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Proceq Jings of the Madras Goveriomant, J, udicial Department, /
A 15t November 157t : -7

No. 16.  Read e following letter from the !Hon. V. RAMIENGA ._;z*fs,;‘,

Inspector-General of Registration, I dras, to the Ilonorable D, F o

CARMICHAEL, Officiating Chief Saardtary to Government, Fort Saint
~——..George, dated Madras, 20th Septembor 1875, No, 168-A:— .
I have the honor to submit, for the information and orders of vaerng;én 1 :

From the Registrar of Tinnevelly, dated 16th
July 1875, No. 75.* o

To the Registrar of Tinnevelly, dated 21st July
1875, No. 365, R I

From the Registrar of Tinnevelly, dated 29th
July 1875, No. 80.* s il ,

From the Registrar of.Tinnevelly, dated 5th
August- 1875, No. 86.*

To the Registrar of Tinnevelly, dated 16th
September 1875, No. 473, .
From the Registrar of Tinnevelly, dated 23rd

September 1875, No. 126.*

* Roquested to be returned.

accompanying correspondence ‘with the

Registrar of Téinevelly, regarding a
complaint preferred Ly one Vadama

Annavier of Karungolum, against J oseph

Samuel Thaver, 'fqrmerly Sub-Registrar

of Morappanad, an1 now Sub-Registrar

of Tankasi, Pl

2.. The case as gathered from the
papers submitted is that an agreement
was executed by one Soobbier and his
mother, Moottamal, 4 favor of the

complainant’s d-ughter, Minatchiammal, on the 30th of August 1874. This

~document, was presented fdr registration on the Lst September following at a ,
- chuttrum at Saithinganellore to which the Sub-Registrar had been invited for the

\ onsideration money specified in ‘tho agreement (Rupees LA40) i
- was paid over by petitioner in behalf of his daughter, in the Sub-Registrar's

presence, to the executing parties. The latter then and there asked the Sub-

Registrar to register the document and deliver it to com
tative of the claiming party, Minatchiammal,

See Section 52 of the Indian Registration Act
and Rule 12. J -

at once giving the preseribed receipt
for the document told c?)mplainant to

| ‘call for it at the office at Morappanad.
 Complainant accordingly followed the Sub-Registrar to Morappanad and theré, in

the office, demanded the receipt. The Sub-Registrar promised to let him have it

in an hour’s time. Complainant accordin
the Sub-Registrar told him for the first ti

gly appeared again in the afternoon, but

me that as the presenting party had ot

authorized him in writing to deliver the document to him (edmplainant), it could
not be given to him without & written authority from Soobbier, Complainant then
went in search of Soobbier, but could not find him. So, next dﬂy‘.hafappmé{

~ before the Sub-Registrar and told bim that Soobbier was not to be found, to which '+
~the Sub-Registrar answered, that lja;had.‘.;a:_lréb;dy delivered the sent 2o Y
Boobbier, and that complainant must now go about his business.

3. This at once excited the suspicions of complainant and he f, R th
obtained a copy of the registered ~greement and found that it had been tampered

with since its presentation to the Sub-Registrar for registration. e therefore .
preferred a eomplaint to the Head Assistant Magistrate charging the exeortesmor -

the document with having caused certain alterations and additie;;,:.;‘ifé"’;;a&é in

it to the injury of complainant’s daughter. It appears that the Head | Sﬁiata,ht i

[

plainant as the represen-«
But the Sub-Registrar instead of i

document to ™ B *«
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Magistrat dismisged hxe,compl int without inquiry, on the {!l“)““fi that “.: v;la:cf:;):n.
~Timinal maiter, and that the cdmplainant should seek his rex'nedy by a c'lzrate S ‘

\>\1 appeal, however, to the § sions.Court, the Head Assw.(ant Magis e ) o
direcu.d 19 take up the ease bing dispose’ of it on its merifs as the comp o

: up the |
contained a specific charge of forgery, The Magistrate accordl‘ng.ly tolr’)ko:e%lil‘@- A7
case, but again dismissed if un¥e#Bection 147 of the Code of Cl:unmnl . r i 4

o, el iblls Registrar, Mz, Locke,’BaYs that the case attracted his atten.l(;n Sl r !
first time in November last when o was in temporary charge of the Hea

