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s of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment

Proceeding
27th August 1863.

Ao

No. 28],  Read the following Proceedings of the Madras Government in the Judicial
Department :— .

Declining to interfere with the decision of the High. Court, H ’
he dismissal of Ramasawmy Ayer, Tahsildar of ( ere enter 18th AUgust 1863, No. 1 323)
] ide

- directing 4| :
Maonargadi Talook in Tanjore.

ORrDER 'rmmx:’or:, 27th August 1863, No. 1,573,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue for information,
(True Extract.)

No. 282,

Deputy Secretary to ‘Govemmenf:

To the Board of Revenue with Proceedings Judicial Department, No. 1,323,

Exd. 8. T. Augﬂusti‘n.“

RdndOnianlie ok




“pation of his_conduct, he ventures 10 50
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JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

PROCEEDINGS OF TIHE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

Real the following papers :—

To tue Ricur IloNoRABLE THE Governonr 1§ CoUNCIL,
Fort Saint George.

The humble petition of RAMASAWMY IYER,
late Tasildar and Sub-Magistrate of Munnor-
goody in the District of Tanjore.

SHEWETH,

1. That your petitioner begs to submit the following appeal to your Excellency in Council

from the enclosed orders of the High Court of Madras directing his summary removal from ofﬁce,

for supposed impropriety of conduct in his capacity of 2nd class Subordinate Magistrate of the
said Taluq. '

9. Enclosed also are the Jetters of the Acting Collector and Magistrate of Tanjore upon

which the Proceedings of the 1ligh Court are founded, and my defence given before the Acting

Magistrate. ‘

3. To the above documents and to the following explanation of your Petitioner in excul-

licit that consideration and attention of Government

which they are cver ready to show to their aggrieved servants.
4. The High Court begin by remarking that the outrage forming the subject of the

Acting Magistrate’s report has been most jnadequately punished; but as that punishment was

accorded by the Deputy Magistrate in charge of the Talug, and confirmed by the Acting Magis-
trate, your petitioner has only to state that the remark does not affect him. °

5. The High Court next remark that ¢ The matter (of the alleged outrage) was imme-
« diately reported to the Sub-Mazistrate, and a regular complaint was made on the succeeding
“ day. Instead of proceeding in the matter, he delayed the inquiry under the pretext that he
“ required the pecuniary value of the injury to be stated. This defeace is not only, as the Acting
* Magistrate shows, manifestly false, but it would, if true, show that the Sub-Magistrate is s?)
¢ jgnorant of his duties as to merit removal. 1t would be equally intelligible for a Magistrate,
& hefore whom an information for murder was laid, to postpone action until informed of the
« yalue of the clothes of the deceased.” 1t is true that the matter was reported to your peti-
sioner on the 14th of July 1862. On talking it over to the Sub-overseer, who brought the Yodast
be (Sub-overseer) was jgnorant of the exact amount of the damage that had been done, and you;
petitioner, believing in good faith that it was necessary to know the precise amount of the
damage asked the Sub-overseer to proceed to the spot and ascertain particulars and thus come
prepared next day to state the complaint. He accordingly came next day and gave a deposition
Le stated fhe damage at 50 Rupces, which he was not able to do the previous day; and
therefore your petitioner’s defence, which the High Court state was manifestly false, was n:)t so
On this point, your petitioner, need only refer to the Sub-overseer’s deposition. )

6. As to your petitioner's ground for considering it nccessary in the first instancé to
ascertain the extent of the damage, he begs to refer to sections 426 and 427 of the Indian Penal
Code, the latter of which expressly applies to cases of damages to the amount of 50 Rupees
end upwards, while the former to cases where the damage is under that limit. And under

in which

each of these sections, the Procedure is different, the law requiring only a summons to b
;ssued in complaints under Section 426, and & Warrant in those under 427, Again, complain te
) D ’ s

-under the former Section are adjudicable by any Magistrate, while those under the latter are

triable only by a Magistrate of the District, -or Sub-Magistrate of the first Class; and
unless, your petitioner koew under which of these the complaint fell, he ¢ uld not ’ossi-
bly know under which Chapter of the Criminal Procedure Act (XXV of 1861), whether Clrl)a t

