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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
6th January 1864.

No. 3¢, Read the following Proceedings of the Madres Government in the Judicial

Department :—
Decliniog 10 act on the recommaendstion of the Magistrate ) ' _
:‘a.gos' .:o 1‘::; :.,'..,;.;‘ a.::: Row, lub-xqu.} (Here enter 23rd December 1863, No. 2,010.)
No. 35. Ospxa THEREON, 6th Jenuary 1864, xo. 18, ..
' Communicated to the Board of Revenue fur information.

(Tsue Extract)

(Sigaed) C.@. MASTER,
Deputy Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Roveauo, with Proscedings Judicial Department, No. 2,010.



JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT. .'.

PROCREDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

Real the following letter from J: W. B. DYKES, Esq., Magistrate of Nellore; to the Honor
able A.J. ARBUTHNOT, Chief Secretary to Goveroment, Judicial Department
[

m roE Saint Gedrgo, dated Nellore, 10U December 163, No. 35.
\&.,)tzlu m. Rau, Sub-Magistrate and Tahsildar of the Talug of Ongole in this Dis-

o ) .
trict, b 1 :
© Cases Nos. 63 and 04 on the W of the Semsions Coart of ict, baving been tried and acquitted on two
Nellore. Toscalesdars ia whichycasesare forwarded here- separate charg:s® of a corrupt and malicious

with, asd requeed to be reyoed when 80 longer oxercise of his suthority as a Magistrate, to
k;ep persons in confinemont, I lubmituaf for

 the consideration of the High C i
was right thet he Jbould be allowed to remain a Sub-Magistrate, as the Couft inoz;’u‘i:?i:‘: el:i::
: A bad obscrved,} his conviction would have

been & certainty under a diffcrently framed

indictment, and the Court had not
g1l too late the provisions of Section 248 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. otremembere?

@ The Proceedings of the High Court in reply, ruling that the Judges could not interfere
on the “extrad adicial remarks” of the Sessions Judge, &c., reached me just as a materidl wit-

ness in both th . .
‘C“N“.wo“‘wldl 8 10 bO e cases was being tried for per-

863, on the 8le of the Bessi .
Coart of Nollor:. The calendars : -bi:h .:- are (om: jury.. Aund the man (the Tashsildar's Gumastah)

:qmim, acd requested 1o be retarned when 30 loager * hs.ving been convicted,§ [ again addressed the
§ November 11th, No- 342 High Court,q and submitted for the considera-

tion of the Judges, whether it was tothe public
interests, that the Sub-Magistrate who bad escaped Jail by an accident, or by perjury, should
roturn to bis Talug to administer justice. .
3. I also submitted|j for the consideration of the J udges, whether the case ought not to be
viewed with reforence to the right the pui:lic
j Parsgaaph & ' have to be assured as far as possible, of the
integrity of every Officer exercising the powers
conferred on a Sub-Magistrate.
4. And the High Coutt, i snewer to this second applicstion, having replied®® that they
deem themselves precluded from teking cogni-
0 351k November 1063. gance of such questions, and tiat the proper
course for me to pursue is to address the
'Government direct, I do myself the bonor to submit accordingly for the consideration of Govern-
ment the correspondcnce, &e., referred to.
5. earing that the Sessions Judges Me, Story, who tried the Sub-Magistrate, had also
written to the High Court tourge his dismissal,
49 7th November 1868, No. 8s. I applied for s copy of the letter and beg to
* submit the ssmet? with the other reccree.
6. "And the whole case being fully set forth in these records, I .IhI“ perhaps \.n only swel-
ling & somewhat bulky correspondence, if I sgsin go over the detsils. And I will th?re.foro
- siroply submit a8 directed by the High Court, for the orders .ol Government, vhelh?r u.u fit
that & man should remain Sub-Magistrate, who, had he got bis (}uel. 'you\d now be in J.ul for
gross oppression, and in the opinion of the Bessions Judge, who tried him, .lho Joint Magistrate,
who committed him, ‘and myself who bave known him for four years, 18 wholly unfit for the
in abilities. But bis character is scandalous; snd I strongly

requaired.
4 131k Odtober 1863, No. 223,

g No. 63, 30tb and siol paragrephs

post. He is no way$ deficient
pecommend bis dismisssl.

e —

ORDER TRERZON, 23¢d December 1863, No. £010.
Tho High Court having, on 8 review of the evidence in thecases referred to, declined to order
the dismissal of N yapslhi Kistns Rau, Sub-Magistrate of Ongole, the QGovornor in Council is not

* prepared to act on the Magistrate's recommendation.
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2 Ifthe M
Magistrate
shown him

~ been autho

agistrate hag other reasons
should resume his office,

self unfit for hiy &ppointmen
rized to dea] with such case

for considoring it unlesirable that tho Sub.
the specific instances in which the Sub.-Magistrate Las

t should be lajd bofore the Board of Revenue who higve
s.

IV

Chief ecretory.

-

To the Magistrate of Nellore, |

(with foyr enc)
»  Revenue Department,

» Honouble. the Judges of the High Coure,

Osures Teturned,)
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Ead. T. McMootry,
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