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No. 336. Read the fol]owmo‘ Proceedmrrs of the Board of Revenue, dated 23rd May 1863
‘ " No. 3,086:— : )

o S . o Readavamletters-— : N ’

" From Superintendent of Shmps, dated 13th February 1863, in Board's Proceedin«rs dated
14th idem, No. 95%. ‘ . 4 . ) .
" - From Collector of Madras, dated 20th February 1863 in Board’s Pxoceedmgs da.,ed QTth
idem, No. 1,,.,17
. From Acting Collector of Madras, da,ted IOth Apl il 1863, in Bo:trd's Proceedmrr No.‘ 2,196,
dated 16th 1dem : . )
From do. dated 17th Aprll 1863, in Board' s Proceedmm dated 20th idem, No. 2,266

Read also the following letters :—

I‘rom the IIonorableR S. ELLIS, c. B Ar'tmar Collector of Madras, to W HUDLEQTO\I Esq, L

Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Saidapet, 30th Apnl 186‘3 No. 137

1. Ihave the honor to forward the enclmed explanation furnished by Mr. Jordaq as l‘equlred
by the Board in therr‘Proceedmgs dated the 20th instant, No. 2,266

2. Mr. Jordan attnbntes the delay th'rt has occurred in the case of illicit ‘sale of Stamps to

s great pressure of work at the time when the case was before him, which caused him altogether '

to forget the matter. 1 confess that this explanation does not appear to be satisfactory ; for, as

{ stated in my repmt Mr. Jordan after closing his inquiry on the 17th October 1861, must have

been reminded of the case when he wrote to Mr. Balmain fur the Stamps- -that formed part of the

record, on the 11th November 1861, and again wk " questicned by Mr. Reade in December 1857 -

whereaq the case was,not actually commltted until e end of January 1862,
3 As reuards Mr. Jordan's explanntlon in par'rn-raph 15 of the manner in which the Starps

‘were eventually found, Mr. Roberts informed me that when "the search led to no results at first,

were not likely to be in the office almirahs, but in some plaje of security, and directed him to open
either his desk or table drawer, and in the draw er the Stamps were found.’

4, Mr Jordan has not in bis statement accounted for not having made any mqmry lnto tha‘
" result of the case after it was commltted by him to Colonel Wilson in January 1862,

, 51 cannot agree wrth Mr. Jordan s statement “in pararrraph 21 that a delay of ten weeks in .
committing a case was not Very remarkable ; the more so, as the case was, as far as inquiry went, - .

completely closed on the 17th October 1861, The committal was not, however, made, as shown in -
my report, till the 29th January 18G2. - .

6. ~With reference to paragraph 96 of Mr. Jnrdan $ statement I have only to remark that

., paragraph 33 of my report is stnctly in accordance wrth whateMr, Jordan hlmself stated to me.

. - . ExcrLosurg No. 1.

From J.D. JORDAN, Esq.,, Deputy Collector in charge of the Trea.sury Madras Drsmct to

- W, HUDLLSTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Saidapet, 29th Apnl

1863

1. " Having been called upon to furmsh a full and complete explanatmn of the cause of
delay which occurred in the committal of the case of unlicensed sale of Starcps, I beg to subnut the -~
following statement for the consideration of the Honorable Board. L

ceeded to Mr. Jordan's Office-room and hlmﬂelf e O‘ested to Mr. Jordan that the Stainps .
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2 P(°oceedizzgs of the Madras Gévernment,_ Revenue Department,
28th May 1863.
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2.” On the 5th October 186], Lieutenant Gunning, Joint Magistrate of Saint Thomas’ Mount,

"wrote to me, forwarding one Ameer Chund with ten stamped papers, which he was cbarged with
“selling without a license.

t

- 8. 'Asusual, I waited upon the Collector for instructions. He desired me to inquire into
- the ca,se-.' On examining Ameer Chund, he stated that he had bought th2 stamped papers from
. one Ackur Chund.. On sending for Ackur Chund, he admitted that he had sold them to Amees
}Chund, and alleged that he had bought them from one Soobroya Mudali. The latter deniec
having sold them ; and this led me to suspect that the stamped papers had been surreptitiously
: obtained from the Stamp Office ; and with a view of ascertaining this, I sent the stamped papers to
. Mr. Balmain, Superintendent of Stamps, for his inspection. e returned them on the 9th October
: 1861, stating that it was probable they were improperly obtained ; and at the same time, he sent
. a writer from his ofice with the Register of scveral months. The Register showed that Soo-
; brof Mudali had obtained stamps to the value of Rupecs 1,105 ; my object in thus‘makinvr a full
-and lengihened inquiry was to find _out whether the Stamps had been stolen ; but asno evi;ence to
«establish my suspicion was forthcoming, I closed my inquiry on the 1Tth October 1861, and gave
. Mr. Cunlife a Mewmorandum of the result. Mr. Cunliffe forwarded the Memorandum to ’the Biard
of Revenue with a letter “dated 21th October, asking permission to put the cases up before the
"Magistrates of Saint Thomas’ Mount and Madras, respectively. On the 2Sth October 1861, tl
" Board authorize.d Mr. Cunliffe to prosecute -accordingly, and directed that he x-houl(ll re ())l‘;. tl::
result in due course. Witha view of carrying out the Board’s orders, Mr. Cunliffe himsel Fp on the
“29th October 1861, forwarded the Mount case with the record of my i wiry and
letter to Captain Gunning with a request that he would dispose of the

were 10t sevs te that Offcer on this odasior <3 they had bee
“Balmain,

preliminary inquiry and a
case.- The stamped papers
n forwarded by the Board to Mr.

4. Licutenant Gunning on the 4th November ISGi, triel Ameer Chund tor v
“without a license, and though no one waPsent from this office to prosecute
party 20 Rupees, without making any further reference to the Collector, ’
-of my preliminary inquiry to Mr. Cunliffe, by whom it was sent into hi; offica, and kept there ill
it was forwarded by the Acting Collector, Mr. Reade, to Mr. Balmain on the"lOth J - : | c{e 'l’
‘Mr. Balmain returned the record on the 18th January 1862 1o the Collector L “lll'l‘ll‘y 862.
Jamabundy, and by whom it was handed over to the late Head Serishtadar z;.n: l? “l .
-Record-keeper, who placed it in the Collector’s Office, where it was found n,fter ong o e
braary 1863, when it was wanted for the pu rpose of prosecuting the charge against Ac{{i?rr(;l?nf;‘

ending Stamps
he fined the accused

5. On the 11th November 1261, I wrote to Mr, Balmain, askine
f»]

forwarded by the Board, as ** they were required in support of the prosecut
“against the party who sold them.”

him to return the Stamps

ion about to be instituted
The Superintendent sent them ba. i '

: . 5 ckw th

November 1861, which is the only one not entered in the Revister. M‘ ;e‘:blettcrk?f o
Stamps will be found to have been duly entered, ° ! o seking for tho

6. The Stamps and the letter which accompanied them must have been hanﬁed to me at
a

time, when I was very busy, and immediately put away inside the drawer of my Blfice t bl
a mass of papers. 'I'he circumstance afterwards wholly escaped my recollectign whle ameng

7. In December 1861, Mr. Reade, then Acting Collector,

far as I can now remember, I{old him that the Mount case h
case would be investigaled,

asked me about these cases, and as

ad been disposed of, and the Mad
Ile must have misunder Ve ' ndens
stood me, when he wrote that it is
| . h ve n under.
st'ood that the Madras case is under investigation before the Presi'dency Magistrat -
) 4 es.

8. I adwit that at this time the subject was brought to 1

, ' tae st mind 5 but owing 1o a ver
pressure of business, such a8 the disposing of Crivvinal cases : ’ Y W
3 N . . s

a0l the Tevising of the Income wax

~

’

and sent back the record

as then on
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Proceedings of the Madras Gopernmeht, Revenue Department, 3
' 28th May 1863. |

s

imposed on the inhabitants of Saidapet in addition to.()ther multifarious du;ies, this case was not

jmmediately sent up for disposal,

9. Trom the 17th October 1861 to the 29th January 1862, my time was fully occupied in

the disposal of =3 criminal cases, and 188 breach of contract cases, besides revising the Income tax
with this overwhelming worlk in addition to my Treasury duties, I submit

ssed in 133 cases; AT ]
:vsl:ther it is not possi’ble that the Stamp vending case should escape recollection till this pressure of

business had ceased. ‘ S o

10. On the lst Janvary 1862, I was placed in charge of upwards of 2,000 pensioners, and
: b, I had to go twice to Saint Thomas’ Mount and Poonamallee to muster
and once to Palaveram, and once to Tripassore.

) , :
2 1 wrote to Colonel Wilson informing him that Ackur

11. On the 20th January 1862, ' A ‘
Chund, Madras Sowcar, had confessed to having sold Stamps to Ameer Chund withont a license,

d had thereby rendered himself liable to the penalty preseribed by Section 35 of Act }?XXIX.
and asking him to take up the case. I also sent Ameer Chund to give gvidence against the
an D , » , . . . .

accused party. ) o ) .
12, My reason for sending up the case to Colonel Wilson was that the Board had desired

If in communication with the Police, and I was probably reminded of

between the Ist and 15t

Mr. Balmain to p!acé himse
the case by his letter to Mr.

ired it, vot being aware at that time that it was sent fo the Collector then in t'he District ; bu.t.
requir s ¢ Colonl Wilson's letter of 10th February 1862, and the Jewabnevis’ statement, it
from a cs‘}’ayt (()_‘ol(mel Wilson wrote to the Superintendent of Stamps for the record gf the case.
e lThv t Ackur Chﬁnd the accused party, did apf)ear at Colonel Wilson’s Office to answer
to 111:3c.hal'ged js proved by th,e Jawabnevis’ statement taken by. Mr. Ell.is, -and should. the Board
gee reasen o have both Ackur Chund and Ameer Chund examined, this statement will be fully

corroborated. - .

a the 30th January 1862, : : |
t]i; m(: to send a competent person to prosecute. I sent my J awabnevis, because he haq
wroie

down the depositions, and was well acquainted with the cases : when the J avyabnevis came
tkizlth:rext day, I inquired what had been doue. He said Colonel Wilsou had questioned him
ac H L

ce, and told .
about the cIa(::rduded from this that Colonel Wilson had taken up the case, and would goon with
Stamps. ;

it, and under this impression I.
out of my hands.

15. In February last, wh
for the first time sent for the Stamps,
than 15 months had
were, Of who had them, an
the search. 1
November 186

16. Having the

a license was still pen
who, at Colonel Wilson's request,
sonslly before Colune] Wilson an

en Ackur Chund was taken up for a graver offence, Colonel Wilson
aud Mr. Roberts, Acting Collector, asked for them. As more

d said T would search for them,  Mr. Roberts offered to assist me in

1, and handed them over to him.. ... ) ’ L
a for the fiist time understood that the charge for vending Stamps thhotxt
ding before the Commissioner of Police, and finding that the Jawabnevis,
' was sent to prosccute, had deceived me, I offered to appear per-
d prosecute the charge.  Colonel Wilson wrote back to say that

T or sny one elee Mg
Ackur Chund, who w

ly put the case before the Commissioner of Police in Jaunuary 1862.” -
pr0pﬂ" R . , . ] .

