M.R. 0. 1~80,000~15-10-3¢.

MADRAS RECORD OFEICE

Government of Madras.

fCeventce DEPARTMENT.

G.0O. No. Press
2.7¢%0 25
o oy B g i
Dated S ~u — Y9 [5Es

Not to be folded or roughly handled



Proceedz'ng&qf the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
5th November 1868,

No. 71.

Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue,

dated 28th October

1868, No. 7,691 :—

Read the following letter from W. McQUHAE, Esq.,

Acting Collector of the Kistna district, to the

Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 17th September 1868, No, 271

Ar the request of D. Purushottamaya, Acting Deputy
sury, I have the honor to submit a paper which he

Collector in charge of the Kistna Trea-
desires to lay before the Board regarding the

complaints made against him by the Accountant General, communicated with the Board’s Proceed-

ings, dated 9th September 1868, No. 6,416.

2. D. Purushottamaya was appointed to act ag Deputy Collector in charge of the Treasury ag
a temporary arrangement by the Order of Government, dated 12th February 1867, No. 358. The
English Writer in this office was subsequently appointed to act a8 Serishtadar, and Purushotta,ma.ya.
has now been in charge of the Treasury for one year and seyen months. He also acted ag Deputy

Collector for seven months in 1865, and for three months

qualifications have been repeatedly reported.

in 1862, and his geoneral character and

He is aware that he held an acting appointment

merely, and was liable to removal; but he feels deeply the immediate cause of his removal,

8. The complaints made by the Accountant General do not appear to show inefficiency or grosg

carelessness on his part. The first complaint shows an oversight,
of -arose rather from an error in law, than from carelessness.
Commissions were under the impression that they could take
without stamping the orders for payment, and they were permitted to do 8o for some time, 1
third complaint shows carelessness; but with regard to the fourth,

The second mistake complained
The Vice-Presidents of Municipal
their money out of the Treasuries
‘he
I think the Deputy Collector i not

to blame for the delay which occurred in transmitting some of the vouchers, and that in case of other
vouchers the Tahsildars are chiefly in fault. The delay as regards the two lists of Payments made

in July is not fairly shown by the date of receipt in the Accountant General’s Office,

That which

ought to have left Masulipatam on the 15th J uly left on the 16th, and that which ought to have Jefy
on the 5th Augustleft on the 6th. At that tims the roads were nearly impassable botween this and
Nellore, and the post was always two or three days late.

—

Excrosure No. 1,

The Accountant General having made the four following complaints against me, in consequence of
which I have been removed from the office of Acting Deputy Collector in charge of the Kistng

Treasury, to which I was appointed by.Governmen‘t in their Proceedings, dated 12th Fehpn
1867, I beg that you will kindly submit the followmg explanation in reply to the Account

General’s complaints:—
Complaint.

1. In April last he debited in h.is accounts t?xe
full amount of the Trigonometrical Survey bills
paid by him instead of the net sum ?nly, as
directed in this Office Circular, No. 26, dated

11th September 1867.

IIV On several occasions, bill.s which should
have each borne a stamp receipt, were, to the
number of 17, paid by himwithout such stamps.

ary
ant

Answer,

L. N» Trigonometrica) Survey bills having

been paid in thig district up to thig time, the full
amount was debited Iike all other Salary bills,
and the deduetiong on account of Service funds
were credited, instegq of debiting the net amount
after deduetions, T4 Was a new payment which
had not ogeurred before in this Treasury, and the
order of September 1867 was overlooked.

II. The Seventeen bills referred to were
cheques drawn by the Vice-President of the
Municipal Commission in April 1868. Similar
cheques drawn by the Vice-President of the
Municipal Commission in J. anuary, February, ang
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. unil the 2186 July and 12th Aungust.

