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Proceedmgs of tk Jladm: Government, Revenue Department, .
: . 1st August1864. R ‘
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Ne. 11, ' Read the followmg Proceedmas of the Boa.rd of Revenne, daled "BLh Apnl 1864,

Remd the followmn' Prcceedxngs of the Madras Government dated 12th April 1864, No. 618,
: Revenue Department :— »' '

o Ansrnncr.ﬁ-Revxewmg the Board’s Proeeedmgs onl the snb_)ect of cerfain correspondence
between them and ihe Co'lector of Nel!ore in the case of 1llegal sale of Stamps of Ssidapuram.

- 1 Wxth reference to paraaraph 4 of the above Government Order, the Board beg Ieave to
state that they still have grave doubts as to the competency of a Collector of Stamp Revenue to
try, as Magrstrate, a case in which be is prosecuting, under Section 52, Act X of 1862, in his-
_capacrty as the Callector of Stamp Revenue,and in accordance with the Orders passed by Govern~ ’

ment in Government Order dated 6th N ovember 1863, No. 1,995, Revenue Department. . 4

2. Tt appears to the Board that in the case of a Statutory offence against a Fiscal Law, : Z
nhere the Collector prosecutes under a special provision of that law, the two duties of Prosecu- '
tor and Judge cannot with propriety be conducted by one and the same person, and that in point
of fact the Collector ha.s condemned the accused in his own mind befure the trial by the Mamstrate 1L
commences. = - . .
'+ 8. With regard to the Government remark that the Board’s concIusron would pla.ce every

e breach of the - Stamp laws beyond the jurisdiction of the Chief Mamstrate of the District,
1he Board do not think it by any means clear that the framers of the Act contemplated that
ithe Collector of Stamp Revenue in each Dlstm.t would be the Chref Mamstrate w;tbm the same
Jimits, - '

4. Qa pa,morapb 5 of the Government Order the Board beo leave to pomt out that the
Eca.te Whlch Mr, Dykes reterred to uovernment'came Under-INe - Hosrd s cuusulurahxou S eonnpn.

tion with a serious complamt brought by Mr. Dykes against the Deputy Magistrate, and that i in
; order to explain their decision on. that complaint it was necessary for the Board to express an |
op1mon on the merits of the charge preferred against the seller of the Stamp. It did not appear
“to them #o clear that the seller of the Siamp had really committed a breach of the  Stamp Law as |
‘10 Justrfy them in holding with Mr. Dykes that the Deputy Collector had been guilty of gross |
mrsconducl; in bavmg failed to report the case for .the Collector’s mformatlon. They also ex- §
preesed therr drsapfroval of the course adepted by Mr. Dykes in acting both as Prosecutor and °
-Judge in any ¢ prosecution which Le was required to conduct under Section 52 of the Stamp Act,

" but with regard to the case in which Mr. Dykes prosecuted and convicted, they did not intend or
propose to interfere * with the trial itself ” or ** with the conviction” or “ with the pumshment »>
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- 5. The Board regret that their Proceedmos have not met with the approval of Government 8
and that the style of their correspondence with Mr. Dykes is considered open to condemmation, -
especrally as on a careful re-perusal of their several orders in the case they are unable to per-
-~ ceive what it is which the Government consider objectionable on this point ; while they consider
- the very reprehensxble tone adopted by Mr. Dykes in the correspondence in question would

* have warranted them in the use of stronver Ianguaoe in the way of repraof than the Board any.

et

- where adopted IR SR PRI
. | EEHEICT RS R 6 As the Government may not have the °
From 1r. D)kes dated 27th November 1853, No. 05, whole of the correspondence before them, the
: dated 30th December 1865, No. 8,178, :
; 3335.? . ‘f:og,ye&;g;md Tith January 1564, Nor 9 Board resolve to submit the papers noted in ,
Boards ng,egmgz ‘:a;eg;ﬁu} ;T:‘n:rayryl Srgfohlgo-] :43 ' .the margin, and to request attention to the
TF r. es, date N
‘ : B;:rr'g's Pmce{adinizs, dated gﬂ; ]I?)ebmaqﬂlﬁi&;fﬂg:o“ o * whole of letter No. 9, to paraaraph 3 of letter :
. Mr. Dykes, dated 26th February 0, 52 . i
; gz:%’e' lr’rocZed;xQS, dated 10ih March 1864, No, 1,5094; No. 18, and to paraﬂraphs 6,7, 11 and 12 of ‘
C e : . . No, b2, as illustratirg their ‘objections to the '