‘Xl[ or XV, he was to proceed. It was under such consideration, that your Petitioner hi .
1ated to enter into an inquiry at once, and asked the Sub-Overseer to ascertain the amountsx-f
damage ; and potwithstanding the remark in the High Court’s Proceedings to the cuntrar0

your petitioner is «till unable to see how he was wrong in his view, and wrong to such a de ry’
as to merit removal on that score. It would be the height of presumpti:n and disres 8e:te
ful in your petitioner to say any thing in such a matter in opposition to so high an auth‘:nit;



ey

2
as the Highest Court of Judicature in (he Presidency, but, in self Jefence your petirioner is
constrained to submit to your Excellency in Council, whether there is any parallel whatever
between a case of mischief, in which the exteut of punishment and the mcde of procedure
are, by law, expressly made to depend upon the amount of damage done, and the hypotheticed
case of murder, and

the value of the clothes of the deceased, to which the Iligh Court refer in
their Procecdings, in condemnation of your petitioner’s cunduct.

7. If, in offering the furesoing expl
he acted bond fide in considering it neces
damage reported,

anation, your petitioner has succeede

sary, in the first instance, to ascert
and in accordingly poetponing

ascertained, the conclusions which the 11
itin connection wi:h certain collate
allude to the wealth of the defendan
influenced by the man. Tt is true that the said defe
in Munnorgoody, and he holds a good sueial position ;

Excellency that his wealth is a my ate of great indeb!edness, but unlor:
this is a point not susceptible of easy proof, snd your petitioner's asse
to that of so high &n official as the Acting Collector to the contrary, car
aware, carry any weight. But however this may be, the fact of tle said
eventually committed to the Deputy Magistrate’s Court for t
and of his having been convicted thercon the evidence record

your petitioner, show, he presumes, that his sympathy was not at all with Ramyan in the sense,
implied by the High Court; and if further proof were wanting, your petiiioner would mention
the fact that only just prior to hi

s removal from office, your petitioner tried and committed
the said self same Ramyan to 1he Sessions Court on a charge of hLis baving abusad 1

as Village Moonsiff,

din showing that

ain the value of tle
action for a day for allowing of that puint being
igh Court draw from his conduct in th

at respect, taking
ral circumstances, lose much of their force, The Court

¥y that your petitioner must have been
ndant Rama Iyen is o lirze Lindholder

but your petitioner begs to assure your
thic., Misisinast

una‘ely
riion, put in opposition
1o, your pe‘itioner is
Ramyyen having been
ial by your petitioner himself
el in the investigatien held by

§ powers

gnisant being made to buy off the evidence.” Ou this
point your petitioner will only state that no information was laid before Lim by the Police

or others of the attempt to bribe one of the witnesses in the case ; that at the time this attempt
was being made, your petitioner had entered upon the investigation for baving delayed which
for a day he has since been taken to task so severely ; that the party attempted to be bribed
was a principal witness in that investigation, and had failed to attend in obedience to a sum-
mons, and that a warrant had consequently to be issued. ‘This was the simple trut!?, and
your petitioner will only further submit to your Excellency whether if hg was at all in the
secret asalleged, i. ¢., if he connived at the attempt to bribe the witness, whether in such case
your petitioner would send a warrant to disturb Ramyan’s agents and the witness Ponniya
Pillay in the midst of their negotiations. Your Petitioner fails to see what he »Yould lufvle
gained by trying to get the witness o ut of the DPolice Inspector’s haunds for the time, wl}]ucx
is the interpretation placed by the Acting Magistrate on the issue of th? warra.r{t, wl‘xen.t ere
was nothing to prevent the Inspector following the witness anfl concluding the inquiry in the
Talug Cutcherry itself before and in spite of your petitioner, if he was thought to' thwart the
Police. This indeed was the proper course for the: Ins;')ector and not to detain
Pillay in opposition to a Magistrate’s warrant ; and the Acting ?ollector,
that your petitioner had to send three different pe-rsons for t}je witness, .
9. The last attendant circumstances to which the Iligh Court refer ag rendering your
Petitioner’s conduct in delaying to take action in the Tunn.el Case, one of gross i.mpropn'ely is
« The absconding of the principal offender.” Your petitioner denies that he timed his Pro-
ceedings £o as to allow the principal offender, Ramyan's son., to escape,
your petitioner has already explained. The three diys which were allowed for the appe.rance
of witnesses, on Which the Acting Magistrate lays some stress, were wanted for thcr cases and
for other business pending in your petitioner’s office on the Revenue aud ‘I\Iaglsu.:rml S(dc-s;
and your petitioner need hardly submit that in every well—regu]atc.d f)f?]ce it is essentu;l
that too many caces should not be brought on for hearing or too many individuals congregate

