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Proceedings of the Moiras Government, Rivenue Department,
30k November 1875.
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of the Head Assistant Collecton-d v ng 6 latter’s absence, for report as to the truth

of the charges against Somaya. On his return to the district shortiy afterweards,
Ml:. Farmer heard of this petition, and addressed the Collector, insisting on its
being sent to him, Thereupon a correspondence ensued, which is forwarded
complete together with the original petition and a translation thereof. Not content
with obtaining the petition, Mr, Farmer affocted to believe from an expression in
the Collector’s letter of the 11th February 1875, which does not in the least warrant
the construction placed upon it, that the petition had been sent to the Deputy
Collector for report by mistake, that officer being at the time in charge of the
Head Assistant Collector’s office ; he demanded certain other papers, and cross-
questioned the Collector as regards the action taken by him iu the matter in a
manner which led Mr. Hope eventually, after a correspondence which the latter
should have terminated long before, to decline any further correspondence on the
subject. :

4. The question is, however, repeatedly alluded to in subsequent letters ;
and 1:u lengthy Proceedings, dated 10th J uly 1875, No. 2, Mr. Farmer took
occasion to explain in detail his views in regard to the proper course £6 be pursued
in dealing with pseudonymous petitions, and though he is apparently putting a
purely hypothetip_al case, there can be no doubt that he rofers therein to his o?rm
relations with the Collector, This effusion he had the impertinence to send to
Mr. Hope, with an endorsement requesting the latter to state how far ho approved
f’f the views therein expressed, and intimating his disapproval of the courge adopted
in Somaya’s case. This is one of the documents which the Collector desires to be
expunged from the records, and the two others are equally objectionable, The
production speaks for itself and comment is superfluous, the tone alone being
sufficient to condemn the writer,

5. Inhis letter of the 16th September 1875, No. 305, requesting the Collector
to lay the matter before the Board, Mr. Farmer states that he considers that he
has been treated in a manner the reverse of straightforward and ingenuous, and
that he has been wronged as a public servant. He persists in asserting his l;elief
that M.r. Hope’s object in sending the petition to the Deputy Collector for report
was with a view to the publication of the defamatory matter contained therein
and that Mr. Hope withheld information Wwhich he might have furnished, Hc;

' . earest on record, and as he has
certainly written at sufficient length to place the matter in gl its bearings before
the Board from his point of view, they are in a position to judge how far Mr, Farmer
has ground for complaint in this particular instance, and to estimate ﬁ}lat his
grievances generally are worth, |

6. Mr. Hope has summed up the whole case clearly in a memorandum which
treats of Mr. Farmer’s complaints under three heads :— ‘

lst.—The action taken on the pseudonymous petition, to which Mr. Farmer

: specially refers,

2nd—The action taken'on pseudonymous petitions generally,
3rd.—The general treatment complained of,

As regards the first point, Mr. Hope sets forth in detail every circumstance con-
neeted with the receipt and disposal of the petition in question, and explains that
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he regarded it r.¢rely as a petition againi. “a Basasns fispector, and that as the

echariesemri specifie, he considered it necessary to ascertain how far the writers
were prepared to substantiate them, which, of course, he was perfectly justified in
doing. He further states that until the petition was returned to him by Mr. Farmer
with a: translation, he was actually unaware that it contained the scandalous
imputation against the latter, and that had he been aware of this, he would probably
have acted differently. Itis,therefore, clear that the motives attributed to Mr. Hope
in this matter ave purely imaginary, but, even were it not so, the peremptory toune
of Mr. Farmer’s correspondence with his Collector would be quite unjustifiable,

7. In dealing with this subject, Mr. Hope explains the reasons which induced
him to prefer entrusting the inquiry to the Deputy Collector instead of to
Mr. Farmer; and gives particulars of the latter’s proceedings in two magisterial cases

as indicating intemperate haste and prejudice in the conduct of another inquiry

entrusted to him. The records are not before the Board, nor is it their province
to review magisterial proceedings, but the facts stated amply justified Mr. Hope in his
determination not to refer the matter to Mr. Farmer, and indeed that officer’s pro-
ceedings apf}:ar to have been so arbitrary that the Board do not understand why
Mr. Hope did not carry out his intention of reporting the case to Government

with a view to the curtailment of Mr. Farmer’s powers.