-ant Magistrate's I ision,
as the Sub-Registra

-accordingly sujnmoned
15th December 1874, bu

apd that he considered a departmental. inquiry ne::ssarg(; !
N4me was prominently mixed up Wfth the cnt (;n the-
the complainant Annavier, and took his statemen

t took no further steps, ° tition was

4. The complainant thereupon petitioned this office and the Pet without Ar
referred to My, Loc}e for report. In his report of the 16th of July ]u:a-:] inquiry - "v‘.ﬂ
offering any explanation of his omigsion toproceed with the departmens AT *'
‘which lie says ho had thought neéessa.ry and ‘commenced, * states the Sub-leg

i 1
. . to certain &t
trar ig apparently within rule in all his acts ;" but adds, I confess

misgivings notwithstandin
consenting par

: the
he had paid up the consideration named in it and taken so much pains to‘?;v;link
document registered.” Under all the circumstances, Mt Locke concludemﬂ called e
‘the potitioner’s only remedy is in a civil action.” On being sj’l’sefluex;iz Locke = . -
upon to explain why he gid not proceed with the dm,mgntal.m‘,}““};)’ d ;heady
states ‘amoug other reasons that “the Head . Assistant ‘Magistrate ha st have

exambhed the cdmplainant and dismissed his complaint;” but Mr. ka :;:t Magis-
*been aware when he wrote this that the proceedings of the Head Assis - strar.
.« trate had nothing whateyer to do with the case as against the Snb-Regl; .
6. From the Papers before me, I am satisfied that the condact 0

fo.? ‘ Re 'stral‘
Registrar in this case is open to very grave suspicion as remarked by the Regl

iti as a &
g It is not at all likely that the petitioner W '

43 Paragraph 5,
admits that the mon
itis not at I likely

bbier had openly
plainant) after y

.
»

| l inant, and
¥ Was paid in his presence to Soobbier by comsit‘;;:;nu,nlw
that after this, the latter would have rested 8:to him (com-
asked the Sub-Registrar to return the documen

. . en acting ‘e Y,
egistration. At this time the Sub-Registrar must have be 08

: ly proper
1 collusion with the executing parties, or he would have pursued the only P

nts after o
£ to the delivery of the registered document to the executa A

] e !
himself in Lis letter of the 29thre{l‘:l; SR
last.  The Sub-Registrar appé g0

: ity 1n
Cumstances, that is, taken down so‘fbb'er’a antt:l(;:ltl}:ori-
4 writing in the printed form of receipt which expressly provides for suc and-oven-
 zation bei yand: then acted upon-it;—His fatling to-do50; after the
tually giving the receipt to Soobbier was a very unusual course to t‘ollmi:vs G
consideration money had been paid in his own presence, and clearly ’ho.n st them,
was giving the executing parties the opportunity to do what iscbarged_ﬂga‘ JIr R
namely, to tamper with the document before registration, to tho injury e
b _iéiui‘mii‘g\party. His conduct, i appears to me, is not consistent with "g or 408
#UPPOSitOh.... Ta receipt and the counterfoil, both of which I have i