‘ : e style and tone resorted to by Mr. Dykes. o
7 They regret to say that for some time past Mr, Dykes has habitually adopted a tone of |
msubordmauon and scarcely Vexled 1mpertmence in his correspondence with the B.oard, and thys | |
: i
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1s¢ August 1864.. -~ :
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has compelled the Board to reprove hxm to an extent fo whxch they have seldom been called on
to pxoceed in the case of any Oﬁicer under thexr control.”’ - ‘

No. 12.» Oam:n mnnnon, lst Auoust 1864 No. ,064; S -
|Separate Revenune, No. 66. | l Recorded T L P ‘
. Stamps, .. - } o e ,, ;,Q;"‘f S e - =
: ‘G O, 19th July 1564, No. 1,258, . 2. The last three pa.raaraphs have been already dlsposed oﬁ . E >‘
e (TmeExtract) L ‘ . :
SRS Ter (Signed) C. @ MASTER o
; - e Deputy Secretary to Govemment. : =
- R FC . . .
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j[aolstrate, in the Stamp case referred to in my letter of yesterday.

ERERRNS No 8178 S S

R Psocrrm\cq or THE Bomn oF Rmvnwn, dated 30th December 1863

x .

RearI t.he followmrr letter from J. W. B. DYKES, Esq., Collector of Nellore, to W. HUDLD-

STO"T Esq .» Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 271h November 1863, No. 408 :—
T bave the honor to submit for the Board’s consideration the conduct of the Depury _

L

‘2. On the 29th ultimo, the Supenntendent of Police brought to my notice, that some Stamps

i had been found at Saldapnr nnder suspicious cxrcumstances, and might be connected with the
'Maaras frauds. but he did not know what further had been done inthe matter; on which inform-

»

) ‘ation, I at once wrote® to Shama Ravu, the
~, Deputy Magistrate, before whom the case was

requestma to be mformed by bearer, what had been done, and to be furmshed with any

- ® Fo. 229, October 20th. B

pendmg,
deposmons, &e., that might have been taken.

3 The Ietter was sent out expre-ls to Sa.xdapnr, which is some 30 mlles oﬁ' and in his reply )
- of the followmg day, the 30th,} Shama Ravua

BN - informed me that he had dismissed the case that
mormng, an hour before my letter amved a marvmal note fariker mformmo me, his deCISlon had

1'N.22 ]

-

been wmten the day before. .. | ‘ |
v '4' AThe Deputy Magistrate’s decision,a

- translation of which I enclose,} sets forth that
. : . e the case had been taken up under Section - 262
ol' the Indian Penal Code and as there was nothm«f to. show the Defendants had used a Govem-
ment Stamp known to have been used before, they had been discharged. :

=" -5, And the decision further sets forth that the Stamps did not appear to have been purcha‘ed
purpoeely for sale. A perusal of the records, however, led me to an exactly opposi te conclusion,
on this latter pomt to that to which the Deputy Mag1strate had arrived at. There was in the -

I Wxth the rest of the records sll trsnslated
- Enclosure A.

records a 1etter produced by the man who had sold the Stamps, and addressed to him telling hlme

on 1o chargs on tnem**anu -as; saving s “passing Taro$iBhin tie - decision; mo

' ‘what cominission t
fm'ther proceedmgs had been had in the matter by the Deputy Maolstrate under Section 43 of tke

Stamp Act, under this Section, 1 determined it was competent to meto proceed as the Magis- .
' trate of the District, and,-“issuing process in due ‘course, on the 20th instant, I closed the case, so
_ far as the parties then before me were concerned, and finding Vanjivakam Ramasawmi guilty, not
- being a licensed Vendor, of having sold a Stamp that had not been obtained * in an authorlzed
B manner for use and not for sale” fined hxm Rupees 100, which was paid the next mormn .

