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The suppliant prayer of K. L Visaxa
c Racnava Caarwy, Deputy Taksildar and
3 1 , Sub-Magist'raté of Gingee, South Arcot.
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3

Ricar Hox'sLE Sig,

May it pléase Your Gracioﬁs Government to.lenda merciful ear to my
sad tale. I am an old and faithful servant whom the Acting Sub-Collector, A‘. C.'

\5;5

\ Tate, Esq.; has resolved upon dismissing from the service. v
: e - | 2. I understand that my case is now before the Government and beg 11
. : e / e _ o o that Your Excellency in Council may be pleased to render me justice. - '
Proceedings, dated /vlfl. el 188 | D S ety | 8. The facts of the case are :—One day in September, 1885, I was at
: No.- . ,,Raifgin.o Enclosures, - S - Alampundi on duty, and held my office on the pial of a small house, and in the
: | L i e "*“11"10\{?4 . ' ‘. evening, I left my box inside close to the threshold and went in for my meals.
%} Y Rz AN ‘«f’. - _ : ' a Seshagiri Row, the Acting Dafterband, who was working on the pial outside and
[ ' fJ 145 WQ@'MO /4) , i » ‘ o 1 ' , the office peon saw some body go into the house, and a few minutes after the box
! L \\‘t e ﬂ;\/@/ . | o o X - was missing.  The suspected party was subsequently apprehended by the polico
7 1 o \’f“L UELE! D’A‘L > 7 S and was3 recognized both by Seshagiri Row and the peon as the person that
5: : C A .r;,zb(_rj(" i et g7 i . entered into the house. But Seshagiri Row retracted his statement before the
j R S ¢ ' ‘ z Magistx.'a.te, and so the prisoner was enabled to escape. I therefore reported
; . ‘,% {4 y SR /w /R ) | SRR i Seshagiri .ROW as unworthy of being employed in my office. He then preferx:ed
N /‘ WC2ea Pl e o . S to the Acting Sub-Collector, Mr, O’Farrell, certain charges against me out of which N
o o : I e - o S i - two* are included in those now taken up by Mr. Tate. Seshagiri Row’s complaint , otegbnot'ﬁ‘;‘;‘;:
zz Do p ( 22 ‘\:ﬁ S ! - was referred for my remarks, on the submission of which, Mr. Horsfall then semce from duwy
L gbu»ﬁzwt e —5’,% DN~z Ce . Co Ag. Sub-Collector got him declared ineligitle for public employ in the South Chari Trafie
o ¢ E - a ,‘ : _Arcot District. The Sub-Collector and also -the Collector, Mr. quilon, who, mgr My sonduct
A A 2ok Clo ‘i in 1886, had to deal with tho charges proferred against me by Seshagiri Row and R @rpistion
; ‘Z; 20 / (2 N frl et biad f L now taken up by Mr, Tate, were then satisfied that my conduct was not blamable
N % T ! with reference thereto. On this Seshagiri Row preferred an appeal to,the Board
A ’ﬁ . /’ o (l { A A _ o : }:\’ : of F{evenue w.herem he referred to the above charges. And the Hog Ple Board _
SR R AP SE AURLI G d §2 20 4 74 T _ ' ; . while confirming the orders of the District authorities so far as Seshagiri Row was : :
E — ' ' . oo u/ _ ) _ . ' | concerned, directedt the disposal of the charges in due course. In the mean- 4 paryin1sss.
P ; f 2 7(!* L/l’Z . % /;;Z : ’ T , while Mr. Tate had become the Acting Sub-Collector, and wished. to provide for
{_ -~ (' [ cx// (8 / DA SR e . B _ . one} of the Clerks that had served under him when he was Assistant Collector 1Sundaress Aigar.
: : / N T . R ‘ in the District ; and 80 he resolved upon shelving e to make room for his _ S
o 1 : G T : : ' , . protege. He desired§ the Tahsildar of my Taluk (Tindivanam,) to write t %%/May 1888, L
) S M : me a demi-official, making me understand that I should at once retire from they ‘f‘f*"f?* weof e
. 3 ~service. DBut a difficulty arose as regards my procuring a Medical Certificate of \«;’ U
R
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mca,paci"ty which Me. Tate thought was a ereation of mine. So, that gentleman
was only too glad to welcome the orders of the Board for a dispos';l of the charges
preferred against me by Seshagiri Row; and adding other minor fau?ts
he got me suspended from my duties on the 28th November, 1283 After"
an enquiry which lasted from 24th November, 1888 to 5th’ M;r 1 1889
Le prepared a voluminous report by the end of Septelﬁber last. I b cil,t b'dd
here that, as advised and recommended by the District S.ur S I0 . k
three and ahalf months’ sick leave which expired on the 27th Nogem{; P
On my asking to resume my duties Mr. Tate requested the Colle My
wire my suspension pending enquiry into certain charges agains
accordingly done on the 23th,i. e., just the day after the ex i
“athout any explanation being taken from me. is tl
presuming that Mr. Tate Wouf{d not hﬁve suspeﬁcige:e 1:n(tlhf;§f%re1 ground for
with the enquiry against me if the Doctor had given me a Med? Comacoeded

ctor to order &y
. t me, und it was
piry of my sick leave

incapacity as he (Mr. Tate) had expected. cal Certificate of

4. Thefirst charge is :—*¢'That hema ies i :
““ as ex-officio SubéRegistrir of Gingee, the p(frggiilfflivgiﬁ‘ecords (;f s office
“present at Gingee, attending to his duty- as Sub-Registrar W‘?S ¢ ]aF he was
“he wag not so present attending to ais duty, and that ie »dre,w wereta X Hll i t}ruth
““ was not entitled for the days of his absence. The period to wli)i(c{] t(l) N 1110 -
¢ relates are the days in September, October, and December, 1584 andn;‘e‘f);z%e
s¢'1835, specified in Seshagiri Row’s petition, dated 22nd October, 1885.” Thi);
would imply that T was each time absent from the station for more than 24 hours

and then I omitted to make over charge of the Sub-Regist[-y office to somebody -

in my Cutcherry as I was only ex-officio. I beg to explain I was never absent for a
whole day except once in the middle of December, 1834, when I was overtaken by

heavy floods which then inundated tle country and which kept me from the station

. ."‘ i for 3 days together. Besides there i3 nothing in my office Diary and other papers
+1 which would bear out the charge. I v |
which would bear out the charge. I was never absent for whole days in September,

October, and November, 1834 and February, 1885, as alleged by Seshagiri Row.
"The wording that “he drew pay to which he was not entitled for the days of
his absence”’ is calculated to imply that the amount of pay involved was very large.
But the allowance granted to me as ca-officio Sub-Registrar was only Rs. 7am on?h,

., and even supposing I had been chsent during the <lays in question, T would

{ have drawn no more than Rs. 2 at the most duriag the period. It is for

: your Lordship in Council to judge whether I would make false entries and
" risk my post for a

paltry sum, even supposing for argument’s sake that I was
really absent from the station. Fur{ther, no complaint was preferred by partics
qure to be affected by my absence. P

5. Vith regard to the 2nd charge that I passed Desika Charri’s pay for
the days he was absent without leave because he was a rclation of mine, I beg to
explain that Desika Chari was not eraployed in my office, but was employed as

. e . h nd
traffic clerk in registering carts,on & temporary traffic-taking establishment, a

I at first granted him

of a distant cousin of mine. :
to severe illness,

that he is only a relative .
5 days owing

casual leave for 5 days which he overstayed by

- scrious fault because the ruling on the subject was

and this I did not consider a :
uot then strictly enforced, the namber of days for which casual leave could be

i N into
; : X onverted the period of overstay i
eranted at a time not having been fixed. I converte . pause D eht it was
a1 extension of the leave and did nos report the matter, bec a

—

. 3 - . o .

quite within my competence. DBut the matter came afterwards to be noticed by
Mr. Horsfall and the absentee’s pay muleted and disbursed to the peoun who
had acted for him ; and in the circamstances of the case that gentleman did not deem
it fit to take any-notice of my conduct with reference thereto. The subject is now
raked up by Mr. Tate with a view to add to the number of charges ggainst me.

6. The 3rd charge on which much stress is laid runs as follows :—
« That his action with regard to the darkast of one Kuppa ‘Goundan for certain
“land in Narasingarayampettai relinquished by Kumarasami Pillai, the Maniya-
« gar of the village was throughout improper, and that in order to show favor im-
« properly to the said Maniyagar he altered the date of the receipt of darkast No.
« 518 of 1885 from 1st February to 31st January 1885.” Or in other words, I

* wished to favor the-Maniyagar by making it appear that the darkast No. 518

tendered by his kinsman was received prior to that of Kuppa Goundan,
and so although the former’s darkast came tohand on the lst of February, this
date was altered into 31st January to suit my purpose. . I most humbly beg

Thinking that January came to a close. on the day previous to the receipt
of the darkast No. 518, Iat first dated 1st February, but finding out my error I
corrected it at once into 31st January and duly initialed the same. That the
alteration of 1st into 31st was merely a, rectification of an error and not an after-

thought, will be evident from the fact that the entry No. 518in the Register is

made with the same pen and ink as ten other numbers received on the 31st.
January. Moreover there is the Post Office mark showing 31st as the date of receipt.
This fact alone is sufficient to show that the alteration was made bona fide and that
the correct date was 31st and not 1st. I would certainly have been to blame if I
had allowed 1st February to stand. This slight error is made the basis on which to
impute a bad motive to me. After all, all the darkasts were. thrown over-

board as most part of the land included therein was shortly after taken up for the

* to submit that I once* explained to Mr. Horsfall that this was purely an error.,

¥ 17th Novem-

r 1883,

endowment of the Gingee Local Fund Choullify, and what land was left after the -

assignment, was made ov r to the Maniyagar’s relatives because their tender had to
be preferred to that of Kuppa Goundan by reason of their fields adjoining the same.

~ Of the lands darkasted, cortain fields were excluded as required for communal

purposes such as passing of cattle, outlet for water in winter, village- site, &c.
The Sub-Collector makes it appear that this exclusion was made with intent to
benefit the Maniyagar who is the biggest ryot of the village. There isno reason to
suppose that the lands were intended to boe used by the Maniyagar only as
there was nothing to prevent other ryots from using them. It is to be noted

" that Kuppa Goundan appealed-to the Sub-Ccllector from my proceedings, but

that officer saw fit only to confirm my orders.t That the Maniyagar is

“no friend of me will be apparent from the fact that I once got him suspended for decision No. 28 of * B

%+ Vide

Mr. a0t

,(w“

Lw?

o

o 4,\

PN Yy
G

Horsfall's appeal, =~ |

. . . . . . . 1887.

six months] for misappropriating the produce of certain tamarind trees; and in." 't " vide Sub-
Collcctor’s Takid
26

the matter of the darkast under reference which was in fact for lands apparently

relinguished by him with the ulterior object of getting them transferred to his >

_212 7 o tte Sub-Collector laid bare his bad

relatives I had in my Arzi No. 55

e

" motive and he has been served aright by the assignment of his land to the Choul-

try endpwment as above noted. But he had without my knowledge obtained the
permission of Mr. Iorsfall to till the land attached to the Choultry because he saw

X #
- ’

that I wanted to lease out the land to other ryots to the best advantage,
‘ &
AU , o
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All these circumstances I humbly trust will go to show that I had no particular
predilection for the Maniyagar which is assumed as the motive for my alterin
the date of the darkast No. 518 from the 1st into the 31st. :

7. The three charges noted above are those that were formally framed

against me with reference to the accusations contained in Seshagiri Row’s peti-
tion to the Board. And these were supplemented by certain other alleged faults and
misdemeanors which were set forth in a series of questions to each of which I had to
submit my answers in explanation. As the report which the Sub-Collector bas sent
to the Board against me is a sealed packet to me, and I have had no opportunity of
refuting any erroneous statements therein made regarding my conduct. I have
':‘fe'r,l’zlllll'e(i to sul?mlt :. (;)zlef statement ell‘lcidatin.g the various other faults and
nis eme,anors imputed to me, and regarding .VVthh I have submitted my explana-
tion to Mr. Tate in the shape of answers to his several queries referri
. erring thereto
with-reference to the records shown to mes I humb] b
. Al - .
noble Government may be. pleased to judge how far

v the statement i
e by the Sub-Collector are to be relied upon. nts made against

8. Of these, I believe the foremost is the Cowle-

From the substance of the questions put to me by Mr. Tate, this subject

~ divides itself into 4 principal parts; Namely,—~my omission to bri’ho to no{ice

certain irregularities in connection with a Cowle-assignment for land.. '

‘report that a certain other darkast was pending,—and to )

criminally prosécuted for their conduct in connection wi

.on my part to report on the said Cowle whefi it was ordered by the Sub-C
lector to be revised. : :

get certain village officers
ol.

