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Proceedings of  the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
: 26th September-1864.

Q No. 358, . Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 7th September

. 1864, No. 5,832. : : :

Read the following letter from S. R. LOCKE, Esq., Deputy Collector in charge of the Treasury,

to E. G. R. FANE, Esq, Collector of Madras, dated-Sydapet, 19th August 1864,
No. 899 :— :

1. TIn paragraph 2 of their Proceedings; dated the. 21st June 1864, No. 3,799, the Board
remark that certain Petitions against one Paupanah, a Kuroum of Pakala village in the Chendra-
ghiri Talook of North Arcot, were forwarded to the Collector of that District on the 19th Decem-
ber 1861, and that they. were handed over to me, then a Deputy Collector.in the same District,
for inquiry. In paragraph3 of the same Proceedings, they remark that I apparently took no

" steps in the matter, and in paragraph & they animadvert upon my dilatory proceedings in the case,
which enabled a corrupt official to escape punishment, ’

2. Trom my successor Soobroyaloo Naidoo’s letter to Mr. Fraser, the late Acting Collec-
tor of North Arcot, dated the 23rd October 1863, No. 6G; I learn that the case was only referred
to me on the 11th August 1862, having been previous to that date under the investigation of
the Indm Deputy Collector, T. Mutusawmy Iyer, and that it was not therefore transferred to

me by the Collector immediately it was received by him, as paragraph 2 of the Board’s
Proceedings would imply it had been.

3. I assumed charge of the Zemindary tracts from my predecessor, M. Nursimha Puntulu,
on the 1st July 1862, and was fully occupied for several days in clearing his Magisterial file
which contained not a few and very intricate cases. As soon, however,as I was at leisure after
receipt of the Collector’s letter, I find that I did not omit to take the usual initiatory proceed-

- ings, by issuing Processes for the appearance of the parties concerned ; and I also find from the -
original records received on my application from my late office at Naggery that I am able to .
account satisfactorily and step by step, for my apparent neglect of the case.
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4. Thus I find (1) that summonses were issued on the 19th September 1862 ; (2) that the
accused appearing on the 25th idem, asked for an adjournment on business grounds, supported
by an application from the Tahsildar to the same effect ; (3) that an adjournment sine die was
/ i .. granted by an order to the Tahsildar, dated the 30th September ; (4) that a second order, dated
S S e e ' 11th O.tober was issued, appointing the 20th of that month for the hearing ; (5) that the parties,
o o o , S T . excepting three absentees, appeared on the 26th of that month; (6) that the Tahsildar was
.- : L Tl T ' written to on the following day (27th) to procure the attendance of the absentees without delay ;

/ ‘ ‘ ' ' ’ ' ' ' T SR (7) that the absentees not appearing and having other heavy work on hand, the case was again
T T adjourned sine die ; (8) that in the early part of this month I had received an English report

T RO ! from tne Tahsildar informing me of extensive frauds perpetrated by the Kurnum Paupanah in

. R R T A S R N A Fuslies 1269-70 and 1271, which also induced me to send him back for inquiry ; (9) that during

. CL e T T LT Ty o T November, exact dates unknown, a charge of concealment of cultivation against the same indi-
e : S ’ N ' _:j R e vidual was investigated by the Tahsildar, and eventually on his report and perusal of the records
, : L e e e T T ST of the case, thrown out by myself ; and (10) that the inquiry in connection with the grave

A e R R R FE SRRV " R : charges referred to under Clause 8, was commenced with on the 20th December 1862, and did

S Shee oo S e U R S ST not terminate betora the 27th Febraary 1863, when the Kurnum was convicted and fined in a sum
B . s 5 e T S e ) o R i . of 1,500 Rupees, and dismiésed_from his post besides,
o R N o R e :" R LT 5. From the foregoing abstract of the records I have received, I trust I have satisfactorily
RV R S A T T e LT el e N . shown that neither neglect nor dilatoriness is traceable to me, and that no ‘weakness or indeci-.
T LR ‘ - . ' e sion was exhibited by me when I found a clear proof against the man. He has been heavily
L fined and dismissed from his post under my conviction, and more could not have been done to !
him, evenif I had the opportunity of going through the original charge agairst him., Iam
only scrry that Idid not, when reporting this conviction, advise the withdrawal of the original

charge, an omission owing entirely to forgetfulness, and not arising frcm any desire on my part
to screen tte offender:
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
26th September 1864. '

o No. 380.
Forwarled tothe Board of Revenue, with reference t i i
) th o .
June 1864, No. 8,799, s to their Proceedings, dated the 21st
SYDAPET,

(Sioned . G.
20tk August 1864. (Signed) E.G. R. FANE, Collector.

——

Submitted to Government with reference to theic Order da v
Tle Board acquit Mr. Locke of having been dildtory in his pr;ceet;?nfzhbi:]i: 8:?:1, tN ;' 1176,
that to adjourn sine die a case involving a serious criminal charge, i‘; ;ny thine bst e aware
course of procedure. As no mention was made by Soobroyaloo ;Iaidoo of any | rou Z'ProP? r
the case during Mr. Locke's tenure of office, the Board naturally concluded thaytﬁ cei ings in
taken by him, between August 1862 and the date on which he left the District bOI:ethAd been
did not consider him to blame for the delay in the disposal of the Petition which iia; tak e Board
previously, for, as noticed by Mr. Locke, Soobroyaloo's letter showing that the ahen place
rgfened to his predecessor in August 1862, was before the Board. ; ease had ‘been

No. 359. . ORDER THEREON, 26th September 1864, No. 1,760:
- The Government will i v
Misoollanooms. : ( will take the foregoing Proceedings into
llan consideration when they have before them the expla.nat;gion of

Moottoosawmi Iyer,
(True Ex-tract.)

Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue.

Exd. T, O'Connor.

No. 5,832 _
PROCEEDINGS OF THE BoARD oF REVENUE, dated Tth September 1864,

Read the following letter from S. R. LOCKE, Esq., Deputy Collector in charge of thz Treasury,
_ to E. G. R. FANE, Esq., Collector of Madras, dated Sydapet, 19th August 1864, No. 59D :—

1. In paragraph 2 of their Proceedings, dated the 21st June 1864, No. 3,799, the Board
remark that certain Pectitions agamst one Paupanab, a Kurnum of Pakala village in the Chendra-
ghiri Taluk of North Arcot, were forwarded to the Collector of that District on tho 19th December
1861, and that they were handed over to me, then a Deputy. Collector in the same District, for
inquiry., In paragraph 3 of the same Proccedings, they remark that I apparently took no steps
in the matter, and in paragraph 8 they animadvert upon my dilatory proccedings in the case,
which enabled a corrupt official to escape punishment.

2. From my successor Soobroyaloo Naidoo’s letter to Mr. Fraser, the late Acting Collector
%of North Arcot, dated the 23rd October 1833, No. 66, I learn that ihe case was only referred to
me on the 11th August 1862, having bzen previous to that date under the investigation of the
- Inam Deputy Collector, T. Mutusawmy Iyer, and that it was not therefore transferred to me by
the Collector immediately it was received by him, as paragraph 2 of the Board’s Proceedings
would imply it had been.
\\3 AI\a‘ssuEned charge of the Zemindary tracts from my predecessor, M. Nurlsi;-_'t‘nha Puntulu,
on the 1t Thly 1862, and wag fully occupied for several days in clearing his Magisterial file
which contained not a few and very intricate cases. As soon, however, as I was at leisure after
receipt of the Collector’s letter, I find that I did not omit to take the usual initiatory proceedings,
by issaing Processes for the appearance of the pirties concerned ; and I also find from the
_oniginal records received on my application from my Tate office at Naggery that I am able to
account satisfactorily and step by step, for my apparent neglect of the case. =~

4, Thus I find (1) that summonses were issued on the 19th September 1862; (2) . that the

- accused appearing on the 2jth idem, asked for an_adjournment on basiness grounds, supporté—d,_w

by an application from thg -Ta\l‘l‘silda'htg }he sameo effect ; (3) that an adjournment sine die was
granted by an order to the Tahsildar, dated the 30th September ; (4) that a second order, dated
,llth'bct«Jber was issued,,gppoinﬁng\theﬂ{)ch of that month for the hearingy (5) that the parties
* excopting threé Whsenteds, appeared on the 26th of that month ; (6) that the Tahsildar was written
~ 't on the following da_xh(27xh) to procure the att:ndance of the absentees without delay; (7) that

Y417 absentees not appearing and having otherheavy work o, fiand, the case was again adjourhed

gine die ; ‘\(Sl‘that in the early - part of-this month I had, received an E_l'nglis'u report from the
tTahsilda{r‘Thfo;mirfg me. of. exteasive, frands™ perpebrated yby " the Kurgum P aupanah™in Faslis

1259-70 and 1271, which also induced me to send him back for inquiry; (9) that during November,

" exact dates uaknown, a charge of concealment of cultivatiog agiinst 4hes same<intividual “was
investigated by the Tabsildar, and eventually on his report and perusal of the records of the case,
“thrown out by myself; and (10) that the inquiry in connection with thy grave charges referred to
under Clause 8, was commenced with on the 20h D

_ and dismissed from his post besides, -~
5. From the foregoing abstract of the recor

- shown that neither neglect nor dilatoriness is traceable to me,
was exhibited by me when I found a cleag, p'mof against the man.
_dismissed from his post under my convidtion,

f“if T-had the opportunity of going through :{he original charge against him. Tam only sorry that
3‘1 drd, not, when reporting this convicé’gnv, ‘advise the withdrawal of thé original charges, an
fjtﬁxfs,sioh owing entirely to forgetfulness,aid not arising from any desice on my part to screen the
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*7 offender.
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TT wagsem
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scember 1362, and did not termmatg‘before‘
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the 27th February 1863, when the Kurnum was convicted and ﬁued "in"a sum ‘of l,aUO-Rypees, .

- -
ds I haye received, I trost, T haye satisfactorily
and that no weakness or indecision

He has been heavily fined and
and more could not have been done to him, even
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= No. 380.

Forwarded to the Board of Revenue with reference to their Ptoceedmcrs, dated the 21st

>June 1864, No. 3,799,

S SvpareT, : (Swned) E, G R. FANE """
* ~20th August 1864, ' ’ '

'i

Submitted to Government with reference to their Order, dated 5th July 1864, No. 1 186
'-The Board acquit Mr, Locke of having been dxlatory in his proceedings, but he must be awsre
- that to adjourn sine die a case involving a szrious criminal ¢
- course of procedure. As no mention was made by Soobroyaloo Naidoo of any proceedings in the
case during Mr Locke’s tenure of office, the Board naturally concluded that none had been taken
by him, between August 1862 and the date on which he left the District, but the Board did not
consider him- to blame for the delay in the disposal of the Petition which had taken place previ-
ously, for, as noticed by Mr. Locke, Ssobroyalao's lotter showing that the cise had been referrea

to h1s  predecessor in August 1862, was before the Board,

harge, is any thing but a ‘proper

~
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(A true Copy and Extract.)

| , Sub-Secretary,

i To J. D. Sim, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D. _ . S

‘ Copy to E. G. R. Fane, Esq., Collector of Madras. - Sl T
! » - to G Banbury, Esq,, Acting Collector of North Arcot.. e - ‘
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