: : 6. From the.evidence recorded by me, §

§ Enclosure B. ; )
- Occurrence Report of 22“‘1 chbe’ L the Police reports,j] and the Deputy Magistrate’s .
‘ explananons,ﬂ it will be seen that the follow-

nelosure C.
o 30th October, No 22, g »
o i ' ing are the facts of the case. . . e

ember, N 2
“h l\ov " Enclosure D

7 On thv 22nd ultxmo, in the a,fternoon, three Stamp papers, each of 8 Annas va,lue “were
: resented by certain partles in a case dxaposed of in their favour by the Deputy Mamstrate, fora
p one of these papers being rejected as already written on, the apphcants

“copy of his decision ; and

* requested one Petluru Subbaya. to get them another. -
q "8, The Deputy Magistrate was then holding his Kacheri at Saxdapur, where there isno Stamp ‘

-Vendor. The apphcaﬂt“ and Pet)uru Subbaya where strangers, who had come in for the case;
and on being told.to get another Stamp, and,

* Tn Case N"‘ 74 of 1853 bef‘)re the Magqsmte' . the 5th witness,* Duvvuru Govindu Reddy says,
told in the Kachen they could get a Qtamp in the bazar, Petlurn Subbaya went to the bazar, was
/ directed to a merchant’s “house, a.nd from thxs mercbant the man I ﬁned,- bouaht what he

e wanted vnz., another 8 Anna Stamp.

- L . . L
by . P .- . . .
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“‘9, "He took the Stamp sti‘aigbt to the Kaéhéﬁ, hndwoxvi';_i\uttin‘g ‘;itf,tlho'viv’ri‘,i#‘zi's?;ﬁf.; Q‘nggr";

- - questioned where he had got it, as there was no Vendor. S |
10, The Deputy Magistrate took up the case with praiseworthy promptiwde. - The
explanation offered was unsatisfactory. - Sooner -than lose time in writing a warrant, ke sent off

\

the Police straight to the house that Petluru Subbaya might point out as where he [had bought

the Stamp. - Other Stamps were found ; the man on being questioned by the Deputy Magistrate,

 stating he had got the Stamps from Madcas with a letter, the letter was forthwith forthcoming, and

Vanjivakam Poli Chetti being given up as another merchant who had dealings with Madras and -

also sold stamps, Vanjivakam Poli Chetti was brought to the front, all on the evening of the 22nd’
: SRR October; and then the activity of the < Deputy

Thig éxpiunatinn is given in his letter of the 4th instant,
No. 23, ous day waa his father's ceremony, &e.

C. .. tothe 26th there is.a blank, ‘
- 11.. On the 26th October the Deputy Magistrate took depositions from Petluru Subbaya and

the two men who had applied for a cupy of kLis decision as to how they had come to file an old .

Stamp, and from Vanjivakam Ramasawmi as to how he had come to sell it. He likewise examined
two witnesses as to the sale ; and then again, making a reference to a Tahsildar, there js a° pause

till the 29th when, an hour befors my letter arrived, or about 7 in the morning, the Deputy Magis-
trate pronounced the decision of which I have already given the purport, the Defendants were

‘discharged, because, * it does fot appear from the records to be proved that the Defendants used .
** Stamps knowing they had been used before and thereby inténding to cause loss to Government.” .

. 12, The letter which the Deputy Magistrate possessed himself of on the 22nd had been

- written from Madras by the brother of the man who had sold the Stamps,

' { a 'variety' of information on mercantile matters had told him, it was"ébsolutely necessary to have all”

§W~g~;§&g—|eir‘transactions on Stamp paper in future, and, in advising him of the despatch of a large guantity

SRR n*of'ﬁsmiﬁ'e‘renﬁfkiﬁds;ﬁad Tarsuer told Liz to ¢ charve an Anna additional on all .he zc!4

Rk "a‘-:z':} ‘uk no account to let them go without, as it was not déi’if%ﬂxefﬁé&"b&fs&& ’Béfore’.'f T

“wivh this letter before him,” the Deputy Magistrate records in his decision, *] .