9. TItissubmitted that when my predecessor was in office the Cowle
darkast of one Narayanasami Nainar of Sirukadambur was approved, and the
fields included therein, made over to him. But on a complaint to the Sub-Col-
lector, Mr. Horsfall, with reference thereto by one Muniyappa Naik, I discovered
* “certain irregularities in connection therewith iz ;—that the Cowle-assignment
made to the Nainar included lands lying waste for a period less than 10 years, that it

did not show the tamarind trees standing thereon, and that the prescribed number-
of trees had not been planted thereon and so forth. As these irregularities -

were sufficient to warrant the cancelment of the Cowle-assignment to Narayana-

e AT e . . 307 . .
sami Nainar, I recommended in my Arzi No. g7 the cancelment of the assign-

But the Sub-Collector - directed that the

ment. land be made over to

the Nainar under Cowle tenure minus the trees and the fields lying waste

for less than 10 years which were ordered to be fully assessed. It was then
that I made a particular inspection of the lands and got the accounts of the
same prepared with plans, &e., in order to ascertain what extent of land should be

- so made over to the Nainar. And then I submitted the same to the Sub-Collector

. Al M 283 (5 by : .
with my Arzi No. -3—1_%2_@8. The Arzi of the Tahsildar No. 5= contaiped the

very same particulars, Qo it will be seen that I never kept back any inform-

ation from the authorities as'surmised by Mr. .
‘Naik’s appeal was, on the report of the Sub-Collector, reje(?ted by the Collector.
I did not give all the above particulars in my 1st At;zx No. 307, becausc};l ' llb
concerned only the points contained in Muniyappa Najlks cforflplz;\xvnl? on ‘:;11110) ;,
alone I was called upon to report. That I was not a friend of the Namar

¥ beg that Your Excellency’s

assignment affair.

—fatlure to

th the Cowle,—and delay -

Tate. Morcover Muniyappa

R

~

e
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- be made by the Tahsildar to whom all the papers h

5

_ apparent from my recommendation to cancel the assignment made to him of the

Cowle Jand. It will be seen from the records that Mr. Tate has eventually
carried oub my recommendation by getting this assignment cancelled. It is not
therefore apparent wherein I am to blame.

10. With regard to the omission in my Arzi No. 307 to make mention

of one Subbaraya Nainar’s darkast referred to in the Sub-Collector’s query No.

2, I beg to explain that it was unnecessary to refer to it in my Arzi. .And, more-
over, 1 could not find any clue to the darkast which had been submitted to my
predeceséor. It 1s upjust to attach any blame to me on account of the above 80-
called omission. . g

11. In respect to the charge that I did not take any serious Ef)tlfce
of the conduct of the village officers, I beg to submit thatI did, at first in my Arzi No.
307, recommend them for criminal prosecution. But the Sub-Collector wanted me
to submit punishment rolls that he might deal with them departmexfta.lly. Bub‘ I
found all of them had been turned out of their posts except the Maniyam Mupsiff

.. . 289 i
Raghava Nainar, which fact I duly brought to notice m my Arzi No. zgr :Aft,er
wards I saw that Raghava Nainarwas not to blame and as the real Biulprlt, the
Karnam, was out of office, I brought this to notice in my Arzi No. ;i35 As the

order last given to me was to submit punishment rolls, it was unnecessary ’?o
mention the names of those who were out of office. The only man w.vho was . in
‘office was the Maniyam Munsiff, and as he was not primarily responsible for the
mistake, he was not recommended for a severe purishment, but was recommended
for a “black mark.” I need not say that in all these cases I had only f,o sub-
mit facts as they were, and it is for the higher authorities to deal with the
delinquents as they thought fit. "

12. Wit reference to delay in submitting the revised Cowle darkast I
beg to explain that it was owing to circumstances beyond control. When Mr.
Horsfall's order No. %ﬁ was received, the old Karnam Gumastah had abscond-
ed, and 3 months after, another was putin his place.  The latter was quite new
to his work, and réquired time to take his own measurements of theland for the
preparation of the revised Cowle ; and then he could not complete the Wf)l‘k as the
Paimash and Land Registers had to be traced out in the District M.unsuﬁ’s Gogrt
of Tirukkoilur, where they had been filed by the late Karnam in connection
with a Civil Suit. Shortly after, I and the Karnam were called away for the settle-
ment of Fusli 1296, When the measurements were finally made by the Karnam,
we discovered a wrong inclusion by Narayanasawmi Nainar of some patta ﬁeld-s in
his Cowle. Then he requested the Sub-Collector that the measurements might

Tahsildar took time, in consequence of which the work was thrown back on me l}y
the Sub-Collector. This was at the end of August, 1887. T}}eye.then arose a dif-
ficulty in procuring the simultaneous attendance of the parties mte.resbed viz i—
Narayanasami Nainar, the Cowle darkastedar,” his oppgnent Mumya}ppa.. Naik,
the Reverend Father Gabillet, a French Missionary holding fields ad]oml?:lg th.e
Cowle darkast land and some other individuals. I specjally brought to notice this

circumstance in my Arzi No. igs%%' Moreover, the village officers and myself were for

3 months together exclusively engaged in the preparation of the Fusliwar balance

-

ad to be forwarded. But the



6 .
accounts in the mew forms prescribed by the Board. By the time the
measurements were completed by the Karnam, which was at the close of the year,
I was taken ill and could only resume my duties in February, 1888, when, owing
to the accumulation of the work during my absence and pressure of Jama-

#Fudi12377  bandi* business, I could not submit my final report on the ?ewsed Cowle
. darkast before the end of March, 1888. I beg apology for encroaching on the pre-

eious moments of Your Excellency with such a lengthened account of the delay. in

' the matter of a revised Cowle for a small extent of land, becaus_e I vfe-ar the wording

of Mr. Tate's report might convey the impressiqn that I have gggerally been

dilatory in the discharge of my duties. S : :

18.  In connection with this Cowle-assignment, I.humb]y beg to submit

that the Sub-Collector is disposed to bring home to me one and all the irregularities
connected therewith, without reference to the party primarily responsible for the

“same. Mr. Tate unfairly charges me with omission to report the fact of the Cowledar
having neglected to plant the prescribed number of trees. It isthe duty of the
Revenue Inspector to report this to the Tahsildar on the eve of the Jamabandiin
the form furnished from the Taluk, whence the return is forwarded direct to the

. Huzur. In connection with this subject, Ibeg to bring to the prominent notice

rL N Z:"U”) How {f of Your Excellency in Council that the Tah§ildar’$ English Ai'zi. No. 283 is

; | madeup of two parts; that is, in the 1st part his statements coincided with those

contained inmy Arzi No. 87. This the Sub-Collector initialed ag having

(:‘*:-»-», ‘. fra thn N
re o ‘hﬂ/‘. 1"'/{’:)
P

A 1

been

e BTy i< Phat 16 did not contan any points.against me, Mr, Tate desired the Tahsildar to
Pt evevw e S UTT apmend in the very same communication some

‘s

. e e i ? baras to suit his wis i
sty ekt Tahsildar did below his first signature and dated the same 23&7&133228 z::rzgle(jl:w tt};e
' w1 And these two dates, viz., the 19th and 20th, will be found marked on the one Znil.

> g " I g . . . ‘
L:hm - ?,3{) v the same‘Arzi of the Tahsildar. I humbly beg to submit this anomalous proceed;
A \ as one instance of the many, the Sub-Collector had adopted to ruin ey
(, ot ¢yl Sub-Collector charges me also witd having reported favorab] o tme. The
) _Narayanasami Nainar in the matter of a complaint by hy ou the' said
R FIE AN opponent Muniyappa Naik. The complai Onght against him by
i Yalk. 4 plaint was that
| ” .. jcontractor for the repair of a supply channel to 5 g
,}‘ % e RN instead of merely deepening the channel made g straight ¢
i ;o i causing inconvenience thereby to the public. My report o

. , the straight cut was on Minyam land in which .
. U ‘ y which the channel ig g :
Jodvroo Tt eneroach on street Poramboke and did not cauge any inconve;?eizza:e atrllld dldblll'ot
L0 € public.

f . N
.t .0 7 The Sub-Collector perhaps taxes me with not having reported that the straight

) N ‘ ISR RN
E A A
. | hat the estimate was not
[ ,"
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B 1‘!&:“."“(’, o
4€ ?/"\:! sl
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inking-water-pond had
ut on street Poramboke
1 this complaint was that

| | {m_#(v cub was contrary to the estimate. ‘But I beg to submit ¢
3 Rt sent to me and I had no idea that such diversion of th
Lo it. In this case therefore it will be clear that I }
AR Narayanasami Nainar, but merely reported facts as ga
and enquiry in the ordinary course of my duty.

ad done nothing to favor
thered from my inspection

‘ 14, Another subject which has been taken up against me by Mr, Tate is
e e one that relates to my proceedings in connection with a Local Fund road. This

P is a short road estimated to cost Rs.1,000. It was sanctioned in August, 1887,
and given out on contract on condition that it was to be completed byothe’end of
November following ; but from circumstances beyond control it was not completed
by the end of the official year as was expected ; and even then it was done so badly
that the contractors had to be recommended to be fined. Iam herein blamed

7, received by him on'the 19th May 1888. " But finding on a perusal of the same

. Wk PR
.‘~r‘ i 44‘1“4"."’

St

- % then told me the reason why the Deputy Tahsildar had found fault with their

the Nainar who was

e channel was contrary to .

7

on three counts:—i. My measurements of the works done are not trust:vzrorthy.
ii. There is ground for presuming that I took loans from the contractors. . T did
not stir them up but allowed an unusual delay in the execution of the work,

15. The first count, I humbly beg to submit, cannot be maintained. The .
Sub-Collector in asking* the Local Fund Engineer to report on the value of the mé*etfef No,
works done by the contractors, hints *the Deputy Tahsildar to whom the work 221283
“was entrusted to be superintended could not be relied upon.” But the
Engineer does not cast any reflections on me. He finds from his measurements
the quantity of earthwork done to be 8,345 cubic yards, and in my report 1t is
8,506 ; the difference of 161 cubie yards was because some of the pits were almost -
filled up when Mr. Norfor took measurements six months later. -Moreover
my statement in  Arzi No.t 2% that the contractors had still to do earth-work .} Adirossod o
to the extent 0f1,000 and odd cubic yards is corroborated by the Engineer’s measure- Tindivanam

. ) Taluk Board.
ments. And he also concurs with me in condemning} the road-dams. And 0 "% 'vige his let-

\ , , ter to the Sub-
I humbly beg to submit that the measurements are not wntrustworthy as stated 7.5 B¢ Seo

by Mr. Tate. S B T280°
16. That T took loans from the contractors amounting in all to Rs. 87 is
amere assertion of the conts actors with no proof. This story, Mr. Tate was only too
eager to believe as the following’ extracts would show. In his letter§ to Mr. §No.§é_11126__88- :
Swaminadha Aiyer Avergal, Head Assistant Collector, after noting that the con- enclosing the
tractors, the Office Daffadar and the Clerk state that when the contractors brought Srork Balakrishna

a petition to Mr, Swaminadha Aiyer Avergal, they accused me of taking loans ®@%. 1 50,4

- from them,. he (Mr.Tate) hints I have personally no doubt that what the July18%.

“petition Clerk, the Daffedar and the contractors say is true”” But Mr. Mo

177 . . . » 3 H .
Swaminadha Aiyar says in his reply || “I cannot however say if the Aiyangars ¥ = - 1L1+9.

‘ execution of work. But I am inclined to- think that it is not likely they would

 have made any statement accusing the ‘Députy Tahsildar, for, firstly, if they

 had done so, I should certainly have received their petition, which they sent

“by post the day following.” According to Mr. Tate’s admission, “ whereas in the

“ first petition no mention is made of the alleged loan, in the 2nd petition + after I 4 pated 6th

“had returned to duty the charge was brought.”” This was because the Avus18es.

contractors knew that Mr. Tate was not well disposed towards me. Besides.

during the enquiry, the contractors were recommended by the Sub-Collector for a

' part-payment of Rs. 100 and actually paid though the Sub-Collector himself had

been condemning their work. This circumstance must have induced 'the‘ con-
tractors to please the Sub-Collector by bringing unfounded accusations against me.

