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Proceedz'nés of the Madras Government, Reve.@eﬂj@artment,
2l 27th May 1875. ¥

?3'-;

No. 320. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Reyenue, dated 1st
May 18735, No. 1,127 :—

: » :
. Read again Board’s Proceedings, dated 9th December 1874, No. 8,571,
Read also the following letters :— "

From W. 8. FOSTER, Esq., Acting Collector of the Godavery District, to
H. E. STOKES, Egq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
Viruvasaram, 28th January 1875, No. 33, -

. WirH reference to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, No. 3,571, dated
9th December 1874, calling for the explanation of the Tabsildar of Tanuku Talugq
on the charges brought against him, I have the honor te send the defence he sent

o TS,

2. I called upon him in a Telugu order to send, his explanation ; the questions
in his defence are his own translations from this order. .
3. "I consider his explanation unsatisfactory, and most of it I cannot

- believe.

4. In answer I, he says he received information about the concealment of
cultivation, and at once went out to the spot and ‘exami_ned the land. He admits
that he did not see the cultivation accounts; yet, without seeing them, I cannot
understand how he could form any opinion about'the concealment, nor what good
he could-expect to derive from going to the village ; Ite says he could not get the

~ village officers to appear before him ; he ought on that to have taken steps for

5. In answer 7, you will see that egg'l;ahﬁldar admits ‘having issued sum-
monses to the defendant, and warrants for the complainant in a eriminal case;
there were three different days ofi which the case was heard ; he says for the
second day, he issued warrants for both. e says, he ordered warrants to be issued
to both parties on all three occasions ; I cannot see that he had the least occasion

for supposing that the complainant would not appear on summons, and it was
therefore- extremely improper for him at once to issue a warrant. He says, his

 Gumastah did not obey°hiz orders about the issue of the warrant to the defen-

dant ; if so, when the case came on for hearing, the Tahsildar must have seen that
his orders had been disobeyed twice in exactly the same manner, but yet he does
not seem to have taken any steps to punish him. ;

6. In answer 8, I cannot believe that the Tahsildar did not know that he

was connected with Veeranah.

7. Looking at all of his answers, I see no reason to alter the recommendation

I have already made.

———

* Excrosuee No. 1.—Tahsildar's Defence.

From the same Officer, dated Cocana_.da., 3rd April 1875, No. 124,

RererrinG to the Board's Official Memorandum of the 25th Februar’y;last,
No. 282, I have the honor to forward, heréwith, copy of the Head Assirt i o0
lector’s letter of the 11th ultimo, No. 79, together with its enclosures
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2 : 27th May 1875.

Revenue Department,

R

2. In these, T cannot observe an
Gumastah. [ am not inelined to beliey

——

y marks of insanity on the part of the

: : : e the statement made to the Board that
@ was 1nsane at the time the warrant was issued. I am told that the individual

in qu.estion is‘ now at Madras, and that he is a relative of the Board’s Head Sheris-
tada:, who will probably know where he is, 80 that the Board can send for him,
and judge for~themselvgs. The Gumastah, however, told Mr, Sewell that he wrote

'the-’war‘rants under the orders of the Tabsildar; he did not then say he was insane
at the time, ;

———e

Excrosvre No. 1.

‘Fr°M'W50AUSTIN- Keq., Acting Head Assistant Cllector, to W. S, FOSTER, Esq., Acting
ollectot of the Godavery Didtrict, dated Tallapudy, 11¢h March 1875, No. 79,

R}”“{%’G Yo your letter, No. 95, dated the 4:h instant, forwarding to me a copy of the
1'30ar-d 8 Official Memorandum of the 25t} ultimo, No. 282, I huve the honor to send, as per enclosed
‘list, = bundle of papers prepared by, and in the havdwriting of, the Gumastah by whom the war-
rants in the Duya pound-keeper’s case were written, These papers show pretty clearly that about

‘the time of the issne of warrants ang subsequent and prior to the sume, the Gumastah was perfectly
- «sane and capable of discharging

insanity can be presumed.

. (True Copy.)
(Signed)  W. S. FOSTER,
A Acting Cellector.
: ’ - L {
Exciosors No. 2’.—3&3&1;6!’_ papers.