T latbie Lenle *%:fiaﬁﬁb%nlaém;oéxwiif¥i"~¥'?3"'_“ﬂé?'éf’?""s)‘”1’“"15 Starsge 5,‘—*'-«}*55%&*19%32t!',fa'}.»,:svam; sautFan
*bis owa use and not for sale,” . - oo N e S I T

s %
4 &

“‘“‘* el 'é*ﬁ;.l/l;avmgtdel&emte]ygx_gs‘_ﬁggd the manner 0 which tb‘e’Stam‘psf had been
 therefore obtained, the Deputy Magistrate returned the Ietier~te o s
5 case.” _ e L R
I

DAy eat_and disEnsed the |
14« , The Deputy Magistrate, it will be further observed
Subbaya, a Ryot of Karlapudi came to find out, that -
- Saidapur, Shama Ravu had been holding Kacheri the
- Stamp Vendor’s station was at Gudura 7 miles off. He
- pected mal-practices in the sale of Stamps ; and
sees an applicant for a copy of a decision of his, on being required to g
~ quietly send a friend to buy what he wants, and ne )
- came to know Stamps could be bought in Saidapu
ascertained this fact, as proved before me,

. on a point of such vital importance to the Stamp revenue, Shama Ravu, an old Revenue Officer
. does not put one single question. - - 2 T o ‘ SR

, took no evidence as t;) how Petly

re for some time,”* He knew the nearest
knew. the Government has long sus.

et another Stamp paper,
ver asks them how' they (Ryots of Karlapudi)

by its being matter of common notoriet

-

- 15, Ile kne‘iv_i.he importance that ai:ly information vre
row ; .and yet finding Stamps sent from Madras for sale,

L

“Iu a;’&"p_eéngé‘ from &”"

. Magistrate suddenly ceased. - From the 22u0d - '

and who, after giving

) i
Vayvakam/Ramasawmi sold Stamps in .

r. Strangers to the place they could only have -
y; and yet = -

garding the Stamp Revenue bears G
he does not convey to me the slightest
uilty man the letter that gave the clue to 7

s

-.
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yet, on the afternoon of the 224 October, he

b
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b the 22nd. - Ilis name is “Vanjivakam Pullaya

. ‘;.Ravu, that do rot appear on the record, or

> From Magistrate to Mr. Blisset, Director of Telgfraph -+~

P

" 16. Shama Rava hés, in my opinion, grossly failed in ‘hiy duty, and Ican f_iéd:np honest -
.féipluna,iiu_ri of hisconduet.” R / e ‘. . ; } h 'at‘
L 1’7. On the 29th, in the afternoon, the Superintendeny’of Police came over to me er; =
Kacheri, and the letter to Shama Ravu' was seut off about half past 5 P. M. On the secon ,b t, .
_jeceived a demi-official from the Superintendent of Stamps, copy of which I enclose, ;Ita‘tlmg :v :s‘
" one Pullaya bad presented an application to him on the S0, * that the Collector of Ne hotri m
making objectionable inquiries regarding certain Stamp papers, he‘,’(Pulla):a) had bought, T
o cover the sale of which, he therefore required to/ e furnished with a certificate. 7
T Pullaya was the Iﬁaﬁ who had written (he letter, that” Shama Ravu got hold of, on _
/ ‘nar %he brother of Vajivakam Ramasawmi, whom; -
""_have now punished ; and whether his applicatén_ had reference to inquiries institut_fad by Shama
. ’ ‘ /my own proceedings the previous evening, I cannot
. ‘gay. In the“la‘tter'case, being 107 miles from Madvras, news of whal; IJ wag doing after 3 p. AL
S C - - could only have been conveyed by Telegraph ;
and ‘that from the_ telegraph correspondence
" noted marginally, would not appear to have been o