17. . Asregards the nature of the evidence in respect of the loans, it is
not at all areliable one. One of the contractors Krizhna Aiyangar states that in my -
presence he gave Rs. 20 to Ramaswami Aiyangar (his co-contractor) to bé handed
over to me in November, 1887, and that he afterwards demanded at Tindivanam
repayment of the loans in April, 1888, when a private maistry Darmasiva Mudali

~was also present. I beg to submit that there is not a particle of truth in these

allegations. It is strange that Krishna Aiyangar should not have made theleast
mention of it to the private maistry Darmasiva Mudali, when both of them were re-
turning together to Gingee from Tindivanam in April 1888. Moreover the contractors
could not account for their glaring omission to make mention of the loans in their

Afirst petition to Mr. Swaminadha Aiyar Avergal, in July, 1888, and for their having



that I should bave been a

8

made mention of it in their subsequent petition presented o
) ; Mr. T i
1 1?28%:?5211];:: Alyanga? deposes that I asked him tor Rs 10 worth o;'lte hel:;1 ai:;gtl:xszfé
red by him to one Narayanasami Goundan for tr . ;
and t}.le latter says that he sent it on to me by two of his s,erI\f:Lnstrms'sllon 'to mf’;
(‘e‘xamm(?d. Yet Mr, Tate notes down that Krishna Aiyano-arn ‘S‘ B “eze nlo
speakmg the truth. His manner is not at all that of an u;t thfseloms' y ")?
Whﬂe 1\.11'. Tate ‘has remarked with regard to the statement of Il;;r a :Wlt\I}esgali,
;t;iaE:;Vfte mailgtry that “ witness gave his reply in a very hesitafcxilis:v:rll;nzer ?
becans he could not get him to say any thing against me. It will b: ob erve,d
‘that t e contractors were recommended by me to be fined both for thei X d
g)g'l lt‘}::in' ;ba,d'WOrk, They were only too glad therefore to take adgzntal:lr ?:Eysali).
! or’s dlspleaisure towards me to trump up a false charge of havi ge of the Su
from them. Amlf'bek, the office Daffedar, simply depoies t a‘;lllllg palen 102111115
con‘bractors appearing before Mr. Swaminadha Aiyar with o et't(') o it
he dqes not know particulars of what those petitioners SI;.dIHIOI;and et ﬂmtj
Balakmst;na Row, who has stated thatthe contractors com 11 ; d s Cler'k
?adha. Aiyar Avergal orally against me, Government will Il)): mlia tOdlleﬁ Swzml'
ar his statement could be relied upon as at the time he Dy The S
.Collector’s control. Thus your Excellency in Council willwas' u?lder ‘fhe S‘lb‘
is every ground for believing that the loan affair isany thing bII)l? :;llze A

18. Asregards the delay in the construction o o-
explain that t.he work was given out on contract in August, f18t8h7e, \rvcl)ﬁ; l\ﬁr.b;fortso-
fall was President of the Taluk Board, on condition that it was to be completed
bfy ]tJhe endk of thNOVZmber followingi( On the 22nd October, measurements
of the wor en done were taken and a bill for Rs. 212, submitted
by me for payment which was passed. But owing to heavy rains which then
flooded the country, the work could not be proceeded with, In January,

- 18%8, in reply to a call and at the request of the contractors, I recommended that
" time might be given to the end of February 1888, which was accordingly allowed.
When Mr. Tate took charge in the beginning of March, I brought to his.
special notice that as the oiﬁ_cial year was on tbfe close, the balaflce paya}?le to the
contractors on the completion of the work might be placed in defzosxt that it
. »ht not lapse at end of the year. I also recommen.ded that'the contractors
e Leir neglect. On this Mr. Tate taxed me with delay in the execution
b fined for e ho bly beg to cubmit, as alrcady stated, thab the delay Was
of the WOI‘k~. L umAgter ?ny ingpection of tho work there was heavy rain f?l'
purely unavoidable ti1] the end of December. I was ailing from Dyspepsia
two months t.oge%ther, o . Mr. Ilorsfall saw me and gave me privilege
g of January; d from the leave, I was ordered to attend
leave for 18 days; and whenI. returned o e ors L ek, 274 then
ea‘l AMalayanur festival which occupi€ e whore Sind to stay "t the
r il to g to the Cusba station o7 T e f all these circumstances. But
: 11]1\(} tghgxsss Mr. Iorsfall i fully ?Warg °O 2
. Mar . n n
i;t coon as Mr. Tate took chal‘gel hioglgsgxcepti ogn > the delay in the con?truc-
was bent on ruining me He on ¥ make any allowance for the unavoidable
tion of the roa

d and did not choose to
causcs explain

ed by me. , .
to submit that at the very commencemen.t I aSLeflaiTg
o tion with this road ; bub it was not given me ’f o
owe h a belp is borne out by the remarks 0

is in €
tho help of a matiy | llowed suc .

od humour towards me as he.
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L(_)cal Fund Engineer, Mr. Norfor, in his letter of 4th February, 1839, namely, that
“it was a pity that this work was given to Revenue Agency.” I néed not

“submit here how many of the public works came to be delayed under exceptional

circumstances similar to tlie ove under reference.

20. As regards the remaining charges there are two which are blended ¢ } T
m * . . . . £ 4
together. Thatis, I retained in employment against orders one Subramanya Aiyar, (he por Lo

Acting Karnam of Kadappanandal, and some other villages, and further that Isup-

ported his false complaint in respect of some concealed cultivation, &c., against the

villagers of Kundalampat. The facts of the case are :—With reference to an ,
m.qdorsement* favored to Subramanya Aiyar by the Sub-Collector, I appointed *DatediL1-gc.
him Acting Karnam of Kadappanandal and another village subject to approval. '
%\Ir. Horsfall, sanctionedt the arrangement with a proviso that the permanent + Order No.
incumbent was to be produced when the villages were takenup at Jamabandi then 1-8%9;5&

progressing. But no body appearcd, and Subramanya Aiyar was ordered] tobe 1 vide Jama-

retained for a year under the same conditions. Subsequently in August, 18806, one bandi Diary
Yo )

Aiyamperuma Pillai, doing Karnam’s duty m a village of North Arcot, turned up as . 16-3-56.
the Mirassi Karnam and presented an applicationto me that his minor son Dorasami of Fusli 1295.
Pillai, might be put in the room of Subramanya Aiyar, with the aid of Ramasami

I’.illai, as his Gumastah. Then the Taluk records had to be searched with a

view to ascertain Aiyamperuma Pillai’s right to the Karnamship ¢ this took some

We;gks. And then as the Jamabandi of Fusli 1206 was close ab hand the matter

was submitted to the Sub-Collector : but as Aiyamperuma Pillai did not pubin

his appearance Mr. Horsfall desired§ me to report on the subject when the parties § Diary No
came up, And ab last Aiyamperuma Pillai, and his son presented themselyes 17 of Fusti 129
before me in  November, 1887 and requested that Subramanya Aiyar might be |
retained as their Gumasta, which arrangemenb I proposed in my Arzi dated 8th .
December, 1887. And then the Sub-Collector wished to know how Aiyamperuma

Pillai came to lose his post and in reply to his refere .ce I referrcd®¥ Mr. Horsfall, o on 28th Feb-
to his Diary No. 157 of Fusli 1296, After some more correspondence with the broery 1888
ITuzur, T recommended the  further retention of Subramanva Aiyar, which was

approved|| with a proviso to procurc Aiyamperuma Pillai and ascertain his wishes. | Diary o
I sent notice to him through the Talsildar of Polur in North Arcot for his appear- gjfm‘;fufxf;&éz‘g
ance by the 1st August, 1888, and even then Alyamperuma Pillai did not appear; moap the end of
and T had no alternative but to’ recommend** the fnrther retention of Subra- ;;ZArzi No.

manya Alya}' for the conduct of business connected with the villages. B

X 21. Then for the first time Mr. Tate took exception to Su,bralnaniya
A})"m' continuing as Karnam Gumasta and orderedft the Tahsildar to remove  t+ 2ud Septem-
him at once. Mr. Tate contends that I ought not to have retained Subramaniya  ber198%

 Aiyar because he bad brought false charges of chapivani (concealment of cultiva-

tion, &c.) against the village officers of Kundalampat and was also insubordinate
to the Revenue Inspector. I beg to explain that Mr. Tate did not choose to be-
lieve in the chapdvani, at the instigation of his office people who supported the
Revenue Inspector in his conduct to favor the village officers of Kundalampat,

The papers noted in the Tgrginﬂ and especially - the statements I forwarded with An Note of tho
icati \ 28 1 - 4 __ Ap. Deputy Tah-

my communication No. 5o showing a clear loss to Government of Rs. 150 prove eliue puty Tab-
l i i iy : nepector’s report

the fact of the existence of the chapdvani, and show that the Revenue Inspector dated  26th Oct.

Samudravijaya Nainar had been trying to sercen the village officers. The fone son of

i : . L Diary No. 292 of
delay imputed to me by the Sub-Collector in reporting upon this chapdvani, was Fusii 126
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purely owing to the contumacy of the village officers who evaded me whenever I

found it possible to go to their village, and further they had made away with the
Adangal account of Fusli 1295 which wouid go to show the chapivani., They were

! Vide Disty 10t in any way punished although I had brought* their conduct to the special

notice of the authorities in April 1883 at the tima of the settlement for Fusli 1297.
Then I was simply ordered to complete the Azimoish which I had to do with the
help of my own peons as the village servants could not be got to do the work
properly. In connection with this chapivani I forwarded my final report on the
9th August 1888 regarding the concealed cultivation and also Kassar, that is, omis-
sion to charge water-cess. I could not then inspect the taxable trees which were
enjoyed free by the villagers as my health did not then permit of my inspecting
them which were scattered over a large area; but I ordered the person then act;:
ing for the Revenue Inspector to do the work as it was his duty to attend to it.
The Sub-Collector impugns the statement made in my Arzi confirming the truth
of the chapavani brought to notice by Subramaniya Aiyar and merely taxes me
with the delay which I could not help. Mr. Tate does not take any notice
of the wanton conduct of the Revenue Inspector in omitting to bring to light
the chapivani made by the village officers. Thus Subramaniya Aiyar was
removed from his Acting Karnam's post for watching the inferests of Govern-

ment, while the Revenue Inspector was given promotion shortly after, notwith-
standing his conduct has been such as to connive at lusses to the State ’

22.  Another fault imputed to me was that T haq
letting off of one Devasigamani Pillai, Acting Karnam of
mark” for serious omission on his part to brin
the amount of Rs. 127, while the permanent m
ed from his post.

once recommended the
Tadagam, with a * black
g to account Kassar (water-cess) to

an was recommended to be dismiss-

| 23, I humbly beg to explein that Rangasaini Pillai,
nam Gumasta was at the time under suspension for persistent disobedience of orders
when Devasigamani Pillai was made to act for him in Tadaga

. . . m and in four other
villages, He being comparatively new fo the work, had to depend to some
extent on the Maniyagar Velayuda Goundan for the conduct of the same and so it

happened that he omitted to bring to account the above Kassar. But as Devasiga-
mani Pillai was a new man and as he had rendered good service in connection with

the discovery of Kassar, &c., in Vadugappundi and other villages to the amount of
Rs. 600 and further as he kad no motive in omitting the Kassar in Tadagam and as
I had every reason tobelieve that he was led to the mistake by the Maniyagar, 1
thought that a “black mark” was a sufficient punishment for his unwitting error.
But the case was otherwise with Rangasami Pillai. He had been doing duty in
the village for a good number of years, knew all the ins and outs and he had re-
sumed bis duty in sufficient time before Jamabundi and ought to have brought this
error on the part of Devasigamani Pillai to n.ot;ice. Moreover, there were other
serious charges against him of which the alteration of the Taram or class of some
of the fields in Péttuvayi village stood foremost. It was all these considerations
that led me to recommend a heavier punishment in Rangasami Pillai’s case.  After
all it was a matter of opinion ; and I recommended the punishment which I thought.
the circumstances of the case warranted, and it was left for the superior officer to

‘deal with it as he thought best.

the permanent Kar- .

“able delay and this was because Rangasami Pillai made himself scarce whenever I

' . . R W X : 1Al
Tate merely disapproved of my recommendation to let off Devasiganani Pillai

‘the village Muzsiff. Owing to the non-appearance of the parties concerned, and
' Then the parties agreed to come to an amicable settlement after consulting th_eir
" respective relatives who were not oa the spot and this took some time, after which
. when I resumed my duties I had to go and attend to the sanitation of a feast at
~ Malayanur and then to attend to the Jamabandi of Fasli 1297. By the time

- Treturned to my head-quarters the par¢ies Lad come to an amicable settlement
- which was in the middle of March, 1888,

~ the case who was most alfected by the delay, made no representation on tho sub-

- same on the 22nd June, 1888, without passing any remark about the delay. It will

(in November 1888 or after the lapse of siz monthe, of taxing ma for the delay ina

- Mr. Tate admitted the complaint but it was taken up for enquiry by Mr.

%

1

24, The déiay of one year imputed to me in connection with this case is
an error. The matter was at firsh reported by me to Mr. Horsfall and it was or.ﬂy
when it was referred bac' to me for some particulars, there bappened some unavoid-

went over to his village which isat a distanco of some 16 miles (not -8 a8 noted
by Mr. Tate) from my head-quarters. About this’ contumacy on his part o
* Vide - Arzi

T duly reported® to Mr. Tate who had then (March 1888) taken charge. I humbly = Jite - Ami
beg to submit that almost the whole of the proceedings in- connection with this apriisss.
case took place during Mr. Horsfall's tenure of officc and Mr. Tate Lad only to
pass final orders on the subject. This was done on the 13th May 1888, when Mr.

with a “black mark” and removed him from the Acting Kurnam office tha"‘n held by
him. His sole object in raking up this frivolous charge so late as in November, 1888,
or fully siz months after its disposal once by him, was merely to swell tho number of
charges against me. L : '

25. - Another fault ascribed to me isa delay of 10 months in the disposal

of a Revenue suit brought by a ,“Toti' of Tadagam. This case was taken up and ; | .
disposed of by Mr. Swaminadha Aiyar Avergal, under date 22nd June, 1888, when "7
in charge of the Sub-Collector’s office. I have to explain that tbif; case was referred

to me by Mr. Horsfall on the 26th May, 1887, for report by arbitration by me and

as the extent cf the Inam land involved in the suit had to be measured in their
presence, no final steps could be taken by mo till the 11th October, 1837.

the Christmas holidays intervened; and then I was laid up for some time; and

It is submitted that the complainant in

ject, much less did Mr. Ilorsfall take any nofice of tho same. ‘When in due ?
course I reportedt the above settlement, Mr. Tate, with his usual animus against me oft mA;ziﬂl;}'c;éS%S\ ‘
recorded a remark about the delajr and went away on leave, Then Mp, @40 )
Swaminatha Tyer in charge, was satisfied with this settlement and confirmed the

et ey oy e

v
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thus appear strange to Your Lordship in Council, that Mr. Tate should think
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simple case roferred to me for arbitration. His object i1 so doing, as already sub-
mitted, was merely to multiply the number of my so-called misdemeanors in the
eyes of the higher authorities. ] |

o T e T

26. 'Another charge is based on the fact of ray having .purchased some C" TRV §
black and green gram worth Rs, 7 from one Gopala Aiyar, Maniyagar of Periya /

Nolambai. The facts are; one Arunachala Aiyar Karnam of the village, who
owed agrudge to me complained that I got the gram from him under a threat.

