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Proceedmga of th M, adms Government Revenue Departmt
20th December 1861.

Read the following papers : —
No. 185. Proc“eedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 31st August 1861, No. 4,721.

Read letters from the Collector of Madura dated 14th and 16th August 1861, Nos. 218 and
219 respectively, forvmdmg ‘his reports on the results of the Lst, 2nd and 3rd sets of charges
preferred asm Mr. Deputy Collector Hayes, together with his defence.

(h Cons. }Stb and 21st August 1861, Nos. 5,279 and 5,342. )
& ik i 1. Ordergd that the above papers and enclosufes
Tn Cons, 8th April 1861, No. 2,156, be submitted to Government, with reference to their

Proceedings, dated 8th Apnl 186l, No. 784, Revenue Department.
9. The Board are not certain that Government intended the Magistrate to submit these

papers through their Office ; but they have availed themselves of the opportunity to peruse the

defence and the Coﬂector s remarks.
(A true Extract.)

(Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Secretary.
5 L

No. 186. P‘-omdmg& of the Board of Revenue, dated 10th September 1861, No. -1-920

Read the follawmg letter from V. H. LEVINGE, Esq., Collector of Madura, to W. HUDLE-
“STON, Esq, Secretary*to the Beard of Revenue, Chepauk, dated Madura, 3rd

s‘epmsg 1861, No. 226.

Sir, ;
In obediense: ﬁﬁﬁoﬂe" of Government, dated the 220d August, No. 1,691, paragraph 1,

1 have the honor to transmit the record connected with the charges against Mr. Hayes upon %

whmll I have aubmltted my reports, under dates the 14th and 16th Aungust 1861, Nos. 213 and
219 alpecuvel y. P ;

~ Ordered to be submitted to Government in continuation of the Board’s Proceedings, dated
Slst Angmt 1861, No. 4,721,

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) W, HUDLESTON Secretary.

No. 187.  Procsedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 23rd September 1861, No. 5,143,

Mnhe«foﬂomng letter from the Collector of Madura, dated 9th September 1861, No. 233 :—
~ (InCons. 18th September 1861, No. 5,951.)

Ordered to be submitted to Government in continuation of the Bard's Proceedings, da.gd

313t Augnst 1861, No. 4,721

(A true Extract.)

(ngned) ‘W. HUDLESTON, semmy'
- ' g

——— ———
s e

No. 1808.. Br;)eoeﬂiugl of the Board ofRevenue, \dated‘.%th September 1861, No. 5,188.

Read the following letter from the Collector of Madura, dated 18th September 1861, No. 239 : —

(In Cons. 24th September 1861, No. 6,079.)

Ordered to'l;e submitted to Government in continuation of the Board’s Proceedings, dated
3lst Augnat 1861 and 23rd September 1861, Nos. 4,721 and 5,143 on the charges against

Mx.iDcputy Colbctor HlF'-

(A true Extract.)
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Secretary.
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2 Proceedings of the Madyras Government, Revenue Department,
20th December 1861.

N, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to J. D,
SIM, Esq., Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort Sajnt George,
dated Chepauk, 16th October 1861, No. 5,693,

SIR,
: L In continuation of their Proceedings, dated 1st
F",’g‘s?f‘g‘;";’,fggj - Do 100 Dalie October 1861, No. 5,302, I am directed by the Board to
From do. 8th, in Cons, 14th Qctober

forward the Collector’s reports on the 6th and 7th set of
1861, No. 6,526. 3
charges agaiust Mr. Deputy Collector Hayes.

2. The Board understand that there s

till remain one set of charges on which the Collector
has to report.

No. 190.  From W, HUDLESTON, E‘iq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to J, .

SIM, Esq., Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort Saint George,
dated Chepauk, 18:h October 1861, No. 5,747.

Sig,
Siaia R Iam directed by the Board to transmit Mr. Levinge's
“f’?ef,{“gi'?ﬁss. b Teport on the 8th and last set of charges against Mr, Deputy
Collectoy Hayes.
No. 191. MINUTE BY THE HONORABLE Ww. A. MOREHEAD.