. Southern India. /.
From Xr. Blisset to Magistrate of Nellore, Lo
L Enclosure E. . L

A S " - the case ; unless the - silent watches of the night

© ., aresome times put to other uscs than the convey-

‘:aﬁce of régfste;ed Messages at double the day charge, . -

.19, But, however, and whenever conveyed, on the information received, Vajivakam Pullaya - -

Aharving applied for a certificate, and having failed to obtain it on his application, thereon attempted -

.'*to obtain what he wanted by bribing officials in the Stamp Department, on which charge, I since . R

", -'see he has been committed for trial at the next Sessions: and Mr. Norfor, -the Superintendent, in -

<

“informing me of whatvv- had taken place, forther informed me, that the dates‘ for “VhiCh‘th_e q(e.rt?ﬁ-f

* cates Ilad;bsen‘appliéad for, tally with the Madras frauds. - . : e .
R S R o oy il repe ~MrNorfor's demissgme e
) ! ot e 20, On the receipt of M,f’." ortor’s derm-"= o

s Beial; T at.qnce Addreiged: the followiog teles

q:il ,gl‘am 16 1\;’1‘.“‘* m’fu’r;: . i a R
: ”*"**?*":“‘”T’xéi‘téé‘l’x?;i MEssaGr. .. LT T T e T

_ From Nellore ™~ < To Madras. - ', ST i
ST e “,»  Magistrate » Superintendent of Stamps, ™ ‘
N M Dykes o Me Norfon |

e L e o

g .v'; sy Encl‘cfsﬁfe F

aRpinge et

N o den
st TR _ W s et By W

L

V",VT;:II whag has passed to CoIoilel; Wilson fo whom [ ,telegraplxed' on the '3(5!: to afrest :

L Pullaya, - T have a letter from" Pullaya dated 31st August 1861, advising despatch of ‘Stamps

R N

* that had not been sold. Two S:émps are endorsed as sold by Krishaa Pillai, Stamp_Vendor, -
“ Madras, to Poluru Chetti 1st June 1861, and Pol Chetti 15th January 1862. The others have :
e no Vendor's signatu»re, and one of them being presen»tedv to Shatga;_Ravu,‘Deputy  Magistrate .. .
,‘_‘f'art Saidapuram, for a copy of a decision, led to their seizu_re. ) Shama Rav’uv .dismissed the case.

,f‘, » “The ‘Superinteﬁdent of Po'lrice‘ reported to me on the 29th, and we sent an express and

# recovered the Stamps and the letter through the Dgputy Magistrate on the 30th.” -

21. Andin applying for a certificate to cover the purchase of Staﬁxps in August 1861, the

- Board will see Vanjivakam Pullaya had good reason to ~wish to get it by fair means di-'fc;ulf;and
iin sending on translation of his letter to his brother of the 8lst August 186t I have the honor

‘to state, that the original letter will be at once fo_;ﬁ'érded if 1equired. At ptje_ésgnt, I'keep it to be ~ -

© ready. " On the appearance of Pullaya, for whom, as stated in the telegram, a warrant was issued

. as soon as I got the letter, which I may adl, the 'Depgty Magistrate- states he recovered on

" ¢ Shama Ravu's sta'riding, Iregret ’there is nothing so far as I can see to extenuate his ‘con-

‘the receipt of my letter of the 20th, réqﬁiring him immediately to fd;ﬁafd by bearer'all records

‘ ; 1 1 ’ . e,
' connected with this case. - o o I

~: .22, T regret it should be my(duty' to submit " this report on a servant of .vaernn’lént of

RS
.



 duct. The Oﬂ'ence comxmtted der hxs own eyes of sellmo' mthout hcense was clear and JIS-E»
tinct, snd this offence that he Winlly suppressed from my knowledge, there is good 1easzn!
 to believe is connected with darken, transactions still ; and on’ this point I beg to call t e;
‘attention of the Boaxd to a remark in the Deputy Magistrate’s letter of the 4th that Vajivakam
" Ramasawmi, the prisoner, had explained to him, Shama Ravu. the . Deputy Magistrate, t:mt‘
¢ guch Stampsare generally obtained in Madras," tc a similar remark in the Deputy Magxstra e's,
Jetter of the 30th ultimo, that he was informed ¢ that at Madras plain papers were being taken |
-« to the Mint and there printed and given to parties ;” and to a copy of & deposition given,
. before Colonel Wilson, Commissioner of Police, by Pullaya,asfollows:—