. - . . U
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Cunliffe dated 28th January 1862, Tn my letter to Colonel Wilson o
I offered to get the record of my preliminary inquiry from the Superintendent of Stamps if he .
D

Colonely Wilson, inreply to my letter of the previous day,

him that he would get the record himself from the Superinteadent of

did not further interfere, conceiving that the case bad thus gone

elansed since they were received from Mr. Balmain, I quite forgot where they

found them and the letter in my office table drawer.wberel had put them in

bt do so before a Town Magistrate. - I went before Mr. Clarke and prosecuted .
as fined 100 Rupees. Mr. Clarke observed in his judgment that T had * very.

.
Fav e

~
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~-put them in my drawer in the office,

_ .repudiate the imputation

* business and forgetfulness, yet I by no

" I should be placed in the position I am, and ear

‘4 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,

28th May 1t63.
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"y 1'1.) I{\ a recent ir.\terview with Colonel Wilson I was informed by that gentleman that “ the
)y awabnevis a.ffec'led igncrance of the case, that he, therefore, desired Lim to wake himsell
acquainted with it, and come again the next day, and that he did not see him since.”

18. Thus it will be scen that the negligence of the Jawabnevis led to the postponement

" of the case."

19.  Colonel Wilson states that he sent a letter to me on the 10th February. 1862, which

- I declare I never received, and of which no trace con be found., This letter may have been with-

held from me by accident, or desi iti
, sign, but it is to be regretted that Colonel Wilson di is
a summons to the Jawabnevis, or address the Collector officially, won did ot fssue

o . .
20. Such isa brief statement of facts or the cause of dclay in the prosccution of the

~ Starp vending case, .

+

. 3 3 - ’ i
o f.zl. ]'(;n‘:lel; ordllr)mryl circumetances a delay of tea weeks including the Christmas holidays
or from 13th November 1861 to 29th Januar i i ’
y 1862) in sending up such case would |
y : . s have ¢

for.lxttle notice, and 1 subwit that it cannot now be considered with reference to the r vm”eg
. . ~ ave an
erious offence subsequently charged against one of the parties; but which at that 8 ;
suggested, and could not Lave been contemplated. s was mot

’ 22. That lhe. Stamps were put away in my table drawer and bond fule forgotten is
evident from the circumstance of their being subsequently discov i "
groducer% immediately on such discovery; and that there was n
Stamps is evident from the fact of wmy letter asking

I submit,
er«'?d by me in the drawer, and
¢ intentivn of withholding the

for them being regi

: . g registered and of i

b A , which might have been opened at any time, of my baving
een the last place in the world to deposit them-in. , !

. mii. thﬁr;}lsiz l:as pf!ac;d the draft of h|§ report in my hands;and as I am not called
fo imeet bt th;; suTpecx. ically, 1 shall content myself with submitting that there i oundotion
\ pposition that I was, or could have been, } fl c e odaton
_committal of the case to the Commissioner of Police. r Anfuenced by any one to de
- R4 Itisadmitted by Mr. Ellis (paragr .
of wy having been influenced, and it is ol:v
picions in the mind of another,
5. 1 Lave thus declared to your Honoral

le Board th i
s comveysd by sach e e true circumstances of the case. I
! suspicions, and I leave my character with confidence

aud would have

lay the

aph 30) that he has been unable

i . to obtai
lously impossible for me, tain any proof

Or any man to combat sus-

in your hands. ‘
26. Though I admit that (Le delay»iu the coxﬁmihtal of this case ori

ori

means acknowledge that
harge the duties of my o

girated in pressure of .
- a8 to render me totally unable to disc o it s s0 seriously aflected

Saidapet, I have not taken a da Mce. Since my appointment to

. ¥’s leave {o rel: . ..
service, I have had but six months’ leave, Fela% my mind ; and during the whole period of my

27. 1 have been 29 i
‘ L yearsin the service, and Ja
. ' ve . .
gentlemen, copies of which I herewiih enclose. I deeply r::r::;egh::t?: :le:nmof"?:s :rom scveral
g his period of my service,
their fi}"orable consideration to this statement nestly trust that the IIunorable Doard will give

Srt—

From the Honorable R. 8, ELLIS, c,

B, Acti
Esq., Secretary to the Board o

o of Revenue,

+ Inreply to the Board’s Official M ’
en No, 3

ment made by M. Jouger e O exp\a““ﬁ;&::tx\iuxn, No. 303, 1 have to report that the state-

1863, Wo. 137, 1s not borne oyt by the ch accompanied my lebter dated 20th Apri

| 3 - Tacts as
the period from the 17th October 1861 to 30y, Ja:;%"“&iss\é\e amount of work dore by bim during
’ ‘ ary 1862, - e e

Collector of Madras, to W. HUDLESTON,
dated 12th May 1863, No. 163.
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Misdemeanodt .o ve e 7

. Flouse trespasses s et oo

+ Suifering & prisoner to eseape .. -

Discbedience to orders.. ... er }
CRape.. e oottt
' ‘ 46
Gang robbery and wounding . —1
- N 47

" obtained from the Stawp

_ent of Stamps ha

A
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment, o
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Criminal cases s e se 2
: Contract cases.

Under Act XIIL of 1859

Income tax cases e e s
a*,

.
:

~3
o w

Assault and abuse .o ev oty
Theft .o o0 oo g *t T
Possession of counterfoit coit.. .
Adultery . s "
Vexatious charge . «r o
Fraud or cheating  «v 5o oo
Breach of Trust  «e, o 00 2t
Dishonest misappropriation of pro
perty... - PRSI
Resisting Police Officer oo oo
Cauthority e ee e

Abuse ot
Cattle stealing s oo o0’ =

Being found vagranb ..
Desertion e svse 0
Tllegal attachment so av o e

Causing hurt e e e
TTouse breaking and theft’ .«

. .
i o ot et et 1O

‘A dministering stupifying, drug z;xlxd '
inducing a person to emigrate to 19
Mauritius

it

e as as

* Defendants. VWitnesses.

35 . . ,
Seo letter dated 18th May 1863.

eppeals were lieard during the |
part of October 1861.

6. A copy of the let
ietter farnishes a qompl:te
Madras illicit Stamp sule €as
inqairies. regarding
jmpossible.

7. 'This letter i3 0
2 of Mr. Norfor’s letter

-t 2D 20 DO LG P ek 20— ST R

28tk May 1863.

9. The actual work performed by Mr. Jordan during
that period was as stated in the margin. The nature of the .
criminal cases is stated in the margin note a.¥ Of the 78
contract cases, cight were decided after inguiry, and seventy

were decided by Razinamah.

3. The 133 Income tax cases alluded to by Mr. Jordan

belonged to the second Jist of - assessments of the Saidapet

fTaluk for the Income tax year 1860-G1.

4. . These assessments were confirmed by the Collectur

on the 14th and 31st August 1861 ; the usual time fur appoal
5eing allowed to the pariies. Trom these ossessments, forty-

four appeals were made and referrcd ip_Mr. Jordan for deci-
sion. These appeals were disposed of by Mr. Jordan by the
10th October 1861 ; the final Takid to the Tahsildar being
despatchéd by the 11th October 1861

5. Tregret that 1 should not have tested the numbers
and naiure of the cases szt forth in Mr. Jordan’s statement,

. but T took it for granted {hat he would be ca}'e-ful in g sbate-

ment of facts made to the Board. Mr. Jordan athiibutes the

error that he has made, as regards the eriwinal caces, to a

. misunderstanding on the part of his Gumastah, who furnished

him with cases filed, instead of cases disposed of.  Asregards
the period during which he disposed of the Income tax cases,
Mr. Jordan states that he thought these cases were disposed

of during the whole of September and October, whereas the .
atter parteof August, during September, and during the earlier

ter of the 28th January 1862, is enclosed for the B ;lard’s perusal.  This
explanation of how it happened that Mr. Jordan did at last put up .l:h,e ‘
before Colonel Wilson on the 29th January 1862. Mr. B:\}mzun 3
the result of the case rendered any further d‘e!ay on Mr: Jordan’s part

’ ‘ ) .o . N
ot in the records of my Office, and although itis wlluded to in paragraph
Jated 9th Tebruary 1863, Lnclosure 1, Proceedings of Doard of Leve-

dated 14th February 1863, T had no idea, until I had seen the copy of it which Mr. Jordan
nue, da

this letter as indicating the
Jordan's statement,
with the Board's Proce

did not show me th<.e
Stamps, when drawing
its affording au esplana
preparing this answer t0

g. In explan
the Board that this
desired by Mr- Cun

connected with his,

,

Qffice when preparing his statement for the Doard, of the importance of
reason why the Stamp case was finaliy committed. In sending Mr.
1 thoughh'the letter mentioned‘by him in paragraph 12 was a letter cm}nectcd
edings of the 98th October 1861, in paragraph 4 of which the Superintend=
d been desired to place himselt ir'1 communication with the Police. . Mr. Jordan
copy of Mr. Dalmain’s letter, which he obtained fro.m the Superintenden: of
up hig statement to the Board;or I should certainly bave remarked upon
tion of Mr. Jordaw’s conduct. I first knew of the nature of the leiter when
the Board’s Official Memorandum, ‘ :

ation of this letter not being in the records of my Office, I have to explain to
letter was received while Mr. Cunliffe was on circuit.  Mr. Jofdnn had been

liffe to open all the official letters, and to dispose of those relating to' _nmtlors
AMr. Jordan’s. own duties, and to forward sll other letters to Ay, Cunliffe.
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- hardly be advantageous to the interests of t

- being more capable of satisfactory investi

6  Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
28th May 1863,

- ————

9. TIn this manner Mr, Balmain’s letter dated 28th January 1862 was opened by Mr. Jor-
dan, and caused him to commit the case to Colonel Wilson. The letter was not forwarded to the
Collector's Office on circuit, nor was it placed in the Huzur 1ecords.

10. It was retained by Mr. Jordan, and is missing from his records. Mr. Jordan cannot
account for its disappearance, but as the records of his office have been very carelessly kept, the

. loss of the letter may very possibly have been the result of accident. I am disposed to think this

from the circumstance that Mr, Jordan himself has directed attention to this identical letter, by
procuring a copy of it from the Office of the Superintendent of Stamps.

) : ENcLOSURE No. 1.
From W. BALMAIN, Esq., Superintendent of Stamps, to B. CUNLIFFE, Esq., Collector of
’ "Madras District, dated 28th January 1862, No. 846 of Fasli 1271.