will be {:und among the enclosures, bear internal evidence of this. ,

" at the chuttrum i ‘

“been given aw

clerk appears not to have been sv

‘nally,
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ings of the Madras Goverignept, Judicial Departmenf, :
i’ 1st November 1815 |
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¥ 3 : " . t =
. . i | the accey tance of th ,documexf i
2 ithe: party at the time o ¢ ekl o
ARk mas ot GLIOM 18 e:; itépg:iZg dated:a4 M: fappanad, while thi( co:;;e,;f‘f >
‘ N T X ; g fiffersic,
ithi »h(;::nore, and by the handv f}(;ltmg of eflj‘ci};aigtmg(&t.,!-.éwwas
is dated at Salthliﬁftantially. with the statement X the-cox;lp A e
L1 to com t tho Sub-Regitey O at Msupynad for f last fold that it had
ol Soibema A0 the. 3 retext and anothefsapil h-? iy i ah stly and was, . ©
was there put off with oxllzi,'ph. ””'.Lfthe Sub-Reg istrar was acting ~°nes] ywas ope:; iy
le'."sn»‘ e L v ’ : 2 n i
R th; mlﬂ; ?théf I;av;»tékefl Soobbier’s wntf?nhau_tﬂ oeJiP{tO the latter ; or
B B mplainant and gives: the *sc et
£ ment to complal ing improper in giving
for delivering t.he ?302:. he states he did, that there was nogmﬁil(;nx;eit%ir hovgv ovbr.
i he‘reany‘behfvew;uld have llanded it to him at once. He
it to Soobbier, he :

g 1[ e na i S ¢ 2 ttl document was
althou 1 ~

: 1 the business in.
ive it to complainant would probably_d:(fl’ea:;‘ Oe:' e,
g t° gf;lwas given at the time and the requir pp
hand. 8o no receipt was. i b
sceured for tampering with the docume

NI M : P et -.
i cht eRegtstrar pomtedly ;
A other suspicious circumstance imn the caseto hl
o not C w h h

‘ pied into the Register not by wne Oi‘ﬁc? Clerk,
sy iR AE £ ;f):sv::igﬁlx;? oThsnrer:D apparently 8 friend, if t“(_’ti ’ _
i Straﬁge}é—l?);{:;:uar. After what luaulll taken I;Iati:gi ext : :;;st;t:r :lﬁrix 0{ A

ative of the Sub- 7 sotior aseret 487long ue possibio;
;i?znble to keep the whole mn':aiiﬁlﬁn the Bub-Rezteitars st deritol s i
Sl lainant were prepared to prosecute the S.ub—_R'egEst,ra: ﬂcdr:ns\d
e itation in giving him the necessary per.nission t, 26’
e hav: n;'l:ﬁ:‘ Acting Registrar’s letter of the 23rd instant, No. 126, .
but it will be seen {ro

.

-

. . i ne of the witnesses
ble to undertake a criminal prosecution, as one :
At jer is una
that Annavier 1s u

z her i in a precarious statd. It be.comes
on ‘whom he had relied is 1‘1;‘;31’1 z:g :::e(:;epartmenball)g and, under all the (gu'cuml-
therefore necessary to dei:1 to recommend that the Sub-Registrar, J oseph‘ amue
alatiy L o caue(?lu‘zioiﬂmizmed from his post as unworthy of trust: ti f the
Fhaxst, ba smper that the Registrar states that_on ‘ixamlnf" 19!1 0
9. Tt will be seen ¢l Thaver has been in the habit of emplo.)tmg stran.g'exs
Registers he finds that S'a;nutbe books. This is in direct contraventxox'l cof positive
in copying documents 1nto ne but the regular clerks should be permitted t? take
and repeated orders that r;‘othe office. Among the strangers so employed is th‘?
any part in the business lo -Vernacular School at Mordppanad, who is dessribed b‘#
BpLiiMine £ :te friend of the Sub-Registrar, and who appoars to have X
the Registrar as ant;:t]]::ter at the Saithinganellore Chuttrum, and to L ‘
been _pxcacgt thhh PR place in connexion :mth tl}e case. oo
cognizant of all tha hat in another case in which Samuel Thaver has been

10; & may s'tate 'tnaroper conduet in connexion with another docfm'fent ;
charged with snm}lar t;orip by another party, I have just acco.rdf.:d permission, e
presented for ltegls‘trals(;s No. 1062, and Section 466 of the Criminal i I ——
under G.0., 4th July !

H B, X
to the complainant prosecuting him before the Magistrac; - l)dlﬂpoged
Code, to the | 3%

to do so.
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<& Under fthe circumstances brought to notice by the Inspector-General :
Registration, the Governor in Qouncil directs that the Sub-Regigtrar Joseph Sam A 2k : £
Thaver be summarily dismisse Tt a4 s : sy ¥
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To the Inspector-General of Registration,

s> Revenue Department, .~ .

»»  Accountant-General, :
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