:véﬁﬁ'é“ ““(189\5 ) Departmenc

0

GO No.g/7

/- \/ ?
Conﬁdentml Ho, ;, e

DATED 3d 7@”“‘-” /% :

e

[Despatch Abstract ]

%M»ﬁ«f&wm ;)5 w&%«. péw%:

| 7 L% ﬁ‘u/ z(//,z"[défn M‘*’M”m«w& :».._'
WM&TJ An. Wﬂéfk,&\/*%“ **[34&»*4,,@ /V/ /ﬁi%n{z
M /u *{ ‘.21//‘3% "tﬁ‘{ 4 / $ %w:«wa, ¢q | .

W oy

T \:'\
. i



drvenie Loard Offive,
(Land Revenue),

e T T g
. — K

111 P i § e Coa . A 2~




ol

B

-

il B0 Lpnlk (Pg

Pl P Y S P2

o ¥

e JORE

e

bl 8 Az 2

b]

R

-t

g e AW

e




l \ T o~ N o . : \ N
1.0, ‘»Lo, Department,» ¢ . Date. G.0. \ No B
o . L ' : - N 1 B ,
e o v ’ |
O. [ . ‘ ’ . . ‘), . ) R
' . ' REvENUE DEPARTMENT.

] - ‘ ~» - ‘CurrentrNAQ- : ———, //m /é."( {’»
S S L Ty




O.» Noj'z
) [/Jnéz:,\ ﬁ«»“‘ Z\a_,...é /7_)5/%4““41
;/L«—zz::"P'—"Z A c"l | M/\ ~ ekl
Lo i/ -
"_"‘-'Ji e~ /7““’9’ . bk J1s, |
0. '
B /{ ﬁtm A&é_._. J{J/'“‘z

"/‘ ja% (_?‘._‘___ ~/<_ 2&4_%\
|
f

/)‘ /Z‘VZEZ/C/\’MAVC;%

oS oc,g £ 2

4/{'\‘._4 *—(/cﬂ't..‘..c-.,c ﬂf/\c‘ut,,

; /«A\% Mf‘.}w‘_'
}Myﬁu% .

‘ifc;__‘ru\éﬁ.,/‘m.,__c—ﬁ

N Srte o5y, KK B

f}\ Al & f’l’rrw ARl Do
éf . / /z::.wg -s/@c:?a:,._

kmwil S, zv:x <o

"k ot o 9T TE Aegie, &

mm#mdw

"LA,/Z':«, AVC:,\//L@

L’?"LM“VC-‘./LM

1" f‘Zw ﬁwaJ /\ ot 4/47‘__\

rd ‘ ’
Py e v - aendiia s b 48l R ST O

f‘_‘_’ P 7«;‘«&2:‘.,% 'ZZ...'
/«47,..) A u\m

|rime 7 m@d&¢

HMAWC""'?‘“’Q&»L

Aot oo

/‘A‘ /LV“—‘/( | MM

A ~Frmace al




" | o o  TOR OLDLﬁ Q
Plstan: A e <o |
?

| o , 3 ' . i )y |
| T 7"““3 R S 7 ;._az“.‘“_* |
|

Z‘~/‘c-7c/a..; \—(C% A Ao . C '

’1&“’%«44‘3“4. 2l o '.‘ri

L Ges mc«..d\/ﬁt—\ A AMQI
Lo “amnéa A 2, 44—7\ . —_—

‘“"C /‘wf‘.ﬁ’@%@«
7{\“‘.““’ mafﬁ«-ﬁcﬂd% s Aos 1L /MW 1
%’Z‘Z%zﬁ.@\ A, - fé‘%ﬂ,.p///m crdlasicfe I lecr |
f N o AT B aL I /m/ loeer e 8D b
L ok T Mty e S Mo gD, A2

: W? A L e e felide ot Pt i Il
! : S — i
; N 7 ! ‘ 74,/ 1 ULl , W4 y Faedefe, | {

-

e S S o et A WW _

S SR ”&Mg,;fm/h
% D e e M%«%




Ny

FORT ST. GEORGE, : '\\
S 1898 g
ey 3 a

11' S - |

|
1
‘/LM' -

Lotz fois teae e T
Zc«c(c&z::'.'., e

Az e T 2o e~ A

n o

‘//:waézzﬁ_&l Fo - 1

e S S PN L




.(\»\

Y A dha b s lEE ‘{&’ TR o TR G TR T o e

et

s -~
i —

- o -

. *V»:‘,“' . . | _

+ Boarp oF Revexve (Lasp Revesue), 14t Drcemser 1892, No. 717.

NP I e
. -

CONFIDENTIAL.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE
’ (Laxp REVENUE). .

A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq.,
Malabar and South Canara, to the Secretary

] : sstor Revenue Settlement and Director of the Depart-
ﬁ?ezteogofﬁﬁsﬁ;f;ﬁﬁ aﬁ Agriculture, dated Qllel-palcherl, 30th April

1892, No. 161 :— o

: <tmas holi I had the honour of representing in person
During the last Christmas holidays e ond o some Members of the

to His Excellency the Right Honorable the Gove :
Board certain fa)(r:ts, shoxging the. hostile. attitude that had been adog?tedtflovtvards
. mo and the Settlement Party in this district and the grave Obzg‘:cllci{n 3 ‘Zlas
>* Leing placed in the way of Settlement operations in the Walawan i & uk. nHl.e
7th January 1892, I received, through the Private Secretary to t 13t Ot;’]erriIor, blS
Excellency’s commend to represent whatever I had to complain of ¢/to the Member
y P hat I had taken this .

of the Board in charge of the SettlementI I].)ell)éll‘tﬂifnté;t’?ting t
50 i ] m His Excellency. .
courso under instructions reccived fro d, I have the honour to submit the follow-

. N . - . an
In obedience to this gracious comm {11 be so good as to forward them,

ing facts and to request that the Commissioner wi .
with his remarks, zgt the carliest possible date, for the favour of the early consider-

: s i i "he facts proved by
ation and orders of Ilis Excellency the Governor in Council. The fac 1

the public records, copies of Whic}?rare herewith submitted, throw cqpilde:.able lf)glht
on certain matters which are, I believe, at pI:esent un.der t.he 1conbl er:r ;ocr:) 1;)1 dt I}e
Government. I should, therefore, feel exceedingly obliged if these PaiP o with he
forwarded at once to the Government for favour of consideration along with the

other matters referred to. I much regret that I have been unable to submit thig-

clier, | . s is aware, until lately my time was wholly
report earlier, but, as the Commissione o unt crfti)crisms—the was wholly

occupied in submitting my reply to certain very he
ninelmonths’ incessan% ing:astiga};ions conducted without any refcrence'l;co llrxl'e_h—ing ,
since then 1 have been fully engaged in disposing of my current wor d vz 1ch ha
ohecessarily fallen into “arrears. 1 trust, however, that this pape:‘i and 1ts appen-
“~dices may reach the G8vernment before any final orders are passed.

2. When it was contemplated to extend the operations of this PathY to the
Walawandd taluk, I requested the Collector, of Malabar in my liettez I\f)‘°k!692’
dated the 24th February 1891 (copy of which forms Appendix 1), o indly
instruct the Divisional Officer of that taluk, as also the Tahsildar, Deputy Tahsildar
and Subordinate Revenue Officials to render the members of this party 21l possible
assistance and to furnish me with such records, accounts or information as.ma
from time to time be required for Settlement purposes.” In 1’91%1)’; gz)e Collector |
informed me‘in a post-card, dated the 27th February 11894, ‘?.h d%-P./Genl.
(copy of which forms Appendix II), that a copy of my ether. a ; ©en com-
-municated to the Special Assistant Collector, Malabar, for the issue of necessary

orders.”