8. The Board are decidedly of opinion that there was nothing in Mr. Hope’s
treatmenﬂt of this matter which warranted Mr. Farmer in his repeated demands for
information concerning the petition, or in the inferences which he drew from the
Collector’s reticence about it. :

9. It is unnecessary for the Board to discuss with the same detail the charges

~made regarding the disposal of pseudonymous petitions generally, or concerning Mr.

Farmer’s general treatment at the hands of the Collector. Heseems to have taken
offence where none was intended, and to have imagined that disagreement with his
views was groundless opposition. He has failed to show in the Board’s opinion
that he has any cause for complaint, and, even if he had, his insubordinate and
impertinent language would go far to prevent the possibility of granting him redress ;
Mr. Farmer’s conduct cannot be passed over without severe notice ; the only excuse
that can be urged on his behalf is that he has suffered in health, and that he has
been long isolated from all communication with other European officers. He seems
to have contracted a morbid view of his position, and has exaggerated every act of
his superior until it assumed the appearance of a wrong aimed at himself ; he has
no doubt suffered much anxiety from the condition of those around him, and has

felt that his efforts to ameliorate their condition have not been forwarded as fally

as he desired. The Board give Mr. Farmer credit for considerable zeal and energy;
he has done good service, but is not fitted for an isolated post like Cumbum.,
Although ready to make every excuse for Mr. Farmer on the above grounds, the
Board deem it their duty to bring his misconduct to the notice of Government, and
to recommend that he be moved from Cambum, and placed in some post under the
immediate control of an officer who will enforee discipline and promptly check
insubordination, From the position of the individuals, the matter cannot be treated
as a mere personal one, but acquires grave public significance; and were the state
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10.  Whilgt censuring My, Farmer, the Board cannot acquit Mr. Hope of a}l
blame. He was doubtless placed in an unpleasant position by the attitude of h‘.s
subordinate, but ke should have evinced more tact and firmness. A sharp repri-

of insubordination would probably have been effectual ;

encouraged Mr, Farmer to Persevere in a course which must sooner or later lead
to disgrace,

§ R | appears from My, Hope’s memorandum that Mr, Farmer has been two

» and that during that time he has not once visited Kur-
nool. The Board strongly disapprove of the want of personal inl:ercou.rﬂ'o
between the Collector and hig Assistant, Had Mr. Farmer been required to vxsTt
Kurnool once or twice a year, he would possibly have been disabpsed of his
morbid delusions, A Collector should periodically call in his diviflional officers
from distant out-stationg for short periods to confor with them personally i the
state of their divisions, and to give them the opportunity of becoming acquainted

with the principal officers of the district. The Board trust that few Collectors
need to be reminded of thei

r duty in thig respect, but they take this opp.or.tx?mty
of impressing on them the necessity for personally conferring with their Ylivisional
officers occasionally, In the Present case, it appears to be a fact that Mr, Farmer
had been actually eighteen months in the district without making the acquaintance
of his Collector personally. He was appointed to the district in April 1873, and
until Mr. Hope visited Cambum in September 1874, it -appears that the Collector
er met. The Board are of opinion that the Col.
lector should make & point of visiting the Cumbum Division at least once
a year,

(A true Copy and Extract.) »

(Signed) €. A, GALTON,

Acting Sub-Secretary.
\\

No. 340. OrpEr THEREON,

S0th November 1875, No. 1,716.
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complete together with the original petit®yn and a translation thereof. No g
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Head Assistant Collectnrs office ; he demanded certain other papers; and crf’s““a
. questioned the Collector as regards the action taken by him in th.c matte; 1;;‘-\“,
. “manuer which led My, Hope eventually, aftor a correspondence which the latte
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4. The question 18, however, repeatedly alluded to in subseq?ent letttel"s 1;
and in lengthy Proceedings, dated 10th July 1875, No. 2 Mr, Farmer o:d
oceasion to explain in detail hig views in regard to the proper course to be Pufs“ R
in dealing with pseudonymous petitions, and though he is appm'en.tly P“t‘tmfvu
purely hypothetical case, there can be no doubt that he refers therein to his 3 :
relations with the Collector.  This effusion he had the impertinence to sen :;
Mr. Hope, with an endorsement requesting the latter to state how fuy he SPPTOV"d
of the views the‘i'lé;in expressed, and intimating his disapproval of the ugse 8d°pt;
in Somaya’s case. This is one of the documents which the Collecto®desires to be
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