Swaminadha Aiyar Avergal in charge; and the latter being convinced that the
gram was actually purchased of Clopala Aiyar, dismissed} the complaint with a 1 Order 1\
T .

reproof that [ should not have Lad any such dealings with Gopala Aiyar who }4? fé Sghe 23rd
‘ , uly 1888,
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was a village Officer under me. It is however respectfully submitted that it 19
the practice in the Mofussil to obtain articles that may be required from village
officers on payment. This system of village officers supplying on payment has been
recognised as proper by the authorities. But in February, 1889 or fully six months
after when all the office records were being ransacked for all the available faults
against me, Mr. Tate purposely re-opens this complaint of Arunachala Aiyar and
after a farce of an enquiry he gives the records of enquiry into my hands desiring
me to offer my explanation thereon. I beg to submit that the evidence in the case
shows that the requisition for the gram was not made to Arunachala Aiyar
but to Gopala Aiyar who sent over my chit calling for the gram to Arunachala

Aiyar, as the former lad no pulse with him. This chit was submitted by -

Arunachala Aiyar to Mr. Tate with his complaint and was perused by Mr.Sw
dba Aiyar when he held the enquiry into the case andthat gentleman haddismissed
the complaint as he considered that there was nothing serious about the matter :
because it was proved that I had paid for the gram.- I beg to submit that
Arunachala Aiyar \\.ra,ntec.l to make it appear that T got the gram from him under
a threat to . deal with him severely in the matter of a tree cut down by him
~which was then pending before me; and he gives the date of the threat ‘as the
13th or 14th April 1887, but the village Munsiff’s report aboubfthe misappropria-
tion of the tree was reccived by me on the 19th idem or ‘near]y a weel: afler;
and so Arunachala Aiyar’s allegation about the threat falls to the ground. éimi:
larly his assertion that I got up a false case against him in COH;ection with a
darkast, because he demanded payment for the gram, is also f

clear that the complaint about the darkast was lodged before the Sub-Collector
on the 4th April, 1887, or fully a fortinght previous to the supply of the gram
which is alleged to hLave been made on the 22nd idem. My, Tate haéj not
probably noted thes.e glaring inconsistencies in his eagerness to glean all
possible matter that might enable him to work my ruin.

amina-

| .97, The only remaining’ fault against me, as I believe, on the file of the
cases Mr. Tate has brought to notice is one that relates to an assignment
of certain lands without obtaining the Sub-Collector’s permission. I beg to
explain that one Chap Gouse Moideen Saheb occupied about 3 cawnies
of wet land in the village of Sennalur purchased from a non-resident
- pattadar Appaswamy Pillai. This was put.to sale in'1883 at a so-ca.lled
public auction, because no payment of the let.duQ on it was found credited
in the Maniyagar’s accounts, but as nobody bx.d for the fields owing to the
intrigues of the village officers it as bought in on behalf of Government.

Subsequently the land was included by the Village Officers in the fieldwar memo of

darkast No E}E@ﬂ tendered for Fasli 1294 by the ¢aid Saleb and anotlLer and its
n o fields were bought in for Government, permis-

disposal was pending. Butas th : Y o
:iog for their re-sale was obtained in the ordinary course, When, however, the sale

v od. it became manifest that the 1 ad
;ili?lrii)n;;dzlne occupier who raised objections against the sale. I then ordered the

ale to be stopped and permitted the Lolder to occupy the land pending the receipt

" of formal orders from the Huzar

marked this subject for report to the Sub-Collector in due course; but owing

renkatachella Naidu (my office Gumasta), since

. t on tho part of 'V enka . ' .

i(;;lv::;gntl?; %iilcuired ordeI:'s were omitted to he obtained. Mr. Tatemakesa capllta;

out of tiﬁs unwittine omission. 1le says that I have set at naught th? order
. g . ‘

alse, as it is -

assessment due on the land had been

for the issue of the required patta to Lim. Ihad
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of the Huzur for the re-sale of the land and that I wautonly permitted Chap

Gouse Moideen Saheb to re-occupy the land without getting the Sub-Collector’s
sanction. Mr. Tate intends thereby to attach a bad motive to me. It is for Your

Excellency’s noble Government to judge whether I had acted properly or otherwise
in not executing the orders for the re-sale under the circumstances of the case;
and whether I woull not have been taxed witha want of discretion, if I had carried
out the orders of the Huzur which were issued in ignorance of the real facts of
the case. The papers show that I had no bad motive either in stopping the sale
or in allowing the holder to re-occupy the land. 1tis submitted that the Sub-
Collector has taken no notice of the conduct of the'subordinate who conducted the

Jirst sale and that no credit is allowed me for having brought to light the mal-

practices of the village officers whose object was first to misappropriate the kist on
the land and then to purchase the same in the name of their kinsmen. I acted in a
bona, file manner in first seeking* permission for the re-sale of the land and

with the original sale. This I had noted in the Jamabandi Diary No. 544 of
Fusli 1294 under date 11th July 1835, for the information of the Huzur
authorities pending the receipt of formal orders for the cancelment
of the sale and the grant of putta to the holder Chap Gouse Moideen Saheb.
The proceedings connected with, the above land took place in 1885, and they are

- now questioned and entirely misrepresented simply with the object of making up

a serious case against me. It appears to have been so dragged into light with

the help of Sundaresa Aiyar on whom my post was conferred when I was on sick /

leave and it was thought I would not return. °

28. I humbly beg to repeat that I am ignorant of most of the charges
brought against me, as T was furnished with copy of the firsh three only, and the
construction placed on them by Mr. Tate, whe*"er borne out by the records or
based on his own impressions in his voluminous report about my conduct, which
is a sealed packet to me. My application to the Collector for a copy of Mr. Tate’s
report was endorsed that I should apply to the Board of Revenue as it was then

Ff‘iday » the 14th Instant, I was told by that gentleman that all the papers connected
“flth my case have been sent up to Government for final orders with a recommenda-
tion for dismissal as proposed by Mr. Tate along with my petitions of the 15th and

- 19th October, 1889, to the Board asking for a copy of the Sub-Collector’s report .

or of the substance thereof. I have endeavoured to give my explanations to the
above charges which I believe—————ag far as I could gather from the proceedings
conducted against me by Mr. Fate during a period of nearly four months to
be those which are contained in the Sub-Collector’s report. - The above explana-
tions are in addition to those already furnished by me to Mr. Tate and now on
record, I believe, forming enclosures to his report. But if, in guessing the nature
of the above charges, I am far from the mark and if there are others on which
Government may wish to hear me, I beg that they will condescend to give me an
opportunity of explaining my conduct with reference thereto before passing their
final orders in my case. I humbly beg that Your Excellency will, before passing
any orders, be pleased to peruse the answers given by me to Mr. Tate’s questions
and the explanations then submitted to him as these will furnish satisfactory rea-
sons for the one-sided charges which the Sub-Collector might have made against
me in his report. ‘

% ArziNo. 43
at once stopping the sale when I found out the nefarious transagtions connected {ated 20th Mareh

R A

.

B T T

+ Vide Col
lector’s endorse

pending before them. But when I saw Mr. Hammick, the Board Secretary, on meut x,,



Vide ~ para. 4
RUPra.

o

- Vide para..
supra,

Vide para. ©
supra,

Vide para. 8
to 13 supra.

Vide paras.
. 14 to 19 supra.

Vide parag,
20 and 21 supra,

Vide para, 22
to 24 supra.

Vida pira, 25
supra.
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29. Tt will be seen that of the charges noted and explained above :—

I. The alleged fact of my having been absent from the station for
whole days and having drawn pay for this period as ex-officio
Sub- Registrar is not believable.

I My omission to reportthe overstay by Desikachari, Traffic Clerk,of his
sick leave was due to the absence of any rules at the time and was
not considered blamable by le. Horsfall in 1885,

III. As regards the entry of a wrong date in a darkast for hﬂd it 1s

purely an oversight and Mr, Horsfall was satisfied with my
explanation thereon.

IV. - My proceedings in connection with a Cowle-assignment is also a
subject with which Ihad to deal during Mr. TTorsf

“office. And the animus of Mr. Tate in conncetion therewith is

seen from the fact of the Tahsildar’s English Arzi to him contain-

ing fwo parts with two dates, the one giving facts

the other, unfounded remarks against me in o der to pleqae Me.
Tate.

V. Retrardmﬂ' my conduct in connection with a Local Fund road work .

I amin no wise4o blame as my measurements coincide with
those taken by the Engineer, Mr, Norfor, notw ithstanding tlmb
Mr. Tate had histed to him that I could not,

The Head Assistant Collector, Mr, Swaminadha Aiyar, did not

beheve that T toox any loans from the contractors of the abeve"

road although Mr, Tate hinted to him also that he ¢ had personally
no doubt, in the matter.” The delay in the construction of the
‘road without the help of any professional maistry was caused by

circumstances beyond control.

VI. Another charge is that I retained against orders one Subramaniya.

Aiyar as Acting Karnam. The whole of the proceedings connected
with this case took place in the ordinary course during the time of
Mr. Horsfall and the said Subramauya Aiyar was removed from
his post by Mr. Tate for being faithful to the interests of Govern-

ment.

VII. That one Devasigamani Pillai was recommended by me to be let
off with a smlple « plack mark,” was because he was new to the
village and the fau't was not wholly his, he having been misled by
the old Maniyagar and he had rendered also good service to Gov-
ernment. The delay in this affair has been fully explamed.

VIII. Another charge is the delay in the enquiry and settlement. of a
(Revenue suit) ¢ase brought by a Totl The Head Assistant

all’s tenure of )

as they are and

be relied upou. ,
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Collector Mr, Swaminadha Aiyar was satisfied with my  proceed-
ings in the case. This matter has been merely raked up by Mr.
Tate like the others.

IX. Another charge was that I‘purcha,sed some gram worth Rs. 7 from au}‘)"rige Ipara, 26

a Maniyagar. Mr. Swamnadha Aiyar was satisfied that the gram
‘was actually bought for money. This was also raked up by Mr.
Tate six months after simply to scrve his purpose.

X, The last accusation is that [- did not execute the orders of uVlde para, 27

the Huzur for the re-sale of certain land. This was because the
Huzur had at first issued the orders under a wrong impression.

30. Tapprehend that Mr. Tate has also placed my conduct in a bad light
in connection with some trees which I was charged by Mr. Wallace in1876 with
having misappropriated. I beg to submit that it wasset up by the then Sub--

Division Shexistadar, Kanakasabhai Mudali, end a report thereon to my prejudice
was sent up to Mr. (now the Hon’ble) J. H. Garstin, then Collector of the District.
Buat that gentleman reported that I had no bad intention in the matter, and on this

the Government acquitted* me. In conclusion I beg to bnng prominently to notice 'dee G. 0.
that the Sub-Collector had been trying to make up a number of other charges ; but* No- 533

when he found from my answers and explanations that there was no use in report-
ing them, he might Lave omitted to make mention of them. Particularly inhis judg-

- ment in Criminal Appeal No. 46 of 1883, on the file of the Joint Magistrate, Mr.

Tate made several severe remarks about my proccedings and reported against me
to the Collector (District Magistrate) in hisletter 183 of 1888. My explavation in
that case given on 29th November 1838 must have convinced the Sub-Collector
that there was no foundation for his own remarks against me. In another
casc also (Calender case No. 27 of 1838 on the file of the Ginjee Sub-Magistrate)
the Sub-Collector had made many remarks unfavorable to me (vide Sub-Col-
lector’s letter to Collector No. 182 of 1888); but as he must have found from
the judgment of the Sessions Court in an appeal in a connected case as well as from
my explanation given on the 4th December 1838 that his remarks were unwarrant-
ed, the Sub-Collector must have dropped that matter altogether. These facts
will show bow much Mr. Tate was prejudiced against me and how he tried every
possible means to find Jault with me. 'The opinion of such an officer should be re-
ceived with considerable caution and I very Lumbly solicit that the Government
will not be carried away by the severity of bis strictures against me as he bore no
small animus and was bent upon my removal from service.

31. Under all the circumstances stated in this petition, more eSpecially
as Mr. Tate’s main object was to shelve me in order to make room for Sundaresa,
Aiyar, his protege, as is evident from the fact of his having, in May, 1888, desired
me through the Tahsildar of my Taluk to retire from the service, and from the
fact of Mr. Tate having procured the permission of the Collector by wire—ag if
.great interests were at stake—to suspened me just on the 28th November 1838,




the day after the expu‘) of m5 sick leave When he was  surprised and
chagrined to find that T came to resume my duties hgainst his implied wishes,
| and his endeavoursto place throughout every possible misconstruction on all my
“proceedings and to throw insinuation about my conduct to other officers who had
to deal with me 1n certain 1mportanb points, I humbly beseech that your Lordship
in Council may not be led, as the Acting Collector and the Board were, by
the contorted view taken by Mr. Tate with the object of ruining me, and that
" Your Excellency be graciously pleased to do justice to ‘me (your poor peti-
tloner) who is for the last 16 months wunder suspension pendmg enquiry, by

“ordering my immediate restoration to the service with all arrears of pay. I had

* But lose 2} heen in Government employ for more than 30 years* and conducted myself without
T("l!‘ﬁ on account

of underage aud

any blemish of character and to the satisfaction of the several officers whom I

had the honor to serve, as coples of testimonials herein enclosed wxll show

to your
Lordship in Council.