With reference to the remark in your letter to the Board No. 7,053 of 17th December 1861,
as to one of the persons implicated in the sale of stamps being under trial before the Town M

trate, I request the favor of your informing me in what Court, and what has been the result of the
trial ; I have addressed all the Magistrates, but have been unable to ascertain,

agis-

- Forwarded to the Deputy Collector of Madras District, Saidapet, with reference to his letter
29¢h April 1863, : .
. (True Copy.)

(Signed) R.S. ELLIS, Acting Collector.

[ —

submitted to Governm

1. Ordered that the above papers be
provisions of Act VII of 1857.

2, It will be in the recollection of Government
was lately tried at the Sessions.

ent, in accordance with the

that a charge of organized forgery of Stamps

3. One of the parties most gravely implicated in ‘that charge; named Agur Chund, had
been previously charged so far back as October 1861, with illicitly dealing in St:m 8 unde; cir
cumstances of grave suspicion ; and the Board’s formal permission for theacrimi 1 ; scutio t:
the charge was obtained by the Collector of Madras % prosecution o

(after a prelimi investizati
Deputy Collector Mr. Jordan) on the 28th of that month, preliminary investigation by the

X . e profits of an
non-prosecution of the original charge assumed 2 serioug
thorough investigation,

he most favorable v; o5

abi 201€ View of the circumstances, it can
present position. Public service that My, Jordan should retain his

6. The Board consider that My Jordan hag 3,
. n T » . .
gent conduct of the case and failure to prosecutz tzemEZZ: o ety accounted fo hie negli-
confine themselves to placing the facts be

g¢ entrusted to him : by Y wi
: fore Government  thetr o oo
clusions. )

»8nd leave them to draw thejr own con-
7. On 5th October 1861, the Mount C
papers which had been seized at the Mount
of Stamps might be prosecuted against t

antonme i ‘
w.o;n;;nt Magistrate sent to Mr. Jordan certain Stamp
w, 14 the request that the charge of unlicensed vend
O parties, Ameer Chu

Vo nd and Agur Chund, the case
gation by My, Jordan thap at the Mount,

R Pttt

[ )

‘

P

g et

e
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' venue Department, 7
‘nos of the Madras Government, I.Bevenue‘
Proceedings of 28¢h May 1863.

~
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A

8. A Chand was charged with selling to Ameer Chund, and the latter with selling to a
. ugur ,

~ . i se.
third party, in bOF (;,aseslgglh;;li {llz:an sent the Stamps to the Superintendent of Stamps Witl,l
> On.8th Ocu;‘-\ err Chund declared he had bought the Stamps from one Soobroya‘ Mudali,
a letter stating that hgu/wnh  hers from the Stamp Ofice, but that Soobroya Mudali utterly
who had Pl.lrd%ased : Emed or sold them, and that, therefore, there geemed reason tf) SU-‘}PeCt th‘ft
de“iel‘: l:";l"g ::rli‘z:;it?;siy obtained ; and he requestéd the Superintendent to inquire on this
they had been . : ‘ ‘ . .
point. L . 3 that the system of stamping private materials
10. T'he S“per}gtiig-e?;gt th)llr:(:)tosag::‘s 1i:m}:aving beeny properly or improper‘ly obtaine.ad,
pred;d:d hu:'ldi:;llﬁi: ;egiz’ters for some months which showed that Svobroya Mudali had obtain-
and e 1orwa 8oy : .
ed Stamps to the value of Ili\llpzzt;;llf:'t he Board that this man was the Gumastah of the Abkarry
1. T was su‘)siq:eStagxps were ordinarily required in large numbers for documents .to be
Contractor, and lhi’: t ters, while if they should prove not to be so required on any partxcu-lar
exem.lted 'l:yw:\:e::t i-::;roba:ble that an attempt to recover a portion of the value by re-sales vw1th-
occasion, 1 :

¢ license might be made, although such sale, it detected, was penal.
ou

; over. evident that proof of regular purchase of Stamps in large flua“tiﬁes

(. Ttis bovers ot explanation of the possession of any suspicious store, and that if fraudu-
would aﬂ‘ord. > con;e;i?:ationpof Stamps on a large scale was being carried on, the investment of
lent abstractlo;l ;)(1)'022 » obtain this security would be in nod way extraordinary. - ‘ . )
even fupees ber 1861 Mr. Jordan closed his preliminary inquiry. On 23rd }df%m he

13. On 17th (gicto i.;ndum to the Collector, recommending that the Board’s pem'nssx‘on to
addressed a len%r‘?h)-i 1en}110 roe should be obtained, and that further inquiry should be made in t.he
prosecute the cnmn}\]a ¢ Zifie;lcy of the system there pursued to guard against fraud, for which
Stamp 0}?iceta:e30 :h:t Zl:)pies of the depositions taken by him would be forwarded to the Stamp
purpose he sta :
Supel-intgndent- ber 1861, Mr. Cunliffe applied for the Board’s sanction to prosecute one

1. On 2 0030 ler other' before the Presidency Town Magistrate, forwarding Mr. J ord:au’s ‘
case at the Mount, an St::m ¢ papers, and on 28th idem the Board sanctioned the prosecution,
Memorand‘;mthar;dt;:eresulb[;hould be reported. " They at the same time forwarded the Stamps
and directed tha

the Deputy Collector. |

adverted to by the dance with this ganction the Mount case was forwarded by Mr, Cunliffe on the

o bIn :cc:,lrle Joint Magistrate for trial, and on 4th November Ameer Chund was fined 20
929th October to

. id, the prisoner was released. The record of the preliminary -
the fine being paid,t
Rupees, and

) « sent back to the Collector’s Office as had been requested.
inquiry wa

I November Mr. Jordan re-called from the Superintendent’s Office the Stamp -
6. On ‘2] sth the case for the purpose as he stated of using them as evidence in the case
papers connects '“;[adr'as. His draft letter asking for them was not placed on record (accord-
to be Prosecu’ocd " ing¥ to Mr. Ellis,) nor was the Superintendent’s
‘ ber 1861, with which
s letter was recorded.  reply dated 13th Novem ,
* Mx. Jordan declares that bis Jtter the Stamps were returned. The Stamps them-

when received weré keft by Mr. J ordanin the drawer of his desk.
gelves when |

' i . Reade, reported to the Board with
' 1861, the Acting Collector, Mr , .
. 17, On 9‘.h ll)aecz::::ie:gs of,i’SLh October, that the Mount case had been disposed of, a?d
reference to their . r“" 43, T understand, in course of tnvestigation before the Presidency Magis-
that the other a8 s

sted to be furnished with copy of any report from the Superintendent of
« grates " and he requested to ,
trates ; f his inquiries.

Stamps of the result 0
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18. 1Tt is not disputed that this letter was written o

n information supplied by Mr. Jordan.
It was forwarded on to the Superintencent of St

amps on }7th December.,

19. On 24th December the Superintendent of Stamps requested the Doard to cause the
records of the inquiries held by the Deputy Cu

llector or” Joint Magistrate to be communicated
10 hi or to the Commissioner of Police, as beyond the papers comn:unicated to him with the
Board's Proceedings of 2814 October, he had received no particulars from the Collector.

20. On 4th January 1362, the Bourd directed him to communicate directly with the Collec-
tor; and it appears that on 10th idem, Mr. Reade forwarded to Lim the records of Mr. Jordan's
preli minary inquiry, which papers were returned on 18
and handed -over by him to the Seiislitads
January 1862

th idem to the Collector who was in camp,
r, who send them to the Record keeper, On 28th

» the Superintendent of Stamps addressed Mr. Cunliffe requesting to bo informed
in what Court the Madras case had been tried,

and what had been the result of the tiial, ns he
had inquired of ali the Magistrates on the subject, but had been unable to ascertuin anything
regarding it.

21, This letter reached the Sydapet Office when Mr. Cunliffe was in camp,  Mr. Jord
orders to cpen all letters and must hay

ed tq the Collector on circuit,
ed by Mr, Jord

an had
¢ opencd this one in ordinary course, but it was not forward-
nor was it placed on the uzur records.
an, but the original is not fortheoming,

22. On 29th Janu:;ry 1862, Mr. Jord
trate 2s Mr. Cunliffe bad expressed his inte

It must have been retain-

an instead of committing the case to q sitiing Magis-

ntion of doing when he asked for sanction to prosceule,
addressed the Chief Commissioner of Police requesting that, as sanctioned by the Board, he would
cause Agur Chund and Soobroya Muda

li to appear before him to answer the charge of selling
Stamps without a license, and mentioned that Ameer Chund was forwarded ag g witness to prove
the sale by Agur Chund, and that the records of his (Mr, Jordan’s) preliminery inquiry were
with the Superintendent of Stamps, but would be obiained if required,
23, The Stamps which as above-mentioned had been re-claimed by Mr. Jordan to be used in
evidence, were neither sent nor alluded to in the letter as bein

7 g available,
24, On 80th January 1862, Colonel W;

lson wrote back to Mr. Jordan t
competent person to prosecute the charge, and on the g
;hat purpose lLis Jawabnevis, one Kis‘masawmy Iyer,

preliminary inquiry.

hat he should scnd a
ame day Mr. Jordan replied that he sout for

who had taken down the depositions in the

© 1 25. Iuappears that thig Jawabnev
ary, professed to be so ignorant of th

‘make himself better acquainted with the ease
1862, Colonel Wilson wrote again to Mr,

"Jawabnevis bad never relurned.

i3 when he appeared before Culo

nel Wilson, on 30th Junu-
e particulurs, that he w

as dirccted by Colonel Wilwon to
and to return the next day, and on 10th February
Jordan, informing Lim os above and adding that the

26. This letier Mr. Jordan stales that e never reccived, and he further siatos that on ques-
tioning the Jawabuevis on his return from the Police Office, he was led to bc]‘ieva~ th-\; the q'om-
wissicner of Police had tuken his examination, and would conduct the further prosccution
himself. The Jawabnevis himself States that he did not pretend ignorance of the matter, and that
he was not told to return; that the Chief Commissioner of Polic;e ordered the réco;'d’s Stamp
papers, and decision of the Deputy Magistrate to be sent to him, and intimated that the;' would
be examined, and that a person must then appear to prosecute the cace ; that he accordingly as
desired, communicated }

. 1.is to t.he Deputy Magis‘l'ﬂte; and that as Mr. Jordan gave him no fure
ther orders he did not stjr aguin in the matter,

27, . This statement in the face of Colq

nel Wilson’s assertion and letter is evidently wilfull
false. The Jawabnevia bears o very bad chy s enhy v

racter, and should be dismissed for his conduct in this
mailer, h

, .
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Proceedings of the Madras Goverrnment, Revenue Department,
o 93¢% May 1863.

