinion of any weight which might otherwise have been

due to it.

# Exhibit IV, Enclosure IIL

63. As another instance of the manner in which Mr. Handley has

formed the duty assigned to him, Petitioner would cite his assertion that the
in Petitioner’s possession of the Richings Estate being the property

per
only evidence

of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, was the mere suspicions of a native landholder

L

.-” )

-
11

against the character of an English gentleman. To begin with, this is a misstate- . Hand

ment of what was alleged. The Honorable Mr. Sullivan was described as
. ) . .
“vyirtual” owner only, and the Advocate-General’s opinion of the mortgage deed,

and the facts prove this to be, at least, so legally correct, as to justify the use of

the term. Again, Mr. Handley ought to have kiown that the native gentleman
referred to was not an ordinary native landholder, but belonged to the princely
family of Ramnad, and that he was a proprietor in his own right, besides holding
a high public office. Mr. Handley was further aware, from the documents before
him, that this “native landholder’s” statement was not by any means “really all
the evidence.” Mr. Handley knew that there were also the statements of
others, and that one paper, written by an English gentleman (Mr. O’Shaughnessy),

- . - o % ] . .
also before him, besides fully confirming the Zemindar’s statement regarding the -

Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s alleged ownership, (_)pened out charges of a still more
Honorable Mr. Sullivan.  For instance, Mr, O’Shaugh-

serious character against the :
Honorable Mr. Sullivan of having purchased certain

nessy distinctly accuses the

Municipal buildings to add to his estate, for Rs. 100, after he knew from him .

(Mr. O’Shaughnessy), as Local Fund Eugineer, that a valuation made by order of
) ¥ .

the Collector amounted to Rs. 3,200. M. . O Shaughnessy also mentions the

Mr. Sullivan as an addition to the estate, of a piece of land

improper acquisition by : ; ; ;
and always refused to previous applicants, the assignment of

reserved for the public,

which was cancelled by the ? ; : :
public auction. Again, Mr. Handley omits to nofice the sale, in January 1884, of
9 (=]

Tea arown on the estate to themaker of affidavit D, Enclosure 1T, as on Mr. Sullivan’s
=]

part—a transaction which is alleged t
at which Mr. Sullivan was then stop
Petitioner had indicated to Government
mation, which Petitioner did not deem 1

ability to open up.

o have taken place in the very Hotel in Madras
ping. Finally, Mr. Handley was aware that
that there remained other sources of infor-
t within the scope of his instructions or his

Petitioner therefore most respectfully submits that no weight what-

64.
yion, and that the Government of Madras ought

ever is due to Mr. Handley’s opit
not to have relied on it.

65: The Government go on to say :i—

“ Charge III.—That in consequence of Ml‘- Crole having advised the
“gaid landholder not to purchase the property, the Honorable Mr. Sullivan abused
“his position as a Member of the Madras Government by denouncing Mr., Crole in
“his official capacity, and so acting as to obstruct Mr. Crole in his administration

¢ of the Madura District.”

66. This matter was advisedly describe(% in Petitioner’s Memorandum to
H. E. the Governor as minor and subordinate. It is clearly extraneous to the grave

and important questions therein dealt with. It was notin any way mentioned as a )

grievance or by way of complaint, (neither of which had any existence), for it had
long previously been disposed of as a consequence 9f confidential communication
with the Chief Secretary, and personal representation to His Excellency. The
allusion was simply directed at what appeared one of the many very undesfrable
complications arising from neglect of the orders of the Secretary of State, forbidding
the holding of iand by Civilians. To have struck the passage out of the Memoran-

dum would n

Board of Revenue, it is believed, who ordered its sale by

ot therefore have affected the real purpose of that document in the slight- “ :

e e e

ot
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Opporéanity for sevision est degree. With reference to the remarks in para. 2 supra, Petitioner submits
not afforded. ~ that had the Memorandum been returned to him for revision, as it is suggested it
h— —~ " ought to have been before being treated as strictly an official document, he should
bave exci§ed that portion in question, solely on account of the unnecessary trouble
mvolve.d in supplying judicial proof of a statement which, after all, did not affect

the main questi01ls dealt with, in any way whatever.

L . 67. Petitioner has explained clearly, in his report to Government, the

En - A v“l'easor.xs for his havipg made the statements referred to. Fe honestly believed what

I Y Y L Sald-' Ml'. Sullivan’s hostility is tacitly admitted, and his violent personal bias

s wns exhibited at the interview referred to by him. Petitioner submits that he was

“"7"bound to make this known in the public interests, that it was not, in any way, made

- as a personal complaint, but that it was merely veferred to, as a subordinate and

A ry, T comparat‘lvel‘y unimportant incident, passed and gone, in additional evidence of the
grave objections attending the holding of land by Members of the Civil Service.

> 68. In regard to para. 10 of the Government order, Petitioner would
point 0‘1{"' that the phrase, Petitioner “interested himself in the negotiations
betxye?en h}s (Ml'- Sullivan’s) son and the Zemindar,” is not a fair description of
. Petitioner’s getion ; while in regard to the censures and dissatisfaction said to have
been expres_sed. by Government with Petitioner’s administration, as such, of the
M?}dl“'ﬂ— District, there is positively no order on record, which can, by any possi-
bility, bear such a construction. The Government has never on any oceasion
expressed such dissatisfaction, The orders complained of by Petitioner referred
solely to personal questions relating to Local Fund aud Municipal affairs. (Vide
paras. 21 to 32 of Petitioner’s report to the Madras Government, dated 19th Novems-
ber 1885, Enclosure I11.) )

leﬂ"’h'l.mr'l‘} Fi;'l-.-ﬂm-:m]r 69' Oll the Other hand’ 80 l;\te]y as 7th September 1885, the Chief
> Septeniber 1885, - Secretary, writing under instructions from His Excellency, specially promised
Petitioner promotion on account of the nature of Petitioner’s services.

i - 70. Inregard to this third and subordinate matter, Petitioner would
Perftioner prectically ad- submit that personal hostility on the Honorable M. Sullivan’s part is now tacitly
adn.nit,ted. The cause must necessarily be matter for inference. M. Sullivan
denies that the “ Richings Episode” was the cause. The attendant circumstances
drove Petitioner to the conclysion that it was. He submits that this was a natural
couc:lgsion, and he would draw attention to the fact that none other is assigned.
Petitioner considered himself safe in asserting, as the result of interviews with the
other Members of the Government, as well as with the Chief Secretary, in January
1885, that Mr. Sullivan’s views regarding him were not shared by his colleagues ; but
it was almost unavoidable that caommUnica,tions in the Local Fund and Municipal
departments should be tinged with the result of the very strong personal dislike,
exhibited against Petitione: in person by the Member in charge, although, as a matter
of course, Petitioner well knew that all orders went out under the sanction of the
collective Government. Tt must be remembered that the interview with the Honor-
able Mr. Sullivan, at which the above feeling was ascertained for a fact, was
reported in detail to the Chief Secretary within a few minutes of its occurrence,

and a few days afterwards to His Excellency the Governor also.

71.  With reference to these and other remarks in paras. 10, 11, 12 and
13 of the order, Petitioner humbly submits that the attitude of -the Honorable
Mz, Sullivan to Petitioner was not brought to notice for the first time in his Memo-

&

-

13

randum. - A special complaint regarding it was received from Petitioner by His
Excellency in presence of the Chief Secretary, as well as a description of the stormy
interview with the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, described in para. 33 of Petitioner’s

letter, to Government (abov
Madras. It was on this oc
that His Excellency, with

e referred to), in January 1885, i
; ) i y 1885, in Government House,
casion that Petitioner expressed his wish to resign, and
. . 4 -
much consideration, expressed his “ entire confidence”

in Petitioner’s conduct of local affairs.

79, Itis true that His Excellency was not then apprised of the Richings
Estate scandal. Petitioner has never ceased to regret this, but he acted und:r

orders.

73. Again, Petitioner had repeatedly complained to the Chief Secretary

of the same thing.

74. Then was surely the time to take notice of any impropriety in Peti- Petitioner not reproved

for bringing Mr. Sullivan’s

tioner’s conduct in so complaining, instead of treating the m com, - Rl
g ere subsequent refer-

ence to a circunmistance passed and gone, as if it were an offence only freshly

committed.

ary 1885,

75. Petitioner would only cite, without further comment, the extra-
ordinary fact that, while the cause of his complaints so made, arose after the ¢ Rich-

ings Episode” (February 1
he made them (January 18

884), he suffered from it no more after the time when
85). This is distinctly mentioned in paras. 22, 23, and

39 of Petitioner’s report to the Madras Government, dated 19th November 1885

(Enclosure I1I).

76. 1In regard to the allusions to the prosecuting tone adopted by Peti-
tioner, it must be remembered that it was almost unavoidably forced on Petitioner,
especially by the knowledge of the case, which the investigations made by him, in

order to reply to the call
make. Petitioner freely ad

of Government for “ substantiation” required him to
mits also, that, between the date of his first communica-

tion with the Chief Secretary (January 1885), and the date of his Memorandum
(September 1885), he had seen reason to entertain a very strong opinion regarding

the case. When, therefore

, he was called on to “ substantiate” charges, some of

which he had never made, and when it became clear that his conduet, and not thatyum
of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, was under investigation, it was not possible to pre-

serve a judicial tone. He
error of judgment in this res
unintentional, may be accep

can only express his regret, if he has been led into any
pect, and prays that his explanation that it was entirely
ted.

77. With reference to the remarks of the Government of Madras at the
close of para. 10 of the order appealed against, on the taking of affidavits regarding
public feeling in the district, Petitioner has only to say that, as this was one of the *
points which he was ordered to substantiate,” no other method seemed open to him .
of showing the truth of the statement, except by taking affidavits from some of i

those persons who had specl

al knowledge of its genuineness,
D

5
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~’_"‘,L irawn by 78. Petitio Wi
Governmetit, ner will not ' . ‘ ' L
seek to enter the ground touched by para. 11 of g2, To suMm UP:
' Tt is admatted by Government :—

Para. 11.—The Governme: fhoarier i e | .

| = ppealed aga 1

it necessary to go into the sm:;::ttsﬂ;?uffht matter but it d n 5 It e P
. A 1L does not concern him, and it ean

Crole regarding the H M
alleged favoritism in rgggggfl:o B!‘-Sgl_llllivan’a bC CIea'I ed u ] b? P
« Strinivaga- p on y form 1
a.l enqulry 1
. etl'

murti Aiyangar; but His Ex :
desires to record his emphatigzu?npy in Conncil tioner
pinion thal (e er cannot, however, refrain fror
) n expressing
o

is nothing in those st
e . atements to jugti 4
Groios ‘g;"gzgtgg,,;b;;“‘;fﬂv‘mn ]iFs;:f; 561: astonishment that the Governm Madras
Sndiriianl e G 10 Me imr. Sull‘lvan to that shOl ld h J' i ] e ad
i 1ld have failed to appreciate the gravity of
b~ g : ravi
the s i .
he affidavit of the Zemindar fully adopting the
o

responsibility for 3
y for the statement in Petitioner’s Memorandum on this point
point.

tior 79. iti :
L focle ommciont 4o ab]s?oelt;zloliliz tfl"usts that this statement of plain facts will be considered
- ““revenge himself upon thelIO{m the groundless 'cbarge of a “malignant attempt to
Tha Srholo facks oftiss 2 onorable Mr. Suilhvan for a purely imaginary wl.c?no ”

the Chief Secretary bef f’, the care and caution shown by Petitioner in consult'o.
!‘; s ihgito wi{h 1;:-. ore taking any action, and in acting then only under l}i].g
" delieate position in w};? knowl('ed‘ge, a consideration of the extremely pain fuell 18

‘ 1 which Petitioner was placed through having to Perfor;n:

(1) That Mr. Sullivan originally owned the property.

(2) That he still retais a « gubstantial” interest in it.

(3) That his sou tried to sell it to a Zemindar for a sum far in excess
of its real value.

(4) That Mr. Sullivan kuew of this negotiation at the time.

It is denied by Government :—
(1) That M. Sullivan knew of the failure of the negotiation.

(2) That Mr. Sullivan knew that he had a “gubstantial interest”

in the Richings Estate.
of Mr. Sullivan to Petitioner arose from the

the Zemindar by Petitioner, although the hos-

(3) That the hostility
' advice given to
tility itself is nob denied.

Objectionable procedurd

* Vide Enclosare 1 repuo
i vigu: 1;19:!1: du:yl; and the fact that Petitioner’s whole pre
open to s 1story* belies the probabili : . . p s : s4s

P uch a charge, are sufficient A P .blhty of bis laying himself : 83. Your Lordship will bena position to understand the reference in
ation of the existence of any such feel; itioner’ iy he M T : of Govermment 1 Honefls
y such feeling, ¥ para. 13 to the cause of Petitioner’s removal from the adura District, without com- ring Petitioner on a grouid-
enomoo to the Memorial (Enclosure TV) on that. subject tm whie prsset frve
matter was undisposed of.

# {ment by Petitioner, by re
L submitted by Petitioner on the 14th January 1886, to His Excellency the Viceroy.

8 U Petitioner begs that that Memorial be now considered in conjunction with his
: resent appeal. The connection of that order with the order now appealed against
| 9 is hardly possible of denial. It is the first occasion during a service of over

i 3 Petitioner has ever received other than expressions of praise and

. 92 years on which
confidence from the Madras (Yovernment.

If additional proo 5

be foundi tlfe f:c?izz :Vantmg fox: t:he demolition of such a baseless theory, it is t
.the Chief Secretary at tﬁeager Petitioner officially reported the circumstzr’lces t:

imagining that he had dor Iovernme.nt; Office, in January 1885, he (Petitioner)
|/ way 15 fbe ml ey ea l.that his duty required, did not move further in an y
| Obief Secretary whick e? r.ecelvefl certain instructions in August 1885 from th};

the Governor, It is‘éubtnt?ﬂed e Writi.ng his Memorandum to His Excellenc
with the existence of any inl;tted that f:hls circumstance is perfectly incompatibli ) e t
nection Petitioner would d proper m.otlve on the part of Petitioner. In this con- | o
on by Government to ll')%W at.tent’lon_ to the fact of his abstention, when called
bringing forward the n:“ stantiate” certain portions of his Memorandum, from
= ﬁfﬁdavits 4 btherwis‘ew fact.s. against Mr, Sullivan which had come out ,in the
: immunity from improper.f I;fetltloner would also urge, in vindication of his entire
Yau's inlerset in lopping (T sk o os palpably scted in Mr. Sulli

Property, A person. prc. e negotiations with the Zemindar for the sale of th
» Prompted by malignant or revengeful motive, would certainl;

have encoura
1raged th -
it vy € completion of a transaction with such a plainly compromisin
g

in any act or word, Petitioner be deemed to have

any impropriety, Petitioner prays that the un-

|| precedented difficulty of the position in which he has been placed, through no fault b
i | of his own, be taken into account, and that his humble apologies be accepted for €

? any such error, committed in perfect good faith, and in the honest discharge of a

painful and dangerous duty.

'\ this case, which

g4, If unconsciously,
fallen short, or to have been guilty of

i

85. Petitioner submits that there are still several most grave features of
a formal and fair enquiry alone can elucidate. The information
as been confirmed, in the most unmistakeable
facts, which are now admitted in the order of Government appealed
« gubstantial interest’ retained by the Honorable Mr. Sul-
(2) his knowledge of the negotiations for its sale to
y to Petitioner (a comparative stranger)

i
80. Th }l |
. ere iﬂ ther b y ' " i

to support the P efore, it is humbly submitted, not a scintilla of evidence AREREE R | originally communicated by him, b

fair inference bends jryes: Pfled by the Madras Government. Every fact and A
bias characterised the 98{stxbly to prove that good faith and complete ab - |
matter, for Petitioner ;"2011 of Petitioner from beginning to end of a v 5(;311196 of e g
ad, as may easily be seen, no interest, of any s:‘z el;?af]e
3 'L Or Kind,

apart from the Performance of his public duty.

| | manner, by
i against, regarding (1) the
' livan in the Richings property,
¥ |} the Zemindar, and (3) his personal hostilit
i‘t;after the date of the failure of these negotiations.

Protection craved

er’s worst anticipations of the danger attending the perform-

g6. Petition
tter have been realized, but he looks confidently to

“ The Memomndum_ in question Wi 81 Th 1 :
i 18 18 made as clear as glassin the

r

‘“after consultation, in a8 Writte
“ tor, and all thought of oo SP3ItY a8 Collec.
. - . ught of my indivi 8 Collec- L
or feelings was desi vidual jnte may gmal i g
i 8 designedly g rests quotation from olle: § | & 3
document, which tre&bedysgle?;d‘:;’edp;glj: written by Petitioner to tg dé?l E") ﬂ;‘”“] - J| Joce of his duty iv 50
e 1€ ecre b f ; g ! . - s . he g 3 - 3¢
tary. | | |superior guthorlty for protection and redress, in the full trust that it will not ;
\ ‘

““ affairs in their relation to i
3 " the in
ernment.” (Letter from Petitioner 4 s 1 1e full correspondence is printed in E
tereg ‘ rinted in Enclosu
re

Secretary, dated 22nd October 1883, ) g
V to this Memorial, *
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permit a public servant to be punished for honestly dofng his duty—no mag
how powerful the individual affected may happen to be,

ever pray.

Mabgss,
22nd February 1836,

88. = And Your Lordship’s Humble Memorialist, as in duty bound, shall ; ‘

el st
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halnand Af P - s : rer@ained
Abstract of Memorial to The Right H allding to it, the only o, "
5 R S0 1240 Honor v23" years’ servics. with i N er d
‘ 4 able Thﬁ SGCl‘eta,ry 01‘:‘ StZL’ie fO"‘ I]’] i 11:."v‘!,--.w t before I‘- ‘\‘_‘-"w mentioning that it ‘ws £ [EHCIOSure I.l
: 10T 1ndia in ok efore the Viceroy in appeal. Was wafess tr -
0 fr <4 vioncr as discon F1rier 43 - rreal, Was anfair ¢ ) . = d .
! Cuuncﬂ, Irom C. 8. CROLE Madr itk e mting the decision of tha . s ) Pet GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
| Civil Service » Madras rediting Petitioner's oaso, o matter and diss
' ot ae pUBLIC DEPARTMENT.
Reap—the following papers i—
Memorandum by C. S. CROLE, Esq., dated 26th September 1885.
! B | . Memorandum by the Hon’ble Mr. SGLLIVAN, dated 22nd October 1885.
! i I'he Memorar lam he P, :
; ( Petitioner o ¥
; '.‘."l"f'wr', on which ,, i “‘“ 3 Excelle v \‘ )
Sty in landholding, trading, g ated oS, \ From C. 8. CROLE, Bsq., dated Madura, 19th November 1885, No. A.
high ofhicials in Madrag .;. ) ”_:"‘ on, affectir .
B S ey main object, 8 . e e,
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, 21st
December 1885.
Memorandum by the Hon’ble Mr. SULLIVAN, dated 21st January 1886.
6. Petitioner has 1
Yig T ODET a8 been pumished fop Ry » g '
Siagemas o Onpsa—dated 4th Pebruary 1886, No. 240, Public.
A ner ‘1 ‘[, Ief»m e The papers read above 1-elate_to charg'es which Mr. Crole, late Colle.ct.or of Madura,
from the persons , n:x ;!-”“51' Whbaal ui;iu*l-,l..] : i has brought against the Hon’ble Mr. H. E. Sullivan, Senior Member of Council.
E £ TETS WO made them, TRV EyS. taken
% The truth or falsity of ¢ These charges are— *
vestioated be (2 SILY Of these hasg no " 3 ’ 4 "
estigated by Governmeng, "> 8106 &t all been i, 4% 1. That towards the end of January 1884, the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan was virtually
9. The G.0. appealed e owner of the Richings Estate at Qotacamund, and that, inasmuch as
_.1'\..“,"[5-(‘,7-?.‘,'; . : 8 ‘
stantial correct: ‘fj s :-\[1 fally admitg the gy} J the said estate, as then constituted, was an estate devoted to the cultiva-
to wit:—that Mr. Sulli ;.,“,'\\." kH reported by Petitj tion of commercial products for profit, the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan, in owning
;‘ ctable Tea and Cinchona Jvll‘-fli””;:w”'] ‘0 sell an it, committed a breach of his covenant as a Civilian, and infringed the
: o1 FaoEs 1hs : e Hslate 1o a nativ b ibiti
W FA0FR than three times its nop s ,””1,1'” lang. ' ovders of Government and the Secretary of State prohibiting Covenanted
s s  ean possossed a “gabnantil oy D0 thil | Civilians from holding land for such a purpose.
it wullivan was cognizant of tha Wl Interest’ ip it - 7 ¥ .

10. The Civil Sencto 1 *H6 fransaction, g, ; [ % II. That about the same time the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan was a party to an attempt
ecretary m : ’ lz f_’).v'r}“,”‘t and the ordeps of 11 3 2 to cheat, inasmuch a8 he was a party to an attempt to induce a Native lan_d;
A : )Q w8 Iniringed by My, Suili. .1:.-, ) holder of Madura to buy the said Richings Estate for a price much beyond
Ll Nheashava & e vall, . 1 : ;

P e s 26 been brought offigial its value, and based on, and supported by, a valuation which, in the attend-
£ < Ad . colicially g :

oMM nicat; onths “before Petitioney rope 1-{ f; .)\!“ku__‘ ant circumstances, was fraudulent.

mmunication. with the Chief Soaretnr oo them, : S . i '
Ueney iny g. No disapproval of P otar Y: to His E. . 1II. That in consequence of Mr. Crole having advised the said landholder not
Rk Lo . roner’s condugt to purchase the property, the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan abused his position as a
41 Member of the Madras Government by denouncing Mr. Crolein his official
1 officially, and haq p, capacity, and so acting as to obstruct Mr. Ciole in his administration of
13. THe effect of thie dad : > the Madura District.

_ o 48 eiiek of this ordor must be to deter ol 4 ’ . ) £ ] M
rom honest dischange of duty eter Collectoy | & 9. Oharge I.—Asto the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan’s position in regard to the Richings
. Estate, it appears, from a memorandum drawn up by him for the guidance of his executors,

)
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Court, was accordingly consulted. He reports that the evidence adduced is whol]

e

which, with the deeds, &ec., relating to the estate, were placed before the Advocate-General,
that, in 1870, Mr. H. E. Sullivan purchased two plots of land in the neighbourhood of Ootaca-
mund, amounting together to 83-75 acres, and made them over to his son Mr. J. F. Sullivan
on his coming out from England; that he subsequently enabled his son to acquire 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 his other
children such an interest in the Property as to put them all on an equal footing pecuniarily,
he, in 1883, took a mortgage on the estate for Rs. 60,000; it being further agreed that
the sale-proceeds of the property, whether solq before ov after his death, should, after a

certain deduction in favour of hig son My, J. F'. Sullivan, be divided equally among his
children.

3. In effect, the intention was, the Advocate-Genel'al states, “that the estates shounld
be treated, not as the property of Mr, H, |, Sullivan, nor as the sole property of his son, but
As a property in which, purchased ang improved s it had been at the expense of Mr. H. E.
Sullivan, his son Mr. J. F. Sullivan and his other children should, as far as possible, have

equal iuterests in the same way as if it had been made the subject of a settlement in their
favour.”

4. Looking at the mortgage alone, the Advocate-General is of opinion that  Mr. H.
E. Sallivan by becoming mortgagee acquired a substantial interest in the estate. By virtue
of the mortgage, he became an incumbrancer ¢ 5 large amount on the estate, having, besides

the ordinary power of sale, the peculiar right to receive the proceeds arising from the sale of
crops made from time to time.”