End"s“"’G ] gave paper “and got, it stamped.” - One - Ramasawmx I\ayudu {

 Which e‘pl ains his letter . ** employed at that Offics used to receive paper from me, get it stamped, - -

. % that it was not as if the! s gand afterwards bring lt to my house® at Perya. Mettu. i Tlne ‘was :

. ld b ”»
mg:::;r;;h 12e fore. . “about thlee years ago. S

—

IZNcmsumn A. ‘ BE f
: AspstrAcT.— Translation of Deput) Ma mstrate B Shama Ravus dEClSIOD and the rest .
_ the 1eccrds in Case \o. 80 of 1863, of hxs file.* < o T Rty LLr

~ E j‘(e‘

v - E\cmsmm B. L :
Aesmmr ——Evldence recOrded by the. \Iaalstrate of Nellore in Case No. 74 Of 1863 on -

. S ' EI\CLOSURL‘.C L e
AnsmAcr.—Pohce Occurrence Report of 22nd October l863 - v ‘

= ‘l' s ]h.cx.on,ne D. R A ;‘.u S "' 1
Aesnuc-r -—-Mambtlate s letter (two) and Deputy Maglstrate 8 explanatwns in 1ep y ; x

B e :;A - SR T ot 4._,‘ _,.,v.f@

N E:' = A\BsTaAc'l — lelegrapblc corretpondence with Mr Bane o bfmwi dg xeucv xu‘pﬂ&’b‘wﬂf@fﬁ‘

4 ]ndla referred to in parauraph 19 of the Collector s letter L Sy o ,: i

E\:cmsunn F

. ABSInAc'r.——Deml-oﬁicml 1ette1 from the Supenntendent of qtamps, dated 30“‘ October

Do Tae

R A

: R - ¥ Excrosure G.’ P
' ABSTRACT ;—Ceﬁy'of a Deposition given by Vanpvakam Pullaya Chett) before Colonel
leson Commlssmner of Pohce, Madras, Wuh Colonel Wllsou 8 lettcr iorwardmv the same. . (

= ,a
—— —enam—

*1. The Board have carefully conﬂndered the facts stated in the ahove letter and its enclo- !

v Eufee and have communicated with the Superin
not catisfied that the view taken by the Collector is the correct one. | g,;;, .

Stamps vmhout a llcense, and whxch were r

d any sus icion upon
Erourz’ Och hfxu\n on. them -the % 50; which_at_one_tima_was _the only mdlcatxon BEEded
tam ’ R

- at the Stamp Oﬂice of the intended purpose for which the Stamp was required.

3. Others have ewdently passed through 2 ‘Vendor’s hands. One or two bear neither mark
but as it is certain that on the first introduction of the-new Stamp Law, perfectly blank private
matcnals were for a short time 1mpressed on application at the Stamp Oﬂice, end were issued :
without any other dletmﬂulshmg mark itis 1mp0581ble to ground any charﬂe on such en xsolaced

;v,‘ . . {‘

tendent of Stawps on: the sub;ect and they are

ﬁncd for Sellmo !
f the Stamp papers produced by the party who was
o rmm lnSP90t1°“ . P eceived from Mr. Dykes, the Board find no reason by

them.. Some have evidently been stamped as private materials at the |

i

pad e LIRS et oA e d i A e

& Lvoitbasn ‘.:-.a‘n.e,'m“s.u.g

' cxrcumstance, especlally a3 the Stamps appear to have been sent from Madras in 1861 when the
3 e : : Act ‘was ‘recent, ‘and as the conducb of the
holder of the . Stamps is such as to afford no }

e good ground for suspicion. - The holder of the 3 3
S Sbamps produced the papere, a.~1d lhe letter consxgamg them to him - without any _ hesitation, aod 3

eppears to have re-produccd them a second time after they had- been retumed to him, and ample %
-3

opportunity had been aﬁ'orded hun of ma.klng away thh them.» The Stamps themselves are k!
undoubtedly genume. o » . EEE L :