F ‘eprua y 18 )3’ tl]e
f lq' b . IS“:B l‘ b ('
2(;0 Tde Tesult Of the fOl'eoOll > fdcts was tha,t rom epruar to uar

uea i a eya f 24 oy ()l[\lnd ]e-called
1 d b nee, ulltil the more serious Charl.,]e of fora(,!‘_) aaaclnsfr AZ: ir
e a n "

a te i T 1 the T :

t ntl)n 0 ]t, and t ue Slale [4) al '
'nt(.‘n bta!n [)S and Comln ssioner o Ollce

Supe).'l de"t of - 188 f P

the breaking down oi' ‘the forgery cases, Agur Chund was prosecuted for the iilicit
O e flaed ] Soobroya Muadali was acquitted.
i icted a1d fiaed Rupees 100. Soooroy |
g2lling, convicted 21 .
.80. That

y 3 as

4 s : ases W 3 no to b W Ddel‘ed at whe '.h 1d c
bfol\e do n sn t e ¢} h n ¢ ev ence w

the I‘Ora(.r c

that O‘ apPI“ Vers. )

n orzan ze e g i ; i on to doubt. The
81, That a ’ ystem of forgery existed, the Board see little reas .d b
P Emle a t 1‘f anrn e ves W ized, and evidence was obtained of unex-
o 2 d the forged papers themselves were seized, o o s el o
iy c“tS i ts of Stamps in large quantities to distant localities, and of the . udden reca
“ai onsignmen
p ained

when the inquiry commencad.

orger ere i idence to show ; but the traffic
- these papers were forgerics or not, there is no E‘.Vlden.ce t " ,ud
o apons i 1d not return a profit except in connecticn with some fraud.
itself is suspicious as 16 cou. :

‘ i3 )"ove‘ (l oraoe. one I&alu d ) § y
wio \‘Vﬂs i tO be eno: & d mn it is l{“ll “1]() Stl)()(l Se(ﬂu'” ‘()r

Lrel Y . i is
A' e d sale case aud gave evidence for the defvnce, and who it appears
i icensed sale case
Shund in the unlic
Sy e of Mr. Jordan.

an intimate acquaintanc R ofi _
B eaion i]'l o expianat()slz;'is(tzze‘:l?:rtggrof furngy which receutly arose, .but, it muljt
viewed in connect?on Wlth t‘he x{z;)reism e e sl behev?flblw bz
B e sone - t_"“‘; ls stem ,of.' fraud, as otherwise the traffic could not POSZ' fy oed
conneoted with some mg;m{zc-(t aid e e the g “N‘;re. o i(ir;;ql
profitable to those engégegi ]nnlu’l from the Government Stamp DfeparEan ‘. [I.“t;‘et ﬁ:;:: Towr'l
e frml‘du'le:i‘lgst:o;d:he parties fmplicated to keep the inquiry outo
desirable for the intere

Courts and to suppress the Stawp P

35. How far Mr.J ordan’s condu |
ollowing facts. ) l | . ‘ ispOSin: he charge
the fllowine laborate inquiry with the probable intention of dxspfgmét"ffotr inqui:y
1 0 . wts .
86. llemace an ¢ ;s wy if the cases were to be communicated to other ho rl e
bimself 5 for 16 s A 1861 to 20ih January 1862, bo take any furt Jy without ony
om & c . N . oly w
Ile delayed from ,29;11}1 cases which had been entrusted to him, aﬂ?l this “‘l"t ztoythe case in that
. . ol the . . . s )ecia y re-calle ud
in the prosecution 6% ‘1o of his attention having been twice sy . this fact and
i but in spite o1 B ‘hich would hiave established this fact
sufficient reasons ecord correspondence wh « makin
Lie fited 19 Phtc:l Ol;a:mry 1862. e suppressed the Stamp papers lhemse’l‘l’::;“; ini
tlll'l i‘)tt:ar. to the Commissioner of Police. IIs sent IJP lhefcasilet;e Cm{nmis—
his le . inquiry for which he referred .
S inquiry for w
sthout the record of his O\Yn o ror's records as he
most impes feet manner wtf::t of Stunps, although it was then ly mgdntl t}tm‘e Cgl}le::c{; © ot to place on
; perinten inquired. « 1le failed to forward to the Colle .
sioner to the Superiien d had he inquired. = 1le fa . ave brought his
' i ¢ ascertained La i ‘which would have broug
i ily have ascer -ess which he opened, and "wh
might easi : Collector’s address v X A . Tlesent the
‘ tter to the d the letter itsell is not forthcoming. It
record the ¢ tice of thut Officer, and the : any suflicient
nged neglect to thq‘}“ ioner instead of to a sitting Magistrate i‘Pparenﬂl{ ‘lmh(:r tly fayiled to pro-
Police Commissiot . involve further delay ; and finally he utler
rse was certzin to 1n 5 s duty. and he allowed
reason, olthough the c“u\igtion although he was expressly entrusted wi h this duty,
. e to a convic o
secu'e the charg

, fey ice i l
i i € ht ton tvl(e n dnot ier
he allce fO!' aw h()le )'ear unlll lt was again b!’ouﬂ o no
' na y c
tev to le[ﬂal“ 1 ’

quarter. '

apers which had been seized.

¢t was calculated to aid these objects may bo j.udgea frem

interval,
is prolonged neglect

his prolong ‘

no mention of them 1n

prolo
case to the

faffairs came to the knowledge of the Collector through the-

I e
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10 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Recenue Department, .
28th May 1863. )

37- In explanation of hisinexcusable delay Mr. Jordan pleads forgetfulness and press of other
business. That Mr. Jordan is careless beyond excuse in the conduct of business scems to be the fact ;
but the plea o f furgetfuluess cannot be adwmitted in face of the fact that his attention was cer- ,
tainly twice specially called to the case in the intexval between 20th October and 29th January,

* - the first occa sion being when he himself re-claimed the Stamps from the Superintendent’s Office,

the secon 1 when Mr. Read: reported fo the Board, and as Mr. Jordan adwmits, questionsd him as
to the position of the cases,

© 38. Insupport of the plea of press of .business, Mcr. Jordan states that botween 17th October
1861 and 29th January 1862, his time was fally occupied in the disposal of 73 criminal cascs, of
183 cises of breach of contract, and with the re vision of Income tax assessments in 133 cases in’
addition to hie regular Treasury duties, and that between Ist and 15th January he was further

closely engaged in paying the Military Pensioners at Palaveram, the Mount, Poonamallee, and
Tripassore.

39. Mr. Ellis states that the actual fact is that in the period in question Mr, Jorlan was

engaged on 47 criminal cases, and on 78 breaches of contract. of which 70 were se

ttled by Razi-
nama, and that he had no work whateve *

r in the revision of Income tax assessments,

40. The Board observe that the delay was really from 29th Octobes to 20th January ; but
whatever night have been the pressure of business there does not appear to them reason to
believe that the case was viewed by Mr. Jordan as one so trivial, that it could have passed out of
his memory not only once, but repestedly. 1lis suspicions as to the existence of fraud in the

- Stamp Office had certainly been aroused, s8 is shown by his original Memorandum, recommending

further and thorough im'ves\igation there, and his subsequent neglect and want of

: . . interest in the
final issue of the case are wholly inexplicable,

and are not at all met by the excuge pleaded by him.

41. He argues that the non-destruction of the Stamp papers and correspondence connected
with their return is evidence of his innocence of intenon, but it is

temporary suppression of the Stamps answered ever

geems no reason to believe they were, and that their destraction would have involved very serious
risk to the Deputy Collector for uliimate detection would never have been impossible ucless the
correspondence in the Superintendent’s Office could also have been destroyed.

obvious to remark that the
¥y purpose if they were not forged, as there

42, The Board believe that in consequence of inde

. ) pendent inquiries at the Stamp Office, it
. was ultimately discovered that the St

amps had been returned to Mr. Jordan on his application in
** 1861, and that the papers and correspundence themselves were found in his desk, after a long and
o

mecessarily unsuccessful search for them by him, in the bresence of the Acting Collector in the
Record-100m, where he professed to believe they must be,

43. Against the blame which must in an
against the suspicion which it is caleulated to
ter as evidenced by numerous testimonials,
doubiless allow full weight to these conside

- much regret they find themselves called u
many years did good serv ‘
Deputy Collector and

y case attach to his conduct jn this matter, and
arquse, Mr, Jordan pleads his previous good charac-
am} his Yong service of 29 years. The Government will
rations, and the Board negq searcely ray that it is with -

ice in their O mpn“ to report in so unfavorable g Wanuer of one who for
o _mA reir Ullice, and ‘.eft 18°by selection for the importunt grade of
sgistrate with a reputation for strict lutegrity )
o) .

(Signed) w, IIUDLISTON,
Secretary.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 11
’ o 2814 May 1863. S
M . -
No. 337. | ORDER THEREON, 28th May 1863, No. 923.
0. .

’ i iments
f i thie - Board’s report and its accompanimen
ent have carefully considered d's . : :
ML JTh; Gr’(s“::e;?(;?xct in the trial of Augur Chuud for selling Stamps without a license.
on Mr. Jerdan

s ment see mo ground for imputing corrupt or improper motives t?’
2. The Govern d honesty of purpose daring his long service o

Me. Jordon, and his character ont-in:gmy an

3 suppositio ‘
By p“c“:‘des‘ suc}:]i:os E’:::rouurhom; evinces such a total absence of bu?iness-lik.e habits, an.d
SRR ssiies a.:d neglect of duty, that his longer continuance it the public
Bnee‘sOn a recent occasion the Government animadverted severely on
certain cases of breaches of contract, agd the Collector states,
which would be extraordinary in any other Officer, have

su;:\l unaccountable carele.s
service is out of the question.
the ménuer in which he dealt with
that “ negligence and want of mewory,

sual with him.” »Mu . .
been unusual wit . : irect his
lately no]t to thesa ocomrences, deserving an Officer, they have no resource but to d
3 < 0 ~
previously

is faili ' ‘ istri oa
i tivement. Athis age and with bis failing powers, transfer to another District or t
immediate retivement. <

. - l l 1Y , )

ess onerous gituation wou d be useliess . ' . .

