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! J]go. 70. Re;d the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 9th August 1859,
; ~ No. 3066. .
Read letter from the Collector of Madutd, dated 4th July 1859, No. 116

S - ~(In Con. 9th July 1859, No. 3320:)

: 1 tter the Collector of Madura, reports the notice taken by him of the
- L I_x;lth:osgo‘ff ggeﬂw Ma’hag‘er and other subordinate officers of the Shevagunga Ze-
.,_Wehe;\ﬂin:on nection with O. S. No. 9 of 1859, in the Sub Court of Madura.
:,'-::“ "' _ s 9. The misconduct of these officers was referred to in
¥ S =9 No. 2563, the Collector’s letter, dated 25th May last, No, 91. The
- In Gon- “’"","” 10 Board in para. 11 of their Pro -edll1gs,‘,date(1’ 17th June last,
No- 2322, called for the report, now submitted, and Go-
vernment, in para. 3 of their order dated 22d idem, Revenue
4, directed the Board to comnunicate the Collector’s reply and their own
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" Department; No. 82
e thereon

o 3. Mm Clavke states that he has been puzzled how
¢ 3325, to deal with the case of the Manager. The only fitting

penalty for that officer’s extremely improper conduct was
: ~ dismissal, but his previous services,—the brief period
! ey 4 X e ' . , - , e would remain in oﬂicé;, (in consequence of the Minor Zemindar attaining his
" e e e - October next) and the difficulty of finding a competent successor, combined to
o G fo S5 = i R rr. Clarke not to recommend this punishment, and he has contented himself with re-

a severe censure on him.

X *

G R S VS : 7 iq - o 4. The Board much regret, that weighty
i e ' A, . - R s Joeure in Collector’s leiler dated 4th in considerations of convenience should have intervened,
2 ‘ , i / - s el Lok g 9@ uly 1859, No. 3325. considering that the Manager’s conduct was marked,
i TR - AR e B N BT . as the Collector himself declares, by injustice, par-
> 2o ' Lo - arogs favoritism, deception and contempt of authority. His interference in the matter
. sl for, and the person in whose behalf he so improperly interfered was his banker.
0t round could scarcely be adduced for immediate dismissal, and such a measure would
rtainly ave been approved by the Board. They are aware, however, that, with only three
ok ; g G el ths to close the accounts of the Zemindary, with heavy laalances pq;sts.ndmg—, and important
~ g e i , pending, the dismissal of the Manager would be very inexpedient and they are, therefore,
oS Ve « JAEAS . 3 . constrained, though very reluctantly, to express their acquiescenge 1 the Collector’s pro=
* - 3 - » . . v . v R cwﬂings. 14

) e : s g ! . 5. * The same reasons do not apply in the case of the other subordinates.
o y e " 6. The Ameen of Tirupavanum, who was fined 10 Rupees b Ir. Hathaway, subsequently
A acted very improperly, when h _issued the order referred
* 3 e In Con. 4th June 1859, No. 2563, toin para. 38 of the Collector’s letter of the 25th May.
' 1f, however, he has been guilty of other acts evincing® much

partiality,” he should be dismissed.

Srethda R R N Sy ' : - 7. Asregards the other servants the papers before the Board do not enable them to form
3 ATy <) SRt A ; 2 : Ja, any preqise.opinion of their conduct; but if, in_any case, partiality or attempts to pervert jus-
3 b i el 5 Lt tice are proved to the Collector’s satxsfactmn,‘dxsmlssal should be thg penalty. This is the more
;o e o soms st W L e TR . . pecessary, in this case, because the chief delinguent has escaped the just punishment of his mis-
’ s deeds, and therc seems to have been a regular combination among the talook officers, to carry

out their improper designs. :
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; 8. The Collector acquits the head Sherishtadar of any in=
" Paras. 5,6and 7. tentional misconduct or improper motives, and he will shortly be

placed on the pension list. His explanation, however, of his failure
to lay the merits of the case before Mr. Hathaway, is unsatisfactory.

9. Ordered that a copy of these prooep& ngs b
In Con, 224 June 1859, No. ©972. submitted to Government, in accordance B
of Bxtract Minutes Consultation, 22d June la

(A true Extract.) o
(Signed) J. D. SIM, Secreiary.

e i it

No.. 7. Orprr THEREON, 10th August 1859, No. 1120.
Ordered that the foregoing Extract be recorded.
(Signed) J. D. BOURDILLON,
. Secvetary to Government.
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