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GOVERNMENT 01  \DRAS. ; 258
:7 vy 1“,7 4 \ ’ " o , ; “BL’J’
£ EREN, ; _ e ' REVENUE DEP (TMENT, Ay
i g A s ‘ ~ 5th October 1878 Ep 1,611.
; | - - 'Read the following paper :— ¢ RS |
; | ‘ | % - . No. 37. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 20th September 1878,
: | : : R ' No. 2,595. i ; 3 ‘ Wb . ; :
S ' ? e~ U Read the following letter from J. GROSE, Hsq., Collector of Nellore, to C. A,
: : - SR . ¢ . GALTON, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 4th
: | PN | September 1878, No. 35781 — = = ‘
3 . i 1 ‘ ' Wire reference to Board's Proceedings, MMay 1878, No. 1,155, T have the
: R honor to réport that 8. Chenchuramish, the Sub-Magistrate of Kotah, has been
‘ Wy _ acquitted Yy the Session Court of the two chazges on which he was prosecuted and

that the two chief witnesses in one of fhe cates have been eonvicted of perjury and
géntencod heavily by the Head Assistant Megisteate. Copies of the judgments of
the Session Court and of the Hoad Assistant Magistrate are herewith submitted.

3 3. The case referred to in paragraph 6 of my letter of the 15th April 1878,
s ¢ No. 1, 508, has also been decided by me in Chanchuramiah’s favor.

i : 3. “Further, it Appears that.the people of Kotah are so inimical to Chenchuramish
; that most of the complaints agamst him may have been prompted by malice. The
cireumstances are thus deseribed by the Spssion Judge in one of his judgmonts:
N ¢ Pefors tonching on the evidence I would ohsarve that there is every appearance
) ’ of truth in ‘what the prisoner says both as to hris having it_u?ur;ed ti_le enmity o_.f" certuin
2 influential persens at Kofah and to the petlt,xt?; of complaint in this case hav}ng l?een
made up by one of his enemies. The -case fzig.u@efl to as the Padava case is br'mﬂy
“~ {his: Bheemiah, the Curnam, and Mnllap_ared‘x‘h ‘;{am‘aeheudra Reddy, the Munsif of
Kotah Casbab, Pembolu Marayana Reddi, the Munsif of Kottapalom, and Gumpaty
. Perd Reddi, the Munsif of Zxar<.!pgc'uu1a161, wers convictod on the 20th December
| i 4 1876 by the Deputy Magistrate of a amlpalzdouﬁ iratd on the publie revenue, and his
Qocidton wad eonfirmed in appeal on the 27th February 1877. Without going into
the détails of the ease it is sufficlent €0 say that the prisoner was in a great measure
instrumental in bringing the village officers to justice, and. this Court placed much
reliance on his testimony in upholding the COnVY fon.”!

4.  There remain against Chqm&urfzhﬁahg@e impropristies which are described
in paragraphs 7 to 12 of my letter, with re' rence to which I have recommended
that he should be suspended for twelve months 'ad degraded.

5. Now that the criminal inguiry has yome to an end, I am disposed to
modify this recommendation materially.. = ‘

6. Though Chenchuramiah’s conduct was insubordinate and improper, and
: thongh his accusations against the Depuﬁyﬂ(}ouector Sudarsana Row weré violent
‘. and disgraceful, it is some palliation that (,}heuchum}mah was' then in the fave "of
a eombination |though the Deputy__Col\e(:tor. kttow nothing of it) which resulted fr¥m
malice and seémed likely to ruin hl'm unjustly: k After all allowances have been made
Chenchuratniah merits severd p}amshl;mnt on 18" account, but he has suffered such
R ' a punishment already by his susponsion up &4 date, and by the expense he has bgen

g put to establishing his defence (he brought f,_iown & High Court Vakil from Mad_r}; e
7. Moreover, though Chenchuramiah is apoor Sub-Magistrate and shows that

his judgment is weak very frequently, it Would be a bad precedent to let sucha combi-
nation as I have spoken of result in his degra ‘ation. % :

8. Accordingly, I think it will be sufficiant to limit the Ifsu;xpension toa term of*

: ; ' ¥ six months, and to fix the subsistence allowan oe at one-half of the full pay.
bt 9. ' From the state of feeling 4t Kotah i. is obvious that Chenchuramish would
# be useless as & Sub-Magistrate there, and | Priopose to transfer him to Addanki,
& : S ?
.: i%ﬁ ‘ ‘ & Ry
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. Ne.1,165. - ‘ |
ProcsEn1NGs ov THE Boaro or Rrvexus, dated st May 1878,

Read the following letter from J. GROSE, Esq., ‘Collg.gtol; of Nellope, o C. A. .
GALTON, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 15th
April 1878, No. 1,606 :— b gl T T %)

Ox recoipt of Board's Proccodings, dated 11th January 1878, No. 87, declining to
sanction the prosecution of the Deputy Tahsildar of Kotah, 8. Chenchu Ramiah, natil
further inquiry into the charges against him had been made departmentally, I required
the Naidupett Deputy Collector to hold the inguiry, and gave him specific directions
in the following terms :— The Deputy Collector will take down the evidence of the
witnesses formally, but not on solemn affirmation. The Bub-Magistrate, too, should be
examined, but he should not be present whilst the other witnesses are being examined,
Then at the end the Deputy Colleotor will tell the Sub-Magistrate what is proved,.
and call upon him for his defence, lotting him sce all the papers. The inquiry shoul i

 be instituted on the Revenue side.” These instructions were prompted by the con-
siderations that it was desirable to postpon lo 6 camination of witness
and the intervention of lawyers to 4 later stage in. gs, and that it would
suffice to elicit facts enough to enable the Bo ‘ or magisterial inquiry

 was necessary.  As tho Sub-Magistrate: ioned the reasonableness of these
instructions and declined to obey them, so for as he is concerned, it has heen necessaty