1 4‘ 'Il GO n ill P pared to Conslder Ml‘. Jordan 8 claim to & Penslon on hls
. H vernment w be pre ‘ ]

« o the presciibed Medical Certificate. . .
m;ttkn';l waabneviss Kistnaswamy Iyer, should certainly be dismissed. He has evidently
10 ] - “
been g;uilty of falsehood, and he ¢ bears a very bad character. .
' ) _ (Signed) J. D. SIM,
. Secretary to Government,

sub
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ch as the Government regret it, in the case of so old and,
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| St - No. 954, : . ‘ {
; c . PROCEEDINGS OF tae Boarp oF Revesue, dated 14th February 1863, 7 | :

Read the following letter from R. W. NORFOR, Esq, Saperintendent of Stamps, to w
. HUDLESTON, Esq, Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 13th February 1863 .
) 8 » t

; ot ~ No, 682 of Fasli 1272 :— . ]
: : S 1. I have the honor to enclose cop ' i A

. y of a letter this day
Copy of letier from this Oifico is 3 . . N . :
s sf,fc o frobruary 1800, Tgcew?d fi o-m the 'Colleutor of Malras relative to the Proceed- H
o ings in 1861, against Ameer Chund or Komeer Chund, wha ~ o 1
]
}
§

was tried at the Mount, and the charges against Augur Chund which seem not to have been investis

gated ; the letter leaves the matter much where it was.
... Tt seems very mnecessary as Augur Chund is now accused of forging that the rearon fo;

the former charge against him having been nl}owed to drop by the Deputy Collector of Saidapet

should be fully exple‘tined. Judging from the past correspondence it does not'scem possible t(; ) A
. arrive at any conclusion on the point without a formal inquiry held on the spot, and I would res- -
" pectfully submit wy view of the case for the consideration of the Board. ) ' 4

‘ Lo Encrosurx No. 1. o ‘
From R. W. NQRFOR, Esq., Superintendent of Stamps, to B. CUNLITFE, Ey, C )Hector.
~ T of Madras, dated 9th February 1863, No. 659 of Fasli 1272,
otter from the Acting Collector of Madras to the Secretary Board of
Revenue dated Saidapet, 9th December 1861, No. 445, 1 have the honor to request that you will
furnish me with the particulars veferred to in paragraph 2 of that letter, regwrding two cases of
~ jllegal sales of stamped papers, oneé of which is mentioned in paragraph 1 of that letter, as being
~ in course of investigation before the Presidency Magistrates. - ) . )
2, The particulnrs mentioned in paragraph 2. are not filed in the O.fiz: of ths Board of
Revenue or in this Office, and the Superintendent of Stamps at that time having faiied to trace any
~ charge as having been laid before the Presidency Magistrates referred back on this point to tha
Collector of Madras, but no reply from him is on record in which the grounds are given for the :
supposition that the case was to be investigated av Madras. ’ ;
8. Tbe two men then charged with illegal ’s'elling are now nn bail on aizharge of havinz
ed stamps in their possession, and it is important that the result of the old cilarge again:t
ald be known. I shall be glad therefore if you will give me the

1. Referring tol

e nay — T

‘ ‘ "~ forg
) one of them Augur Chund sho
information asked for at an early date.
4, One man ° Ameer Chund” or
been tried at the Mount ; the other Angur Chund may poss
being no trace yet found of a trial at Madras, ‘
o : - (True Copy-) ,
- ' (Signed) R.W. NORFOR, Superintendent of Stamps.
Excrosuze No.2.
From B. CUNLIFFE, Esq. Collector of Madras, to R. W. NORFOR, Esq., Superintendent of .
P Stamps, dated Saidapet, 11th February 1863, No. 8. )
1. In reply to your letter of yesterday’s date, No. 639, I huve the honor to inform you that
ju October 1861 Captain Gunning, Joiot Magistrate of Saint [homag’ Mount, sent the Depuaty
Magistrate some stamped papers with a request that one Ahmeer Chund may be tried for selling
Stamps without a license. On the 8ih October 1861 Mr, Jorlan wrote to the Superintendent of b
Stamps communicating the result of his inquiries, and requesting to be informed whether, from the
appearance of the Stamnps he forwarded on oth_er cit‘guinstmces, he had any reason to think they
had been jmpraperly obtained _from his Oifice. Infeply the Supavintendent of Stamps stated P
that he could not say that they were improperly obt'?.iﬂej’ as pipars suppliel by priv.xte' indivi- _ |
. duals were Stﬂ.lﬂp&d in his Office. On receiph of lhi% information, fuether inquiry was made, Ml(l
E%Allm‘éléhxg Chund was sent back. to Saint Thomas’ Mouat to be tried by the Joint Magistrate there,’ ‘ .
and he was flaed o8 conviction 20 Rupees by tiat OFser. Aucker Chund, the other Sowcar |
from whom Ahmeer Cbuad purchased tha Stamps, being a ‘resident of Madras, Mr. Jordan wrote

Koomeer Chund seems by letter above mentioned to have
ibly have been tried ab Saidapet, there

ym—
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3; to the Commissioner of Police that he and one Srobroy Mudali should be tried for selling |
, Stamps without a license. At Major Wilson's request the Deputy Magistrate’s Javabneviss, Krist- i ’
nasawmy Iyer was sent to prosccute, and nothing furthar was heard of the case till a few days ago | No. 1.217
when Auckur Chund was taken up in Madras on ansther charge, anl as it was ascertained that | _ 0 henlr 127th February 1863
the previous case had not been disposed of, Me. Roberts wrote t> M yor Wilsea desiriny to know : ’ ‘ . P1ROCEEDINGS OF THE Boarp or Revexue, dated 27th February - oy
r; the 1:esu1t, of the present inguiry, and whether it is intended to prosecute Aucker Chund on the " Tead the following letter from B.CUNLIFFE, Esq, Collector of Madras, to w. HUD;F; N,
; previous cha.rge. Colonel Wilson replied that the Jevabneviss, who appeared last year to pross- : ‘ " Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Saidapet, 20th February 18063, No. 4:—
? fll-l(tie was desired to make himself better acquaint=d with the case and to come again, and as he 1‘ 1. 1 have the honor to forward the explanation of the Deputy Collector on the subject of
] it .no: itm‘-n, tl(x:;catle \:as not gons into, and that Mr, Jordan misht institute proceedings . Board:s Proceedings 14th instant. ‘ N
‘ oz ck . | g S _ o _
1 a‘““; :f;irtl on i a' e the present ease 1{33 been disposed of. - AF . Mr. Jordan’s statement, it appears that he was not aware, until recently, that th:
3 Ofﬁcé.c L 1;.;m183}011 of the Jevabneviss to attend, as directed, at the Com'issionec’s i : B ?imd b 'him in 1862 had not been proceeded with; and if the Jawabneviss made no
0l0 H . . P . j i ~ . .
'r * the ;ose~ ti:n 6flt::m' - 2ppoars, wrote t the Deputy Mgistrate seeking his fatentions as to “, : ' . COL’?‘Y;:} X ang if Colonel Wilson’s letter did not reach him, I think thatlie need not necessarily .
proseen )t the case, but as the letter never, a3 Me, Jordan states, reached him, no further | repoit to L, : on place in the Police Office.
. steps were taken in the matter by him, have known of what had taken place. _ ‘ i ) ‘
K (True Copy.) . | " 3. It seems to me, however, not unlikely, that the subordinales of both offices combined to “
i ' . . » notic their, superiors. ’ %
(Signed) R. W, : ; keep the matter from the notice of & o S . ,
s ._:_._. NORFOR, Superintendent of Stawmps. P4! .A search Las been upsuccessful with regard to the missing letter. I suppressed in the «,
1. Forwarded to the Collector of Madras for full inquiry“and report. | ’ , office, i is ot likely that any tiage of i shiould exist. | )
2. The circumnstance of the missi 1 . . . ' ’ T ; )
Collector should be required to explai o le'u'er s“mk-l be fully favestigated, and the Deputy ‘ : : o - Tisorosvwe No. 1. - ‘ )
: when he 1oust cortaicly - 1010 writing how in any case he allowed the matter to drop, From J. D. JORDAN, Esq., Deputy Collector, to B. CUNLIF FF, Esq, Cgllgctor of Madras,
) . éontemplated S royueflbve gen aware tha.b the prosecution which had been instituted or 1 R ' dated Saidapet, 19th February 1863, No. 47. o - 3‘
Pprosecute HIEE s ot progresiing for want of o proparly instructed party to ‘ 1. With reference to the Board's Proceedings of the 1ith instant, dirccting me to explain o
\d . N . . A 1
3. The Doard request an early repl A . Wh); the rprOSQC'll(ion against Acker Chund for illegal sale of Stamps was allowed to drop, 1 g
: o : ¥ reply. . . . bea to state that under. the authority granted by the Board of Revenue to you to prosecute, .
k (True Copies and Extract.) j 1 ;as ordered to inquire into the case, and having found that the offence with which Acker |
! (Signed) W. HUDLESTON, g o Chund was charged had been committed at Madras, 1-wrote to the Commissioner of Pelice-on e — om - o
‘ i ' ' ' 1903 ; the preliminary. inquiry hdld by, me, and |
To B.Cunliffe, F Secretary. : . 29th January 1862, stating the facts elicited on | P ry |
. unliffe, Esq., Collector of Madras, ) T ; 1 the ezg‘nniw th:“smme ’time L]Tut Acker Chund and one Scobroya Mudelli, from whom Acker
. ‘ . requ ¢ . .
opy to R, W. Norfor, Eiq., Saperintendent of Slamps. ' C{(xluud s:i,d he had purchased the S.amps, wight be tried on a charge of sellmg‘ Stamp papers
| , ‘ ' ‘ without & license. ~ With this letter, I sent one Ahmeer Chund to give evidence in, the case, and
K Exd. J. Wright, . ‘ also mentioned in my letter, 8 copy of which I enclose, that the record of 1he inquiry made by me -
i ' \;s foxw'xrded to the Superiutendent of Stamps, from whom I would get it back for him if re-
! : W "W - : . )
3 - : wired. In reply, Colonel Wilson desired we to send up a competent person to prosecute. On
} ‘ ) (tlhe following day Iseut my Jawabneviss Kistnasamy lyer, he as had taken depositions from the .
§ * parties and was well agquainted with the case. When he came back he told me that
:{ fl;e Oonim.iQSion“;Y of Police, had, questioned him about the case, but never. said that he
| hdci been diré‘ctécll to come again, and when now asked about it, he denies having ever been
: q ordered to attend agaih.. “T'he case having thus been committed by me to the Commissioner of
gf | I’olicew and having in my letier of the 29th January 1862, furnished an abstract of the state-
L men bs,'mwde by the parties be‘ore me, and having also sent the Jawabneviss to prosecute, I beg
H respectfully to submit whether it was not the business of the Police at once to take up th: -
) casIe by summ'oning;r tle parties named in my letter, and making the necessary inqu.ry with a
{ ; view to putting the case up before a Police Magistrate. The case having thus passed out of |
2 i o . :
i n]y hauds '\nd hilving heal‘d I\Othing f\]lther on the SubJect,' I Of course c(l)ncludedi thﬁt the PO'
: »° ‘ : . . :
1 e . ) lice, to whom the case was handed over, bad takeg steps to bring the accuged parties to trial.
5.3 = - I T “ oo ’ Jwave then as Inow am that nothing had been done by the Police in the magter I
& 8 « E’ =] . R AR 1ad I been aware the - ) . =
L -~ S 3 §- o] g N g‘ ortainly . wbu'ld have brought it again to Colonel Wilsow’s notice.  As it is, I have done what I
E B @ 2 S 5 = g QN e ci “crhz was nccessaryv in the case, first holding a preliminary inquiry, then reporting the re-
3 = o'gd‘g & :a- ES ™ N e P thought ¥ d the Superintendent of Stamps in a letter, a copy of which also I enclose,
; 5 °2 &= ] % sult both to you Ane 20e. pern " | LY lica. and .
B B 2 ’ v VOUT instructl co itting one ease to the C isstoger of Policz, an
: '-':“E“ 3 léi* E é § and finally, ander YOur instructions, (mu‘u o cns he Commissio iz, ax .
\ Rt = :
\ B39 2 3 2 SRR AN
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the other to Captain Gunning, Joiut Magistrate of St. Thomay’ Mount, in whose jurisdiction the
alleged olfence was committec.  In the latter case, though no prosecutor was sent from the Cut-

cherry, Captain Gunning at once investigated the case and fined the accused party in the sum
.of 20 Rupees under the Stamp Act. )

2. 'With regard to the missing letter, I do not recollect having received it, nor can any

trace of it be found in my Office. I indeed regret Colonel Wilson did not write to me again, or-
ask you to send up the Jawabneviss a second time, -

3. When Acker Chund was taken up lately for a graver offence it was discovered fyr the
first time, that the charga pending against him before the Police had not been investigated ;
and with a view to its disposal, without further delay, I expressed myself willing to appear per-
sonally and prosecute if Colonel Wilson wished me to do so, but e wrote to gay that I might

appear and prosecute before a Police Magistrate after the case now under inquiry was closed,

4. Trom the above explanation it will, I trust Le seen that the matter was not dropped by

me, and that I took evéry possible step to bring the case forward, and am even now prépared
to carry it further.