: i 9- Avam,of__Durmm. L

5
e .};,.'m

A

& wne sent from Madras nthermse than bona ﬁde for use ‘and not for sale, and the phrase on wbmch 3
Ir. Dykes grounds hw BﬂSplClonS of mtendcd tmﬁic m Stamps thhout a hcense app ars to the 4

-

i B
P

ery posslble conunaency of his correspondent dlspOSan’ of one toa tblrd party, he du'ects hxm
requlre payment of one Auna i in addition to the value of the Stamp in such a case, ‘and “not to 3
{ll tne Stamp for notbmo 88 1r. 1s wordecl in txe translahon or’ dn -other words, not to part

" or use and not for sale, and the’ cxrcumstances of the case : lead the Board to the conclusmn thab 1
f.he btam ps weré bona y fide obtamed and mtendei for use ; althounrh the possxbxluy of partmrr w1th |
»"'one' or mofe gn payment was also contemplated’ Ll e

e Thxs expectauon was shown by ‘the evenﬁs to {be reaqonable and excusable for the non- I,
ovxsxon of a hcensed dealer in the Iocahty, for\wluch omlssum the P“"“’F“"‘ is'to hmme, *‘Umoves Pt T f

exx,ccied that those who reqmre b ‘ ’ §
Sl e ‘2} L
a.na‘"uc dlfﬁ u ry ct .

LRy

B . :
: f’j'.\.il‘l tmwﬂ tnemcx tne sp‘ _{ it

o ki
f

v1ew to a remedy bemg dev1sed

9 The Collector will gather from the forecoma that t‘xe Board do not condemn the sellet
pf the Stamp or the Deputy Maolstrate who abaohed him from ‘olame, and t"hat they do not approves '
‘of» the Collector s proccedmvs in the matter.” They especml[y condemn the” course he adopted m
< trymo aud dlspoemg of a case as a Ma'nstrate in whxch he hxmself as Collector was prosecutor. g

o 107" They are furthe: of oplmon that there 1s no vround for a charve or prosecutlon under
the Stamp Act aua.mst the Madras corre~pand°nt of- the N ellote Mercha.nt who _sold the Stamp,
,;;7 and althouan they are not leaa.lly empowered to mterfew with the Coﬂector s proceedmgs in this’
re8pect under Act X of 1862, and _still less to quesuon ‘hisacts asa Magxstrate, ﬁhey trust that 7
“Me D_ykes will re-consider the matter before renewing his application to the Madras Connmsmone.r "
E"» of Pohce to execute his Warrant for the apprehenelon of Pullaya Chetty on this charge.. s

s he btamp Papers recexvea Irom M u ykes s will be returned to hxm by the Secretary

(A. true Copy and Extract )
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Proceepixes o? ruz Bonb or Rrvexue, dated 26th Apnl 1865

Iledd Lhe followmg Proceedmgs of the Madras Government, dated 12th Apnl 18G4, No. 618, .
Revenue Department :em

-

N ST

ey y« T 9

ABSTRACt.-—Revxewmg the Board’s Preceedings on the subject of certain correspondence ;
Zbetween them and the Collector of Nellore in the case of illegal sale of Stamps of Saldapuram.
e o e . ——— . -
; 1. Wxth reference to paravraph 4 of the above Government Order, the Board beg leave to
at'xte that they still have grave doubts as to the competency of a Collector of Stamp Revenue to '
tr). as Magistrate, a case in which he is prosecuting, under Section 52, Act X of 1832, in his capa-

cnty as the Collector of Stamp Revenue, and ia accordance with the orders passed by Goverament