For this act of mercy and‘justice I, as in duty bound,

SIALL EVER PRAY,

Deputy Tahsildar and
Sub-Magistrate of G’ing(’;,',
South Areot.

Lo

TrirLicANE, MADRAS,
R2nd March 1890. }
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To - .
- His Excollency the Right Honorablo
Roberb Bourke, Baron Gonnemara, G.6.5.1,

Governor in Gouneil,
Fort St. George,

The suppliant prayer of K. I Viara
Racuava Cuarcy, Deputy Tahsildar and
Sub-Magistrate of Gingee, South Areot.

~ Riear Hox’ere Sig,

e

May it please Your Gracious Government to lend a merciful ear to my
sad tale. I am an old and faithful servant whom the Acting Sub-Collector, A.C.

Tate, Bsq., has resolved upon dismissing from the service.

2. T understand that my case i3 DOW before the Grovernment and beg
that Your Excellency in Council may be pleased to render me justice.

3. The facts of the case are :—One day in September, 1885, Iwas ab
Alampundi on duty, and held my office on the pial of a small house, and in the -

~ evening, I left my box inside close to the threshold and went in for my meals.

Seshagiri Row, the Acting Dafterband, who was working on the pial outside and
the oftice peon saw some bod y go into the house, and a few minutes after the box

- was missing. The suspected party was subsecuently apprehended - by the police

and was recognized both by Seshagiri Row and the peon as the person that

entered into the house. But Seshagiri Row retracted his statement before the

Magistrate, and so the prisoner was enabled to escape. I therefore reported

Seshagiri Row as unworthy of being employed in my office. Ife then preferred

to the Acting Sub-Collector, Mr. O’Farrell, certain charges against me out of which .
two* are included in those now taken up by Mr. Tate. Seshag iri Row’s complaint ko:ei)&totrz::s:\ob%
was referred for my remarks, on the submission of which, Mr. Horsfall then sesce trom Cot
Ag. Sub-Collector got him declared ineligibls for public employ in the South Pt Trafio
Arcot District. The Sub-Collector and also the Collector, Mr. Gordon, who, "2, 3ty conduct

in connection

in 1886, had to deal with the charges preferred against me by Seshagiri Row and 3% hinu.

now taken up by Mr, Tate, were then satisfied that my conduct was not blamable
with reference thereto. On this Seshagiri Row preferred an appeal to the Board
of Revenue wherein he Yeferred to the above charges.. And the Hon’ble Board
while confirming the orders of the District authorities so far as Seshagiri Row was
concerned, dircctedt the disposal of the charges in due course. ' In the mean- 4 Farlyin13s8.

~while Mr. Tate bad become the Acting Sub-Collector, and wished to provide for

onet of the Clerks that had served under him when he was Assistant Collector t8undaresa Aiysr.
in the District ; and so he resolved upon shelving me fo make room for his )
protege. Ile desired§ the Tahsildar of my Taluk (Tindivanam,) to write to  §iay18%5.

me a demi-official, making me understand that I should at once retire from the
service. But a difficulty arose as regards my procuring a Medical Certificate of

-
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incapacity which AMe. ‘Tate thought was a creation of mine. So, that gentleman
was oniy too glad to welcome the orders of the Board for a disposal of the charges

prefcrred against me by Seshagir Row; and adding other minor faults,

he oot me suspended from my duties gn the 285th November, A1888. Aft?r
an Denquiry which lasted from 94th November, 1888 to Sth March, 1889,
‘I;e prepared a voluminous report by the end of September last. 1 beg to adldc
Liere that, as advised and recommended by .the District Surgeon, 1 to:)
b (,1 o half months’ sick leave which expircd on the 27th November, 1888.
e a;sk'ma to resume my daties Mr. Tate requested the Collector to order by
01'1‘ o susp%mion pending enquiry into certain charges againsh me, m‘id 1t wvzts
wWire m_y done on the 2sth, i. e., just the day after the expiry of my sick leave
a;c‘uordmgly, :;leya,na.ti.on being taken from me. There is therefore eround for
w,tlu"::ﬁg:‘ihs:g) 1;1:'. Tato would not have suspended rme and much less proceeded
' I;I‘RS"; the anuiry against me if the Doctor had given me a Medical Certificate of
incapaclty as he (Mr. Tate) had expected. |
‘ 4. Thefirst cl_mrge is :——-—‘f That hemade entries in the records of Lis office
s ag ex-officio Sub-Regmtra:'- of Gmgee, the pur‘port of which was that bLe was
_ ¢« present at Gingee, attendmg to lus' d;ty as Sub-Registrar, whereas in truth
¢ ]he was not so present attending to his duty, arrld. that he drew pay to which he
¢+ was not entitled for the days of his absence. The period to which thiy charge
« pelates are the days in Se_pl.aember’, Octo'b'er,. and December, 1884 and February
« 1835, specified in Seshagiri _Row s petition, dated 220d October, 1885 This
would imply that I was each time absent from thq station for more than 24 hours
and then T omitted to make over charge of the Sub-Registry office to somebo dy

in my Cutcherry as I was only f%b"f' *"«0':0- I beg to explain I was never absent for a
whole day cxcept once 1n the middle of December, 1834, when I was overtaken b

heavy floods which then inundated the country and which kept me from the Sbatio‘:;
for 3 days together. Besides’ thgre is nothing in my office Diary and other papers
which Wou}.d bear out the chargo. 1 was never absent, for whole days in Septemﬁ)er
October, and November, 1834 and February, 1835, as alleged by Seshapir R :
The wording that “he drew pay o which he was not entitleg for th?z d 'meé.
Lis absence’” is calculated to imply that the amount of pay involved was ver Y‘;} 3”0
But the allowance granted to me as ez-officio Sub-Registrar was only Rs 7 "Jmﬁrr:tbl(:.
and even suppeaing ‘I had. been absent during the days in qliesti(;n ‘I wbnhi
Jave drawn no more than Rs, 2 at the most during the period. ’I L b for
your Lordship in Council  to judge “’hei!ler I would make false entrics and
rivk my post for a paltry sum, even SUPPOsing for argument’s sake that I was
really absent from the station. Further, no complaint was preferred by partics
sure to be affected by my absence, ,

5. With regard to the ond charge that T passed Desika Charri’s pay for
the days he was absent without leave because he was a relation of mine, 1 bgg t(:
explain that Desika Chari was not employed in my Of_ﬁce’ pub was .employt‘rd ad
{raffic clerk in registering carts, on & temporary traffic-taking establishment, &3
that he is only a rclative of a distant cousin of mine. . e
casual leave for 5 days which he overstayed by b days owing to severe 1111&:»:
and this I did not consider a serious fault because the ruling on the subject ¥ a:.
ot then strictly enforced, the number of days for which c-<.:~:ua1 leave c.oult.1 1{(‘)
granted at a time not having been fixed. I converted the period of overstay It
an extension of the leave and did nob report the matter, beeause I thought 1t ¥ us

[ at first granted him

A
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quite within my competence. But the matter came a_fterwards to be noticed by
Mr. Horsfall ‘and the absentee’s pay mulcted and disbursed to the peon who

had acted for him ;and in the circumstances of the case that gentleman did not deem

it fit to take any notice of my conduct with reference thereto. The sub_ject is now
raked up by Mr. Tate with a view to add to the number of charges against me.

6. The 3rd chargé on which ‘much stress is laid runs as follows:—

-« That his action with regard to the darkast of one Kuppa Goundan for certain

“land in Narasingarayampettai relinquished by Kumarasami Pillai, the Mani‘?a-
“ gar of the village was throughout improper, and that in order to show favor im-
« properly to the said Maniyagar he altered the date of the receipt of darkast No.
% 518 of 1835 from 1st February to 31st Jannary 18852 Or in other words, I
wished to favor the Maniyagar by making it appear that the darkast No. 518
tendered by his kinsman was received prior to that of Kuppa Goundan,
and so although the former’s darkast came to hand on the 1st of February, this
date was altered into 3lst J anuary to suit my purpose. I most humbly beg

" to submit that I once* explained to Mr. Horstall that tl;is was purely an error.

Thinking that January came to a close on the day previous to the receipt
of tho darkast No. 518, Iat first dated 1st February, but finding out my error I
corrected it at once into 31st January and duly initialed the same. That the

thought, will be evident from the fact that the entry No. 518in the Begister 18
made with the same pen and ink as ten other numbers received on the 3lst

J an'uary. Moreover there is the Post Office mark showing 31st as the date of receipt.

This fact alone is sufficient to show that the alteration was made bona fide and that
the correct date was 81st and not 1st. I would certainly have been to blame it I
had allowed 1st February to stand. This slight error is made the basis on which to
impute a bad motive to me. After all, all the darkasts were thrown over-
board as most part of the land included thereirijwéxs shortly after taken up for the
endowment of the Gingee Local Fund Choullfy, and what land was left after the
assignment, was made over to the Maniyagar’s relatives because their tender had to
be preferred to that of Kuppa Goundan by reason of their ficlds adjoining the same.

~ Of the lands darkasted, certain fields were excluded as required for communal

purposes such as passing of cattle, outlet for water in winter, village site, &e.
The Sub-Collector makes it appear that this exclusion was made with intent to
benefit the Maniyagar who is the biggest ryot of the village. There isno reason to
suppose that the lands were intended to be used by the Maniyagar only as
there was nothing to prevent other ryots from using them. It is to be noted

‘ that Kuppa Goundan appealed to the Sub-Collector from my proceedings, but

that officer saw fit only to confirm my orders.t That the Maniyagar is
no friend of me will be apparent from the fact that I once got him suspended for

. bt . c f certain tamarind trees; and i oy
six months} for misappropriating the produce oi Cer ain tamari S ; n

the matter of the darkast under reference which was in fact for lands apparently

relinquished by him with the ulterior object of gotting them transferred to his ~°

;'éla'pives I had in my Arzi No. ﬁ%to,‘the Sub-Collectoi' laid bare his bad

motive and he has been served aright by the assignment of his land to the Choul-

.try endowment as above noted. But he had without my knowledge obtained the

permission of Mr. orsfall to till the land attached to the Choultry because he saw.

~that T wanted to lease out the land to other ryots to the best advantage.

A
o

* 17th Novem-
ber 1885.

alteration of 1st into 31st was merely a rectification of an error and not an after-

$+Vide Mr.
Horsfall's appeal
decision No. 28 of

1 ' Vide Sub-
Collector's Taki
206 .

28783,

A
50 .




: _;1}1011'6-Y 'Bub the Sub-Colleetor directed thab the .
he Nainar under Cowle tenuro minus the tree® 2%

4.

All those circumstances I humbly trust will go to show that T had no particular ’

predilection for the Maniyagor which is assumed as the motive for my altering

_ the date of the darkast No. 518 from the 1st intothe 31st.

7. The three charges noted above are those that were formally framed
against me with reference to the accusations contained in Seshagiri Row’s' peti-
tion o the Board. And these were supplemented by certain other aﬁewed faults and
misdemeanors which were set forth ina series of questions to each of which T had to
submib my answers in explanation. As the report which the Sub-Collector bas sent
to the Board against me is a sealed packet to me, and I have had no opportunity of
refuting any erroneous statements therein made regarding my conduct. I have
ventured to submit a brief statement elucidating the various other fa;ﬂhs and
misdemeanors imputed to me, and regarding which I have submitted my explana-

tion to Mr. Tate in the shape of answers to his several queries referring thereto’ i
with reference to the records shown to me. I humbly beg that Your B xt(;ellency’s -

noble Government may be pleased to judge how far the st ' .
’ . ’ atements acainst
me by the Sub-Collector are to be relied upon, made agains

8. Of these, I believe the foremost is the Cowle-assignment affai™

I'rom the substance of the questions put to me by Mr, Tatz> this subject

divides itself into 4 principal parts; Namely,—my omission to bri,nv to mnotice

certain irregularities in connection with a Cowle-assignment for 1a,ndo—failure to

report that a certain other darkast was pending,—and to got certain ﬁha e officers
o

criminally prosécuted for their conduct in connection with the Cowle,—and delay

on my part to report on the said Cowle when it was ordered by the ‘Qub-Col-
lector to be revised. : ’ .