Reap—the f()ll().wing letter from
Special Settlement Officer,

#
AR



, No. 717.

3. The operations of thi
the 2 . . V1S party were exteng
I liisJ;((li jtlgazﬁz 'Iliuglljé’il?irzlxi (1)Ifl t’i‘}’t It)ri)u(igedings N o.e;lﬁg(ll t((l)attg::f t\]Valla';vlaxi\dId t]a o o
of him and hig subordinatas at taluk detailed instruczio 1@ 17th March 15.591;
. to facilitate t) 18 as to what was re d
of my P e pro quire
Nofnél a‘;‘t’ggdtllfllegs'zzbcx'e quoted formed .API?engirfsflfft the Settlement, A cop,
thi ’ 1 Apri] 1892, which I 0 my letter to the Boar(r
18 report. idered alon 't]’
: g with

4. A few days after ¢ . :

before the instryes: * the receipt of m Proceedin,
offoi, fgrla?grcigf;s;nt:ﬁrem ((:iontag(rlled cogld be cox;:ﬁfniiggf tl'eﬂﬁ-r(id to and
of the Wa] ‘ 1on and guidance, as desired 0 all the village
the Pondn; tapup. 20 Viz, MR Ry. T. Kunhambse 23,79 the then Talsildor
aluk, where he is now rendering every $r8al, was trangferred to

operati i . ssiste .
poravions of this party in progress in that taluk, andaqmt‘mce to facilitate the ag

Val ¢ "
alawandd taluk by the present Tahsildar, M.R.Ry. § an‘;ﬁ? SIIICCCOded in tho
. a DPattar Avergal,’

who had bee : v

time Settle(:ngnngggt'Tahsudar and Tahsildar of WJ;'naad durj '

former Tahely. perations were in Progress in that {ract D INg & portion of the

requi Ty 1t was only necessary for the Supervigor 1o <8 the time of tho
qurements of this party were to enlist his ] ' ooor ¢ i

ensure his issui ' . .
will be seen frorrrllg'c}tl}e;ec;1 eicessafry..orders immediately ¢, the vi]] tie matter and
with their trandaticns folx)' rgstl?e fiust ?rdcrs, which are iy Vcrr:?;c a]‘go scrvants, as

Y rs ; . Nacular ic

II){rgn?easr:;zlu was the 1 ahsildar of the “(f)gllz; papers of Appendix | II. s’ 1{:::},, 2’:';’[];’
gre: satisfactorily ; I;;It, with the . 8 of thig I",m.t);
T the most senoxist ?bstlruction oI;éfx:in:O l]?l‘“i]dary thoso
. \ 8 8 Moy "ar-
set Torth some of the mogt n-]alr(i)sfrun“ .
r, dated the 19th 3 glaring cases.

\ 1Ch appears to . larch 1s
transferred to Pondni, and’ of whicl lﬁl;}l?o]:m:tthog;lea that 1,0 isﬂllloldqgé %Olfgi;egc;lc;g
; . ! 18 W¢

18 a copy, the former " 1o y
amsams that ¢ detailed Lahsildar Informed tl‘xe Ad]likarr)iz:)pgllls formmg Afl "pendix

and that, until thoge certai
: . instruet , : .on certain
.I(])‘:}t;ure of flhehasmstance Which fhey "¢ Toceived, they sho Mrer}tlm: fnformation
cers and the time tak e a book the

lassifiers to 1t.” " 10 the S, \
Tahsildar werg.thosrcl;légntai di Bet the “‘.gnﬂtusrt‘ts“'(?? );l]::
1891, and e in my I’roceedings No. 1 1 the algy, order of tho

as they were stateq t
transf_erred f-rom o talute WO(:I ll(ieb::nrcllotr Preparatioy w].’@natt?dtthe 17th March
: . atur "

a“); SZ‘:}:IPOSed that the;l ﬁg‘i]l(cllmi avo
1 c}‘l'tllrgo of his offico : i)ul:tc
d clapsed from )¢ (b]la;lgz;"gﬂ tlho 1844 Jh’aj;

10 Proceedine
rfeet] Y awarg thut( gc::]tll%s-‘

_ o
Stess and that t]e delay § i
N 1ssuing the ingtry ti
struction was

most prejudicial to Settlement
sildar 2 ey e oweoment work, copy of ins :
e b, Y o i e v
C anslation’ \eler .
%)r:arlsl;)nalll)y aske 1 this Tahsildgy wsh;t l(l)lré ii(;:gls AchndiX ,IHL(?OCnce OnI\ - No. 705
i ¥ Broceedings No, 1961, datoy oo he ot 1ssued t},q in
1shed himself to draft the tr 2o 17th
d that he
a ayalam ang®
Myankulam ), t]lll(o

sildar ha(d not

the 26th May 18 ° , .

orders he mi}éht }91;‘7(:(1')&}171 e(g \;Vhlch forms Appendix 1V Proceeding8 No, ,329 ¢

Instructions contained i 0 the villag, officials in Jjg taluk i mit copios of an

this the Tahsilday replied in L; , dated thy o< 11 obedience to the

(copy of whi his ary; © 17th Mapc] ,

his Giroular N 208 Appendix V), i hor C-&D., dateq guiich 18917 1
1s circular No, 705 C.&D ’hwlth which he v 1 28th May 1891

that he had 1, w ot only a copy of
: 1¢h both his

i s i,
e

g e

- their translations form Apy

-

3
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predecessor in office and himself had issued from time to time in comphance‘
with the requests made by the Supervisor. Copies of these orders form Appen-
dix III (1) to (10). By sending me copies of these latter orders which he had not
been asked to send along with the copy of his circular instructions, which alone
he had been asked to send, the Tahsildar induced me to believe that the latter had
been issued to the village officials just as the former had been ;’but this was not
the case, for on my receiving on the 31st May 1891 the Tahsildar’s arzi, dated the:
28th idem, No. 1287 C.&D., and its enclosures above referred to, I circulated a
vernacular order on the 1st June 1891 to the Menons of 27 of the 64 amsams of
the Walawandd taluk, in which alone classification work was then in progress, -
directing them to note in the lists which I the1:ew1th sent the dates on which thgely
Lad received the Tahsildar’s circular, No. 705-C.&D., dated the 18th May 1891.

