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Proceedings of the Madras Glovrnment, Revenue Department
26¢h July 1870.
No. 255. Read the following Proceeding of the Board of Revenue, dated 23rd
June 1875, No. 1,736 :— 5 ‘
Read the following letter from J. 11 GA’ISTIN Esq., Collector of South Arcot,
to H. E. STOKES, Esq., .ActvoP Secretary to the Board of Revenue,
dated Vetavalam, 11th June I87j, No. 253 :—

I mave the honor to acknowledge theteceipt of the Proceedings of Govern-
ment in thesPetition Department, dated l?th ultimo, forwarding for my remarks,

. which are ordered to be submitted throug}, the Board, a petition from Mr. Dique,

late Tahsildar of Tindivanam, praying to bo restored to his post of Tahsildar

__from which he has becn defrraded and tofeturn the petition with the following

3
remarks.

Mr. Dique begins by saymcr that he %ails to discover the specific charges
which have led to his degradation and then ‘immediately sets forth five spemﬁc
and three general charges gleaned from ¢1e Proceedings furnished to him, and
defends himself from each in succession. Tshall proceed té notice each defence
and to make my observations thereon, firstremarking, however, with reference to
Mr. Dique’s prefatory statement as to the persons who” were ill- dlsposed towards
him and who spared no efforts to effect his humiliation, that it is to be regretted
Mr. Dique is not more specific in his accu%atlon I cannot for a moment suppose

“he alludes to e becauso I have, to the best of my recollection, only set eyes on

him twice, and have certainly only Judo‘ed “him from papers relatmcr to him and
to his proceedings which have passed und91 my review., = " -
2. With reference to Mr. Dique’s de(‘ence to the charge that he allowed a

- servant of his to build ona piece of ground taken up by the Public Works Depart-
" ;mem;,f gr-a gravel- -quarry, there is no queshon about the facts; Mr. Norfor took
' posﬁt!“s!ou the ground in May 1874 afier ascertaining, so he says, from the

village officers that'it" was bond fide Government waste and in ignorance (as the
village officers seem also to have been) of the fact, then within Mr. Dique’s
knowledge, that it had been alrcady assign:d by Mr. Chamberlam to the Forest

" Department and the Railway Company [vide his letter to Mr. Norfor, dated

20th July 1874). e took possession of it, he says, under paragraph 4 of the rules
laid down in the Board’s Standing Order No. 9 of 1872 without sending any
intimation to the Tahsildar, as it was doubtful whether the quarrics would be

~ permanently useful (vide paragraph 3 of his letter to the Head Assistant Collector,
dated 25th July 1874). In June Mr. Dicue’s servant began to build a hut on -

the land ; and, on Mr. Norfor’s protesting to the Tahsildar, the building was
stopped. Mr. quue, however, did not reply to Mr. Norfor’s letter, and goes on
to explain that, owing to the practice of receiving darkhasts in a box prevailing in

" the Revenue Department, a Tahsildar cannot know who may be an applicant for

land on darkhast until the receipt of the village ‘officer’s report on the darkhast
(called the khetwar memorandum). Itis quite true that the practice of persons

. entering on lands after they have given dar khasts and before the lands have been

assigned to them does prevail in this district in respect of lands required for
cultivation, because, owing to the delay in dlsposmg of darkhasts, the cultivating

* season would often be lost if possession were not taken in anticipation of assign-
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Proceedings of the Madras Yocernment, Revenue Department,
206¢h Tuly 1875.

t

ment, but the practice of receiving dakhasts in a box never was in forco in the
other talugs of the district, and a Takildar may or may not know who gives a
darkhast, but it is more than probable tiat, if his own servant is going to apply for

- land on darkhast, he will mention the natter first to his master. Mr. Cox says the

man presented a darkhast to the vilage officers, but I find that on the 19th
May 1874 one was presented to Mr. Ditue and forwarded to the villaze officers;
but whether Mr. Dique did or did not tnow that his servant gave a darkhast for
the land on which he began to build, M, Dique ought to have ordered the removal
of his servant’s hut on Mr. Norfor’s srotest and to have replied to that protest,
but be did neither the one nor the othex, Mr. Norfor seems to have acted strictly
according to the rules, and Mr, Dique feems to have felt slighted because he was

" not consulted previous to Mr. Norfor's :aking possession of the land.

3. With reference to the chargc that he permitted the land to be occupied
a3 a cart-stand and was disrespectfal to Mr. Norfor, the first half of this charge
is only supported by the assertions of the band ymen, which may have been false,
and, therefore, I donot think this should be taken as proved against Mr, Dique.
As to his disrespect to Mr. Norfor, ! think the second paragraph of his reply is
decidedly objectionable. MMr, Norfor 3ad a right to act as he did, and it was quite

suflicient for him to inform Mr. Digue that he had taken the land for the use of .

his department. It was not necessary, under the circumstances, that Mr. Dique
should be consulted or informed ho¥ the land had been taken. Mr. Norfor was
moreover justificd in sending Mr. Digie o takid to the effect that, as the land had
been taken by him for the Public Works Department, he should not aceept any
darkhasts for it (vide Rule 4). : ‘