Ponniya
it will be seen, admits

The delay of 21 Lours.
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both of the people and O'f the ?fﬁcial.s-, but t:x;xet
imed as to admit of due attention be:l‘ng. g'nen;o
hould be 80 tlme' arly in so large a District as T'anjore, It was
o pariion }ll ved forbthe appearance of the witnesses
s a Oltter of course in every public ofiice
ail:: cages on the file at the timeand tl-li
on whatever to apprehend !:hah t}xedcaieh?s
each the proportions it afterwards did to in ue s
aares oF 19&0*1. ‘t:mter The * Hizh Court ];bemselv;s anbeen
up this one -“]5 . ed until all the cases ha
o iavestigation Eavmia}:ee?he(;ezlii{l, should never .b'e want?nly ha;:
hether Native 1_4\11'0{" e’xplanation, and tardiness 1n entermg }lp
d for calling 'Or' » It seems, after thig, your petitioner
e to precipie 07 .'t'oner’s « dilatoriness was iptended to
AT l” If your petitioner had any inten-
~ esjalfii been in commanication with him on
an R o

: jence
. jnconvenle
m(" (’.0 lhe
. the same L
tog( ther at

jes s
the appearance of [.mruef e a Tahsild
varieus mat:ers co ninyg be \;r et three days w

. ™~ v, . 1 &
. : this view onl) . llowed as
with this, and.n question. Such time 18 a
in the case 1

Y to ot
i ith reference
@ to circumstances, 1. € with
na

H . . . 10 reas
ascordi petitioner had

; ur
ress of other work ; and yo f
] 1d assume ths fe

stion wou -
questio Jer work to take

setting aside all otl i
“ do not disapprove 0
w
« disposed of. OPﬁc.ersI b
+ rassed until there iscleat 5 o
iry is very preler
“ such an emlulr). is : anlsistent o say
respectfully submits, 10 e pportunit
< furnish the principal effender ¥

4 .
inysn s SO, i ays time for the case to
vor the escape of Ramyans been not Lo give three day
tion whatever to fa mplest plan would have
H {ar the stmp
the subjct, by

y on the
. vise the offender to escape
. 1t open to animadversion, but t(c; iqken the prosecutor’s deposition and
come on and thus lay hlKmld'otpl - after youg petitioner ha i dls to appear next day. Your peti-
“ch ate ‘tie !
nizht at least of 15th immedia e‘ywas and summon the party o cormngement in the fuct of his
seen what the nature of (he fl‘s cy will see no such tdrace‘ o : for the case to come on and for
! en . ays tim s
. ¢t your Exce £ business, three
tioner trasts h i ourse 0 . d ‘
. . rdinary ¢ he time so fixed. o for
. iven, in the o j efore the i : . ite mode of avoiding,
ltll?‘mg'jxder l’mving escaped two da}; bescaping to Karical 13 a.ﬁ‘,’?du:rl: as deserting to Pondi-
e 010 The truth of the mattehrt ;o bear on the Tanjore )I;;a;:)r‘ a’pri'vate debt or the Pub'-
* Y 24 . . ,
the nonce, any pressuré bl;";)mh Arcot; a pressing flemanmm ¢ o Kasical for the moment-
cherry is with the people © Lension, i8 sufficient to d”-V;:‘aware that when called upon.to
lic Kist or a warrant for ?pplﬁ?.e ~ 7 he Government st lie Mirasidars affected escaped bodily
without a thought for the futlm t;me of a former Collector, 1 eent Acting Collector Mr, Morris
sion the survey accounts 1 “:entures to put it to the p;ef]oint Magistrate at Mayaveram in
roner ¥ ) wa |
t:l(arical-‘ Your Pct}monese before himself when he he Sheally Talug named Ramyan, was
whether in a Magisteriel .mll ’d wealthy landbolder of lt e
i Linflocntial o or did not escape 0 . etitioner
which ap?werfu '. that landholder did it Magistrate’s file. - Besides, your p
charaed with an offence, nseitled on the join S Katical on the part of one whom
. . uns R e !
cons:qumce still pcnlh-ng to advise such & ste;z as eacaPt - the District would be liable to
woul 1 be extremely fooha:h < Lnown that all his property
hen 1t 13 . _
ished to favor, when 1 e law. L roon
he wis 1 confiscation under th ! s Proceedings, it is s.ta,te@ as a furfher re
attachment 7€ ¢ anh of the ITigh Court’s tro¢ loy, that your petitioner is reported
11. In the 4th l’arag'a}ll)- ss to remain in public employ, lous,”
. “tioner's unworthine bold and unserupulo ) b s 1t .
for your petitioncrs Afr. Morris, © As a man % he District with one already pums_hf.:d
by his official superior B&%: hat boldness by traversing has only to submit that if an opinion
1 ¢ to have exhibited tha ¢ of this, yOUF petitioner ha
shown Grst par ,
. On the firs
for misconduct.