‘It would appear from those lists received back from the Menons with the dates

> 1 i cether with copy of my vernacular order, and
thetr Cranelation? fores Wht((};’d'i(gb\?l) that most of the said 27 Menons had not -

‘received the Tahsildar’s circular at the time he wrote his arzi, dated the 28th May :

d me to believe that the said circular

" 1801, No. 1287 C.&D., by which he induce o e ke date of that arzi and that

~ February 1892, to report on the said Menon’s al

. . o : 1'
fiad been issucd to all the village Ofﬁcﬁﬁe time my circular of the 1st June 1891

‘ Ived 1 a .

issuod the circular to all the Menons of his taluk; but, from t%le fﬂ:?t;hgfrghis&{imgn
of one of the amsams of his taluk, stated 1n & written explanatio u desamwa);
him so late as the 8rd November 1891 regardlng his fallurehtOTPi'ZIﬁdar who had .
accounts, that he had never received the circular and that the “ah i

‘ wdines No. 2417, dated the 20th
been expressly requested at para. 8 of my Pmclﬁéﬁi??ﬁ, has not yet done 50, though

. i No. 2598, dated the -
he was reminded of the fact at para. 2 of m frflfgeg;?gscircular ha;; not up to

h 1892, 11 ason to believe tha .
?ii?(;i bl\(f:rfci;sued by th;a';Zhrseilcsl(zir to all the Menons, though all the Classifiers have

now left the taluk! Copies of the written explanation of 1tlhte pﬁrtllc;}:rw?tflfr;ﬁg
above referred to and of the significant correspopdence Whch 00d vgith oy Tetaon
Tahsildar on the subject have already been submitted to the Boar T tort 1
No. 61, dated 7th April 1892, from which and from the faCtE {?tle oot case of
trust tl’lat the Board and Government will be pleased to see that th

. . . i t he deliberately
the Tahsildar’s misconduct, of. which I have to COH(;E]::IE’ ::hit(l:f I ]had expressly

delayed for about two months to issue the instru O e ats of the operations

asked him to issue to all his village subordinates in e
of this ;);r'ty ; that, when after the lapse of two months he chose to take some action, -

he did not “issue the instructions to all the Menons of his .talukl; tzﬁ:’wﬂﬁ itlllll: :
omission was found out and he was questioned on the subject, tl]e Moncns: and
manner to mislead me to believe that they had been issued to all d fe was ask’ed to
that, when this belief was subsequently found to belerro?eous anthan four months
explain, he deliberately refrained from answering though 13011'6 was subsequently
have elapsed since he was first asked for his 9xplanat‘10n anc 16 ¢ the instructions
reminded of it on no less than three occasions. The Objeﬁt . so as to prevent
was to explain to the village servants what was required of ¢ em(,)f the Tahsildar’s -
them_being able to plead ignorance, which, in c}(l)tr;lstequence delay and friction
énezlctlion, tlhey f:lons’cantl):1 ddid. The Tahsildar sought to cause
7 succeeded. . :
" ée 1g*lfjct)a:zlc)ipIC'c)tsef‘.lf:-c'l‘lcleenext case of the Tahsildar’s mlscond}lCt fg,htlﬁg gpz};:ltli:s:
forth is the following :—From the 7th March 1891, ¢.e., five day5s ’(Elll April 1891, s.e.,

f this party were started in the Walawan4d taluk, up to the 1
gbout apmoglrth after he received my Proceedings No. 1961, dated the 17th March

1891, in which he was asked to issue certain instructions to all 711115.}:/1}112}53;31 li?gt
dinates with a view to facilitate those operations and ‘gltth rh:a Tahsildar was
comply even partially until after two months from thatb 2; ?{umerous complaints

- engaged in submitting to his Divisional Officer bekind my ‘:cof obtaiming ¢ sanction
against the Classifiers of this party, with the alleged obJegd ik for ?zssz'sh'ng o
for the appointment of Gumastaﬁ Mecnons in Walawan .



arty.””  These complaints appear to have been submi
the Divisional Officer, without any reference to me, to the Collector Whostlzlhg'léifgnliy-

also without any reference to me but on the ipse dizit of this Tahsildar—passed his
Proceedings Ne. 339-R/Genl., dated the 8th May 1891 (copy of which has already

my letter No. 648, dated the 7th July 1891). In these Proceedings, the Collector
stated that ‘all the necessary assistance must be rendered to the Settlement
officials by: amsam officials, as prescribed in the Madras Settlement Manual,” and
that ‘“‘the Board of Revenue had disapproved of the appointment of Gumastah
Menons except in cases of absolute necessity and no such necessity was found to
exist in the P4lghat taluk whére Settlement operations were lately in progress.”

He also added: ¢ At the same time from the numbers of complaints received ong 5

the subject, there appeared to be ground for considering that the Classifiers took
undue advantage of their position.and demanded more than legitimate assistance,”
and I was therefore requested to ‘“issue strict injunctions o m subordinates
against the detention of amsam officials longer than was absolute y requisite for
carrying out the work of Scttlement.” ;

To the above Proceedings of- the Collector, I replied in my letter No. 283,
dated the 13th May 1891 (copy of which has also been alrcady submitted to the
Board as Appendix R to the memorandum submitted with my letter No. 648, dated
the 7th July 1891), in which I thanked the *Collector for having dirccted the
amsam officials to render the Settlemént officials all the necessary assistance as
prescribed in the Settlement Manual ; brought to his notice the fact that I had
already informed the Tahsildar—a fact concealed by the Tahsildar—in my
Proceedings No. 162, dated the 21st April 1891, an extract from which I sent thio
Collector, that there was no necessity for appointing Gumastah Menons ; pointed
out the advantages that would accrue to both the Revenue and Settlement Depart-
ments by the permanent Menons assisting the Classificrs ; brought to notice the
general tendency on the part of the village officials to prefer, and on the part of
certain Subordinate Revenue Officials to support, wholly groundless complaints
against Settlement officials ; intimated my ignorance of any instance in which the
Classifiers “ took undue advantage of their position and demanded more than
legitimate assistance ”’; and expressed my desire to be furnished with the particplars
of any such instances, so that they might be duly inquired into and the Classifiers
guilty of such conduct be suitably punished. To this letter of mine, the Collector
has i};vored me with zo reply up ¢ dute, though nearly a year has elapsed. I
request that the whole of my letter may be carcfully perused. Had any of the
“ numbers of complaints ” submitted by the Tahsildar, and by which the Cglleqtor
had apparently been induced to belicve that there were ¢ grounds for considering
that the Classifiers took undue advantage of their position and demanded more
than legitimate assistance,” been established, may I respectfully ask whether it is
likely that the Collector would have failed to comply with my request‘to bo
furmished with their particulars,- or to take other steps to bring the offendérs to
book. As the Settlement Officer in charge of the Party, I was, I respectfully
submit, entitled to know the nature of the charges brought by the Tahsildar against
my subordinates, and, on being informed of them, it would have been my duty
to have investigated the truth or falsity of the complaints. In this district, how-

ever, the Revenue officers apparently consider it their special province to make and¢

investigate complaints against my Settlement subordinates without any reference
to myself—the head of the Party— g procedure wholly unprecedented so far as I
am aware and subversive of public policy. Secing “that the Collector has not
adopted either course so far as I am aware, I think I am justified in inferring that
the complaints submitted by the Tahsildar against the Classifiers, without furnish-
ing me with any information regarding the same, and which the Collector did not
deem it necessary to refor to me or to furnish me with any particulars, were
perfectly groundless. I am constrained to believe that, whiK} submitting those
complaints, the Tahsildar must have been aware that they were perfectly ground-
less or else he would presumably have gsubmitted them to me, as they concerned
my immediate subordinates. Iis object in submitting them direct to the Revenue

("¢
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officers was firstly to prejudice the mind of the Collector against the Classifiers
to get his proposal to appoint Gumastah Menons nominally ¢ for
assisting the Revenue Settlement Party,” as he said, sanctioned, both of which he
was deliberately desirous to have effected with a view to obstruct the progress of
Settlement operations and to create delay and needless friction. - .
In this connection [ beg also to invite special attention to the following
significant dates : — . _ : .
Settlement operations were started in the Walawandd taluk on 2nd March
1891. . » .
Tahsildar’s reports, submitting comp}au}ts to the Revenue officers agam?;
Classifiers and requesting sanction for appointing Gumastah Menons were date