 Twuese papers will be submitted for the orders of Government. The Acting
‘Head Assistant Collector and the Acting Collector of Godavery recommend the
dismissal of the Tahsildar of Tanuky on the ground of general inefficiency,
.'disobedience, and untrustworthiness ; and furnish what are described as merely a
few instances of his misconduct as a Revenue officer and as a Magistrate.

2.. Mr. Sewell says, “ his whole revenue adminigtration is characterized by
8108 injustice, glaring partiality, utter indifference to the state of his talug,
constant and vexatious delays;” and as to his carelessness, neglect of duty and
disobedience, opinions recorded by Mr, Sewell’s two predecessors in the charge of
tt.ne [:Iead Assistant’s division, and of M. Sullivan, late Acting Collector of the
district, are quoted. Mr. Foster adds his testimony, saying that the Tahsildar is
untruthful, dilatory and disobediont and unjust and harsh towards his ryots and
T others within his jurisdiction, :
“\/'\J . B ’l‘he.follgyving instances are given in support -of these general charges,
= . .nd the Tahsildar’s explanation is now before the Board :—

E 2 .('a,) That he reported in a case of concealment of cultivation, without ever
having t.afamined the cultivation accounts, but recommended the village officers for
- -Buspension and trial. The Tahsildar states that he inspected the land, made his

recommendation, li:is Summons to the parties to appear with the accounts having
2 v 8 ~vrocure their attendance ; and that the case ultimately fell through owing
~ todelay iﬁ*\‘ha Head Assistant’s office. . 1 : :
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, epenue Department,

%

27th May 1875. Ko - o

(6.)  The parties in the same case having brought a charge of bribery against
the Tahsildar, they were handed up for punishment for absence from duty, and the
same thing happened in another case, The Tahsildar replies that in the first case
the village officers handed up were not the complainants and that the bribery
charge was dismissed before they were handed up; and that in both cases he merely
acted in pursuance of his duty. The explanation on these charges is not satisfactory.
* (e.) The Tahsildar'’s answer to the 3rd question is not a sufficient reply to
the charge of harshness in fixing so short a period for the appearance of the party.

(d.) The 4th is merely a general charg_e of undue delays, ‘and cannot be

discussed in detail. 1

(e.) The 5th relate to alleged differences between the taluq and village
accounts which the Tahsildar says are unavoidable. There ought to be no such
differences. e

(f.) The 6th is to the same effect as the second.

(g.) The Tth question relates to a serious charge of partiality in the exer-
cise of magisterial powers, and falsehood in excuse. In a charge of embezzlement
against & pound-keeper, the Tahsildar is alleged to have made unnecessary delay,
in view to the escape of the accused, and to have caused the complainant and his
witnesses to be arrested three times on warrants while summons only was issued
to the defendant. The case which was prima facic'a strong one is stated to have
failed when taken up by the Head Assistant, owing to the Tahsildar’s proceedings.

o

‘He lays the blame on his Gumastah, and maintains that he signed the processes
without knowing what the§ were. 'I'lic Guinastali states That o did everytuing Ly =

the Tahsildar's orders. Tt was brought to the Board's notice that the Gumastah is
now insane, and they inquired on the points; but from the Collector’s second letter,
there seems no reason to suppose that he was so at the time.

(&) The Tabsildar is accused of further partiality in havihg, as Magistraté, '

taken up and recommended the dismissal (which seems a curious proceeding) of
a case against one Veeranna who is a connexion of his; and with‘havil’lg_ then
denied all knowledge of thq,.ggnnexion. Veeranna and the Tahsildar have given
their daughters in marriage to the sons of the same man, and are shown to have et
at wedding festivities ‘in’ his house.” The Board eannot but believe that thq_

Tahsildar has, in this matter, been guilty of delibera%_}falsehdo&; L T

4. The Tahsildar further impudently”asserts that the proceedings 38"{““; 2

him are due to the enmity of a subordinate clerk in Mr. Sewell’s office,
. 5. On the whole, the Board consider that the case against him is not i&auy
way weakened by his explanation ; and they resolve to support the recommendation
of the district officers and to ask Government to sanction his dismissal from the
public service. He cannot be permitted to continue in charge of a talug, or inany
revenue position of authority; he cannot be trusted with any magisterial powers:

and the Board cannot point out any appointment in which he could be placed w i

justice or advantage to the public service. "
" (True Copiesand Extract.)
(Sigued)  H, E, STOKFEA ‘
Atlipg-Constary,
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" A. Bundara Raz, Tahsildar of Tanuky in Yhe
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=~ No. 3,571

s

- PROCEEDINGS OF THE Boarp or Revenug, dated Oth December 1874,

Read tho following letter from W. 8. FOSTER, Esq., Acting Collector of
the Godavery District, to J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to the Board of
Revenue, dated Cocanada, 12th November 1874, No. 414 :—

I mave the honor to forward a copy of a letter* I have received from the
; Tead Assistant Collector, reporting on
the conduct of the Tanuku Tahsildar.