4. Asregards the charge that he obstructed the Railway Deputy Collector, |

I can only say that that officer (Mir Ansar-ud-deen Sahib) complained to me vé;lgally
of Mr. Dique’s obstructiveness and falure to assist him. He did not like to give
trouble by reporting him ; but if corrsboration is required, he will no doubt state
in what respects Mr. Dique failed to assist him, ‘

5. As to the charge of removing without permission the materials of a
building he had been occupying after it had been taken up by Government,
Mr. Dique admits the removal, but pleads his belief that he had a right to the mate-
rials and that he acted in complete iguorance of the order passed by the Collector.
He then sets out his version of the facfs ofthe case, 1regret that, after again going
through the papers, [ cannot acquit Mr. Dique of deliberate contumacy and misbe-
Laviour in this matter. He may or may not have erected the buildings, but one
of the parties who appeared before me when I made my award of compensation
deposed that the land and the buildings belonged to a native, and a mortgage bond
relative to these buildings and this land was filed before me during the inquiry,
which deed I subscquently found, on inspecting the Sub-Registrar’s books at

Tindivanam, had been actually registered by Mr. Dique himsclf as Sub-Registrar.

How Le can assert, in the face of this fact, that he believed he had a right either
to the materials of the buildings or to compeusation for them I cannot under-
stand, Moreover Mr. Dique secms to forget his having written an explanation
of his conduct to me in which he says that, Zed ke known the buildings were going
to be taken by Government, he would not have interfered with them—a statement
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Proceedz'ﬁgs of the Madras Governinent, Revenue Department,
- 26th July 1875. ‘

wanifestly disingenuous, for.I employed My, Dique as Tuhsildar to serve upon himself
§n his private capacity the notice required ky Act X, of 1870, and Mr. Dique was
well aware that Government were going to take the buildings, or why should he
have preferred claim for compensation to the Railway Deputy Collector or have
employed a vakil to eppear before me? I treated him and his vakil with marked
consideration in thechstter, and was compelled at last to decide the case ez-parte
as concerneddin~pique ; and, as the principal claimant present before me declared
that he'éflowed Mr. Dique to occupy {:xe buildings rent-free on condition of
keeping them in repair, it was manifest thet Mr. Dique had no claim whatever, as
proprietor, for any compensation; yet, notwithstanding all this and his admitted
knowledge of the fact that his claim to compensation for the taking of the build-
ings by Government was rejected by me (as reported by his vakil to him), he
removed the buildings. It is true he subsejuently paid the value of the materials
on my ordering him to do so, but I canoot acquit him of having acted defiantly
and insubordinately in the matter. Ife szys he was under an impression, based
on the Deputy Collector’s order (Enclosure C to bhis petition), that, supposing
compensation was refused him, his right to t1e materials was intact and undoubted,
and so removed .them; but it is difficult to comprchend how Mr. Dique can
scriously urge suchi a line of defence in the face of the Deputy Collector’s order,

- which begins by informing him that the luildings alluded to and the land on

which they stand are claimed by Sublaroya Mudali and others, who arte puttadars,
and “ that, therefore, they are entitled to the compensation that may be given for
thénd all,” busthat the village officers had said that ¢ the right to the said buildings
rests in you '’ (Mr. Dique), and that the csmpensation that may be given “ for
unroofing those buildings and for removing the materials for the purpose of
building another” ought to be given to Mr. Dique, and therefore, because the
village officers ventured on this expressim of opinion, the Deputy Collector
called on Mr, Dique to report immediately how much compensation he required

for unroofing the buildings and building otlers. In reply to this notice Mr. Dique

informed the Deputy Collector that he buit the buildings and that the right. to
them vested in him alone and not in any oher, and he claimed 300 Rupees as
compensation for the cost of unroofing them, carting the materials to another place,
and “ to build & new one.” It was because this claim was considered exorbitant
(the Public Works Depéftment baving valied the bui}dings at 80 Rupees) that the
proceedings before me became necessary, axd yet after his claim was dismissed by
me, Mr. Dique falls back on the Deputy Jollector’s notice to him as an implied
pérmissiori to remove the materials if hir claim to compensation is disallowed.
I consider that Mr. Dique’s conduct in ths matter was inexcusable, and that his
defence is not good. B . o
8. With respect to the charge of allewing large arrears of revenue for Fasli
1283 (Rupees 2,09,343) to remaim uncolected and of not taking the slightest
notice of the orders sent to him on the subjc:t, Mr. Dique explains how the balance
was really much smaller than it appeared, an] that he did not reply to the takid sent
him on the 30th July (of the terms of whict he complains) because that information
was contained in the weokly collection repat of the 8th August, The explanation
tendered relative to the arrears is, to all iments and purposes, satisfactory though
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
26tk July 1875. ‘ :

" there are several mistakes in the ﬁgux,xes submitted by Mr. Dique to my office.