-y Vthy 118k, 126h, 17tk and 20th Murch and 2nd, 10th, 11th, and 15th April 1891.

asking the Tahsildar to issue certain instructions to all his

My Proceedi i :
y roceedmgS,h a view to facilitate Settlement operations, were dated

village subordinates wit

17th March 1891. : . . .
Collector’s Proceedings, disposing of the complaints against the Classifiers

submitted by the Tahsildar and declining to sanction the appointment of Gumas-

tah Menons, were dated 84 May 1891. . ) . . .
And’ the Tahsildar’s circullllar, embodying the instructions contained in m

Proceedings No. 1961, dated the 17th March 1891, was dated 18%4 M;zg 1 ;991; .-
From these dates as also from the facts already set forth above the following

- conclusions are, I think, irresistible :—

(i) That from the 7th March 1891, ie., only & dgalys' :ftilr'l | Sestgef;}le?];:
operations were started in his taluk, up to th? 15th April 18 ; zo 0 )srubmitting
after Settlement operations were started, the Tahsildar was %no%iew to prejudics
behind my back numerous complaints to the Collector with a Vintin Goucice
him against the Classifiers and to obtain his sanction for appo g S

fenons ; , .
Meno ?i’i) That ten days after he submitted the first and abotgcT a Iilgéliﬁh (}’aifé’é' etﬁg
submitted the last complaint he received my Proceqdmgs f'in inséructions to
17th March 1891, in which he was expressly asked to issue certa et o Sty
all the amsam officials of his taluk with a view to facilitate the prog 7

1 LI : . . )
ment O}()iei;‘)at'll(‘)ﬂ:; he did not do so until ten days after he received the Collector’s

1 1 fenons ;
Proceedings declining to sanction his proposa.l to appoint Gun:ictstail Bh?s delii) orate
. (iv) That the delay in issuing those instructions was due to

desire to issue them to Gumastah Menons, whom he hoped the Collector would

 permit him to appoint on the strength of the complaints submitted by him and not

. . d . . . . e
to the ?33@%?:?%1;{?}1:‘)11;8 ée?inberately delaying the issue of instructions which he

was asked to issue with a view to facilitate the progress of Settlement operations,

- he obstructed those operations and caused friction, as the village officials, not

knowing the nature of the duties required of them, resented thfetll?wfrlillll;?r%ug:ﬁ:g::
of this party which necessitatgd hard? work on the part of the g
than they had been accustomed to perform. S
The above conclusions are also supported by the fact thgt ﬂ;e t{:‘h:ﬁga; 5
application for sanction to appoint Gumastah Menons was ma ilgart " thog h
ground that they were required ‘ for assisting Revenue Sqttlem(‘en o aY ) reciat%d
I had expressly disapproved of the Tahsildar’s PI'OI‘)OS&.I which I readi }I'l ; g?the ed
at its real value. It cannot be supposed that the Tahsildar was ignora wssisting (e
that raw Gumastah Menons would not have been of the slightest usenltnMenons gwho
Revenue Settlement Party, which can only be assisted bf’ P‘lalr mai}]ee the Tahsildar
have knowledge of their amsams and their accounts. If tSertilor ot opermpit
really wanted Grumastah Menons to promote the progress ofh e ;I:re reguired e
he ought to have applied for them on the ground thatftﬂe}ifr oedinary rovonid
assist or relieve the permanent Menons in the discharge of t lt:z o th g’ Revenne
duties and thereby to enable the latter to render proper assis .

Settlement Party and not on the ground that the new men were -rezqulred “ for
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March 1891 and No. 2842, dated the 4th April 1891, re§pect1ve1y, had been
forwarded by the Special Assistant Collector, Malabar, with his endorsement, da.ted
the 20th April 1891, to the Collector and that the Collector, after merely reading
the Special Assistant Collector’s’ endorsement, the Tahsildar's and the Deputy
Tahsildar's reports above referred to, and my Proceedings No. 1953, dated the

17th March 1891, and imagining that he Lad read all the records, some of the most

important of which he has not seen up to the present date though he led the Board to believe

that he had seen all the records whick are now in the Board’s office and which have never
been dealt with by the Collector or the Board, had cancelled my order suspending the
Adhikari and reinstated him. In the ordinary course of things, 1f a man is
suspended and considers himself aggrieved, he appeals to higher authority and the
appellate authority does not usually, so far as I am aware, deal with the appeal with,
~ part of the records only and without any reference to the suspendz'ng officer for report,
records, &c., and on ez-parte statements, maxn of which in this case the public
records conclusively proved were false. In the present case, the suspended
Adhikari does not even appear to have preferred any appeal, for, if he hgd, it would
naturally have been read in the Procecedings of the Collector cancelling the sus-
~ pension order, nor did the Collector call' for the connected. papers, most of which
in fact, make the slightest reference to me. 1

were in my office, or for any report, or, 1 ‘
have served with over a dozen Collectors and have mever experienced such treatment,
I beg further to submit that it was a

which, I submit, is quite unprecedented. 1 ;
great grievance to me that the Collector did not even deem it necessary that his
instating the Adhikari, in

4 Proceedings cancelling my order of suspension and re
l{ declared that I had no power whatever to punish the

which he also erroneous ! h
had full power to do so under the special orders then in

village officials, whereas
force, and even now have the power to fine them under the orders subsequently

issued by the Board, slfould be communicated confidentially as even the Board and

Government do in such cases, but communicated them to his Divisional Officer, by

whom they were apparentl communicated to this Tahsildar, whose knowledge of
the contents of the Proceedings he did not £ail to make insolent ase of afterwards,

as will be scen. 1t has been stated above that the results of the inquiries which
I asked the Tahsildar to make into the Classifier’s complaint, but which he
entrusted to bis deputy, were embodied in the Deputy Tahsildar’s report, dated -
the 23rd March 1891, No. 202, and that they were forwarded to me by the
Tahsildar, with his arzi No. 2842, dated the 4th April 1801, It has also b‘?eP
stated above that these very reports were submitted to the Collector by the Divi-
sional Officer, with his endorsement, dated the 20th April 1891, This on its face

scoms Tather strange and can bo accounted for only by supposing that the reports
forwarded to the Collector by the Divisional Officer must be copies of the report
s0 not clear how the Divisional Officer

submitted to me by the Tahsildar. Itis al 1
they were submitted by the Tah-

o

came by these copies unless it be supposed that ! )
sildar. ~ If so, may I respectfully ask what necessity there was for the Tahsildar to
adopt this extraordinary procedure ? The Adhikar1 was suspended by me pending

result of the Tahsildar’s inquiry and report to me. The result of the inquiry was
received by me on the 8th April 1891, and the Tahsildar failed to await the

receipt of my orders before forwarding the papers to his Divisional Officer who,

apparently, it was confidently hoped, would sit in judgment onme. The impatience

exhibited by the Tahsildar and the fact that neither the Divisional Officer while
forwarding the papers to the Collector, nor the Collector while passing orders or(}
them, deemed it necessary to make any reference to me or even to call for a single
paper connected with them from my office, and that all this was done apparently
without any appeal from the Adhikari against my order of suspension, are, I beg ta

submit, very significant and I trust the Board and Government will interpret it
y be deemed to be deserving.

correctly and take such notice of it as it ma

8. Fourth Cas

ceedings No. 2058 of that date a
* Viz., of Perur amsam, '

inquiry and report, To this the Tahsildar replied in his arzi

complaint preferred by one of my Classifiers
regarding the apathy shown by certain®
village officials to the Tahsildar for early
No. 2909, dated the

P

s—On" the 25th March 1891, I had to forward with my.Pro; .