in Government Order dated 6th November 1863, No. 1,995, Revenue Department

LA £ appears to the Board that in the case of a Statutory offence aoamnt a Fiscal law, where
the Collector prosecutes under a apeclal provmon of - that law,~the two daties of Prosecutor and
:Judge cannot with propriety be conducted by one and the same person, and that in peiut of fact
the Collector has condemned the accused m his’ own mind before the trial by the Maglstrate

icommences. E e G s 4

o . AL

e 3. - With regard to the Government remark that the Board’s conclusion would place every
-breach of the Stamp laws beyond the Jurlsdrctxon of the Chief *Magistrate of the District, the
‘Board do not think it by any means clear that the framers of the Aect contemplated that the !
Collector of Stamp Revenue in each Drstnct would be tl1e Chief ’tiagratrate within the same lumts. :

. 4. On paragraph 5 of the Government Order the Board beg leave to point out that the
‘case w.uch Mzr. Dykes refetred to Government came under the Board's cousideration in _connection
with a serwus complaint brought by Mr. Dykes against the Deputy Magistrate, and that in order’
to explam their decision on that complaint it was necessary for the Board to express an opinion’
on the merits of the charge preferred against the seller of the Stamp. - Ii did not appear to them
so clear that the seller of the Stamp had really committed a breach of the Stamp Law as to justify-
them in holding with Mr. Dykes that the ‘Depaty Collector had been guilty of gross ‘misconduct in -
havma failed to" report ‘the case for the Collector’s information. - They "also expressed their
dhapproval of the cour-e adopted by Mr, Dyl\es in -acting both a3 Prosecutor and Judge in any,
prosccunon which he was reqmred t2 conduct underSectron 52 of the Sca:np Act, bnu with regard
to llle case in which Mr.Dykes prosecuted and conwcted they did not intend or propose to
mterfere ““ with the trial itself” .r “with the convrctlon or ““with the Pumshment. (.

A

08, The Board regret that their Proceedmus have not met with tbe approval of Government.
‘an} that the st;le of their correepondence wit h Me Dykes is conaxdered open to- condemnatxon,
vespeual]y 8% on a carefnl re-perusal of their several orders in the case they are unable. to perceive
~what it is which the Government consider olueeuonable on thxs pomt wlule they consider the'

_‘Very reprehensrble tone - adopted by Mr. Dykes in” the - correspondence in- qnestxon would have

warranted tl-em axn the nse of sm‘mger language m the way of reproof than the Boa.rd any Where
adopted T ‘ SR : s s

i

£ w.

rom Mr, Dykes, dated! th Novembec 1863, NO “t0g. “‘whole of the correspondence before them, tbe

; Board’s Proceedmgs, dated, 30th December 186.;,

l\
2,178 oy . Board resolve to submxt the papers noted m
3 D kes, dated 11th Januar 1864- No 9,
lé?::d%i’roge:;mgs,dated 18thJan¥mry (564 No. 343 4] the margin, and to Tequest attention to the
i From Mr. Dykes, dated 27th January 1864, No 18, . v “whole of letter \'oc9, to pararrraphS of letter
L Board’s Preceedings, dated Ath February 1864, No, 80

‘Prom Mr. Dykes dated 26“’0 February ]864 N(k 52 NO. 18 and to paraﬂ'raphs 6 7 ll al’ld l% Of
: Board’s chcac:hng,s, datod Toib “arc‘*“wﬁ-l, No. LvWA" No. 52, as Mlustrating ‘their objections to “the’
; ?n; . f’; - r; S i’f:; st_yle and tone resorted to by Mr. Dykesé ,‘j

ER Tllgey regret lso say that for some ,nme “past Mn Dykes has habitually adopted atone of '
tinsubordlnatxon and scarccl) velled impe tmence in his - correspondence with ths Board, and thuc !
i has compelled the Board to reprqve him to an extent “to w.nch they have seldom been called on

to proceed in the casé of any oﬂl:er under thelr control. 5
" ¥
LR SN e S A (A true Extract.)
: A S
Co B SN SRR
E ' - L % T i /i
: T i T Secretary.

To J D Sxm, Esq., Secretary to Government R. D., : * : g

P e T e wrth coples oi correspondence alluded to in paragraph(
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