What he says is quite true that untii viie demand of a fasli is settled in any talug,
that is, until the Jamabandi is over, all collections proceed on the demand as
settled for the previous year; and as the demand for Fasli 1282, a very good year,
was much higher in Tindivanam than that for Fasli 1233, g bad year, and more-
over was only known in July (the month following the cldsy, of the fasli), it is
evident that the apparent current aricars were much larger than i, would be
after the reduced demand for Fasli 1253 was sottled. The demand for Fasli 1282
was, Mr. Dique says, Rupees 5,738,728 and for Fasli 1283 only Rupres 4,69,577,
so that the difference, Rupces 1,09,151, would disappecar from tho figures of
outstanding current arrears as soon as the Fasli 1283 demand was known, and this
secms to have been the case Letween the 18th and 25th July 1874 for, whercas
the current arrears are stated in the weskly collection report of the weck ending
July 18th to ba Rupees 2,09,343, inthe report for the week ending July 25th they
are reduced to Rupees 91,835. Thero is a mistake, however, of about 8,000 Rupces
here, which, of course, runs through same of the succceding geports. I give below
an gbstract of the actual igures takor from Mr. Dique’s collection reports (which
I enclose and request may be returnec) :—

‘}2“86‘.;“:&{ Airears t(i)g:x!se z} C;) ‘1““"”" Baraxce.
Date. previous {. of 1283. old |° A(;:;ﬁ:.t

© years, . ' _lArrears.| """ I Old. | Carrent.

. BS. . 18, £s. ES. RS. RS,
July dth  wee e e we| 5,016 236,710 1,901 || 5.016] 231818
S oot st | 2sts1s] L | 11380 || 5.016| 2.23438
" 18th ve e e | 5016 | 223438 7 14,095 || 5000] 209313
* oy . .
W th e e e | 5000 [STOMEIEY a7 ) 27000 | 4902 [f TS

* 7 e <
August Ist ... oo e | 4,092 { gi:ggf:} 9,302 4,992 ’56;'23;
' *65.531 on o1 § *42/232
- 8th .. v oo er 4,092 { 67,592} 23,200 ‘ 4,992 44,293

Assuming the two demands for Fasis 1282 and 1283 {o be stated correctly in
the petition, it follows that, instead of Rupees 91,835 butstanding on the 25th
July, the real balance was 2,09,343 muus the differcnce between the two demands,
or Rupees 1,00,192 and not Rupees 91,835, but the demand for Fasli 1282, as
sta.ed in Mr. Dique’s explanation o the 2ith September 1874, was Rupees
5,77,047, which would increase the eror by about 1,700 Rupces, and, taking this
demand as correct, I have entered in recink () the corrcct figures which should have
been reported. It is singular how thc current balance of the weck ending the 1st
August is raised in the report of the wek following from 55,493 to 67,592 without
any explanation and efter the redwed demand of the fasli was known. In
fact the state of affairs in collection natters was really not so bad as it looked and
would not have been epecially repori-d on if the explunation had Leen afforded
on the 8th August as called for, so thit Mr. Dique has only himself to blame for
his obstinacy in not replying to the ukid of the 30th July. Ie says he consid-

{s) The figurvs referrecto are prinved with an sslerisk.
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Procoedings of the Madras Govrnment, Revenue Départment,
- ot 26th Juiy 1875. :

F Y

ered the weekly report of the Sth August ‘cgnt'ained all the information fequired
and fancied that a reply to that takid way, therefore, dispensed with, N ow, that
takid called on Mr. Diquoe to give an explnation of his conduct and to state how
many villages he had himself azmaishei. Ie treated this order with silent

contempt for he replied to neither call until a reminder was sent to him in

Beptember and -the collection report fo' the first week in August contained

pothing but the usual statement of figuvs as the Board can see. I regret that
. the takid should have been despatched worled as it was, for I think the expressions

used are unnecessarily severe; but, as the Board will see from the original, it was
written by Mr. Lister during my illness n July, and I never saw it before its

~ despatch. --The only part of this charge wiich I consider Mr. Dique has failed to

clear himself of is'the neglect to reply to he said takid.
7. With regard to the charge of diobedience and insubordination to the

- orders of the Remission Deputy Collec"r; I enclose a’ copy of that officer’s

-

%5 S

complaint on which I fined Mr. Dique.’l regret he was not called on for an
explanation before keing fined as his exploation since submitted is not without
force, and I would recommend that, in disp'sing of his petition, this charge be not
allowed to weigh against him as he has beq! already punished on aceount of it.

8. Ido not consider it necessary to pllow Mr. Dique through the two cases
(2) and (8) under Charge VII. with respec to his scverity in working the law for

collecting revenue by coercive processes, Jccause the only case brought forward
against him by myself wus {¢) thav of suueoning a number of revenue defaulters

“ to explain why they did not pay their kiss and then prosecuting them for non-
appearance. The other cases have been dcided by the Board of Revenue; and
- although the Board quote them as instanes of Mr, Dique’s irregular proceed-

ings, I do not consider that I am expéctd to review the Board’s Proceedings.
I, therefore, merely remark that with respzt to this case (¢) if Government con-