9. The relations of the father and son were, in brief, those of mortgagee and mort-
gagor, baving, however, certain peculiar incidents,

6. In reference to these “ peculiar incidents,” the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivnn. explains
that he was quite unaware of the existence of such provisions ; that he nevel"reCelV‘Gd any-
thing in the shape of interest or the sale-proceeds of crops ; and that to render xmpossxble :?.ny
further insinuation that he has a personal beneficiary interest in the estate, he is ‘llavmg
prepared a deed to transfer to the Official Trustee, appointed under Act XVII of 1864,

whatever interest the mortgage deed may give, to be admivistered for the benefit of Lis
children. »

7 Charge II.—On this allegatién the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan rer?mlzks: “My know-
ledge of the matter is‘eonfined to my son having, whilst I was at Madras, intimated to me, by
letter, that a Native geutleman, whose acquaintance he had made at Madura, had been to gee
him and wished to purchase the estate, | think he said he expeeted to get a lakh of rupees
forit. I forget what I replied to him, but I ¢hink it was to the effect that I wished he might
get it. My son is of a sanguine natare, and had an exaggerated idea of the value of his
property. I never gave the matter anothey thought, and of the negotiations whigl way have
passed subsequently between the parties I know absolutely nothing.”

8. Apart from a lawyer’s opinion on the deeds relating to the property,
to His Excellency the Governor in Council adyisuble that legal advice should be t
statements formulated by Mr. Crole in regard to the first two charges recited
Handley, Chief Judge of the Small Cause Court, and recently actin

it appeared
aken on the
above. Mr,
8 as a Judge of the High
y insufficient
There 18 nothing
’ble Mr. Sullivan
Y no evideuce that

to substantiate these charges, or to justify Mr, Crole in having made them.
in the documentary evidence produced by Mr, Crole to show that the Hon
had any connection with the Richings Estate in January 1884, and absolutel
be had anything to do with the proposal that a Native landholder should buy it, beyond the
inference arising from his alleged ownership. Further, he says, there i nothing in the papers
to support the suggestion of any fraud or deception practised upon the Zemindar,
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9. Mr Hnnd]ey concludes his opinion in the following words :—

« On the whole, I consider that the evidence now produced affords no foundation for the
inst the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan contained in Mr. Crole’s memorandum, and that he w.as

g ted in putting forward such charges on such evidence. Tt is somewhat surpris-
T e] is ovfn confession, that he ventured to commit such charges to writing in the
ing % b l- and still more surprising to find, when the papers are produced, that they
absence of the pa:peli,or charges so serious; and even as to the facts actually before him, Mr. Crole
UG fOﬂnd"tlo.’; sted a carelessness most calpable in one bringing such serious charges against
sweel b n}llam(}eovernment. He quotes words from letters which it appears he was quoting
o Tl (:1 the most important of which are not to be found in any document now produced.
L S 94'“ ¢ pregnant fact that in one of the letters the Zemindar is nrged to consult no one
Ho says that l.t \.s y iulii Aiyangar,” and goes on to comment on that individual’s connection with
R B; Strmtvassillivan. Thi: is a flagrant misrepresentation of the only passage in Mv. J. F-
et ferring to this individual, where the words used are (Exhibit IV): I should think’
Snlhvaflﬂ‘ i ": is a safe man to advise you; of course, T know he is ignovant of planting, but he
4 Strmlvaﬁamd“; 1 lﬁ ures.’” Again, Mr. Crole kiew, as his memorandum shows, that the name of
has a good hea grdafs was Jeremiah, and yet he never noticed, or if he did, had forgotten that the
it R:ya.n 4 th? ed H. Val. Ryan. He assumes, throughout the memorandum, as a fact that the
valua.txon AT the. roperty of the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan ; whereas it now appears that really all
Rich“{gs s l:w:isof thl;t fact was that the Zemindar believed it or said he did. An official of Mr. -
thy e h X 9‘_ this country ought to have known better shan to allow the mere suspicions of a
Cro¥e’s expeﬂigce 11;1; have any weight against the character of an English gentleman. Had he merely
neals 3 er1;'ce of Government that certain matters affecting the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan had been
et - 71 4 ?1(') : by the Zemindar and his Vakil, leaving it to Government to take such notice as
s t'lok ‘ﬁ!:l hZ would probably have been acting within the scope of his duty; and this is the
e B'han t‘hl}l: i 1’1is letter of the 19th November, 1885, he wishes his memorandum to be taken. But
?ight i :;lllnt the memorandum goes far beyond this, and that its tone throughout is that of a
. SZ::E;:? rle:ls:)on‘sible for the truth of the statements he makes and prepared to prove them.”
pro :

10. Oharge IIL—The Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan states, with refere.noe to this charge,

til Mr. Crole’s memorandum of 26th September 1885, reached him, he ha.'d Stk
that, un 2 hat Mr. Crole had interested himself in the negotiations between his son and
hlightesc' g 'i‘h G.overnmeut have no doubt of the correctness of this statement, and couse-
the Zewmindar. o structed on the suppositiou to the contrary, falls to the ground. The
quently the fa.bmc,dco.n bolstered up with suppositions, some of which are baseless within the
whole charge, lud.ee]é xselleucy in Council, aud some the outcome of the painfally morbid
k“OWledgf’ - Hmd X(]:ﬂr Crole’s memorandum and letter. It is sufficient to state that deci-
iy W}'“ch Pe"vaﬁs e.a.ks of as having been passed, ““independently of the merits of the
sions which Mr'. C’:)o e ﬂ.[; whether right or wrong, the decisions of the ‘collective Gl ek
A e Hwel’b’le My, Sullivan aloue, is responsible for them. 'TI'he censures passed
bl el D’Oh i i fn:,ratiou had not the slightest counection with what he calls “the Ricy'
7 5 'Cwle’?’adl'm[:m t the time the censures Were passed, was absolutely unknown to any
e o G ¢, It is a matter of Surprise to His Excellency in Couucil that not
s GOV*;"“;“: ;tssumed the responsibility of taking affidavits from persous in the
i 'maﬂd . eh &Vth re were rumours of a hostile feeling towards himself on the part
d;smlzbe:bz}:eozﬁ::: (;oavirnr:ent, but that he should have attached the sligtitsdt*hlue to suoh
of a -
essentially hearsay statemeuts.

11. The Government have not thonght it necessary to go into the'stateu.xe.nts of
.. Crole regarding the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan’s alleged favoritism in respect to B. S.brfmvasa-
i (:ho'e P . but His Excellency in Council desires to record his emphatic opinion that
i .Alyaugﬂ.'». those statements to justify Mr. Crole’s insinunation that the favour, if any,
R : (;K:)??hge l;Ion’ble M. Sullivan to that individual was due to any improper motive,
extende

9. His Excellency the Governor in Council has given this painful case his most
. : 1 -iderat,ion and he has come to the conclusion that Mr, Crole having voluntarily
careful eons s
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h to make such grave charges against the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan, and having failed so
i ly to justify his action, has been guilty of a most serious offence. It is a question,
'.:Onsplcuo:zgler an officer, with such strange ideas of what constitutes evidence, and who has
mdseasju‘:h random statements, is a fit person for the very responsible post of Collector. It
:l:uled seem that an overweening estimate of his own merits, almost passin g b'eyond the bounds
of sane reason, is at the bottom of what the Govm'mne.nt can only cbam.cterl.se as a malignant
attempt to revenge himself upon the Hon’ble My, 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, an.d l?a.ving 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 ﬂ,a(.; a period of suspension
may, without too much compromising discipline, give Mr. Crole, who xs. an-n-la.n of. some ability,
and who may possibly still do useful work, an opportunity of reconsidering himself ang 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 Ohief Secratary,

.

)

(Enclosure II.]
MEMORANDUM

FOR

H. E. The Right Honorable The Governor.,

i S

As the result of a D. O. correspondence initiated by the Honorable My, 'Webster

ain E. A, Campbell, T saw the Chiet
Secretary at Ooty on the 29th ultimo. He Suggested that a letter

Captain E A, Campbell shonld be submitted for tle perasal of His
it with the explanatory remark that Captain B, A, ¢
of mine some 16 or 17 years ago, but that, as f

(C. 8.) regarding the history and antecedents of Caps

lately received from
Excelleney, I now send
ampbell was an ordinary acqnaintance
A as my memory serves me, this is the only
occasion on which he has addressed me in writing, T, certainly, have never written to him
within that period.. He had no right therefore to consider that I was in any way restricted
Very possibly he may have addressed

rvice aud position for the purpose of
reprobating what appears to me to be flagrant breaclhesg of the Ci

as to the use to be made of his present communication,
me as I have never failed to use the influence of my se

vil Service covenant which
I Lelieve it to be destr()y-
iree of political danger by
Service which would, in

bave of late years been becoming more and more ay open scandal,
ing the just influence and usefulness of its Members, anq to be a sor
encouraging agitation for organic change in the coustitution of the

the preseut state of the country, be premature ang possibly disastrous. For if one-tenth part

pparently well informed be correct
1e Nilghiri Hills and the bribery,
e characterized the proceedings of—
e.g. the Travancore Land Co.—I say if one-tentl part of these things be true ang were to
come out before a Commission, the state of the Cjyi Service in its present form is sealed.
Although I hold these views I had no mind to assist Captain E. A. Campbell’s agit
letter therefore received no reply. But from what I kyow of the m
go on with it. My opinion has all along been—I freely adwmit it—t
been connected with these things has infringed his coyepnayt
be anticipated by the compulsory retirement of ftll such, I’
which have followed the growth of the commercial spirig, ,,
excluded are known everywhere. The cause is past the ye;

of what one hears in ordinary conversation from persous a
regarding land-holding and land-jobbing transactiong on

. - 2 ich 1
. enr abic 2 18 state
cheating and misrepresentations” which d to hay

ation. His
an I believe that he will
hat every man who has
» and that ontside pressure should
he demoralization and loss of tone
a Service from which it is strictly
wment of concealment,

In this eonnection I now tarn to a very serioyg incident which has been the subject
of repeated conference with the Chief Secretary, and of -which it has been thought best to
nppx:ise His Excellency in detail. ;

Towards the end of Jauuary 1884, a We”-kno\vp Madura V
bayyar, B.A. and p.L., of the High Court bar, brought My, p,
Zemindar of Pallayampatti, to me for the purpose of tuking advice regarding the purchase of
the Richings Tea and Cinchona Estate at OOmWﬂl“ld, be]ongiug to the Honorable My, H.
E. Sullivan. Mr. P. Koteisami Tevar will be remembereq by His Excellency from his suc-
cessful management as Vice-President of the Maduva T, F, Board, which hLas been cordially
acknowledged by Government on several occnsioufa. He is nephew of the late Zemindar of
Ramuad, and, besides being a Zemindur himself, is ownep of landed and h
various parts of the district. He is also reputed to bs wealth

akil, Mr, R. Raniagnb-
Koteisami Tevar, Rao Bahadur,

ouse property in
y. Prior to his introduction to
me on the occasion in guestion, I had seen bim only ouce, when he paid me a ceremonial yisig

at Ramnad,
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T asked l.nim.to let me see the papers. On looking them over,-1 found beaides
CO""eSI)O"’df*nce with Mr. J. F. Sullivan, a valuation by a Mr. Jeremiah Il- an the, landlord
of the residence leased by the Honorable My. If. B. Sallivan at Ooty. s g ool
clearly that the proposal amounted to this:—The Zemindar purchaser to give Rs p(SOPOOO being
the full value of the estate, plus Rs. 65,000 as gift to the vendor. IDlmd, i;s I,hav; said,

no previous acquaintance with tl i ) '
S At 2 1e Zemindar, who bad consunlted me simply as the Collector of

life, and tIh:xaz’): t::ttlesit:;ﬂsz {nl;::] ﬂlSOIseen the Honorable H. E. Sullivan only three times in my
aveordingly to, Me, ;.1 Sullivzn.\ ‘:f course ad.vis.ed the Zemindar not to buy, and he wrote
made to reduce the price. and a su- - Preseng invitation to purchase followed. Offers were
W' Takon il pal'bnership’ The Zgaf’mo“ was thrown ont that the Jaghirdar of Arnee might
the parties ensued. 'l‘he‘Whole t:mlndar, however, was firm and a marked coolness betweet
was not the owner. He says for ) of these communications proves that Mr. J. F. Sullivan
it accepted, or words to thazeﬁectma;uce that'if a liberal offer be made he will try and geb
Mr. Sullivan was the original sol »and 80 on. There is no doubt, I believe, that the Honorable
Actine Assistant S -bma .. Owue1: and planter of the property. His son, who had been
of 18853 to leave theur:)x::: il;dlent of Police in Ramnad, was compelled towards the latter part
about the time when the holdillme Wtfml e t? b the Departmental Examination. This was
ilpon aphbirs to Bavo Lalang ig to and by Civilians was attracting notice. His father there-
the Richings property to his u h tl‘.&nsact,ion with him for the purpose of transferring
e J = g Of tb.ls I have no particulars, but certain it is that at the
pri:;l:,mo g all parties still recognized the Homorable H. E. Sullivan as yirtual pro-

Curiously enough, when, on my way to QOoty last month, I travelled from Coonoor
along with a gentleman who turned out to be Mr. Lee Kirby, a professional Bstate valuator ;
?16 informed me that he had been engaged by the Honorable Mr. Sullivan to value the Rich-
ings Estate for the purpose of placing it in the English market. He asserted that it would
be perfectly impossible to put a higher estimate on :; than Rs. 25,000, As he was speaking,
we came to a turn of the road and found the Honorable Mr. Sullivan waiting his arrival with
his carriage,

I should have mentioned that during his stay ab Ramnad, Mr. J. F. Sallivan had

strack up a warm friendship with the Zemindar who subsequently spent @& month at Ooty
during the Christmas of 1883, at his invitation, T'he solicitations to parchase the esm,te )
bégun during that visit. Another pregnant fact is that in one of the letters the Zewmindar 18
nrged to consult no one except Srinivasa Murti Ayyangar: 'j,‘hi’s.iudividual is an old depend-
ent of the Hounorable Mr. Sullivan. At ghe time in question. he was Deputy Col}ector on
special duty in the North Arcot District. When the Zemindar reached I‘?u'ode on his ;-etu'r‘u
from Ooty, this person was on the platform of the Railway Station, the junetion for Mn:dras. To
my personal knowledge the Honorable My, Sullivan is in the habit of personally goiug out of
his way to promote his interests. In January 1885 during my nbsenc? on Ieave,'the nephew
of this man came to Madnra. the hearer of a cover a,ddl‘essed to the Zemmdar by him, It con-
tained an unsigned Tamil letter to the effect that he (Zemindar) had trusted to the wrong
person when he tried for an appointment in the Statutory Civil Service. Itisa fact that he

had been an applicant and had shortly before been informed by Government that the new

examination rules could not be relaxed in lLig favout: 1t is also true, as His Excellency is

»

aware, that I had as Collector backed his applicatiot:

y minor detail, but it seems to give further

proof, if that were wanting, of the extreme objeetions attending the holding of land by officials

that f’rom the time when1 performed the disngreeuble duty of advising the Zemindar not to
hi.ngs Estate, the tone of the communications of Government in certain

p'urchnse the Ric : bl
depurtments to me completely changed. The Hounorable Mr. Sullivan commenced to

Tt is perhaps a matter of comparativel

. 4 L

L |
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denounce me . in my official capacity, althongh fortunately the administration of the 10,000
square miles of territory entrusted to my charge was too well known to His Escellency and

others to permit of these attacks having any effect.

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

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 His Excellency is awa.re: 1 had considerable
difficnlty in managing a very troublesome dis\'frict. This fresh complication induced me to go
up to Madras in January 1883, and lay the whole of the facts as I knew them before the Chief
Secretary of Government. I have since heard that I was mistaken in supposing that I had by

nsibility in regard to the transactions under notice. I have

this action divested myself of respo
extreme repugunance now reported what I know for the information of His

therefore with
nee referred to, which has been placed at my disposal by

Excellency. The original correspoude
the Zemindar, is ab Madura. It will be submitted if required.

SHEMBAGANUR, 20th September. (Signed) C. S. CROLE.

Puprtic DeparrMent, 27th Octobds 1885,
No. 2502.
" From
THE CHIEF SECRETARY 10 GOVERNMENT,
To :
¢. S. CROLE, Esq, C.8,
Collector of Madura.
Sik, o | |
The “ Memorandum for H. B. the Governor’”’ that accompanied your demi-official note

of the 26th September 1885, addressed to Mr. Webster, having been considered in Council, as

Webster’s note of the 7th October that it would be, I am directed,
d extracts from if, to call npon you to submit, with the least possi-
statement of the facts and circumstances on which the allega-

you were juformed in Mr.
in reference to the subjoine
ble delay, a full and particular

tions therein made are based, au
1. (a) ¢ Towards the end of Jannary 1884, a well-known Madura Vakil, Mr. R.

Ramasubbayyar; B.A. and B.L., of the High Conrt bar, brought to me
P. Koteisami Tevar, Rao Bahadur, Zemindar of Pallayampatti, for the pur-
ing advice regarding the purchase of the ¢ Richings’ Tea and
state at Ootacnmund, belonging to the Honorable Mv, H. K.

d to substantiate the same.

pose of tak
Cinchona E
Sullivan.”

(b) ‘I asked him (.e. K .
them over 1 found a valuation by a Mr. Jeremiah Ryan’

(¢) “The whole tenor of these communicafions proves that Mr. J. F. S. was
1ot the owner of Richings. ) |

(d) ¢ There is no Joubt, I believe, that the Honorable Mr. 8. was the original
cole owner and planter of the property.’

(e) *Certain it is that at the beginning of 1884 all parties recognised B i

able Mr. S: as still the virtual proprietor.

oteisami Tevar) to let me see the papers. On lookin‘g

You are to prove—
(1) that ab the tim
¢ Richings’ and

(2) that the yaluation by M.

e stated, the Honorable Mr, Sullivan was the owner '_of

Jeremiah Ryan alluded to in (b) was made.

R
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i e Wit Ry 2. ‘Tomy certain knowledge the Honorable Mr. Sis in
the habit of going out of his way to promote the interests of this
Deputy Collector*.

yangar.

You are to substantiate this statement by instances.

S I.t is perhaps a matter of comparatively minor detail, but it seems to afford
inrther.proof, if such were wanting, of the extreme objections atteuding the holding of land
by officials that from the time when I performed the disagreeable duty of advising the Zemin-
‘]i‘}""Ut to }?urchase the ¢ Richings’ Estate, the tone of the communications of Government to
me 1.n certain qepartmel.xts completely changed. The Honorable Mr. S commenced to denounce
me 1“. my official capacity. * * *. The state of my official relations with the gentleman in
question soon became known in the Madura District, as elsewhere. The ever-ready agitators
of Ml\dlvlm took. advantage of the knowledge that I had an enemy in the Government, and for
some tlme,‘ as is well known, I had cousiderable 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.

Yon are to prove—

@)) t,lnat'if the tone of the Government’s communientions to youn 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,

“_Ud not to the views tuken by the Governmeut on the merits of the ques-
tions dealt with ;

a .
(2) by mstm'lces, that the Houorabls Mr. Sullivan denounced you in your official
capacity ;

(3) that you had an enemy in the Government, aud that that enemy was the Houor-

able Mr. Sullivan ; ¢
(4) that the existence of this enmity was known in the District of Madura, and that

the knowledge interfered with and obstructed your admiuistration of that

district.

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

PopLic DEPARTMENT, 17th November 1885.
2502
No. BE03,
C. S. CROLE, Esq.,
Collector of Madura,
S1g, .
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 to
inform you that the Governwens await your reply to the commuuication in question.

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

[Enclosure III |

No. A.

From Dated 19th November 1885.
THE COLLECTOR OF MADURA,

To
THE CHIEF SECRETARY 71O 'l‘.HE GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

SIR,

In obedience to the instructions of Government coutained in your letter of the 27th

October 1885, No. 2502, T have the honor to submit the detailed information therein required
in substantintion of the facts set forth in my Mewmorandum quoted. q

9. Owing to the absence of any statement on the part 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 Houorable Mr. Sullivan’s counection with the Richings Estate as
virtual owner after some date in 1883, .
IL. The existence of a valuation by Mr. J. Ryan,

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

IV. 'The sllegéd injury to public business in the Madura Distriet 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 uegotiutiuus,
for the purchase by a Zemindar of the Richings property.

4. This being so, 1 shall restrict my reply entirely to these four points.

5. Mo begin with, I snbmit that it would have been impossible for me, consistently

with my duty to Government, to refrain from taking the first convenient opportunity of

apprising Government, throngh the Chief Secretary, of the very serious reflections to which the
conduct of the Hororable 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 meaus blind ]to the
gravity of such a step, and to the danger to myself personally which its adoption involved. I
therefore took every meaus opeu to e of checking the statements made to me by the Zemil;dar
wherever they bappened to be unsupported by documeuts, In the resuls 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 wizniu s

competence to withhold from Government. 4

6. Idounoturge this with any thought of avoiding sanersihililg QAR Tadtrsd
but with the view of clearly indicating the position actually assumed by me, 'The nacessit,’
for this will appear preseutly. ¥y

7. If Government will refer to my Memorandam it will be found that I nowhere
alluded to the connection of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan with the Richings Estate in 1854 as a
Sushnithis ST kuowledge, but only as the gist of representations made to m.e by the
Zemindar and otherwise. The expressions used are quoted in your letter, and they fll“yybear

this out.
2
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8. Now the affidavite A and D hereto subjoined are anmistakenble, The Zemindar
in A plainly states that he believed himself to be negotinting for the purchase [m '"““'-;l
belonging to the Honorable Mr. Sullivan. Again, Mr. J. F. Sullivan wheu nmkin r"h’p‘“l’e' );
offer, distinetly promised to try and get the reduced price accepted. By whom ? bI l? S;"‘:‘“f
communication on the day on which it was received. The Zemindar says it hw; bee,:eln, : .“;
bub promises to search for it ab Ramnad. Again, in a letter from the same gevmlel‘ ";S “:l( ’
Zemindar, duted 24th Janunary 1884 (marked IV) the following passage occurs -‘__‘:"‘ll‘l;' A .“’
il it e yalued about two years ago at 80,000, not that we were desirous (;f qe\li“t .p“)‘
« father simply wished to know what the place was renlly worth.” sellmg ; my

The only reasonable construction of these words is that in Jannary 1884 the Honor

ble Mr. Sullivan remained in the same position in vegard to the property as he ‘()(‘c" ‘.m:;”_l'
1882, except that in 1882 he was “ not desirons” of parting with it, whereas in 1884 l;“’ o
anxious to'sell. 4 e was

0. It appears to be unnecessary to amplify proofs that I was justified in consideri
the statements of the Zemindar regarding this point to be primd facie correct. 'I‘},t,m,‘lg
point for which I am responsible is the fuct reported to Government as indispntable u,..zu-e
Junnary 1884 the Zemindar believed, and Mr. J. F. Suallivan believed, or, at all events, acted nsl";‘
he believed, that his futher still remained virtnal proprietor of Richings. ; l

10, The GGovernment order me to prove that the Honorable Mr. Sullivan was then
the owner. 1 1-egpect.fulty submit that it is not for me to establish a position which I neve
oceupied. 1 have, however, collected the evidence immediately available in Mudmﬁ It wnl;
be found in affidavits marked A, C and D, and in the documents passim. DBat it is- palpable
that, in the event of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan setting up a plea of having entirely div§shed

himself of all connection with the property on the date in question, it is for him to produce

evidence of such an affirmative issue.