HEs

S e R

'~ for me to go into this detail. e HEE g
2. Inow forward the record of the y Collector’s inquiry and the letter
* gubmitting it to me. Under the circumstan ha the resord de .
contain either an examination of ek ,
own fgult, and I conSider ¢ is sufficient
cution' of the Sub-M ate a i
ject of investig

-

0

sooms 1o me evident that

ught before a Criminal Court,

1d saw the:money paid to the Sub-Magistrate, A few di
“between the two accounts serve, I think, to give an a
hen it 18 remembered that it is dated eighteen
om the Sub-Magistrate’s records that V. Kris
-nine days, and that it ended by the complain
ink, there i3 a primd facie case against the Sub-Magis
vestigation. e W g i
% (¢) That the Deputy Tahsildar habitually and corruptly receives from ¢
owners of betel gardens in Kotah a sort Qf‘tribntes;f betel leaves, Ba}‘:‘:
also there is vidence of corruption on the part of the

oo




— e o s et o e Sootiie- : R
_. i it
2 J : § 0 ‘ | - |
Deputy Tahsildar. Ten persons owning betel gardens or ghares in behé . _ f :&ngh;ng];i ;i:;ar: iﬁf?ﬁf&ﬁhﬁp(’ke &égziligt me,” ¢ At last in November 1877,
gardens appear to have been examined, and they all f)‘éy t:mt '[tthe);l ls(;:r . b i, ol fme e Guﬁupati Ram(i’ g}?ﬁly et.);iht}; x%ihiudaﬁﬁa Row, gldere was an
two. bundles of betel leaves every fortnight to the Deputy i 7 e P “ i y; ah r of the convie Mansif of
Each bundle. appears to contain about & hundred leaves. The K‘."}‘E;r | Bowilio ihé lvﬁi&%;lf ng‘z%l: gtf%ﬁrgn%:ﬁdlys’;’?olmnmmd Munsif of Kottapalem, |
of Kotah also says that he takes the bundles to the Deputy Tahsildars . ! one of his witnesses. Narayana Redd e R sl i et G :
house. It is l-%pluim'tl by several of the betel gardeners that this . : issued‘by me.  As ‘;Sua] ﬂleymwas {mi W::ia notﬁl)l;}ﬁl(ll\ed s ‘the,gta:trmn on a warrant - \
tribute of betel loaves is paid to secure the favor of the Deputy £%-3 ‘ v Row seized this opportunity b Aaad m]i)é) f«g , de 3rd or 4th December. Sudarsana
gildar, and that it has not been paid to other l_)e_puty : l:n rdm;oe b;;: then asked thera m bring np; br-ibery ‘Ohamg(;s I:gm nzzlslﬁ):swtﬁige%é ‘fg; I;aﬁrﬂesshzllld
ouly to 8. Chenchu Ramiah. Further nquiry into this charge complied with * *.” & Anyhow Sudarsana Row is dete;'mineii"t?gmish&g AR ‘ :
necessary.” i i ‘ 2.  Alt Sub- sstrate oiv e o Sy s B R g
5. T have the hnn}nr therefore to request ganotion for htho p:oaeeunon of 'the : charglegl a::l 21)0‘;%%io?s?ys::giaﬁ?;zsﬂﬁmf gﬁwgﬁdﬁ;ﬁtgo{fﬁmms’ the
Sub-Magistrate and Deputy Tahsildar of Kotah on these two ¢ mg S character is so sufficient an answer to them, that I consider no inquiry ,iss‘h‘g:ll-known ber
. : the Sub-Magis- , | T S e e e £ i
6. With regard to the third charge mentioned ﬂbm)‘?"::,d not trouble the, * 13. 8. Chenchu Ramiah having thus shown himself utterly unfit for the positi
trate’s conduct withl reference to 4 Salp of umelatoies propertfy ' his defence with ¥  he holds, 1 have the honor to recommend that he be suspended for twelve m?onmi f’°§ s
1oard at presout, The Sub-Mugistrate will be ealled upon ior | » degraded from the post of Sub-Magistrate. ot b A o an i
to it. ’ 4 SOrY and ought ta _ : ‘ | | gl — ‘ " I
7. I have nextto l°0prﬁﬂf'l}l f!““ ,”:f; 2::1’333‘2?% Lgerii s " 0 _ e o . 3‘E1§'cx.psunn'No. ) i e "
receive, punishment for insubordination In Ii ¥ 3 From A, SUDARSANA ROW, Dédyzuty Collector on General D“tlyq' to J. GROSE, Esq
3. As J-stated above the ]).puty.coil:;f:ae was tol o deRd Collector of Nellore, dated Naidupett, Ist April AT Kaihs T
e = the ovidence a1 rwards : As directed in our endorsement on the Proceedings of the i ol e
trate questions mmeb;apﬂ = Aeoordmgl}i; lgn:l:a:nﬂ g;nugy&m, Nf.‘ g‘?, I beg t{:o ge’pbrt :{112 reéillle(: 1(z)f ]% e dej h;’&ﬁ i'-n!, uﬂﬁ?e];‘:ig g%gﬁ: ‘ b
irect] - e gos preforred aguinst Survepally Chenchu Ramiah, Deputy Tahsildar and 2ud-class 2
! = > o =% I ‘ Mﬂ. Sl te,‘ anhDiviaig:,l* i “ p y iy Bp;lly T f;ﬂt&ndﬂnd_m il ;E :
. 2. The origin of this case. | &the correspondence passed about it are as det a,i"ibd\belové‘..‘ " ' &
} lBtE ‘ | yn i tan of Ifmam;ll/  has ser a&gﬁ%tﬂ&eww S e ’:
! p i et A s o g T ‘Onthe 14th December {
=2 1 sent a notice to the petitio r directing him to & before me without los oD i : '
1 ‘Dm‘ pher ; he having appeared Wm me, I took at once o fdgmignkgg %ﬁﬁ%“‘ ' ity
. affirmation and submutted it to you for orders with my letter of the same date, No. 909, R
eroupon in your docket, dated 26th December 1877, No. 6,066, I was directod to Bhc e

b 4. Th : ‘

' report whether, in my o inion, the Deputy Tahsildar should be put on his trial.