- sider that Mr. Dique acted in good faith, ten he can only be said to Lave made a

mistake in law. The Aet which empowes revenue officers to issue summonses

| to procure the attendance of parties * whee evidence may appear to them to bo

nocessary for the investigation of any matr in which they are authorized to hold
an inquiry * is jealously silent as to their eforeing the appearatice of such parties
by any sterner means ; and if & Collector’s smmons is disregarded, he must prose-
cute before a Magistrate. Mr. Dique’s preedure was perfeetly rcgular excep$

" that he acted illegally in issuing the samonses at all, and I can hardly think
- that a person whose ‘ abilities have been wmphatically recognised by the Board

of Revenue,” to quote Mr. Dique’s own wrds, can have been ignorant that the

- Act did not give power to a Tahsildar 0 summon a defaulter to the taluq

nominally to show cause why he did not py his kist, but really to save himself

“the trouble of issuing the regular revenueirocesses, or in order more easily fo
coerce the defaulter into payment. - : .

9. Lastly, with }espect to his diespectful correspondence, it scems

' Mr. Dique was authorized to reportin Engli on important mattors. N othing can

.be found on record in my office; but there :ems to be no doubt that for g long

¢ time before Mr. Sullivan’s arrival, Mr. Diqi‘used to report in English. So much,
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
26tk July 1875. ‘ :

" there are several mistakes in the ﬁgux,xes submitted by Mr. Dique to my office.

What he says is quite true that untii viie demand of a fasli is settled in any talug,
that is, until the Jamabandi is over, all collections proceed on the demand as
settled for the previous year; and as the demand for Fasli 1282, a very good year,
was much higher in Tindivanam than that for Fasli 1233, g bad year, and more-
over was only known in July (the month following the cldsy, of the fasli), it is
evident that the apparent current aricars were much larger than i, would be
after the reduced demand for Fasli 1253 was sottled. The demand for Fasli 1282
was, Mr. Dique says, Rupees 5,738,728 and for Fasli 1283 only Rupres 4,69,577,
so that the difference, Rupces 1,09,151, would disappecar from tho figures of
outstanding current arrears as soon as the Fasli 1283 demand was known, and this
secms to have been the case Letween the 18th and 25th July 1874 for, whercas
the current arrears are stated in the weskly collection report of the weck ending
July 18th to ba Rupees 2,09,343, inthe report for the week ending July 25th they
are reduced to Rupees 91,835. Thero is a mistake, however, of about 8,000 Rupces
here, which, of course, runs through same of the succceding geports. I give below
an gbstract of the actual igures takor from Mr. Dique’s collection reports (which
I enclose and request may be returnec) :—

‘}2“86‘.;“:&{ Airears t(i)g:x!se z} C;) ‘1““"”" Baraxce.
Date. previous {. of 1283. old |° A(;:;ﬁ:.t

© years, . ' _lArrears.| """ I Old. | Carrent.
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S oot st | 2sts1s] L | 11380 || 5.016| 2.23438
" 18th ve e e | 5016 | 223438 7 14,095 || 5000] 209313
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* 7 e <
August Ist ... oo e | 4,092 { gi:ggf:} 9,302 4,992 ’56;'23;
' *65.531 on o1 § *42/232
- 8th .. v oo er 4,092 { 67,592} 23,200 ‘ 4,992 44,293

Assuming the two demands for Fasis 1282 and 1283 {o be stated correctly in
the petition, it follows that, instead of Rupees 91,835 butstanding on the 25th
July, the real balance was 2,09,343 muus the differcnce between the two demands,
or Rupees 1,00,192 and not Rupees 91,835, but the demand for Fasli 1282, as
sta.ed in Mr. Dique’s explanation o the 2ith September 1874, was Rupees
5,77,047, which would increase the eror by about 1,700 Rupces, and, taking this
demand as correct, I have entered in recink () the corrcct figures which should have
been reported. It is singular how thc current balance of the weck ending the 1st
August is raised in the report of the wek following from 55,493 to 67,592 without
any explanation and efter the redwed demand of the fasli was known. In
fact the state of affairs in collection natters was really not so bad as it looked and
would not have been epecially repori-d on if the explunation had Leen afforded
on the 8th August as called for, so thit Mr. Dique has only himself to blame for
his obstinacy in not replying to the ukid of the 30th July. Ie says he consid-
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Procoedings of the Madras Govrnment, Revenue Départment,
- ot 26th Juiy 1875. :

F Y

ered the weekly report of the Sth August ‘cgnt'ained all the information fequired
and fancied that a reply to that takid way, therefore, dispensed with, N ow, that
takid called on Mr. Diquoe to give an explnation of his conduct and to state how
many villages he had himself azmaishei. Ie treated this order with silent

contempt for he replied to neither call until a reminder was sent to him in

Beptember and -the collection report fo' the first week in August contained

pothing but the usual statement of figuvs as the Board can see. I regret that
. the takid should have been despatched worled as it was, for I think the expressions

used are unnecessarily severe; but, as the Board will see from the original, it was
written by Mr. Lister during my illness n July, and I never saw it before its

~ despatch. --The only part of this charge wiich I consider Mr. Dique has failed to

clear himself of is'the neglect to reply to he said takid.
7. With regard to the charge of diobedience and insubordination to the

- orders of the Remission Deputy Collec"r; I enclose a’ copy of that officer’s

-
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complaint on which I fined Mr. Dique.’l regret he was not called on for an
explanation before keing fined as his exploation since submitted is not without
force, and I would recommend that, in disp'sing of his petition, this charge be not
allowed to weigh against him as he has beq! already punished on aceount of it.