Hayes,
ses I, however, only received a few days ago, and
ppareat delay in my disposal of them.

y long and unsatisfactory. It has been attempted
Mr. Levinge has, moreover, conducted his proceed-
as to expose ‘lem to almost all of the objections which Mr, Hayes

1. T have gone through the reportse&e., on the eight charges brought against Mr,
Some of the records connected with theg

it is this circumstance which has caused the g

2. The records submitted are ‘tedious]

to prove too much against Mr., Hayes, and
ings in a manner so unusual
has urged against them.

3. In none of the charges does it appear to me that actual dishonesty has been established,
that is to say, that it has been proved that My, Hayes has taken mouney for his own private
use. But the records are neverthelessf Wof instances of the most grave irregularities and errors
of judgment, which are not denied by Mr.:Hayes, and many of which are of so serious a nature

as clearly to show that My, Hayes is unfit to be trusted with the powers he has had conferred
on him. =

% 4. In respect, to this charge and jts eight counts,

question the truth'of the explanation afforded by Me,
thifik that the corruption charged Ha

the responsibility which Jmust attach to him for the commi

I see no reason to
Hayes. I do not

n now does not recognize as being in

5. These charges deprived of the allegations of corruption set out in
them, and for which in my opinion no sufficient grounds exist, become
comparatively slight, in fact they are reduced to littlevmote than errors of judgment.

No. 4. 6. This charge broke down,

7. These éharges have been so split up into minute and almost frivo.
lous counts, and have been dealt with in so confused a manner, that it is quie
impossible, at least I find it so, to arrive at the conclusion contended fon.' by Mr..L.evmg.e, that
Mr. Hayes in the instances charged actefl dishonestly. In respect to hml coxrix::xis;::lo; grave
irregularities, the remarks made by me in regard to the first charge apply w qual force to
the charges in question,

Nos. 2 and 3.

Nos. 5, 6 and 8.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 3
. 20th December 1861.

8. This charge sets out sundry monetary transactions that took
' i y B transactions
No.7. place between Mr. Hayes and one Sivasamy Taver, These

Mr. Hayes' ful'ly :}LIr?lI::Ot accept Mr. Hayes' explanation. T cannot believe‘ t.ha‘t Mr. Hayes
In. thin ase 3. 84 issued by Government precluding their Covenanted Civil Servants from
was ignorant of tll<.3 order's thN Natives residing within their jurisdiction. It was, therefore, if he
Raving Money dea'lmg.s .Wl,l fkchis order to himself, clearly his duty, in my opinion, before he
doubted the aPPl‘cabllui‘ :e ascertained'that Deputy Collectors were governed by rules, in
acted id the ma.tlel‘ = (.l tions, other than those prescribed for the guidance of the rest of the
TESPERS-NG. JECRROEY transljc.: rict, The papers now before Government show that Mr. Hayes
Tevenne Ofﬁce.rs - th? losr:din;r with Mr. Levinge in a demi-official manner, and that conse-
was in the habit of conespl = Obbtained on a point of this importance the opinion of his Col-
quently for L\].:l'. flla)’e:;(;a:zral proceeding, whilst the omission to do so must create feelings
: e a :
:)efc:;s,tzzst aa:(limdpissatisfaction in respect to Mr. Hayes’ conduct.

- ion to be decided is, what is to be done with Mr., Hayes. Itis evident he
9. The question is. Toreduce himin point of salary, and place him in charge ofa Treasury
cannot remain where heis. trol of a Collector, would preclude the possibility of his again com-
immediately under the col;‘ r has now been guilty of. But I am inclified to think that the safest
mitting the irregular aCtsb eforl the Government to cease keeping Mr. Hayes in their employ.
and wisest ehFTa voRid e laim upon Government ; he has only been in the service for a short
Mr, Hayes l.)as gngire nlo cr:ls ongible situation Le was placed in, the Government had no means
Pl ﬁ?i:seft:i‘aie\vhifh he has had certainly shows that his selection for a Deputy
of knowing, and th
Y ip was a mistake.
('o“elc(;i)m']l‘ll:e objectionable acts for which I condemn Mr. Hayes are—

1 lect of the rules and instructions laid down for the imposition and collection
(L) A total neg
Tax. g
of v IncoFle 'l‘li lity (Case No. 5) of placing in confinement persons whose Income returns he
(2.) The illega
be incorrect. L T P
e T;3 highly improper manner in which be raised subscriptions for the improvement of
(3.) The hig

=t t((:")“ O'f‘li:mt!}:zd;ums subscribed by individuals were so large as to render it altogether im-

bable that they were given voluntarily, the more so when such sums were subscribed by
robable that the e ;
geop]e in no way connected with the town of Ramnad.

ircumstance that the collection of the above sums was always connected with the
cu - . -
(5.) ?2: cir nment dues, enforced by Government servants, and necessarily leading in the
7 over .
i ';en:‘ :h people to the conclusion that the whole was an act of the Government.
minds of the

6.) The objectionable nature of his money transactions with Sivasamy Taver.
2 (Signed) W. MOREHEAD.
4th October 1861.