11. In order to permit of my making satisfactory return to the mandate of Gov-
ernment, the Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s case would first require to be clearly formulated, nccess
to the records of more than one office of Government would be required, all papers and
accounts in any way relating to the estate would have to be called for, and a number of
witnesses residing in different parts of the Presidency would have to be examined. It would be
hard to define the limits of such an euquiry, and, at all events, it wonld be hopeless to attempt

it from Madura.

12. Even during the limited enquiries which your letter under veply necessitated,

new facts of a most compromising character have come t0 the surface which I have eavefully
excluded from this report which is confined strictly to the four corners of my Memorandum,

13. I would pm't.iculurly request the attention of Government to the statements made

by the Zemindar and Mr, O’Shanghuessy (Euclosures A and C) aud by Mr. R. Ramasubbayyar
(Eunclosure D) whose evidence forms nlnost conclusive proof of the truth of the statements
made by the two first named, Taken together, these o

serious light than I had pravionsly any idea of.

fiduvits place the matter in n far more

14. I do not for one moment wish to press any undue conclusions from these gentle-
men’s affidavits. If true, they form much more than & primd facie case. Their trath is
borne out by sl Mr. J. F. Sullivan’s acts. Cuan it be wondered that the parties in this case in
common With the general publie should, in face of the adiitted original ownership of the estate,
continue to look upon the Honorable Mr. Sullivan as still, under the ciremmstances, the
virtual proprietors It is suvely for him to prove, by such means as may be open to him, that
he Liad on the date referred to, in truth and in fact, dispossessed himself entirely of nll

connection with, or interest in, & property with which his name hiad got mixed up in the first

instance entirely owing to

accusation, The conviction that he remained virtually the proprietor was not a mistake

his own voluntary act. This is not a case of baseless or gratuitons

»
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monopolised by the Zemindar or other outsiders. Tt was éurionsly enough shared by his own
gon who is now pub {orward as sole owner. ‘The extent of this son’s rights is to be gathered
from his prefacing Jiis negotiations by warning the Zemindar that nothing could be done with-
out communication with his father, and by passages in his Jetters which negative any pc»ssibil‘i(y

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

Jetters contain expressions which give a superficial glosg to the idea of a transfer real and
complete. But the correspondence taken as & whole negatives this, while the affidavits flatl
contradict it. 4
15. Moreover, here we have a young man notoriously without means, a failare in the
Police Department, suddenly }'055058?d of property which he values at muc,h over a lac of
rupees. Within & few weeks almost of his nlleged acquisition we find Him, not hard at work
in the care and development of his property, but concentrating his euergies on clearing his feet
of it without delay, It might at first sight be thonght not unuatural that a young man
should be anxious to venlize the place and squander the money. Bat his acts will not be:i' such
a construction. They are entirely inconsistent with the ownership of a valuable property, for
he is to remain as Mannger of the purchaser on Rs. 300 a month. Failing to get this app(;int.-
ment, does he stiek to his estate? No. He disappears after n year, aud he as good as tells
the Zemindar that in fact he has no property, for he may emigrate to Canada or he may
gettle down in Eugland (Exhibit vI). On what?  The estate was on that date as little off
his hands as it was in the January previous, yet he can go away. It is no strain on these
fncts to assume that the existence of the Richings Estate exercised no influence whatever

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

16. I have now doue with this branch of the subject—the vital and really only
important portion to which all else 8 eutirely subsidiary. It is submitted that the case is of
far more than pr{md facie strength. As things stand at present, the Zemindar continues to
deny that he was dealing with any one snve the Honorable H. E. Sullivan. Mr. O’Shaughnessy
asserts that, g';e latter gentleman continues to own the estate, while Mr. R. Ramasubbayyar
deposes to purchasing ita produce through the Honorable Mr. Sullivan’s agent in 1884,
Mere is no means of disproving {hese things unless the Honorable H. E. Sullivan himself

comes forward to do 0.

17. The next point is to prove:—
¢ "Phat the valuation by Mr. Jeremish Ryan alluded to in (8) was made.”

I should say at once that 1 described the gentleman in question by the name under
which I have been in the habit of hearing Lim c.n\led. What the Zemindar no doubt did say
was ‘“ Mr. Ryan, owner of the Cedars.” 'l‘llns, at all events, was the individual whom he
imagined had been emp\Oyed, and whom, antil a few dnys ago, he evidently quite sincerely
imagined he had paid for his services. If youn will refer to my demi-official letter to
Mr, Webster, you will see that T warned him that I 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 valnator employed. I find, however, that the signature under the so-called
valuation is “H. Val. Ryan.” The Zemindar OYi«len&ly never heard of him before, and you
will see from his deposition (mnrked A) that this opens ont one of those incidents in this
transnction which, as I have snid, are cavefully excluded from the present report. Briefly, the
statement given by the Zemindar on this point resolves itself practically into n charge of
“ cheating.” It is anderstood that Mr. H. Vul. Ryan is a brother of the Mr. Ryan, that he is
a man of no position and of the glenderest MERUS, 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 Me. J. F. Sullivan’s Memo-

* Exhibit VIL random™ attnched to it. It will be remembered that the valuator was

paid by the Zemindar.

«Of course, I conld have asked Mr. Ryan to value the property at an enormons

figure, but this was not my desirve,” &c.
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18. It will be observed from a perusal of the valuation (III) that the valuator
makes himself responsibie for next-to-nothing, For aught that appears to the contrary
he might never have even seen the property, and the work. he did might nearly equally well
have been performed by any one with an elementary knowledge of arithmetic at the North
Pole. 'This explains Mr. J. F. Sullivan’s boast as to his power over “Mr, Ryan’s” figures.

19. I am next called on to substantiate by instances the statement that—
“To my certain knowledge the Hon, My,

: Sullivan is in the habit of going ont of Lis
way to promote the interests of thig Depqty Collect

or (B. Srinavasa Murti Ayyangar).”
The official in question is an old dependeut of the Sullivan family. There is no
harm in this, and the facts appears to be admitted,

20. In 1881-82, while he held the appointment of Gnardian and Superintendent of
Devastanams, &c., in the Ramnad Estate under the Court of Wards, his conduct was considered
so unsatisfactory by Mr. Stokes, who was then C;)lle«:tor, that serions steps were taken
agninst him. The representations of the Manager and the Collector went before the Court ot
Wards, of which the Hou. Mr. Sullivan wag then 1st Member. The tenor of the Conrt’s
orders was not in support of the Collector’s views. When these things were going on it was
notorious that Mr. Sullivan was iy correspondence with Srinavasa Murti Ayyangar. Again,
before I took over charge of the district from M. Stokes, the Hon. Mr. Sullivan, whom I did
not even kuow by sight, introduced himself to me, and, allading to the correspondence* which

B then going on, asked me in short to take his (Deputy Collector’s)

* Bd’sProcs., Nos. 0", part, urging that he was deserving of support, and had not been fuirly
5441 2383 10977 , treated. I said ] would see to it. But on looking into the subject
1581 20-1081 221281y Madara I formeq an entirely opposite opinion. Eventually, but

278 998 . i
37182 ¥ fue without any interference on my part, the Court of Wards removed

him from its servigg (vide Board’s Proceedings, dated 22ud May 1882,
No.. 1354). 'The Honorable Mr. Sullivan wag not then a Member, Government is aware that
e Srinavasa Murti Ayyangar was eventually restoredt to his original
de.'uProca.,No‘ss_gj:z Mis, position (Tahsildar) iy the district, and was at once promoted to be
Temporary Deputy Collector in the Inam Department, a position
which he continnes to hold, During his im-nmbe"cy of this latter appointment the third instance
occwred. I have not the authority of the officer concerned to give up his name, bat, if Govery-
ment still considers it necessary, it must of course be done. T'his is the Deputy Collector to
whom, after being warned not * to consulg people who are ignorant of the business,”” the Zemiy,-
dar is referred for assistance as “old Srinavasa Murti is a safe man to advise (bim), of course
Le is ignorant about plauting, but has guod head for fignres” (Exhibit IV).

21 1In the last place I am called on to prove that the change of tone adopted in the
commuuications of Government in certaiy departments was caused by the events narrated in the
Memorandum. Now this is a position which must, in the nature of things, depend on
dednction rather than on direct evidence, The Madura District at the beginning of 1854 S
peculiarly situnted. The son of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan had been removed, but bis cousin,
Mr. Harington, together with Me, Kongh, his guondam assistant and intimate friend,'remained_
The hostility and insnbordination exhibited by these two officers, alone of all others with
whom T have had to deal, was too marked to be consistent with any other theory than thas
they felt that they would be supported. The sffidavits B, D, B, R subjoined, prove the
existence of a widespread feeling in the Madura District that there was bad feeling towards me
on the Honorable Mr. Sullivaw’s part. I ¢ay positively assert that I kept my. owu counsel, I
am unable to avoid the conclusion confirmed by what reached me from time to time that these
rumours obtained eurrency through the medinm of these two officers. I shall pass over Mr.
Harington’s case with the remark that personal hostility to him cannot be imputed to me, fop

the simple reason that through the exercise of my influence alone did he obtain a bonus of _

Rs. 3,000 when his connection with the Local Fund Board was terminated owing to his old

4
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age and incapacity. In regard to Mr, Kongh it will be remembered that Government deemed
it advisable to transfer him to Erode, and that he wag permitted to remain here purely from
considerations of merey. Rk

22. Now in connection with this, I am called on to prove four things which are,
however, really one. In my Memorandum to H. E, The Governor I described this branch of
the subject as a matter of comparatively minor detail, I did go advisedly. The danger

alluded to had been warded off. It had ceased to be personal, Buat I deemed it my duty to

mention it for the reason given in the Memorandam, especially as I felt that I could then do
so with propriety and without suspicion of any ulterior object apart from the ground set forth.

123, This was in the public interests. The introduction of the persoﬁal elerstt doto
the conduct of public affairs is the great defect in Indian administration, The holding of
land and trading on its produce on the part of Civilians is just one of those things most likely
to increase the tendency in respect of their official relations with their brethren in the,
Revenue branch of the Service. It would be hard indeed to imagine, the possibility of the
acts of a Collector receiving dispassionate treatment at the hands of a Member of the Govern-
ment whose private interests had grievously suffered in the performance of that Collector’s
public functions. | .

24. The first is—*“That if the tone of the Government’s communications to yon 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 questions dealt with.” :

Now as to this, I have the honor to submit that a District officer soon finds a ch-ange
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 waut of confidence on the partof Govern-

ment, evidenced not only by the overt deliverances of ¢ orders,” but by the omission of those
generons 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, 80 as to prevent
my visiting Madras during the Christmas ho'lldnys of 1884-85, I took three weeks’ privilege
leave immediately on its restoration, and plainly stated my suspicions to the Chief Secretary,

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

* 31st December 1884. 5
posed visit :—

“T am glad to hear you propose visiting heﬂd-quarters for o few days.”

25. It was not denied that the suspicions T entertained were well founded. T was
80 thoroughly convinced that, owing to the personal feeling against me, for which it was abso-
lutely impossible that there could be any other cause than the one assigned, I was doing more
harm than good in Madura, that I asked leave to resign the Reveriue 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 My, Stokes, the Revenne Secretary, to
“ put him on his guard.” I also went to see t‘he Honorable Mr. Sullivai at the Chief Secre-
tary’s instance. T shall deal with this latter interview lower down, and shall here conteut
myself with sfating that Mr., Sullivan’s attitude to me was 5 mixture of studied insalt and
concentrated animosity., To return to the communicationsg of Government during the 12
months preceding this interview, I shall confine myself to fiye instances, and they happen to
be some of those quoted to the Chief Secretary. ; g

10 ol the Siasetaly 0 26. 'The first symptom was my being called on to report
the Board of Reveuue, dated through the Board of Revenue as to the truth of a malicious libel
9th May 1884. written in broken English which appeared in the Mail. ¥

27. Then followed the insubordinate conduet of Mr. Harington, the L. F. Engineer,
a consin of the Honorable Mr. Sullivan, who, without a shadow of right or propriety, appealed
agninst au order made by me in regard to a claim for leave. The gross irregularity of Bis con-

3 4"
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duct'was point t ;
uct'was pointed out to Government, I brought to notice that he had requited unmerited kind-

# 18th September 1884, No. 2;;8;1 :“tl})l lnemuaab‘le ingratitude, and that he had aggravated his

2213, Financial. " @ Dy suppressing a paper which wonld have negatived his in-
“ Into the uest'su Oz‘;}ﬂate appeal. The order* ran as follows :—

““ to enter further th(:.n tolle])s(;rver.t}f{:nngmn’s privilege leave the Government have no desire

“ medical certificate.” al, as required by the President, he should have sent in a

This was, 1t is i
> submitted, under . !
open censure. 4 such circumstances, a greater reflection on me than

28. Thereafter the distri ,
F the district entered on a period of organized turmoil and agitation

which lasted several t i
Mgy S’:ﬁiﬂv:::sﬂui t? which the records of Government bear testimony. The
relative above mentioned and by Mr. Kough, the Acting Sub-

CO“ectOr a formel‘ Assista“tl ﬂnd fl. ()f e]" A HS“SP“FE
3 'lend S i w i r()p y
Ml‘. , ulhvan, as pllbhc p .

when the agitation died out.

29. Now one of the most active

;icti‘f'ity; was the Rev. Mr. Chester of the band of agitators who then sprang into

Government called upon me to 1'epo:: :!llxe A!flerican Mission ut Dindigul. On one occasion
the Acting Secretary of the Board of R: Private letter, as he called it, addressed by him to
statements regarding illegal exactions dveﬂne.‘ The many reckless and shamelessly false
Pioject which it coutained, were ec]’an other irregulurities in respect of the Dindigul Water
Government, dated 22nd A:] e 1psed by the diabolical accusation made in a letter to

gust 1884, to the effect that I had tampered with voting papers ab

a Municipal Election i indi ¥
declined trc)) substanlt.(;:t:;nDl:;‘il}g-ULt The individual in question, a sworn ally of Mr. Kough,
: y ot s statements, I demonstrated their falsity in other ways in

my letters to Govern
tez’s conduct was nlz: n::ﬂ(;atzcd)tsih September and 27th October 1884. The Revd. Mr. Ches-
of the refutafilshe RIS chi ::ro:.ated, but Government have never taken any notice
mént to G, 0’s, dated 8th Ootob ges which I submitted. T beg particular attention of Govern-
? Globier snsl (6):,‘1 }:eovember 1884, Nos. 2393 and 2565. This again
| 30. Awai ester at least took it for enconragement. '
':B;-anch Minor Diz:;‘nsg:-ie:’he;ier:“ S“Periuf‘,endent of the L. F. Medical School and of the
ment direct about everything };anUauce of his new (1884) attitude, he went up to the Goveru-
order directing me i"Val'iably .t,o conxf:glal;)i to one of these complaints Government seut me an
Dispensaries. This was a. ccompauiedul: r. Chester when making postings to and from minor
in having misrepresented to Governm Ya D.O. (18th December 1884) censurifjg my conduct
have known it from a‘cértain Bhos: el:]'b a fact of which I conld not be ignorant, as I mnst
D. O. letter contains a still uuwit,phd.w ‘ch Government snid they had sent to me. As tha
which runs as follows :—*T6 Is more rawn reflection on my veracity, I re;.)roduce the passage
w copiort; ViR REOR SO ¥eRisse § overclear from Dr. Chester’s !ebber v.v)nch was sent yon for
110 existence; but that on the co AL AD 'LOOal Fund administration which I had alleged) had
: ; ntrary it wag to Dr. Chester that the greatest possible incon-
z veulefjce was-cauged,” &o. In my office letter, No. 1, dated 10th Janupry 1885, I brought to
the notice of Government that I had been in the habit of invariably consulting T huster

.

"abonﬁzappomtlme"“: while in a D. O, of the same dute I pointed ont that I was not amenable
to the censure passed on me, as the letter which formed the pivot of my supposed wrong-doing * -

had ‘itever been sont t0 me by Govemme“b: as was incorrectly stated. Both these commuuica-
tions rémain unanswered to this day, and the stigma attaching to me on account of the mistake
remains unwithdrawn. !

31. Lastly, it was perfectly unayoidable that I should be plain in criticising
Dr. Chester’s condnct in reports specially calleq for by Government. Tt must be remembered that
I never once troubled Government voluntarily regarding these Dindigul difficulties. At the
same time I was bound to use no uncertain language in rvepelling andaciously false accusations
1 as myself. Nothing was farther from my mind and my acts also than to

against others as wel
blic utterances communicated to Government, and para. 13 of my letter

take any side. My pu

purpose of yilifying the Collector, and it became extinct

-
—~——

s

brought to the notice of the Chief Secr

o

{

to Government of the 5th September 1884, abundantly 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 merely
condemned wrong-doing and impropriety when called upon by Government for report on
statements which evidently appeared to them to require clear elucidation. I submit, with all
respect, that if during that process Dr. Chester’s scale kicked the beam, the fault should not
be luid at the door of the officer to whom the disagreeable task had been assigned.

32. T have taken these examples as they remain in my miud, as some of those
etary in evidence of the prejudice against me in the

departments portfolioed by the Honorable Mr. Sullivan. Taken together with other facts to be

cited in proving <k Tl : .
over passed on me ju 21 years’ service with the Richings episode. If not, to what else could it

be due? For it must be remembered that in 1ot a single instance has my administration been
1 have invariably vindicated it against attack with a success which has been,

cang‘.nt tripping. n :
tacitly admitted, and it has been the cause of just pride to me that the

ag I have shown,

Madura District for three years bas. shos
districts of the Madras Presidency, while it is similarly conspicuous for success R

ment in other departmeuts not less impon:tant. No private motive, other than that alluded
to, can be alleged, for even the most ordinary fi-cqua.iutauceship can hardly be said to. have
existed between us. I submit then that the. views taken by the Member in charge in the
instances cited were independent of the merits of the matters dealt with, for there was no
ver either in my policy or management. The prejudice in such particular case

h hate P :
change whi <—unconscious, but it did undoubtedly exist. 1 firmly believe that

may have been—10 doubt wa
its existence at one time p
reputation in extreme jeopardy fror

firmness of H. E. the Governor.
383. (2)1 am next < to prove by instances that the Honorable Mr. Sullivan denounced

“ime in my official capacity.” . g

I do not propose to rake up what has been told me. : I shall simply reyerh to what

y terview with him in January last, and which was at once reported tq the

occ.urred il 2 I entered the room e did not even rise, and almost at once burst out

-Chlef. Secre.tary. V'Vhe“ h:?t he called my mismanagement of the Madura District. It must

g i w(,i,,cidence that he should have collected the. very subjects which I

i ” f Secretary as evidencing a bias against me which was threatening

d to the Ghie for me to remain in Madura. I remember, amidst much more,

: . ¢liat your district gives more trouble than the whole of the

o ek i k:':‘,).::t.so‘fl ’t‘:e Pfesidency putgtogebhel'. T could not even go to Cal-

¢« ontta the other duy withont hearing of sometl}ing against you.

ed me who is this man Crole abont whom we receive so

I found that ab that moment a petition against you Wi on the I.’rivaté

» and much more to the same é?ﬁect accompanied by f:ouslderabl'e vxolenqg

of tone, thumping of the table and waving of the right arm. I could easdy-see by l“;{de'"e’:']‘;

our that this was a favorite theme, and ghat what I had gathered regarding t.he. 0“‘:1""‘ )bb
Mr. Sullivan’s denunciations of me Was perfectly correct. At all eveuts there 15 1O or

about.the occasion above described. : - : 1
Th be equally gmnll hesitation 1n pronouncing on the essentinlly persoun
ere can

Moveover I have the very best anthority for stating that the opinion of
ove qnobed was in no way shared by his colleagues.

had mentione
to render it worse than useless

The italics are mine.
“The Viceroy’s Private Secretnry ask
“many complaiuts.
““Secretary’s table,

prejudice exhibited.
the Honorable Mr. Sullivan ab

34. (3) Iam to prove:—

, enemy in the Government, and that that enemy Wwas the Honora-
at

“That you had
“hle Mr. Sullivan.”

9,3 and 4, I claim to have had reason on my side in connecting the first censure

yunning has stood in Revenue matters at the head of the °

laced the administration of this district and my own prqfeasional -
n which they were rescued solely by the fairness and -
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From what has been stated above, I should think there can be no doubt about it that
this statement is strictly aceurate.

35. (4) Lastly I am to prove:—“That the existence of this enmity was known in
““the district of Madura, and that the knowledge interfered with and obstructed your adminis-
« gration of that distriet.”

In addition to what has been set forth in paras. 21 to 30 supra, I have the honor
merely to ask.. Goverm'nerlt to peruse the affidavits marked B, D, E and F. Their number is
capable of ben.lg mulmphed' ludeﬁ‘nitely. Every one seems to have been aware EE B
but I have hesitated to excite curiosity by taking the evidence of persous in whose secrecy [
am unable to rely with confidence.

36. My task would have been much simplified had 1 omitted allusion to the evil

" effect on district administration which, albeit subsidiary and of minor importance to the

main incident narrated in my Memorandum of the 26th September 1885, went nigh, at one
.time, to completely disorganising one of the largest and most important districts in the
Ms.ndras Presidency. But I felt that in the public interest it was not open to me to pass over
t»lns pha.se of the case when, with the knowledge of the Chief Secretary (Exhibits VIII and
1X), I laid before His Excellendy the other objectionable features of the holding of land and

ﬂ,‘e spread of a commercial spirit among certain of the officers of Government placed under
his cowtrol.

I have the honor, &ec.,
(Signed) C. S. CROLE,

U N Collector.
No. B. ; Mapura Connecror’s OFFICE,
From 90th November 1885.
: THE COLLECTOR OF MADURA
o g 3
5 THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
. :

I have the honor to enclose post copy of telegram despatched to you this day in
reply to your letter, No. 2?, dated 17th November 1885.

Se : ?, I have also the honor to request you to be good enough to insert after “ Chief

(clretar{, :? para. 36 of my report, No. A, dated 19th instant, the words « (Exhibits VIII
and IX).””  The necessary correction has been made in the copy in this office. The Exhibits
referred to are enclosed.

I have, &c.,
(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
Collector.

List of Ezhibits. :
L Memorandam from Mr. J. F. Sullivan, dated 5th January 1884, showing the
annual net income from Richings Estate at Rs. 42,200
IL. Rough Memorandum adverting to Richings Bstate from Mr. J. F. Sullivan, dated
7th January 1884. ing to Richings lis :
III. Valuation of the Richings Estate by Mr. i{yan. ;
1V. Letter from Mr. J., F. Sulli 884 f T e
of his property. ullivan, dated 24th January 1884, forwarding jon
V. Letter from Mr. P. Koteisami 9nd Febrnary 1884, ex ressing his
inability to purchase the property. eisami Tevar, duted 2nd Ye y p
© VI Letter from Mr, J. F. Sullivan. dated 4th January 1885, regarding the progress
of his estate. >

VII. Note by Mr. J. F. Sullivan, forwarding and explaining the above Memorandnm
by Mr. Ryan.

VIII. D. 0. from Mr. Webster, dateq 20th August 1885.
IX. D. O. from Mr. Crole, dated 3]st August 1885.

(Signed) C. 8. CROLE,
Collector.
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EXHIBIT I 3

(Memorandum.)