ed by t b ' !
dividual Officer such as that S¥PE Taluq Tahsildar and Magistrate who has faultlessly
of an individu: !
2 ervant in
the charadter ol a s 2

G the posion ?J red by your Excellency to be sufficient to deprive

ot 16 yoars 13 Gotslers .. ly beas leave to
- ; ¢ 16 years 18 ¢C . decigsion. He only beg
sorved (1° reramer o titioner will rest content with the dec

ffice, your pe
t servant of 0 per !
;‘Rmic for the perusal of Governm
£

. H . . t.-
the accompanying certificates testifying to your peti
t, the ‘
1 ave
ts. Mr. Morris cannot ha
tioner's antecedents.

personaily known your petitioner for more than

: as known him. i

£ the 12 during whieh he states he hmioner has beed " travérsing the ])_}atuct vmh,a

3 years out o ~ ‘charga that your peuitx \te that, that person was lately

wateos rega"{l . thfir n:is:onducb, your Pelitioner beee ?t ‘“(31 tWif:h 'this dismissed Peon.

person alrea iy punishad titioner deanies that he ever assocu.ie e o
the Taluq Dufladar. Your poH i siself sufficient to forbid such a thing.” Fuv y

The difference in their sozial positions 15 ini _

{ari ; ase 13 in-
Karical, and whether the ¢

and that heis further:

he present Acting Collector of Tanjore as to-
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petitivner can have r, i b
0 pos ‘! . . . Wi st.bon
0 possible wmotive iy gonz about with him; Lut this much the p

know . .

Ac:’i?): g’o‘ﬁe ‘he'ca,e' that the Penn, ytill in hopes of re-employmeat, keeps Langiaz whout lh.a

mom:mm‘a;cm;s the D‘tl’“l) Uoliector's wnd Taluq Cutcherrics; and if inquiry were n't this
€ the probability would be tl,at he would be fouad amony a crowd of Woon:aduvars

at the Collector”
8 Cutclery Plicui h
. J raing the C )11:, . o 1 ‘ i
13, What the Acting guing oll:etor to re-employ hir

' : . . : is 10
reality no Govery Co'lector calls in Lis letter an important Government work ub
Engineer Achuta?\"fl’l:w?rk.m all. Itis entirely #nd exclurively fur the benefit of the Sub-
he possesses s Qsu‘.mnooa?‘-dla‘.!e of Kudithnngicl‘e.y, Ile, Ly the opportunitics and influence

wuUD-Fner .

O-Lngiveer in charge of the Twluq has Leen uble to devise and to °b‘°:!“
ing property beloning N Work. for the Lenefit of his own and to the detriment of surreuie”
23 it did and does tn O?h‘o other Mirasidars, and your petitioner confesses that it appeared 10 1‘:“‘:
the opportunities ag \c}:rs Il‘\the District, that a public servant holding the office and enjorina

' achuta Naj . ey . '
plans for the improvement ;' 2idoo does, shoull Le able to project, and carry out, with '"‘P"Ntf);
of linds acquired by Lim in the ‘lalug in which he i4 emp“))"d' A

the manifest in;
Jury of otheg’s ¢ . . - . tie
toner from doing uterests, but this knowledge of unfairness did not deter your B¢

sanction for CaITying Gut tl,

14 bis duty.
M will uee
ur ¢ > ) o
in the Tunnel case was 2your Excellency in Council ag strange that if your petitioners conduc-:
Pen tothe suspicion which the Acting Collector has since rcptcscnlcd !

to be, no:hine w .
as said .

Acting Magis:rate hims:ll:‘mf: 1ty the Deputy Magistrate when disposing of the Case or by tho
ings commenced some 6 m ; llen he reviewed it on ﬂP.pcal. but that action was taken and P"OC“J'
be unbEcoming on the p"(:“tfls after th.e case had been closed and finally disposed of. It would
investigation held by the zct{OHrCPlcmioner to say any thing N‘gar:ﬁng the character of 1h¢
n" : . . - -
ow the ani? ollector, but an inspection of the record of the inguirys 2°

wy defence, would s}
N O,
Under these circumsty e yomeonch it was cond o

. n I \ ... ! i
give an attentive consideray; %5, your petitioner begs that your Excellency in Council e
Ee o cration to all the bearings of the d

: a3 been deprived of office with i s ehrae
surmise, and direct b -

i3 restoration’o .