8. Ido not consider it necessary to pllow Mr. Dique through the two cases
(2) and (8) under Charge VII. with respec to his scverity in working the law for

collecting revenue by coercive processes, Jccause the only case brought forward
against him by myself wus {¢) thav of suueoning a number of revenue defaulters

“ to explain why they did not pay their kiss and then prosecuting them for non-
appearance. The other cases have been dcided by the Board of Revenue; and
- although the Board quote them as instanes of Mr, Dique’s irregular proceed-

ings, I do not consider that I am expéctd to review the Board’s Proceedings.
I, therefore, merely remark that with respzt to this case (¢) if Government con-

- sider that Mr. Dique acted in good faith, ten he can only be said to Lave made a

mistake in law. The Aet which empowes revenue officers to issue summonses

| to procure the attendance of parties * whee evidence may appear to them to bo

nocessary for the investigation of any matr in which they are authorized to hold
an inquiry * is jealously silent as to their eforeing the appearatice of such parties
by any sterner means ; and if & Collector’s smmons is disregarded, he must prose-
cute before a Magistrate. Mr. Dique’s preedure was perfeetly rcgular excep$

" that he acted illegally in issuing the samonses at all, and I can hardly think
- that a person whose ‘ abilities have been wmphatically recognised by the Board

of Revenue,” to quote Mr. Dique’s own wrds, can have been ignorant that the

- Act did not give power to a Tahsildar 0 summon a defaulter to the taluq

nominally to show cause why he did not py his kist, but really to save himself

“the trouble of issuing the regular revenueirocesses, or in order more easily fo
coerce the defaulter into payment. - : .

9. Lastly, with }espect to his diespectful correspondence, it scems

' Mr. Dique was authorized to reportin Engli on important mattors. N othing can

.be found on record in my office; but there :ems to be no doubt that for g long

¢ time before Mr. Sullivan’s arrival, Mr. Diqi‘used to report in English. So much,
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Proceedings of the Madras Ghocrnment, Revenue Department,
- 26th Juy 1875.

IR Bedatiall

*

with respect to the style, as the Doard luve expressed their opinion on it, I do not
feel justified in making any remarks tiereon, but in the rare instances in which
- I have received communications from M, Dique I cannot recall any instance of
“impertinence or disrespect. 1le has 2 considerable idea, however, of his own
legal attainments, and likes to have a ray at the superior magistracy in a calendar
if occasion offers as the enclosed copy ¢ a calendar shows. : ’
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Excroscre No. 1.—Coy of Magisterial Calendar.
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SuemiTTED for the orders of Goveyment.

2. Although on one or two poing Mr, Garstin’s report tends to show some
palliation of Mr. Dique’s conduct, thy' gther charges have not been refuted, and
Mr. Dique's conduct has on several revious occasions been animadverted on.
The Doard are, thereforé, unable to regmmend a modification of th_e Qrger of
Yovernment directing Mr, Digue’s refuction’.' Tt L T '
(A truc Coy and Lxtract.)

(Signed)
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OrpEr THERECN, 2th July 1875, No. 1,112,
Ox reconsideration of the ease,
Government resolve to limit the redue-
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date of the previous order having been erried out, '
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2. Mr. Dique will, at tho expiratin of the year, be restored to a talug of equal ‘

i pay to that from which he was removed. ) N

& | (Trusixtract.) ‘ 2

(Signed)  A. MACGREGOR, v

% o Acting Secretary to Govarniient. : \ ;
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ment, but the practice of receivin

other talugs of t‘he district, and a Tahsildar may or may not know who gives a
ldar;{hast, but it is more than p::obable that, if his own sesvant is going to apply for
and on darkhast, he will mention the matter first to his master. Mr, Cox says the
XLIE" lpg‘;zented 8 Carkhast to the village officers, but 1 ind "that on the 19th
butywheth:r"glwasll)?;esen.ted to .Mr. Dique and forwarded to the village officers;
the land on lf.} }l]que did or dl(! not know that his servant gave a darkhast for
£ Li ) w’uc t he began to build, Mr. Dique ought to have ordered the removal

. 0 las servant’s hut on Mr. Norfor's protest and to have replied to that protest,

bu . - i
t he‘dxd peither the one nor the other. Mr. Norfor seems to Lave acted strictly
~ aceording to the rnles, and Mr. Dique scer

not COUSU)th previous to t\!r. Norf.)r's taking pOSS(‘SSion Of the ]and.