From : 5th 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
failures, say 4,500 trees to an acre. 9

Each tree when matured is estimated to yield atleast } Ib. dry bark, Thi i
2,250 Ibs. dry bark to the acre. i Ty Darig is would give

Supposing the' price of bark to fall to half rupee per 1b., then 2,250 Ibs. at half
rupee per Ib., .wopld give a gross return of Rs. 1,125 per acre—say that ouly 50 acres are
planted with Cmchonf_t—vt:hen all the trees have come to maturity these 50 acres should give an
annual return of Rs. 56,250, from which deduct expenditure at 25 per cent, = 14,050, the net
income will be Rs. 42,200. ,

The above is calculated on bark as low as half rupee per Ib. At the last sales of bark
i December 1883, when, owing to the overstocked market, the pri 3
]have been, it fetehed from Re. 1 to Rs. 1-12-0 perlb, prices were lower than they ever

(Signed) 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 theie is a
small forest of well-grown Euncalyptus (u.e. Blue-gum trees) and Accacias on the property, that
a perennial stream of water jraverses the whole length of the estate; considering also its
position within the Municlpql hmlt.s.of Ootacamund, that it is accessible on all sides by good
roads, it has on it a substantially-built cottag?‘aud offices, cooly lines, Cinchona drying house,
and a saw-mill driven by water-power, also a T'ea honse furnished. I enclose a Memoraudum
which shows at the lowest wmpytatzon that when all the. 50 acres planted with Cinchona come
to maturity, there will be a net mncome of Rs. 42,000, being a return of more than 50 per cent.
on the outlay from this portion of the _estatq alone; the I'ea and trees should bring in at least
another Rs. 1,5600. The property being 'slh}lated 80 near QO&aca.mund will increase in value
and will always be saleable. The esta.te‘)ls well PrOVld_ed with bridle-paths, gates, tools of all
kinds, writer’s house, cooly lines, about = or 3bla.khs Cinchona seedlings fit for sale or planting
this year, 3 pairs bullocks, 8 carts, roller‘ s ,i’,gt‘ 10 feet long, English plough and harrows,
chaff-cutter turned by hand or water-power. . ere 1s 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 gnything more now to tell you ]'llﬂt‘ now, but shall be happy to give
further particulars on hearing from you.

EXHIBIT III.
Valuation of the Richings Lstate situated at Ootacamund.

~ Statement of Cinchona Condaminia planted on the Richings Estate as per particulars
supplied by Mr. J. F. Sullivan :— ' .

5 acres planted g" x 3—1}% year old 22,200 plants.

]6§ 7] 2 X 3"_2 o e 79,860 "
34 . , dx4—8 . Y R,
2 ” » 3’ X 3'_4’ » 9;680 ”
9% » At P 5—5 2 16,883
863% acres. 138,174 5

P

Cinchona in 20 acres of Tea planted 8 x 3—1to 2yearsold... 96,800 ,,

Total number of Cinchonas .., 284,974

2
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Accepting the above as ¢
entirely planted with Cinchona an

statement gtands thus :—

5 acres planted 3' x 8'—1} year old ..« 20,000 plants.
163 » 3,' X 3'—2 A - i 72,000 ; 5
) SR 5500
2 25 » 9 x 3—4 - 8500 "5
9% » n B x 5=5 W . 15,000
: 124,000
Cinchona in Tea planted 3' x 3'—1 to 2 years old... 83,000 ,,
. Total number of Cinchonas wo 207,000

Probable produce of the above, calcnlate
per 1b,, the annual income may be put down as :—

10

orrect, and deducting 10 per cent, for failures in the fields .
d 15 per cent. from Cinchonas planted among the Tea, the

d at } 1b. of dry bark per tree and 8 annas

11
G

Statement showing the probable position of a purchaser giving 65,000 rapees for the

¢ Richings’’ Estate as from 1st January 1885 :—

PR ST Y ey

. ; 2,14 &1 'Total No. of| Rate at
PL:::?, - Zl?:m ; ;ﬁ?{‘rs : 33';“ s Ele; 8|’ Year |[Ibs. of Bark|8 Annas
3 old. | per year. | perlb.
1885 7,500 ass - 7,500
1886 7,500 | 4,250 11,750
1887 7,500 | 4,250 | 4,250 16,000
1888 7,500 4,250 4,250 | 86,000 Mo 52,000
1889 | 7,500 4,250 | 4,250 | 86,000 | 51,500 103,500
; » ¥l

37,500 | 17,000 | 12,700 | 72,000 51,500 190,750

ol coceo |
O[ ccocco |

Mr. J. Sullivan st

, D
ates that he has 20 acres of Tea and makes 2,000 Ibs. per year,

1b., the income thus would be a8 follows :—

which he sells at Re. 1 per

1385 £,0001 ., 2,000

1886 2,000 | .. | 2,000
1887 | 2,000 | .. | 2000
1888 2,000 [ ... 2,000
1889 LT 2,000

s s

of Tes." | 1 Re. Rs. | As.

10,000 .| 10,000

e

Blue-gum and other trees—Mr Sallivan say
roughly 50 feet high ; these I have no hesitation at esti

IS

Rs. 8,578. This amount could be realized at once if necessary-

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

O\ coocecs \
e\ cco0S ‘ o

s he has counted 8,578, measuring
mating at one rupee per tree or

1885
1886
1887
1888
1889

Up-kee of | Up-keep of ’

Ciucholx)m. p-Tea- e .
Rs. |alpl ms. [alP) RBs. |Alp.
2,300 | 0| o 1,600 | 0] 0 8,900 | 0/ 0
2,580 | 0| o| 1,600 | 0] 0| 4,180 |0 0
2'850 | 0| 0| 1,600 | 0| 0 4,450 | 0| 0
5,050 | 0 0 1,600 {0 0 6,650 | 00
8850 | 0/ 0| 1,600 | 0 0 9,950 | 0/ 0
21,130 | 0/ 0| 8,000 0; 0 29,130 | 0l 0

Puarchase-money s if paid on 1st January 1885 ...
Interest on above at 8 per cent. from 1st January to 31

December 1883
Up-keep of Estate, F
Approximate interest on above

To realize in 1885— ' £
2,000 Blue-gums at oné rupee per tree,

7,500 1bs. of (linchona Bark at 8 annas per lb.

9,000 1bs. of Tea at 1 Re. perlb., D

Interest on '66,500 ab 8 per cent. for the year
Up-keep of the Fstate for the year, F
Approximate interest on above

To realize in 1886—
: 2,000 Blue-gums at 1 Re. per tree, B ...

11,750 lbs. of Bark at 8 As. per 1b.,
2,000 Ibs. of Tea at 1 Re. per 1b., D

Interest on Rs. 66,285 at 8 per cen
Up-keep of the Estate, F ... ;
Approximate interest on above

e

ize in 1887—
e ;e,l(‘)](‘)%)e];lllue-gnms at 1 Re. per tree, B ...

; ¢ 1b., C
16,000 lbs. of Bark at 8 As. per 1D
2,000 lbs. of Tea at 1 Re. per 1b., :

Interest on 64,207 ab 8 per cent. for b
Up-keep of the Estate, F ..
Approximate interest on above

lize in 1888— 3
. ;?2718 Blue-gnms at 1 Re. per tree, ;e

3 . 1b.
52,000 lbs. of Bark at 8 As. pet. 10
2,000 lbs. of Tea at 1 Re. per by D o

Interest on 45,675 at 8 per cent. for the year
Up-keep of the Estate, F'' -

i Approximute interest on abo've

To realize in 1889—
0163,500 1bs. of Bark at 8 As. per 1b., C...
2,000 lbs. of Tea ut 1 Re. per Ib,, D =

t. for the year

he year ...

Res.
65,000

5,200
3,900
150

st . ol
coo o

2,000
3,750
2,000

(== =]
(=N =X

66,500
5,320
4,180

160

Rs.

74,250

- 7,750

66,500

(=X =X =K
SO

2,000
5,875
2,000

(=R =]
(=i =K~

66,285
5,302
4,450

170

(=X =K=N=]
(== =l)

2,000

.. [ 8,000

2,000

(==X =)
SO0

64,207
5,186
6,650

260

(=l =R ==
SO0

2,578
26,000
2,000

==
cco

45,675
3,654
9,950

400

cooO
(=N =l ==

51,750

(=)

2,000 |

76,160

9,875

66,285

76,207

12,000
64,207

76,253

30,578
45,675

59,679

53,750
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Statement showing the probable position of Estate in 1890 and 1891 . —
Rs. A.iP,'\ Re. |A|P.
| Interest on 5,929 at 8 per cent. for the year 474 1 0 0
v Igp-{::aep of the Estate, F ... 9,950 | 0| 0
Approximate interest on above ... iy 4 338 8 8
i ht forward X
Dr. broug 005 Lok o
‘ alize in 1890— ) e
TOI{)E,E»OO lbs. of Bark at 8 As. per 1| A o I ver | «81,760: 4.0 O;
2,000 lbs. of Tea at 1 Re. per lb., D . 2,000 | 0| 0
' 53,750 | 0| 0
; Cr.s eoleee] 836,997 | 0l 0
91 | Up-keep of the Estate 9,238 8 8
roximate interest on above ..,
R ¥ 10,350 | of 0
To realize in 1891 — ! _ 2
103,500 Ibs. of Bark at 8 As. per Ib, .. LR 5}),388 8 8
00 lbs. of Tea at 1 Re. per lb. o 2,
2,0 s. of Te p ssrsat o o
Oirseal . avs eefove) 43,400 | Of O

-

With these facts before me I value the Richings Estate at Rs. 65,000. I have calen.
lated the working expenditure high, the produce and price of the bark low; t,.be bark ought to
realize 1 to 1} Rs. per Ib. I have only taken it at 8 As. per lb,

The annexed statement G, based on the above ealcnlation, shows the probable
position of a purchaser at the end of the year 1889, who invests Rs. 65,000 on the estate, say
on the 1st Janunary 1885. In the year 1890 I calsulz_ma the owner of the estate will have
(all things going on well) a profit of Rs. 86,997, and in the year 1891 and following years an
annual income of Rs. 43,800 as per statement H.

The Richings Estate being intersected by Government roads, possesses advantages in
collecting manure and selling the timber off the estate. There are- about 25 acres of waste
land, which might at once be plautgd up with Blue-gums, which \jle‘ld bring in a further
income in 10 years hence. The Tea, if mannred and worked up, should give better results than
it does at present. I was glad to observe that the late heavy frost has scarcely touched the
Cinchona. y

OoTACAMUND, ] (Signed) H. VAL. RYAN.

22nd January 1884. §

EXHIBIT IV.

Ricuines Lopae,
24tk January 1884,

My Dear Korersami, ;
I am sending to-day, by post, under registered cover, the valuation of my pro-
perty as requested by you, ’

If there is any item you do not comprehend, write and ask me; don’t consult people
who are ignorant of the business, or you may be misled, a.nd.I shonld be 801ty for this after
all the trouble I have had. I forgot to mention hefore, !:lmt this property was Va.lmad ABoit4wo
years ago ak 80,000, not that we were desirous of selling ; my father simply wished to know
what the place was really worth. I mention this to point out since Mr, Ryan has only Valueq it
at Rs. 65,000, this is a point in your favour, To-day or to-morrow I will forward the hunting
pictures to you. - ; i

I shounld think old Sreenivasa Murthy is a safe man to advise you ; of conrse he is igno-
rant about planting, but he has a good head for figures. I will ask you to be kind enough to

ake me an offer at your earliest convenience, as my work is partially at a standstill ; in the
o~ while, as I don’t like to cut a tree until it is settled whether or no the property will become
- m%:i befO;'e long. Make a liberal offer and the property shall be yours. I have been expoct-
: ivnog to hear from you for some days ;' why have you been so silent.

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

Manura,
Bt Druis s 2nd ]"e[u'uury 1884.

Your kind letter of 24th nltimo and tle valuation of the ¢ Richines Estate” by
Mr. Ryan sent under a registered cover dated 22ud Jannary 1884, reached me aTl afor 1 am
under iufinite obligation to you for all your trouble ang acting very conscientiously and to my
interest during my absence, specially bearing in mind ¢,
The price you demand for the estate, viz. Rs. 1,25,000, i
must plainly say that it is_far beyond my means, Yoy sa
“1f the amount demanded is tiore than you ¢

$ 1o doubt a very reasonable one, but I

Y in your letter of the 7th ultimo that
AN pay up at one

€, We could come to some a ree-
““ment, such as half the amount down and the g

. : ’ balance in a specified time, as I know from
*“ experience you are a good man for paying up.”* [y is really very good of you to say so of me

But should I get into some contract with yon now and finq myself unable to fulfil the terms
meuntioned therein by-and-bye, I shall not only have to disappoint you, but also find myself in
difficulties, which I am sure you wi[l not for a momeng like. You further say, “ make a liberal
“ offer and the property shall be yours,” How could T 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 medns as [
Lave in hand. You know very well that I tried my best to get some respectable planters, but
uufortunately didn’t succeed in my attempts. Oh how very happy should I be if I only bo:wht.
it up. I wish I had the money. In conclusion, confident though I am of the miuin.uxm I.’I'Zﬁﬁ
which your estate is sure to yield a few years hence, T am obliged to tell you, very much
against my wish aud to my deep’ regret, that I resign ¢
property.
Yours very sincerely,
(Signed) P. KOTEISAMI TEVAR,
As I dovw’t wish that yon shounld be put to an

y losg on my account, I send you enclosed
herein currency notes of the value of Rs. 67-8-0, Rs. 50 of which to be paid to My,

; ; Ryan for
valuing the property, as mentioned in one of your letters, and the balance to

...... for pony-

<liire. T am very sorry to have given you so much trouble, but couldun’t helpit. 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.

Riciines Lopag,
Ooracamunp, -«

Sunpay, 4¢4 Jamm-ry 1885.
My pear Koreisami,

I have to thank yon a great deal, first, your king thought of me ab this Joyful
season ; secondly, your telegram ; thirdly, your letter; ang fourth]y,']aﬂ but not least, your very
kind Christmas and New Year wishes ; words can’t express my gratitude in short for your very
kind considerations. I trust with all my heart that this ang many years to come will bring
you every happiness and prosperity. e

My pareuts have proceeded to visit the new Viceroy and then visit plassiot vl s
in Northern Iudia. I don’t think they will be back )] the middle of this month, so it is no
good you hurrying up to Madras. ‘

You will be glad to hear farming has paid me remarkably well this first yese, and T
couldn’t have commeuced experiments in a worse year, for the seasons have completely chang-

ed. Notwithstanding this, I have cleared 12 per cent, on my outlay, though I thought to have
cleared at least 25 per cent.; but I trust for better luck thig year, and perhaps this or next wil|
be my last year in India. I may visit Canada or settle down in England. I am now very
hard at work making hay, for which there is a great demand, so much 80, if I had it ready [

at L am qnite ignorant of the business, *

he idea of buying your most valuable -




e,

* bark worked up into Quinine ou the spot

- 50 acres of waste land in the vig

14
conld clear about 4,000 rupees a month, I am getting orders from all quarters, bat regret to
say at present I can’t meet the demand, for you see I only started farming in 1884.

‘The Volunteer movement here is taking great strides,
us trouble heveafter I trust all of us will be prepared to fight, fo
expects every man to do his duty.” I} :
We now number I think over 300 fr

and should the Russians give
r, as the saying is, “ England
pe by June uext to be a Lientenant of the Local corps.

; om the Collector downwards, and I trust many more will
follow his example. We are now hnving beautiful weather.

shall I have that pleasure ? Do ple
friend, the Guardian, is well.

I long to see you again. When
ase write quick and tell me. I am so glad to hear our

With hearty good wishes, believe me,
Your sincere friend,
(Sigued) JOHN SULLIVAN.

M o

—————

EXHIBIT VII.

Glaneing through Mr. Ryan’s valuation, i
. 1at : . ‘ '
the produce at the lowest figures, 1on, it should be borne in mind he has calculated

December 1883, from 1 to 1.12 perll():mt(}:}mlua el ]-‘Mi"g fetched at the last sales, i e'. e
to the market being overstocked : t},; © lowest prices ever known. This is simply owing
than its due weight, as it is oul’ Present depf"’“ed price of bark shonld not have more

: ; : y tempomry' It is due to the fact of the manufacture of
small number of firms, the principal of which are Messrs.

and that of Quinine up, they have eute C?., and in order to keep the price of bark down
; utered iuto g combivation not to manufacture more than a

certain quantity of Quinine, and on]

s ¥ to purc} i : ity
consequence is that there is a large amonnt oE'::ks?:ﬁ ;Iem' b“llck for that quantity, and the
chaser, while at the same time the price o e

: . £ Quinine is i
18 a clever trick of the manufacturers, bt oEQcOnr:: il: ::f}: e: ;htu
ot last.

0 Secret, and already there are signs of steps being

Yeriment are getting out a Quinologist from England,
“iﬂcturing [y

?mtiong in some central spot on the Nilghiris. This
aid Material, or if planter
and shi

less cost and risk than they now do the bark P the manufactired articles to England at far

t for which there is no pur-
it was a few years ago. It

The manufacture of Quinine is n
taken tosmash up the conspiracy. The Go
aud I hope before long that a Quinine Man
fo-r some time, will be in full swing of op
will create a steady local demand for the s

I would not take last year’s prices ug o basis Bt
; bu

Turning again to My, R

RS ‘ FAW's valuag;
high figures, as he admits, Uation, he has calenl

it may be wel]
0 Mmenti : ;
Servanuts on the ez“t‘:‘t':llt-lou, that the present up-keep with highly puid

(b) Maximuom, Ouly to Res, 9 (Buch as carpenter, blﬂCkBmith, &L‘.,) onts
pay its own i a year, and as year sroll on, the estate should
0 10 or 15 peryy Peélises ; moreover, the number of coolies employed
Dlue-gum trees.—Tn additio anent lubourers who should do that work ensily.

the fignre when I say there are at le:s:05tha yunber mentioned, I consider I g “well. within
count, " Moreover many treeg hicl 000 growing trees of sizes which I did not take into
4r AN 3. 14 Ryan has valued at 1 ru

rupees eacl. pre would fetch 3 and

ated the future uj-keep at very

might be easily reduced t

perty. He has had both seller’s apg -
tle purchaser will be amply repaid i, Purchaser’s benefit at heart

the loy, '
Placing the valuatioy aside fop nwghil;un.
€,

estate in general. It is situated within the Muni
s n

pictaresque valley, “Lovedale,” wel] worihy of itsci:z::ne] et

1uity al] but joining the

3 the minimum figures show

just to give a little information about the

ind, and in a very
The acrenge is 105 ; there is about
property, which ean be had for a

ompany, who have been feeling their way

e
. 3
i |
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nable ficure. In fact a portion is about to be put up to auction immediately. The lzmdv
.reaso'ted eitlt:er for planting, farming or building ; the soil everywhere is well adapbfzd .for
B S{:‘ manufacture ; the D. P. W. are now gelling bricks at Rs. 15 per 1,000, Stone 1s also

bnct-f 1. So building would not be a bad investment if the purchaser felt so inclined, owing t-o
Il){l'mix'l :;s proximity t':) Ootacamund by good driving roads and bridle-paths, houses in this
ichin

lley would readily let and probably the scenery would be the main attraction.
va

I think T may say no pains have been spared in bringing the property to its present

Up to date it has cost one way and another over Rs. 60,000, This includes the

i If)th(; estate, pucka bungalow and godowns. The bungalow may be sold furnished if
PO 5 B

up-kes the estate. Water is laid on to the dwelling-houses by a peren-

a reasonable sum is offered for

i -uns throngh the est ‘ .
nial lsbre.an; th“:l: ;nd nuturilly run away With a few rupees. The stream is a private one, so
5 miles In leng

3 .
it wi ner’s sanetion,
no one has any right to use it without the ow

all gates have been placed where deemed necessary ; the estate is fn.ll-

. There is a saw-mill and chaff-cutter turned by the perennial
fenced ab gre’.‘t’ b4 Jand in the estate for annual crops; no end of roads all over the
stream ; there is arable Ti others private; 3 pairs of good bullocks, 3 bullock carts, 1 pony
it publl.c a'nh rrows, 1 roller, cooly lines, writer’s house, Tea house, Cinchona
e "'O“Cin:hona,seedling, pit for this year’s planting .or can be sold. IE
eds on hand will be handed over to the pur;haser free of oharge;;

. ian or English oats, clovers and various grass see
Seeds alluded to co.nmst, ?:' BAO:::!::I o Lis 8a R N S
just imported for this ye?" m ryots residing around the estate. Of course I OOl.ll.d have
can be ensily pr:((’:urelie tl,l:)a property ab an enormous figure, but this was not my disire as I
asked Mr. Ryan to va .

f th 4
wish you clearly to see what can be made out of the estate

ate ; the channel through which this water runs is about

Large and sm

property, 80
and 1 cart, 1
house, tools of kinds,
estate is sold at once all se

i requi lease let me know, and I will gladly do all
i tion you may requireé p
Any farther informa

in my power to assisb you e
Present valne ot 1l

Expenditure over

chings Estate...... Rs. 65,000
...... ,, 60,000

—_—

Rs. 1,25,000

liberal offer, and I will see if I can manage to close the bargain
Now I am open to & b

o.n receipt of letter. (Signed) J. . SULLIVAN.
Ricaines Lopoe, LOVEDALE,
OoTACAMUND, | ;
January 1884.

com ¥ ‘,
To M. R. Ry. P. Koteisami Tevar Averga

The Palace,
Ramnad.

; » brief report on the estate in general, but 1
. .. Ryan to enclose 2
I intended to ask Mr.

find Le has gone to Mysore o busiuess;
/ o L 5 Gk

EXHIBIT VIIL

however you have seen everything yourself.

My vear Crovg,

It struck me after we parted
Madara to-morrow, us you had intende
other. Bou voyage.

. his morning that it would be better if you returned to
4. I think we have said all we have to say to each

Yours sincere.ly, d .
(Signed) FORSTER WEBSTER.
20th August 1885. ‘
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EXHIBIT IX.

AMMANAYARANUR, 3]st dugust 1885.
My pear WgpsTer, .

In accordance with the instructiong conveyed in your note of the 29, i;lstallt, which
was received at 2 P, I revoked al] ‘rrangements for postponing my departure from Ooty
and arrived here to-day, I understand tlug everything you said holds good, and shall make
the necessary communicatious to you before yon leave for Simla. So much for public matters,

o - * * * * *
Yours sincerely,
(Signed) C. 8. CROLE.

AFFIDAVITS.
A

L am the Zemindar mentioned in the Collector’s Memorandum to H. E. the Governor,
dated 26th September 1885, I have carefully read and cousidered that Memorandum. I
solemuly assert that it 18 correct in every detail as a faithful reproduction of the information
supplied by me to the Colleetor in respect of the proposal that I should purchase the Richings
property. Tt was known to me from the commencement that was being asked to purchase
the estate from the Honorable My, 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. T have not been able to find the second letter from Mr, J. F. Sullivan
reducing the price aud my reply thereto commuuicating my final refusal to purchase the Rich-
| ings property. These may be among My papers in my palace at Ramnad. At the request of
) "t. Mr. J.F Sullivan I returned an unsigned Memora,ndum regm-ding the property, which was in

| the handwriting of the Honorable My, Sullivan, '

I£ I had purchased the propéiiy, it was arranged that T was to employ Mr. J. F. Sul-
livan as Manager. He asked me for the appointment, and said he would try and do the work
for Rs. 300 a wonth, but was afraid that he would r'equire Rs. 500 eventually.

