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that they would not give false evidence against your
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evidence, insomuch as there’ was in réality no excess collections made
n our village and nothing paid to Tahsildar,—
caused two men who were ou
of our village, charge us
with our village authoritysh;
varadiah appealed tq your

Consequentl_v they
t of employ and who were the co-sharers
with excess collections promising them
Ps. The Revenue Inspector Vencata-
Honorable Board how he was suspended
dence against the Tahsildar.  Your
the records in the ecase of that
restored him and thus render
ay that thoge Nandave
b omplied with the wishe
Agnew in giving fylee complat and evidence against the Tahsildar

have aga,i.n been restored their offices by the Collector, and those
that declined 4, fi i .

orge evidence against the Tahsildar V. Narayana
v been suspended ang dismissed.  The

Revenue Tnspector
further I beg to s
authorities whe e

ed him justice ;, and
ram and Nundepaud village

vefy Vé”;ge Oﬁic?rs of Nandaveram and Nundepaud that, were first
”u.bPe" ed for ha,vmg made exessy co‘llections, were restored to their
offices, after they gave false

" evidence against the Tahsildar without
matter. All these facts will be
Head ' Assistany ik td send for the records of the Acf}ing
Nidating iy e 9?‘301‘.8' .Ofﬁce and peruse them. The Head
s *N otlector whe Presided over the enquiry of the Pahsildar

¢ Mayana Roy, well as those of Nandave.
efore any enquiry whatever was insti.
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W 4 quiry to ‘be made on and dismissed
M Yur Grace wi :
Vill be ploageq to fir s
f W out from the ori Takeed E 8
No. g6 e the fOHowmg e ; ginal Takeed Enclosure

the Taluq Sheris
Assistant Collector that
on which the Duttalore
+, This however was never

fuilure to pay for the articles pus - ok
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¢ admimgtéi’ﬁ"% f'or every individual who failed to impli-

» &e., carrieq away, that any evidence wax

Plaint @Mt you, to the effect, that you ob-

i fago by issuing chits to them, but
ceived them and that oy gre therefors wuspended, peud
© Accompany the Peoy who brings this Tukid taking with you
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Dated 20th Sept. 1872,  Woodiagherry. (Signet-in Telugu) V. VENKATANARAINA ROW.
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 them as weapons for the destruction of poor and helpless subordinates, as y
lem ¢

i i ' orth
; ment is already aware of his character during his stay at Madgra;‘ Nu; 1
(:oveznT;-i’chinOpo']y, and Cuddapah Districts, and of the censures and trans :I‘b, 2
Air'u; ’h suffered on account of his official irregularities and ineorrect reports.
which he -

: : rap . had
16. It will not be out of place to notice here, that a.lthough’ tl_m: Goy g}nm:tn:o ;e
i sveral occasions publicly notified that anonymous commur.n?a,tlon.s are Il+ s
Gnt %:16:1 tc; ‘ Mr. Vans Agnew paid no heed to their injunctions but cont
attende ) -
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i GO el‘nment Wie
T i i en on their strength. Your v waen
Y 3 many innocent m

#nued to ruin y

. . i roceed-
ferring him to Nellore, had to take notice of his hasty and una:uthomze;i. p~ E
transfe ; tg(‘) express a hope that he would try to adopt a new %me of. po.lti) lreel:,
bt gﬂ trict.  But still there appeared no trace of amendment in his officia fia aid
e STIricu. 4 o § 3 &
;‘;wb i rht; with him to Nellore his disaffection to the Cudda,pah t}]:eosli B ]i =
e broug ; Toati ing them to the detrime
i ous communications using e
redoubled attention to anonym _ 3 R et i b v At
subordinate officials both innocent and  guilty 4
several of the subordinate o : ssions such as these quoted
; b el e R AT JIn{ lst];? rtneaigiflssﬁi]l better explain his
’ ! ignalized - il
9. Especially as my advent was signa { . ire to listen to
k [:u;::r};ect isnp\imlation of ‘petitions professing to. - statement about his desire
)y & pe

s all the tricks that had for years, past been. - anonymous petitions, &c.
eXPOSE

3 el ad L ) 1
ellore District officials. = And I he o : L imself as to the
p“‘}"": bye:k;'eoolz in the Nellore Distriet in October ' /- Without satisfying h i
searcely s

3l : il :ontained
I received several petitions from the = genuineness of the s.tatements eon :
last, b:f(;-e np;rtv » in the above inundation of petltl(;i]s and
ryots of Kau 2 T . A i € pre-
- to the fidelity or otherwise of the fictitious signatures they wnt;tme'd,' : fhat
also as to & " udi 10 4
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sumed them the subordinate officials of the Nellore
. s gazetted Collector of Nellore e jeked e and that o
e ?—Is w::mﬁer and it was well known  District were chl.sbd . o TN
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/ Tahsildars of Woodeagerry and Kanigir;
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misrepresex'x't,mg’ things, cqncdcting cases-and procuring

who uuforjcunately happéned to ‘ineur his displl;as‘;lrlemg t
‘1.~—(:undasawmy Moodelly, General Deputy'C-oIIect,o :
2.—Streenevassa Runga Row, Taluq Sheristad "

3.—Somasoondrum Moodell
; ¥, Wood O
19. These favorites of Mr. Vans e

alse evidence against those

ar of YVoodeagerry Talug.

Row, Hoozoor Cash-keeper, and a
Rapur Taluq ; your Memorialist wa,
Board of Revenue but was recommended forrdi

vouring to secure the
ners father wh

Head Sheristadarshi
shi

0 then held that post, to Mf

fidence of Mr. vV .

of Nellore by backbiting your petitio
Elton a former Collector. He now enjoyed th
€ con

Cuddapah and took the o i
Pportunity of that gentleman’
*man s transfer of savi
yi

false and unkind against 14
agaInst your petitioner’s old fath
er and the memp,
o1

that they were natives of Cudda '
. : pah and ¢
siad, it poit o be s e lock. bt b r:(?n.sequently bad men, He thenceforward
» i l‘

e s ¥ Detit: ]
I).et']tIOIILrS ancestors may have resided pelitioner, /1t i frue that your
visited that place. About a fortnight after the ary ‘
ar

ans Agnew at
ng things both
's-of his fau;ily

e first
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Para 8.—The fact is that I had recoived Vemy. Petitioner hiange his mind. Your
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e S b o o i . A vy g A Voo
: ourse of conversation, had s sords in the maro:

him generally through his facings ; P 82 Yeuriss Wi

b ngs in matt - our iti <

nected with the administration of his, Tgtl‘suqm; i ‘_Petltlmlel‘ hﬂmbly
order to aacertain what sort of stuff he was made  that V'lslted Mr Vv

. Vans Agne

of. The result was wvery i ;
¢ Ty poor 1 ; 1
mind of his cupacity and ﬁtiless. S e ol i the Dj

begs to sub.

Para 4.—1In the course of interview V.-N’amyana

Row volunteered, repeated assurances of his honesty Grace to Judge ves it to your

and excellent bekaviour, and T took ] But iti
; 3 i b e = our 3
him depart without Warning. b iidatn compe]led fo 'bring y e

to your Grace's kind
there must he some

© p. B. Smollett, Esq.

.9

eman’ quite new to the District and to your Memorialist to
and unpleasant remarks regarding your Memorialist in the

pronounce after a conversation of but a few minutes,
alifications and honésty of 29 years' standing, from his o
d of by several gentlemen of greater respect and

spécial cause for & gentl
pass such uncalled-for
very first visit only and to
that your Memorialist’s qu
younger age, highly approve
consideration twere Very poor.
3. Your]Memorialist feels compelled to observe that the above undeserved and
uncalled-for remarks resulted solely from'the poisonous tales carvied to him by

Audiki Sudersena Row and of the impressions thereby produced on his mind, or

¢lse he 1s at @ loss to account for them.
4, Your Petitioner is descended from a respectable

W. U. Arbuthnot, Es. il -
3 family and his father aged about 98, served your Grace's

oo2 bl 5= fierl =

» I consequence of the |

'?: ;i ,ga gi;ﬁ:;y, I(‘%’“l . (lovernment in various high capacities for upwards of
f’ &t%é-:: ’E‘:&.Esq’ .. B6 years, and is now in the receipt of a pension of Ru-
@, N. Taylor, Esq. - pees 262-8-0 per mensen ; your Petitioner humbly begs
(l‘ {3 ?Sl\lxlrl:)r 11?3521-&(*' to quote hereunder for the sake of your Grace'’s easy
G. A. Smith, Ko inspection, extracts from the public records and opinions

. White, Esq.

, Morris, qu
Forhes, Esq.

A. Hunter, Esq.
W. B, Dykes, Esq.
. 8. Thomas, Esq.
. Williams, Esq.
E. F. Eliott, Esq.
" 3. Melville, Esq.
Ma&tel' ] g
o N. Chﬁsey (1'
Koo Bogwell, Esq.
8. Hooper, Esq.
. McCarthy, Fsd.
v. Wallace, Hsq.

DEPUTY ‘COLLECTORS. -
w. E. Jellicoe, Bsqy
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A M MoGrogor, Hag: oy
(. S. Baliah Gart lu Garu,

. Chentsal Row Pantult
K\xgiki Narayans Row Gart.
C, CuudasawmyMoodeHy.

 WILITARY GENTLEMER.

Captain W. J Wilson:
Captain A. E. Bowen,
Lieut. F. H. 8. Chalon.
Lieut. 1. Highmoor.
Captain Galbreath.
Captain Grove.

B. Elton, Esq. y e

. manchi Talug,

yecorded the following opinion abeut i o Petmgner

expressed by the Gentlemen marginally mentioned, under
whom Petitioner served in the Districts of Vizagapatam
and Nellore. Your Girace’s Government is fully aware of
the abilities of Mr. J. W. B. Dykes who was previously
Collector of the Nellore District for a long time, and
who introduced the Cattle Show, &c., novelties in the
District, and of his desire to secure perfectly honest
and faithful public servants. Tt was during his admin-
istration thatithe Talugs of the Nellore District were
reorganized, and in the reorganization he took care to
select those whose character and abilitiesx-ful'ly satisfied
.him.v" His 'opiﬁion of your Me‘morialis't‘ runs thus =
& Vamaganti Narayana Row, Sheristadar of Tala- .
understands English, and seems an inteL

ligent tan.” He was thén pleased to make your |
Vomorialist the Deputy Tahsildar and Sub Magistrate

of' the same éTa-luq in the new aumgémem ahd owmg
to the conscientious discharge of his duties, Mr. Dyhes}

}:\

“ ‘I‘ have &lway§ knmi'n 014 Na,ravana Row, Sub Magistratéfand Depm,y:
ahsildar, as a respeétable good man ; and on the retirement of ﬁhe Hoozoor
& ’ : A : i : Gy i it

Treasurer, { intend to select him for the T?e&sm‘}.‘ ‘ 2 L
' uThe Collector has the pleasure under instructions from Gnvel'nmant"tp
| . ‘ . their acknowl ment for his services as a
‘ anti Narayana Row, their g,’qknowleidga‘mep‘ o his periE 48
ﬁz‘:gefooy :ﬁ?g Committeeyi The Government, it will be obserfed\, éonstderthev
are greatly indebted to the Committee for the successful results. |
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aluable time, as much as possible,
. ' to the opinions expressed by the other
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50 be glag ¢, 1
“‘Ppomtments'hm glad % heay that pjq
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“H Ue Tewsrq 1 ‘lﬂcatmns and tried service in various
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Your Memorialist humbly begs to
SBnew was justified in asserting in
_‘ Nutes Conversation, that * the result was
o "\8‘ ind thay the aboye Pacity and fitness,” Tt will therefore be
foit Semorinlisy' qualif . °XPression is not the result of any sincore
a4 opinjoy e‘ms‘ ?:;?ns' hm}esty and tried service of 29 years’

. 48 Stated ty by onhe, n::ie :i)fto f‘)m} of the Cuddapah pOOpIO.O{
udden £ 5%, and bis fathey by _ﬂ'e poisonous report carried to him
PO W 0 48 alye ,} A. Sudersena Row, the General Deputy

‘  was the bitterest enemy of your Memo-

4 that tog
=1 safter g fow -
e n

; bgen;o?ialist ‘ﬁxrﬁmr be
" e violeng g4
84%e your M.

” Your
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;tﬁ‘drded hi ™

€5 to suby

W Ubecoming 1an,
“morialist 1) signi of

Sffioe
ficient data ¢, foresec

it that the tone of Mr. Vans Agnew’ﬁ
guage. used. towards him on the very
the bitter displeasure he had against

Hoozoor Cash-keeper.

the harm he contemplated on doing
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 heavy loan he Wanted'. Your Grace will not also fail to perceive that at the period to
“*which the above conversation refers, your Memorialist had no cause to be afraid of anyg-
thing as there was no blemish both on his pi‘ivate and public career nor any complaint
against him, and consequently there was no cause to beg of the Deputy Collector’s

' 11

vour Memorialist merely as a native of Cuddapah which your Grace will certainly
perceive from the following.

28.  Your Memorialist submits here, in addition to the above misfortune, that
his refusal to comply with the Nellore General Deputy Collector Cundasawmy
Moodelliar’s request for the loan of the large sum of money he wanted, brought
him under his displeasure ; and thus being actuated by a desire to revenge himself
on your Petitioner, as he was aware of Mr, Vans Agnew’s tendency to listen to
tales, he availed himself of this opportunity of using his influence with Mr. Vans
Agnew in poisoning his ears against your Petitiener and carrying to him false, and
frivolous tales concerning your Memo-

Parg 2.—“The Deputy Collector when at the = " ;
Nellore Cattls Show in February, had mentioned to  Tlalist. My, Vans Agnew’s own words

* me the fact that the Rapur Tahsildar had been to  entered in the margin will suffice to shew

him at Nellere during' the Cattle Shox?i. z;ud lzlm};ing that the Cun dasawmy Moodelliar: foreed
heagpat fodumaibon Wmcly | hud voselye” Gt how.  himsiels upon: Mr. Vans Agnew in mis
satisfactory his interview with me had been, had ¥l G ess it Mo

then beeged him to deal with him himself if he TEpreselung things about your Memo-
had any fault to find with him and not te veport rialist so as to prejudice the gentleman

him to me.” against your unfortunate Memorialist.

9. Your Memorialist feels confident that your impartial Grace will not but perceive
that this uncalled-for representation of the Deputy Collector was not only false, mean
and malicious, but that it was the result of your Memorialist's refusal to grant him the

favour. His sole desive in carvying these false and frivolous tales to the Collector was
to fan the flame already blazing forth in his mind, against your poor Memorialist and
inerense his hatred towards the Cuddapah people and thus take vengeance on your
Memorialist for his refusal to give him the loan he wanted.

30, Without satisfying himself as to the truth or otherwise of all the representa-

" tions made to him by the Deputy Collector Cundasawmy Moodeliar, Mr. Vans Agnew

placed implicit reliance on his statements and went so far as to bring them to the
notice of the Board of Revenue. It is however worthy of mention that the Board
lof Revenue were 1ot satistied with the tone of afl the repoits made by the Deputy

Collector regarding vour Memorialist and were pleased to qualify as exaggeration.
Mr. Vans dgnew's letter. . Board's Provesdinys.
&% ¥ ¥

Para 5=+ oo
 Vemaganti Narayana Row by sinking all mentiun
of the serious warning I had'conveyed to him, no J
doubt designedly gave o false complexion to that the phrase is an esaggeration.”