111, Inlast month & receipt of the Telegtz
Department for Rupees 110-14-3 had
amount wrongly written as one hundred an
three, Annas fourteen, a.nd Pice three, and the writing in the leter, (eopy of which i8 enclosed,)
Jarger sum Was paid by him withoub correc=

March 1868 without stmnps,wére admittedin the

b Accountant General's Office, and ohjection Was

made to the geventeen cheques 11 guestion for

o ihe first time, Tver since stamps bave been
”a.ﬂixed on all Municipal bills.  The Commis-

. sioners refused gometimes even lately to affix
gtamps. I teporhe@,ﬁfthis to the Collector, and had
* gtamps _aﬁixed afterwards.

ﬁpﬁ © 111, The receiptin question Was received with
the a bill and a letter. The figures in the receipt
d having corresponded with the original bill and the

the bill was cashed, and the difference in the writ-
ing part of the receipt escaped notice in the office.

1V. Several youchers, which should have been 1v. The total number of vouchers for May
- forwarded with Tis Treasury Accounts for May Was 975 and for June 985; all these Were gub-
Ia.nd June last, were not sent until called for, mitted in due time, except five of May and four
¥ and his two lists of payments made in July, of June, (vide Result Statement of the Account-
; which should have reached this office by the ant General for those months.) The latter four
© 19th July and 9th Augusb, were not received reached the Accountant General's Office before

the Result Statement Was despatched, and were
acknowledged therein as “ gince received and

passed.” The. slight delay in their- despateh
~ from this office was gna.yoida}!\vé.‘ The Magiste-

| #al Contingent pill and Local Fund Certificate
had to go to the (ollector on cireuits They were

received in this office on the 18th, and were des-
patehed on the same day to the Accountant Ge-
noral.  The Salt Contingent bill a8 received o
the 13th and despatched on the same day 0 the
Board, and a copy of it to xflie Accqnnt)aht General

on the l4th. As regards the five vouchers

of May, one item had two vouchers, namely,

a bill and & paid abstract. The latter Was gent

in due time and was considered gufficient; when
the former was called for, ib7Wa8 also sent. The
delay in the submission of the remaining four
vouchers was entirely due to Tahsildars Who
had been repeatedly called upon for the puncma.l
despateh of youchers. 1 reported delay in some
cases to the Collector, who sent gtrict Wwarnings:
to them, and jmposed fines occasionally: One of
{he aforesaid four vouchers was received in time,
but had to be sent again t© the talook for the

" i purpose of a Receipt Stamp beix.xg affixed ‘
As regards delay of twe daysin one case, and |

Proceeding$ of the MAATE TSet, vo 106
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patched on the 6th August. They were signed

on the fixed dates, but a8 the tappal time Wwas
over, the packets were despatched next morning.
One or two days delay might have oceurred 1D
the transit of the mail owing to heavy rains ab
the time. Now letters come from Madras some=
times on the geventh day instead of on the fourth.
1 never left the office until the accounts due on
that date were examined and signed by me, X
cept When unavoidably prevented from doing 0.
Having acted this third time for more than a
year and half without any complaint up to this
time, and having been recommended many times
by different Collectors 10 the Board and to the
Government for the last eight years of my sex-
yice during which I have been District Serish-
2 tadar, 1 most humbly pray that Government will
graciously be pleased to keep me in sight when
an opportunity offers.

(Signed) D. PUBUSHOTTAMAYA,
e Acting Deputy Collector.

pu—

ENCLOSURE No. 9.—Order for money-

gD, With 1t enclosures, for the information of the Accountant General, With reference
j tary to Governments Jated 15th August 1868, No, 120, embodied in

g of Government, ate , No. 2,289. .
nations afforded by Purushottamay? are not altogether satisfactory a8

the charges made against him, the Board are of opinion that his conduct appears in &
ioht than pofore; mOore especially concerning the delay in the transmission of

1or which delay, the Postal Depa,rtment. is principally answerable.

TR i i

ORDER THEREON, Hth November 1868, No. 9,780.

The Government await the observations
w of the Accountant General upon the Deputy
Collector's defence.
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@. 0., bth November 1868, No. 2. 780.
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