: - in the affirma h;ve in% Raﬁﬂ!ﬁaﬁadD?lp h December, No, 94. ,qno?hilmmmaél; wg{-ewr}gédw“ R Bl A
 the Board in your letter, date? A4th January 1878, No. 50. The Board thereupon aspsoed b5 = ol 1 R
 mdinga dali IR e O S Lo & sy Deputy Taksildar,

‘ B 8§ : | your ‘ . 196, ‘, ‘ b ok dis .

t : Mt“mdwmmw ‘ T y to hold & departmental inquiry into this

: 5. Tu your docket, No. 231, dated 18th January 1878 1 P LT R T T

my lotor, No, 38, datod 166hidomi= " ¥as Qivocted s Tollows i reply to

T The Deputy Collestor will take down tho evidense of witnesses formally, but
' solemn affirmation. The Sub-Magistrate too “houldbemmxitﬁﬁme mﬁ‘&lﬁh noton &
 while the other “W%%Wﬂgﬁn% "Then at the end the Deputy Gellsstar will o
(MR i e
&?ﬁb:qtheﬂwmueaxde’ e o R 8 gy
I have strictly observed the o sve instructions in examining the witnesses, but T rezre LR
' fo ropresent that T was not.able to closo the inquiry as s et
2 i efore me, and give his defence on the points which, in my opinion, have been ] Wkpm el !
 dotals of this misbehavior of the Deputy Tahsildar wil be given t the o s e S L D
? a . | recc *‘"w kwmw“”k" . h“dt"‘mﬂdthemnm wﬁrﬁ?;nsbémgwté“mm iyl g
: piracy T "ﬂmﬁ to touch seriatim TR TR SR i o
"1, Sobsets el st Ot e o ki o LTRSS e 0 e kel s
- o which 00N oa 0goinst BELGT ¢ yrith fus U hate me: |  lstly.—That the Deputy Tahsildar has received fn S
whi harges 88'pic g on W he bogan 10 BT B | | i ool vis (i) N Rups 300 st o 18 e
R ‘ | i‘ o to i by, dieniin the ool of soncniod. uliation ol againt ;
i 3 U 1 know everyt] about this affur. The said Garusawm FIERWILY; Y said fo i 3¢
% % , tho muatter i folp. Bo this charge i ot proved, | o L owedge of
o - : i | ‘ » : ol
= b B 5
: 3 ) '-, : | | } i :‘“
g ' g : i
! : % iz~ -+ ” .
] ‘41 " 9 ;ﬁ%tﬂ : y ?‘}; 154
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i . e : sigs “a wooden office box, its silver key and silver chain an
J ; - s g ; : o was consisting of a wooden office box, its si zey. o i
2n¢1?_./t.}—1—-'I'hat the Deputy Tahsildar in his capacity of 2nd-Class Magistrate has ill-treated : Jl , v ﬁl}tgiﬂpiﬁi g ecefﬂy the key and the chain in posséssion %f the I,]):,‘Jl;]“.?
3113 :\"’;? \?: lﬁ:mt;flalvoﬁma ngy Mungamah, an inhabitant of Kurugondah, when 2 Tg};ﬁﬂ(,in,!'; and that Ratna Pillay (21st witness) Head Gumastah of the Deputy Tahsil-
LG » and extorted f \ g s o the
complaint which was pendin weperasum. ofb Rupoes 50 and dismissed tho

! : dar's office, told him that the Deputy Tahsildar caused the box, silver key and silver
g against her ; subsequently the complainant has deposec

ot ; io_gnction_ fictitiously by his cook aud is nsing them

ek ! A to be purchased in public mlctfﬁn fictitiously b 5 ’ r Tahsil-

%‘:&;heﬁfg‘ec‘t ns;lme i’th his Wortan ia Annwe Reddy Mungamah, but not Vomma : E::;l;:;lfu RIa:cna Pi11a1y ‘(il;.lsi wzftn&ss;i)the‘tgfi};}h g;‘?ﬁf}\:}?n; inssei;,?:{gc :1;1‘2311
Reddy sy it : i . o Moomma Reddy, i ' ‘s office, admits the fact o 8 Deputy La . £ PINLE 50! BPanE

feogangddy {a'hﬁlwaalsaid o e T surmmons 0 e and toroms e ¥ | B bt o fisel Ratavy Gl o satiant e, ey ki liod. Uit

erously 1 y ; 9. i chased the varions th ’ i ke : it
inquire into this chl;?é‘e,Poll Reddy was not found, so there was no opportunity to - (I??‘r\eaamse:“}:&t ?)Sf It’l‘;: Deputy Tahsildar, purchased the box of the deceased ; that
8rdly.—That the De ;

: : ‘ ‘ , id Nagayah with the key, &e,,
i Jannot say whether the box was purehased by th‘e said Nagayab : i .
bauks Krist puty Tnhsﬂd‘nr has received a hribe of Ru 100 from one Vanum- ?ﬁ:;ggy 21' without, them ; that the box \was in the house %; th@-t%1)11§yf];1;ﬂli§gdﬁ’
ispute ]i‘g ’llqaReddy (3ed Witness) when in his wagisterial capacity in disposing of a that he cannot say who was using it ; that he AR Hp&(}l né}_,a:; th 0t, h;a has geuﬁ
T asGa“'Ra; ‘xl; Prfndlc:lgt b«ls)tweeu him and one Duvouru Kristna Reddy. Oi\e heildar's 6o for eigénteeu y(;’am. m{ mm, },};&Lrﬁ g)ctfh):r 'il‘fh;alda,r'{; oﬁ-ion i .
i) am . e - ' g g Ly ; . i O : : 7 he Ta sl ”J | :
Kristna Reddy and Tulmo © & Witness in the ecase, Both the said Vanumbauke }rqﬁgﬁi?}éﬁ??tanld “gha ;1 b bt i St T ;