% 3 * i

Para 26.—So far as the Board can judge

interview
PARA 6. " » ¥ i ! »
31, Your Memoralist avails himself of this opportunity to submit a striking

instance of the irregular proceedings on the part of both the Collector and his

Deputy in the report made to the Board of Revenue. The Deputy Collector whe
conducted the investigation of the case of supposed forgery, charged a village
Kurnam’ named Soobbiah with the interpolation of the negative’ particle word

from the Deputy Collector’s reports, ~* = *
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did not make the interpolation in the Darkast
s -

memorandum, but the Tahsildar }nmself ‘who.w £

friven to the despcmbp pxpedient to 1u¢nt a Jo-  the word * not : TR o
{ Ll j i

fence of his Lunduu, e L S e e .
o3 { submit that my - presnmption is Para 18— Altr;_get‘her the Board ar;s :va.;.n:;!.é
) s H t t
ann Tahsildut mferpohtoui the word  that the Tahsildar was not the interpelater o
obvmus, 4l i - i word “nef, and that it was in the Darkast memo-

windum when it first came to hibm

Para 36,— ’l:h_e '1‘~thxlda1 had 7n.o",reason to
dread dismissal or deumdatmn - The order sus
anrhng Vamaganti Narayana Row, ’l‘ahmld‘s.r of
Rapur, is eancelled, and he will b(, réylace!i in’ hls
Jppomtmunt luxthmth it

Para 43— In conclusion, it only r'r:nm.ins i‘o’r
m¢ satisfied d as T am of Vamagantt Narayana Rm;r 5
guilt to - record My opinion, that he is nnworthy
any longer tp serve the Government in any eapa-

oity, and to reconzmentd ‘the Bomd to prxss an order .

iblic service
dismissing him from pv b

34, To a gentleman of such a tcmperament as. tlxat posaeg,seé

eqtormou of yout Petitioner who as. c,hamctenzed by hun ‘IS unwaifthy for any
, S
; 15t have been mosb gal
pubhc fervice, mt . v bet hm he.,‘
t the object on whicki he I ho B -
]; H.Yao;ll the Government interfering for sbaymcr his, hzmdw If the Boaﬂl of Rev
oar

had dismissed him from the service, as recornmenﬁed by him, it would have
enue

tisfied Mr. ‘Vans Agnew and preveated himi from takmg such cruel steps as ev&ﬁ- iy
gatl

ly to the loss of appomtment,. but
: to subject your Petitioner, noc only

ullan?o;niidpeimoﬁ} mzney, and honor. The followmg facts will testxfy yom'
also

(race that Mr. Vans Agnew in the. dlsappemtment expcﬂenced by him-m ! 13
dna‘cium to dismiss your poor Memomahst from pubho service, had,recourse to
eav

-

.1llerra,1 and cruel proceedings. - : a0 s e et

Iustead of restoring him to ]:us posxhon .zs Pahgildar of Ra'pur, whlch he

L3D.
ected by the Board to do, Mr. Vaus Agnew purposely tmns?ferred hn;n to

was dir
the distant
tion wi

sub:zg :n him could admit, without reference to, or the mterference of the Boardt
S Al itk

of vaenue or your Gmce 5 Govemmcnt L

36. In sending your ' Memoriahst the order of tmnstel bo the Wcmdw‘ghe’ﬂl'y""~ iy
Mr. Vans Agnew ordered him to proceed to his new appatnmﬁt directly

:.l alugs

il

from Nellore, although he was fully aware that his fa;rmly and ‘thmgs ware ST
ro; . : |

‘Rapur;  and he further sent the Deputy Ool?eewr ‘o tprocure vMagIB‘
\ap Ty

charges against him dari

that view the Deputy Co ;
Marapur

11&1;1, a:::, ?:;Eiiut; complam against your Petztmner, he fouu& no mehmimts

in fore

 were fortheoming. e A" o
. Vans onew‘a fispl
| that hc would incur the Caﬂector Mr. -
" (f mdltzﬂf mission to bring your Memormhst into trouble, and m@" 7
= h; fiﬂ:o nl:ke cases against him, he at last, in a fartnlght‘ fmmed ih an ﬁit of
‘L ?:;tr;es viz, that your Petztmner falled to P&Y @ B‘“‘m‘ f"r *h' sma.ll .

IR

llector instantly proceeded to Rapur, Sydapuram, |

beings the largest villages in the Ta]uq and used great pressur

Talug of Woodiagherry and set his heart and soul at wor:k in consulta- ' e
ith the Deputy Coﬂeotor Cundasawmy Moodelliar, to frame *soma cases and ”
t him to the extremo pumshmenb which the dangerous M,agxstemal poWera__

ing your I’etxtxoner ¢ absence at Rupur, and alt"ough (ih T




‘;’!l;"

: (‘fl('}ables 8k .
2 upplied tq B

: o ) 1
i Munsif “of that place Tat Sy edapur o |
ey © opvone of dhas . or cint signed by the Village
meg 1:;-?81113 letier g the Deput o Parkios Complained. 4 I.:l Sy 't l l v
o1 about, Tl g, Y Collector sng  that this Wak “f’ and t n?ugh it is evident
48 OFa pure civil nature, it was

4 ; Plember 157
“onverted iy o ¢ CE
: to Cl‘lmlnal pr"“et‘dings_ l](.\mthulvsﬂ '{V ()rd,:.r-."- of the (‘u“u(‘tﬂr
8. Grant; ‘
g I in
Petitioner who < :f;at the
the Deputy Coljot

mdent bore or vour
y or or the £
ivil case evep jf e Collactor by

' : ¢ Banj h articles they purchased,
s Vided by the Legig] 0 complaineq ; Tty to take cognizance of such
of Jl;dl_cature estaly

’ V]"&ge Mung; whose «; :
toneern u¢ all £ “CSIgnature the
?

n e
atlll‘e, that Suc Ruits D(.J‘S()ll to th(‘ln]

lished, ‘ h sui should pe » While it has been pro-

89 My v filed in the Subordinate Courts
: - Vang
enclosing 1. :
to el b the Mupigp - 20U Memor,
°r over chare o Summons of th rry a Telugu order,
Atrrion 8¢ of the r ¢ Deput
8lew) ang g, attenqd alug to Shen'qp ¥ Colleetor, and directed him

th th :
¢ aboye order, yoy Meuo;g:') ey Magistrate:s C:;ada" (the favorite of Mr. Vans

Istrate’ it iy |
allegation > i aidoopet, ounce. In obedience to
. ,’the’ Pet and attended the Dcputy

0 prove the false

Agneyw
BW sent to
aligt, t;oWoodiaghu

<ase foll ¢ g,
40." Bein o :
Depug 8 frugtrageqs .
Pty Collaptop i v 2 thighi
fai Prevaileq »
&lled to pay and}m "l = on Cel‘tain ate your A\T(?lnoria“:it, th(’
it i ¢ that your Memorialist-
" capacity, T 00d he Purchased, and began to
tivers, the Vi'ne ore no complainants also in
.88 Munsiff, ang Peddacaupus,

€1 conscience compelled

' Charg

ut the Deputly Colleetor
Munsiff for his refusdl to

your: Petitione

‘ U Were that he di
that he e that he did not pay
" the pony, g 2598 Proved et SO mcuayreg g4 @ pony and did not pay
mohalisi{j' #ﬁ&f’jﬁhehousé-oﬁui lzst, Your pogy. Llquu':?? ted by the Deputy Collector
for thyg oy % they receighy od thiat they hadmft’ the individual that sold |
b alag gy VAS Teally g, tot:::f:ittme:? iour ?;f:s
R as iy ) Xecutea rece
ed to fhe o Uy o dhe fg ] -
42 Youl Moy i PVenue yng got jusﬁmlm on a pretended plea,
Attention to t s Ohaﬁgt &vaii Sl ‘ i Ce.
IR dedtt ! Fo s LT ur e UB Rt Vi
;eeg;n i "veﬁ%ﬁ:@ﬂ“ﬁ*}u g g 8 portnity b sl yous Ciracs
or tl ‘ U Merris vkl ¢ oy solicit y ace s
Y Birchug, o Pty Pteriaod the Doputy Collector's pro-
eriy f;fg,;,:‘?g*f‘g"nuine,‘é;;nmpzﬁ the eatablos supplied, and
Taary 18’72.#'“@_“*.:?;t“thﬁ}' Weiyuf?;?mxmﬁl 0.:5 f::
® Wids fiolq 1ogy - " and approval of the Colloc-
TeSted, by i1 d ' % him for abusing the Magis-
il e iriment, of your Memorialist,

j
L

. Petitioner’s new

| abbve mentioned cases, Mr. Vans Agnew apprehending that the concession of this

o
12 The summons issued to your Memorialist, though signed by him in his ca-
4 ‘ vacity as a Magistrate, did not specify the
‘ TRANSI.AH?)&‘?LE?E s slsect.ign of they Penal Code under which
Nl he ‘was charged, nor was it prepared in
Sumonons to the aceused. accordance with the form prescribed by
To -law. 'The lav- was set at defiance and a
dubious wording was adopted as *margi-
nally mentioned so as to afford them an
_ s opportunity of changing the case as they
As your lwesett::?:l:;cessary to answer for the }])Bleasgd, By a r:af.ergnce to the Te.lugu
complaint filed regarding the crime of receiving nelosure  No. d. being the duplicate
any valuable thing without paying anything f'rom O‘f f,he summons issued to your Me_mo-
a person. who had concern in any act or business  riglist, vour Grace can judge the views
transacted by you, you a.'hall appear befor? the De- ¢ My, Vans Ag’new or of His Deputy,
puty Magistrate J’fr ?:';‘}"02?’8 z;p:)zroﬁ]:’gt‘pi’: to what extent they have contemplated
?I‘ljlbln(%lft i\()&]»lezze:ﬁ 1:0; Bl to do 50, A doing .mischief to your Pe_titioner. What
" (Signed) €. Coxpasawmy MooDELLY, law will a,llow[ this injustice to pass on,
j Dy. Magistrate.  and your Petitioner feels confident that
Nuidanpet, 0th August, 1871, your Grace will certainly ecall upon Mr.
Vans Agnew and his Deputy to account for the savage outrages of law aboye
noticed. . Whatever may be the amount of the guilt involved in the cases, it is
the duty of every disinterested tribunal to hold an mfpa.rtxal enquiry .and attend
to the requisitions of the law as scrupulously as possible and not deviate even to

the slightest degree from it, merely to satisfy his own personal animosity.

VaMiGAsTt Naravans Row,
Tahsildar of Woodiaghiri residing
at Woodiaghiri.

44, The displeasure Mr. Vans Agnew had against your Petitioner—1stly, as
a native of Cuddapah ; 2ndly, the disappointment he experienced in his attempts to
dismiss your poor Memorialist in the alleged forger.y‘ case ; and lastly, his abhor-
rence of men belonging to high and respectable fam‘lhes, induced him to adopt the
illegal proceedings above detailed. '.'[f‘ the .head of the dep_arfsment is to be thus
inimically disposed towards a subordinate h‘ke youg Memonahst, and be so harsh
as to use his influence in framing false cases against him and seging them‘: proved,
what chance will be left for his escape.

45. During the time of the above enquiry, your Memorialist being fully con-
vinced that the Deputy Collector was actuated both by a personal grudge against
vour Memorializt, a.nclv by a desire to meet the wishgs of Mr. Vans'Ag'p&w, he
;)etit,ioned Mr. MecCarthy, the then Head As&‘ista‘nt Qullector, in whose range your
Taluq was situated, to have the cases _tmnsferred to his Court,
and thus save the Memorialist the expense and troble of travelling forwards and
backwards, a distance of 125 miles, to a,tte{idi the ‘Deputy l?dfa,gistrate’s Court. The
Hoad Assistant: Collsctor Mr. McCarthy, referred thfa Petition to Mr. Vans Agnva oul
who, as was already anticipated, refused to comply with the request. »

46, On another occasion, whén the Head Assistant Obllectdr proposed to " @
T morialist to stay in his Taluq until the Jamabundy

s SR to allow your Me S i B
Noeepnen o ¢ Deputy Magistrate’s Court for the trial of the

was over, without going to th

fugonr would certainly unravel the conspiracy g]re&dy set ‘(m,fgb'{';f‘f‘or‘yéur Memo~ i
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Sa 3 . : <' t " - . "

at onece to the Il]gf}lo_n i Proposal, and directed vour
S g letter ¢, A eputy ‘Magistrate’s Court. ¥
H4th January 1859 " MeCarthy, on about  remarked*

cation wag
I taste the

Memonialist to
He at the same time =
that the Memorialist’s appli-
worded in a jocular tone, and st
results thereof, b ]

- that he woylg 5001 make yoy,

Bes Petitione
S by And stbs

s equent] Ko

tL\hellore took place, h-g invitzdwg?lh?;‘;’.’mal Cattle Show for the year 1872 at
fie Show g usual, but o this Oecasionah(;?dem m the prineipal division to attend
‘ > Mr. Vap

| Shou_ld'_be sent 40 all gave your Memoriagic 8 Agnew directed that invitations
i e Ry :

L]

Y SUch irvegulapiticy : b g Your Memorial: : "
S Brery honge e ¢ PO Gl i gy 2 L your Grace
- to Satisfy th : —tvant of Goy nt will b 1: ¥ will suborc
~ U8 the whin of his suprio o 1 be liable for punist
49 Aswtated above, Sk
Aapproval of My, Vane
Me}horia¥ist prayed to
they were refuged’

ing mind.