Sy TR
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erﬁa%ayoﬂlisgll’ that the Classifier’s complaint having been found to be true, the
Bk hsbildar c}1la sldwialre reported fo the Divisional Officer for punishment. That, the
i s ;;)IL ive taken so much time to reply to my Proceedings, which
tiongr ne (ﬂl}lls 3 ave known would be injurious to the interests of Settlement opera-
pons, and | le: he should have reported the results of the inquiry which he had
poen askeq y'Ilrlle to mak.e and report to me to the Divisional Officer with a view
b pave e village officials concerned punished by that officer, ignoring me
Thég T ir,.liappeared very strange, and I therefore asked the Tahsildar to explain.
ohe Oa:c sl: ar explaine (in his arzis Nos. 1317 and 2075, dated the 1st June and
ond, (13:0 er 1891), but in a most impertinent manner, quite unwarranted and

olent, which I cannot but attribute (for the Tahsildar'’s explanation clearly

_ 7 proves this) to the Collector’s Proceedings erroneously declaring me to have no

hower whatever to fine villaze officials having been communicated to the Tahsildar
% 1e{)§rted the Tahsildar’sg impertinent conduct to the Collector in my letter:
o. 1329, dated the 12¢% October 1891, in which I requested him ‘““to be good
enough to issue such orders as would prevent any repetition of such misconduct and
communicate the same to me at his earliest convenience.” Though some 7 mcnths
have since elapsed, the Collector has not had the courtesy to comply with my request, or so
Jar as I am aware, to have taken the slightest notice of the Tahsildar’s insolent letier to
me, whl_ch one Member of the Board was pleased to describe when I placed it
!)efore him ‘as being that of a Tahsildar to one of his Revenue Inspectors and most
1mproper, an('i the Tahsildar has been thereby distinctly encouraged to continue to
. behave most impertinently towards me and my subordinates, as will be seen from
several of the following cases. From the facts that the Collector was not pleased
- to communicate his Proceedings erroneously declaring me to have no power what-
ever to punish village officials, confidentially, as is generally done in such cases, and
tha!: he has a_lso nof chosen to take the slightest notice s0 far as I am aware of my com-
plaint regarding the unprecedented manner in which the Tahsildar behaved towards
me, I am rel}mctantly constrained to infer—an inference warranted moreover by
other facts within my knowledge—that it was and is the Collector’s desire that the
Tahsildar should so behave towards me. _This is a great grievance, of which I can
only seek redress at the hands of the Board and Government. Copies of the
papers regarding this case form Appendix VIII, to which I beg to invite_special
attention. I am not the Tahsildar’s subordinate and most respectfully ask to be
excused if I decline to tolerate his insolence. -
9. Fifth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct, of which I have
to complain, is a case of deliberate misrepres?intation of facts which the Tahsildar
. o made with a view to support one of the
field with > Nltl.nmanga,]am.. Menons * who refusedp to go to the
o Twﬂ: 1 the Classifier and contended that the only orders he had received from
t e Ta s1lfiar were to .furmsh the Classifiers with the necessary accounts and not
a(t) Wc;;‘k with the Classifiers in the field. This contention of the Menon was made
Pé.:t ime when the Supervisor was on leave and the Chief Head Classifier of the
il z’h;afh O%cmtmg for him. As the Chief Head Classifier was not aware of the
sildax; it e 1 upervisor had already requested the Tah.sildar to issue and the Tah-
s dar hod, atxieady issued orders to the Menons asking them to work with the
purasaita 1;1 Gle field as provided for in the.Settlement Manual, published under the
; dy(;] overnment, he foolishly believed that the Menon’s contention was
rue and ¢ erefox_'e wrote to the Tahsildar, requesting him to issue the orders in
qugstlon. To this the Tahsildar was not pleased to favour him with any repl
and he therefore complained to me of the matter in his arzi, dated the 15th Marcﬁ
1891. I f(.)rwarded' this arzi to the Tahsildar for report as to the correctness of
the allegation therein contained. The Tahsildar thereupon reported in his arzi

_No. 2920, dated the 14th April 1891, that ¢ the order issued by his predecessor to

the officials of Nitirimangalam amsam did not contain express instructions that the
Menons §hould WOI‘k. with the Classifier in the fields nor did the Supervisor want in
the first instance to issue such an order (vide copy of his yadast to Tahsildar, dated
the 8th March 1891, No. 844, on which the order to amsam officials was base’d). It

~was in his fyadast, dated the 14th March, that the Supervisor made his first request

an order of that kind and this yadast the Tahsildar sent to the Menon
3

/ —

for issue o
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for compliance. - It Waé; therefore, too '
. . , too premature for the S i
a complaint on the. 15th idem that the Tahsildar failedlzgeli:;i(;r ‘:ﬁehz‘;i made
e e - Jessary

- orders.” .

“against Classifiers and the necessity for appointing Gumastah Menons, and
y and

"As T then had not the insight into this Tahsildar e

since obtained, I believed What_%he Tahsildar stated ::13 ;‘(ee:}er(élljar%ter' that T have
Supervisor for his conduct in my - Proceedings No. 162, dated tl?e léelpiu;&landed the
On receipt of these Proceedings the Supervisor brought to my n t.s \pril 1891,
No. 196, dated the 2nd May 1891, that Lis first yadast to the Tz:hsi(l)dlce in his arai
one dated the 8th March 1891, No. 844, to which alone the Tahsild - vlvas not the
to refer and in which he requested the Tahsildar to order the amszl;n fl‘%c?h]()sin

ials to

furnish the Classifiers with the necessary accounts whenever they were required f
) ired 1or

Settlement purposes, but another, dated 26th February 1891 . A
exp_ressly requested the Tahsildar to order the Menonsyto rem;lill\lro\;viiii’l ' Whm.h. he®
until the work in his amsam was completed.” ~ Copy - of the Su 10 pla§51ﬁcl‘s
yadast referred to, No. 793, dated the 26th February 1891, was sul?ervmor s first
warded to me by the Tahsildar himself with his arzi No. ,1287 C &Sf)quently for-
28th May 1891 (vide the first paper in Appendix III to this report). dated the
Tahsildar's misrepresentation not been deliberate, but due to for petlf )i Iad the
first yadast, he would have corrected his false report on discoverif t{l ness of the
Copies of all the papers connected with this case.form Appendix I‘(g 10 real facts.
In this connection I beg to invite special attention to the concludi
of the Tahsildar’s arzi, No. 2920, dated the 14th April 1891, which fsrnﬁ%zgntfelece
of the

~ papers in Appendix IX, which runs as follows :—

« Your are well aware that amsam officials have multifarious work ‘
Gumastah Menons are appointed in places where Scttlement work is ;)1: :pt::ai?tend to, and, unless
work and general administrative work will suffer alike.” ion, both Scttloment

This arzi was written by the Tahsildar a day. previous ¢ '
i 2 o th -
submitted the last of the numerous reports to the Collector Tegﬂrifin?iehgr; Whlfh' he
i S omplaints
1}('ct he

never said a word about those reports, but made me believe that he was i
making a

_fresh suggestion and hence I replied that ¢ I was unable to support his pr 1.7
s proposal.