‘ : lately 1

e Ram deposed supportine 1] for the prosecution. I ' . st 4 i . Y o

i tsﬁ?slg})mgrr Dacle dOub.t e «Vemcitiv of the} I‘)‘:i"ltggﬂ‘swif?ﬁisogw- pI" my opinion i 1’;::,‘11\[:31?;1" slates that the sale list of the property is not in his offiee, and that it is
ge1s substantinted, The witnesses depose that as the Deputy Tahsildar ‘

i is Cnte i Deputy Tahsildar statesin his Arzi,
: . usual to send sale lists to his Cntoherry.  The Deputy Ta | :

: ne:lfs ltl(;(;kp:g;‘ :;;z; élays the I(;omplaint which Vanumbauka Kristna Reddy (one ‘I’f g h\glf ;1;'1‘9'] it Tebroty 15%181} }za?'::’mt,};itithé‘oiﬂgog%; %ff t‘sec ﬁfﬁ::y Y}‘:‘:’ r::;nt) ;?nil ;

" e of i o et g e S gt o g ohsildar’s Gutcherry. s statement is not wo ' { & Tt} et
i ;grtl?e:h? cause pf it and satisfied themselves that he wi"l’l u:ﬁ)t take up the (»fse i ?;{;h:.l}x%aust of £he p’t);perty was removed ‘f‘rnm the reL};mis of .I,hge [;?Eggtgw 581%3::1?: 1.:

T ks ff?%i]s paid to him ; that therefore they went to the Deputy Tahsildar’s house, | ; n.ﬂ‘?‘me ¥ reason that it would t}n w much light on the frue state ing ,

800n after tlfx]i’sslcttled the bargain, and paid to him a sum of Rupees 100 ; and that 1‘ ‘ to ;émaiu where it was. j ‘
m 8. e has indueed the parties to settle the matter of] dispute amicably:. |

; Sl oo ] ki faki 184 of
a5 tr te l‘e}of)rds i Case No, 58 of 1876 on the file of the Court of the 2nd-Class Magis- 8. - A list of the property in. uesh{m?!g’ﬂ% apifgndidlaitdﬁ}ﬁla ni(;t 1$1ypﬁlf§§d£fwﬁ?§f’n thron
J D:;:gg;g‘%;l;it ﬁfdt_iforeguid Yanumbauka Kristna Reddy has charged the said the I;‘J':str‘ict Grazette, d@"tml1 }2&3}) ;‘r,huen;rogel‘é}‘*;myﬂf"lllgglist sﬁbwg,‘thét ihe box had a silver key
, ' 8ion ; that the lo:.se &g‘éyp;‘gfililnhanng entored upon the land which was in his posses- ‘ months to establish their claim perty

L]

; i : 10-8-6, but d Nereos 1 el ytruth. I have trange
§hgreen-grm und that theefone the o et of his mother, threo-quarter toomm | sl for B eputy Tshsildar's offie, nono of the office servants speuk he

; s t of the servant of the Deputy Tahsildar that he had purchased
: Thds before the Magist irty-nine days;and that 1 silver ehain, The stafement o innce. The pressmption is, if the box only
1 : ‘ ultimately the prosecutor Vamfmbm(x,ll::x Ig'iatni;ngedtmg; mtt};;tgdf;:; lhl;gﬂc:omplain’c. ?1? ‘i,ﬁ{fﬁﬁraﬁoﬁm the hox ovly {s "??tr :}g:i%l-};}fofw 1{;%1?(?'%;1} imﬁ“@p&f "'c;stludian thereof ;
4thly—That the Deputy Tahsildar in his it ived ibe of Rupees 100 from ! had heen sold, its silver ke%’dﬁg s;l;:r with its silver key and silver chain, théy should have been
bt ikolloo Yeerasawmy (Tih witnony leer g o oured & bt vt k3 and if the hox had boen SGCIPER. (' T either gase the fraud is evident. Tt s to be remembered ,
Rl i °}.3“‘”8§dfy & certain person with having eut down ssme of his Cdsuarina. trees | - sold for th@n%?g“;ﬁé‘ﬁiﬁfm%m Nm@yshékeddmmtﬁi *ﬁﬂ*" ﬁ@%“%@ﬁﬁ?ﬁfﬁ%@ it
i smiissed the oage, . . - ‘ ' here that the oth ¥ ’ Denutv Tahsildar. | From the ohi al of the Lleputy lans i il
B S i 2 Mo ot oy ot i L it Ny Dl o e A et
o K um&;‘&;‘;‘fﬁ‘é sﬁ‘é’:“l‘ha vhvee’“"wmx danies his having paid o sum & Rgpeee 100 in | - for the month of SRR, %Y bl thereof aro not given, In oonsoquence of a strong combix
: : ! & t he gayi ' ‘ ; ¥ | L HEY )
i : : BLACLERT R e LT ‘ hsildar’s office.  There.is ng
! « ferefore the case was dismissed. Rama Chendra ' intriguing Gumastahs to the Gudur Tahsildar’ S A
: b p:t;iwi)c’l (Gth Witness) deniss every knowledg?of Bt]]lml;s::gtbesu%%is charge is not ‘ ferred dht?lsy; ;I;ﬁ:ffg ;:,ﬁmant of the complainant regardi ding ﬁhls ppmt is no\t wall founded“, ,:
; U L. i ' : ‘ ground & il Gl et Dt Tl due il having received
g thiy.—That the D : il tdatly, the complagiass ehasgiy (e Hopuly Tusildas wilh flaviog, P
A ~T] uty T R W R Sl : y , thly, or SRSLY, IR, BT E e : 7 (20th witness), Village Magistrate o | ‘
i i £ S ety i i, Al st e e of : w e Rt 1 i Vel s s Bty e i) FlosMociens
b8 Which was ponding nguins him The said Voakatoss Reddy deposed to his ., | Nellorepolle, on the ground (B G 4 0 ictrate donies of bis having patd tho monoy to the
ve:;;?i%f ﬁ‘h“’-" o ol 4 illies to the Magw:r:at: Iem no gmun}(’i to doubt the | ' died of snake-bite su dﬁ;g);hargﬂeis ;otag‘f;rovm oF v gty :
evidenpe, bnt?tv:::m' His servant, who is a Yanadi, is seady to corroborate the ' j fr Deputy Tahmldar; %0 ) i