50. Havin

linate servants
iy 1ment, merely

_Agnew el o o % the D eputy Collector 'with the -
be favoure, dlw;i ci grpllnd for want-of evidence, and your
S9d kg they Wt i i PAPErs conneeted with them, but

: not’ granted will ha evident to every think-

s g under, ‘ iR ;
' p::ﬁ;q :j above"‘” s for 'UurgZZﬁiBE T Veéxations attending on the unjust -
; a":"e‘.r‘ 8 ¢ _‘"}gemﬁa_,.:}?roceeded $x N&Hw o 3‘:. Youp Memoria];st, anticipa Gk e i -
o5 Rorsonal interyiey, With hov. | > ore and attonding :

. being rdfn gy S BIR g qpa 5.0 Mr. Vans Agnow: solicited
| rmifff?ﬁ%mﬁ’%""““ 2 Van?t\};;x%};tfc"“ﬂe Matters with him. This
\‘ ¢ B0k W ch e 7 .«. : 5 " - t ’ ,‘ -y,
fmd Jrdly, to alloy, lmxlxI (‘:,oformm‘ly held ; Zndly, tz))Q‘T:nimhr'Mfer R ’the e
e Worth his whl, B Bivi 1'ﬁtn'emlpenmon But My v im one year’s furlqng.rh ';
f{etxﬁom, He wiony. ur ki ‘erit}} iy Grdeyg on h::b? gni: did not th.l._nk
anmed) o frooked 4y g Pat - eBally theoygy, P Tt
COnverse with b G Mg at onge, ik ?id £ aoyes (namefi Fakeer
nd axcaited g I‘.ilithif.,‘hl::h?th mer they ﬁccord'in,;l\'%t like to see his f‘;‘"“- oF
AR O O T ) VRS S|

Runga Row, the o oo M 2

i ¢ T 5. Paliis ol e var i ‘ ‘ 5

- ites: of. My, ’Véﬁs' aluq Shgmtqd@l‘ f the ney Thad Mext recourse to Streenevassa |

22 OF this Petition pq e::t B PRy brought 4oy 1 0 Was onie of the favour-- - 2L .
]L’Ttg’ht Abilities, Juyg oo ¥ Promoteq 4, 4t S ' Your Grace'y notice it para 18

3 24 Mt 5 thié =
-, Joany . subordingg L8 o the o hem‘tadamhlp"

‘ e M| not on account of his
L %j Qg,lhty of thi Stree:e:?’l%_ ellorg D‘“maamnci:;ﬁ:ﬁb? hmexﬁl,r?mmgt ;
i ‘ T‘L =41 : i .)‘a’R i . L ¥ b Ve}. y,ng on : !
% s e Shoristadar). iy concocting cases,
e T s.a.'ﬂ’,hlg'agent_ﬁ) R gy e
confirmigiion o, senbfor [ning: your Memorialist, / |
| oerd for. his servicas; in the skl
Bt 1 TR e g
! at Noidupety, * gm RS ik

. , e
] - H4p, \ \ 2

L7

5. The Sheristadar cheerfully responded to this cul.l, hearuly and .cm.'nea;;tl ¥ z;at
to work in ‘conjunction with the Police Inspector and }1‘18 staff (.w‘ho afe mvamﬁt y
. vapiance with the Magistrates) to procure cases agamst PetltIO'flel. He, how-
e % nth's r,iu:': was able to succeed in causing the Police Inspector to
AR 11',]1 zismzcéux:rence ’:‘epm’t. forwarded to Mr. 3\"Ic'Ua,rthy,‘ the };{e-a.{l Agsistant
e? % 4or. that the Tahsildar (your Memorialist) had not paid sufhclen't hire to a
sn(;g;:n:tll; who prepared a small jewel fmr hipn, :n?d ’u}-mt‘he, (thedTaf,f}}]mlge‘J.;)iml;:ﬁ‘

;ft_erul)ted to receive bribes from the villagers in his Taluq, and offere e

ever,

as the only witness in support of them.

53, Though Lbﬂ'e charges were undoubtedly false, yet Mr. Mc..()arthy i order

b 1 'lbf examined the goldsmith in question, and also the villagers (present
i hlmszd ) pointed out by the Police Inspector and the Sheristadar, and
il thzir};tatements that the charges were not at all borne out, and that
e fmmrellv ;u- invention of the Sheristadar to annoy your Petitioner. Mr.
:f;eig‘;:;i r1:ileebukued the Police Inspectof aud the Sheristadar, and the Iatter appre-
MeCarthy 1

is disple ytai wt once three months’ leave
hending the consequences of his displeasure, obtained a B
+ o

1 proceeded to Nellore to dance attendance on Mr. Vm}s Agnew and to .sho‘w
and proceed : ! : B - _
e e ocuTIng cases agamst your Petiti ;
him that he was engaged in pr A :14; y

54 While matters stood thus, to the géafest misf?rbune of your‘l\ic'ﬂnot:ializi:ti
M McCal‘thy was transterred and Mr"Weir, a .qmte‘ new ‘a,n_d mexpenenc |
gy spointed in his stead, and Mr. McCarthy _when leg.vmg Nel}ore ag
it was'a}‘)pii in the office conduct register his satisfaction regarding the services
g . ;ist | Th\i:; your Grace will perceive that there was not the lmt.
of your Me;lortgl ara:cte!‘ of your humble and faithful servant, till the time of Mr :
E‘_;}ené:l:lf;,s (;:pa.rmre from Nellore, but your Grace will soon find from the follow-

ol

&

| e ithin so short a time as twenty days, brought into
ing, that your Mem.orxahst was within so T b ,,E&X,u_.‘_ sl £

risk unexpectedly. S

55. My Vans Agnew acc‘ouam()datad M. Weir on his arrival to Neliore;;lx{ ,
: 55. aﬁd introduced to him his favourite Streeallxew'assa: Rungg Row ( ke
o i o ho was waiting on him, and then -permitted him to go a.nd take
g Wfﬁbe The Sheristadar, in obedience to Mr. Vans Agnew’s.‘ orders,
O‘Voc')(liaghei‘r},' in 511 _h'a,s:te-, and having' tak.en charge of h13v<ofl?ce,
assiduously with the Police, (his f‘ne-nds) and .lpst no time
t your Petitioner without attending in ﬁhe leastto his own

charge of his
proceeded to.
engaged himself very

in framing cases agamns
duties as Sheristadar. -

A ; Sheristadar regarding your Petitioner was from
e T Pois Head Comble ationed 1 Woodighors
i o o P S Y ek it iy )
O e, Sheristudar was siting with him, and verbally requiosted permission for
0 P iciast. Magtkihaigs Coned. “orio Kt e R
. taking to : :t}je T@uq" Sy ‘chal'gea as 2nd Defendant, for havmg }Stolen a
Goama.stahfo hunam | Y"om‘ Petitioner, replied to hlm that 't}Ié..Pol%ce IP d:;:l%
E;ﬁieggig a:é not &;qﬁiréd to get the previous permission of Magistrates, bub tha
el 3

' k : ; AN S LU, . te . f
< he asked for permission on the ground of the Goomastah being a subordinate o

i 1 sl et s
Potitioner, he at once verbally granted him the permission required :
your Petitioner, | ' |




|3
Coniiabls not being sutisfied witly the ‘Verbal order,
that he should Pass his'written: orders on' the" subject ; Your Petitioner thon told
it that if he wanted his writgoy ovders, he might apply for the same by present-
mg Q' written ooourrente report o usual, and hig orders would be passed thereupon.
The Constalie then showag hig unwillingness for presenting o written report, bt
tald' your Memep; B I8 Uperior, the Polics Inspector of the Talug, was not
7rond that s there \wag sowe delay in the arrest of the. 1st Do

tendant in the said theft ease, he woyld i the meantime, write to ki superior a

¥ay. He. : eport on the Monday following, and your
Petitioney 4t once endorseg his orders

oo t¥ occurrence report, but the She-
ris"dﬁdar}ﬁhi) w:as’ézigerly Wait‘h‘g ’ unity gnd who heard the conversa-
6, aviiléd Kinself of g il 84 first by the- Couistable; conspired

. ' ' and induced’ higy to iniplicate your Petitioner as
‘d__'::a,n’d Prevented him (the Consta.b!e) from arresting the Goomas-
day ; by encouraging him {the Constable)’ by a
i r) as Witness ¢ prove the implication con-
: : » bt kept the contrivance Very secret, and privately
informed Mr, V s Agtiew df i sin the "eantime, transforrod the Sheristadar
to act as Sub Magistr, :

i el i .0 ot Nellorg town, wit}, 1o other view than to enable ]mn
tfp;r{{f"ld mterviews with him o € materials for criminating your Peti-

: nd Procure th

o 207t00k the: Boline H
and. itformed My v v i

Your Menioriafist ny
vieted,  He Was g

ead Constable:ta Nelloré;
- PUTROM “ofswhatt heldnd done. - To criminaf'f"
contrived, 4 Was first ecessary o have the Goomastah:con
co'xrding]yvconvicted

and punighed.
<88, ‘The Constable Made no meng;, at first of
againgt youl"PetitiOher\t;o Mr. We;
Who tried. thethiog case of the
lﬁi’t’hé‘wts afteryy

the implication contrived
eIr, the new Acting Hegq Assistant Magistrate,
Gcomastah, Or until the o

he S

Weir o ‘the effect
the Gémﬁasté?ﬁ‘,

: l i v 44e i his own handwriting eer-
tam' ;1>It¢rat10ns in the letter, 1o directeq him (the Police Constable) to write to the
POhf@ "[‘nﬁl'iestor l-()f S Ta.luq, Tequesting pjyy, %0 come to the Head-quarters on
account Of fﬁe(}o?maﬁtah,s CE&SG} u&ﬂd t-hat_ he (the Odnstabvle)--‘:k'e P t [T t-h'é leti el Wﬂjh‘
hm}self Mtbpu"t f( 0 by o th 'Ih‘.slmcfbl", but told the Tahsildar ‘that he hgﬂ
fﬂ{nnlf’:’_}? piece:?, Ty i RS L T e B et

R
sy slins

4 5" th-igpeﬁml?wm ¢ bapy t6 adsunp your Gudee; that it was ot until he

; g Ofthe Contrivano 'Phn‘-ﬁodf'ﬁy the Sheristadar o The huplication invented

dgﬁiﬂs{‘ you!‘ Pétitioﬁm-z Was g6 well S6tureg betivésy thé Streristédar-and!the Gonh

-’;.3’?*‘?1@; 0 vt o] gy bl 2 SRR Ofhis itmne diato dupetior £he
olice el s :

H tetitionicd'inthe sharge sheot presented

' v Petitioner
Fequested again your Petition
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y tha Constable to the
> ¢ thett case of the Ur«:.;u')m:.tstuh | bz ,_r o e
stbsequently regmduj%sgittl;:[t;wi.strate M Wi W b l(‘l:‘l‘“'rf“ “;:i ;‘Jit ¢t
oo He"‘_d e a fact Eile Police Constable ShO.L-ll(‘ .ﬁa\t e : uhe e
had this implication bee’]n. C‘:lm" ,* it .lmrlﬁla ;Othe ¥ 0? o
s "me’(a‘ (:)masi;ah’s arvest, and as he‘ stateg tﬁ&o‘masmh' i
a‘“"""’gether‘ab‘fut o C‘antable’s arresting and charging the ;(;l o the
ey bef"""e o 'd hls superior, the Police Insgwgtor, O.t-,n‘s‘ O‘f‘;‘he ‘Ta;hgﬁ%:
At havehmforrll)lsenf written under the Tahsildar’s instructions,
lotter, said to have

ter be by him (the Con-
alterations in it, of the le.tter' buug dlji}f; (i}y th; i 5 i
g - Efou?ee-ﬁt to the Inspector while it was v it to pieces, inas-
stable): "“'ithout"'bemglse made to the Tahsildar that he l}adA t(:r n.k.: lace before h16
and of the stﬁtf’menzl ; confesses that all these transact:onswoo di:g-herry, il
muchias the «COI“St‘dh,e uperior  (the Police InSPef:t«?r} near ngﬁnlé i Aoty
had di.mee?]ng Wlb}[l‘héiiel:tion now 1s, whether ;hl?\js hk‘:;]gn tw ehangmg . hls
way tol Ne O?e‘. T AR threats ' of Mr. Vans 5 ,T ging Stadar’
Y«oz;" Memorialist, \W;)-hlf }4:' ?ﬁicéhimself’ in the hands o.f ‘gr,th?r tl:eoszzzl i
iléad;‘would be so §°3t:mpts were well known to your Petitioner, or of '
whobe conduct and attem

e h h ST R olice Iyspector :
the evidence of his immediate superior the Po .I

‘ L ho : h :

Constable who, as

; ialist . ﬁ'euentlyi‘epmr’fet
him no good-will as yOur-Menlorlqllst :ha,f(‘i o gs ﬁféépéét%é ‘
shows, bore.to“r.axl‘ds rg@esp:gt and unauthorized conduct o ; éonsth‘blejs g
him for disobedience; .(1’“ erceived that the statement of the 110 1;&;& s
g o may_ b e»as : gu};mM‘emorialist being invested with t e Magiste ]
\vgrthy_of belief, as your

rought before him without:
f any case as he thought proper when brought be
could, dispose of any case as

i % Police Inspector-in'i
intervention of the Police Constable or the s
soliciting the mterventio i
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d.iq‘qpajsall.: WL

1 B =10
| b Thotain ik ik Wea ol
submit that tlie true faets in the s IS,
e Lo submit that i { ont M orial-
). “Your Meémorialist begs istrite’s notice, nor did he ask yout g
i lt:‘wf:lfe&'dz.f_\'s‘sisb’am,:Mtig‘ts,t.rme-s notice, nor d s {
s ot tG the i

> Constable were taken for g
lain the same but the words of the Counstable were
istto’ explain the sar

s YR A e 1 i
| gt Magistorial summons,
i iry required by law, a (it St g0 AN
hout even -'tirmking"a"‘prehmmary e:qg:gm ‘goﬁ hedirhi s o ol
s Weirand an order of suspe ; "o :
ioned by Mr. Weiran
signied by M

T el
X i q BE /LUt E | p ey R Tr.
vour Memorialist. It must be here remarked thq@ﬁwam
; issued’ to your M, 10 % :
imultaneously issued
simultaneou

IS o e e (‘1 »
on'of the higher authoritios for
btain the previous sanction of the .113 ,*}ﬁilff“"‘z}?ggg'{‘c%*jﬁ"—'“
‘A onew did not’ abtain the ion, for thie acts said to hav i
b d‘fi ';:i()n or for his prosecution, for tli? mtfrz?ia (it to,
P s sl ‘ g rules required a refe e
Pﬁﬁmms‘?ﬁpiistéri;lcapaei'ﬁv, -although the ﬂﬂiz; :?)1 a Sub Magistrat
- 2l i it 5 i © X w2 e SIS FIr i Tk
mitted in his s a?‘ t step for prosecuting a '111}_181 e Gty fw.,a a5 ﬁrm"h.’&v
regorting to that step R ER T 1 nt were both evaded It SR T T
befove resorting “Revenue ‘aud tbe‘GU"emme\pw. Aty SRl AR B e
thus, the Board ‘of .Rcvgr_rue‘ vl bt A T T e A, SR (5 "haoliad | Sugdeg
‘ » e oube T &y L w
yohise Potitioner to trial.
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61, It will appe

iTous
Ao
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- t B 4 -I e P
, & ininte hitx b writin daily re-
Memorialist) had threatened to injure him by writing
Magistrate (your Memomalst)

ST G N \ 1% Al | ‘. 3 : of ‘..‘l :” A
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iteniént, had been a fact, your Memorialist, humbly begs to assure your,
youer ey A ee C, ¥ [oie ] p s
I this, ﬁis’:‘stateggénfv had ‘

| the Police LG WIED- 8+
Baliisud shiosll have thieatoned thePothCOUS\i;;bi@E W‘ﬁ}g
ey BRCH L7 44 dﬁuvT’ehtlone!'i SHW ok i 1 eBiliEh LE "'Onb’ lﬁfth% ca_pg‘[‘?a ZIP ):}ﬂ; i
. Ve rité' daily reports and injure hir o that case, your Graca. il pohs
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rules is invanamy»net-:e chemfhr@ i mnpiblech m‘::brmg)ﬂ ,
62, - Your Petitioner therefo o

Eﬁé' 1 B

,e," 5.-?" I?r; }




24
: yng when tlie Tahsiidars of Koo-
the kind notice of your Grace that on former veoasions when the Tahsiidars #
] i ' i in Trichi ly, of which distriet Mr. Vans Agnew was one
latalat and othet Falugsin Trichinopo v, of which ¢ :
the Collector, were put on trials by the District Magistrate on similar charg Yl
o ' . b e fe i i | yrdang
first obtaining the sanction of the bigher authorities for prosecution, in acco : ‘L &
' . ¥ 74 g TN - " ) A 8 ].lc
with the rules in forca, it was held by the Sessions Judge of that Di i
4 RS . W . (i y » Boar
that the non-obiaining of the previous sanction of the Government or the Bo }
e \ 3 g < . - t« 10
of Revenue was fatal to the trial of the accused aud therefore dismissed