'9. I would specially call attention to paragraphs 18, 19 and 20 of his letter.
In‘them My, Sewell gives the history of a Magisterial case : the case was referred
to the Talug Magistrate for inquiry, and during his inquiry, wheénever he fixed a -
day for the hearing, and farthet hearing, he issued summons to the defendan
while the complainant and his witnesses were arrested on warrant.

3 Then the Tahsildar was asked about this, and he says that he does not
know what processcs arc issucd, and that he has no time to give *orders asfo
whether to issue summons or warrant. P LS

4, If what he saysis true, he is scarcely fit for his position ; if it is untrue, -
I can hardly imagine conduct worse, to arrest people who have committed no
offence, and then to tell a lie in order to shift the blame to his own subordinate. .

5. I certainly think the Tahsildar’s statement is untrue.

6. In some other cases the Tahsildar appears to have given batia to the
i obvdl nhont extravaganfly. One man for coming eight wiles and giving
evidence one day, got Rupees 2-4-0; another for the same time and distance, Rtfnpeés'
2-8-0; another for the same time and twelve miles, Rupees 3-4-0; and a fourj;li ff)r
¢ghree days and eleven miles received Rupees 4+4-0. Mr, Sewell called”his atten="
tion to the largeness of the batta e was giving, but he continued to give such
large sums in spite of such warnings.

7 The Tahsildar tried a relation of his own, and dismissed the charge
acainst him. When asked about this, he said he did not know the man wasa
r:Iation antil after the trial. But he had been at a wedding with him a short time
before. The Tahsildar may not have intended to do any thing wrong in trying
the man himself; but in that case I hardly think he would have denied knowing

e Dated 3rd November 1874. No. 402.

the relationship.
8. I consider this another instance of the Tahsildar’s want of &

9. In hLis revenue business the Tahsildar seems just as bad. He
village officers for suspension and trial, stating that he }'ad personally inquired
t was a case of concealment of cultivation, and yet the Tahsildar
in the village dccounts to see if the cultivation was entered or

into the matter. I
had never _ltopked

not. oy A ga{n , he recommended that an Inafi should be attached as the Inamdar

had not appeared, and he had’enly given him three days’ time to appear. |

11. I think these instances are sufficient to prove that this Tahsildar should
ot remain in his post; but these, as Mr. Sewell says, are but afew cases out of
many that could be brought. | # |

19, Mr. Sewell also complaing of his dilatoriness and indifference fo the

‘gtate of bis talug,




18, This Tahsildar has been warned repestedly: he has been punished. I. 1|
“ hava had to threaten him before this that I would recommend his dismissal if he

: srould not send me up some statement that I wanted, which reminder after

. reminder failed to get for me. | B ' i '

14, At the beginning of this year when I was at Tanuku, I spoke very
. seriously to the Tabsildar, as T had reason to think he was not doing his work i
" properly.. He has disregarded my warning. o
~ 15. His conduet is bad, not only as he is untruthful, dilatory, and disobe-
dicnt, but also as heis unjust and harsh towards his ryots and others within his juris.
. diction, 1 cannot therefore but recommend his: dismissal. 1t would not, I think, o
" be advisable to transfer him even in a subordinate position to any other talug, nor [
wonld it be well to reduce him in his own. : o

-

2 ‘Eﬁfwmxl No.1.—~Copy of letter from Hea& Assigtant Collector. : f .

s =

F Berore submitting the case to Government an oppdrtunity must be given
< . tothe accused of defending himself. :
N e R .H’e jm't.iii‘fbe furpished with an abstract of the complaints against him, and
| required to sonthn any explanation he may wish to make within a fortnight.
' S (A true Copy and Extract.) |

£ . (Signed) J. GROSE,
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