No. 192, MINUTE BY THE HONORABLE E. MALTBY. o e

1 nerally with Mr. Morehead in his remarks on these eight charges ‘ lnﬁ":
(- ¢ . . y
t agl:eet rgnr opinion is stronger than that expressed by him g e Hai’es
;M" IIIH)":'S’ a:d mi)sconduct, and I consider him quite unfit to remain in Government employ.
irregularities

l idence is not sufficient to establish personal corruption before a Criminal
[ [ the eviden odia -
o l\it tHe * conduct has given the gravest cause for suspicion by the grossly 1mpl'°Pe;
. Hayes . s
it i hich he collected money from persons who came before him officially ol i
manner in whic

the Income Tax or examinees for the office of Village Moonsiff.

S
3. Mr. Hayes explains that he received this money to improve the town of Ramn

] the Protestant Church there; but no public servant is allowed to levy money at his own
eniarge th :
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4 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
20th December 1861.

discretion for &ch purposes, since to permit such conduct is to open immediately the widest
door to opp corruption. Here there is ample proof of oppression, that is to say of

money \b;;g been extorted through official influence, and as I have remarked above, Mr. Hayes
has given grave cause t’@ihis own character for honesty being distrusted.

4. 1T entirely concur in the reasons
Government employ, and T w%uld add to

5. In the Tth count of Case I,
untruthfulness,

given by Mr. Morehead for removing Mr. Hayes from
them as follows.

it appears to me that Mr. Hayes is convicted of
6. In Cases II. and III. I consider that Mr,

judgment. The unjustifiable detention in confinement
opinion, gross and deliberate abuse of authority,

Hayes is guilty of more than errors of
of some of these persons argues, in my

7. Case V. would alone, I consider, necessitate Mn, Hayes' dismissal. Here Mr. Hayes
admits that be had kept five persons in confinement some kféys for giving in wrong returns of
income, though such continement is entirely illegal and in defiance of the provisions of the Act,
which were expressly framed to protect the people from any such treatment. But thisis not
all. Tandavaroyen Chetty, the person mentioned in the case, was made to pay Rupees 100 to
what Mr. Hayes calls his Madura Town Fund, although he had no special interest in the town,
and such a subseription was out of all Proportion to his means since it would have exceeded his
payment for the Income Tax, even if Mr. Hayes estimate of his income was correct. All
Mr. Hayes can say in his defence is that Tandavaroyen Chetty paid the Rupees 100 before he
was put in custody, a very doubtful point,

8. Case VIIL exhibits a similarly reckless abuse of authority. Some Village Moonsiffs

who were summoned for examination as to their qualifications were made to subseribe
Rupees 70 and 40 either to the Madura Town Fund” or the Madura Church, although they
were 80 poor as not to be assessed to the Ingome Tax. Mr. Hayes cannot deny this, and

Mzr. Levinge pertinently asks—Where could they get such sums, and what extortions were they
in turn to practise in their villages to reimburse themselves ?

9, It isalso to be remembered that these irregu'arities, and these extortions (for such
I must call them), were practised at a time when Mr. Hayes was entrusted with the confidential

task of carrying out the Income Tax, and was expected to skow the greatest caution and
conciliation. Wiy

10. Case VIL I fully concur with Mr.-

Morehead in thinking Mr. Hayes’ money
transactions with Sivasamy Taver highly objection

able and against rule.
11. They are aggravated in my opinion by two facts—

(I.) He deducted Rupees 4,000 from the Rupees 15,000 to be paid for the Promissory

Note for Rupees 20,000 in the 4 per cent. Loan, asa subscription for the Madura Church,
which he was enlarging because his wife had been lﬁ&ly buried there,

(2) When Sivasamy Taver died a balance wa$ still due,

: for this Promissory Note,
and his widow had to file a suit against Mr. Hay%fore it was paid.