3. With reference to the charge that Le permitted the land to be occupied ™ -

a3 & cart-stand and was disrespectful to Mr. Norfor, the first half of this charge
13 only supported by the assertions of the bandymen, which may have been false,
and, the.refor.e, I do not think this should be tuken as proved against Mr, Dique.
As .to his disrespect to Mr. Norfor, I think the second paragraph of hLis reply is.
decxd-edly objectionable. Mr. Norfor had a right to act as he did, and it was quite
st-xfh'cxent for him to inform Mr. Dique that he had taken the land for the use of
his departu{ent. It was not nccessary, under the circumstances, that Mr., Dique-
should be consulted or informed how the land had been taken. Mr. Norfor was.
moreover justified in sending Me. Dique a takid to the effect that, as the land had
Leen taken by him for the Public Works Department, ho should not accept any
darkhasts for it (vidz Rule 4),

- X * ‘AS regards the charge that lie obstructed the Railway Deputy Collector,.

Gaie Wi 'v. cay bliav thias Liloug (MIr Ausur-ugd-deen Sahib) complaincd to me vcrbally

of Mer. Dique’s abstructivencss and fuiluro to assist him. 1le did not like to give

v fruub!e by reporting him; but if corroboration is required, he will no doubt state
1n what respects Mr. Dique failed to assist him.

[

bui S As to the charge of removing without permission the materials of a.
uilding he lad been occupying after it had been taken up by Government,.

l.lr. Dique admits the removal, but pleads his belief that he had a right to the mate-
rials and that Jie acted in complete ignorance of the order passed by the Collector..
He then ets out his version of the facts ofthe case. I regret that, after again going
thro.ugh the papers, I cannot acquit Mr. Dique of deliberate contumacy and misbe--
kaviour in this matter. 1le may or may not have erected the buildings, but one:
of the parties who appcared before me when I made my award of compensation.
depo§ed that the land and the buildings belonged to a native, and a mortgage bond’
rel:}tl)ve to these buildings and this land was filed before me during the inquiry,.
, W!ncl} deed I subsequently found, on inspecting tho Sub-Registrar’s books at- 1
. Tindivanam, had been actually registcred by Mr. Dique himself as Sub-Registrar..
How Le can assert, in the face of this fact, that he believed he had a right either
to the matcrials of the buildings or to corﬁpensation for them I cannot under-
stam.l. Moreover Mr. Dique scews to forget his having written an explanation
of his conduct to me in which hLe says that, kad ke known the buildings were going:

g darkhastsa’in a box never wasin force in the -

ns to bave felt slighted Luecauso he wva’s{/ '

; - g o
W, W A Lllfbsl-*f;’i:o'"n.?‘ Ria e Nb-Te— . L.

e 4 s b et tald Yof tach itk mar coes
ST e -

7
I
£

o
r
F

t-(“‘f
%,

Vah o
7‘\3‘?&‘@

to bo taken by Government, he would not have interfergd with them—a s\tatement !: /
wanifestly disingenuous, for I employed Mr. Dique as Tuksildar to serve upon himself
¢n his private capacily the notice required by Act X. of 1870, and Mr. Dique was {
well aware that Government were going to take the buildings, or why ‘should he
havé preferred claim for compensation to the Railway Deputy Collector or have
employed a vakil to appear before me ? 1 treated him and his vakil with marked .
consideration in the matter, and- was compelled at last to decide the ease ez-parte
as concerned Mr. Dique ; and, as thé principal claimant present before me declared
that he allowed Mr. Dique-to-occupy the buildings rent-freé on condition of -
keeping them in repair, it was manifest that Mr. Dique had no claim whatever, as

:

-. proprietor, for any tompensation; yet, hotwithstanding all this and his admitted

knowledge of the fact that his claim to compensation for the taking of the build-
ings by Government was rejected by me (as reported by his vakil to him), he
removed the buildiogs. It is true he subsequently paid the value of the materials.
on my ordering him to do so, but I cannot acquit him of having acted defiantly
and insubordinately in the matter. He says he was under an impression, based
on the Deputy Collector’s order (Enclosure C to his petition), that, supposing
compensation was refused him, his right to the materials was intact and undoubted,
and so removed them; but it is difficult to comprehend how Mr. Dique can
scriously urge such a line of defence in the face of the Deputy Collector’s order,

which begins by informing him tl}at the buildings alluded to and the land on |
A‘\;ixiéfi::ﬂey‘stand are cluimed by Subbaroya Mudali and others, who are puttadars,:

and * that, therefore, they are entitled to the compensation that may be given for
them all,” but that the viillage officers had said that * the right to the said buildings_
rests in you '’ (Mr. Dique), and that ‘the compensation that may be given * for
unroofing those buildings and for removing the materials for the purpose of-
building another™ ought to be given to Mr. Dique, and therefore, because the
village officers ventured on this expression of opinion, the Deputy Collector
called on Mr. Dique to report immediately how much compensation he required -
for unroofing the buildings and building others. In reply to this notice Mr. Dique
informed the Deputy Collector that he built the buildings and that the right to
them vested in him alone and not in any other, and he claimed 300 Rupecs as
compensation for the cost of unroofing them, carting the materials to another place,’
and * to build a new one.” It was because this claim was considered exorbitant
(the Public Works Department having valued the buildings at 80 Rupees) that the
proceedings befere me became necessary, and yet after his claim was dismissed by
me, Mr. Dique falls back on the Deputy Collector’s notice to him as an implied - ,
permission to remove the materials if his claim to compensation is disallowed.
I consider that Mr. Dique’s conduct iu this-matter was inexcusable, and that his
defence is not good. : ‘