; : : il 4 -‘th bulinii that th Dé ut ‘Talisildai
& wandering trihe, Dot possible to seoure Lis attendance in time as Yanadies are of nting throughout the inquiry that the Deputy

1110, The complainant was represe

: . : the witnegses and made the case as lame as possible, I cannot'dis :
S ok Rt Gt}ll ."-T 3 x ‘ - i A f" {15‘ ba,mp(-‘l'e Wlth the - ‘ {7 Yernt T h,ﬂd ‘8 Um%"ls one Ju a«nnayﬂ‘kul‘];:
re i | ¥ dgﬁgrﬁhgf%%{ g‘nahsﬂdar i8in the habit of receiving betel leaves from the betel | :::; ﬂ,;hésti:‘il:nemtem‘?nt"" qjuile. ﬁaﬁfﬁh got%)eo ‘ua[z“hy‘a h Euh:ﬁ Pl e agistgrinl ‘oapacity
i S SRR Tho evidudes of thas coiticteot Vit 10, 11,13, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, | | Tho Tolioe kuvo once mital | vitncseen invn certui case thon pending belore him.. He
e . they are in the hapit of ar: (2680 Witnesses, who are betel gardeners, shows that , | seng bim to tamper hﬂ:{ﬁ Tt Sl it 1 o ot S bt ol
'f , , i?? lenveg, to i Duputgl'_vl‘m&ﬁ i?«;l:: a for:n_xght one bundle, oonsisti.ng not lagﬁ ﬂgﬁ‘l iy ¥ bl Jmnn«ﬂ#““ﬁ{ th 41'&21:' wi’tnl-]' ‘Em‘syi‘““ this case ot Nﬁ;idupei‘:t, jv.—}nlg T was mquirmg ‘mtg‘li.;i i i
- ‘ mt f SAmits the fact, Mg 1141 oer nf“urute,thm B U . o ; o Ioun4 lusing the examination of'the witnesses, whose attendance waa seoured, I havé.
Warnes tim onoe and asked fony v % further stafes that the Daputy Talsildar T M s e S T the 18ih Maroh 1878, No. 320, direéting Tini tal.
Wil 0 o hinﬂz o o utord. sendinigood e o &ln ‘ 1 Gissued o takid to the Deputy ng‘t})lls: :g Zl?déﬁ to offer oxplanation on certain pointe connected .
t ‘ill[y-"!-»Thﬁ.t thé D I : good ones in f“tm» Thisc arge i.s pl’bved “hﬂfmwn )’~ 4' o .‘ 3 i | & I)eﬁ'l' 1')l;?i0_ru‘:me a8 .Boon 3’5 LS 2{)" d”‘t?rd 961:11 M&r(}h al%?rs ﬂ_\e D(&puty Tahgildar hag'sﬁmdl I
e o e T.&hs’ld“ s T baxcontaining medicincs together " Aadad “}Zth this caso; In s A.rm b it ti; b éord‘s‘- in the ease ar«; furnished, and a sufficient tirme is
: heirs; and ger.. oF. and silver ghgin belonging to . Redf who died without : R A i i re -ytoﬂmmbovﬁmhdt At g dRg defenios and Ble it befors me, aud that, if the records
s e m“”dhmwk o Tl &gx 'sfm' et {;f 1 Rapee; that il i S nted to bim, he i i e a,pprnpmat’t;ef : egce:: gnoa. as soon s that fask i made known
iR o e Doy B W e mliae v G R e iy wllapee bl o ok g e o SRY L s Koy
) : = T4 3 W 1 , o b ; . ! 7 Fr ERE i ) ; sl e du gt oot B 1 . M i A
b el 0‘ 1s o mafnt of the Db ',? A ({tmlcr:iv pnoe.to Pl;l?:bolq Nag:.z“zh, u:dth t::l;m ) o :g :ipglembopfi?‘e me ot onee and promising to give him every access to the remxc?s after bis arrival
TR e 9f Kaki Reddy i e Wheldar, deposed to his having Ja0.0 o |y, tolappes bl et ,, | BsEE |
SO withous ook his hgving 138 PUbLiG auction held by his master for Rupees 1-3<0-— i T T N R L e _ :
i ﬁthsgxz key sindo he {;"fp‘t 80l the key of the b‘?;, and states that the bo;jg g AT | . 12. A1 had no confidence that the Deputy Tahst:lhdgﬁmu appeg;ebife(g&n z;x%l :c:’ol;l,thleggzﬁ
Rt L nd Oy g o SR i gmons b i e 20s M 1878 on the e aidy bl o b i
Kﬁahmt“ b 00dy (Bt witnaeer L, M0Us8 of the Deput, e B el R S ' . jdem, Ho has returned both the ‘ iy s i TR
: Qmenﬁbp“&‘ﬁ‘nhfaﬂw &1875, :htalpeml:)'&? hl:te. M“&f‘fo‘é& Bec Wﬁ-to&h&: i sy with an endorsement on the back of ot to @ei Lowing effect:
i ST Yof,ﬂ:nafomnmeBaddy ‘ : o dl it i \ . bt




“T rofuso to ; i :
Cotning Report: }:gg ;ﬁ‘?"summons under the authority conveyed in the Bombay High Court