12. The records submitted with these cases are,.

» as remarked by Mr, Morehead,
““ tediously long and unsatisfactory,” and this observation applies, in wy opinion, to the defence

as well as to the prosecution. It would have beén better if thé Magistrate had confined himself,
in the first instance at least, to some of the more promineut charges, and he is open to more
serious blame for the highly unbecoming expressions and remarks which he has recorded
regarding Mr. Hayes. I believe that they sprang from an honest indignation at Mr. Hayes’
abuse of his authority, and at the irritation which has thereby been excited against our
administration, but such violent expressions are inexcusable in one holding Mr. Levinge's
position, and weaken instead of supporting a cause.

13. Indeed the violence of these expressions, joined to the time v.vhi'ch has elapsed since
the acts charged against Mr, Hayes, help me to the conclusion that it is best to leave the

ol b
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ially to acts of wrongful imprisonment) to
ies ini r. Hayes (I allude more especially wrong | ! :
P a,t,e;u.-,_,ured :Zixss in tze Courts, and that Government should limit itself to removing him
ir own 3. ; . v
;:::1 tit: service instead of ordering a criminal prosecution against him.

E. MALTBY.
18th November 1861.

No. 193 MINUTE BY THE HONORABLE THE PRESIDENT.
0. .
MR. HAYES' cask.
No. 5.

i iven in this case, Mr. Hayes’ defence, and
; carefully over the evidence given in t 2 .
I I h;tve gon:;ents. It is proved and admitted by Mr. Hayes that he did confine
Mr.dLe"ﬂge E co(;n four others for, as Mr. Hayes states, having sent in incorrect returns of income.
Tandavaroyen, an

; . i the
i f the accuser is precise as to the fact of his imprisonment, as to
2. The oc(a)vﬁencz s‘:‘s road subscription, 32 Rupees as a bribe, 20 Rupees as Income Tax;
payment of 1 b‘g’: as he says forced from him by threats of surcharge. Other witnesses
the .100 Rupefes tha:gthe 100 Rupees in question was not inserted in the accounts of the Road
;fs"gy t°tt,llw 2;:: or 29th April, although Mr. Hayes says that it was received on 22nd of
F:ll:rual:'; :nd the prosecutor says that he paid it on 28th February.

3' The statement of prosecutor or accuser is corroborated as to the fact of the
g pris.onme:t :nd in several minor details, such as Mr. Hayes having gone out to ride, &c.
im

4. Mr. Hayes' defence turns first on the evident animus of Mr. Levinge as against him.
- Mr. to yroVe the payment of the sum of 100 Rupees on 22nd February and not on 28th,

He ttl:indu}l)e; pr:’“cuwr which of course, if believed, would relieve him from the charge of
€ ’ . .

;Zv?ng imprisoned the man for the purpose of extorting this sum.

5. But his principal witness, Mr. Stevens, seems only able to prove that he inserted the
sum a;s paid on 22nd of some month, and can only give Mr. Hayes' assertion as to the fact of
u
this.

6. Upon the whole, my opinion is unfavorable to Mr Hayes; and though 1 think. that
the tone and language of Mr. Levinge are singularl).' deficient in all t.hfxt should characterl%e a
man called upon to sit in judgment upon his subordinate, and as deserving severe rgpreh?nsmn,
I cannot on that account acquit Mr. Hayes, whose defence though drawn up with singular
ingenuity appears to me deficient in straightforwardness and honesty,

7. There is no doubt that Mr. Hayes acted illegally in confining the five men. There is
no do'ubt that he acted contrary to positive instructions of the Government. There is strong
suspicion, to give it the mildest name, that he did extort 100 Rupees from the prosecutor.

8. There is also strong suspicion that he did intend to appropriate this sum to his own
use ; giving him, however, the benefit of the doubt in this, he is clearly guilty of having acted
most improperly in confining these men, a.nd' on this account I think that he is not. the sort
of person whom it would be desirable to retain in the service of the Government. Having come
to this decision upon this case, I do not think it necessary to go into the other charges brought
against Mr. Hayes.

(Signed) W. DENISON.
19tk December 1861.

No. 194. OrpER THEREON, 20th December 1861, No. 2,337.

1. The Governor in Council has carefully considered the charges preferred aga-inst
Mr. Hayes, his defence, and the evidence in support of the prosecution and defence, and has arrived
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