6. With respect to the charge of allowing large arrears of revenue for Fasli-
1283 (Rupecs 2,09,343) to remaim uncollected and of not taking the slightest
notice of the orders sent to him on the subject, Mr. Dique explains how the balances
was really much smaller than it appeared, and that he did not reply to the takid sont
him on the 30th July (of the terms of which he complains) because that information
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was contained 1 .
o re;:;ltilvr; tt}:)et:eekly cul}cchon report of the 8th August. The explanation
there aro soverd o tekm'rfaars 15, to all intents and purposes, satisfactory though
What he says is uitha; es\ n the figures submitted by Mr. Dique to my office.
that fs. wntil dh ?}an:;bmb;h?t until the demand of a fasli is settled in any taluq,
settled for the previous a'm : .13 over, all collections procecd on the demand as
was much higber iq Ti )de'a:r, and as the dewand for Fasli 1282, a very good year
over was onl; N, lifrll lja;u'uu than that for Fasli 1233, a bad year, and more:
ovident that the a “‘e \ uly (the month following the close of the fusli), it is
after tho roduand C§Jp8. n current'arrears were much larger than they wouid be

) ced demand for Fasli 1233 was scttled. The demand for Fasli 1282

was, Mr. Di . 5 '
r. Dique says, Rupecs 5,738,728 and for Fasli 1283 only -Rupees 4,69,577,-

80 that the diffe N
e cuf;:in:re;evliupces 1,00,151, would disappear from the figures of
scems to h:vc been the ‘:"3 “1“0% a3 the, Fusli 1283 demand was known, and this
the current arrers are stattt(:] vetween the 18th and 25th July 1874; for, whereas
July 18th to be Rupees 2 0; 3“} tl.xe weekly collection report of the week ending
are reduced to Rupi)(:s 9;’837'. Jl'3,‘"1tihe'!‘c‘por.l: for the week ending July 25th they
here, which, of course rl,mqat.l There is a mistake, however, of about 8,000 Rupees
an abstract pf the act:“l ﬁj, iraugh some of the succeeding reports. I give below
1 enclose and request n‘lay izr:jt::ﬁfl; )f:(_):" Mr. Dique’s collection reports (which

Arrears of | c -
¢ 0“ - . H
Date. lrii%iand t}_rrcara tion:zf C‘?gechont | DBataxce.
ous | of 1283. of Current ¢
years, A}::L(:’. Arrears. | g1y Carrent
July 4th‘ . ‘ ¥ 3. e, ‘ . B8 ‘
3 5018 . . - -} RS LR L3B
o th oo Lo L 5'010 :3,:56'71._# 1,901 ! 5,016| 2,354,818
18th 016 2,34,818 11,3 5 Yo 4%
" co e e el 5016 | 2930438 7 380 | 5,016 2,23,438
o 25th 5 06 Sire T 14,095 | 5,000| 2,049,343
ose .ss cse voe * . (¥ 7 a2
,U09 % 91'8:75’} 17 27,040 4,002 . 44,8.,1_3
August Ist... .. » =y 64,793
c e el 4802 147 ELES 5 * 65,531
64,795/f 0,302 | 499211 554
oo Btha we oo .l 4002 |4 65531 . o
’ 67,592;} 23,299 4,992 { 44993

Assumine t! PR N
fparuning the two dewands fur Fuslis 1252 and 1293 o Lo stated correcly in
July, the rea.’! balance X l;tZ) mStead.Of Rupecs 91,835 outstanding on the 25th
or Rupees 1,00,192 a:’:;s 09,343 minus the difference botween the two demands,
stated io M,r ,Di ue’ no;. Ilu?ees 91,835, but the demand for Fasli 1282, as
577047 whiéb W‘l ledez'exp anation of the 24th September 1874, was Rupces
dt’em;nd;s(,o,mct quha increase t?xe err?r by about 1,700 Rupees, and, taking thia
Leen reported I,t o ve en}tered inred ink (a)the correct figures which should have
Aarast b o d L singular how the current balunce of the werk ending the st

3 ed 1n the report of the week following from 55,493 to €7,592 without

. an lanati
y explanation and after the reduced demand of the fasli was known. In

fact the s¢ airs 1 i
e state of afTairs in collection matters was really not s0 bad as it looked and

ldn ' i
. would not have been specially reported on if the explanation had been afforded

cn the 8th August as called for, so that Mr. Dique has only himself to Llame for

{2) The figures reforred to are printed with an asterick.
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. tho, takid should hav
" ue~d are unnccessari