: gnature to the endorsement.
1 further beg to state

that at the sime fige be addsessed o me the Arzi, No. B died
9, cauching i q jooti : A

t witnessos deposed,
ed ; that the world talk of many things,
use ; that if the reaq p : )
8ary explanation e lie reoords are furnished to him,

he will have to repare ueoe;—t
Come {5 Ngidy att, leavi A or pleader or himself ; and that he eann
- B0otics of the Cogl i 8, his office reoords, g

eator his failure in gt tidine Tade o 0 farther sfated that 1 can bring to tlutv
' ¥ i ¢ 011 o he 3 . ;
- give h‘,/s_defel?ee without consulting witly anﬂa\");:!(:e 11 10 chedienos to tho arders 3 that hojeanno
gh;ix]:aevi?if th.e s aral will show how he would have bohaved towards the persons
présent rog ecf? ('ﬁ ? must him. My personal experionce of {he last three years forces
b s MP LYy for the sake 21 eommon justics, that the Deputy Talisildar canuot
;‘ﬁn‘]',}i(’@ the magistarial Powers, and that he cannot be retained for &
ah Divigion,

connected with thig case mpany this as per separate List,
| : (True Copy.)

T Pupers

(Bigned)  J. GROSE,
- , Colleetor,

. 5 S . : . Excroserz Np, 2 | .

. *rom B, OHEN CRU RAMIAL Deputy Tahsi ; i i ;

: , v Idar, K, : 2 E. Esq,
2 Collector of Nellore, tﬂ.tedty Kotah, gt;, Agﬁhlgg‘:’sﬁ": ’3?_’ e

9 g
: ing the complaints of hriber bronght. up
i ; A b ik Pe 0 e product of 4 eons iracy, the ringleader .
S YRR deae::%m’ e lmAetmg MDopntx Collector, and a fow KaI;)m are the memibers.
T Whiuct of Sudnrsana Row, 1 to t & brief outline of
Mo MoQurphy ol 0 8 tacbioerinl Munshi. undgs gy s S A ssistant Coliectors |

T 174, when g ockenzio, T yeg, appointed as Sub-Magistrate of StriMuri-
Bact Ty Tjacember lé%,' T fvl;: 'nge%‘?gme was temporarily vuoant, I was éau i{*t"‘: 7y

il AL S ; ; L5 (8] 3 .
memted D@Puty Usllsctor g few,mquthg' &ng’i‘pﬁmﬂnﬁwﬂ to mankid

¢ , Feafegy bolongs ; hie began t, hate me. Sodarsans Row
1 the adijoining tqhjy . * SO0t to those whe belong to Mardhawa casts as sy ‘be seen

i B

| Basone, T e S
“Pasthur Bhasika Churty | 100, Acting  Toluildus of | "

w1 o Taboidar of Gy - o+ | Hos writton againet. 3
b | 250 Magion of iy | Ho 0 Merdlam.

1 Sub-Magistrate of Py | Hon writen aguinet, F1sa e
ol S T e ;meral’eomﬁ:inwofj“hibw g
0] end kept w sort of inquiry, =
| I_Ieinq.gl W T e
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in'animosity against me since I
W&otarégwm”}—minto o
Tgrded my promotion, though
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il darsana Row being disappointed in doing me any injury by his reports, he resorted to.
others;zleflils. i ngindueed evgrybog _sotbat came into his presence to give evidence ‘ o
bring up bribery charges agninst me and the like, which when they refused to do J’B-?hw the?n; ‘
with the vilest words, and he actually punished several persons who rofused to ve evidence
against me, whereas, on the other hand, he rewarded those who spoke against me, 1 will prove all
tgese points by the witnesses in the enclosed list,

j e that T have disposed of several magisterial cases since I was
4thI ,; ﬁ%?uzg%t?&tgf&:@ocimy from Deoexlx)ﬂmr 1875, and tha,t'there were several appeals -
“pr’mt * decisions.  From December 1875 till Februa.ry‘1877 Sudarsana Rovy reversed every
a,gamt_ls ‘m}deeisions to please the parties, and then asked the appellants to bring bribery charges
one o tm.Y which, of course, they refused to do. At last in | “ebruary 1877 I sentenced Swanu
oF Iﬁe’ Village Munsif of Chittaraur, in a case of theft which was clearly proved against him,
,Mdu’ g dl i Row reversed, and when Swami Naidu appeared before him Sudarsana Row .
Even this b{,‘-‘lifszn&mif of Chittavaram) food in the house and then asked him to bringa
e i it T ek B i Al siibl, . e that time forward Sudarsans Row
ribery charge agt‘ e a};pellants-‘ ‘He confirmed every one of 1y decisions, It eannot be
showed no mfriyh:ve passed unjust decisions from December 1873 till February 1877 and just
J i‘;{)’lla"i’gg‘: :zlllgsequeutlyL Uudoubtedly uot. Certainly Sudarsana Row disposed of appeals Only to
suit his own objects. el Ul REREL et
. gl ) Munsifs of Kotah and its hamlets were conyicted of abet
1 o e ) ity S Tapaat AL e vt s
ting the embe: ‘Bfélh P ST PR appointed, under the orders of the Tahsildar, ‘persons
evidence. After Qymw oted with the families of the convicted Munsifs ; but Sudarsana’ Row
who were wholly unco ieted Munsifs will be enemies to me, and thersfore dismissed the persons.
clearly saw that the oo!}_v’;ed and nominated the cousins of the convisted Munsifs as Munsits of
ittt app&xan alem, hopiug by this means to exhort theiqo:}yiof;ed_ Munsifs to bring
- Zarngumally and Koa,iﬁ%t me. Bven in this Sudarsana Row was disappointed. At last in
~ up bribery charges ag: i i misfortune and to ‘the great dehght of Sudmn Row, there was
N%vember 1877, o.u(n;% anapati Rami Reddy, the brother of the convieted Munsif of Za;ug;@ally,
an agsault case agame ag‘; Reddy, the convicted Munsif of.Kottapaqup, Came up as a witnogs,
Ot bt Noverabar 1677, L fincd the aid Rioni Reddy and one of his witnesses. Narayann
On the 6th Noyember. od in the station ona warrant issued by me. As usual there wasan
ol o theard o€ 4gh Dasetubor:. Sudgrsais Bow seisod {his opportunity, reversed pno
T AC M5 Rithae o e 43 Thoe iod Bion 1 bring up bribery charges against
{ Tl et thy wiadly et e ont® Boabote §raniding oumnity. A Brobmin
| me, which reques oy < puppet complainant. em}b‘)h' arayana Reddy ‘md‘&m*;'Pah
' beggar was seleots A it o}’ others were selogted s witnesses.  After all there is no evidence
" Rami Reddj, coumnéﬁ‘;t the said Narayana Reddy's co in diotated, he u!mrges came on for
. against me exoept onspiracy was mature. Sudarssna Row was d;suppomted i procuring the
‘;"hear‘mg_befo‘re the ¢ g’e expocted.* 8o far as 1. hear Sudarsana ‘Row has requaffpﬁgd‘seyml
gifioeeeary Svidetion AR 10 0 record against me. He had written in the depositions severul
— mzﬁ:l;rl;tg o f:‘:m never dictated, and omitted. several points which seemod to be in-