9. Ttis submitted that when my predecessor was in office the Cowle
darkast of one Narayanasami Nainar of Sirukadambur was approved, and the

fields included therein, made over to him. DBut on a complaint to the Sub-Col-
lector, Mr. Horsfall, With I‘CfCl‘OnCC thereto by one I\Iuniy:),ppa Naik, I discovercd

certain irregularities in connection therewith viz. ;—that the Cowle-assignment

s LA . . . 1 A t ib
gx.jide to the Nainar includ-d lands ] ying waste for a period less than 10. yearss thfbel.
‘ ; ) not S?O“{ the tamarind trees standing thercon, and that the px'escrl'bed ?l}:.;fié‘l

PCOS }a‘( . : -he"U lrrcrﬂ_ j2 . A
were suflic not been planted thereon and so forth. As t Dt to Narayana-
clent to warrant the eancclment of the Cowle-assignmens f the assign-

sami Nainar . . 307 ancelment © & 455
» I recommended in my Arzi No. gigss the ca nade over -to
lying waste

1ds
d the fie 1 was then

-, 3505 C‘d.
for less than 10 years which were ordered to b? fll}”.? 2551?: a
<3 - o o . <«
that I made a particuluar inspection of {he lands and 8¢ ¢ of land should be

A - rtain what exten
samo prepared with plans, &c., in order t0 ascertaln oreame 0 the gab-Collector

so made over to the Nainar. Aund then 1 submitted t me to contained or
e Tahsildar No. 15588

witl zi No. ..& r A v , : A
v my Arzi No. =, The Arzi of th - over kept back any inform= -
very same particulars. So it will be scc® that 1 nri‘\qte Moreover Muniyapp?’
ation from tho authoritics as sarmised by Mr. '.ctcd by the Collector

Naik’s appeal was, on the report of the Sub-Collectors ff] . No. 307, pecause 16

on which

I did not give all the abovo -particulars in my 1sb aik’s complainb il be

. , '
concerned only the points contained in Muniyappa 1;‘ L oftho Nainar
along I was called upon to report. That I was not 3 Ir1€ ,

gt LR,

L

e e e e i
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Qpparent from my recommerlation to cancel the assignment made to him of the
Cowle land. It will be seen from. the records that MMr. Tate has eventually
carried out my recommendation by getting this assignment cancelled. It is not

‘therefore apparent wherein I am to blame.

10. With regard to the omission jn my Arzi No. 307 to make mention
of one Subbaraya Nainar’s darkast referred to in the Sub-Collector’s query No.
2, 1 beg to explain that it was unnecessary to refer to it in my Arzi. -And, more-
over, I could not find any clue to the darkast which had been submitted to my
predecessor. It is unjust to attach any blame to me on account of the above so-
called omission. : :

11. Tn respect to the charge that I did not take any §eri01ls nf)tice
of the conduct of the village officers, I beg to submit that I did, ab first in my Arzi No.
307, recommend them for criminal prosecution. But the Sub-Collector wanted me
to submit punishment rolls that he might deal with them departmerftally . But 1
found all of them had been turned out of their posts except the Maniyam Munsift

. . 289
Raghava Nainar, which fact I duly brought to notice in My Arzi No. gz After-
wards I saw that Raghava Nainar was not to blame and as the real culprit, the

< . . 87
Karnam, was out of office, I brought this to notice 1n Iy Arzi No. sz A8 the

order last given to me was to submit punishment rolls, it was unnecessary to
rention the names of those who were out of office. The only man who was in
office was the Maniyam Munsiff, and as he was not primarily responsible for the
mistake, he was not recommended for a severe punishment, but was recommended
for a “black mark.” I need not say that in all these cases I had only to sub-

mit facts as they were, and it is for the higher authorities to deal with the -

delinquents as they thought fit.

» - 12, With reference to delay in submitting the revised Cowle darkast I
beg to explain that it was owing to circumstances beyond control. When Mr.

Horsfall's order No. —éfi—sggg was received, the old Karnam Gumastah bad abscond-

ed, and 3 months after, another was put in his place. The latter was quite new
to his work, and required time to take his own measurements of theland for the
preparation of the revised Cowle ; and then he could 1ot complete the work as the
Paimash and Land Registers had to be traced out in the District Munsiff’s Court
of Tirukkoilur, where they had been filed by the late Karnam in connection
with a Civil Suit. Shortly after, I and the Karnam were called dway for the settle-
ment of Fusli 1206. When the measurements were finally made by the Karnarza,
“we discovered a wrong inclusion by Narayanasawmi Nainar of some patta ﬁeld‘s in
his Cowle. Then he requested the Sub-Collector that the measurements might
be made by the Tahsildar to whom all the papers had to be forwarded. Bub the
Tahsildar took time, in consequence of which the work was thrown back on me by
the Sub-Collector. This was at the end of August, 1887. There then arose 2 dif-
ficulty in procuring the simultaneous attendance of the parties interested viz :—
Narayannsami Nainar, the Cowle darkastedsr, bis opponent Muniyappa Naik,
the Reverend Father Gabillet, a French Missionary holding fields ad]oml.ng th'e
Cowle darkast land and some other individuals. 1 specially prought to notice this

circumstance in my Arzi No. 2. Moreover, the village officers and myself were for

3 months together exclusively engaged in the preparation of the Fusliwar balance

g aatm
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accounts in the mew forms prescribed by the Board. By the time the

' measurements were completed by the Karnam, which was at the close of the years

I was taken ill and could only resume my duties in February, 1888, when, owing
to the accumulation of the work during my absence and’ ress, of , J amaa-
bandi* business, I could not submit my final report on tI;xe sgjised Cowle
dfarkast before the end of March, 1883. I beg apology for encroaching on the pre-
cious moments of Your Excellency. with such a lengthened account othhe delay in
the matter of a revised Cowle for a small extent of land, because I fear the wording

of Mr. Tate’s report might convey the impression that I have generally been ,

dilatory in the discharge of my duties.

13. In connection with this Cowle-assignment, I humbly beg to submit
B

~ that the Sub-Collector is disposed to bring home to me one and all the jrrecularities
: connected therewith, without reference to the party primarily respon"ibﬁa f;r the
3 ‘

same. Mr. Tate unfairly charges me with omission to report the fact of the Cowledar
having neglected to plant the prescribed number of trees. It ig t] ‘ ; ;OW f the
Revenue Inspector to report this to the Tahsildar on the eve of th ? uby . liin
the form furnished from the Taluk, whence the return isforwa ded (a;ma i lthe
Huzur. In connection with this sukject, Ibeg to bring to the I‘r?)mi y e(t:;t tc:)tice’
of Your Excellency in Council that the Tahsildar’s I*?nglish Iil&l-zi n;;; ;53 is

made up of two parts; that is, in the 1st part his statements coincided with those

contained in my Arzi No. 87. This the Sub-Collector initialed as havine been’
o

reccived by him on the 19th May 1883. But finding on a perusal of t| me
that it did not contain any points against me, Mr, T:te desired the Tahsl?ldsar °
append in the very same communication some paras fo suit his wishes which the
Tahsildar did below his first signature and dated the same 20th ideh undarneat}

And these two dates, viz., the 19th and 20th, will be found marked on the one ani]:
the same Arzi of the Tahsildar. I humbly beg to submit this anomalous proceoding
as one instance of the many, the Sub-Collector had adopted to ruin me, Tht:a
Sub-Collector charges me also with having reported favorably about the said
Narayanasami Nainar in the matter of a complaint brought against him b

his opponent Muniyappa Naik. The complaint was that the Nainar who Waz
contractor for the repair of a supply channel to a drinking-water-pond had
instead of merely deepening the channel made a straight cut on strect Poramboke
causing inconvenience thereby to the public. My report on this complaint was that
the straight cut was on Ményam land in which the channel is situate and did not
encroach on street Poramboke and did not cause any inconvenience to the public-
The Sub-Collector perhaps taxes me with not having reported that the straight
cut was contrary to the estimate. But I beg to submit that the estimate was nob
sent to me and I had no idea that such diversion of the channel was contrary t0

it. In this case therefore it will be clear that I had done nothing to favor

Narayanasami Nainar, but merely reported facts as gathered from my inspection
and enquiry in the ordicary course of my duty.

14. Another subject which has been taken up against me by Mr. Tate is
one that relates to my proceedings in connection with a Local Fund road. This
is a short road estimated to cost Rs. 1,000. It was sanctioned in August, 18387,
and given out on contract on condition that it was to be completed by the end of
November following ; but from circumstances beyond control it was not complebed
by the end of the official year as was expected ; and even then it was done so badly
that the contractors had to be recommended to be fined. I am herein blamed

* mention of it to the private maistry Darmasiva Madali,

| , ’ ' |
i 6 : o : 7

on three counts:—i. My measurements of the works done are not trustworthy.
ii. There is ground for presuming that I took loans from the contractors. iii. I did
not stir them up but allowed an unusual delay in the execution of the work.

15. The first count, I humbly beg to submit, cannot be maintained. The
Sub-Collector in asking* the Local Fund Engineer to report on the value of the % Letter No.
works done by the contractors, hints ¢ the Deputy Tahsildar to whom the ’work 221288
“was entrusted to be superintended could not be relied upon.” But the
Engineer does not cast any reflections on me. He finds from his measurements
the quantity of earthwork done to be- 8,345 cubic yards, and in my report it is
8,506 ; the difference of 161 cubie yards was because some of the pits were almost
filled up when Mr. Norfor took measurements six months later. Moreover

my statement in Arzi No.t 2% that the contractors had still to do earth-work 4 Adaressed to
6-7-88 . : President of the

to the extent 0o£1,000 and odd cubic yards is corroborated by the Engineer’s measure- Tindivanam
Taluk Board.

ments. And healso concurs with me in condemning} the road-dams. And €0 3 Vide bis let-
ter to the Sub-

T humbly beg to submit that the measurements are not untrustworthy as stabed G750 No,
by Mr. Tate. v_ . . , T80

16. That T took loans from the contiactors amounting in all to Rs. 87 is
amere assertion of the contractors with no proof. This story, Mr. 'T'ate was only too
eager to believe as the following extracts would show. In his letter§ to Mr. §No. "0
Swaminadha Aiyer Avergal, Head Assistant Collector, after noting that the con- enclosing " the
tractors, the Office Daffadar and the Clerk state that when the contractors brought Bon's statement
a petition¥ to Mr, Swamioadha Aiyer Avergal, they accused me of taking loans B]C:Il%ated 20th
from them, he (Mr.Tate) hints “I have personally no doubt that what the July 1885
“ petition Clerk, the Daffedar and the contractors say is true.”” But Mr. | No.—3
“ Swaminadha Aiyar says in his reply || “I cannot however say if the Aiyangars * = - 11450
“ then told me the reason why the Deputy Tahsildar had found fault with their ’
 exeoution of work. But I am inclined to think that it is not likely they would
“ have made any statement accusing the Deputy Tahsildar, for, firstly, if they
“ had done s0, I should certainly have received their petition, which they sent
“ by post the day following.” According to Mr. Tate’s admission, © whereas in the
 first petition no mention is made of the alleged loan, in the 2nd petition T after I 4 Dated 8tk
“had returned to duty the charge was brought.” This was because the 46 1688.
contractors knew that Mr. Tate was not well disposed towards me. Besides
during the enquiry, the contractors were recommended by the Sub-Collector for a -

* part-payment of Rs. 100 and actually paid thovgh the Sub-Collector himself had

been condemning their work. This circumstance must have induced t'he con-
tractors to please the Sub-Collector by bringing unfounded accusations @gamst me.

17  Asregards the npature of the evillence in respect of the loans_, it is '
not at all a3 “~ome. One of the contractors Krishna Aiyangar states that in my
presence he g. _.s720 to Ramaswami Aiyangal (his co-contractor) to ]oe ?mnded
over to me in &/o/vember, 1887. and that he afts rwards demanded at T.mdwanan}
repayment of the loans in April, 1888, when & [rivate maist_ry Darmasiva Mudali
was also present. I beg to submit that there is not a particle of truth in these
allegations. 1t is strange that Krishna Aiyangar should not have made the least
when both of them were re-
turning together to Gingee from Tindivanam in April 1888. Moreover the contractors .
could not account for their glaring omigsion to make mention of the loans. in th.en'
first petition to Mr. Swaminadha Aiyar Avergal, in July, 1888, and for their having
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made mention of it in their subsequent petition presented to Mr. Tate in August,
1838. Krishna Aiyangar deposes that I asked him for Rs 10 worth ot zhee and that
this was delivered by him to one Narayanasami Goundan for transmission to me:;
and the latter says that he sent it on to me by two of his servants who were not
examined. Yet Mr. Tate notes down that Krishna Aiyangar ‘“seems to be
« gpeaking the truth. His manner “is not at all that of an untruthful witness’;
while Mr. Tate has remarked with regard to the statement of Darmasiva Mudali
the private maistry that “ witness gave his reply in a very hesitating manner,”’
because he could not get him to say any thing against me. It will be observed
that the contractors were recommended by me to be fined both for their delay and
for their bad work. They were only too glad therefore to take advantage of the Sub-
Colloctor’s displeasure towards me to trump up a false charge of having taken loans

from them. Amirbek, the office Daffedar, simply deposes to the fact of the .

contractors appearing before Mr. S“jaminadha Aiyar with a petition and states that
he  does not know particulars of what those petitioners said”' As for the Clerk
Balakristna Row, who has stated that the contractors complained to Mr. Swami-
nadha Aiyar Avergal orally against me, Government will be pleased to note how
far his statement could be relied upon as at the time he was under the Sub-
Collector’s control. Thus your Excellency in Council will perceive that there
is every ground for believing that the loan affair is any thing but true.