I was made to believe that the Valuation of Richings Estate, for which I paid, was
made by the My, Ryan who owns the ¢ Cedars," and who was represented to me by Mr, J. F.
Sullivan as a very wealthy man. I nevep heard of any other Mr. Ryan. I was influenced in
_ favor of the purchase of the Property by the idea that the wealthy Mr. Ryan, who was the only
Mr. Ryan ever mentioned to me, made the valuation. I have since discovered that another
Mr. Ryan was the valuator employed, ang it has since been pointed out to me that all the facts
and details regarding the estate on which lig based his ealealation were supplied by My, J. p.
Sullivan. I eall this clear false personation, and I was deceived regarding the valuator, T
repeat what I have said frequently that the attempt to indace me to purchase the Richings
Estate was a swindle carefully plotteq beforehand.

. sh(zu]d have mentioned that My, J, . Sallivan_told me when I was a¢ Ootacamund
during the Christmas of 1883.84 that his father had intended to come up; but was preventeq
by having to send off a sick son to Aunstralja
: (Signed) P. KOTEISAMI TEVAR.
Given before me this 4t} November 1885.

(Signed) C. 5. CROLE.

B

T. Rajaram Row.—I am ‘Deputy Collector (Honorary) and Manager of Ramnad, :

There was some talk at Ramnad last year that the Sub-Division Zemindar, My, Koteisami
Tevar, was to buy a garden at Ooty belonging to the Honorable Mep, Sullivan, 1t hag come to be
generally known of late that for some reason or other the Jatter gentleman is yot well

disposed towards the Collector. s

.i p (Signed) T, RAJARAM RoOw.
MADURA, : }

3lst Oectober 1885.

17
C

Mapura, 941 November 1885,
* T have been called upon by the Collector of Madura to state, in confidence, for the
information of Government, what I knew of :—
lst.—The ownership of the Richings Estate at Ootacamund.

2nd.—The acquisition of land at Ootacamung by the Honorable H, B, Sullivan,
which had been refused to applicants,

3rd.—The purchase of certain buildings by the Honorable H. E. Sullivan from
the Municipal Commissioners of Ootacamund,

2. In regard to the ownership of the estate now ecalled the Richings, T never knew
there was any question or doubt as to its ownership. Tt hag been always known as Mp. H. E.
Sullivan’s, and it has been always acknowledged by that gentleman ag his property. T have
myself paid several hundreds of rupees to Mr, Sullivan’s agents for Cinchona plants purchased
from his estate and, to the best of my recollection, ons cheque at least wag paid through
Mr. Sullivan himself. Owing to certain orders of Governmeut, prohibiting the occupation and
cultivation of land by public servants, arrangements were, I believe, proposed about; 3 years ago,
to transfer this estate to the name of Major Martin, noy 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 transferred to the name of Mr. J, T, Sullivan, son of My, 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 t‘ha:t Mr.'J. F. Sullivan left the estate some time
ago owing, it is said, to some difference of opinion wigh his father as to its management, and
I believe the place is now managed by Mr. H. E. Sullivag through his old Batler, Venkatasami
Naidu. '

3. In regard to the acquisition of land by the Honorable H. E. Sullivan, there is
of course, as Government must be aware, no doubg about it, This land lies on the S, E. side
of Elk Hill, facing the Lawrence Asylaum. It had been refused o other applicants on the
ground that it was a favourite resort of the pub¥ic, and especially of visitors, owing to the nice
drives in the neighbourhood and the beautiful views that could be obtained from jt, The land
was, I believe, transferred to Mr. Sullivan by the pollector without apparently consulting the
Municipal Commissioners, and nobody but the parties concerned appeared to haye known any.
thing about it until Mr. Sullivan beg"&ﬂ to work upon the lang, This raised such an outery,
that the private transfer, if it did exist, had to be revoked, a:nd the land was sold by auction
under the Waste Land Rules. Mr. Sullivan of courge bought it through his son, but he had to
pay somewhat dearly for it. Even then there was grumbling at the lang baving been sold at

all, and the public deprived of its use. |

4. I was Local Fund Engineer of the Nflgil'is n 1881, and Sboai G
year Mr. Roupell, the then President, ordered ol to inspect and value certain Masisionl build:
ings situated near Mr. Sullivan’s estate. He'dn.i not} inform me, nor did I know the object of
the valuation. I inspected and valued the bulldmg.s n the ordinary course of my duty. The
valuation of the materials which was alone ta}ten nto account, amounted to between 3 and
4 thousand rupees. The exact fignes were I think 3,200, 1 have the notes taken at the time
somewhere. and, if required, I think I can produce them, I reported the valuation to M.
Roupell, and on receipt of my report he ser‘lt for me hm‘f'iedl_y to his house. He told e
Mr. Sullivan had offered Rs. 50 for the buildings and he did nog know what to do, Ho decided,
however, to have nothing more to do in the matter directly and he asked me “to explain the

matter to Sullivan” myself. I met Mr. Sullivan the next day I think. I told him what had

occurred. He laughed at my valuation and infon-ned me that the Municipal Commissionerg
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 ; bub‘th.at I v,vonld ot interfere with him in the matter,
and if he felt inclived to accept the Commissioners’ offer the best be could do would be to go

home and send them a cheque for the amount they asked, I have good reason to believe that
6
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he did so. Anyhow the buil@ings were taken Possession of by him ; the land attached to them
was, I believe, taken possession of by Mr. Sullivan also, but I am not sure about if,

(Signed) J, O’SHAUGHNESSY',
L. Fa. Engineer, Maduya.
L O ST

R, Rama.s'ubbayy(lr-
Iam the Vakil of the High Court mentioned in the Collector’s Memorandum the
Governo_r, c}uted 26th September 1885, hen the Zemindar consulted me ag to the purchage
of t_,he Richings property, he sppke of it as o]q M. Sullivan’s. I have read the Memorandum

: tances ag far as I was connected with them, There is a
general notion to the effect that the Honorablg Mr. Sallivan is the enemy of the Collector,

and people have even been afraid that sanction to the Water Project for the city of Madura
would be delayed owing to that feeling of hostility, because it is the Collector’s scheme,

12th November. K (Signed) R. RAMASUBBAYYAR.

About the beginning of January 1884, the Proprietor of the Elphinstone Hotel in the
Mount Road, asked me to purchase some Tea for the Union Clab, Madura, and to induce the
Clab to buy Tea of him,

® Lea was desepi rabl - E. Sullivan’s estate.
tone Hotel man also told me that he hag 7,24 8 from the Honorable H. 11 Sull ya s .

. een asked by the Honorable Mr, Sullivan to under-
take the management as his son wag not able to manage it properly,

. (Sigued) R. RAMASUBBAYYAR.
Given before me thig 18th January 1885.

(Signed) (. 8. CROLE,

Collector.
\\ —

K. Krishna Rao.

I am Head Sheristadar of the distrie, Last year the Sub-Division Zemindar,
Mr, Kotelsam} Tevar, told me about certajy Degotiations for the purchase of an estate at Ootace.
mund, l}elong_mg to the Honorable My, Sullivan, He told me that they had failed, as the Collec-
for advised him to have nothing to do wig, the property. It is a fact that it became a general
belief in the Madura Distriot that the Oollector had an enemy in the Government. In some
circles it was ;knoyvn that the Honorable My, Sullivan was hostile to the Collector. There is no
doubt that agitation aud frivolong Petitions ingreased owi ng to this, and that public business was
i d in my mind, and I believe npon officials generally, was
THers of Government in the Local Fund and Municipal

. . Revenue De arbment also, were unfavog'able to the
Collector withou Any cause being Apparent from the mefits of the subjects dealt with.

(Signed) K. KRISHNA RAO,

‘ Sheristadar,
Given before me this 17th Novembey 1885.

(Signed) C. S. CROLE,

Collector,
L

Afidavit given by the undersigned residents of Dindigul.
The Gollectolj having askeq U8 to state what we know about the following matters,
we have to say that since last yeap A ‘Widespread ramour has been Spread that there is some

chure Goyemment,.and that thig o encouraged some bad people to Oppose the Collector
in his schemes for the !Mprovement of g town.

(Signed) D. ETHUPATHI RAOQ,
Secy. to the Water Project Committee,
L. F. Board Member,
Councillor, Municipal Commission,
and Honorary Magistrate, Dindigul,
(Sigued iy vernacular) N, RAMASAMI CHETTY,
Merchant, Dindigul,

——————————

[Enclosure IV.]

The Humble Memorial of CHARLES STEWART cpoLF, Madras Civil Service, to His
Excellency The Right Honorable The EARL oF DUFFERIN, K.P., G.M.8.1.,
Viceroy and Governor-General of Indiq ip Council,

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH THAT :—
Your Petitioner is a Civil Servant of oyer 22 yearg’ standing, 8 of which have been
pent in the grade of Collector. The list of his services appended to this Memorial will show
s . - ~
their varvied nature (Exhibit G).

- 2. His official career has hitherto been entirely unsullied, Qg the contrary, he has
Il along enjoyed the marked approbation of Successive Madras Governments,
a (]

3. Not to go further back than the Madrag Famine of 1877-78, in which your
Petitioner served in Nellore and Kuarnool, of which latter District he was Collector, Petitioner
not only received the thanks of Government, bug the. most flattering ncknoy]edgments of‘His
Grace the Duke of Buckingham, as well as substantia] recognition in the way of favorite and

lucrative appointments.

f sunstroke and malarious fever contracted during the Famine, Petitioner was appointed as
Z‘ llector to the Madura District in March 1882, i, spite of his objections to it, as the hardest
/O .
and most difficalt charge in the Madras Presidency,

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

6. He found the District in anything bug 5 satisfactory state. The records of the

'd of Reveuue and the Madras Government begy testimony to this, A huge arrear of

Bom_ 0 mained uncollected, the revenue establishments were demoralized, the local

})Ub»hc ré\'e“"‘e (;e several of the influential and respectable Members of the Maunicipal Conn-

b‘(;dl;S :I,iztje:‘i"} bad resigned in disgust, and a strike had just taken place in the native
cil of M :

zaar,
= 7. When the Petitioner was rem.oved from the Dist?ict on the 1st Januvary 1886, the
5 D: trict was the premier District in t}fe Mfu?ras Presidency, singular in the successful
Mu.du.a 1abr flicials in the cause of public spirit ang the successful management of local
e“h-“me.m‘ " nf)u-'od'wtion of water-supply for ite large towns, designed and carried out by
uﬁ'u';|~..~3, in &lfe lull;lo, the efficiency of its village sanitation through the medium of voluntary
]’et.ltl'on.er hurfse h' ll:st‘,ablisl;\ment of an experimenta] Farm, of & People’s Pack . g
associations, in t ete ubscriptions, in the starting of an angual Agricnltural Show during the
e fm.m ]p“'val:rse public works of various sorts, and in the efforts made towards the
g::ldif;i:::u’xel:t of gt‘he Hindus and the amelioration of N, ative society,

8. As regards the collection of the public Pev-enue,- the District has stood at the head

he 22 Districts in the Presidency for 3 years funuing, and at the end of the last revenue

e J 1885) it presented the unprecedented Spectacle in the Returns of the Board of

) (3Obhf o llection (f)f 100 per cent. on the Land Reyenge Demand of 26 lacs of rupees,

g }o 2 v::r:none and both proprietors and ryots had been relieved altogether from the

A""e“"snt“‘l':;;’imp()“ on :xccount of interest and procegg fees, which had disappeared along with
::::\{t’;chmeut and sale of property for Government dyeg.

9. Your Petitioner might cite from the public records many other evidences of his
ful ;ldmj”jst,ruti-m but he fearlessly appeals to the Madras Government for confirma-
snccessfn : ‘

tion of the above description.

7
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* 10. Petiti wi

POPRRR . t:, n:,:):lei:h:;lbong‘ refer to the favorable notices of his work which appear in

e - v y His Excellency, the present Governor, and to the fact that in

e ‘;f ot Govemge}::rso;:l.ly gave him the assurance that he possessed the en;ire

3 1S was in special referenc i )

pari vt : ; p e to the experiment th

T‘;‘:’:‘i’:; n:hm. :c;:ldsielf,(}ofv';rnment in the District, which contained thepmoste:anlg!:rou:
a. is Excellency stated that he was watching Petitioner’s work

with much i i i :
1 interest, it being the pioneer effort in.that direction. He also remarked on * the

smoothness” with which the Madura Municipality was working.

11. Again on the 7th Se i ;

: _ ptember 1885, the Chief Se : iti . :

His I';xcellency, informed Petitioner that, in recoénitiou of w}i‘;r?:'g:dw; “ng b.y divokion of
promised to take a ‘“good opportunity” of giving him promotion oue, His Excellency

12, This being your Petitioner’s positi
position up to that ver i
i y recent date
;:verm e ;r:.er ;)f the Ml.!dl‘&s Govern.ment. now appealed against (Exhibit l’)')y°f"' e,
: rne l? ack. on his whole previous history and his antecedents, and i B
of “gross and intentional insubordination” to the Board of Revenue o d

13. Your Petitioner craves that the f
ts b ini
found in documents hereto appended. i Y o 1

14. Acting on a suggestion made iti i
ordar?d a trial to be made in the Madura DistzﬁI;:t::o:xe;e:mli?,n?: :;{ ad}-as Government
of doing Gov'erument printing work, including the District Gazette, b Bl S s
contractor failed, owing to one of the causes, which had been speciaii {)rcon;mct. e ﬁ.rsh
of Government by Petitioner as one of the risks of the step. Petition);r :: ” :]:3 s
When forwarding Petitioner’s proposition statement for the entertainment ofu ::}1 est tt!:le' "y
to carry on the work pending a decision as to the repetition or abandonment :fathwhn;ent'
the Board of Revenue, on the 6th November, recommended the Petitioner to the G -
for censure for “ being solely responsible” for the failure (Exhibit A) S

15. i i
P s:d P'ie':lil:ic,f::olutufn ofb the B.(mt"d of Revenue did not reach the Petitioner for
be-pused ceaiani bi s :i_lr;ug' that, owing to the delay which had occurred, an order might
m which it would be difficult to remove, wrote, on that very day (lgth

November) to the Board, bringin : :
; g to their :
Lok e iteriaaked (BN BT, notice that some of the most important documents

j (R ) 5
n paragraph 5 of thatletter Petitioner used the following words :—

ot 5. . The Board Will pl’obabl be
] B’ l ] y leas d i 7 ;
’ : A i p . ed, iaﬂiel' thls es'um, bo deletﬁ the reﬂections

17. Petitioner prays th
¥.onh Tk eutokt; st sa.!i,d tyo! co::a:::et:oc:@eut be carefully examined, for these words, tor
he is charged in the Resolation of 4k e “ gross and intentional insubordination” with ;vh' Ili
Ak e AR SR ht’; BOfu'd of Revenue, dated 9th December (Exhibl;';3c
veecuiadiTg G e’rnment AN tr: .ef failure . of the Press contract, the Board close b).
e (s ol forih e 55\: er of Petitioner to another District as a punishm .
above. The Board assert that the w dpma' of Petitioner’s letter. That para. is reprod en(:
N ki BN Sub.secretai.yoi ;ru;ed ’t;.berein by ?etitioner amount to * a: iusni:?x-
« communicated them withou ths knowled::e(i i::;{ :ﬁ;z:o:l’s objected to by Petitioner, and

18. The real fact was, that th
- @ para. containing the Board’
censure on Petitioner was t ‘ & A .
SR s::;el h‘e::st of a f'nth.er lengthy order, and that Pet,itiom:rleu‘:d:tlon 2o
alone his ,lehter referred ni:nel}"anb}:nd;m'non SEEhA PRI B4 ¥he ary of 1he or:; t:,l: wlo"d"
: ferred, namely, the last paragraph ; i bt
Acting Sub-Secretary’s siguature. paragraph ; in other words, the one jnst above t:u:

19, Petitioner was appri
Rivmins is o pprised of the above said recor .
| o 17h it
bt 5 tht Decembfar, and.nn that very day, wrote (Exhibit C) to:;l of the Board of
e construction which it had placed upon the above . ie Board, repudiat-
> expression,

_— T e L e

-y

appeal.

3

90, It is to be noted that, before reporting Petitioner to the Government, the Board

of explanation. :
as for the Christmas holidays, waited on the
personally. disavowed what the Board had

did not give Petitioner any opportunity
91. Petitioner, having come 0 Madr
Chief Secretary on the 2lst December, and

attributed to him.
also on the 21st December 1885, wrote to the Revenue Secretary,

ad been-sent in to the Board of Revenue on the very day

on which he became aware of the misappl‘ebenSion of the Board of Revenue.
23. T'o Petitioner’s intense surprise and grief, the Madras Government, by an order

(1st Janunary 1886, Exhibit D) found the Petitioner guilty of «“ gross and intentional insubordina-
tion.” Incidentally, this order

ment as to hig trne meaning.
dered (1st January) as a punishment, on these facts, to be

94. Petitioner was Or
t, Madura, to the inconvenient, unhealthy, and unimportant

transferred from his own Distric :
District of Anantapur, in the Ceded Districts. This order, besides the disgrace, involves very

heavy pecuniary loss. Petitioner then (20d Junuary) appealed to His Excellency the
Governor, for an interview, ab which he felt sure he could right himself in His Excellency’s
ecretary veplied that His' Excellency not only refused to see

estimation. The Private S . :
Petitioner, but that he declined to receive any communication on the subject.
rote, on the 3rd January 1886, the subjoined letter (Exhibit E)

95, Petitioner then W : .
to the Chief Secretary; craving the reconsideration of his case by the Madras et i

and fully detailed the reasons for his prayer.
96. He farther begged permission £0 withdraw, in the most unreserved mauner, e

words which bad caunsed the misapprehension against him, and substituted others which
oqually well expresse 4 his meaning- In reply, the Government have, on the 10th idem, notified

their refusal to alter their opinion in G.0., dated 9th Jauuary 1886, No. 40 (Exhibit F).

97. DPetitioner has thus ex

22, Petitioner,
notifying that an explanatory letter h

t on the papers will not be attempted by Petitioner. It could

iled commen
28. Detalle with the full confidence of innocence to the decision

not strengthen n case, which he submits

of His Excellency the Viceroy- is
59. He begs only to be permitted to draw at.t.ent.lon. ‘to the ginl,ln,.ly inadequate
canse for the order appealed against, a8 well o5 ;0 t’_hf’ 1 PR lmprobablhty‘of a sane man
deliberately committing the offence imputed £0 ‘ebm““e'& in a document .Wlnch was written
for the express purpose of going before the G}?vex_';:;"h’ and the 5?19 Ol-)]?cﬁ of which was
a humble appeal to the Board of Bev.eune for b ; thhe rawal of a hostile opinion, passed owing
to the incompleteness of the file in its office. 1t very nature of things there could have
been no thought of ipsubordination- i ' 5
| 30, [Petitioner would further bring bo~nh°tlc.e that the Government has not adopted
the view of the Board of Revenue, expressed 1t eit ;:: 1:1;8 first or aecf)nd Resolution (Exhibits A
and B), in regard to Petitioner’s alleged I;BSP"";‘ Jt. !’:y for the failure of the Press contract.
This is tantamonnt 0 spproval of Petitioner's conduct in that matter, and to an admission that

Petitioner’s remonstrance was justiﬁed by the °"'c"m‘“f‘“°°5'

31. This, it musb be remembel’e‘]» con‘stntute»d the substantive issue before the
but the ceusure recommended by ﬂ,'e' Board of Revenue was, as a fact, not
vernment, Who took 10 notice whatever of the matter, except to sanc-

s (G.0O., 30th November 1885).

must be ©
well asin the Resolation of the Board of Revenue, to the

hich the' latter was able to urge against him, namely,
84, in the course of correspondence regarding the

Government,
administered by the Go
Petitioner’s proposa

32. Farthermore, it

pealed agﬁillﬂt, as
’s whole service W

tion

Government now 8p
only thing in Petitione
a certain expression us

ed by Petitioner in 1

had the effect of casting doubt on the good faith of his state- .

hausted every means of obtaining relief except by way of

pserved that the reference made in the order of




development of the Loeal Self-Government policy in Madura, is hardly in point. Petitioner
would suggest that the papers be referred to. He would merely represent that there can hardly

be said to have been any condonation, ag i8 alleged by the Board, seeing that no complaint,

of any sort or kind, was ever breathed againgt him, far less Investigated, at the time. More-
over a complaint, even if it had been sustainable, conld not have been, in any way, of the same

character as the present accusation, for there Pstitioner |

referred to a principle, namely, the

: el o ortf sveto . q
newly introduced portfolio system of the Board of Revenue, merely, while here a persongl

attack, mrulvmg official lmpmpx-wry on the part of one of 1ts subordinate uf}icu'<, is alleged.

 the papers i 3 possessi Py . : : Y
If the papers in the Possession of Government be examined, this will clearly appear, and i

T alsy S860. £lis k " : .
will also be seen tha the tone of the correspondence, apart from the merits of the case put by

PN 10 ar y ] ava o ia & » ’ . ‘
Petitioner, would have precluded the Board from taking action, which, as a fact, it did not do.

t 18 n qQl y e A £ - . ’ : -
It is not possible therefore to treat that mitter as a res judicata. Tt should also be mentioned

that the letter alluded to went before Government at the time, and that its tone was nof
remarked on,

98,  To sum up :—

the whole tone of Petitioney’s letter to the Board of Revenue in the present matter,
the particulap words themselyes 48 quoted above, the avowed object with which the letter n
question was writlen, the probabilities of the case, and Petitioner’s own evident self-interest
In view of special circumstances—al] vender it absolutely impossible to necept the view taken
of his conduet by the Mudras Government,

34. Petitioner submits that Civilian of the standing and the high public character,
which Petitioney has proved he possessed up to September 1885, had every claim to look for
consideration af the hands of Government, in place of the disgrace which has been inflicted
ou him,

35. Petitioner further submits that he has, in the absence of a tittle of evidence,
been punished for an offence of which he ig entirvely iunocent, that thereby his prospects and
reputation have been most seriously (1“,,,,;“,,“1, and that a strained and unnatural construction
has been placed un his words, in spite of his solemn disavowal, which Petitioner would urge,
with the utmost deference and respect, the Government ought, in fairness, to haye accepted,

36. He appeals with coufidence to His Excellency the Viceroy for the cancellation
of the order appealed against, for formal yeinstat®ment in the office of which be has been

deprived, and for gyeh other relief as Hig E

ixcellency may see fit to grant.

And, as in duty bound, Youp Excellency’s Petitioner will ever pray.
Mabeas, 10tk January 1886,

LIST OF EXHIBITS.

Bw;ll'(i’s l’roccm]mgs, dated 6th November 1885, No. 3032,
Board’s l’mcwdmgs, dated 9th December 1885, No. 3320.
Collector’s ]ﬂltel‘, dated ¥7¢h Decambsr 1885, to the Bourd of Revenue,
G.0., duted 1st Junuury 1886, No. 1.
Collector’s letter to the Chief Secretary, dated 3rd Jauuary 1886, No. a.
G.0., dated 9k J.-mum'y 1886, No. 40, Mis,
List of Services of C, 8. Crole, Esq.

PEHEHUowR

EXHIBIT A.

