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Fort Saint George, Bm Consultation of 8th March 1859,

5. Read the following lette fedin T. D. LUSHINGTON, Esq., Collector of Ma-

=

sulipatam ; to J. D. BOURDILLON an-, Secretary to Government, Revenue De-
partment, dated Madras 11th April 1856

Sir, :
The rules of Government preclude the publication by their servants of answers to the at-
tacks made by the Press upon their official conduct, but I think it desirable that when false

: _statements are made the refutation should be on the records of the Government,

2. As1am now leaving the country I thivk it right to place before Govemment a few
acts in reference to the Masulipatam Revenue trials regarding which an article replete with un-
rue statements and inferences appeared yesterday in one of the Public Prints of the Presiden-

y.—(Athenseum April 10th.) ~

3. It is there stated that *“ not a single judgment has stood the test of an appeal,” that an
; ﬂmform blank is now to be found in the place of the manifold convictions which the lega
“ acumen of Mr. Bird for a time secured for the Government which appointed him,” that « the
. 'nnocetwe of the sufferers of Masulipatam has been estublished by Law” and much to the same
3 effect. - A simular article appeared on the 2d February asserting that only one decision then re-
' mained unreversed, declaring the Court’s Despatch on Masulipatam matters “ the most shameless
ument the writer had ever commented on” that “ it was doubly scandalous to treat as guilty
: Ixose who after the fullest trial by the appointed Courts of the land have been declared

j o "
g 4 I will not add more tban is necasa.ry to show to the Gov'emment how few of the Ma-

~ the advantage attaching to the anomolous position of appellants without respondents to answer

them, with utter ignorance on the part of the officers of Government of the assertions and argu-

ments put forth in appeal, the result in these cases has been very different from what has been
presented by the journal above allqded to.

. Mr Bird convicted 100 individuals (the actual number of convicted defendants in the

convicted” cases being 204) in 76 out of 90 cases

'C’ollecto-r': letter to Government which were brought to trial. I have not here any details

No. 4, 2d March 1854. shewing the result of the Commissioner’s disposal of the

appeals. In 67-cases brought forward in appeal 15 cases

~ were reversed by myself. My impression is that the Commissioner reversed about 9 or 10 cases

and that the convictions in 34 or 35 appealed cases were approved of by him. To the Civil
Court, appeals were preferred only in 14 cases in which the aggregate number of defendants had

een 64. The appellants were 10 iudividuals; representing, from some of them having been
‘concerned in 2 or more of these cases, 20 defendants. Of these 14 cases, '8 have beznreversed by
the Civil Court (5 by Mr. Cotton and 3 by Mr. Knox) and 6 have been confirmed in fall or in

‘part, 5 by Mr. Cotton and I by Mv. Knox. Of the grounds on which Mr. Cotton disapproved

f the decisions approved of by Mr. Bird, by myself, and by Mr. Elliot, I have official intima-
'tlon and in a letter which has probably not yet been laid before Government, I have express-
d my opinion that had it been possible for any one to appear on behalf of Government, some

f the grounds on which the judgments of reversal are based might have been shewn to be fal-
lacious. Of the grounds on which Mr. Knox reversed the last of the judgments which the Com-
- missioner determined to press against the late Sheristadar I have no official intimation. The

. case, the sharge of obtaining 10,000 Rupees from the Treasury through spurious Bonds, was

from its peculiar character a very complicated and very difficult one, in which I thought it not
improbable that the conviction might not be sustained before the Civil Coarts, and I entered
very fully into it in reporting to the Commissioner, but no casz bas ever come before me in
which I have been more fully convinced that the acts constituting the offence charged had been
_committed, nor do I anticipate that even the officer who has reversed the decision could have
arrived at any other conclusion, a general outline of this case No. 6 will I think be found in
Mr. Bird’s general report.
6. This brief and hasty sketch of the result of the cases which have come before the Civil
Court at Masulipatam, which is formed upon a Statement drawn up by the head Sheristadar just
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