Distrs : . jon of
charges; and when the District Magistrate subsequently requested the sanction
the Board of Revenue for prosecuting the same in

the Magistrate for an explanation of liis
grounds to sanction the prosecution
Mr. Vans Agnew who knows full we

the higher authorities for brosecuting Tahsildars or Sub Magistrates in the Magis-
terial banch, thought it advisable t

0 abstain from taking that trouble on himself
and to use his own powers,

aud he dccordingly suspended your Memorialist at once
without even making g, preliminary enquiry into the truth,

Petitioner hy the unfounded
1d find out by this Very reas
lemorialist gt any rate withou
€ steps he took to ge

63. 1t is dlso worthy of mention that the order of suspension was bronght to your
Petitioner, not throngh the post as usual, but by the Collector’s Daloyet with instrue-
tions that no delay should he made in its delivery and within a very short time after it
reached him, Mr, Vans Agnew accompanied by Mr. Weir who travelled in the same
conveyance,

ab Woodiagherr.\'. As soon as your Petitioner heard
dysentery and under s

to that gentleman,

ges without

dividual, they, having called on
preliminary enquiry, found there were no

charge attributed to your
question,  Your Grace cot
determined to erush your M
iustness ot otherwise of th

or otherwise of the
statement of the Constable in
on that Mr. Vans Agnew had

t taking into consideration thg
complish his purpose,

made his appearance
of their arrival, thongh sick of
it advisable to pay 1iis respeots
people present.  As soon as he saw him (Petitioner)
your Petitioner and lifting wp his cane, proceeded to lay it across his shoulders, when
Mr. Weir rushed forward a

nd only saved your Petitioner {rom the
dragging him away. He thep ordeved his Dalo
presence, and divected his Assistant {Mr.

break open his private apartments, and also
dufter belonging to your. Petitioner whie

"There was then a large concourse of

descending blow b?'
yets to push vour Petitioner out of his
Weir) to enter your Petitioner’s house,
to carry off a desk of private papers and
; h Wwere never returned up to this day, and
Police Constables were placed before vour Memorialist’s house to watch the movements
of the inmates, and also prevent your Petitioner's friends and relatives from having
access nto it.  This public disgrace had an ominous effect. It was now known to the
public beyond ali dispute, that your

: poor Memorialist was under the jrrevocable and
implacable displeasure of Mr. Vans Agnew,

I' journey to Woo
L by their favouri
s of Nundaveram A

64. During {he;
Assistant accompanie
haited in the village
tioner’s Talug), sent for the village auth
sion and dismissal, to ace
any chirges against v
theém and bring them

diagherry, My, Vans Agnew and his Head
tes the Sheristadar and the Wood Ovcrseel.' )
nd Nundepad, (important villages in the Peti-
oritics and directed them by threats of Rspen:
Use your Petitioner, They expressed their inability to bring
our Petitinner, upon which the Sheristadar was left behind to tutor
fm‘thwith! ¥ with some further cascs.

ly brought op the

to Woodiagharr
e
" acr:ordir;.g same day to Woodiagherry

1spension, your Petitioner thought

» Mr. Vans Agnew violently abused -

PR
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E 3 § i and S he Ku}nﬂm !
a the 1 ‘1 Q)I.t' S Of Nanda Faram a:nd the l]ld.‘c-’(_z 3 iUOIlsm an a' 80
& ll authorities V v X \ d l t

illage ey were suspended and

i d o few Banians of the latter village. Th%ybw?m :‘utﬁrzd Lo

¢ N&“dlpa“fl l‘:'“ r; position in the Sheristadar’s chargil for being i w},mf/ever
iy gl ' ' compl

Blageq e 2 1; former village stated readily tl.m.t he ha nlor di;n i R
Moy hf) z't'oner upon which he was instantaneously dismiss
oainst your Letitioner, il R
by Ltl allewing that he was unfit for the employ
pOS > L b =}

. : il Lol Mr. Vans Agnew .
i Petitioner humbly bags to submit here, S whi ?
66. our I'e€ i :

: vsusation, that he threatened a
' >atitioner to be put on trial for an :f.mc.,a. im; .f, t L
caused your T Lt‘l" that he would write reports for the future ag: 0 i oy
. o X 4 s o + . < len \ .

e Sa}l:ﬁ Gentleman nevertheless quite against hx? (t(;lnsc Viu;ge s
: ot e . iy o
is surprising that ¢ suspending and removing a number o s W e
unwarrantable steps o 5 Inspector, &e., public servants, and subje -
rities and the Head Revenue nsgk te, ror into them and intimidating them t usi

i ; tals 1n order to strike g b
Magisterial trials 1n 0 D A t'of Lo

ome fc
led  them, 10,6 ins Petitioner.

clfimpcl uld be manufactured against your .
chargeg co Ly

: : ; ich he subject-
. fully satisfied himself that 't.he disgrace tt})) V:}:zrlilllawe L
67.' Haymg DOW d the suspensions and dismissals of the a f? sines
ed your Memonamt a'r:; no longer difficult to find materials for mvid :nce it
rities, &e.,' regdcmi Ilemori‘dis’t and also to procure the necessary e _
: por. N 5 i to the same.
port them, he a : \

; : g ith the necessary
G lied your Memorialist with : d
ians that supp - s of his dwelling an
68. At first the 3?:8 that erected the cowfshedl :; i"ix;fmected the hill with
articles of food, i:l‘;i the public expense the chadnne ':of pﬁnishméﬁt b s
those that excava ¢ nt for and forced under pal 0, tisd und sxect-
Woodiagherry .town,‘“:figid them of the cost of the articles ;‘:EZ(; iheyreceive 1
that your Peti?to.ner de -ml bour. These parties howev.er dePO.se ' oA
ol comp:}:so-ryazd tha;t they had no somplaint agains your
m ' :
the amount due 'to e

: d or adigcent villages
Woodiagherry and other adj
. : hatini i their income, to depose,
69. A few ftfettyd n::lrdei' pain of heavy taxation of thelfi ;zc:;n?héir SR
cad, i < n : :
were sent for m(ld u:” ;} stitioner) had exempted thom from taxa
that Tahsildar (yo

th ir i e 1all and not sufficient to

\at their incomes being small ) 1 ¥

bribe to him, but th_e{) delﬁ:,sjgny aé;émpted from the commencement of the opera:
AP v have been usually

be taxed, they

‘ i - . &

tax Act, and on no other ground, and that they paid nothing

$ LA vhys AL N v e ) ;

"tionjof dhe' InoOEGSA o s e ; .

o1 aEE . our Petmogbr)» o ‘ i e e
ki “ sﬁf your Petitioner were placed in a very irksome

| i e y d straw
B s :hﬁ;::] from whom your Petitioner got the cows and s
ition ‘and forced.'to
position a

o t to please Mr. Vans
: t of the fact, but top A
ik : hey were ignoran s from the position
v e ?louse-rta?n ::grrced statements to save the(;n i)elvii:ri)?ons afthough
le ce ' amed by Ty :

Agnew, they made Certa however, the owners namec : Grace

kEEAE Bk in, which, ho i ! ir depositions. Thus, FOUL Labak
they were placed in, Wh ot corroborate by their depo chasers of the
i a‘;‘;fs rt(;?d’l)jolg ;80113 were <neither the owners, nor the purchasers of th
Yril) DBECIVE RE e SR phici

¥l | 2 tl “‘* ,?. s
W y we ) ¢ u,ite uninterested in the ma.tter, and conseq‘u‘en ere can
re gqu d th
. COWS, and the 1Lt Y

inst your Petitioner,
their voluntarily coming forward to dePOSE')T ig;?;m:i egbéiﬁioﬁs g
o e Qf‘ ree subjected to some official Pres'su::éuré 'T;Be Sheristadar next
“““’s; i 1:; proofs of their being subjected to prossure.; ZA¢ =2 ‘
records are cieal pit ; ! i

e
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caused a peon name Fuch
siff of Dzlttaloz n;dlilrna(;i'l;{ﬁhld?en to depose that the Head Kurnam and Mun-
were sent for amd, thouoﬁ cotln ag1(13 pidesd T lug, bribed your Memorialist. They
the peon’s statementg zh peted on pain of Suspension and dismissal to confirm
S hom)mb]y declined to utter falsehood, A charge was

th of an anonymous eommunication in-
£ the?’ failed o pay for the supplies they
and ordered to atteng the trial of tl’xe A t'};lls Plea they were at once suspended
. i : (:a,s_e, w ich hOWeVer et b " >
not at all enquired

to criminate your Memorialist, they were
n a fresh Pretenc

stended churge of excess col-
7. Tindire that
Petitioner g5 quick ag they y abo‘"""i(‘ntioned faile

) d to criminate your
another case, Hg laid

wiss (.lo, the Sheristadar had then framed
nga Kistniah, o resident, of the Nandipaud,
Who .Vivas Promised g Kufuam's o i Agnew halted) and a notorious \'ag‘abm‘d
Petitioner, Encourageq by thpOSt ¥ & reward for framin a case against your

_ 15 promige, Kistniah ¢harged fmur pi:?fim, with

having aceepted 4 bribe |
nb JRTERE :
_named they gq ® frou the Villagers of Cheruvupalli, 5 Poligar Village, and
' =6
case s (,!ertuiv\.ly a COI]COCHOH

g d;":t“e%ses_ for the proseentio, The
t:he villagers though they were
niah, the complainant, yet being

] s butit i .
:if?;ﬁntl}; tutored 1, depoée fav:z'l:iim% fact, that
Hime s i Y u 3
iy ﬂ'l’o i spea.k NSt they o g e R
.Y Were ingtieated byl "d that they knew nothing and

Kistn inhy), ;

~ W disininged 4t K '
v d i8se e I
ti?)izzq:::i 0:‘ tiotf his office, -’d’enouncin;hii ';.i“::h his remarks, and turned the
; crted to he ! if m tp h > §
eocted,” but they v]r):rz&: ;umd With copies oi”%i}:d f:“dfllent D e
d efiused ., : e ocords 1 th y thus con-
eI enclosed Nog, Tht s s 38 Your Graee - will Pereeive fmnc;s :h(?:zomements
f ; i i i { , (5]

fm‘the 7
anians of lnﬁuen‘?e and POW: i to mbm!t here  that the Sheristadar ex-
0 W"Odiagherry s s to such ap extent gg to order the Bazar
etltmner, and a} & i tor Supply the bt rde

eoessary”’ articles of food to ybuf

: ! “ ! et]tioner’s do . : . 1
and th O POver, Byt g s Mestie servants from doing their
9 Heafi Constabie,-t ¢ o : he‘ Shemta‘dar) along with the Wood-overseer
k "Mplainant 1y ¢

Peti‘tionex.’g h i f_ﬁ‘St’ case No. 92, were often ob-
Ouse durmg nights to watch who came

Ay converggg;
- Vang Agney. “rsation that ay take place there and to take

; Vants gug ;
ol ‘Petllloner. You éubpended and restoced, and all without the
all thege endea“vour: tl}‘ace Would have seen from the above, that
ie };}:ur Petitioner. ‘in, th;zea;rt;[}l:l’ts of Mr. Vans Agnew and his
T AP DIIRG of (14 & . -
T “PPrebending teapportumt‘y %o the kind notice of your Grace, that

rrih J -
ble foarg at the sight of these horrible actions

» Man Were {}

‘. ~ e pe -
4, many the statemenn;(;ns Sl‘:mmoncd,, Placed in irksome position and -
' 20d many g ®n down, ang many the charges framed

cases fell to the ground. Your
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prepared a resignation of his appointment, proceeded with it {e Mr.._, Vans Agnew's
tent and sent it in to Mr. Vans Agnew through a Daloyet who waited there with
a prayer (hat Tahsildar (your Mewmorialist) should be permitted to come in to his
presence to pay his respeets. The Daloyet took the petition in, and returned and
mentioned that Mr. Vans Agnew read the Petition, and directed your Petitioner
to go to Mr. Weir’s office-tent, and attend the trials there. Then your unfortunate
Petitioner having no other alternative than to subject himself to the impending
dangers with which he was ensnared, attended on Mr. Weir, with mortal fears and
in a state of sickness, viz., dysentery and fever. |

74. Being frustrated in criminating your Petitioner in the above cases thus
concocted, Mr. Vans Agnew ordered Mr. Weir to resume his investigation in the
first case No. 92, originally brought by the Police Constable. Though Mr. Weir
appeared to be the Magistrate, trying the cases framed by the Sheristadar against
your Petitioner under the orders of Mr. Vans Agnew, yet he was not qll«owed to
conduct the enquiry independently of himself, as Mr. Weir, owing to his entine

_inexperience of Magisterial investigations, and also owing to his new entrance in

the capacity, was not then authorized by your Government to write down Magiste-
rial depositions in his own handwriting. It was therefore Mr. Vans Agnew whe
stayed i the same tent, constantly tutored him in what he should do in the cases
and Mr. Weir, owing to his inexperience of the Revenue and Magisterial duties,
to his ignorance of the vernacular (Telugu) language of the district, and to the
want of Mofussil experience before he came to the Nellore district, was the more
obedient and more open to the orders and influence of Mr. Vans Agnew, who had

also placed his confidential Moonshee (whom he recently sent for from some district

as a trustworthy man) in Mr. Weir’s presence to write depositions and to explain
him things and guide hirg, so that his praveedings can meet bis dosigns towards
your poor Memorialist’s destruetion. | |

75 Your Memorialist humbly begs to point out here for the favourable eon-
sideration of your Grage a few instances of Mr. Weir's having abided by the in-
structions and advices of Mr. Vans Agnew, and of his irregularities and his
tendency to please his superior by criminating your Memorialist, that characterised
his proceedings in the. trials of the cases conducted by him. These irregularities
were often brought to the “notice' of Mr. Weir by your Petitioner, with prayers to
rectify them, but that gentleman, in bowing submission to his superior’s orders, was
not pleased to take any the least steps in the matter.

76. These remarks of Mr. Weir are not only sufficient to confirm your Me{-

In kis proceedings, duted 24tk September, morialist’s statements, 'th}gtl he imbi‘bé'ﬂ
M Weir wiites thus, his impressions and opinions from Mr.