 poi .. 1 will prove all this if the record be placed: in my hands, Sudarsana. Row khé‘w{thg ‘
o kavor, L i )

ite woll and therefore refused to give the record to me, though Ihaverepgu.tedly requested him,
e sk 7% not dishenrtenod. Ho had reeourso to |
B o - Sty ot i gt A {umastas and Attender and appointed in
Ly ookl il PElA Btk , the futher-in-law of Sudamsana

j il e g \is one D

“ment of

; er there is one peculiarity to be observed. A month - Teviously one Gati
this Atpender "*““% was ,ﬁgﬁgﬁﬁmﬁ without any reason, Jfﬂ,,m to give place to
‘ ‘ . Sudarsana Row made these appointments with bt e R

18t me.  These N f gmgysa‘i‘eaﬁo‘ :pea.kl‘;?wtﬁwybwemd forma -y "

better consp yiaii the midst of these: reparations the Madras overnment,

Whgirt "I“’“i,’fﬁn ferred sm&mﬁa Row "w:Ma‘Ic)lraa. . Then Sudarsana Row wrote s

id to me directing me to appear before him and give explanation for the charges against me.

s i By el sl il e dow the reasans seb, fortly in muy rai ty -

L ki thip yecor S e L i o g and dizected mie to uppeur before him immediately,
 Row, but g, i gl he ‘issued a summons to me. His objeot in ssuing the
(0 AT appear before him he Will abuse me with vile words ag usual

R

for
 l uarrel and punish me for contempt of Court; 2ndly, if T do not appear
N ﬁcé..wm,;?fmﬁm%ﬁn,%ﬁ course, “zfgqeoutqmg‘,_-‘Y,Anthwéﬂu;l%rs‘an_a Rowis deter. i
B °bd.,'# unish me. - Considering all this I r used to receive the SUMmons as it is o offence, il
aply to avord lling nto the hande of Sularsine S o ny. b obervod that Sough i
udarsana Row complotéd the inguiry in the beginning of Fobruary 5, be “mﬁn? ayed. :

S

e Bl g gl he was waiting for further charges through - 1

3 ask Xféﬁ%”m ‘b;%ﬂhgve stated above. 8o soon as he was trunsé::red ‘bo thought
oo prd i bt e sy e S I
&‘. $ : ¢ ‘;‘ : 1ot > ik ) f ! =
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- 7. 1 am not .
fyots to bring Egt(:}:s (ﬁi‘r}: tpersn_n ﬂmt & Bdar§nna Row conspired against.: He instigated several
ryots that he will san(? the i ?/’m ist the Zemindar of Venkatagiri and his Diwan, promising the
britig apeamplaing, o) em i,mmndar and Diwan) to jail. He instigated several persous to
thut it is the M‘owe;l gainst the Jpresent Sub-Magistrate” of Sulurpet. thIn short, J bég to say

: principle of Sudarsana Roty to ruin everybody except Msvdhaas:

8. Having deseril
e ribed the conduct of Syg ;
16 character of the Kapus. The rich Ka[n:;'i‘rllmgrnlit dli{&:“' ;

~
shall now give a brief outline of
foustantly entangled in some ease before me

sion are the most wicked. They are

Njury they brine un byt 18, When the Government official does them an
g up bribery charges. For instance, in 1873 when I issued a warrant {oZ'

Nallapn Reddy V.
when the Smtg;:g)eéﬁggf“;{“ tR“}"]dd)’ y he }'TO\lght up a suit agninst me for Rupees 500.- In 1876,
a bribery charge against th S(t‘ ’: charged the rich Kapus under the Polioo Act, they brought up
Station Officer of Kotah ise fr ation Officer before the Police Superintendent.  From that time the
stable of Tupili confined tha ‘?‘ul fo charge anybody. In February 1877, when the Police Con-
the Polive Constable, In I\F: }Ha}tge Mungif of Chittamur, he brought up a‘hribery charge ;;gnimst
brought up bribery char ovember 1877 when T fined g Kapu and confined another they have
59 muneh support in th 8¢S against me, and though Sudarsana Row knew all this he had given
; © matter because he is armed neai t kind. il =
E gainst mankind.