The above facts clearly show that the conduct of. .
disingenuous and crafty and I request that it may be desexfslvli?mrfahsll‘,iar was most
10. Sizth C'ase.——'.l‘he next case of the Tahsildar’s miscond%g; noft 100@'
complain, is the most impertinent tone of a letter which he wrote & of which I must
of this Party on the 27th April 1891. e to the Supervisor
On the 20th April 1891 the Supervisor had to call upon the Menon of i

' ?:fltsafclll* f(éli explanation as Ec)o av:l?;rta}llr;
‘ e .
engaged on Settloment work and attended to his amsaa:rslsiafsrigikvggil whom he was
usual.memorandum from the Classifier which he knew he ought to Ouiic getting the
occasions as prescribed by the Settlement Manual. Tha Reveg: OnI all such
secured from the Menon a copy of the Supervisor’s requisition and fue nspector
same to the Tahsildar for orders as to whether the Supervisor had theOl‘W;L}ll*dqd the
call upon Menons, for explanation whenever thev attended to their aau ority to
and added that, if so, 1t would be impossible ?or him to get them n;saan work,
amsam work. This extraordinary action of the Revenue Inspector d'ol o their
spirit by which the Subordinate Revenue Officials of this taluk have 11)810 oses the
to regard this party. Thereupon, without having the paticnce to segertlh;a{:u%}}:

* Viz., Pattambipallipram.

‘Menon's explanation called for by the Supervisor was not for attending to his

revenue work, but for doing so without getting the X
. . > ‘the prescribed memor
Fahsildar wroto a most impertinent and bombasti letter (of which a e oethor
with copies of connected papers forms Appendix X), which runs: pYy tog

«Tf you insist on my Menons attending only to Settl .

. ; nding only to € ement work, fo th :

Oth‘é{ 0‘3‘”}‘1)' 1mP;>I't€“tlt works ,forlwhlch Fam rosponsible, I will bo,compoﬁchﬁgﬁggogfrggér
tantly, to issue OT¢ ors to my subordinates to disre ard your instru ti jOLIES or xe -
tion will have a bad effect on Settlement operalions.”g_ . ctions.  Zhis I need hardly men-

The.abov,e letter besides being most impertinent and bombastic in tone also shows
the Tahsildar’s impression that it was completely within his power to produce “a

bad effect on Settlement operations” by his action. * It is significant that the above

M

$his attempts to obstruct the progress ¢

. and craftily concealed the fact that, on the very p

" November 1891 [copy of which forms Appe
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letter, containing the Tahsildar's threat, was written seven days after the Divisional
Officer had submitted to the Collector the Tahsildar’s report on the results of his .
inquiry into the charges brought against the Adhikari of . Panamanna and three.

.days before the Collector passed his Proceedings_erropgopgly- declaring me to have

no power whatever of punishing village officials. AL S

11. Seventh Case.—The Collector having declined in his Proceedings No. 339 R..
Genl.,, dated 8th May 1891, to canction the Tahsildar’s .proposal’ to_2 point
Gumastah Menons and the Board having decided in its Procecdings, dated the 4th
August 1891, Mis. No, 5497, that I had the power of punishing the village officials

which neither the Collector nor the Tahsildar,apparently wished that I should
by been disappointed in both

have, as pointed out at para. T supro, and having there ; ‘
« of Settlement operations, the 4Tahs1ldar

resolved to resort to a third course, of which I must now complain. - .
On the, 1st September 1891, the Menon of one of the amsams of the Walawandd

taluk,-&g&: of Arakkuparamba, informed the Classifier epgaged on classification work

in that Bihsam that 1 > by -the Tahsildar to absent himself from
I otk frot had been ordere’ ' " and that he would therefore

Settlement“work from 6 A.M. to 10 A.M. every day 1 th
attend to that work only from 11 A.M. from the 2nd September 1891 [vide Appen-
dix XI (1)]. ' The Tahsildar was perfectly aware that t.he nature of our _WOrk is
such that our men work from 7 to 12 and 1 to 6 daily and that by withdraw-
ing the Menoiis.from the Classifiers up t0 11 o’clock A.M. (1’a;1y he would su’(i‘cessfully
obstruct our work. [ forwarded a copy of the Menon’s report to t{he} ! zﬁl;ﬂdar
with my Proceedings No. 1486, dated the 7th November 1891 [copyti1 W.uc’c otr'ms
Appendix X1 (2)] for report as to whether he had given tl}e Menon the .1nz ru(tz;.lon
in question; it so, what explanation he had to offer for jssuing suc .msd n}? mnts
which seriously interfered with the progress of Settlement operations, a}rll ; ;1 11110 b
what explanation the Menon had to offer for 1nform1ng_thq O]assaﬁe}' tha h.e ad
received such instructions. To these Proceed'}ngs the 'I‘a}xsﬂdar replied in t}lls axi?
No. 2371, dated the 10th November 1891 [vide Appendix XI (3) 't?c say’c aftthe
had given the instructions to the Menon that he had to do so in th(ia %1 erests 0 16
revenue administration of his taluk, which -he falsely said ba eenS sezimus y
affected and fallen in arrears on account of the Menons qtter}dmg to Sett ement
work and that he had asked his Divisional Officer to devise 1 congbultatmr} :lVlth
vkl b Wt s Kbl rd T it sy
without prejudice to either. - It will be noted that b :vioz o oth Novem}ll).el‘ 1ﬁc891,
he had on his own motion issued a general cireular to all Menons to this effect,
and not only to the particular Menon referred to. From Appendlx I)thI (1) t}éﬁ
Board will be pleased to see that the suggestion “to devise 1 consll)l ation g1
me some plan by which the Settlement and revenue works x_xllghj: be Cai‘rgﬂi on
without prejudice to either,” was maae by the Tahsildar to his D1V1§10na B (&er
in his endorsemeut No. 9665, dated the 26th September 1891 (cop ha}i};en e )%
with which he forwarded, ¢ for informati_o.n,” copy of a report from the en(l){n o
Vettattur amsam, representing his inablllty to attend to his revenue wor daon
account of his having to attend to Settlement work from 7 a.M. t0 6 p.M. every day.
This report and the Tahsildar’s'endorsement thereon containing the abov: lsué;ges-
tion were forwarded to me by th 1 th his letter No. 941, ated
the 6th October 1891 [lm'de Appendix X1I (2)] to be faVOI:ed with my Vlevgs as to
the hours during which Menons should attend on Class1ﬁers. In the & oresaid
letter the Divisional Officer added that ¢ pumerous complaints were received from
Menons that they could not do their regular wor‘lf on accoun being
away for Settlement wor )’ that he thought most of these complaints were
frivolous,” and that « pevertheless it wou d be better if some dqﬁmtﬁ m]s)t_rqcplons
eould be drawn up jointly by him and me.” _nlicoigﬁlés%g Vﬁ%‘(;t dzte 5‘;1&0}71;1
1 ; si . )
Officer’s request, 1 expressed to him my view o 1}(’11 (3)9 ~Siieh wero_that o
ibi hours when the village officials should work

was no necessity for prescribing exact hou VLS the M .
ith tl % ors, but if he wished there was no objection 10 e Menons of his
with the Classifiers, 1 ‘th the Classifiers from 7 A.M. to 12 noon and

division bein snstructed to work wi 1SS : n an
fx}grlxilgnto glp.gM.1 In reply to this letter, the Divisional Officer informed me in his

t of their being taken ‘
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v 1 letter No. 789, dated the 21st November 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix XII : ‘ : by hirﬁéi‘fo the wording of the memorandum and he scribbled in red ink across the
{ \ memorandum the following remark :— - : :