: ; the situatj

summarily removed, or, in the eveat of any ¢
y do

as 10 the propriety of Testoring your petitione
ato by the full Court in
And your p

the very slender grounds o7
gma on his character on the mere suspicion 3%,
on from which hu Lus Leen so tnconidesatcly «¢
ubt remaini{\g upon the mi-"d of your EX(‘C“‘-“C:
T you will be pleased to order 1he whole Rccord‘

cluding the Judges of the late Supremeo Court.

MapRas, Srd June 1863, etitioncr shall ever pray.

To His Exceriency tyg Gevernor 1y Couxcit
- : ¢ 4
Most HoNorep Sir, Fort Suint George,
With consummate diffid
ence anl humiliato i

.  lone : : : lines
before your Excellency’s benign notjce ™ 1 begleave to Lring the following fu¥ bt
I have on the 3rd instant, addressed gy o

against t isi o co¢ au appeal petition ty your Excellency in Couoet

gainst the decision of the Il'loh Court, dismissing me from my o3 your ["xcdlmcy in ate
As some of the facts I am desirous of laying before your Exi xl)l " Or'T‘h“l eod Sub-Mlag in
meationed, I request that this petition may Coney in Co "

; t the
be take unci}, are no
former one. nasasupplement or iy

conjunction With il
(1). 1havedrawn out Memoranda of the (t
\ i ) elev it ing
Magistrate to ground my dismissal upon. Of tliese the (0§nn§,?:::ézmi; tm by ‘-bo c‘:::;;
e margin

- on X g
That of Police Tnspeetor Mattialoo Naik.n .. ... 1 ly the charge bronght aZainst me of Laving
” » Pouna Pillay .

altere 7 s s he
2] » Govnda Pulny . "'."”‘ - 2 d a.“ ll’l‘ant, 8“(1 lhe r(‘”)f\lnlﬂg two of 1‘ ]
» 2 ‘;“thimmlum Y § Sub-Engmecg and S“b'ove'“‘r goto prove “8
. erzmaul Naiken.,. .. .., 1ali i ‘
:: Constabls i_z’xmbusiva Iyen :..‘ oes e g Charge of partmluy. Asstated in psn\gnlm
»  Defiidar D?.f;’:ﬂ;yi;??é:" we oo oo 7 of my first petition, tle first charge was cause
»  Dulterbund Srinivasa Iyengar v, —on .. 5 by the Sub.Engineerand Police Inspector bavitd

. s
prevented on the 1Sth June the sersing ©

a8 1z 3 . . i llo.
werrant 1ssued in the name of one Ponniuh Pillay, witness in the case of Tunnel Lreaking,

5
has accordingly becn returned by the Police.on tﬁe
‘ ate with the: records connected »?'nh l. e
:re liable to be punished for having pre-
her inquired into at t‘d.e Deputy Mag(;
t’s Court, nor has any decision been passe

aviant,
¢, the wari "
' then Deputy Magist
gub-Engincen &e., are
ance was nelt

did not obey the summons.
next date, and has been sent to the
Tunnel breaking case. While the circumst
vented the serving of the warrant ; that

ing Magistrd .t the trath of the above
. .1 i the Actng Médo . rl ,test‘fy the tr
istrat's cffice, or on appeal, 10 ‘l rn of the warrant will clearly
.. . ‘I'he retu
upon it in either place.

o tried thelr best, and first brought upon
the Sub- Bl . d their subordinates gave several
. . 1 ] .
facts, To ward off this blamt‘:l warrant. 1 hough lhe‘yv}?ll e was being e eeented
' | a u : l ’ ° . .
me a charge of Laving change Jed tobe 2 false one ‘u e T e idence o
proafs for that charge, it was dectde nstable, who 18 the 'Gttl e m,amr; T s
- : jnquire 1nt0
the Police Inspector persud e £0 i0qU
-d the A
me. I then requested !