Resolution of the Board of Revenue, dated Gth November 1885, No. 3039

The proposition statement réceived from the Collectop 1S suhmit[.g.l, through the
Accountant-General, for the sanction of Government with the quowmg remarks,

2. As directed in G.O., dateg 17th November 1883, No. 2590, Financial Depart-

ment, the District Press at Madura wag abolished, and teuders invited for the performance fas

a term of five years, from Ist April 1884, of the printing work of the Collector’s office. Tha

- Y 1 ‘.‘ oy o raf acen . ™~ :
tender of C. Seshadri Sastri, being the lowest, was acce pted on the ( ollector’s recommendation

. J

Py 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 fop execution,

3. From the outset the work turned out by the Contractor appears to have been
thoroughly unsatisfactory. In his letter, dated 23rq 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, stateq that his press and printing
materials were under attachment by the Subordinate Court for debts dne by him ; that * the
work turned out by him hitherto has not been satisfactory,”” ang that he persistently failed to
appear for the purpose of signing the Contract Bong, 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 bankrupt, that his press materials had heep attached by the Subordinate
Court, and that “ his business will soon be in the hands of 4 receiver, for whom the
Contractor manages the concern.” He accordingly recommended “ that he contract be
cancelled, and that the press be taken charge of by th, Treasury Deputy Colleotor pending
the conclusion of a new contract with a substantia] man.”?. The Treasury 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 manner, anq drew attention to the fact that Seshadyi
Sastri had failed to comply with the orders of Government requiring him either o resign
his post as Taluk Sheristadar of Dindigul or to withdraw from the direct management
of his press. Explanation was called for on the latter point anq the matter submitted
for the orders of Government with the result that the Collector’s dismissal of Seshadri Sastri
from his appointment was confirmed by G.0., dated 1gt June 1885, Mis. No, 1284. With
regard to the cancelment of the contract, the Collector wag informed by Board’s Proceedings,
dated 24th August 1885, Mis. No. 7854, that he had fu)] Power to cancel it under Clause 34
of the agreement, and that it was his_duty to do go on being satisfied that the conditions of
the agreement had been violated.

4, The Collector now reports that he hag cancelled the contract, and submitg g
proposition statement for temporary establishment ¢, perform the work pending further
orders. The cost of the temporary establishment Proposed is Rs. 193 pPer mensem,

5. The Board consider that the whole responsibility for the failuve of this experi-
ment rests with Mr. Crole, the Collector, for hu.viug, in the first place, recommended a map
for a Government contract who was a Govel'”f“ent Servant, and therefore under the rules
ineligible to undertake it, and next for not having tﬂkéﬂ proper care to ascertain that he was
The Board recommend that no further exXperiments of g like nature be permitted to

solvent.
be tried in Madura. .
: (Signed) SIDNEY LAFFAN,
; Aeting ;S‘ub-Secrctary.
EXHIBIT B.

Boarp or Revenuve, 9th December 1885, No. 8320.
CONFIDENTIAL,
Proceedings of the Board of Revenye,
Read the following letter from C. S. CROLE, Esq., Collectos (;f Madura, to the
Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd November 1885, No. 683.

I have the honor to draw the attention of the Board to paragraph 5 of their Resolu-
* (Dated 6th November 1885, tion* and to request f”OSt respectfully that they will note the mis.
No. 3082.) take of fact underlying the assertion which i contains “that the
whole l'@SpODSibi“['y for the failure of this (prlutmg COntmct) eXpel‘imeut rests with Me., CI‘O]e,

the Collector.” 3

S
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- P 1 . &l .
G Faiie o ;e&son given for this opinion is that I “recommended a man for a
overnment contract, who was a Government serva
nt, and therefore s il
to undertake it.” : , under the rules, ineligible
'Govemmfnt order, ('h.ted 17th November 1883, No, 2590, Financial, forwarded to me
along with Board’s Proceedings, dated 30th November 1883, No. 10109 Miscdla,,(‘(ugl
- 9, Miscellaneons,
appears to have been overlooked by the Board when that assertion was allowed
of their office. t ed to go out
3. Thc'a second reason given by the Board for charging me with the failare is ““and
next for not having taken-proper care to ascertain that he was solveut.” o

As to this, I wounld simply draw i
s ply the attention of the Board to paragraph 5 of my -

Jetter printed in the above Government order, The man offered personal security of Rs. 3
or cash to the amount of Rs. 1,000, for the due execution of a contract for “'01-1;} of Rs. 5,000,
Rs. 2,500 a year. He was likewise known to have a rich uncle and to be pc ’ “'Ol‘th'ab()u{
valuable plant; and the inguiries instituted showed, as far as such iu ui‘ﬂpussessed s
was no reasou to doubt his solvency. He actually lodged Rs. 1,000 ‘18 ;:Z 08:}, that there
fact, every care was exercised to obviate that ¢ risk’ of failure “owi,n A ‘“‘t.‘ »ffﬂld,l as n
which I myself originally brought to the notice of Government as one of géhe f’ﬂlll _0 capital,”
the change. (Videmy letter to Board, dated 80th July 1882, No. 285 E—w s hby
above quoted.) » No. 285, and my other letter
4. The real cause of failure was, that the Contractor found the ventur :
tive, and my information is, that he purposely brought about the cancellation let' ‘:E'e;“““em-
as to get rid of the contract. Now, the certainty of this happening was brou (;n, : ethond, 80
of the Board by the Superintendent, Government Press, Madras, throngh wghomol s
tenders to the Board for the very purpose, that he might give them th ; Sy the::ltnthe
selected the tender, which I of course could not give them. When my letter with ’the tend;ey
went up to the Board, they had the following opinion before them, while I had not seen it s

« Ag they (tenders) have been sent to me (by the Collector) for transmission to ti
Board, I presume thab it is with the object of obtaining an expression of my opinion. T WO tlxe
therefore, remark that the rates offered by C. Seshadri Sastri, whose tender it has bee;n ; 011' 2
to accept, are so extremely low and unremunerative as, in my opinion, to admit of nf'oposed
able expectation of his being able to perform the work satisfactorily.” R

' 5. The Board will probably be pleased after this résumé, to delete the reflecti
me, which appear above the signature of Mr. Acting Sub-Secretary Laffan. vy

6. As to the Board’s recommendation, that no furth i g
be tried in Madura, I have the honor most gubmi;sively to repr::ezx:::::n:}?::oi& pEs I)a'ture
ing by contract has not yeb had that fair trial which it would prol;ably Bive ha‘? ?fm of p"“ft-
offered to the Board of I'{evenue by Mr. Keys had been accepted. I should ,AI the advice
mend that the adverse judgment be suspended, until a B P—— Etlos'g]-y recom-
been made. There seems to be no good reason whatever, why printina[; conditions, has
not be done at least as efficiently and economically for Government as c',t Y contract should
Boards and Municipalities or private parties. 1t 18 for Local Fund

REsoLurioN—dated 9th December 1885, No.. 3320,

Sabmitted to Government in continunation
. of B ’ )
ber 1885, No. 3032. i Proceedings, 6th

9. Mr. Crole takes exception to the concluding paragraph of >
quoted, in which the Board expressed the opinion that the wl:)lelie ; “l.e- ‘[."Oceediugg above
of the experiment rested with him, for having, in the first place sponsibility for the failure
Government coutract, who was a Government servant, and next f, recommeﬂ.ded a man for a
care to ascertain that he was solvent. ornot having taken proper

Novem-

7

8. With regard to the first point Mr, Crole refers to G.0., 17th November 1883,
No. 2590, Financial, in which the Government, on a report from himself, ruled that there was
e firm mentioned on the ground stated.”” What Mr. Crole
reported was that Seshadri Sastri, Taluk Sheristadar of Dindigul, was engaged in a number of
« gentures,” that, amongst others, he was the “ real proprietor” of the South Indian Press
at Madura, and that another man WAas “ the manager.” It was this latter individual who
his own motion and without any mention of Seshadri Sastri’s connection Wif,h,
d, as reported in M. Crole’s letter read in G.O., 1st July 1882, No. 672
levenue, to execute Government work ab the South Indian Press at a saving on ;,he cost t;
Government of 123 per cent. Mr. Crole also referred to his letter read in Bzard’s Proceed-
ings, 20th January 1883, No, 162, in which he reported that Seshadri Sastri had established
a printing press at Madura, but that this did not interfere with his official duties at Dindigul
and that the orders on the subject were observed in the Madura District. It was on thi;
Proceedings that G.O., ond March 1883, No. 308, Revenue, was passed, ruling that native
servants need nob altogether sever their business connections, provided they did not concern
direction and management. When, therefore, Mr. Crole, in his letter
or 1883, reported in the terms stated above in regard to Seshadr;
Qouth Indian Press, it was naturally assumed by Government

““no objection per s€ against th

apparently of
the business, offere

themselves in the
No. 454, of the 21st Septemb
Sastri’s connection With the
that he had merely a pecuniar
ment as a Contractor Was co

y interest in
qsequenﬂy overruled. That the Government were under this
mistaken impression,—an impression which was also shared by the Board,—is clearly stated
in G.0., 8th July 1884, No. 1530, Mis., which directed that Seshadri Sastri should be called
upon to resign either the contract or the public service. The*Board canuot, in these circum-
stances, acquit Mr. Crole of having, doubtless unintentionally, misled themselves and
Government ; and they consider that, in view of the defective information furnished by him,
he alone is responsible for the employment of a Government servant as Contractor contrary

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

00, the Government printing work being worth about Rs. 2,500, and that
to have a vich uncle, and to be possessed of some valuable plant.”
Crole, in his letter printed in G.O., Financial, 17th No-
sufficient,” but it was obviously no guarantee of his
haye shown thab it had no effect whatever in securing the proper execu-
Whether he had & rich uncle or not had absolutely no bearing on the
nd as to his plant, the Board observe that it is under attach-
which doubtless existed in 1883. The Board see no reason,

on this point.

amounting to Rs. 1,0
be ““ was likewise known
The cash security was reported by Mr.
vember 1883, No. 2590, to be ‘“quite
solvency, and events

tion of the work.
question of his own golvency; &
ment by the Civil Court for debts,
therefore, to modify their remarks
of his letter, Mr. Crole seeks apparently to lay the blame
ting his own recommendation, notwithstanding the warn-
inted in Board’s Proceedings, 11th March 1884, No. 840.
ds for this contention, Mr. Crole had recommended the
Sastri’s tender, and Was responsible for doing so; and the Board were
he man kuew his own business well enough not to offer terms which be
It was open to Mr. Crole to suggest a reconsideration of
» Jetter, he, With his personal knowledge of Seshadri Sastri
ght such a course necessary.

5. In paragraphs 4 and 6

of the failure on the Board for accep
ing contained in M. Keys’ letter; Pr
The Board are nnable to see any groun
acceptance of Seshadri
entitled to assume that ©
knew would involve him in loss.

the matter, if, on seeing Mr. Keys
and of local circumstances, hiad thou

6. 'The Board regret to be obliged to draw the attention of Government to the grossly
5th Pm'ﬂgmph: the language of which the Board can only

insubordinate tone of My. Crole's
¢ yeflections” on himself, to which he refers, were drafted

inferpret as sn insinuation that the

# Norg.—The Board when writing thus was evidently not aware that the whole subject was again before Government,

on the petiti
objection to

on of the unsuccessful Tenderers, that a report Was called for, and that Government again disallowed the

Seshadri‘Sastri.——C. 8. C.

¢ the firm,” and the Board’s objection to his employ- ~

e .
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by the Board’s Acting Sub-Secretary and communicated to him withont the knowledge of its
Members. The Board need hardly obserye that such was not, and could not have been, the

has offended in this respect. In connection with certain proceedings of the Board on the
action of the Madura Local Fand Board, he Protested, in violent terms, against what he called
“ being pilloried” before his subordinates, and declared that under the portfolio system
introduced into the Board under the orders of Government, a Collector’s reputation built up
laboriously during a service of over twenty years, was “ placed at the mercy of the Opiniong of
a single individual” (paragraphs 22 anqd 23 of his letter, printed in G.O., 18th September 1884,
No. 2213, Financial). The Board refrained a the time from taking as severe notice of thig
language as they might have done, but the present repetition of Mr. Crole’s offence shows that
their forbearance was misinterpreted. The Board would draw the attention of Government
to their order of the 5th February 1878, No. 147, in which a very similar breach of offiia]
decorum on the part of Mr. Vang Agnew, C.S., was characterised by them as a presump-
tuous exhibition of insubordinate temper,” and in which he was warned that the Government
would “fully uphold the respect due by Collectors to the Board of Revenue,” and wonld « not
hesitate to remove him from office, shounld the present intimation be lost on him.” Mr. Vans
Agnew’s conduct on that occasion Was severely animadverted on by the Secretary of State,
and he subsequently apologised and expressed his extreme regret at having acted under «g4
mistaken impression of the practice in the Board’s office ;” but this excuse cannot be pleaded
by Mr. Crole, who has himself officiated as the Board’s Sub-Secretary., The Board are, there-
fore, reluctantly compelled to recommend that Mr. Crole be removed from Madura to some
other district, and otherwise dealt with as the Government may think fit.

(Signed) C. F. MacCARTIE,
Aeting Secretary,
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.
Copy to the Collector of Madura.

e U B

EXHIBIT C.

Mapura Correcror’s Orrice,
17th December 1885,

Frox
o THE COLLECTOR OF MADURA,
o
THE SECRETARY TO THE BOARD OF REVENUE,
MADRAS.
Sig,

I have the honor to_inform the Board that their Proceedings of the 9¢h December,
No. 3320, was received by me this morning,

2. T hasten to express my unfeigned astonishment that the Board shoulq have &5
entirely misapprehended my meaning as to arraign me before Government fopr making ip my
letter of the 22nd ultimo an insinuation regarding the authorship of the resolution therein

referred to, which, as they justly observe, my own experience as a SUb-Secremry must have
tanght me to be perfectly unfounded,

3. As a matter of fact.nothing wag farther from my thoughts, My letter referred to
was directed solely to relieving myself from ceusure, passed, as [ believad, throagh inadver-
tence, from which I felt confident that the Board would gladly absolve me op the full facts,
as they affected my action, being disclosed. '

4. I lost not a moment in doing so, as the matter was then before Government, and
I was naturally most anxious that my statement should reach Madrag before Council day.

5. The explanation is extremely simple, my letter dealt with “one paragraph and one
only. I began my letter by referring to para. 5 of the Board’s Proceedinge, and I ended 1 y

9

“résumé” by alluding to the same pamgfaph in reference not to its authorship but to its
locality, in other words, namely, as the one immediately aboye the Sub-Secretary’s signature.

6. The plain as well as the literal meaning wag merely to indicate clearly the same
5th paragraph, and nothing else whatever. _

7. I have the honor to express a hope that the Board will be pleased to lay this letter

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

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

EXHIBIT D.
PUBLIC DEPARTMENT. -

Proceedings of the Madras Government,

Read Endorsements by the Revenue Department, dated 24th and 28th December 1885,

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

The Government are unable to accept Mr. Crole’s explanation of Paragraph 5 of hig
letter recorded in Board’s Proceedings, No 3320, dated 9¢h D.ecember 1885, and, having
regard to his manner of addressing the B_oarc‘l on the former occasion allu.ded to in paragraph 6
of their Proceedings aforesaid, they are of opinion that t_he “plain meaning” of the objection-
able paragraph was what the Board have lntex'Preted it to be. 'In ad'dressif:g such a com-
murtication to the Board, Mr. Crole has been guilty of gross and intentional insubordination,
and has incurred the grave displeasure of the Government,

2. The Board have recommended his removal from Madura, and he will be removed

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

4g. Chief Secretary.

EXHIBIT E,
Mapura CoLLecToR’S Orrice,
Dated 3rd January 1886,
No. A.
To .
Tar Hon’sie W. WILSOI\,Y
Ag. Chief Secretary to the Governmeng of Madras,

Sie v _
; I have the honour to acknowledge, with the most intenge pain, the order of Government

dated 1st January 1886, No. 1, Public, transferring me from charge of the Madura District

for gross insubordination to the Board of Revenue,

: 2. As His Excellency is aware, I ha..ve for some considerable time past begged to be
d to resign charge of the Madura District on the scorg of health, and, if the reason for
—_" had been placed on public grounds, I should haye cheerfully submitted without
my transfer aleasure of Government in this as in all othep matters, But it is quite different
dei)murt;f; Z}::ppis taken on a conviction for gross and intentional insubordination, of which I
en y & R :
:m able to say, with the clearest of consciences, I am eutirely innoceut in mtenl;on. <




| ’
y T trust to the forbsarance of Government while I n s .
rnn 1L while i submiss )
~ us } r out of a r}':lx( ol z:.;”}) '!"hln:x[z.-:. but put 1 k lefor 1 1d f
5 ! A J i i ® (ol RSB E R 2 %) i i
ask that my letter under reference be read ove: It will | that ]
; v = y ; vill be seen that 1ts general 1
sabdned and orderly. To tell troth, wheu I wrote it, I considered that I ,
. ! 1 1Isidered vnat WAS merely ornng
not { versight 1n regard to the facts, which had very naturally an ‘wing to-%
the Press contract correspondence having | h ) 1, 3 ! ol :
} > aving been with the Umel Secretary, and part
the Board of Revenue. My care was solely to bring the facts to not
. ) 44 acts to notice I time so as |
prevent the (rovernme ade Sk 3 %9 . N :
7 : ernment ad pting the Board’s view of my conduct in regard to the {
As a Tact an uite lepe ) le 4 . v S
As a d gquite mmdepe U‘,lleh_\ of my lt[t(q’, the Government did nol adopt it
. Secondly, 1 beg permission to reproduce from my letter, written in the spirit abos

deseribed, the words on which gross insubordination is charged. 'They are a 1

m » ] 1
e Board will probably be pleased, after this résamé, to delete tl :
; lelete the reflections on

me, Which appear above the signatare of Mr. Acting Sub-Secretary Laffan.

ey -

m e b P R . * .
J. I'he Board’s contention is that I had l»y these words meant to insinuate that tl
Hear who si1¢ 3 1 S 1 5 UsInuato vun he
officer who signed its Proceedings also wrote them and ““ communicated them witl }
¢ em without the

. vle 3 1ts smbers ?’ T 208 4
knowledge of its Members. [t appears to me, with the utmost deference, that such
o ) € SucC a con-

struetion puts a strain on the words whic e ;
! : hich they will not bear. On the contrary, if insinuation

or innuendo were to be suspected at all, I must say, after carefal reperusal of the passage, th:
I should much rather have expected the eonverse rendering, namely, that the l\tl.‘i;‘.gldtf EL.
who signed the paper, was not the anthorof it. This, as I uﬁdorammi, would h:n‘: M,(::,t l[tl.:fl"’
and in accord with the facts. It so happens, however, that neither one nor other \\v.l‘d > o
to my mind, and I musé submit with every respect that,as the user of the words, I l“} :“']';

a Ccl . n to ask that my e l U 4 J ¢ ¢ d g . y }~ |
| g t t y srpretation (Ii '.h(.‘l“ l’U l(\"l’[(‘(] 1 I l v bl il erson wWho can
1 ySs1Dly Know wh Al meal i_ :Lllll, wven 1n case o l]()\l}) ; O1 (Ii)‘.t'l 1LY the meaningy S B £ 1
;¥ } l 1 even a ki 3 € ng, £ ]

by the author, must necessarily be adopted in preference to any other, unless his construetion

is, on the face of it, contrary to common sense, which it ean hardly be said to be in the present
. @ d - t tesely
instance.
6. What was meant was simply an indication of the part of the Board’s Proc
g 3 : . . : . . g ceeding
which I requested might be deleted, as it contained a reflection cast on me, owing priuci
& TNV - ST g o4 - : <, UWILE priucipally
to the incompleteness of the record in the possession of the Board of Revenue, and I d b
araors s il 7L e e w s @l described
the paragraph by its locality, instead of by its number. That is the simple fact, and it would
have been reported ' o ’ : e fact, and it would
: en reported to the Board, bad they called upon me for explanation before r
: : , C e sportil
me to Government for pumshulent. eporang
7. In erder to save all chance of mj
: : er f"> save all chance of mistake, I may say that I know absolately nothi
of Mr, Laffan, and he will doubtless bear me out in this point iitely noshing
7 ) nis nnt.
8. I have the honor to assure @
1 i ot : : o assure (Fovermment that, when I wrote my letter to tl
Juard, repudiating the construction i e . T
’ BRi imputed to my words, I deemed it absolutely impossible
hat the Government would endorse the opinion of the Bodrd of Rev i ; E ok i
" o7 oo ¥ i ; { B 0t tevenue in the lieht of the
explanation offered. Now that I find that they are, to my misfortune, d 1 A
o f sy oy e MLV e, deemed capable of that
meaning, I feel that it is due to the Government, as well as to myself, to decl SO 8 S
’ 3 ol s D Imyseii, 0 declare m blicly
my honor as a genfleman, that nothi : ; “ - are publicly on
J : man, th ling was further fr ! ot . /
g was farther from my thoughts than insnbordination,

or more foreign to my object the i e .
28 y ob] han to make any insinuation whatsoever.

; e :
.‘ ey | }.mu% n().Lhmlg more to urge than that, since it is now clear that I unwibtingly
u's.e;l an expression which is capable of being entirely miscoustrued, it i ,.,.(,”,m., i(}\ nl ‘T gly
‘\:,flt\xrtlha;v :n th; n}m:t, nnl‘psm-;—(-d manner the words objected to, namely, 'l_'""w 'ri;‘v‘ ;);x ““.1‘ |
Mr. Acting Sub-Secretary Laffan,” 8 o e e LA » the signature
of the Bu;u-d’.. Proceedi u), ‘m‘“]’v to substitute for them the words ““in the last paragraph
bl s Proceedings,” and to express my sincere regref that I sl e donenan S
able fo be so misunderstood. ; gret that I should have written words

10. T mos
. nost respe r bee Gov
spectfully beg Government will be pleased to recousider their order,

, from the grave and almost anbearable stigma which has been attached to

and to reteve mie

my con luet and reputation
I have the honor to be, &c.,

(Sigued) C. S. CROLE,
Collector.

EXHIBIT F.

Pusric DEPARIMENT.

Proceedings of the Muadras Government.
Read the following iromm Mr. C. 8. Crole, Collector of Madura, dated 3rd Jauuary
vl (S . 'y 'S

1886, No. A.

Order thereon, d:x[cd Oth Jillllllll'y’ lC‘b‘U, No. 'JU: Mis.

£ ) atd art 317 . v ey .« - -
The Government see 10 reason for reconsidering their order, nor for altering=the
yoarding Mr. Crole’s letter to the Board.
BHAREe

(Siguned) W. WILSON,
Acting Chief Secretary.

,d therein re

opluion expressec

EXHIBIT G-
ES of CHARLES STEWART CROLE (Edinburgh Univer-
Student at the College, 9th Dec. 63 ; Passed in Tamil,
e Collr. and Mag., Madura, 8th May 65 to
Ag. Head Asst. to the Collr. and Mag.
d, 21st Aug. 66; Full Powers

LIST OF SERVIC
.d the Service, 31st Aug. 63;
3vd Oct. 64; Asst. to b
Standard, 18th Apr. 66;
Passed Higher Standar
Head Asst. to the Collr. and Mag. of Tanjore, Ag. Judge
of Small Canses, Madura, 94th Apr. 67; Head Asst., Madura, conftinuing
frlhu Court of Small Causes, 18th June to 20th July 67; Ag. Sab-Collr.
1oimbatore, 4th Aung. to 99nd Oct. 67 ; Overstayed joining time, 2nd and 3rd
to the Collr. and Mag. of Trichinopoly, 4th Nov. 67; In charge
67 to 6th Jan. 68; Ag. Head Asst,, 7th Jan, to 14th Feb.
Privilege leave, 15th Feb. to 14th Apr. 68; On duty
Ag. Sub-Collr. and Joint Mag., Madras District,

\I'\',\.——-]vyi“(
1st Apr. 64; In Telugn,
Passed Lower

s to 19th April 67;

12th July 66 ;
18th July 6!

ol .
ol j:A!.J*'I'C,
of a Magistrate, 12th Feb. 075

of the Conrt
to act as Judge o
and Joint Mag., C
Nav. 67 : Ag. Head Assh.
- ’ ’ 5

of the Collr.’s office, 17th Dec

: R ‘an, 68;
i8 - Justice ol the Peace, ‘\:Lh J A, 995

{

g (B , 685 4

in the Snb-division, Madras, 15th AP 095, :

2 "“[_"}”’ e "og."Tn chatge of Oolle’s ofice, Madras, from 21st to 29th Apr. 68; Head
fron { Apr. 003 R o - -
PSR- X as Sub-Collr., Madras, 25th May to 14th July 69 ;

Wb, continuning 0 ach
trom 15th July to 20th Sept. 69; Ag. Sub-Collr., Madras,

fvom Sth to 30th Nov. 69; Ag. Sub-Collr., Chingleput, 1st
to 20th Aug. 72; Head Asst. Collr., Kurnool, continuing

Y Sub-Collr,, Chingleput, 166 Moy 73; Privilege leave, from 16th April to 15th July
24 Left Chinglepa® | {th July 75 Furlough [‘r) Ellr(;l‘)e)f)'l).)n 19th Jul_:/v'ia to 1st Fcb..77 ; Ag.
Addl. ,\'n'U-Cul;l‘. T 19th Feb. 77; Sub-Collr. and Jom't Mag., Nellore, 19th June 77 to
' g Kurnool, 4th April 78 to 5th Jan. 79; Ag. Collr.