YxCLOSURE No. 2.

From J. D. JORDAN, Esq., Deputy Magistrate, to the Superintendent of Stamps, dated
.- ) ‘ Saidapet, 8th October 1861, No. 73.
1. The Joiut Magistrate of Palaveram has sent up one Ahmeer Chund, a Sowecar to be tried -
under the provisions of Sgctfon 31 of Act XXXVI of 1860, for sclling Stamps without a
« license, : ) ‘ ‘ ‘
=2 -Ahimeer Chun Istaies that he bouglé the Stamps from Acker Chund, a Sowear in Madras.
. The Jla;t._eg,.onﬂbeing'qu\es‘t'}pn"e('l }""W ho got the Stanps, says that be bought them from vne
Soobroya Muadelli, who 'obtained tese and several other Stamps from your Office. Svobroya’
Mudelli utierly denies having so obtained them or sold them to Acker Chund, a circumstance
which leads to the supposition that they must have been surreptitiously obtained.

3. The Stamps* are herewith forwarded for your

inspection, and as they do not bear the endorsement pre-
' ' scribed by Section 21,1 h
will be so good as to inform me whether they were issued fro

their appearance or other circumstance you h
have further to request that you will be please
day at 10 A. M. to supply me with such inform
- theft now under investigation,

# 8 Stamps of one Rupce each,
v 2 "do. of 8 Anuas each. .

ave the hLonor to'request you
m your Oflice, or whether from
ave any reason to believe they were stolen, 1
d to send up some one from your Office on ‘T'hurs-
ation as may throw light on thé case of supposed

(True Copy.)

(Signed) J.D.JORDAN,
Deputy Magistrate,

——

ExNcLosure No. 8.

From J. D. JORDAN, Esq., Deputy Magistrate, to Colonel W, J. WILSON, Commissioner of
Police, Madras, dated Saidapet, 20th January 1862, No. 4.

1. The Board of Revenue having under the provisions of Section 37 of Act XXXVI

of 1860, authorized the Collector to prosecyte Sowcar Acker Chund and Soobroya Mudelli, both
-residing at Madras for selling Stamps withoyt a license,

_ I have the honor in the alsence of the
Collector to requeft that you will be good enough to cause the said Acker Chund and Soobroya
Mudelli to appear before you to answer to the above charge preferred under Section 31 of the
said Act.

—ea

S I G AR Sy
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h Chund, to whom Acker Chund sold the Stamp is herewith forwarded, to give
9. Ahmeer )

evidence in the case.

In the preliminary inquiry instituted by me, Acker Chund, the Madras Sowcar, confessed
3. Inthep

].I 4 ld Sh to Ah\'ﬂeel‘ (”H“Hl 0 1 a y
‘() aviny so d-"lp ut S 'y an g there ]'ell(lel'e‘l h] mse“ l]able .

' 1 hat
i id Act. The evidence adduced shows th
hed by Section 31 of the sal '
to the pent’y P”;S‘c ;:()l theyStzmips from Soobroya quelh, who states that he got t!lxlen; fr::n
Acker Chundffri) o ]’i‘lhe depositions taken by me from the parties .have been forwarded to the Aup -
?h: S(;anlpo?St:;l)s at his request; and if required, Ishall obtain them for you.
n P .
e - (True Copy.) : . '
. (Signed) J.D. JORDAN, Deputy Magistrate.
‘”A‘$ . - . 3 ! 4. : ) q -
ey A t—im Collector is reqixested to prosecute the inqu.lry' into this matter, and to ascer
. l.a‘szrt <v:vhoais to blame for the non-prosecution of the crlmma.l char-ge. .
. ref:. 1o responsibility Tests on the Jawabneviss or other subord-u}ate, it should be broug
2 }If e 'I‘i? matter cannot be allowed to rest in its present position.
home {9 l’m ' (True Copies and Extract.) -
‘ ' © - (Signed) W.HUDLESTON,
B o Secretary.

\\—
.

¥

T; C A;I’:{g{)erts; Esq., Acting Collector of Madras.

Exd. J. Wright.

- "x \&
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No. 2,196. .
~ PROCEEDINGS OF THE Boars or RevEnvE, dated 16th April 1863.

Tead the following letter from the Honorable R. S. ELLIS, c. 8., Acting Collector of Madras,
10 W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Saidapet, 10th April
1863, No. 114:— ‘ o T

‘ . 1. In compliance with the Board's orders noted marginally,
27th Ffb"frlygéiﬁg'f{’ '8;’5%17' 1 have the honor to report on the delay that occurred in the
7th Mare , committal of a case of illicit sales of Stamps, which was first

brought to notice at the close of the year 1861. - . ‘ '

2. In bfder that the Board may clearly understand the conclusion at which I have arrived
in the case under report, I propose to lay before the Board a narrative of what’ occurred in con-
pection with the delay which has attracted their notice. : ’
8. | On the 5ih October 1861, Lieutenant Gunning, the Joint Magistrate‘at Saint Thomas®

- Mount, sent to Mr. Jordan, the Deputy Magistrate at Saidapet, certain Stamps which had been

- geized at the Mount, with a request that one Ameer Chund should be tried for selling Stamp

papers without license. Lientenant Gunning's object in sending Ameer Chund to the Deputy

Magistrate, Mr. Jordan, at Saidapet, was because it appeared from Ameer Chund’s statement, that

he had purchased these papers from & Soukar Agur Chund at Madras, and Lieutenant Guoning

_thought that both Ameer Chund and Agur Chund could more conveniently be tried by Mr. Jordan.

4. Mr. Jordan held a preliminary inquiry into the case, which, it appears from the deposi~
tions recorded, terminated on the 17th October 1861, : :

Thé result of this inquiry is contained in a rather lengthy Memorandum addressed by‘
Mr, Jordan to the Collector, Mr. Cunliffe, ung]er date the 23rd October 1861, o

" 5. In this Memorandum Mr. Jordan proposed to the Collector that the pérmissioﬁ of the
Board of Revenue should be obtained, under provisions of Section 37, Aet XXXVI of 1860, of
the Stamp Act, to prosecute these persons, Ameer Chund, the man sent. up to Mr. Jordan by
Lieutenant Gunning, Agur Chund, a Soukar of Madras who admiitted selling the Stamp papers
to Ameer Chund, and one Subroya Mudaliar, from whom Agur Chund professed to have purchased

" these papers.

Mr. Jordan in his Memorandum to the Collector, does not state before what Judicial
authority he proposed to prosecute these cases ; but this omission is supplied by the Collector, Mr.
Cunliffe, in his letter to the Board of Revenue dated the 94th October 1861, in which, while for-
warding the above mentioned Memorandum for the information of the Board of Revenue, Mr.
Cunliffe asked the permission of the Board to put up the cases before the Magistrates of Saint '
Thomas’ Mount and Madras, respectively, according to the jurisdictions within which the bréachel'
of the Stamp law had taken place. o : »

6. The Board of Revenue, in their Proceedings dated 23th October 1861, sanctioned the
prosecution of these cases, directing that the Collector should in due course report the result.

7. In accordance with these orders, the Mount case against Ameer Chund was committed by
the Collector, Mr. Cunliffe, on the 29th October 1861, for trial before the Joint Magistrate at the ‘
Mount, with the remark that, if it was found on the trial that the Stamp ‘papers were sold to the
accused by an unlicensed party within the limits of Madras, it would be necessary to proceed
against such veudor, and for this purpose Lieutenant Gunning was requested to forward the re-
cord of the case after disposal. ; ' ‘ ) : ‘ ’

8. Lieutenant Gunning on the 4th November 1861, sentenced Ameer Chund to pay a fine
of 20 Rupees, of in default to be imprisoned for ten days, The fine was paid, the prisoner
released, and the record of the case sent to the Office of the Collector of Madras as requested. '
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In the case tried before Lieutenant Gunning, it was elicited, as was anticipated by Mr.
Cunliffe, that the Stamp paper had been purchased by Ameer Chund from one A

gur Chund, a
Soukar residing within the limits of the Presidency Town of Madras. .

9. It now remained for Mr. Jordan to carry out, under the orders of the Collector, the
prosecution of the parties residing in Madras before a Madras Magistrate, a s sanctioned by the

Board of Revenue in their Proceedings dated 28th October 1861, in answer to Mr. Cunliffe's
letter dated 24th October 1861,

10. It would appear that Mr. Jordan originally intended to hare disposed of the case him-
self, Tam led to this conclusion by the very elaborate inquiry held by Mr. Jordan before he

wrote the Memorandum alluded to in paragraph 4, which would have been unnecessary if the
case was to be put up before another Magistrate,

Mr. Jordan himself confirms this view of the case in a statement taken from him by me.
He was however precluded from this course by the direction of Mr. Cunliffe, who pointed out to
Mr. Jordan that the case had arisen beyond his jurisdiction. Mr. Jordan's inquiry terminated on

the 17th October 1861, the Board’s sanciion for the prosecution of the cases having as stated
above, reached this Office on the 28th October 1861,

1. Mr. Jordan’s preliminary inquiry, and the Stamps supposed to have been illicitly sold,
had been forwarded to the Superintendent of Stamps, Mr. Balmain, for his information with
reference to certain inquiries which were being held by that Officer, On the 11th November
1861, Mr. Jordan sent for these Stamps for the purpose,

as he states of filing them as ““ exhibits”
before the Madras Magistrate,

Mr. Jordan kept these Stamps in his possession, but took no

12. In December 1861, the attention of the Acting Collector, Mr. Reade,
fact that no report had been made on the subject of the cases of illicit
by the Board of Revenue in their Proceedings of the 28th October 1
Jordan on the subject. From Mr. Jordan’s information,

was drawn to the
Stamp vending, as required
861, and he questioned Mr.
Mr. Reade on the 9th December 1861

: ase committed to the Magistrate at St. Thomas’
Mount had been disposed of, aud the parties punished by fine,

i . and that the uther case was 1%
course of investigation before the Presidency Magistrates. Mr., Reade was misled by Mr.
Jordan in thus reporting to the Board of Revenue,

) r for, the case had not progressed one step
towards committal since the sanction of the Board was received in October 1861,

~ 13. Mr. Jordan took no further step in the matter until the 29th January 1862, or more
than three months after Board’s Proceedings were received. Ido n

. ot understand why even then
Mr. Jordan commitied the case, and can only suppose that the return of Mr. Cunliffe, who had

been absent on leave to this Office, induced Mr. J ordan to proceed in the case
14. Instead of committing the case'ss was usual to a Madvras sitting Magistrate, Mr. Jordans

on the 29th January 1862, sent a written communication to Colonel Wilson, the Commissioner of
Police, in which thal Officer is requested to cause Agur

: Chund and Subroya Maudaliar to appear
before him to answer to a charge of illicit vending of Stamps. .