18, As regards the delay in the construction of the road, I beg to
explain that the work was given out on contract in August, 1887, when Mr. ];ors-
fall was President of the Taluk Board, on condition that it was to be completed
by the end of November following. On the 22nd October, measurements
of the work then done were: taken and a bill for Rs. 212, submitted
by me for payment which was passed. But owing to heavy rains which then
flooded the country, the work could not be proceeded with. In January
18%8, in reply to a call and at the request of the contractors, I recommended thaf:
time might be given to the end of February 1888, which was accordingly allowed.
When Mr. Tate took charge in the beginning of March, I brought to his
special notice that as the official year was on the close, the balance payable to the
contractors on the completion of the work might be placed in deposit that it

might not lapse at end of the year. I also recommended that the contractors -

be fined for their neglect. On this Mr. Tate taxed me with delay in the execution
of the work. I humbly beg to. submit, as already stated, that the delay was
purely unavoidable. After my inspeetion of the work there was heavy rain for
two months together, or till the end of December. 1 was ailing from Dyspepsia
at the beginning of January; ‘Mr. Horsfall saw me and gave me privilege
leave for 15 days; and when I returned from the leave, I was ordered to attend
to the Malayanur festival which occupied me for more than a week, and then
I had to go to the Cusba statiop for Jamabandi where I had to stay until the
3rd March 1888. Mr. Horsfall & fully aware of all these circumstances. But
as soon as Mr. Tate took charge he wasin no good humour towards me as he

" was bent on ruining me. He only took exception to the delay in the construc-

tion of the road and did not choose to make any allowance for the unavoidable
causes explained by me.

i

19. T also beg to subicit that at the very commencement I asked for

" the help of a maistry in conpection with this road ; but it was not given me; and

that I should have becn allowed such ahelp is borne out by the remarks of the

' . B .
- The papers noted in the margin}i and cspocta‘;'-y the statements
* my communication No. "’“9?3238 showing a clear loss to

9

Lgcal Fund Engineer, Mr. Norfor, in his letter of 4th February, 1889, namely, that
“it was a pity that this work was given to Revenue Agency.” Ineed not
sExbmm here how many of the public works came to be delayed under exceptional
circumstances similar to the one under reference.

20.  As regards the remaining charges there are two which are blended
toggther., That is, I retained in employment against orders one Subramanya Aiyar,
Acting K_arnam of Kadappanandal, and some other villages, and further that Isup-
pf)rted his false complaint in respect of some concé‘aled cultivation, &c., against the
villagers of Kundalampat.. The facts of the case are :—With reference to an
endorsement* favored to Subramanya Aiyar by the Sub-Collector, I appointed *Dated1l-1-85.

Lim Acting Karnam of Kadappanandal and another village subject to approval.

_Mr, Horsfall, sanctionedt the arrangement with a proviso that the permanent + Owder Xo.
incumbent was to be produced when the villaées were taken up at Jamabandi then S obE
progressing. But no body appeared, and Subramangya Aiyar was ordered} to be 1 vide Jama-
re.ta.med for a year under the same conditions. Subsequently in August, 1886, one bf““d‘zgz Diary
Alyan'lperuma, Pillai, doing Karnam’s duly in a village of N orth Arcot, turned up as © 16386,

th‘e Mirassi Karnam and presented an applicationto me that his minor son Dorasami
P%llai, might be put in the room of Subramanya Alyar, with the aid of Ramasami

P‘lllai, as his Gumastah. Then the Taluk records had to be searched " with a

view to ascertain Aiyamperuma Pillai’s right to the Karnamship : this took some

weeks. And then as the Jamabandi of Fusli 1296 was close at hand the matter

was submitted to the Sub-Collector : but as Aiyamperuma Pillai did not put in

his appearance Mr. Horsfall desired§ me to report on the subject when the parties § pary No.
came up. And a last Aiyamperuma Pillai, and his son presented themselves 157 of Fusli 1295
befo-re me in November, 1887 and requested that Subramainya Aiyar might be

retained as their Gumasta, which arrangement I proposed in my Arzi dated 8th

D.ece.mber, 1887. And then the Sub-Colleotor wished to know how Aiyamperuma

Pm?»l came to lose his post and in reply to his refereace I referredf Mr; Horsfall, o on28th Feb-
to Lis Diary No. 157 of Fusli 1296, After some move correspondence with the,broery 18
Huzur, T recommended the further retention of Subramanva Aiyar, which was

approved|| with a prosiso to procure Aiyamperuma Pillai and ascertain his wishes. | Diary Mo

322 of Fusli 1207

I sent notice to him tlfrough tho Tahsildar of Polur in North Arcot for his appear- communicsted to,
ance by the 1st August, 1888, and even then Aiyamperuma Pillai did not appear ; Fos’dts. °°

and I had no alternative but to recommend** the further retention of Subra- ggzm No.
manya Aiyar for the conduct of business connected with the villages. } 568

_ 21. Then for the first time Mr. Tate took exception to Subramaniya
A}yar continuing as Karnam Gumasta and orderedtt the Tahsildar to remove i 2nd Septem-
lnfn at once. Mr. Tate contends that T ought not to have retained Subramaniya ber 1838,
Alyar because lie had brought false charges of chapivani (concealment of cultiva-
tion, &e.) against the village officers of Kundalampat and was also insubordinate
to the'Revenue Inspector. I beg to explain that Mr. Tate did not choose to be-
lieve in the chapivani, at the instigation of his office people who supported the

Revenue Inspector in his conduet to favor the village oflicers of Kundalamp.at.
1 forwarded with 1t Note of the

Ag. Deputy Tah-
Government of Rs. 150 prove sildar ou  Rev.
Inspector’s report

1} . PR t 26th Oct.
the fact of the existence of the chapévani, and show that the Revenue Tospector dated 26th Oct.

Samudravij : 1 i ijereen the village officers. The Diary No. 292 of
avijaya Nainar had been trying to ¢ g Diary Mo,

delay imputed to me by the Sub-Collector 1n regorting upon this chapdvani, was




ha

10
purely owing to the contumacy of the village officers who evaded me whenever I

found it possible to go to their villags, and further they had made away with the
Adangal account of Fusli 1295 whick wouid go to show the chapavani. They were

11

24, The delay of one year imputed to me in connection with this case is
an error. The matter was at first reported by me to Mr. Horsfall and it was only
when it was referred bac'c to me for some particulars, there happened some unavoid-

able delay and this was becanse Rangasami Pillai made himself scarce whenever I
went over to his village which isat a distance of some 16 miles (not 8 as noted
by Mr. Tate) from my head-quarters. About this contumacy on his part

I duly reported* to Mr. Tate who had then (March 1888) taken charge. Ihumbly o Jide A

. . . . . . 0. 101 dated 4ch
beg to submit that almost the whole of the proceedings in connection with this april 1sss.

,' _* Vide Diary ot in any way punished although 1 had brought® their conduct to the special
: . 322 of Fueli ) tice of the authorities in April 1883 at the tims of the settlement for Fusli 1297.
Then I was simpIy ordered to complete the Azimoish which Thad to do with the
help of my own peons as the village servants could not be got to do the work

properly. In connection with this chapivani I forwarded my final report on the

T e - =
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9th August 1883 regarding the concealed cultivation and also Kassar, that is, omis-
sion to charge water-cess. 1 could not then inspect the taxable trees which were
enjoyed free by the villagers as my health did not then permit of my inspecting
them which were scattered over a large avea; but I ordered the person then act-
ing for the Revenue Inspector to do the work as it was his dufy to attend to it
The Sub-Collector impugns the statement made in my Arzi confirming the truth
of the chapiivani brought to notice by Subramaniya Aiyar and mercly taxes Mo
with the delay which I could not help. Mr. Tate does not take any notice
of the wanton conduct of the Revenue Inspector in omitting to bring to light
the chapdvani made by the village officers. Thus Subramaniya Aiyar Wwas
removed from h;{s ActingI Karnam’s post for watching the interests of Goveri:
ment, while the Revenue Inspector was given promoti . withe
standing his conduct has been such as to connive I;t lossesoz) ;1‘1: g:if;fter, !

ot ffzgf. AnIO)thel‘ fault lmli)ultlcd tz me was that I had once recommended the
otting one Devasigamani Pills X . . .
ettlfﬁg of one Devasig iy al,t tctlﬁg Karnam of Tadagam, with a black
mark’ for serious omission on his part to bri -

P ring to account Kassar (water-cess) to

the amount of Rs. 127, while the pevimanent man wa :
. ¢ as reeco *aMmISs-
ed from his post. : mmeuded to be dismiss

23. I humbly beg to eiplain that Rang i P .
) asami .Pillaj ' A Jar-
nam Gumasta was at the time under suspension foor 'pofsis o, the permanet -

. .y . t,ent, 1 H ~Jers
when Devasigamani Pillai was made to act for him in Taq disobedience of oves

case took place during Mr. Horsfall’s tenure of office and Mr. Tate had only to
pass final orders on the subject. This was done on the 13th May 1888, when Mr.
Tate merely disapproved of my recommendation to let off Devasigamani Pillai
with a “black mark” and removed him from the Acting Kurnam office then held by
him. His sole object in raking up this frivolous charge so late as in November, 1888,

or fully siz months after its disposal once by him, was merely to swell the number of
charges against me,

25. - Another fault ascribed to me is a delay of 10 months in the disposal
of a Revenue suit brought by a Toti of Tadagam. This case was taken up and
disposed of by Mr. Swaminadha Aiyar Avergal, under date 22nd June, 1888, when
in charge of the Sub-Collector’s office. T have to explain that this case was referred
to me by Mr. Horsfall on the 26th May, 1€87, for report by arbitration by me and
the village Munsiff. Owing to the non-appearance of the parties “concerned, and
as the extent of the Tnam land involved in the suit had to be measured in their

-presence, no final steps could be taken by me till the 11th October, 1387.

Then ‘he parties agreed to come to an amicable settlement after consulting their
respective relatives who were not on the spot and this took ‘some time, after which
the Christmas holidays intervened; and then I was laid up for some time ; and
when I resumed my duties T had to go and attend to the sanitation of a feast at

Malayanur and then to attend to the Jamabandi of Fasli 1297. By the time
I r(?turned to my head-quarters the parties had come to an amicable settlement
which was in the middle of March, 1888, It is submitted that the complainant in

. . . 8 11 g t : \ ) : -
villages. He ben}g comparatively new to the work, h;galtr; agd in Cflour othrc;; '};l;c?si cx;rl;o W;‘? most affected by the delqy, n_mde ?olrepresentam%; 1fm tlfe s;lli)e
extent on the Maniyagar Velayuda Goundan for the conduct of tl ep‘eg todsox ° | i ou;s : 1less did Mr.. Horsfall take any motice 0 t}e sanlle. When 'mt .
happened that he omitted to bring to account the aboye Kassos ;:,? same an s.z : ““ o g 1reportchr the above settlement, Mr. Tate, with his usualanmnus ;iams 1\1}18 of+7 thAArIz)lr No. ke
the discovery of Kassar, &¢., in Vadagappundi and . 1n connection W h yer in charge, was satisfied vsflb 1 'be u‘ b o I 1
Rs. 600 and further as ho hadno motive ; e other Vﬂlages to the amount of ' , same on the 22nd June, 1888, without passing any remark about the delay. 1t wi
. a Rl motive M omitting the Kassar in Tadagam and a8~ ' t‘hus appear strange to Your Lordship in Council, that Mr. Tate should th'mk
I had every reason tobelieve that he was led to the mistgke by the M‘fni}"\o‘qr, 1 g  in Novemlor 1888 or after the lapse of siv months, of taxing me for the delay mna
i L] . < eyt . . . . .
thought that a *black mark” was a sulficient punishment for Lis unwitting error- simple case referred to me for arbitration. His object 11 80 doing, as ah'ea.dy sub-
But the case was otherwise with Rangasami Pillai, 7y, had boen doine 3\1 by in mitted, was mercly to multiply the number of my so-called misdemeanors 1n t-he’
the village for a good number of years, knew all the ing and outs and 1?0 had re- eyes of the higher authorities.

sumed bis duty in sufficient tlfne befo.re J amabundi and ought " to have brought this : is 26. Another charge is based on the fact of my having .purchased some

error on the part of Devasigamani Pillai tonotice, Moreover. there were other ‘ black and green gram worth Rs. 7 from one Gopala Aiyar, Maniyagar of Periya
. © . s . . ’ ’ X . .

serious charges against him of which the alteration of the Taram or class of some - - 4 _ Nolambai. The facts are; one Arunachala Alyar Karnam of the village, who

of the fields in Pottuvayi village stvod foromost. Tt was all these considerations owed a grudge to me complained that I got the gram from him und'er a,bthrg?t’.
that led me to recommend a heavier punishment in Rancasami Pillai’s case. After 1\:{"- Tate admitted the complaint but it Wwas taken up for enqury by A
i . oo dal B Lans ‘ Swaminadha Aivar Avereal in charee; and the latter being convinced that the
all it was a matter of opinion ; and } recommended tbe punishment which I thought . o J © ovr T, dismissed? the complaint with a .
the circumstances of the case warrented, and it was left for the superior officer 10 ' gram was actually purchased of Gopala Aiyar sedy 1 Ordor No.

cr . reproof ¢ » L dealings with'Gopala Aiyar who 1% of the 23xd
deal withit as he thought best. proof that L should not have bad any su¢ ° P July 1858,
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was a village Officer under me. It is however respectfully submitted that it i3
the practice in the Mofussil to obtain articles that may be required from village
officers on payment. This system of village officers supplying on payment has been
recognised as proper by the authorities. But in February, 1889 or fully six months
after when all the office records were being ransacked for all the available faults
against me, Mr. Tate purposely re-opens this complaint of Arunachala Aiyar and
after a farce of an enquiry he gives the records of enquiry into my hands desiring
me to offer my explanation thereon. I begto submit that the evidence in the case
shows that the requisition for the gram was not made to Arunachala Aiyar
but to Gopala Aiyar who sent over my cl.lib calling for the gram to Arunachala
Aiyar, as the former had no pulse with him. This chit was submitted by