“The Couct has learned on reliable authority, Vans Agnew, and that he acted undér
that on a former ;000?5?"“‘“'13"“: g“;“:;l ‘f“":ﬁ‘? lLis pressuve, but also appear on their

was under.‘ txlvcgtlgntnzbn agains ; ‘cs ant, the v‘ery;face L malicions, and envious.
Defendant succeeded on plea of illness in protract- iy R : e
ing the trial over a period of some months.” He joined the dls.t?'*‘?tv on}y a fortnight
: : before he came to Woolliagherry, and

was a perfect stranger to your Memo-
vialist and the whole district. e stay-

Y dgaih,
“The Court has reason to believe that Defend-
ant’s plea of illness is put forward with the object

of gaining time with a view to hampering with the ed at Nellove W‘iltrhi‘ Mr. W‘ans 'Aggew{‘
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WItNCSS6s, @i aFE 6 which. the Defendast hs the : a2 .
X enda 3 avelled wit agherty W
reputation of being an adept,” travelledwith—him-to Woodi 2

st ‘ the same convevanece, stayed there 10
e gff;?" rgcenfy R boawlidgs . of the same tent, and ‘was always in com-
]1{--]15.5 proceedings of 34 Octaber, he w"ilu. pa'n_y B w;i_th ‘Ml‘.. Y“ ns.Af.’N'.W, :;:it Y;:
“ Tt/ may here be remn. cewved timely instructions in W

P A RS Sk 0o i o P, B
this dgimi ctn:ng ;f:_‘:guh“f“natxvefamilies % is th?re’f;m‘e eVIdulJt.'.h:-lLthu relia o
vty | 18 of rpees ‘to full back thm.'xty at. Woodiagherry whom i
Weir alludes ta, could be no other "l_'»a.p
the Collector Mr. Vaus Agnew. His
expressions that, * he learned on réliable ey
'authority,” “the Defendant has: theme 4
putation of béing an adept,” vhat
* , have recently eome to the knowledge
Gt of the Conrt,” *the Defendant, has
ba?k RO, bie ill-gotten gains,” all these, when take® t
Wlﬂ_l the evil steps which Mr. Vaus Agnew had all slaRE" =
5 at Nellore, added to the disappointments ‘?/

al attempts tq bring youp unfortunate Petitioner to
oy at the . “ery thinking mind, that those e_"?—r”is;ﬂﬂ_
ence of Mr. Vapg Agnew, who bfga ‘;’]’ous Sukgestions and to the st,rong] s
the sake of Tuining yoyp Petitioner ught Mr. Weir to Woodiagherry purposely ,

W K otiriene : %
At was righg fo:- uh:[o:t‘;rn-formnate Memorialisg bumbly begs leave to submit "betw,& 1
bined pozition of a'Pr S e Wmd" as will be Perceived hereinafter, in the cOM=.
: ~ justifiable. -impl’ﬁﬂaion::?zgr' Counsel, gnq Judge, to be influenced by sueh V& =
Passed under theip heﬁv e g exp‘:es“d by himself, and whether the Judg 4
sanction of lay, and wl{ te‘g}ft’. With all t}e following iriegularities, will bave b
U8 a0 impartial ang bft-’" 18 consistent with justice, and whether it ig:sult
SUpposing them 14 'b: el Judge, yil] pagy solely on the merits of the cases
- Offcial influeneg gng offf:lﬁi’b Yhilo in reality gy were, only framed OB the
Ve-n 1 expressions tidled evidence elicited on pressure. And if A

; Aguin,
“The Acting Head Assistant

; Magistrate
that - the: expediency of muk i St

: ing the offender dis-
; gorgn & portion of his ill-gotten £8105 i3 tog o}y
Yious {o require discussion,” 3

Andsoon *

lakhs of Ry pees to falL
mto,coans‘.d'erabion, along

Cnee gy

“were resorted to,

= ake such gy » 10 the humble opinion of your Memo! oty

Putgvit, the Cyly, m“hc‘o::] Wi b gentlemyy quite new to the d“‘iB\i’"
Supposing ] ‘ 08¢ words would " by bim.
i %{ r._l:ere'ms SOme such pap be relied upon by

asky
Weir, " on, "your Memorialist begs lumbly t0#5° 5
o) Batanig Pl a:g::; _t:ned the cases g Magistrate anfi Judge, is j“"dﬁedt;:
I o 2% On, ae . ins et e
= Tules of C"mmal 1 PPOcedm?e Sucl unfounded and malicious reports agnmS? i

"78.‘ Firét,of
7 Proceedings oy, all

Gy nst hitzwr“ ]:ftli’tioner humbly represented to Mr. Weit tblt
the highey anthoritieg for i Withoug Previously obtaining the sanctio®

o ;"aj-e commityeq dﬁ‘éncéot hiﬁ"_-tifpseeution, in the cases in which be was accuse
o :'}j!t#?‘fg: for, Bl s i " “Apacity as Syl Magistrate or Tabsildar, were ‘
i ‘ e : ﬁg’istrnte, nor the District Magi.itmt;ich ;
ot rémoveable from o 10 foree to try the Mﬁ'ﬁl;’
Y empowereg b o1 e °m‘"e‘°"°ept'by Government or some COTL,
| Y tl}em'-_lmd_‘hgén laccn‘aed, without first obtaining

2b

sapction ; and further, your Petitioner reqlleSte_d him very earnestly.,lﬂmt h:hwmfls(i
at least be pleased to hold a prelimi.uar'y enquiry, to as.sert:, -the truth Srt?t. zt::xt_o
of the cases framed against him, without at once .SlleECU“_g' .yo;“.‘i.t et.l '1:;0 o
unjust disgrace and trouble, .but the gentleman owing todlus lmll:] i 4 erPetitioi-
thing against the will of Mr. Vans Agney, was not .plensia ko take you :
er's reasonable representations even to his least consideration.

79, Secondly, your Petitioner humbly I?ut in .the mind 9f’ Mr, Weir, his I.lla)rsh
sroceedings towards him (Petitioner) of his trying, the simple I'e'w/'epue bri er'y
: forc:éd against liim, under the provisions of the Penal Code, instead of his
Z::S;Tiping int0°t11e1n, under the direct enactment “"hic,h governed it., viz:, Regula;
tion 9 of 1822, which is in force and use, but the.gentleman'not being c(;\rlwe:;ans
with the Revenue Regulations, was wholly subservient to the influence of r: . an
Agnew, whose earnest design was no other tl}an to subject your popr Petxltmnelt;
(\:')hom he had represented to Mr, Weir as having “ lakhs .of' P.upees. to falili)z:;:
upon,” and “ill-gotten gains”) to disgrgce anc} heavy punishment, vle., b;) .:‘e
imprisonment and fine provided by th.e Penal Code to such e.xfhenb.as the (hange -
ous Magisterial powers with whick he is vesbe'd,. would allow .hlm without It e‘?os
sibility of interference by the higher authorities to stay'h.ls‘ hand, as Mr. al-];
Agne;v knows, that these severe punishments cau.not be. inflicted under the s;alt
Revenue Regulation 9 of 1822, which on]_yi authorises a five of double the amoun
of the gratification alleged to have been paid.

80. Further, your Memorialist thought it advisable, with a view to save him-
self from the imminent dangers with which he wus er-nsnared by Mr. Vans A.:gI;l?V

his agents, to represent to Mr. Weir, who was quite B RLEgE AP
“‘“d . gt e:leﬁts the previous state of things that existed between your Peti-
tionen and Mr, Vans Agnow, and addrossed hitn a letter by post detailig the
moner. 5 ﬁba;: was being set on foot to ruin your Petitioner, and requesting him
consp{moy-uét Vit This, instead of doing him any good, only
by taL?ta gncrease the Collector’s displeasure, as Mr. Weir showed the lettef' to
e w, who thereupon imbibed him, with more bitter hatred against
it Agr'mlis,t Mr. Weir rebuked him in the Public Cutcherry for his
)'Otltl.' ;VI ;?:;)r:‘ietéer and said that he was informed by the Collector that your
witng | 54 '

o v f 4 o s
 Petitioner had lately committed forgery and other grave crimes while he was Tah
etit

ildar of Rapur, that he was a resident of Cuddapal‘x, m'xd that he was sure to be
. ?A bl ph case now pending before him. This will suffice to convince your
pumshed. i t"et of Mr. Vans Agnew’s mind, and his determination to get your ‘
Grafcfe of the %t;:d at any rate, and of the nature of the instruction he was a-l‘wﬂy‘s‘
P.et_ltlonﬁ p_lm;; ir. Your unfortunate Petitioner regrets to state that Me. ‘Vﬁfe}r‘dfd
gwmig i M'r.k ‘:‘l 'scertaininﬂ the truth, or otherwise of the statemenps c?nt;.uned_‘ yu
B bt t hm, e or de:m it necessary to record the letter itself, bqt sxmply m
o Lk his proceedings he was pleased Lo style it

“ During the course of the P roc%e‘.ﬁngz ::e:) :f as & series of mis-statements and mlsre; h
fendant puts in & i co,l:::clin;:f The Act- presentations as shown in t};e {narglg,. |
mis-stntaments.‘and m':?{sre‘?;ﬁe Sol ok deenniit | Pl Pabtian. vontaimeit ' f&lthfﬂl account ‘
L HeMmA::mn’f i i of his case, but it appeared to gonis.:si i &
necm nents to a gentleman such as Mr. Weir, who ~tho-qgh he‘ ap.peargd ‘lj: #he;l'yzzg ‘
Mw:i::::;m;as yet nothing but an instrument in the hands of Mr. Vans Agnew, ey

ag Lo B v ‘
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explain the facts of vonr o
before the Session"s) E‘Tuxf etllfl.oners ilness ; and further Dr. Lloyd's statements
tioned, will suffice {4 oonﬁn: ) senc. f:or by the Court itself, as u‘mrgixmllv men-
] YOUr petition’s plea of illness made abuutﬁ 26 days be-
He seemed ¢ bl::gl;;.::f for(.: .Dr. Lloyd had opportunity of ex-
State of ming fon. He wng n g low inl}llng him.  While so, how far Mr.

and body, ;& N We". W T v _
: T s low g of 2 s justified in pronouncing the

) N AT > .
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83, Your petitione.
Petitioner Ly, Wil
eir’s peculiar g 2> begs to Pomnt out o : ;
Peeuliar tendency ¢4 ppipm: your Grace o fow instances of Mr:

1 I . : Minate + o ’
| iea.seihls §upertor, Viz, In o]l the : your petlt.doner with 1o other object than t0
e orally ‘SXamined thep, oy tried, he, at firg summoned number-

the prosecution ; . retag
thion and » Fetained op] Sl B
 Petitioner, A refe "eected all ¢, ¥ those whose evidence favoured

@ rest whoge
ol ; Tence o the statements were favorable to your
ther i . € su . B
: .ozr 3 any Siaon them, gy werlmlmns l‘eglster will prove the same. And fur-
Jour petitioner g accounted fyy o i ever said anything favorable 0
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i E F}f) that aberration by furnlshing some excuse or other

mistake , ‘Were i :
ake in liey of an (lmhonest, unrelisble, and wers summoned bY

e 10ther and s

Egg:;}f, whose -Wid ! fO o, and op the other hand he praised those de-
| ened, e independ i Prosecution, by declaring them to bé
i e "'T*’Thm*y our Grace wil] 1, ot &ca., 5o tha the prosecution could be strength-

the following,

”“‘W{“ This Withess pyes ¢ - This witness was the head :Reve’n";“

| ®nt Magistrata gho s = g Head jgg uspector. He hel pectable
R s e e e TnpTeRRion - o st- 3 elongs to a res ;
' f:‘emcm:o?n:::;he id sag ang pf"l'm s ;ﬂimlly and was g long standing wr‘";;t'
ety everything fhy; - _ e was th . v,
; A°&2839@dz Awmmt gvg-ia:tﬁ ‘t:e ‘knf“',“" and the  Wejp bega:ﬁ:;ter;‘;m:;;‘ 5 :thc‘vrmagiri '
; Tk = ‘ 9?"“"’ and it s Burp;ixing v:r]ha;ymade the Head -
Ry Assistant Magistrate think that he W85
e ‘ pon speaking the truth without evefl
penalty for that, he was first suspﬁﬂd"d

L T I# '] &
ofDo. ' 1% Tegarg sventy BHS . !
B s 0, OB
g A i a5 Witnoss was the Talug Sherie
o i’ e and iyt sl comoctor of 105%
itnportan s?*’j‘té;mm‘iam bis teatiyy 5 110 Ay m“ charges against your petitioner and
T e s W Fegreat 2 tool in the hands of Mr. Vans Agne¥

- an to by, ‘.ﬁfby M“"Mﬂﬂum ."”';.)?“‘P'ep"e charges and suborn witnesses:
o Ve heen the authop ¥ _ﬂll&wﬂmm was ch bors v that Gentle: |
i Ch laudable opy, " °F the charge, on the contrary e W 'byfmks of him
Mt s 1o s Tt . Weir s |
‘ tma:;!lth ' ﬁl? remarks ‘m:de r::apding the 33'g.:-,
QUite new . 5 000t fail to strike every thinking min€¢
i r.w?‘t’o _the‘Dmriét and to both these witnesses Wa5

{

~  contradicting evidence is exhibited in his proceedings marginally noted.

20

persunded by Mr. Vans Agnew to pass such remarks as to support the charges by
striking terror into the minds of those who failed to criminate your petitioner and
cneouraging those who could accuse him. ' ;
The very remark of Mr. Weir
shows evidently that he had no inclina-
“Phis witness gave  no evidence of importance tion at all to “CCGPt such e"ide.nce as.,was i
and wus apparently summoned by a mistake for favorable to the aceused, for instane, he
some one else.” ; summoned this witness along with others
as cited by the prosecution and 'subjeéted him to undergo the test of oral enquiry as
well as others, and then put him in the witness box, but when he found the Wi.tness ‘
depose quite against the prosecution, so that it migpt b.e proved false in-fxplte of
all his leading c[lxésti()ns, he naively remarks f:ha,t “ his evidence was of no mport-
anice,”  This witnéss is one of the independent ryots of whom he states in his same
- proceedings that ¢ There is evidence of independent ryots,” and why is evidencq\
swas not to be regarded as trustworthy your Grace can better judge. o
' In the séme case Mr. Weir remarks for the defence side withesses thus,’ﬂ»_‘
“On the other side we haye only the evidence - Your Memorialist hum‘b'ly asks your
-of efendant's hired servants, not.the most indes i Girace whom else would Mr. Wexr have ?
~pendent kind of testimony, that first witness of pro- (Jould your petitioner summon outsiders
secution had never been at defendant’s house” to prove that the first witness had never
come to his house when the false statement of the st witness a,lqne is relied upon.
What other means would your petitioner have in the irksome position he was put
in, to disprove the charge evidently concocted ? Mr Weir "m.i-ght'hg\‘re{sx?ggssed
this his objection before putting these witnesses to ‘tm.a‘l' as he was Pre\fxoqgly,y‘t,f?ltmf\:
ed that they were the servants of defendant. It will be seen from ‘the‘deppsﬂ:agn
of these witnesses that Mr. Weir went  out of his w.ay to bother t?em'a long time |
in respect of matters having no conne(ition at all w;th the queshog in hland, (z;x;d
finding that they were firm in their first statements he was e\*ex;tual¥y pleased to

make the above remark.

tegarding the 5th witness of prosecution i
case No. 98, he states thus,

. : iy ¢ In the same case, again Mr. Weir
fieealiming tha]t.kls;t :m?ess wnf; l."x:r:;fﬁ?;s by styling the 1st witness a Karnam, as
" therefore a person likely to have official relation: AN ; IR
with the defendant, this statement (of the defend- shew ".m tl.le margm_, he mak"g 1#’ aplp e
that his evidence is trustworthy while in

ant’s witnesses) is not easily credited and the Acting ; s Epian
Head Asisstant Magistrate does not credit it.” reality, he was not then a Karnam, but

dismissed long ago, and prefers his  evidence to that of defen_d:ant’s”_wimessés who :
cannot have failed to sec the 1st witness if he had ever paid a visit to ‘jl‘;he;‘dgfandj i
* . ant at his house. 0 » ¢ sl "_:u. boke
V4 Another instance of Mr. Weir's peculiar tendency to give credit to ﬁﬂ%&ﬂd s