. I xcellency in Council

.o of that witness will pro\.w t?, t,y(;?lll;o my possestion a letter

.conductel about it.  ‘The dclfob_m(m ¢ trath; moreover having £0 itness) to the 7th witness,

; {hnl mv above assertion is{ nothing b:b the sub-Overseer (U1th w.x |jie.'\l e in this Case,

" and a self’ written Memorandums sef’ er ifthe spid warrant and the PJI:::LJI\)‘C“D" Magistiate and

Police Peon Numasivayer, .lhc l-“tulc:rlq;ilxst me, 1 sbowed th-emb;;) nothing to:k place. Ibelieve

persuading him to give ewdcnbc:c‘;:dwtcd at least al])out::ls’above ass.-r:ion b:yond all doubt-
requested that an inquiry M2y 0% ° | by themselves P ace 112

.1 F, wil
that the enclosures marked B, I, ¢ o artial ity there wers i
(2.) Forthe second charg: of 5 the serving of the warrant 1

svente
pl‘v..\c ; :
his comrade 10 thea. ove prover
g in his deposition g

ting Magi

two witacsges ; 016 the Sub-Kngineer,
the first case, and the other

'v (l SVhO ll‘ied to diSSuade &
v rQVe t‘ ] act, ain
bo e plC n

who is my enetny ond b questioued by the Acting Magis-

the Sub.overseer, sho Was . in that the blame is not directly

wiiners. The Sub-Engineer St"ttfair]y in the case. Thus even lTh;s S eition et at all

trate, that it appears a8 ifacted WRREL 05 any other way: AT aviance with the other.

laid upon wme, Ne'uhe:- isthe c ‘ee:‘ pay in some places, oneé 1: ?\,e Ating Mogistrate’s having
agree with that of the bub_Ovcfi \:' what was the grou“d ) f ll' having reported it to Higher,

+ T am therefore still at & s 10 n(:wo guch depositions, an.d o 3}8 lee fu: yourself what ground

- mned a b OpEIcf'ﬂb‘l‘h"“‘ 3::!0;0111' Excellency in Council to Judg ry pad report

£ uthoritics, I humbly req

i istri t l‘ile a ve
~Xal‘ lstrdt(‘ Y
d )OSll'lOns to mill\e the Actl o 4 +] ow
' O 6[
was in these tw ne \ ¥

iah Courts ‘ 1 near
r of the Illgh -t the fact that I have nes
tbout me as appems from the orde ctition mY arzuments against being stated by the
(3.) Though [have sct up in my firstP ' Court order as being
wous! )
' 2 hment,
\as suffered punie

found in the Iligh shily bringing it
me a wan who'l Jot inclined to €°

i ition without slig ;

nclude this Pgt . fact were true is it not right to

. " . ov . e

Acting Magistrate, yet ! ﬂm“ ellency in Council- l.f the ords connected with this inquiry.

acain to the notice of yout lecd apon by any one 1 the reco e, question me
° . a touche :
expect that WOI“M tbhv Acting Magistrate ghould, 1

. . t the Ae
Oris it not just tha

f he .hﬂs any doubt Of (.he 8
(]I)o w n e le”ﬂld]‘.ng lhe Sa”)e‘
. ‘N 19 defenc -y
ut it and tllLe do "

H’llile Dcither was the Case, it 1S extra_
inar, t ‘l w tl was Jv y c in‘ L\la lSt ate.
(H‘(I (] On‘ il] tlle l‘epOl‘tS Of the A. 9 by t
a ) o an 10 i | 1n o )\
i 1 o
.v ‘ l 3 o
nly ull’ll”ate 0b|ec
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URDER THEREON, 18th August 18G5, No. 1,523

. H f
i : Aatin to this Case,and is o
The Governor in Council has carefally consilered the papeis rcfla:\l]ﬂo"i b Conrt, Cirecting
. . : i ,
opinion that there is no ground for interfering with tha decision of the 1113

) anarcoody Talook of the
the dismissal of the Petitioner from his office of Sub-Mygistrate of the Manargoody La
Tanjore District. tdding
. forbidding
2. The Governor in Council also approves ths order of the Bourd of Revenue, fo
the transfer of Ramasawmy Iyer to the Salt or Customs Department. iew to inquiry being
3. Orders will be issued in the Department of Public Works with a view i

. . A anaps Talouk.
made regarding the lands held by Sub-Engineer Atchuta Naidoo in the_Manargoody Ta

(True Extract.)

Chief Secrelary.

To the Magistrate of Tanjore,

(with record returned.) .
»  Public Works Department. -
»  Revenue Department. v

». Honorable the Judges of the High Court.
To Ramasawmy lyer,

(with four documents returned.)

»

Exdl. T. Dunn.
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