It s stated in this letter that a witness is forwarded to the Commissioner of Police, and
that Agur Chund, ono of the accused, had in the preliminary inquiry confessed to the Purclm.se of
the Stamp paper from Subroya Mudali. ~The Commi:sioner of Police is also told that the deposi-
tions taken by Mr. Jordan could be obtained from the Buperintendeat of S\tamps if required Pbul
d;xehsmmp paper itself was not seat, although it had been obtained, as is stated by Mr. J ordar’\ for
that purpose ; nor was any one sent to conducy th secull s o
ascertaining that even the witness ulluded 10 ab € prosecution, and on inquiry, 1 have failed in

. ove was actuall : ’
the Commissioner of Police, y sent with Mr, Jordun’s letter to

"15. The Commissioner of Police wr;)te back to Mr. J
him that it would be necessary that Mr. o Mr. Jordan op the

Jordan should senda compet

20th January, informing
charge against Agur Chand and Subroya Mygali

\ ¢nt person to prefer the
3. On the same day, Mr. Jordan writes in answ(r

7 ' i O. i Ba' e mr~0n ho had taken down ‘he
at one K.S naga,!ll. Iye“, hls ’Maﬁlstrate JaVﬂbneVlSS (lhe m S .W. .
ot I'] i , ? if[l' lJOl‘dml’S preliminary inquiry) was sent ’0 the Commissioner of Police to Prefer

e e the Javabuneviss, when he af)peared before the Commissioner of Police, affected

16. .Itseems ﬂ-]a': dewith the case: that the Commissioner wrote to Mr. Jord.au on the 10th
to be so little acqua.fnfe kim that the Javabneviss, who had-appeared before h?m on the 30th
Febmmyléggg’c&? :;;“ afford sufficient information to enable him, Colonel Wilson, toprepare
January 186%, coul ‘ ‘

’ ' ; \
the Oharge st A eviss had b requested by bim to mpke himself
‘ 1 d that the Javabneviss had been reques .
. (?olo:;el .:XX:;‘;“;(;?;,., th:t (he Javabneviss had promised to return the next day, but\?;lxat
acquainted w1

he had not doneso, and that Colonel Wilson had not seen him since. - .
e ha : ‘ . .
+ i< the letter which Mr. Jordan states was never rgcewed by hun..
i Jordan f rther states that, when the Javabneviss Kistnasami Iyer returned, he ques-
17. Mr. Jordan Tu

! had occurred at the Office of the Comuissioner of Police, and that he was led
a

. : hat . . : 1 e Javabneviss
tioned him as tlo what statement, that the Commissioner of Police had examined the Ja

i the mau's g
to believe by

- : i 1f to prosecute
{ illicit Starop vending, and that the Commissioner intended himself to p
‘ case 0
regarding the .

. 8 2 ua y i p y Ir, dan
l ) ) 1863 not a Slll("e step was taken b ‘hIr. JOT
]‘ i 1 6~, unt’ll Febr Y > 1
18‘ from ‘cbxua.ry

i Tt never seems
i towards the prosecution of the case.
P thing had been done th : . s
s have oc “helher];;:y" "“d;g’“ to write to the Commissioner of Police on the s“:J.eczho"di: o:al
to have oc.cu“?d}:-o ofﬁ.cial superior, Mr. Cunliffe, to the delay t‘hat had occurred in the disposal
" ¢he attention of Dbis : v

of the case. Javabneviss . Kistnasami Tyer, étates that he did not pretend to be ignorant of
19. The Java o

i f the Defendants and of the witnesses ; that
the case ; that Colonel W ilsc;n oy ;{jﬁa:l ;:: ;h\fstn:er?r?sl? his memory ; that he was not told to retlur(rlxl
as regards the lzttter, h: 1:; s[f‘lc‘)lice and that as Mr. J ordan, fo 'w.hom he reported all that ha
by the Commissioner © :otice {)f’ the case, he did himself nob stir in the matter. ' 7
bappened, ook 12 fmthe\‘. t no further notice ‘of the case of illicit sale of stamps would have

20. . There is 10 d:u;) te:,hafo:] the discovery, early in this year 1863, that Agur Chund and
d not be , ‘

i terfeiting stamp paper. o .
others were ooncerned v .co:-:r; as to :rlmt had become of the "Stamps illicitly solg in t:‘e y:a
' . . i i / spo
‘9], This led to af‘ mq ry that the Madras case against Agur Chund‘had nevgr een disp .
1861, snd 0 2 e dlscqvfl{ Mr. Roberts, then Acting Collector to this Office, but on a search
of. The Sttt tmzefortl):coming. Mr. Jordan denied all knowledge of where they' were,
, o . ‘
being mad te Wef“" Jordan's records, Mr. Toberts ascertained that Mr.J ord,an had Otl’g
2. Dy searchi’ o in question on the 11th November 1861, Mr. Jordan's letter ask-
sion of (1% o sqfrom the Office of the Superintendent of Stamps was not en-
uen of these‘smmz'or this purpose, and the stamps themselyes would not have been \
egister Book kept Mr. Jordan looking for them in lus desk, when they

USSR

Py

been taken, if it ha

tained posse
ing for the ret
in the B for
:'erildd";f I\;r Roberts had not insisted orf
ound, . : | ‘

" dhe was th;en commvitted before Mr. Clarke, the Police
: illicit sale of Stamps
93, The case of

Chund was fined the full amount prdvidgd in tExe Stamp Ac‘t, the - case t?f
© Magis'rate, and f\glll' 111 roved. The other accused, Subroya Mudaliar, was acquitted, B
llicit vending beine e 4 'as did Mr. Roberts, the late Acting Collector, to obtain from Mr.
. 24, Ihave ?n_deav‘;‘;‘:ev ,::ceedi"gs in reference to this case, and have been unable to elic'%t '
Jordan an explanation © ::1- l:han that, throughout the period, from the 17th October 1861 until -
. any more satisfactory m;s‘;e failed to remember that the case had not been committed, as order.-
the end of JanuaTy 186-: te, and ‘that when his Javabneviss returned from C}olonel ‘Wilson, in
ed, to the Madr Maglsl?th;t all that was necessary had been’done by him, Mr, Jordau‘, and
Jm:try lsf&:ﬁﬁfﬁ:g&mamd by the Police Commissioner,
t hat the ca ' .
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25. Mr. Jordan states that Mr. Reade must have misunderstood him when he questioned
him about the disposal of the case in December 1861 ; on that occasion he told Mr. Reade that
the Mount case had been disposcd of by the Magistrate, Lieutenant Gunning, and that the Mad-
rae case had not, at that time, been finally disposed of by himself, Mr. Jordan.

. 26. After a careful congideration of the circumstances of the case, I regret that I cannot
bring myself to beliove that the extraordinary negligence, delay, and indifference, shown through-
out b.y Mer. Jordan, arose from want of memory. Supposing that after his elaborate preliminary
Inquiry, which closed on the 17th October 1831, Mr. Jordin had forgatten all about the case,
be must have been reminded of it when he wrote to the Superintendent ol Stamps for the Stawps
l.llicitly sold, and which had been sent to the Superintendent with the record of the preliminary
inquiry, It will be remembered that Mr. Jordan has stated that he required the Stamps for
the purpose of filing them as * exhibits” before the Commissioner of Police. Again, supposing
_thaf: alter receiving these Stamps Mr. Jordan again entirely forgot the case, he was again reminded
of it when questioned by Mr. Reade on the 19th December 1861, as to the disposal of the two
cases. Allowing that he did not intentionally mislead Mr. Reade, and that he was misunderstood
by that gentleman, s:ill it is natural to suppose that lie would, after be
.Read.e, at once have committed the case. I may here again bring to notice that the preliminary
inquiry, which terminated on the 17th October 1861, was complete, and that not a single deposi-
lfon was taken, or other _prooeeding held by Mr. Jordan, sfter that date, so that he co:ld, at any
time after the receipt of the Board’s orders, have committed the case. DButin spite of these two

instances in which his memory had been refreshed, Mr Jord .. )
close of January 1862. , ) ordan does mnothing in the case till the

ing questioned by Mr.

27. ' Ile then contents himself with writin
desired by that officer to send a com

g a letter to the Commissioner of Police, and when
Kistnasami Iyer,

: : ;.)etent person to prosecute the case, he sends the Javabneviss
and js satisfied with the Javabneviss returning and stating that he had been

examined by the Commissioner of Police. 1Itis extraordi
. aordinary that Mr, :
more of the committal or trial of the case, T omsidorcd pons when he hesed no.

should not have considered i
more mm t necessary t ke an
inquiry regarding it, although he must have been well aware that the Board of Rev d }(:- (‘;‘“ : . l{
a report to be made to them on the terminati e Moot

283. ) ‘
mory advanced byiM r. Jordan. I have therefore e:d::wszfefi::,“::c;:a!;zgllf::ce ar:ll “-?)r.\t oflme-
c?lildthavelreen’ and ﬁ“t“zlose PI;N, in delaying the committal of the case beftﬁ?ilhee:[;:::st ;;:
gistrate, appears that Agur Chund, the accused in the e X :
2:::115;:::?11 found to' have been conce:rned in the receivingc:sfecoofurl\ltl;lf;ift;;,l;i;;:ninf"::: :Ub}::;

itted for trial before the High Court. The forging of Stamps, and th » 30 e
Papers, had no floubt been going on for some time pri:);r tz the disé)o;earn of el:he'{lt' ?f Stlamp:
Madras and Saint Thomas’ Mount. The parties concerned, when di ; 'l o l?lt's.a -
of Stamps, would be very unwilling ! scovered in the illicit sale

at the case should i

. . . . . . pass into the hangd t! as

Police, dreading that incidentally with this case, and in obtaining information tlltare(:noftlxcs1 eClzf:dmris.
2

sioner of Police or the Magistracy migh i
ght, throush : .
more heinous offences of which they had’been g(;gmyl‘nformers ot otherwise, obtain a clue to th-o '

_ 29, These parties were therefore anxioun

—— , |
s toh .
There was po delay in the disposal of the Mount c(‘;e 1ave the cases disposed of out of Madras.

minary investigation held by Mr. Jordan in the Madras ;2]:'9 was 1o delay in the elaborate preli-

. Madras case is beyond Mr. Jordan's jurisdiction, that, we fad Itis ouly when it is found that the

of continued and systematic negligence,

unaccountable delay, and a'degree
is ascertained.

which appears inexplicable gniil the object of such delay
30. It was, as shown above greatly the ;

I h y interest of Agur Chung. gnd the rned in the

»itamp forbeflgs: t}‘: e“dii“fo.ur. by every means in thejr power, to de\;y the c:;;?tl:(;; of t}:: Ma-

ras case, with a hope that it would, in the press of business, be forgotten, as very nearly happened.