“ The point calling no notice is the statement rHere ] Gr?'?e -wm b ercelv ﬂmﬁ MIL

of wifness in his examination-in-chief that one Weir was very readw o be}mm s e
- Rama Naidoo camne to Woodiagiri ; in the reex-  ness, notwithstay ig that the evidence

amination by the Deferidant, he explaing that  fipst, given’ is flat y cqntradi}’:t@d by hlm

Rama Naidoo set out with them to eome to Woo- e during the course of the cross-exat

diagiri curryigg 'the moley, but t.lmt; after ha had nation made aftet &n mtervai :’joﬁ::i 3

gone a certain distance he hauded over the money : ‘ el B o5 evi&ﬁﬁél@

to witness and turned off to a village to see his and thus the. whglc.exh 3l PR

cattle, This appears to the Aeting Head Assistant  t0 nothing‘? From the cor gwement R
~ Magistrate to be reliable and satisfactory explana-  of his evidence, one W%“Mpef&ewe’ lf il

tion,” « | ‘ * viewed in an impartial light, that this

gl
!
B e
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Again as another instance of Mr., Wier’s tendeuuy and predetermination to eri- S
minate your petitioner at all events, your petitionerbegs to bringtoyour Grace'sbenign A
notice the remarks of the Acting Head Assistant Magistrate quoted in the margin. :

Ohse" Moo= 09 + Two things are worthy of notice here ;

© Proceedings dated Jrd October 1872, " Wu'.‘ 1st that w1tne‘;~‘; No. 4 was not the only
ness No. 8 gave o sum of mouey to No. 4 {presu-  Brahmin ; witness No. 5 being also a
mably beeause he was the only Brahmin of the  Lrahmin and the principal Kurnam and
phrys” renter of the pasture and 2ndly this is
clearly his own inference, an inference come to, of his. vwn accord without any ex-
ternal evidence on the matter.  Your petltloner begs to ask how M1 Weir is jus- e
tified in presuming a state of things which is adverse to the mterests of the defend-
ant while a short enquiry would have convinced him that there was another brah-
min who might have been entrusted with more confidence in ‘the same work of
mammyttmg the money and which would have wholly upset the case. * This. mmt :
the only instance in which Mr. Welr-_)umps at a conclusion hastﬂy and shuts him-
self from other evidence which if gone into or admltted would have created 2 dﬁf-
ferent opmmn n hxs mind. i ‘

-

-

As the last mstame of M1 Wenr's tendency your petxtloner 1nost humbly
begs to state .that, as shown in the margin, m his proceedings in case No, 101
Mr, Weir declines to send for the witness K. Subba Row who was the‘
sole person cited by the prosecution as

bt Byien snppasmcr that K. Subbarow gave the
- most favorable evidence on defendant’s behalf, the

| [ “eourt (.m;ld not, comswletmg the relationship sub-

sisting between him and defendant, that have re-
cently come to  the knowledge  of the Cont, pl ace

the only witness, on thg grgunﬂ that he .
was nob disposed to credit his statements
owing to the imaginary relatwnslnp sub-  +

sisting between him and defendant ;

~ ting Mr. Weir’s tendency to put down and discredit all evidence favorable to defen-

 defendant. And on  the other hand he hiad not only summoued and @[‘
L those persons who were not at first cited as. Wltnesses by thén prosecutwn, b
only mentioned sul;seqnanxh whether in the mtddle of the euqm"" or ﬂia‘_u B e
 ofit, lfhe ‘came to know that they would criminate youv wefm:_ er, but e-ﬁa& i

R e R ¥ 1 o L eIt e RSN b A
A e A0 A1 L ALC, e

—rf

his evidence.” |
any reliance whatever in his eviden while in reality there existed neither any -

relationship nor any conneationbetween them, and what is strange, he allowed the ".-
Sheristadar to substitute one Junga Kristniah in the. place of Subba Row whenmo
mention had been made of him by the 1st and 9nd witnesses of the ease who wer “
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i .4 ; ‘ B o Foreed, 't ko
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sence . at Woodiagiri, He denied the entire stor

3
that he never ‘hearq the Tahsildar tell the constable to compromise Subba Row's
caseas the constable asserts and further Lo stated that he was not asked by t,l-ne
Tahsildar to go 1o the constable and  gep buck the draft from him. He also “'g
that he heard from many persons that thepe Was enmity between the I'ahsildar an

the 1st witness and that he ang the Pahsildar both went to see the Police Inspeator
who was sick at the time bhut neithe

: . : Subba
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ist, but he really does mno such thing. His evidence is merely that the c&;).nstnb.le
4 ub‘ 5 h butuherry and spoke something in a low tone to the Tahsildar in
_t'u-flle »mto‘ t E}t is upon this the complaimant builds his story. In the course of
1111[::1(::7::1:4 station officer the constable would bu in and out‘.' of the (i‘ufch;‘ljrl)]fsez;i
hi; station 18 within the same building and wquld have oceasion to place 1tu s
i imunication with the Tahsildar but his presence there at su:ne par u.'u ar
e cofn'llfl ken to by this witness is no  corroboration of the constable’s story' of .t.he
’tliz]:;;i‘ll;z::)za:ing intimidated him or his asking him for a lettef' t?.}the, i’ohce lu
spector to hush up the case against Subba Row and further' thls,vt 1 \\;‘1} ne'.s? t:ai}:
that some paper was brought by the constable to the {.Lh \\'l.tlleb’s‘th&e S eriste t'd :
‘hile he was sitting with him in the Cutcherry but not to hun.selt and that it was
“h'lle : od to hiu? ; here the corroboration ends. No doubt it was a part of the
i Sho‘:tic(llme coﬁstal;le should bring a paper to the Sheristadar while an independ-
Exln(i);tleiltiess like the Post Master was wit_h him in 'o‘rder t..u give colonr to ,th:;tiryr
got up by the constable and the Sheristadar. J he evlden.ce O_f t-ht? P(Ist ¢ s:ieis
liowever so far from corroborating the sta.ternent .oi. thc. consp1ratur§ slmp‘ b b(.-;l id d
it to the winds, Indeed it gives it the lie, for 1;.hxs \fltne'ss fiepo.sx‘? t.ha.tzlx 0 }i
paper was brought by the constable and put into the Sheristadar’s hzu.l‘r. ;sl : :
looked over and saw that it was so folded as t:,o leave the second page :7?&1 )7;. > a0
he observed five or six letters not con_ne-ufred with one another. He vm;% 1}110 pre- :
: ed to say the letter (A) produced in Court was the same. It was of t e salme
i o The letters he saw were more big and round and of a different
size but not like it.  The b e
tively asserts that no conversation whatever took place bot\.veen him and the Sh(f-
L abse". is evidently is not a corroboration ofthe Sheristadar's a,cco‘unt of the
i i 111'”"_3:: to by him. The Post Master was not a Cutcherry witness and
;:(.-,u\rfrst::;’;i?;z m)t; dr;uvn into the plot. He does not state thaf’, any threétsi t0uL
jlc . dsr any conversation between the constable and the Tahsildar about Subba
yage or aliy
}l.{ow the accused.

character and therefore he did not think it was the same paper.

The 6th witness was the second Head Ln‘rum'txzs“mh K. Kristna Rf)w' ”n?ﬁ;
influenice of the threats and = the irksome position he was Pl‘“c‘“d 10 he state
e ing the Tahsildar told the Head constable to write a letter ‘and he
thet pne sebile L]LP"]{’: Inspector. This was all ' he knew, so that he gives no
knm"i 3 B t(l) : t:,lih 'U];;(taer tif)at wa.:s to be written or what was to be wr i.tten.‘
Parculprs. juie d Lhe stated that the Head constable brought the bceurrence
O the Otllf‘"" l(gnbbu Row and that he wuas to be taken to N c“'i’.m and  that
P Ol;t. fo.r K ' t*u- memorialist) endorsed it at once that he might Prj(;«z:ed
th.c Iu.hsﬂ(_’ & (yl_n, By mistake the original was rcturngd to the Police
Without hmdr‘il";’f“: =uciorsemenb was retained among the Cutcherry rec®®ds.
e st (,)t ! .“b (:t'ate sent at all to the Head constable for the return of
st .bub-Mt:glf 'been for the original occurrence report which‘ oughtéhave >
any paper .1t lgu.st. ]m; :d that if he had told the constable to write a le\ttfe:
'been O Si'(,(m crhaps that petitioner's acquieseing to what the constable éau
"’, e ha‘ve : %Ln] }1"0 wrg)te a letter to his Inspector who was t,l'yext abscnf »atﬁ(}?; ,
(‘l:m: :l:‘;d‘ :;:e: m;):eseut the occurrence repors,” astmentifu!tl;::t13;‘;’;?"1‘0?:;::& s
agir haty story o , i
?ljmums:‘?m:;i:aiﬂ:lfllli ;i;l?:eg‘;lz ;‘1):]1?1?12' t;idtht?mt- he never heard the Tahs‘lldar
G question s :
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£0 ang : 2§
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i ® Offepin .. - 08t he' 2% down op 4 cliair which your memo®
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o memh‘WBSto do s ‘hem memtf"“‘ and examine him, but he dod‘“‘."""“,,‘ s ]
Girace ¢y .:‘?113*8 i Would 1. ted in an org] enquiry he pﬂ"‘:?;Yw L iRe T
. ve four - :
M aia T Weirs . Y Wnfavourable for the prosecut SHRT RS
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charge in this case was then prepared and read out to him. Your petitioner then
presented the list of his defence witnesses and made their attendance, and Mr.
Weir who promised to examine them on the following day not only postponed doing
so for 3 days so that the Sheristadar may have time for tampering them but also at
the suggestion of Mr.Vans Agnew he began to examine on the following day another
witness again for the prosecution and when your petitioner pointed out the irregu-
larity of his procedure his objection was entirely over-ruled ' as  mention-
ed in para91.

Thus the 9th and last witness for the prosecution was produced to swear
that the Tahsildar your memorialist wished him to go to the Police Inspectof to
speak favourably regarding Soobba Row’s case and - thus assist him but when he
was asked to explain what assistance the petitioner needed he answered that he
was to tell the Police Inspector that he wished him to come down, examine pro-
perly and do justice. If this was at all true, is there anything wrong in wishing
the Police Inspector to examine properly and do justice. After all this witness
says that he did not convey your petitioner’s alleged message although he actually
met the Police Inspector and conversed  with him. Your petitioner now ventures
to ask whether the statement of this witness is ' not sufficiont to show that your pe-
titioner had no desire to hush up the case as stated by the prosecution, but that on
the other hand he was only anxious to see it examined properly. : ‘

10l . Your petitioner named 8 withesses for ' the defence, but the Head Assist-
ant Magistrate began to enquire them 3 days after they made their appearance.
Your memorialist then again declared that his state of mind and body owing to
the attack of dysentery was such as to preclude his undertaking the conduct of his
defence and he earnestly prayed fora very short time to get a pleader from Nellore.
But instead of acceding to this Lis most reasonable request, the Head Assistant Ma-
gistrate not only declined to do 86 but undertook to examine the witnesses himself
and thus conducted the defence for the accused (your memorialist) besides being his
“The Acting Head Assistant Magistrate ac- defitcto prosecutor and Jjudge, as shown
cordingly proceeded to examine the witnesses, to in the margin, and not one of them was
eliit, if possible, mny facts. Yendigg to skiowdhab, | thevefbre: examined by your petitioner.
the defendant was not guilty of the charges made Witnesses 1 and 9 fOIT ‘th_e deﬁénp,e

i ‘ ' were the village Munsiff and the Karnam

of Woodiagiri town ; they were also examined in Subba Row’s theft ease and they

deposed that your petitioner did neither force nor order nor instigate them either to
give evidence in favour of Subba Row or to refrain from giving evidence against him
and that they did not hear the petitioner threaten the head constable, These were
in the Cutch:erry at the time when the alleged conversation was said to have ﬁaken
place. - Tt is surprising that such respectable and honest persons as these, were not

- cited as witnesses on the prosecution  side, while a witness like Garimalla Appiah

(the 7th witness) alone who was under the supervision of the Police, as 4 doubtful
character, was secured although they were all witnesses in Subba Row’s theft case.
The 3rd witness was a Pedda ‘apoo or head ryot of Duttaloor village ; he deposed
that when he went to the Taluq Cutcherry, he saw the Tahgildar, (your petitioner),

Sheristadar, and the Post Master, conversing but that he did not hear what it was/

He also said that he did not hear the Tahsildar say anything in the Cutcherry to
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106. Notwithstanding all the severe exertions of' the Sheristzu?ar as abovg m}en~
tioned, he was only able to exact from them some evidence l'egardl\infﬁ,; f-h(rz Tﬂt;, et
was not able to procure complainants thereof a5 1o one undertof(‘l‘ t 1; tas ':h LOI:]!;
plaining inasmuch as the cases were not gentine and also 'fu;' t:::u' ul Itn;;m'!}ncv‘.
as abettors of an offenco if their statements were to be _Proved viz., tha | 1e:y 18 ‘c,
attempted to corrupt a public servant by means of bribing under the eXPress sep-

tion No. ]G‘of the Penal Code,

107. In the mmplied understanding of b_oth‘ the la.w.s,‘.\';)zl. tiie g;:'mésfops of’
Penal Code, and regulation 9 of 1822 which . directly :{pplj@ Iei,.o. : e b;;f'ebn)ug
Bribery cases, and also according to c¢ommon usage, there 1o1tu m\t‘;lm ; 3 :hx
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Code).  And consequently the institution of ‘trials in f;hese o}ev 5‘1:113 .b ; T
without there being & complainant has been long {since prohibite , )N L
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The 'd-wabfr7~=8-9 and 10 witnesses deposed that the. 1s’/ Witness de-
manded from them in the name of the Tahsildar and t:hat; ther naid it to the haz'xds_‘ G
of the 1st witness as asked in their village but they did not see nor were they sure

that it was paid to your Petitioner, but between themselves they disagreed as
wga,rds the rate of payment, and demcd all knowledge of the 2nd rate.