* explanation before being fine
. force, and I would recommen

v (a) and (b) under Charge VII. with respect to

AR 1 .exptunrwny‘tn’ ey Jdid—mot pay

* that he acted illegally in is
. that a person whose

g the trou

. . _ \ - . .
-~

his obstinacy in not replying to the takid of the 30th July.” He sayshe consid-
ered the weekly report of the 8th August contained all the information required
and fancied that a reply to that takid was, thercfore, dispensed with. Now, that
takid called on Mr. Dique to give an explanation of his conduct and to state how
es he had himself azmaished. He treated this order with silent
lied to neither call until a reminder was sent to him in

collection report for the first week' in August contained
I regret that

many villag
contempt for he rep

September and the collection re
nothing but the usual statement of figures as the Board ™ can see.
ly severe; but, as the Board will see from the original, it was
written by Mr. Lister during my illness in July, and I never saw it before its

despatch, The only part of this charge which I counsider Mr. Dique has failed to

clear himself of is the neglect to reply to the said takid.
7. With regard to the charge of disobedience and insubordination to the

orders of the Remission Deputy Collector, I enclose a copy of that officer’s
which I fined Mr. Dique. I regret he was not called on. for an
d as his explanation since submitted is not without
d that, in disposing of his petition, this charge be not.
him as he has been already punished on account of it.

follow Mr. Dique through the two cases
his severity in working thelaw for

. collecting revenue by coercive processes, because the only case brought forward
2 aghinst him b)”’s?nyself, was (¢) that of summoning a number of revenue defaulters

complaint on

allowed to weigh against
8. I do not consider it necessary to

The other cases have been decided by the Board of Revenues; and
them as instances of Mr. Dique’s irregular proceed-
I am expected to review the Board’s Proceedings.
at with respect to this case (¢) if Government con-

appearance. her
although the Board quote
ings, I do not consider that
I, therefore, merely remark th

4 d in good faith, then he can only be said to have made ’a‘

" sider that Mr, Dique acte
" mistake in law. The Act whi

 to procure the attendance of parties

ch empowers revenuo officers to jssue summonses
«whose evidence may appear to them to be

necessary for the investigation of any matter in which they are authorized to hald
. an inquiry »' is jealously cilent as to their enforcing the appearance of such parties

by any sterner means; and if a Collector’s summons is disregarded, he must prose-

cute before a Magistrate. Mr. Dique’s procedure was perfectly regular except
suing the summonses at all, and I can hardly think

« ahilities have been emphatically recognised by the Board
Dique’s own words, can have been ignorant that the
a . Tabsildar_to.summon a defaulter to the talug
ho did ot pay his kist, but really to'save himself
ses, or in order more easily to

_ of Revenue,” to quote Mr.
~—Act did-not give power-to

" pominally to show cause why
ble of issuing the regular revenue processes,

coerce the defaulter into payment. % o |
'fé 9. Lasﬂ)', with rospect .sto his ‘di%fespe“f.ul cp"esmndence, "it seems
- Mr. Dique was authorized to reportin Engli.fsh“qfnimport.ant matters. Nothing can
be found on record in my office, but there mseémg to be no doubt that for o lorg
time before Mr. Sullivan’s arri’zﬂ,“ Mr. Dique used to report in English.” So much,

thicir Kisto wed bhien’” yioawuﬁag thcus for man

~
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1 therefore, of his offending in this matter must be considered as authorized, and g : | / . é e
7 with respect to the style, as the Board have expressed their opinion-on it, I do not # ' /} — ~
feel justified in making any remarks thereon, but in the rare instances in which & S "f- ‘57“ é NN . f
; I have received communications from Mr. quue I cannot recall any instance of co ' @. ™\ ¢
i impertinence or disrespect. He has a considerable idea, however, of his own , S et 1 S i
- legal attainments, and likes to have a rap at the superior magistracy in a calendar - SO T 3 i ‘
‘ if occasion offers as the enclosed copy of a calendar shows.’ A : 3 f
! s P/ / 2 / / SO P!
; - N e IR T ke /a{) e =93 0 L
f Excroscze No. 1.—Copy of Magisterial Calendar, \' . ) / . : \\*\ .
T T e e TN TR I E 'l‘ X‘ / 1/ - )f 441”4,44@14»»’ ' Q. : ?h
Excrosuz No. 2. -Copy of letter from Deputy Collector Vencatasoobbiah, ™ = ; % /u/d e’y ' hfialde § T
. v
Excrosurzs Nos. 3 to 8.—~Weekly reports of Collections from Tahsildars. ‘ P {'14 // / o'f - o f
Excrosura No, 9.—Petition with its enclosures. ' S / ,% / , U T
: ' /ttler/t ‘e 7 “!/ e < fe€ - ‘
: SusuirTeD for the orders of Government. . 5 / [)/ A ,.é ] e / 1% / 5 Leo _". e
2. Although on one or two points Mr. Garstin’s report tends to show some . e /, o Ll , R
palliation of Mr. Dique's conduct, the other charges have not been refuted, and : 1 A] / 7/0(4 vt /((/ o
- Mr. Dique’s conduct has on several previous occasions been animadverted on. : y (q-/—;v,, /,4,/: T / ' a
The Board are, therefore, unable to recommend a modification of the order of - '_ . ,/1:/
Government directing Mr. Dique’s reduction. ‘ /‘ ) Lo 12t 220 ,%/4:1 ezef /maut | ‘
" (A true Copy and Extract.) J’% o 4 - ,
' z’&s, i
| - : e T V4 I vy’ € o~
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