Ag. Collr. of Sea Customs, Madras, and

| st A\}m\ 78: Ag. Collr. and Dist. Mag.,
] f Emigrants, 8ih igust 795 Ag. Collr., Dist. Mag. and Agent, Tanjore,
rotector of Eimigrants, ¢
k ’ ’ Awarded an
of Sea Customs, Madras, and Protector of Emigrants, 31st
trom 16th Juve 815 Ag. Collr. and Mag., Madura, 26th March 82;

' : 79 .
and Dist. Mag., Salem, oth Jan. to gth June 79 ;
June to 1st At
\ 70 to 24th Jan. 80; honorarium of Rs. 2,500 for compiling the
. 0 to 24th Jan. O, : : g
g 1st Dec. 79 Ag. Commr. of Salt Revenue, Madras, from-28th
furlough to Furope; from 13th Nov. 80 to 27th Feb. 82; To be Dist. and
ye bo act 11 Madura, 21st Nov. 82; Collr. and Mag. of the
’ from 11th Jan. to 4th Feb. 85.

Asst. Collr: of Cuddaps

' . 1 ¢ Revenile,
Ag. Sub-Secy., Board of Revenue,

. Madras,
31st July

98th Sept. 69 ; Ag. Collr.

July 70 ; Privilege leave,

6th
Chingleput District Manual,

Jan: to 28th Marvch 80; Ag. Collr.

’

March to 5th Nov. 80; I
Sessions Judge of Kistna,
Collr, and Mag., Kistna, continull
District, Madura, 24th Nov. 83 ; Privilege leave,

s

&

N P A P R = e e e
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[Enclosure V.|

| Miscellaneous Correspondence with the Chief Secretary
A

: MADURA,
28th February 1885.

\[y pear W EBSTER,
| I should have writte
the subject mentioned by me in M
1id to be volum

his 80 1me &

n this some tflm_c ago to say that a bundle of letters, regardi
¢ ve . ’ ramng
adras, is in my possession. The remainder of tc;l £
inous, has been promised. @ cor-

[‘(NP«.H\J\%;CL", \\'lli(,'ll 18 St

Yours sincerely,
0.8., Chief Secretary. (Signed) C. 8. CROLE.

To the Honorable E. F, WEBSTER,

KODAIRANAL,
26th September 1885.

My pear WEBSTEE,
note of 31st August, I enclose a Memorandum embracing both

As prumised in my
Qullivan’s matters.

Captain Campbell’s aud Mr.

=
ter to me is enclosed in original. I have not the papers in th
pers in the

Captain Cumpbeﬂ’s le
They are ot Madura, but you may rely.on the general accuracy of tt
. 16

other case with me.

, statements made.
, Please :utkno\\'ledgo receipt, and address ¢ Madura.”

YOI] rs Sincel‘ely,

(Signed) C. S. CROLE.

To B. F. WEBSTER, Bsq., C.S., Chief Secretary.

ULwaH,
7th October 1885.

B

Diar CrOLE,
[ am direc
morandum for the

ted to say that alghough your D.0. letter to me, dated the 26th S
information of the Righ 3 e 26th September
; o B b .[I if 1 v ;
anusual and irre mode of transacting business, Hir:; EXCeL;II]eOIable ‘the Governor, 18 an
; : : ; n ’

at the first meeting of the Council after his return to lfy (‘1‘7111 take the paper into
bont which His Excellency can, in the nature e:)af ;(lll‘i‘j;tepi; Much of it

8, know nothing

say that g v 1
o say that he can give, of his own knowledge, the most positive denial
enial to

enclosing a Me
gular

consideration

relates to matters a

whatever, but [amt
* your atatement that any thing that may have happened between you, or :
and any member of the Sullivan family, has had the slightest sh:,rd L B:ny friend of yours,
official careet e ow of influence upon your ° -

Yours sincerely,

(Sigued) FORSTER WEBSTER

4 :
C. S. Crorr, Esq., Madura.

10
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e e T ———

- o e 7;}';:,
T STEI
2
D

Maporas,
22nd October 1885.

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

“1 am to say that His Excenency 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 yon 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 my capacity as Collector, and all
thought of my individual interests or feelings was designedly abandoned in a document which
treated solely of public affairs in their relation to the interests of Government. I should have
erred beyond forgiveness, if T had forgotten the unvarying consideration and kindness extended
to me personally on every occasion by His Excellency. Of this I have the most grateful
conscionsuess, and it encourages me to burden His Excellency with this explanation.

Yours sincerely,

. (Sigued) C.S. CROLE.
To the Honorable W. Witson, C.S., Chief Secretary.

. | 8
¢ & ™
R O
.

.

A













R e G — i Ly L o Ny e T
— N, S e -

1
v f
Ly
'l
|
|
J . g
& ||
|
;
o)
-
1
j i
. )
.
1 1
i
:
:
i B
\ i
b
!’
J .‘
!" _
|r |
| 8
‘\
4
" - L
,;1C ’ ¥ 'y
Rees Wi&? ~
/ A .\

'es




e reey
Bt aill e b s B0
oo ffn e P s,

/ Zonte, /4.,.46 Arzain.

?dtalq,o 74,‘,((’?
D e o

C
ﬁ/L41 /(,,

i ge_h‘ Wi s

" . . "
o . - . i
J s, et A x - =
T U U S——— R— - ~-

P 4 SRR St il ooz e s
| R i BB A-?Z/
Mt o Ll fomn B o f
Horns DefC, )5 5t 0542 (7). T
S i Brnill candf Eh Rk /% ‘My&)gf {

ﬂt%a/dww g Foviin R e e

;/-mzw MW/M O s WO EPRS, TSRS e A
Z%MW& ‘wlsclhics. ncea.

aon snnlls 7 foil s
o /ngd wis. NS /%2; .!Mm
nu.&,ts'/a.,.:f :Ma—.//n/{/ /3. 2 2 fallprpe

20 /M,.7,mf NS Boveenn. % %

i FTRY XTI ey { Wxﬁz#mw
| |
|

g

}
I
b
ks




P /m/f.ﬁ; /4%
Bl 5 W/ym
s é,ma fiw- c{{‘ ,

_

Aeraviant T B S,

,MGT7‘ s i 7;_\
frersamns sane F cllonie &
Lo Grraincliny f s
bt g, Lo
it S b

L u«%é.‘:/‘z,ﬁ.; -
PERE. 474/4%4,,, s

Géw‘nl%;,é‘ ‘,,:Zf i
trre Ao BN Sonoe L. - ot

- PUBE SRS

@vz,a Vs




ol e

zf,,tM//WM -'

4 f, i %Z /11’/&7“:"0

Lol LGl I
7}“‘““"”{”’ //M 47«47

(//

o

-, B ,/;,.A? Easadin it il

ke A LT
' .,/(.,'a co & hlm-.f?»-’—é:. /‘5:{)44 /g

% 774‘,@ e 426:./64
o nsinsk ey nTidinead
,u:7 WAL 25 A7m¢4

R - e i Lorrs b i,

.-

Prrno 234 26, Sona fonins dne tif-

. - {
ya 2»/;}%;177 “4,. )
Los latee alloeed sfone Sisloa
s e ey HeFont sl |
Aol i i mis il .V;,,
PENEIRT — N ISL VA
/W;/., Al cinind froa tize
e LR cloitiml .

/2‘(45\., /2 /Z‘, Aun/mf %‘Momd |

’ '

/Jg,;‘, %% Chaee J
M‘ A ze f“-/ (MJ«;L
ok S et 4 |

r @&

A A/4V797 ,#7"64" ‘.

»41 /ub;(a, -’Z“f’;/é 7 /7 v |

wiforest T NN 7?‘:

‘ Mt/ dulzn/z(b;tﬂ'g' | ;
Forade. S

L e S

¢
?
i 1

~— i)

Y s g
- <

‘g : o
- el o U R

b - —reea



P = AA“_?,M%

;4/‘;7,:51‘:0 o or )ewm 27

g nspeatice 7 i
il N m.zz;c,a,:f:f |
Cflmi £ a. Coflote . | 'i

il M i |

/

RO cofd RN WD W, O

-¢ ‘A;l tw/ u:f, e

s I
z//ruua:a»; %1 -tt‘wéy I |
Jacforio s S Ltz ‘

S &/‘%cta Al WZ«Z

B — —

//{ Ak }/’7'

///ﬁé ”‘62//4\[/ .

/[;" ’11’"'—1"’1’1’1) #l(y‘lcdlz “
Lokiv o 97° -

| Matter® LV /

/\ &{(/4(/‘(

)
b o Zho HArEedee ity “Aa_a;// ‘

I Mo

Qi &4/1 5& ”C 4 /W;} A”'LL/

i ! A”k o ok
“’ MWC ‘/Qt/d s

rZe <.
Aa_‘i, m;WZP‘tth: | :‘il, ; A—-—i el ” 7W " b 77

‘ll A 74« L‘W&L‘/
P

s —
L ot fisd G, 2

28 1 4%f%zﬂf¢

il it icininil v | 3 b85S
4 7 3 1/

Lo . Suh Lol Avrioris

ECazzre '4

ce/zf/ .z}

Aot el A‘ﬂwﬁv Core -

,ww“z:w', uu;‘[:7, w.,fﬂ:

daerenifilyys f by Pl
Lo frooritiit o Lkiy
EZ\ A S e e

cce e /'—va‘, mm,..
—
mm =
J/xz,( /Lo/é;técw sl

/A% Lz//z//*//ﬂu

y (’/L“/an(/u7 ¥ ey 4
/m“/ Lo flo reachiny |

A 577 ﬁcce LA //;u/c e

/AA‘% /L( 1_;(,;{ o
e Z.;/we A i/\/%'fé //
AW‘/‘LQ"Q

t—c ﬁ(f(ﬂ?tl“l// mf[(
//Z‘p W/[t”c Coss ) e ||

[,1/11/9( & ;LLL

Ll Z{t

oy T

S B
Gt Fizew astoc i of Ko treglf |

-‘_

¥
\




= / We«-»«“_j,

ZA:‘ﬂ((fmvtt[ / :414»4.

i Al el é,

ﬁ/‘j{ﬁ/ l"Zf’l/r—m//»,i/J‘J

iln e s S S

J’ 4—/(1‘;—:“‘, M C’¢~¢,7‘;¢4
ool ere 7 - v «”7/4

Fara J

|
- ; ‘: willy  Avd cvzev Jp“.'//
1 # v
!

/7

Wﬁ11 t%r- # ‘{“z:'f

. Lotlealey « // 4/‘“‘*7 “w’? D

tm»d;.é’a? s Levbenilie I ?f Kc.)

f
: i
| il soicrouiks 4,.7‘4/4 %

"'bl ‘ L aSet Z /ﬂn' '
E 4 L. /s zz/
'1 n%»n.1u‘6 7f Al /ZQ-K“V”-jﬂ

ool s S G POLE e
o l-/gc;d Aot 5».& 4&:2:62&2: <

!

|4
' 1

ALl Rl SR il .,

Jshfpek i s} KT

I 7 rppsiay e AL A SN ST

, i’ %n/uiur.v “,,; 7/%%

ke Sk e it Boin

/m..f.f_- TP, o g

P 4
71/.3‘ A |

i t 1 4
il Lo

dé.lf.//eftn&"77/;«¢ G ad
: Al A/‘,[M,Aa‘ﬂ‘

q s o . s, |

/ M*m“ 5?",‘ o (2

,74.. MWAM“Z‘Z /914/1.4 J2. | . e f‘ﬂi‘-f C ‘




Y .______,_.—~/ \ b

/.‘a-z/”f'%*y”f{ .

/
J

'Z’WWt W7

p“"“"¢4 M4/4/4f47

o S s auptty T i
= Jovr Oole, w Collestes tnfileyl } |
4 s A s e e
s M sinf st St > E o f s s i, sl i 4,745.7‘
4 i | Mﬂ““fa«o«vy
5 /,.,..“L iihloc v éi’ i i 7( _— W / [47 il aiil Af«
f;/z:f%r'ﬁwdll‘w;w B i A L v M—fﬁ
- . ; I R ‘ ._.“r{' /wgdé&\"—
mm’d’;‘l - %«vwa o l, ﬁ- j”"‘"“(‘” - Vakeel ; at Lot Lola g AW
- ’I ; &e soesitilthove sarme f«fw :
- I ' AM/”‘W » ﬁatap tnees |
Sl oisid o | & g S A Siva.
bl i Afire b4 I « fblodo ) bk Ftonn iecvitig Sy Lonsl fnrikiik ik el |
| | oo Boe skl Priceiormanclonnee |
N 2eoF Aeqpsct o7 Eore M '
W/uul‘fv Z:%/y// ,{ ‘ b fa mnﬁ?umihﬂu«/'zzg & / 3 — Z
i ik s % | . Hartye ZM .‘%,,f/h/-‘fuzew;“ Sl W aiee, At |
' i iraps ¥
|
o i B T =% PRI Y - // I 3



s ~Ir %d&;,a/é‘éd |
Bl W Y W

Pt Lol 5T 2ottty
ot o f wmal ol
i B el A
A o
Ff e Bt of Jrindinra
i fore losinirn—

R e i 4

M.,WM
i s

o/

A

e e e — e ity e

coe s

o sery mnilecnbl, oo | |
£z b iy koo
foriis i Mo ekl ne

~ Sy B
* A ,/;;,./_/,,,,,4 S oot

f‘/g“““y .z.zwf bt kol
LSS /%/f e 3
ififornlinl % Goerinrnniil

L
P . 007 ILLMW M»‘ e Ze > r

P %’ Hoolo il B
T R %-44“4 |
il T oTine eofiline,
P A IERTD o gy o e 0 D
Ll & flofrne Lo WJ:
T SRS £ ‘
NS Aogllbet A fferonae }
PR ey P Y i

Gt o o Cndl W%

F & I N

. w S
et T, > B iimtedias G .



M;‘A &fév’tc ‘1:, fﬂ:,a‘[';

Hsiwnirndlle s i riansl o
G i u e ol Ft-on
Ol Aot Lo teuiel
; /‘,—n-.%: ﬁx;tz/avua, %ul‘{ﬂ_
A IEAAT

| ¢ ]

! /4 o t/¢7 /ﬂ,,/d ﬁ
¥ AP, e, 8 OB SR
,ﬁé/&M&; 4417144#{:”; Gha,
Lee o ik 7:——7/07/‘ =

E /-,tvaan,f‘. P l“ﬂ%(“,‘y

/ ‘
u//ta"} sile v e m\ /(folJi A/’.

S forto icfun B Fre et
- WL
mow JT ihs aleaiegh

e 4 "““"'/;:’;

- ——

s i i b S — —— =

% d: L re bk ‘»'/l

i st

Lo L Tl £ flrirn T o
£ coitni spfices v P
litan cornen

His floni o  frroleit™ |
- LI |

cnboris inplhasng s vp B
i v il fraffores t:/‘ "
e )ﬁ:zﬁw%fﬁ%h b
St Pnnele v he ,,,z/ -
s gl /n,tnzm S
b Mg 7 S BED y v SasidSf
Py DI LIRS
W TP N e, 7441‘/ |
Sreiiylon, Lot Lo Lonnstls,
cin Ly Pt il bk L e
| Aifoile TS .&u?/q:, |
i Bosinsigli ; Lok B



” ﬁw&.&“—w&éﬁw« | ‘214‘7(3
e
' //"_. e Snselir fiih
i £ ;,fz;;/.»é@,ﬁz;“/ asal £
e /—m ~y F
|
Al o mdnnlinil B
%;/.ém?“ Al lole

4
"‘74»‘ v A 2&@7@

il adtiicisi vt
Lol oiiver il ~—y M 2o
rune reclineersk Ao tomfllons
| o M,z_7 et v
s folole rnainey £ %m./_,‘,‘
R W‘“i.‘/h/ Gl LT

»4%77. . m:.’- , all

y A [‘7

,,{M ‘zmau- W?vv/“f‘av
[ f mrless /;Jf/ﬁ,i ‘

S

7
//;’(/21,; ”;’“i.

/hh-‘m'Moém Bz v m

BRI S e SRS .
|

v RS A L B s ke
A e
R B

£ S B s Watinii. |
PR TN N -
é//fi A o, %/wm-w
/r ot iavornilonil Hoo el

g it AN A/% |

r
r

éf‘: / errigiveeiln




il vl Lty /a/“,

ot S1i Crolle tocr z/m.zz

2% LM&Z 1:.%;7 o«
{f/hpfu A /fi/é‘é

VI7M7W14/ ﬂt‘;{ L T

VA4 7“ N {7
4 %“""’//lfz/ccc_c (I/t-

r
121‘ ‘£ éw Prg v’ & 2PN

J -
oot /Azm el s
G

4;4&;4‘@ Z,i /;l"--cvnk.‘ﬂ‘“l

LA e kil e

P L w.(.% 7,
ikl . Ll M

A Corietrie pr N wz.(A

8

-

b

-

/

7/

“r, /
% 4
2 A5 @

P
»




M DEPARTMENT.

No. of 188 -

The Right Honorable
The Secretary of-State for India.
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Letter to the Right Honorable
the Secretary of State for India,
Dated
No. of 188
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Notes on Mr. Crole's Memorial to the Secretary of State.

Para. 2.—There is hothitg in the
memorandum to show that it was written
. for the private information of His Excel-
* . lency; it is submitted that no officer
_has a right to address to the Head of the
: Admzlmtrhnoﬁ co'mmumcanons lfmt.:o his
prvate information, except in re an
order in that beh:’a,lf ?}g to exp - that
any commumcatlon addressed to the
Governor ‘on ﬁ 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-
Jing inquiries into the conduct of public
servants”). The Government referred
the charges against him for the consider-
ation and opinion of Mr. Brandt, who
kad just been relieved of duty as an

cting Judge of the High Court. Before
the orders of Government were
Mr. Gribble was permitted to resign the
" service on a proportmnate pension,

Para. 5.—Beyond wri two memo-
randa read in the order of 4th Feb. 1886,
No. 240, Mr. Sullivan took no part in

/ &y - the dlacussmn and p sely, and with
A9 ~ the mncurrence of hm\u'?o
" &d from signing the despa’wh to the

Secretary of State, reporting Mr. Crole’s
suspension. As to ““ dispens ﬁmthall
provp_er inquiry,” it is og%hnmthmo
nquiry was ‘n role
made out a ec}z;s?:ym for one. He
was allowed the fullest o rtunity for
doing so, but, in the Jm{’é’rzent of the
Government, completel failed.

Para. 6.—If Mzr. Crole had contented
hnnself with putting before Government
© facts or rumonrs ecting Mr. Sullivan’s
wndnct, as a pnbhc servant and a cove-

Jnanted civilian, that had come to his
wledge or hearmg he would pr
bly have been held to have been 1
the legitimate sphere of hm dnty
- he went far beyond
“facts” that he repo
)the basis of a violent and vu:nlanﬁ sttaek
~on the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan pemomllge
It is not the case, therefore, that

/1” %“C"' J‘*‘ {:
.;:«

2
/M. e J.,j




« gtated nothing which his dut_\' did not
demand.”

Para. 8.—Mr. Crole was bound to
make good his case; he was bound to
establish a primd facie ease 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 misconduct
on Mr. Crole’s part.”

Para. 12.—There is no ground for the
assertion that the Government have
“ 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.” Mr.
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 m opening his
case that the crime was instigated by
Mr. Crole! 3

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

Para. 18.—The “ order now appealed
against” did not ‘“ constitute Mr. Crole
prosecutor of the charges.” That role
he assumed himself, and having done so,
Government merely called upon to make
1t g‘(u')d.

Mr. Crole did nof ‘“‘merely pass on
information which had become public
property in the Madura district.” He
passed on the information, but with it,
and based on it, most serious charges
framed by himself against a Member of
the Government.

Para. 19.—The Government disposed
of the matters in question after the most

careful consideration, and after giving
Mr. Crole the fullest uppurtunit_y of sub-
stantiating the charges he had made.
As he failed to do so, the ll(fo(,‘S:iif'\' for
inquiry disappeared.

Para. 20.—There was no occasion for
“ Instituting a - public inquiry before
eondemning Mr. Crole.”” 1t was a ques-
tion of discipline. Mr. Crole chose to
refer 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
punishmi. Mr. Sullivan was nof ** bound
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 erave a breach of discipline we con-
sider that removal from the service would
not have been too severe a p(-uult_\t"
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 ;
caveal 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. 35.—It was certainly nof “in
accordance with the orders of Govern-
ment,” that Mr. Crole “ took certain
affidavits.” As he had made certain
charges, it was supposed that he had




o
:
|
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evidence already to hand i
them. The order of Gx;veruxinfzrl:tp?: l?cf)

way authorised Mr. Crole to take affida

vits in support
e. pport of the charges he had

Para. 36.—The make
: rs of th -
Z:-ts f;lars?tdoubftless responsible for tﬁeatm d:h
themsely of them; but the affid !
. ves are used by Mr. ( e
pport and in proof (feaven [ e

mark !) of the charges h_eeg:?lg save the

Para. 38.—As alr
38. eady poi
21111; Snlhyan could not {e Ié:ﬁltgd .

wer till Mr. Crole had et

primd faci 1 Ay
did not dot.’ o Sgr W Ths h:

Pa(r;. 4T(;;—-(a) Facts. Yes.
e statements 1
; ¢ in the
- :cl'::x gt?) far l;e{ond mere gtal:;ﬁgl;an'.
e ey are charges of offences, and i
d are not covered by the aﬂida"an l
o;,uments sent in by Mr. Crole A i
Para. 45.—“ It is not eas :
:ﬁzﬁg (tlhe portion of the ordez" O;OGI(I)I\:gf;-
- escribing Mr. Sullivan’s position »
ordresPec§ of the Richings estate. Th
er 1s, it is submitted, perfectly.cleare

Paras. 47 to 58.—If
. —If th
ISl(t:;te considers _any f:rﬂsl;c‘refgr}:lirof
neccmuy, rgasing Mr.Snilva's e
: : 1chin r
:ﬁganstances of Whic%s pﬁzgimégf 4
P NBy _relported to him, it will be madelz1
Cm];a };as 11:1 1sp a:.v;)rghly oft note that Mr:
1 : ut a
er:;?;ls);g 1mretatio£ on ma(;ls ti:;lxz(? ri
5 ion by Mr. Sullivan in wri:-

ing to his son regarding the sale of the

ﬁ;:pil;ty.ctaﬂe told him in reference to
s ge tation of getting a lakh of
e{)e?: for it, that “ he wished he mj ](1)
get 1t.” Mr. Crole has convertecin ltgfu:

every-day piece of irony i
;3)1;)!1 of a hope that his e}x;)ggt)agle expres-
fulfilled ! on would

Pics 56 1
ara. 59.— Vide paras. 6 and 31 supra.