A striking circumstance connected with this enquiry of the 5th witness
has already been mentioned above in para83 viz., that the 5th witness is one Pola,gﬁ-
du whose statement was entirely unfavourable for the prosecution and he was dis- |
missed by the Head Assistant Collector with a partial remark © that his svxdence
was of no importance and he was summoned by mistake for some one else.” Your
Grace can better judge how far he was justified in pronouncing such partial remark
concemmg those who spoke the truth that they should be deemed as having ;‘md;
their appearance in the witness box by mistake, when their statement was foun
unfavourable for the prosecutxon, and what mieans your Petitioner could have to
disprove the charges evidently concocted agamst him ; it must however be noticed
that all other witnesses stated that they paid the money to the hands of the dls-
missed Curnam in their vﬂlage Whlle yom' Petltwner was at Woodla,gen, Tt 1
Your Petitioner cited ° hls serva.nts Mulhah and Audiah for his defenee

They stated that they never at any time saw the said dismissed Curnam Vencata-
narasoo inside your Petitioner’s hfause a,nd that he had never stepped into the

| house of Petitioner ; ‘though they spoke the tmth, the Head A_ssista,nt Ma.gxstrata

ted as mentmned -ithe
ered their statements as very unxtnportg,nt and no

:::;dpaza tha.t “ this is not ea.slly credited.” Your Memorialist m&st umbly -
begs here to. leave it to your Gmce s fammmble conszdemtwn whom else could your |
Memorialist name as defence witnesses to this and the followmg case No. 99 which |

““““
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34 T. Wem-, in his tendency to plewse Mr. Va.ns Agnew i e
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" 2 bribg e of th 18 really ridictilous to think that
2 » Proport 8100 for g reduction’of Rs. 24 i
¢ O loss to gain } 76 R to be sk
true ,ed“ profit there could have beemw
Ye'been paig i © duction s put in Auvgust 1871
* rm';Angnst 1872. One full year is the
ge that th It was to veil this falsity
red Uctioy !a Sheristadar stuck in asnpfik- :
the o) 51 " 70 fom the hands of the -
4} ortlon/ tb&ﬂ 18 RS 91 The Kmtlﬂb‘ﬂh’(m BB’ y
that of Re. 24 1 Rs, -100; Tlnw

o

n a puhhc a-llchu

rent representing to him the disastrous death of cattle and other loss they had sustain-
‘ed, thus appealing to a superior against the proceedings of your Petitioner, who had, as

. Rs. 70 at the Jamabandy, having ascertained the loss of the eattle.” and again, -

~ Tahsildar, and why should not those parties give evidence of this sort. The :

vl il e e - o8 el Gt el Pl st el b R e

b1
a mote specious approximation of gain to }oss aﬂd bence the ehiras"f havmcr procured
the reduction. But even after this trick, the ‘slleged g ahﬁcatlon excecds the redue-
tion by Rs. 6, and it is highly improbable to euppbse that the renters wonld loose 6
Rs. by their bargain  in a particular year. Moreovel who could believe that such a
strict officer as Mr. McCarthy would on the mere representation of your Petitioner re-
duce the rent ? No. The truth was, the renters seeing the loss they sustained by the
death of their cattle during the 9 months that elapséd before the Jamabandy period
came, appeared before the Head Assistant Collector and requested him to teduce the

will be clear, far from making a reduction in the rent for a gratification, imposed upon
tlf’em a rent which in their opinion was too heavy. Mr. MeCarthy made an in-
vestigation into the case and enquired these villagers, the neighbouring villagets, the
Range Revenue Inspecbor, and your Petitioner, and being satisfied that the renter’s
claim was reasonable, granted a remission of half the rent viz, Rs 70. This fook .
place in the open Jamabundy Cutcherry which the renters attended, and their appeal
petition, the orders of Mr. McCarthy and other papers econnected with the case are
on record. - While so, it is strange that Mr. Weir should have been of opmwn that =~
your Petitioner’s presence at the Jamabandy Cutcherry as Thasﬂd&r could stand as a
cause for the remission granted and the source of the gratification allegred to have
been roceived contrary to the statements of the witnesses in the case viz.  the ren-
ters presented petition requestmg remission, the Settling Officer reduced the ¢ist by

“The Tahsildar never asked them for any money Your petitioner here begs to
point out that if this Mr. Wexrs‘xmpreasmn was right there were other cases of a
simlar character in which remission was granted at the Zemabandy time by*bh%
Settlement Officer, in the presence and on the information of your petitioner as

simple truth is, that the Sheristadar caused the same Janga Kristniah, the
notorious character who, as mentioned in para 71, is a tool.in his ha,nds,, to charge
these renters with some excess collection on the pasture, with all the vemissions S
they obtained and with mwappropnatmn of the -same, and he subjected them to
magisterial trials &c. as mentioned in para‘l 05 ; to strike terror into them and to
induce them to follow his suggestion. Tt is thus the renters or the village a,uthormes
were awfully frightened by the - Shenstadar in the irksome state they were put in, -
to accuse your Petitioner in the hopes'of their bemg relieved from the troubles
they were surrounded by, and ennoumged by prospects of thezr reattara:hon they ‘.
eveutnaflly made some statements agamsﬁ thelr will m dld not a.gree mth Bag g

~ another aud were full of grave uwonmatenexes in themselves 1 i Ha /7" i

‘month previous to it, is thus an absurdity and mposmbxhty, which though pomted

~also a.ppear from their statements that the supposed remission of Rs. 24 tm{,flam! “

119. The purportof these statements wé,s, that they collected in July 1871 Rs
100 on aceount of your Petitioner and that they paid the money to him in August
1872 i. e., more than twelve months after the alleged collection twas made. Your .
Petitioner took charge of Woodiagiri Taluq on the 1st of August 1871, and their
statements that they collected the money on your Petitioner’s account in J uly 7. e.a

out was not taken notice of by the Head Assistant Collector Mr. Weir, It vmuld

in Augusb 1871 i.6a few days after. your Petltmner took charge of the ne

o 11T
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ined on the 26th September stated that about mmontlwso ﬁi% 22
 Petitioner asked him and his four companions to pay lum

- RUmMastah of the Taluq on vour pefiﬁéﬁ‘oré%’éf"a‘@éw#}'

bribe and the bribe was the dirvect cause of exemption” are certainly the result of either
his sad ignorance or the pressure of his superior. To this, if the striking improbability
of the banians coming forward with their sole evidence after the lapse of 7 months
without their own complaints be added, it is sufficient above all, to render the caso

unworthy of even being etertained on the file, Your Grace can observe the ineonsis. -

tency of the formation of this case by the very long interval of 7 months betwee.n
the period of their alleged exemption and the date of their giving ewdc:nne in t‘h]s
case, and why the above banians failed to complain of your petitioner’s irregularity

(if it wag a fact) either to the principal Collector Mr. Vans Agnew at Nellore or'

to the late Head Assistant Collector Mr. McCarthy who laited subsequen.ﬂy'a;t'
Nandipaud their village, twice in his circuit, and nearly a month at Woodiagiri,

about 13 mile from the village, on account of Ja,mabundy: s not explained, ~ The |

anians cannot put forward their ignorance of his arrival in their village to account

for their failure, as they were the parties that supplied him with the neqessariefl of
life &e., why several others residing in other villages who similarly received p.rmt-_
ed blank forms and were not assessed with the tax as well as these on account of
their deficient incomes failed to giveevidenes, or to complainjshould only be explain-
ed by the fact of their being not visited by Mz, Vans Agnew and his agents
and foreed to complain. It is the Sheristadar, who has had -in his hapds a ready
tool or g gray hound to hunt up to all such false things, instigated the same Janga
Kristnia » Who is the resident of these banian’s village, and who has proved to be

4 down.right perjurer in the above Cheroovoopalli case, as mentioned in para 71,

and also/'who had been made the ‘representative of false cdmplginants;:in}ﬁhé:#b?v? e
+BWo cases Nog, 98 and 99, to prefer a complaint against these poor banians, charging

them that, they had escaped from the assessment of Income-tax on pa:yin_‘g'u bribe .
10 the Tahsildar your memorialist, and thus subjecting them to his prgtepde'd

threats, viy, with ‘heavy retaxation and with .punishment, forced 'Fhf;m to gxx.ze,ew;
dence against your petitioner, that they have paid a bribe to ‘I;mn‘ for thgx? ;l];)

being assessed with Income-tax : but as they were quite ffffmld 0{ ‘ uﬁtef?ng_th,e “
Sross falsehood on. the grodnd that your petitioner was qu_.t'te new tothem ?r
Sheristadar suggested to them the couise of their deposing that the e
delivered by them to the hands of one KotsSubba Row the Katchery gumastah of

the Taluq, for the sake of Tahsildar ‘your ‘pétitioner, taking Subba Row to be a

third party witness for the case, and"put forward the Pl‘m bhrough the:;lﬂﬁg;
Wentality of the said J. Kristiniah, taking the five banians as . il S a L

¢ase, while in faet there were no voluntary complaints from #Pem. & e lns. |
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also examined on  the xame day corroborated his statement in connecting Subba

Rao with the story and he farther, in answers to a question from the Court, de-
posed as’ follows  “"There were no others present when we paid the money ex-
cept Subba Rao and my four companions.” * Your petitioner thereupon requested
Mr. Weir to summon Subba Rao and examine him, but he instead of complying
‘with (the petitioner’s - request took it for the opinion of Mr. Vans Agnew
for doing”so,"and adjourned at noon on that day the further enquiry of the remain-
ing three witnesses and a long consultation took place there in company
- with the Sheristadar. The next day he fc;marke‘d about - petitioner’s request as

# Hven supﬁ)sing that K. Subba Rio gave the n.lentlo.ned & nli!.l:g’l o Her'e b C':)mm(?-
most favorable evidence on defendant’s behalf the V10N With Mr. Weir's remark, your peti-

Court conld nhot, considering ‘all the eireumstan.  tlOner begs to leave it to your Grace's

- ces regarding K, Subba Rao, and the relationship favorable consideration that who ecould
subsisting between K. Subba wa, and defendant, ha}*e‘be_en the source of giving this GT08s
that have recently come to the knowledge of the

‘:n” ¢ - 2 N ) - 3 -x{..,"
Court place any: reliance whatever in his evidence.” | l ncorrec«t A matwn. o e lh't} "9
such- thing at all existed as mentioned

L

. above, "whether it could have been the Sheristadar or Mr. Vans Agnew and
whether it is just on the part of Mr, Weir to Tecdive
(informations? and act upon them against the coincident and firm statement of the
Ist two witnesses, and also against the _‘;r'uleé,“ and refuse your petitioner’s just
request-for sending for K. Subba Roa who was cited as the only witness to whose
r}}ga@ads'the grﬂtiﬁc&tioli was said to have been given, and after all, what is more and
. ore surprising is the' substitution of the 'said vagabond J. Kristniah whom the first
~two ')vitnef;sgs never made any mention of, and who was a ready tool in the hands of
- the Sheristadar as the 3rd party substantial witness in the place of K. Subba Roa.

-y

; Wil witness wag examin
He even in corrdbora,ting the statement
mention of J. Kristuiah at first
Court in the following words, “ T ¢}

ingide the house and
that before money ‘Was paid they'sa\v'»'K‘istniah 80 .in but that sio conversation took
place w'l;tﬂj]#?j-’:i'” The 4th and 5th Witnesses were also similarly forced to swear that
g Kﬁs’m%’ih was inside the house, Tt i most -extraordinary that this Janga
SiHistoiats wab gotiin duy il ¢ .h‘m"%@‘ M‘by either the 13t or 2nd witness, who were
: was mentioned by the third witness on
: L 8 Mevy duposition 10 a leading auestion of the
Court, and thus, this Janga Kristnigh W&Zy mapd:%l‘the third iz:f,.t; -:,;tﬂc&% in tho
place of Subba Rao whom the :

i m e : Iﬁt’*. andzmg Witnesses had declared to be the real
PRy, N jott e Wehioagy begs to Im‘fﬁiﬂ“) your Grace's consideration what may
be the cause of this Janga, Kristniah, e

ed on the next day the 27th September.
fefthe Ist and 2nd witnesses never made
but answered to » leading

: question from the
ink” Janga: Kristniah was

! A i s who Wwas first made the complainant of the
_case, being metamorphosized inthfew widdle of the
witness S, Lo

lieu of . il ¢ R0
l.-gm.?i}]"{“ﬁ‘ s Lo AL T

and one who was Oﬁ‘renmdaﬁo 3
plainant or witness, and now in this
as a third party witngss, and how v ;
; . b it Tl ML et -
- hotorious man's evidence in preference

ﬁ,ltftfflof K. Subka Rao. Thus this

ible for him to entirely beliove such -

. Nellore on the 2nd October, and it was well-kno

consciences among the Nellore officials”
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Janga Kristniah, put up at the 11th hour, appeared as the third party witness in lieu,

of K. Subba Rao. He was tried the next day as 6th Witness& after the three witnesses

were examined. He deposes on oath a good deal of things which were not at al] men-
tioned either by the two witnesses tried on the previos ?_d.aiy”arvby the three persons
tried on the following day. He stated that about 9 months ago, when he went one day
to the Tahsildar’s house, he saw the five witnesses stanc mng b____z'vnlde your petiti,qner’s
house, they told him they were going to pay Rs. 8 each, that he Heard afterwards
from 3rd witness that they had paid Rs. 7-8-0 each and that they told him that they

paid some money to K. Subba Rao on your petitioner’s account. Is this not a strik-

ing fact to be observed by your Grace that he,' J anga Kristniah, a_lludes to these
conversations with the 5 witnesses regarding the amount when standing at your peti-
tioner’s house, which they entirely deny. This is all the evidence en the part of the
prosecution ; and it is wholly unmet by Cross-examination; and it is surprising that
though it happened no witnesses were examined for the defince and notwithstan-
ding the procuration of the false third party of the 6th witnes  J. Kristniah in

itne
the middle of the enquiry, as well as his notorigus character which was proved
before Mr. Weir, and with

all the glaring contradictions and legal defects,

dence was considered by that gentleman 8ufﬁcient to conviet your pe

From a kind perusal of the evidence elicited_duri.ng the vestigation i
- easily perceived that the case is altogether a coneoction of the Sheristadar.
' 128.  Your petitioner has arrived at the c
the charges framed against him and he feels confident that he has succesded in
showing that these have been simply trumped up against him by the malice of
his enemies on severe exertions from the particular two villages only, where Mr.

Vans Agnew halted. Various were the legal defects that vitiated the trials in these
cases, and numerous were the unfair means resorted to, to suborn witnesses. Ir-
resped:‘i've of the complete defectiveness and unreasonableness of the whole of the

proceedings, the strohgest suspicion going to the very root of the matter, must
attach to the entire body of the evidence for the Prosecution, from the above two

significant and cogent ‘circumstances alone, which precedod the procuration of the
evidence. They were, first, the personal  disgrace cast on and violence shown to
your petitioner in the presence of sn assembled concourse of public officials, sub-
ordinate servants, and ryots, and secondly, the wholesale removal

. subjecting them to magisterjal trials,
A A

his evi-
titioner,
t can be

onclusion  of his explanation as to

and suspensions

of subordinate officials, and 48 ‘mentioned i

Paras 8, 65, and 105 |

impetuous a functionary as Mr Vans Agn
District with the vaunt as he says,

to whomsoever. I might discover pl

ew, Wwho heralded his arrival into the
“T invariably meted .ont severe

punishments
aying tricks,

i 5 gazetted collector of
wn throughout#the Nellore that
ed the perpetraters thereofin the
among the possessors of uneasy
still tingling in his ears, —with the sicken-
ing knowledge fresh in his memory, that Mr. Vans Agnew had denourie

I had exposed many tricks and geverely handl
neighbouring Distriet, there was a great panic

ed himas g
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displeasure
him and thg

“Criminal charges——with the consctous;
the collectop 20 severe that he was no
that dreaded fune-
others to look 3{“}:
endeavours in conjunction Wlt.
it probable, your humble peti-
Xperience fresh in his memory
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ople and under a very strict new
s under the narrow
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q Sheristadar and
Cristadap'y evil

%0 bring your DEr into risk
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€ An entire]

watchful eye Of_
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i : f such a
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3‘ himself to be

ey considering the respectability of
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¥ various gentlemen of
gnew as that,
Pectable and well-hehaved
“upright” and soon,
i by Mr. Vans Agnew
f the wealihjest native fxu'm-
hough this his opifllon
tioner; he is constrained
uld be guilty of the
as Rs. 167-8-0, and
ribnted to him.