adopted by him for the lﬁ;{:"gofwmad “%"'m?t me by Sudarsana Row, and such are the measures
list. T therefore earnestly bes yﬁars. Will prove all these points by witnesses in the enclosed
nquire from them by Wh?:;h 9"01 your Honor will be pleased to summon the witnesses and
concooted the eases against mYmuI Tonor will be convinced that Sudarsana Row is the person that
Polits are to he ved, beca\fse _glll ok now say what each witness is to speak as several

will put questions to each wiﬁ;eszw ence will be tampered with, but 1 will appear in time and -

|41l -
brough i B conclugion, I beg to state that T am bond

t forward againaf me, w to offer full explanation for every point

hether proved or not, ify the record be placed in my hands.
(True Copy.)
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- LIST OF WirNEssEs,
y %adﬂkasiru Ra

is Row, Tahsildar of Gud ‘
ehunarsu, Acting Taly 8 nm;. r
’ h
Choruppassen Moodslly, Woad Overseers o
: Bainn By, Ko B s Tl
; - enue of
Are ela' J&gannmkmu, Attﬁnder? BA iwf’&ﬁﬁfn? e

, Actin ‘Gumﬂ.stu. of Gudur Talug.
outy Collector's Offies, Naidupett. :

00 =1 95 D S0 B0 M

- Pataprati Soshial; :
9. 4 Seshiak, Clork, 1,
10. %‘ﬁ;‘g‘;ﬁ%&”ﬁzﬁmpﬁ.m’ ztra Gumasta, Gradur, -
1L Pummaln Veanae 0! Seraysnappa, Accountant, Depaty Collector’s offics,
| 12 G'undala R:Bt\t;}ala.ml, Fean of Kotah Division. , 4

ol - P"Q}*B«.Reddm% endra Reddy, Village Munsif of Kotah.
§4‘ Ganapati Ngx- nﬁmﬂﬁfﬁh%@ Beddy, | do. of Yellaseri.
lg. 1%{1311:?“{“1}“ Pitchia}s o I?Qt?], HRE do. of Chittamur.

17, ', feddy Veoraraghaw Beddy of Kotah gid

18, Palanu Rane: Varadal, ‘Bﬂd‘iy of Kotah . : d

19, Aﬂagtl% lvolKeeh "

20. Nakkalapallj 1comns. Reddy of Kofah. Gt ,
2L Vemulapets Veoor ot Lemindar’s Pdshikat of Konopurs 0 ib | s
o | 22' N&]l ‘ ml}hmmya‘.mmh OIRdu ﬂ’ P“r i peinl ,q i
| | . %8 Bimdevoroatly Remachondra Beddy of Kotaly | :
|24 Dy iroln Bagaviah of Kotahy 0 ot 1
"5 Mugeh Kaishniah of Pupac . ol

B ol
il

| (Bigned) 8 CHENCHU RAMIAH, =
C TR Depaty Fahsildar,

: _GROSE,
(igned) 7. GROSE, |
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Excrosvre No. 3.

ated 26th Maroh 1878, from Survapalli Chénohu‘Raﬁxiah, Deputj

" Tahsildar of Kotah, to the address of Adukki Sudarsana Row, Deputy Collector of

. Naidupett.

Reply to order, No. 240, dated 21st instant. ‘

I am perfectly aware that if I come to Naidupett the record will be g_ve‘n to me and whsf

steps you intend to take afterwards.- If the record can be shown to me at
ig there for not sending the same to me here,

: aidupett what reason
L am ignorant as to what charzes have been

réferred against me, what the witnesses stated, how you put their statements in writin y il
'I;rhich of the charges have been proved and which of them haye not been proved. Peop%a 1;11113 |

variously on the subject and nothing of th b v ‘
2. 1f you furnish the record to me I shall be in a position to learn the facts of the case and
then to draw up my explanation either independently or in consultafion with a lawye

will come out of their talk, §

er.or pleader. -

From what I have heard I believe I have to refer to the papers in my records of the last two or
three ypars in preparing the explanation, and I do not kiiow how many and what papers. may

thus be re
‘rocords witl

fifteen days.

uired after perusal of the record. It is not ‘gonvenient for'ms to bring u
the office to Naidupett. To prepare my explanation it would at‘..fleaﬁunta&; ten or
"While such is the case I see no benefit in ‘going to Naidupstt and thers see the

' all the

rocord ogsually and submit & constrained explanation according to your liking and without: refer-

ring to any previous papers in my records bearing on the ‘subject,

1f therefore you send to me

all tho record made out and all the papers connccted with it, the neoessary - explanation will be

submitted.

Since writing the above arzi the summons ,ismeci to me on the 25th March hes resched ma,
e £ to me as I have already auntivipated. If T fail' to appear hefore you

You have issued summons

! aiording t0 your takid the matter may be brought to the Collector’s notice. You wrote to me

a takid directing my
issued & summons.

aftendance, - This takid reached me yesterday, and on the same date you
This proves my surmise 1o be perfect, viz., that you would act in accordance

with what you had dono in the case of other officers. I canmot give my explanation on this

subject without consulting

the original records or copies

A1 v ek 37
3 HEl e A

lawyer. If you inform me whether or not you will give me eith
0 thezeof,’t Bhiﬂ ach hQW‘I shoulrl ;thereaiﬁeguy el gl iy e h“

(True Tmmlatibn.) At el e
et s il ool (Slgned).]‘ GROSE, .,

it e i 8 Z T

Rios = -

el e U ‘:.{::...’]_.',-\[.l i

i I
e SxEmgy

| Exctomne No. 4—Records. |

_ ng Board oonﬁider‘thét‘ a prima fa,aie‘ case has been made bnta e Chenchu |

‘Ramiah, Deputy Tahsildar of Kotah, and they sanction his prosecution accordingly. -
9. Tinal ordets ragardm%:lalﬂ position in the public service willlbe passed when

t&xe resnlt of the erimipal trial
 sidered under suspension,

2

|
f

i o
i

ol ‘;:‘Z'ZI.\ -1" e

ik 08

‘ Téébeﬂoﬂector_of Nellore. . gaiy ;
gl Uopytothe.&oommtant-&eneral el o

been reported. In-the meantime he will be con-

 (True Copies and Extract) =« i

| (Signed)  J.STURROCK,
7 Acting SubSearctary.
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