Arunachala Aiyar to Mr. Tate with his complaint and was perused by Mr. Swamina-

dha Aiyar when he held the enquiry into the case andthat gentleman haddismissed
the complaint as he considered that there was nothing serious about the matter ;

. because it was proved that I had paid for the gram. I beg to submit that

Arunachala Aiyar wanted to make it appear that I got the gram from him under
a threat to deal with him severely in the matter of g5 tree cut down by him
which was then pending before me; and he gives the date of the threat as the
13th or 14th April 1887, but the village Munsiff’s report about the misappropria-
tion of the tree was received by me on the 19th idem or nearly a weel ajler;
and so Arunachala Aiyar’s allegation about the threat falls to the ground. Simi-
larly his assertion that I got up a false case against him in conncction with @
darkast, because he demanded payment for the gram, is also false, as it 13
clear that the complaint about thg'darkast was lodged before tho Sub’- Collector
on the 4th April, 1887, or fully a fortinght previous to the supply of the gram
which is alleged to have been made on the 92,4 idem. Mr. Tate has not
probably noted - these glaring inconsistencies in his ea"ern.ess ;;0 lean all
possible matter that might enable him to work my ruin, 8 g

27. The"only remaining fault against me, as I believe. on the file of the
cases Mr. Tate has brought to notice is one that relates t-:) an ';ssio'nmeﬂt
of certain lands without obtaining the Sub-Collector’s emﬁssion ‘ I ti)eO‘ to
explain - that one Chap Gouse Moideen Sahel ocecu ;I;d about . 3 ca;nies
of wet land in the village of Sennalur purchasedp from a non-resident
pattadar Appaswamy .. Pillai. This was put to sale in 1883 at a so-called
public auction, because no payment of the kist due on it w;xs f0m;d credited
in the Maniyagar’s accounts, but as nobody bid for the fields owine to the
intrigues of the village officers it was. bought in on behalf of Goézmment-
Subsequently tll_léa land was included by the Village Officers in t:he ﬁeld'wm' memo Of
darkast No. 5357 tendered for Fasli 1294 by the said Saheb and another and its
d'_isposa,l was pending. Butas the' fields were bought in for Government, permis-
sion for their re-sale was obtained in the ordinary c%urse, When, however, the 5210
commenced, it became manifest that the assessment due on the land bad been
paid up by the occupier who raised objections agaiust the sale. I then ordered the
salo to be stopped and permitted thé holder to occupy the land pending the receipt
of formal orders from the Huzur £4¢ the issue of the required patta to iim. I had
marked this subject for report to the Sub-Collector in due course; but oWibg
to wanton mneglect on the part of  Venkatachella Naidu (my office Gumasta), since
removed, the required orders were omitted to be obtained. Mr. Tatemakes a ci‘-Pital
out of this unwitting omission. He says that I have set at naught the orders

-
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of the Huzur for the re-sale of the land and that I wantonly permitted Chap
Grouse Moideen Saheb to re-occupy the land without getting the Sub-Collector’s
sanction. Mr. Tate intends thereby to attach a bad motive to me. 1t 1s for Your
Excellency’s noble Government to judge whethér'I had acted properly or otherwise

in not executing the orders for the re-sale under the circumstances of the case;

- and whether I would not have been taxed with a want of discretion, if I had carried
out the orders of the Huzur which were issued in ignorance of the real facts of
the case. The papers show that T had no ‘bad motive either in stopping the sale
or in allowing the holder to re-occupy the lard., Itis submitted that the Sub-
Collector has taken no notice of the conduct of the subordinate who conducted the
first sale and that no credit is allowed nie for having brought to light the mal-
practices of the village officers whose object was first to misappropriate the Kist on
the land and then to purchase the same in the name of their kinsmen. I acted in a
bona fide manner in first seeking* permission for the re-sale of the land and
at once stopping the sale when I found out the nefarious transactions connected
with the original sale. This I had noted in the Jamabandi Diary No. 344 of
Fusli 1294 under date 11th J uly 1885, for the information of the Huzur
authorities pending the receipt of formal orders for the cancelment
of the sale and the grant of putta to the holder Chap Gouse Moideen Saheb.
The proceedings connected with the above land took: place in 1885, and they are
now questioned and entirely misrepresented simply with the object of n;aking up
a serious case against me. It appearsto have been so dragged into light with

the help of Sundaresa Aiyar on whom my post whs conferred when I was on sick
leave and it was thought I woyld not return. . |

4 28. I humbly beg to repeat that I afn‘—irénorant of most of the. charges
brought against me, as I was furnished with 'co;;y ¢f the first three only, and the
construction placed on them by Mr, Tate, whether borne out by the records or

based on his own impressions in his voluminous report about my conduct, which -

18 a sealed packet to me. My application to the Collector for a copy of Mr. Tate’s
report was endorsed that I should apply to the Board of Revenue as it was then
pending before them.
Friday, the 14th Instant, I was told by that gentleman that all the papers connected
with my case have been sdnt up to Government for final orders with a recommenda-

or of the substance thereof. I have endeavoured to give my explanations to the
above charges which I believe ag far as I could gather from the proceedings
conducted against me by Mr. Tate during a period of nearly four months to
be those which are contained in the Sub-Collector’s report. The above explana-
tions are in addition to those already furnished by me to Mr. Tate and now on
record, I believe, forming enclosures to his report. But if, in guessing the nature
of the above charges, I am far from the mark and if there are others on which
Government, may wish to hear me, I beg that they will condescend to give me an

- opportunity of explaining my conduct with reference thereto before passing th.eir
.final orders in my case. I humbly_beg that Your Excellency will, before passing

any orders, be pleased to peruse the answers given by me to Mr. Tate’s questions
and the explanations then submitted to him as these will furnish satisfactory rea-
sons for the one-sided charges which the Sub-Collector might have made against

| me in his report.

lector’'s endorse

But when I saw Mr. Hammick, the Board Secretary, Ol ment no, 8443

encl\{')sed.'.“ TL; 47*1 .
tion for dismissal ag proposed by Mr. Tate along with my petitions of the 15th and ddnnl bt £ .,
19th October, 1889, to the Board asking for a’ copy of the Sub-Collector’s report KML‘Z Y v

.

®  Arzi No. 45
dated 20th March
1885.

+ Vide Col

212:59
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Vide para. 4
aupra.

Vide para. &

BUpra.

Vide para. 6
supra,

Vide para, 8
£0 13 supra,

*

Vide paras,
}14 to 19 supra,

Vide  paras,

20 and 21 supra,

Vide puara, 22
" to 24 supra,

Vide pira, 23
auprn.
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99. Tt will be seen that of the charges noted and explained above —

I. The alleged fact of my having been absent from the station for
whole days and having drawn pay for this period as ex-officio
Sub-Registrar is not belicvable.

11. My omission to report the overstay by Desikachari, Traffic Clerk,0f hi3
sick leave was due to the absence of any rules at the time and was
not considered blamable by Mr, Ilorsfall in 1845.

ITI.  Asregards the entry of a wrong date in a darkast for land, it 13
purely an oversight and Mr. Horsfall was satisfied with 0¥
explanation thercon.

- IV. My proceedings in connection with a Cowle-assignment 13 alzo @

subject with which Ihad to deal during Mr. Horsfall's tenur® f?f
office. And the animus of Mr. Tate in conncction thm'ewith‘ i3
scen from the faci of the Tabsildar’s English Arzi to Lim contain-
ing fwo parts with fwo dates, the one giving facts as they are and

. . sase Mre
the other, unfounded remarks against me in order to please s

-Tate.

v M .- . . vy -ork
V. Regarding my conduct in conncction with a Tocal Fund road W€

: . SN vith
I amin no wiseto blame as my measurements coincide ‘

! . . . at
those taken by tho-Engineer, Mr, Norfor, notwithstanding tha

Mr. Tate had hioted to him that 1 could not be relied upon. .

The Head Assistant Collector, Mr. Swaminadha Aiyar, did nob
believe that I took any loans from the contractors of the above

road although Mr. Tate hinted to him also that he  had personally

no doubt in the matter.” The de'ay in the construction of the
road without the help of any professional maistry was caused DY
circumstances beyond control.

u . . - y niva!
VI Another charge is that I retained against orders one Sub amam‘\]
1 N M snechet !
Alyar as Acting Karnam. “The whole of the proceedings corne cte

1 1 : . . : f
with this case took place in the ordinary course durng the time ©

: H . .~ from
Mr. Horsfall and the said Subramanya Aiyar was removed fro?

his post by Mr. Tate for being faithful to the interests of Gover!
ment.

let

VIL. That one Devasigamani Pillai was recommended by me to De 1
e

off with a simple “black mark,” was because he was new to t
‘village and the fault was not wholly his, he having been misled b,
the old Maniyagar and he had rendered also good service t0 Gov-
ernment. The delay in this affair has been fully explnined.

VIII. Another charge i3 the delay in the enqniry and settlement of
(Revenue suit) czse brought by a Toti. The IHead Assistant

15

Collector Mr, Swaminadha Aiyar was satisfied with my P"Ocesd'v
ings in the case. This matter has been merely raked up by lh'

Tate like the others.

O\?

Vide [para. 26

o \ or vor .7 from
IX. Auother charge was that [ pmchaaed some gram worth Rs 71 s,

a Maniyagar. Mr. Swamnadlia Aiyar was satisfied that the gl;}m
was actually bonght for mouey. This was3 also raked up by Mr.
Tate six months after simply to scrve his purpose.

X. The last accusation is that I did not execute the orders of
the Tluzur for the re-sale of certain land. This was becm}se the
Huzur had at first issued the orders under a wrong 1mpression.

30.  Tappreliend that Mr. Tate h{-LS also placed my conduct in a bad hight

in connection with some trees whicli I was charged by Mr. Wallace 1n 1876 with

having misappropriated. [ beg to submit that it wasset up by the then Su_b-
Division Sheristadar, Kanakasabliai Mudali, and a report thereon to my prejudice
wassent up to Mr. (now the TTon’ble) J. H. Garstin, theu Collector of the Distric.t.
But that gentleman reported that I had no bad intention in the matter, and on tl.ns
the Government acquitted* me. In conclusion I beg to bring prominently to notice
that the Sub-Collector had been trying to make up a number of other charges ; but 3
when he found from my answers and explanations that there was no use in report-
ing them, hemight bave omitted to make mention of them. Particularly in his judg-
ment in Criminal Appeal No. 46 of 1883, the file of the Joint Magistrate, Mr.
Tate made several severe remarks about = _ proceedings and repor ted against me
to the Collector (District Magistrate) in Lisletter 183 of 1888. My explanation in
that case given on 29th November 1838 must have convinced the Sub-Collector
that there was no foundation for Lis own remarks against me. In another
case al<o (Calender case No. 27 of 1833 on the file of the Ginjee Sub-Magistrate)
the Sub-Collector had made many remarks unfavorable to me (vide Sub-Col-
lector’s letter to Collector No. 182 of 1883); but as he must have found from
the judgment of the Sessions Court in an appeﬂl in a connected case ns well as from -
my explanation given on the 4th December I888 that his remarks were unwarrant-
ed, the Sub-Collector must have dropped that matter altogether. These facts
will show how much Mr. Tate was prejudiced against me and how he tried every
possible means to find jault with me. The opinion of such an officer should be re-
ceived with considerable caution and I very humbly solicit that the Government
will not be carried away by the severity of Lis strictures against me as he bore no

small animus and was bent upon my removal from service.

31. Under all the cireumstances stated in this petition, more especially
as Me. Tate’s main object was to shelve me in order to make toom for Sundaresa
Aiyar, his protege, as is evident trom the fact of his having, in May, 1888, desired
me through the Tahsildar of my Taluk to retire from the se.rviqe, and from the
fact of Mr. Tate having procured the permission of the Collector by wire—as if
great interests were at stake—to suspened me just on the 28th November 1838,

vide para. 27

BUPTA.

* Vide G. 0.
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the day after the expiry of my sick leave when he was surprised and

chagrined to find that I came to resume my duties against his implied wishes,

and his endeavours to place throughout every possible misconstruction on all my

. : proceedings and to throw insinuation about my conduct to other officers who had ' l
to dea1 with me in certain important points, I humbly beseech that your Lordship

g in Council may not be led, as the Acting Collector and the Board were, by
the contorted view taken by Mr. Tate with the object of ruining me, and that e
Your Excellency be graciously pleased to do justice to me (your poor peti- - ;

tioner) who is for the last 16 months wunder suspension pending enquiry, By ‘ J ‘f'

ordering my immediate restoration to the service with all arrears of pay. I had ]

i?szf gém%}i:gxg l;zs;n gﬁzgzge:;fiz::;:g:{, ;0:0’"%;7;‘: Z;CZ%S ?a(;t;l,.:zirs:f azx;li conducted myself without .
some breake. ne SeVCI’al‘Ofﬁgers ;

. whomn 1 . :

had the honor to serve, as copies of testimonials herein enclosed?viﬁz'sﬁggry é)‘ﬁ”{{f{w {#“{ i

Lordship in Council. ' A ?{Q)fca /4“7 .

| For this act of mercy and justice I, as in duty bound, QM{“" "";7,' "
) . - . i [l Dy

SHALL EVER PRAY. kofaud.
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