P Wiy
viewa?f‘ t(1310. The Madras Government’
Mol dee c:tahse W}i:s not mistaken Mrs
e cha ' .
perly held responsibl;gfz? l:;.ll(:iinvg'a:hé);:o-

Paras. 61 to 64.—
w_forth while to discusslibs.eed‘;:le’harqu
cflm of Mr. Handley’s opinion gfcnl?.
value as evidence of the statements ;de

duced by Mr. Crole i
charges; but I think Mlll'. sﬁlgnpglret ’Of w0,
mate of them,—not Mr. Crole’s z-sise:lt:

correct one, and that, so far from Mr.

Handley’s opinion being entitled to 1o
weight, the Government wore perfectly
- stified in accepting it as the unbiassed
judgment of a pmfcssionul lawyer an
judge-

Para. 66.—So far from the matter of
charge I11 being, notwithstanding M.
(role’s advised description of it, ** minor
and subordinate,” it was, in my opinion,
the apex of the pyrumid he had been
puilding up; without it, his case would
have been a mere Sfrustum, and he could
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

n .
struck out of the memorandum without

Jeaving it imperfect.

Para. 67.— Mr. Gullivan’s hostility 4
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, * hf?ld the
scales evenly 77 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.O. letter to Mr. Crole, dated 14th October
1884 (G.O., Financial, Mis. No. 2393, dated
8th October 1884) :

“] am to add that the Government cannot
but express their regret that, instead of nolding
the scales evenly hetween 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 ((3.0., Financial, Mis. No. 2955, dated
18th December 1884) :

«The Government would view Dr. Chester’s
retirement from connection with the medical
and public institutions of your district with
regret, and wish you to adotjt, in communicat-
ing with him, that impartial attitude whieh I
have already been directed to advise you to toke
up in holding the scales between contending
factions.”

Para. 80.—On the contrary, I submit
that the opinion of tlre Govermment
regarding Mr. Crole's motive 18 perfectly
justiﬁcd by the facts as put before them.




6

Para. 69.—This 1s net a fair represent-
ation of the communication maie to Mr.
Crole. That was as follows :—

“ Ilis Excellency has noted your request far
a "‘tl.’ll’lg' of work, \'i-'-\\"h) mm.-ling your
wishes when a good oppertunity offers.”

Paras. 70 and 68 ad finem.—In this para.
Mr. Crole repeats his former blunder of
supposing that Mr. Sullivan was the
¢ Member in charge” of Local Fund and
Municipal affairs ; as a4 matter of fact, the
Member in charge was Mr. Master.

Para. 77.—When Mr. Crole made the
charges he did, it was only natural to sup-
pose that he had already in his posses-
sion the evidence on which they were
based. He had no authority to take affi-
davits in support of those charges.

Para. 83 (a).—* The connexion of that
order,” &c. The only connexion between
the two orders that [ know of is that the
fact of Mr. Crole’s having been recently
transferred from Madura to Ana.ntaplfr
as a punishment for insubordination to
the Board of Revenue was considered in
mitigation of judgment in the present
case ; he was suspended only, though the
Government thought dismissal wonld
not have been too severe a penalty for
the breach of diseipline.

(6) * It is the first occasion,” &ec., vide
supra para. 68 (extracts from demi-offi-
cial communications to Mr. Crole).

Para. 85.—If the information be con-
firmed,—and this is not admitted,—the
charges made by Mr. Crole are in no
way justified, nor his breach of discipline
expiated.

Para. 86.—Mr. Crole, in bringing the
charges he did, went far beyond his

“ Lhonest duty .
W. WILSON.
12¢th March 1886.
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NOTE.

Paras. 1 and 2.—The Chief Secretary
told Mr. Crole in the most positive
manner that any observations which he
had to make with regard to the subjects
treated in his memorial must be made
officially and on Mr. Crole’s own respon-
sibility. Knowing Mr. Crole, he was on
his guard from the first against the very
procedure which Mr. Crole has now
adopted, i.e., of trying to make him a
partner with Mr. Crole in his attack
upon a member of the Government
against whom Mr. Crole had an obvious

¢ grudge. :
' : As soon as Mr. Crole’s M-»ﬂ»
addressed to the Governor was received, '’

he was informed by the Chief Secretary  ©
that it would be treated officially, as the
Chief Secretary had all along said it
would. At the same time, Mr. Crole’s
attention was called to the improper

form of his communication :—
885. “T am directed to say that, although your
SRR b, 45 Catcher demi-official letter to me{ dated the ;(igth ySep-
tember, enclosing a memorandum for the inform-
ation of the Right Honorable the Governor,
is an unusnal 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 it relates to matters about which His
Excellency can, in the nature of things, know
pothing whatever; but I am to say that he can
give, of his own knowledge, the most positive
denial to your statement that anything that
may have happened between you, or any friend
of yours, and any member of the Sullivan
family, has had the slightest shadow of influ-
ence upon your official career.”

With regard to the latter part of
para. 2, it is to be observed that the
memorandum was received by His Excel-
lency on his way to Simla, and was
prought before the Council on 27th
October 1886, so that Mr. Crole had the -
fullest time to remonstrate inst a 2
_document, which he considereg to be ‘

rivate, being used officially. That

owever woulg not suit his purpose, his
object throughout having been to injure
Mr. Sullivan without incurring any risk
himself, and he did not, as a matter of
fact, make the slightest objection to the
official use of the document. = His pre-
sent objection is a mere aft.er—t}mught.

Para..3.—This has been already . ¢
- answered, and it is only necessary to >

A
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out that Mr. Crole must have
aware that the Chiet
grom the first the only
his duty which was
here 1o listen to
i you have anything to say

rOSSIP 3 - L it :
iu—-\inq any of my Supericrs pur. X8 I
. ~

been pcricctlv
Secretary tm)'k :
line consistent with
to suy.f'l am not

writing: and sen it up In an officia
D7
shape-

Para. 4.—The Madras Government

had, of course, full power 10 iuqui}'ﬁ um)‘
the doings of Mr. G ribble, \_\’lm'\\ aisl ‘;\1::(
of their OWD officers, but l\t[‘\zl(-)"l-((;(,{v;
have been possiblc for thc.; a' 1:1‘.\, il
ernment 10 inquire nto t‘hc. pn{f, eec '”.;‘
of an Integra part of itsell. ; \.{
Madras Government could ue\t_h(‘x: ﬂ((llutlt
Mr. Sullivan, nor _ﬁnd him gul'lt) -,Tt .1(1.
belc;mged to supcr;or uuth(mt{, 01‘t 1('*1 to
the Secretary of State or to the Govern-

1 As has been mentioned
in the despatch, which goes with this,
they have asked the U:)\'(‘l’“l}}@h? of
India, at the suggestion ol Mr. Sullivan
himself, to inquire into the whole of s
relations to the Ppro yerty known as the
Richings estate, all the information with
regard to which _has reached the Govern-
ment having been 7&1read_v placcd i the
hands both of the Secretary of State and
the Government of India.

Para. 5.—Mr. Qullivan was not judge
in his own case, took mno })urt in the
condemnations of Mr. Crole, and the
whole matter has not been, and could
not be, disposed of, but was immediately
reported to the Secretary of State for his
disposal. The Madras Government could
only deal with Mr. Crole’s share in the
{ransaction.

Para. 6.—This statement is entirely
dishelieved by the Madras Government,
and the Secretary of State will, after
reading the documents, form his own
judgment thereupon. Mr. Crole’s hosti-
Lty to Mr. Sullivan is a matter of
notoriety, and extends to the smallest
things . attention is called to a Jdetter®
from Mr. Arbuthnott, which forims an

enclosure to this Note.

Paras. 7 and 8.—There is not the
glightest foundation for the statement
here made. All was ancillary to the
attack made on the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan.

ment of India.

Para. 10.—All matters relating to the
holding of lands by o‘fﬁcials have been
repeutcdl_v the subject of O {eation
between the Government of ‘Padzas and

/

* Pated 3th January 1886,

)

\ Tt 10,
to. Colonel Guthn®

A

AL s - Wi .,

G.0.. dated 14th October 1885, No.

l’u].‘;i.-_

2437,

the Government of India and Secretary
of State. The Government of Madras
has furnished to these authorities every
tittle of information which has reached
them, and while disapproving of any,
the slightest infringement of the rules
laid down for the regulation of the
connection between its servants and
land, believes that the accusations brought
by Mr. Crole against the Civil Service
are wildly exaggerated. The language
used with regard to these irregularities
by the Secretary of State and Govern-
ment of India is as follows :—

Extract from letter from the Government of
India, Home Department, dated 15th
October 1885, No. 1717.

« His Excellency in Council cannot but think
that though Captain Campbell’s statements may

be much exaggerated, the admitted facts suffice
to shew that there has been a tendency on the
part of some Government officers * * to pur-
thase areas of land largely in excess of those
which can be said to be legitimately required for
purposes of ¢ buildings for residence and their
usual appurtenances,’ and that these areas have,
as o matter of fact, been utilised in certain cases
for purposes other than those permissible under
the Standing Orders of Government.”

N

Extract para. 3 of Despatch from the Secretary
of State, to the Government of India, dated
21st January 1886, No. 3, Revenue.

« Under these circumstances, and on the
assumption that the Government of Madras have
not furnished to your Excellency any further
explanations which may have thrown a different
light upon the subject, I am not disposed to
differ from the view your Excellency has taken
?f t:he,;mrticular transactions referred to in that
etter.

Para. 13.—It is not within the know-
ledge of the Madras Government that
these statements are true. The view
h_cld by that Government is the one that
finds expression in the Minute by His

Excellency the Governor, dated 22nd
January 1886.

Para. 14.—The case of Mr. Garstin’s
connection with a Land Company was
disposed of in October last. As to the
rest of the para. this matter is now before
the Courts of Law. The case is believed
by the police to be no dacoity but a
carefully planned personal outrage. For
this outrage a number of persons, one of
whom is the zemindar of whom Mr. Crole
speaks so highly, have been committed
for trial by the District Magistrate. -The

the Sessions Jud R el




sending proprio motu the letter from
Mzr. Crole, which appears in the papers,
and which was no answer whatever to

the question put by the Madras Govern-
hos_declined—to—seecpt—bail. Some of e
ec believed that the zemindar Para. 28.—An entire mis-statement.
thed wh;-;ﬁe:: 5l t5d ‘to What occurred was this: Mr. Crole
:n Mr. in by Pgr Cro a&edltll: anﬁlous at O(ilce to attack Mr. Sullivan,
X 1 the evidence, he and to avoid the responsibility of doing
?}r:le lmvell;% to allow him to contradict c so0, came to the Chief Secretar;?r and tried
thi:mmnmtem@t by a letter to th.e news- g : to renew his previous conversations, meet-
 The Government replied that R 2, ing with the old reply : at length when he
ﬁr. le's obvious o::se a:&,s 1-:; 32;- o C /4 I Rersmted in taking up his time, the Chief
at the approaching Shan ot ' 5, . of
evidence. The Governmen as y v

Secretary told him that he was an
. k
found no opinion whatever as to the guilt |

S u} 5 exceedingly busy man, and could spare
o oo o g : worw Tt struck me, after we  mo further time. Mr. Crole then asked
or innocence of any of the accused 7,‘1' i K b -/M‘ Mﬂ N | D g m?tio;d ﬁﬁg“mfﬁﬁl;l;’, that it would be better if if he might come again the next day;
i . g . w (5‘0" — {.Ou returned to Madura to-morrow, as you (Ilmtg the Chief Sccretzua' said certainly, but
Para. 15.—This is wholl [/{‘9 “P 2 N / ! intended. 1 think we have said all we ha after reaching the Government Office, it
without foundation. Mr. Garstin hol ‘ n i say to each other. Bon voyage. 1 LTS ORI, Sy given enough of
diametrically opposite opiion, an P" ) ')xﬂ"/\l L : - "Souns BRONY) his time to Mr. Crole, and he accordingly
> X himself at IV g [ ForsTeErR W EBSTER. e .
believes that Mr. o WS o wrote the letter quoted in the margin.
of the attack. -2 .w ; -V‘/{’"‘ P 99th August 1885.
tho bom he_thrown o8 ‘&L : /\p K T o Para. 29.—This has been already re-
<o T TOQUETY” WhiC) o™ gl T ; plied to. The only interest of Captain
; e entod. the result-of which - r Wk /r Campbell’s letter was as showing the
has—HeCT .lv!h‘.,'. gy e “nll s Tavery : \ anin-lus’ by “vhich that (rentlemall was
O o the Seeretary-of State. &”f“f | | actuated. It was, as already pointed
COIMIRARFOELAL . ® . 5
" This is a non sequitur. Mr. i out, no answer to the question asked by
Para. 16.——3'{&51‘1:&“011 on:q:)‘f the most v the’Government. ,
e antod roads in the Presidency along 4 Para. 30.—Mr. Crole did not limit him-
hiulfnhe orsany one else might have 2e self to sending on information which he
b travelling for a hundred purposes. had received ; he made an attack, actua-
been . : . auiry on the part : ted by the perfectly groundless idea that
—Such an mqury 9 1 o
Para. 17. o thorities has, of course, he had in Mr. Sullivan an enemy who
%ie t;he:ul ;I)lropel‘ity from the time that the \
n ecess 4
accusations were made.

stood in the way of his career,—an
entirely different matter.

Para. 32.—The Government never

18.—The Chief Secretary, who
ha:) ab“t;en absent from India from soon

JR————

after time when Mr. Crole’s memo-
randugxxewas ~r:ceived till the 16th March,
gives the most positive denial to t}}m
t. £
3“’;’9;:: n19.—-’[‘he Madmsha Govergmenz
: disposed of that portion o
ltlh?: cl;ls"exsgth which it n?t pn}l)z; cOufld dtel?]i
-as obliged to deal, 1t being Tor tha
Igsvmsu(:ent to decide, subject to appeal,
upon the conduct of its own subordinates.
p(l)’ara. 90.—The Government has not,
and could not have, acquitted or con-
demned Mr. Sullivan.
Paras. 23 to 96.—These paras. are
sufficiently answered by what has been
y stated above.
97.—1t is uite true th.at Mr.
Crgzra;vas ‘asked what information he

S

consulted Mr. Handley upon the duties
of a Collector. ~They specially avoided
consulting a Member of the (ivil Service
who might be biassed. Mr. Handley
was informed of all relevant facts, and
was  simply asked whether on the
evidence on which Mr. Crole stated that
he had acted, he (Mr. Crole) was justified
in making the statements he did. It
was a pure question O the leswt view o
evidence that was put before
Handley.

Para. 53.—This is again a direct mis-
statement of fact. The Chief Secretary
gave no such advice, but as has been

,stated above quite other advice.

Para. 34.—Nothing was admitted by
the Government, for nothing was known
except what is to be found in the Yjpge

NP N —

of the Hon’ble Mr: Sullivan. ’ ,
The orders quoted were issued withm&kﬂ-l.olm.i
could give bell when that gen- reference to correspondence with the '
’tain E. A- ()smp - . H !
Captain ™ 1 in the Madura district. 1
tilie(inm:t give any information’beyon
n

-
-

- e —— SR
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Government of India altogether flistimzt
from thag zelating to the charges inaugu-
rated by Mr. Crole.

Paras. 39 and 36.—It may again be
remarked, as ui_nted out ubovc,' tlu}t
everything relating to Mr. Sullivan’s
relation to land is before his natural
judges, the Government of India and
Secretary of State.

Para. 39.—The Government has not
treated the case as complete.

Paras -“), 41 ﬁlld 42.—These paras.
clearly raise a false issue,—see para. 16
of His Excellency’s Minute dated 21st
January 1886.

Paras. 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51,
52.—These matters are sub judice.

Paras. 65 and 66.—This was really
the gist of the whole matter. Mr. Crole,
a Collector employed under the Madras
Government, accused a Member of that
Government of having abused his posi-
tion as a Member of the Madras Gov-
ernment by denouncing Mr. Crole in his
administration of the Madura district.
The Madras Government as has been
pointed out could not acquit or condemn
Mr. Sullivan.” It could, aided by a good

—lesat opinion, form a judgment as to

whether the evidence before Mr. Crole
was or was not sufficient to entitle him
to think that Mr. Sullivan had been
engaged in a nefarious attempt to cheat.
As; to that matter, however, there might, of
course, be a difference of opinion  between
different men examining into the same set of
fucts. As to this allegation, however, the
“Madras Government and their Chief Secre-
tary A AL —— s t  alone
could. in the nature of things, know anything ;
therefore they alone could know the relations
of the Government to Mr. Crole, and the
statement that Mr. Sullivan either obstructed

or, even if he wished to do it, eould have

obstructed Mr. Crole in the management of

the district of Madura s a pure illusion.
Mr. Crole’s management of the Madura
district and the very considerable fric-
tion which went on there between him
and other officials was a subject of
frequent annoyance to Government, and
Mr. Crole was simply kept in the
Madura district for the reasons given in
His Excelleney’s Minute* ; but while he
was kept there, he was supported by
Government on every occasion, and was
told by His Excellency that he had his
entire confidence} ¥ he had forfeited
that entire confidence, it would have

Para. 16 of His Excellency the Governor’s
Minute, dated 22nd January 1886: ;

« Eyroneous views of Mr. Sullivan’s connexion
with the Richings Estate might well have
reached Mr. Crole, through the zemindar
and his vakeel; and he would have done
quite right in calling the attention of Gov-
ernment to such rumours, with a view to the
truth of the facts being published ; but I
can see nothing in this whole memorandum
but a malignant attempt to revenge himself
upon Mr. Sullivan for a purely 1maginary
wrong.”’

* Dated 22nd January 1386.

i v,

e o

Board’s Proceedings, 9th December
No. 3320.

&

1885,

been His Excellency’s duty to * pro-
pose” his immediate remova{.

Not the slightest difference was made
in the attitude of Government to Mr.
Crole until long after his charges had
been made against Mr. Sullivan; but
before the Government had come to any
final determination as to what should
be done in connection therewith, the
Board of Revenue asked that Mr. Crole
should be removed from the Madura
district. ’

It is very possible that Mr. Crole
would have excised the para. in question
on second thoughts,—that passage was
nevertheless the key to the whole paper.

Para. 69.—It is quite true that His
Excellency looked upon Mr. Crole as
an officer who, although he had many
and grave faults, was possessed of good
abilities, and he would not have hesi-
tated to promote him to certain offices
when his turn came.

Para. 70.—This para. is a product
of the same illusion. Mr. Sullivan was
not in charge of the Local Fund or
Municipal papers; they were in the
charge of the Hon’ble Mr. Master. The
only imaginable foundation for Mr.
Crole’s statements must be that Mr.
Sullivan considered that a connection of
his, Mr. Hagrington, had been harshly
used by Mr. Crole; but in the dispute
with Mr. Harrington, not Mr. Harring-
ton, but Mr. Crole was supported by
Government.

This is the matter to which Mr. Crole
alluded in an interview with His Excel-
lency.

Para. 72.—Mr. Crole could have re-
ceived no orders except from a Member
of Government, or the Chief Secretary,

and he received none from any of these
authorities.

Para. 73.—No complaint of any kind
ever reached the Chief Secretary. Mr.
Crole may have shown ill-temper about
Mr. Sullivan, but has never at any time
till now reduced his complaints to
writing. This is a complete answer
to para. 74. The moment Mr. Crole
put anything in writing, all due atten-
tion was given to it, and the gist of his
complaint now is that his memorandum
was treated with serious attention; he
could not expect His Excellency to treat
an acrimonious attack on the Senior

Civil Member of Council as a friendly
trifle.

I ma i

L e e



Para. 75.—This simply meqns that for | ! ¥
several months previong to the
when he was reported i,
by the Board of Revenne
duct, ne complaints against
before the Government., «/

i time ‘ / {
(m\‘ornuu.-nt .
for miscon- g
him cqme /

Para. 77.—No information about these
persons is before Gu\'eermucnt, but s,,m.(.;
thing may very likcly tome to their
knowledge during the Inquiry about to
be held, and if so, it will be [aiq before
the Seéeretary of State,

Para. 79.—It is absolutely fa]eq that =
Mr. Crole ever “ officially reéported » " :
anything to the Chief Secretar r. He
talked vague gossip, and wag
and again by the Chief Secretary ?hut
if he had anything to 8ay he must
reduce it to writing in the ordinary
official form, and this he never did il
he submitted the memorandum tg the
Governor, which he was immediately
told would be treated officially,—q course
against which he had not, and

could not : Y
have had, a word to say. s —ffﬂf ‘ "{Vt ‘
=0 4 : {, — . e - ‘

- I . ¥
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Co ~
Chief Secretary. !

>

O~

25th March 1886,

e




ede iy

TH APrIL 1886, No. , PuBLIC.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

TaE Riear HoworaBLe THE SECRETARY or STATE ror INDIA.

My Lorp,
Adverting to our despatch of the 16th I"v}n-u:x]‘y 1886, No. 3, Public, we

have the honor to transmit, for the orders of your Lordship in Council, a Memorial
from Mr. C. S. Crole. appealing against our order, dated 4th February 1886,

No. 240, Public, suspending that officer for a year for having preferred certain

charges against the Hon’ble Mr. Sullivan, Senior Member of Couneil,

As the petition contains a very large number of statements, the truth of
which is in no way admitted by this Government, we have thought it best to have
a confidential note prepared, in which these statements are replied to paragraph by
paragraph. Your Lordship will observe that a laree number of statements con-
tamed in the petition relate to interviews which took place between Mr. Crole and
the Chief Secretary, who was absent from India while Mr. Crole’s case was before
Government. As. therefore, the Chief .\‘w-xwrzu'_\' was the only person who could

1
i

he facts relating to his interviews with Mr. Crole, this note has been initialled

state t

by him, but it represents in every particular the viewsiof this Government upon
the matter in hand, and should be read as a part of this despatch.
As we h

the Government of India to inquire into the precise relations of Mr. Sullivan to

L

we already informed your Lordship by telegraph, we have asked

the Richings Estate. Your Lordship

18 In possession of Mr. Sullivan’s latest

g o

h to the Secretary of State, No. 3, dated
ith February 1886.

memorandum with respect to that estate,
together with a Minute by His Excellency-and the Hon’ble Mr. Master ; no further

§ '

information has reached the Government, but the report of the officer to be sent

down by the Government of India will be communicated to yvour Lordship in

due course
We have the honor to be,
My Lord,
Your Lordship’s most obedient, humble servants.
| I' ST. (FEORGI v > e ( Iu/ "A\-f{ L A,
lpril 1886, L v / o
. i A 7 Oty ;
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. it e PR / .
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FORT SAINT GEORGE.

PUBLIC (1886) DEPARTMENT.

(Copy).

LeTTER to the Right Honorable
the Secretary of State for

India.

&

Dated /th April,
No. ~ of 1886,

[’&Lf" (e tett 4
b—/fr. /, & // . JL‘L{‘
V' F o S
//j,“ *-:Lt (/’ VA

Transmitting, for orders, a Memorial from Mr.
0. 8. Crole, of the Madras Civil Service, appealing
against the order of this Government suspending

him for a year.
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