Y d test
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oan and wej) 0

24, 25, ang

most respectable
publie servant,” «

. G O
Onnected,”

well meanin
ed aboye inp
e disp]easure,
and hag Jg.q

with all his sever
lies in this distriet
eventually tendeq

to agk your G tunate pet;

ndividyg) that
riﬁing & sum
maliciously abt

s at this Opportunity, to assure
d_he had been employed
00zoor treagurer, Talig

agistrate, Acting Tahsildar, and
huracte.r, from all the gentlemen-
e local residents of the different

h great love ang esteem and that

tion and ¢op

l’ ‘u,ﬂ!4 ‘v -
’ b 5 . ‘lb
I sty i Jery vinnife of Mr. 8
he bitterest enemy of your petitioner's father - b Wr}- }b-e.{’ (-gns?q'uem: attempts
the blLi‘ﬁres 1val ir; the District and his disappointments of ust t) 54 logal Sege:.
3 aw’s arr } # o i ASOT /0 dhelvis
flgnt.w 8 i gmdually made ‘the gentlelﬂ‘d.n to ,ILS ol d'n'itqzig o irkSOmU
to rwn your petitioner ; ubjecting - “titioner's subordinate '
f ring forcible evidence by subjecting {o Lo nsbess e ool kipe of the
A '?1 t even taking to his consideration the justness = :
By 1 JYE b
ositions witho b ‘ siudiced designs.
; 1se he adoptied to accomplish his prejudiced desig
cou

o
. : ki t accusation of
1t thus, your Grace will find out, that this was 1-;1110 ]ﬁrs e
4 i S . 1t { § urL 18, !
13%' ' 't‘:l which your unfortunate Petitioner W«LS‘ clmrgefﬂc' wgu]d -l
corruption Wlf his services, and your Petitioner trusts thag hig s,
. i 1 t CJ' i 7101 Dy €
9% PeHial, g be . 1derati f his past good conduct and :
ration o past g i
: RS Heaee, 1n, oeiisidy . - icious act of Mr, Vans
e t:; Ybution of corruption is nothing but the malicious
this last attri .

i 3 T0OV i
i

h notwitﬂ%tandiug all the above imp.robabilities, the “"1“‘1‘_.’“2 n:;nt;:z

183. Thus, fect -that‘éharacterized the trials in the above cases, il
means a._nd.]egial defec .Zenc.e ‘t0- substantiate the charges framed agamgt hmg, yt B
s o etv' :'oner was unjystly sacrificed as a vietits, throughﬁle' i 're- .
most unfort.unate P ik B *‘aufd inexperienced officer to tl‘-lf;‘ mfillclous tl‘ .
mentality of _Mr. Vyelrz qnéw and: was condemnod iG o simple lél)rlgonnxefnR;)
Rentmepof Mr V‘ans fg 0;)00 in all, for the falsely alleged grahﬁca,i:lOD i é
g s . ;ceés,ary to show that the judgment in the_Se 0_"'53? I\V,Ia
167-8-0. No afrgumenwsi:énce elicited, but entirely on the de‘:ermmatwn")’ ur!:
not at all based on thedinormEd S i our Petitioner ,}t any rate.. 6“_ioin
800 o pREwig Sl count for the unwarrantable o‘bservamo?s mentl?n ‘l :
Petitioneris at a I?SS to}?'ch Mr. Weir ¢loses Jhis judgments, which professet o
paras 89 and 90 Wlt'h_dW 1: before him, and your Petitioner begs .r,c.> represedm:-t}cl(:3
be based on the . evi enz ;n'ustice that has been done to your Petxtxo;‘ne‘r an A
your Grace the extr"emb the uncalled for and unfounded remarks such as tho
" disgrace casti upon him by tk X :

uoted above. ’i e ‘ S ith the
g ‘ it to be wondered at th;at."subh}_:ap-‘accqrnulatl*?“ ?f i ou.lziestah:f -ICOUG(‘-'
e I%; : s Zf the Collector’s severs displeasure “J%roufl? glm’zrm‘jilobher officers,
P Bfnnng Head Assistant Collector, Talug &he;s i ‘art, e away from,
foriibln aw S OIS ) “intimidated villagers, i i
il ; and the very intim il A » Huzur and called
i SQWZT}“;; a distant camp. 70 miles across _co}xnbry from tlézrfj(;ﬂqb = éuch
all his frien b;r four charges simultaneonsly- i 1,_b t’o ve vv»(i_,n Petitiont;l”‘s ‘mental
upen to ?_11’? gs should have the effeet of so przstrptglg b :; i dysentery, as to
a state of things sh hat had already been ot e
I it ]_ca,l healbh a < ! i i i ed'a/ ﬁln“m(
co_ﬂdmon_ and I{Jitzyssinvlé handed to cope with }us_deff;l% S S o I;;agend ioul" Po.
render him unfit, sing days to send for the Zillah Surgeon or - i
' respite of a few days tos ‘ logal assistance, buf these most
agan for  Wiine ter motion st i i procure log | SIS
CHR lore for medic gt ! iled in paras 81 and 8 g @BEYE,
titioner to Nel utterly denied him as detailed in P Rl i
e I were uttorly : G ous conclusion'in
' .reasonable mqfi::gs were being rapidly pushed o] tc;) 2({33 niirwas"” Dr. Bloyd's
Jehile theprogeedings w - ooudition i which your Petition e suffi-
I ‘ j , d unaldedp con: ‘ J d in Pa 82 were qlﬂo
. the enfeebled and, & Sesgions Judee as nentione il ted ki R
: ‘before Sessions Judg A ely based on ‘the ma.
- statements made b;ifa ‘x resgions of Mr., Weir which were &iz?le}yin s, procesdilils
' cient to dlsprov,e# Z:B'Er Vins Agnew as confessed - by e i ; £
ik trons of Mr. . i i
licious informa

ML 1l

mentioned above in para 76 ;
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, and nggy Hnfortunate p
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, racioug Consideratipp
s8lons Court of N ellor

etitioner with great regreappctd in
the sad results of his

Wy s \
7ans Agn‘o o gkt |
€, where 100, with the mfluence o'f : Mr.. \itrll addition to e
ters g0 contribyteq to the 8reatest piq Grtune of yoyuy Petitioner, A
unfortunate Vents to
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it
PRiintiosn ], B 45 whod your Pel
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sudden yjjeg, ectedly 4 sfe - r. Goic
Withoyt wagli:gf till hig Suce, - Goldinghan, Joined the District mn(iivi:i o
M Who wag ¢, dispose of your Ortunate Petitioner's appeal lm.d' mrr's real Pr
after the departurg of Mr. Begi 04 becamye the guest of your me‘o:c and farthe
cutor Mr. Viang Agnew, through pi being a follow scholar and friend, lost bis §
the greq Misfortupg Your Pe; loner it dceidentally happened, that heGoldinB :
daughtgr‘ on his wy Nelloge, Mr. Vans Agnew acconfPdated Mr.9 Ll
his house and gt Or a shorg time‘;.;'lfmt‘fm 80 long 4 period. as ailed himse
' 3 the cayge "'ﬁ-youx Petitioner's ruin l}ad A —
5 lavorg) Qpportunit.y\.:td Poison (), new judge M. Goldinghaus
Your Pe_titioner,.wbp Was quite 5 Stranger ¢, 41

gentleman, ":
186, Instanceg thereop Were sopp Poured: gu by Mr. G°1di"gwp'£uclyz jout
few of whic Your Petitionei here begy 4, lay before your Grace. the Cou
I?ej:ieioqer’s 0unse] My, Miller i, the Ppeal Petition had o ueswdof Mr
*oud for a fory Pers from Collector office' to prove the enmity
‘Agnew-a.sth Were Y the Colletas. -
hém Wh

(30
: € | lector ¢, Your Petitioner, but Mr
s put P with My, v, :

Petitiongy; g

to
08 Agnew hg on his advice end‘.’:fds?
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T e iy sl
Preferreq g, TOANESE to thg . - ng iud'gg,; but he, (M, Goldin%"“‘mw-??’ 2
mg thig, et refepg yonf.Pgﬁt'i,ﬁm:s' Tequest ¢, the same nut,ho.ﬂ.ty a:‘ amge
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187, Secondly, 3y, Goldingh.. 30

| | , of W'{ o
4 t:Onén_.sv,me marginally rour IMPEC
i L LR uita";iﬂﬁpient to assure Petitod®e-
: thﬂ.t,that gentle i qr.v,. Vg rtunate greddty
5 WaS Suffgiong) - C0AD, bofo, SISO of Your. uuy |

o1 ent as abOY

SaE T to suckr an ew *. 3

: rgmtmlpate from M #ﬁ; h

*350nably. fuot, ona.ppellmt’s_'w
";i“lf'{ﬁe»n'themsnhof the Satprome
A

Seholar, friend and gu

{ -k O R
1 i " -
‘4.:]_‘;

e

o=

<

v T e
wa) Syl

T




~ trate hxmself"Waa eompetenﬂ:
= of them withgy firsg, hymg
. venue ;':MP' Goi ing

. Interveny;

Xpressions used by Mr, Goldis
the manner in which he overruled the most:
Oner’s counsel suffice to convinee every thinking

mmmcm as even to overlook the endi

gf% that characterized the trial by the
UfGe sﬁasmna Judge, hhd very earnestly ‘"‘8“_’: thete
ont 't orof the Board of Revenue was i a7

on 167 of ¢ the mmmal Procedure Code,‘OPW
Wﬁ‘the Hagd Assistant nor the : |

: 'necessarﬂy hint at the position ¢

pcal that in acting uuder the Income -tax act an oﬂiuer either assessing or emm]pt~ i
- ing individuals, from its operation was acting as a J udge. Your Petitioner’s ‘coun-
-~ sel urged that your Petxtumer acted as a Judge and therefore the Head Assmtant' ‘
was not comp~’ ut to entertain charges against him without the previous sanction
of government, but Mr. Gordmgham, over-ruled the ohjections and even un,dertock |

to cavil at the mterpretatmn placed upon Sectlon 167 by his competent 'md I a.wful
Superiors. S

144. Before entarmg .ulto case N 0. 98 yotn Petmonerb counsel ubbe1 ved that

the charge was mgMy mProba,ble and that the conviction should therefore be

I quashed. In para 9:of his judgment Mr. Goldingham writes thus about it. R

will pass now to C‘alendsft No. 98. The argument of appellant’s counsel again is

"that the charge is hlgbly 1mprobable but such’ is not the result of my experience in
 this country, else, whenae these enormous fortunes _Wwhich are sometimes amassed,
- in Government service.” Your ‘petitioner has alread y stated that Mr. Goldmgham

was entn'ely new to the District zmd that expressions such as ‘the above which

persona.l experience but that of the impressions he recelvgd from his' friend Mr‘

- Vans Agnew, Thus v ‘your Grace wil ‘
acted upoh the insinuations of Mr. V

 these enormous fortunes which are ‘amassed in Government Semcg_’? and.‘;zfzot up'éﬁ
the ments or evzdence of the casea-ap 1l Mme htm

nters was not 1 yearly recumng gmn, bu’a‘v L
i&mastrous clrcumstancea sueh as tha o

nextr ye&rs st

‘Mr G'- Mackenzxe

| .ofdgé Rugees in the 'pa re. ax. ik
deed that Mr ‘-Goldmgf” Jump~ ST

h“ _convmtiﬁn and he ad _eﬂ;s to 1t.

-,”npemtlener were not the result of his own

nly find that M¥. Goldingham entirely

mew but that he had also ba,sad his
i conviction Wholly upon the mere .1mprésmnns ‘which he admitg that “ else. whence




53 HIS hstemng to the anonymous- commlmlcamons and mlsrepmsentatmns as
mentioned in paras ) 5 v 0 and 21, and his malicious persuasions in the
pursmt of ruining yeur petxtzoner to Messrs er and Goldingham as expressed by
those Gentlemen as mentioned in pam 75,76, 77, 80, 81, 108, . 126, 1386, 137 139,
and 144, and abovy; all, palhcu]arly his treatment of the subordinate servants men-
tioned in paras 15,19, and 20~—all these wers not cogmnizable or to be taken notlce
of by a judge of a dlstnct but the Governwient alone is the sole and proper autho-
rity who have the supreme powers over all, to take notice of guch illegal and unjust
acts committed by the tribunals of the country. Your Petitioner therefors most
humbly prays that your Grace’ s Government will be pleased kindly to do him such .
justice as they have done in the cases of the subordinate servants of Cuddapah,
Nellore, and Vizagapatam Districts, when they were unjustly injured by the Collec-
tors in abuse of their lawful powers, and further your Petitioner humbly trusts that
Mr, Weir’s listening to, and obeymg the llegal advices of Mr. Vans Agnew, his
consequent tendency and actmg upon them to ruin your Petitioner as mentioned in

paras 75, 76, g SO,ﬁ, 83, 84, 108 and uo, his refusing to allow time to send fora ‘

pleader from Nellore and to send for the ';llah Surgeon to ascertain the fact of Peti- |
tioner’s sickness as mentioned in paras 81 and 82, his refusing to give copies of the
records of cases and to allow Petitioner f cross-examlne prosecution witnesses and
also to receive the Petitioner’s defence in the cases ag mentioned in paras 85, 86,
87, and 88, and his other illegal proccedmgs mentioned in paras 89, 90, 91-92.93,
94, 97, and 98, are also worthy of notice by your Gracious Grovernment alone. £

- 148, Your Memorialist most humbly;and earnestly hopes that i ‘conmder :
of the high chamcter your Petitioner bore as testified to ;by severa,l Gentlonsen o
‘great worth and consxdemtmh mentioned in paras 23, 24 and 25, of his long and
meritorious services for the long period of 29 years, in conmdera.tzon of the respect-
" able family to whwh he has the honor to belong, and. finally in COUSldera,flon of the!
excellent services rendered to  your generbus Government by your Pemtloue ed L
father, that in consideration of these important facts and of the extreme injustice
done to him as pomted out in this memori our 1mpamal Grace will be pleased
to send for all the records and hold a review of your Pemhoner s case and do
him that Justlcc for whwh your Grace’ sGovemment is s0 richly famous and which
your Pemnonen has §0 lgnominious y deprived of. He prays and funy trusts
that as an atonement for all his past ﬁ'emi s and misfortunes, 0ot a few in their It
number, your Grace will do the utmosh you could to relieve your’ Petmonex- It
' from the miserable state to thch he has been un cctedly redueed not by his
unworthmess or fault b“t as mentmn 1, and 63, solely owing to

! O{ﬁcar who has for such illegal acts

several oceasions, as will be clear

Your Petitioner further most humb&y
f your Petitioner, his ¢ case is mot one
ably to him, your Grace’s Go-

pebiden o the nght' A

th the favorable‘ cammendabmn of

your generéu Grace s ;
v'was here deohned
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