. (4)] that he agreed with me ‘“in considering that there
) ' . L was no necessit i «.
3 lns(';rulftlolllls regarding the particular hours Menons should attend oisb%ra::iﬁls:: » { -« Classifier’s permission is not required for the
\ an tBa; e was ;ns]:c‘r;;ctmg the Tahsildar accordingly. ‘ . "~ gocording to its summons.” _ i
ofore receipt of these instructions from the Divisional Officer th i “ e This pompous Tahsildar, I ma remark, is constantly describing himsel? o2
upon kimself to issue a general circular to all the amsar{i oPﬁci:lsTﬁ?siln(iisart tlof o o “the courtl')"’ ) | i |
o;‘dfﬁ'}ng them not to attend to Settlement work from 6 to 10 a.m. every day &? ’ A . . The matter having been b
of this general circular, dated 9th November 1891, No. 10837, Whici: is'in Ma g pom’gn(% out the ;‘ulef on dthe s;lbjeCtl’ .
: couched in a most extraordinarily wnsolen

yalam with its translation forms Appendix XIII (2). I trust further comment 3
on himself by ahair-splitting and strained int 1 )
this offensive report together with copies

my part is unnecessary. ,
" 'The seventh case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct i | - a view to pu i
thereforo— . ,,Of which I must complain, is 4 ®of the corr%s;;fi ;Ecteh:h‘;rfoll:ﬁ. to(gt(;)pf}cr)r(r)ns Appendic P71 trust that the Boar 1

i) that, on the 1st September 1891 he, without any ref . and Government Will take tho moet serious notice & the Lo suh e
Divisional Oﬂi’cer took upon himself to i’nstr’uct the M y reference to me or his 91st November 1891, Reference ont (. No. 2393 C. & D., which, I beg to submit, he
amsam not to atte’nd to Ségctlement work from 6 to 104 enon of Arakkuparamba would not have dare,d to have written £0 his Divisional Officer or to 415 O eton
seriously obstructed the progress of Settlement operati 1. every day and thereby or to any other officer in my osition. 11e would not bavo dared to have Written
| Aps s eII)Id é’,r o ot No. 9663, dgte F t%nes.Q 6th Séptember 1*891 . to me in this tone had he not I;elt confident that he would I.)e su,Plforted..
which he suggested to his Divisional Officer the desirability of. his prescribing,' iﬁ ' 13, Ninth Case.—The next ¢a% is also oneo()ft%le;{‘}?}:rlll(ii?t;ﬁ lg(};)et?lfs;’c(iggld

! n e ?

consultation with me the hours of Menons' attendance on Classifiers, he deliberately strained interpretation of-Settlement Rules: 50 t the Menons of the Walawandd
. one * of the

withheld the fact that be had himself prescribed those hours so far as the Arakku- ono * of tho 1 nons of b Valawandd
- taluk abs
work without obtaining the necessary

paramba Menon was concerned 25 days before he submitted his suggestion;
(iii) that, having submitted the said suggestion to his Divisional Officer he - ' in hi
. " : . . . ’ . lled upon to ex lain his absence
;v&:ggl{tt awaiting tlie .ord?rs of tghta}mlt 1<\>If’ﬁcm' iooklggi)nt hnllﬂlsg%lf tlcc issue, without any ﬁ;ﬁ“ﬁriﬁ‘d‘t‘mfﬁm ﬂf hCIiL Ss(iﬁter’ ?,“ﬁ, zlﬁ?,s?;tael Asgistant topobtain a medical
rity, a general circular on ovember o all the Menons in his taluk, cert? ﬁcat]ea ar? 1 ti)eat ot t‘ﬁ el?)th (1)1egwas dotained by the Tahsildar. I, thereupon,
requested the Tahsildar to infor i A ined the Menon 2 allgged ar;fi,
ith the prescrlbed memorandum. o

ordering them not to sttend to Settlement work from 6 to 10 a.m. every day and
he did this without reference to me, knowing that his procedure would effectually if so, why he had not £ ished the Menon W
, why he had not furnis 1ed th ; f the day in

impede Settlement work and that, had he referred to me, I should certainly have

Amsam Menon to attend a court of" justice

rought to my notice, I addressed the Tahsildar
but the result was an arzi from the Tahsildar
and impertinent tone, attempting to support
erpretation of the Settlement Rules with

Ay,

» Pulakkattiri.