U SR

~ to think that

e

Chund’s witnesses Kalaram Soukar, was well knm'vn to Me, Jordan, and this Woulc}l1
One of Agtt 1 by which an effort wo 11d be made to inflasace Mr. Jordan. Althouz
be the nauural ChmRe directed to this, the oaly reason for a corrupt delay i the case under
ve beerll u'e::btain any proof of Mr. J ordan having been influenced by Kalaram,
veport, I have been \H‘lab o co;)sidet'ation, pkecuniary or other, from Agur Chuul or Kalaram, to
or of Lis having . 61VGdfafl11Y ase. Notwithstanding this failure to obtain proof, I confess that
postpone the commltta! ; l: : r(:)t s.uccceded in removing my suspicious, that some such influence
Mz, Jordap's expla.n&;l:ﬁe ;:-osecution of the case before the Madras Magistracy. '

was oxerdee? 9 - ini i i d to lay before the Board
' i inion of this case, I will proceed to lay ]
1. Having frocly S T nale his conduct throughout the case. ~Mr. Jordan

’ rather his apology, for

Mc. Jordan's defﬁln ze’ ::irely to failing memory, and although, as I have s_tated: above, I- can?:zv
attributes l{;stnef fie:e that this has been the cause of the delay that has occurred in connection wi
bring myselt to DS :

s asti o that, negligence and waut of memory, which would
the case, L 1% i[{ i tt(;li\f I;)éli;’:f&::a?:tlately,notgbe:n unusual with hin, and I ha.v? reason
be extraordinary Y C nli’ffe the late Collector of Madras, would show that his atten-
a roferense 10 o ;1led to, Mr, Jordan's extreme negligence in some matters, and to
ot ;‘a;lese most serious defects have elicited frequ_ent a,n‘d savere censur’e
ted the notice of Government in connection with Mr. Jordan’s

my suspicions ha

tion has frequently of late
his want of mewmory jn others.
from Mr. Cuuliffe, and have attrac
conduct as a Magistrate.

32. I may also recall to .the Board
public service during {wenty-nine years,

f vy h 3 h ]D ‘ : . . . . -
hﬂ.t he ha's or ‘Ina'n }ea’rs een 1 t e na it Of aneShlnn hl sav aS mn
& M 14 S ne

and ho has shown 7 e, and through respectable Agency. This would contradict
s A

tionable mann . . : rradi

a perfectly unexcep influenced in his conduct in the matter under report by Y
iti he had been influence \ ' .

the supposition that

pecuniary consideration.

s recollection that Mr. Jordan has been employed in .the
and that he is in possession of very excellent testimonials
Jordan is in easy circumstances,

e failare of b and his late negligence in the perform-v
tributes the failare of his memory e ; . : :
o Nf;- tJo:;da;‘lla:xel;:lth which has affected his menfal powers; and I believe he is prepar
f his a y’ o - * « ] & . ‘ .
:gc:,,‘;upport this opinion by a medical certificate

: it ¢t
1 would however submi
tsances of the case, it can hardly be advamageousg

] i1 his present position. ; | -
o shorie e pfor me to notice the conduct of Kistnasami Iyer, the Javabneviss in Mr.-
ns

Colonel Wilson’s shateme?lts both to myse'lf- a'md to my p\:edeces‘s?rhht:&

itis evi that having & full kuowledge, of the ca.se.of 1lhc.1t sta}mp vending, Wmc‘d
Roberts, ltw- ev151e.nt the depositions during the preliminary inquiry befors Mr. Jordan,
acquirod ngif : akngolt(;v:anﬁson and affected so much ignorance of the case as to preveat Colo-
he appeared DELOre

itting the case
Vilson at once commitiing | . .
e \Z;Iison than that Kistnasami Iyer pur posely ca

t even under this, the most favorable explanation of the circum=
o s to the interests of the public service that Me.

-84, Itonly remai
Jordan’s Office, From

used this delay. Further he has been guilty of
concl ! : ho had
falgehood‘in deny.ltfilg t‘;:‘:circumstances of the case. He.further admits that he did not 1n any way
self'a» Cg‘;"i;nﬁgcﬁ superior that this case remained undisposed of.
remind b : ‘ L

' Under these circumstances, : neloy-

htgi;hich will not entail responsible duties. ,

ment,

have ¢ i)olo ize to the Board for the length of this report, but I have considered
. T have to apolog . rd for
v as desirable that, in forming their opiniod,

the Board should have all the facts of the

that it W have not hitherto been fully stated to the Board.
of these facts have o
. ease bofore them, and many © ‘ |

k4

o ' i b from Mr. Jordan,
e i il be requested to take a written statemen _ :
L. The o qollilzzzrwvﬁh his o:n remarks.” Mr. Jordan should be yamcula.rly requir-

Le e oard it to the . : !
and to fm‘vard : o s oinal committal of tho cage o7 exch of the occasions Qn Whlc}l, as
od to explain hig delay in the origin ’

ed to e ‘

e

4

3
A
3
i
j
-
t
0 . ‘ .
. v - ) ‘
S , |
I\[\ \

i
o

1 e e = RPN

before the Madeas Magistrate ; I can coms to no other

t Colonel Wilson Jdesired him to return to his Office when he had made him-

propose to reduce Kistnasami Iyer to some lower employ- .
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skown by M, Ellis, his attention must have been recalled to it, and also what ultimately led to its
committal. :

2. In paragraph 16 of the above letter Mr. Ellis m:2ntions that the Commissioner of Police
twrote to Mcr. Jordan that the Javabneviss was n

ot safficiently informad to conduct the prosecu- - No. 2,266.
tion, and that on 7th February 1832, he wrote a sscond tims to Mr. Jordaa informing him that
the Javabneviss had not reburned, which letter Me. Jordaa states wais naver received by him, .
The Board desire to know whether M

S : il 1863.
oF TOE Boarp oF REVENTE, Gated 20rh April 1
. - PROCEEDINGS ~
r. Jordan admits the receipt of the fest letter, and whether ,
the letter has been produced, '

orable R. S. ELLIS, c. B, Acting Collector of Madras,
Ifonorable L. S.

. ' me’s Gardens,
' 5 the following letter from e tary to the Board of Revenue, datefl Home's .
. Rea . [{UDLESTON, Esq., Secretary o B :

alaram stands to Augur Chuand in general to W.

Me. Jordan and Kalaram.

| | h April 1863, No. 120:— ne”i6th April 1863, T have the honor to for-
L AP he Board’s Proceedings dated the 100
' 1y to the
(A true Copy and Extract.) L Ta reply

w g i i rior to
w i estions I putto him, p
s made by Mr. Jordan to ’certa,m qu '
' i ioinal, the answer
ard, in origmal, y

3. They also desire to know in what relation K

H
repute, and what is the nature of the connection between

(Sigued) W. HUDLESTON,
To Honorable R. S. Ellis, ¢,

; ril. - . : - 5
: ' C it Jetter to the Board dated 10th AP . be obtained from Mr. Jordan, and may,
Sccrem} L writing my j€ ntain all the information that can 1d_take any further written statement
. ° [ ' N . P ) co a N
B, Acting Collector of Madras, ) tm}g‘se ans.s:’ii‘;l render it unnecessary that I shou | _ |
) in the DBoard's opinioh, o ’ . e constantly seen
- ‘ 's, and they ar ) .
. from bim. o known . to be a friend of Augur Chm;d ;\{lr Jordan is shown 1n ﬁh_e“:
’ ‘ ) . 3. Kolaramis wellf the connection between _I{z%eumnﬂdf’*;1 - the: enclosed papers. “
. . ‘ : togCtheh - The. nn&tlllrli ove pub to them; and Which are ]nChI € b ) ) ph 16 of my lettel;} and
- P ’ ‘ . o : lies to questions 1 ha ‘ . sard into error, by paragra ' b .;
Brd.J. Wright E I o I regret to find that I have led. t: e}i?ﬁfi be substituted for the original paragraph., 62 |
s N
o : -4 correction thereof which s first letber dated 30th J anuary_ 1862,
. I beg to enclose a : ‘twice to Mr. Jordan, The firs d be sent to prosccute the charge
3 , / 5. Colonel Wilson }”:ctIZn that a competent person shoul '1“?is ;etter Mr. Jordan rer:fv’ived. IR
o  which w# to inform Ml't ‘f;n the case of ilicit sale of Stamps.- Mo, Jordan that, as the Jo-
| % - on behalfof GOrmBEn e Colonel Wilson again wrote t0 he (Coloncl Wilson) had re-
b 6. On the 10th Febl’ula(;'i1 ot afford him suflicient mfolrn:attlloltl{]e Javabneviss had promised
'< s Ki my cou -1 with the matter ; that he '
Lo vabneviss Kistnasawim) £ acquainfed with the im since. .
by quested him to make hlml;siltfag Colonel Wilson had not seen _hlm. o i :
| - to return the next day, bu hich Mr. Jordan states was never Xeceive y B
¥ 7. T fs he letier T2 T 14 be called on to furnish, in writing,
b ) dan should be ¢ tor will forward
£ oy et irable that Mr. Jor . ing Collactor wi
% The Board stil i _d‘:’:: his part in the matter, which t}}e Actmg R
%‘ * afull and complete1e'xl)lzx,r:‘tm::;l ke , ) ‘ |
- 7. oo . ith his oW ) : tract. ' o
) ! , i to the Board wit Copy and Ex
‘ S (A true Copy and (Signed) W. HUD]’;.ESTON, ‘
. . e Secretary. .
{» . y of Madras. .
M- ting Collector
¥ R. S. Ellis, c. 8., Acting
Houorable R. .
L To o o )
oo 3 Exd, J. Wright-
2
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No. 2,266, A

Oosmam&:w it desirable that Mr. Jordan {

- should be called on to furnish, in writing, a full . . E .

and complete explanation of his part in the mat- . . o .

. : : » ter regarding the unlicensed sale of Stamps. - ”
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