this the Tahsildar replied that he did detain the Menon o1 a portion 0

objected in the ublic interests; and - .
(iv) that})though this general circular Was issued on the 9th November 1891 o | question and that he did not furnish him with, ho prescnbed ?]ililzcgr: ngzl':armlll ,;cieliﬁ
he most carefully failed to make any mention of it in his reply of the 10th 1 was not bound to do so under tho Settloment Ryes : begsgol "No 2458 [Appendiz
ho most c2rol LAppendix XI (3)] to my Procecdings No. 1486, dated the Tth 1| tion to this reply—Tahsildar’s arzi dated 18th Novermber L% % the straine
November 1891 [Appendix XI (23 . 'which he wrote the very day after he had R XV (3)] which i3 couched in the most insolent and unpardonall)le to”i—f'{ules with a view to
issued the said general circular and m which he stated that he had instructed onl il interpretation which the Tahsildar put upon tho B¢ % eln}en e are appende and
the Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam to absent himself from Settlement work frog: ! ¥ut me in the wrong. All the papers connected Wit this cas P
6 to 10 A In writing that reply he could not have forgotten what general i - - form Appendix XV o ' 1 1ar’s mi f which I must
circular he had written the very day before, and, in concealing this conduct, he was Lol ' 14. Tenth Case.—The next case of the.Tahsﬂd.ar 8 nxlscopdt}ct, (f bW o e
guilty of grave duplicity and cunning. : v ’ ' ) i . complain, is about his deliberate delay 10 levying fines inflicte g;e e tod in
The above facts clearly show how glaring the duplicity and insolence of th |0 Menons for neglect of Settlement duty. Smnge Sottloment operatift wh th
Tahsild in respect of th i f this par : o O e il  the Walawanad taluk I have u to daté onl fined 5 Menons, though there Vors
; ar was p the operations ot t (f ty. I complained of it to the 1 e up y d s the obstruction
Divisional Officer in my letters No. 1496, dated the 7th November 1891 [wide | il several who deserved to be fined, but whom I ’ha to excuse & . AsI found
Appendix XII (3), para. 6]; No. 1546, dated 12th November 1891 [Appendix XI il caused by them was mainly due to the Tahsildars o¥n ““.S"gf‘ t“d by me on the
(4)5) . No. 2368, dated the 26th Februa 1892 [Appendix XIII (1)]; and No. 2370, Il - that the Tahsildar was mot prompt_in levyings the fines 1ool" °C thin & reason-
of the same date [Appendix X1 (6)) In reply the Divisional Officer informed me ‘ Hi Menons, I asked him fo report the date of hi® levymg those & ers. To one of
( ol the s orwarded my letters to 0 T Nector, who, though almost siz montke ,_ : N ablo time, and, when he failed to do 50, I had to Sen1 lzlm remmand T bes to sub.
have elapsed since the date of the first of those latters, kas nof, so far as I am aw r: gl  these reminders, tho Tahsildar sent mo m?St g e amS"‘}’Jtzdeemed necessary
m'ke},: any action on them. He has not had the courtesy to reply to me or favouramé ‘ I ' it aAcl())gﬁ 2{1;1;'1{?1?&1%35:2311? {(V%) -fr(:(l;rsduig;tg l;ieizsyaiiull:zying the fines inflicted
. e . ) I il . : ilful and 1 2 P
:22"; Tzzsyﬂ ;axrp:-;ﬁu;?n?efm;%mon, but has systematically treated my complaints againg} i :)y 1n_xe \I‘)’lth a vi%wo’cfc{)i promote th(i intere;Its o; 386%%131;1::1(11: (Zggrztégﬁlsi,gbi?l‘:ga{ggz
) : R ' i 6 his Divisiona cer in my letter NO- ’ > /
12. Eighth Case.—On the 2nd Septembr;r 1891 the Tahsildar in his capacity as - o " (Appendix XVII), to which ho informed me that my letter had beenéfi"rwa;ded 9 \ T
» Viz., Kulattur. fa uk A afg}csﬁcrate summoned the Menon ! | the Collector for orders; but these or ers have mot yet beIen pgssthé i‘(’,mali‘%i ;
him as a witness and the Classifier on v;)ho?;:eth(;) Merel amsams to appear bolore e am aware, though mors than two months har® elapls e'dtsnl;ce oln:ifeim'ng thcmpi: 1tk;:
whom the summons was shown pergit:c)ed the Menon to lzglvzvasse;'itenm?g anlgfto n o~ As usual ihe Divisional Offieer did nothing 0 mz/l CZZ?ZIP zz?k:n e‘i(:)nfor as I know. The
the purp?ise of atéendinlg %16 Taluk Mag%?trIate’fs Court, and furnisﬁgﬁeriﬁgovfzitho; < ) | . gg{f&%{”&fﬁg?ﬁ: ”ffnz’gdgﬁ“ﬁﬁoﬁigi:: of the Divgsional Oﬁilftfel‘a li)t might, I
memorandum under rule V (3 i II, of the Set ine Bl P : 1 himselt to be 8o -
the date on which the Men(on) ’v::?;);'mitte’d to leave g:trﬁgﬁeﬁ{a;;l;l;tiggg 1':111% ' iy | t-hmk’ have been expecte-d that ho W"“ldd“"fﬁgvfhg ?ﬁﬁiﬁions of Mr. Dumefgﬁa.
Taluk Magistrate’s Court, and requesting the Magistrate to note at foot of ' 1 Jetely effaced, bus pOSSlbl he has act? u"ll d the only pOSSible conclusion in
the memorandum, the Qate on which his services wero dispensed wsth by Ohi r?l. . i . ri 50, itlfuts}tl; t{le Btoardtalnh Gov'errgl;:nt will draw ]
On the memorandum being shown to the Tahsildar-Magistrate exception was taken i ‘ speet o1 The reatment & ave ree ' 4 .
1




«This complaint was handed
- iamabandi ; anded over to me by the M v
]treat aar'gsalmwglf'}%i&gh:sﬁ%h}kam Oomborated the Menon’esns?;r;vherr_[l'g went to the amsam for BI?HOXI not to atten_d t(.) Settlement from 6 to 10 a.M. every
correspondence, 1f the Me?]“ ; ubordinates and this leads to much f:; %-0 ttlement subordinates reference to e O his Divisional Officer. _ ' )
! an’s allegations are true, the Classifier is gui ctional and unnecessary s Of this misconduct of the Tahsildar I com lained ivisi o
18 gllllty of a criminal oﬁence,” . " my letter No. 2410, dated the 29:;1 ]?;bl‘llé-ryp laslgg (120 thed'D“%S)lgnal Officer in
' ’; yespectfully solicit careful attenti P , to which 1
jon; but I was only favored with the stereot
yped
»  These 01'ders,'

The Menon’s complal
$ plaint and the Tahsildar’s rem
orwarded to me by the Divisional Officer * for fa::uragfks above referred to were ‘ 1 .
remarks? and I furnished : reply that my complaint had been Sorwarded to the Collector * for orders.
ssed by the Collector, and up to date, th -
e [ l()?lgll

him with those r i
emarks in my letter No 9455, dated
, dated the 3rd March 1892,‘001)1}' of - s0 far as I am aware, have not yet been pa
iich

which, with copi i
copies of 1ts enclosures, forms A i |
: ppendix XI J
) P X (2) to (24), and to W . ?VZI;‘I i/]zﬂqn two months have_elapsed, T have had no answer. Cop1es of papers co '
: is case are appended and form Appen x XXe 0 o 'nnec?‘?d

1 beg to solicit i
careful attention From this a ix i
| : . tk ppendix it will be s
een that the

0 .
fRcer with the following endorsement vide Appendix XIX (1)]:
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" 15. Eleventh Case.— . ~ ? Boarp OF REVENUE ,
i must complain, is gboahfhge::tznstince %f the Tahsildar’s misconduct, of which 5 _ M(LAND REVENW _
is authority to summon mpt made by him to d Ve y O WhiC : '
. ams . eprive the 8 . Menon’s ¢ : :
ation Of o ¢ Seitlement purposes.am officials to appear before him and fum‘;g}f:_r;;;glrt Igf. referred tooi)nypia}lll:trr ;{lﬁld%irﬁzztly grloundllqsg and the Adhikari’s corroboration
n the 10th \ i : been eas g s purely maliCious. That the
‘ October 1891, the Supervisor had to issue a tice * : 5 - amsarifsi}ﬁeiiciit: urfaitby the Tahsildar had he chosen t0 o a0, 58 he (;g:;dif the
* Appendix XVIII (1) Menon of Punsmuana ampm Cking complaint. was handed ﬁiif‘%?ﬁlﬁ“iid Sefrs‘ﬁ’ﬁr%;ai? “Nleno o, o i
: . . him to_appear before th oA e i evidently saw that it T 16 Menon ; but the Tahsild
certal ¢ e Supervisor : . . would not suit his purpose t i sucar
m;gimuifgfsgts,ﬁndl&o furn(iish certain infogﬁgiﬁ)ﬂc}xi‘ch"g the 14th E1)(1em wi?}t i ;Ogg?lgsitpgf:}freg by amsam officials agaglstpCIassi%ei:C:;?ItI}lle?é?oguft;l of (;hg
s. The Menon deliberately dis as necessary f o ol e Divisional Officer with th d rwarde
v ! e b 4 y for Settle- ¥ < cer with the en orsement ab .
o s, T Monon il Loy L, LT e o] | il b et o
sor : : ' ion . : ion
t Vide Appendix XVIII (2). ;0 thef }'1‘[‘ ahsildar in}s(‘)lrnr:;';lt;e(%liz repfo?ilt ¢ j .gno'ﬁher public SGI‘V&:')lt the Classifier—2 public servant—on the false statement of
‘ : act of his havin . 1 of theq f . 0T bog here to obse .3 .
to how he should act i the Supervisor a,g (-'i‘ec91ved a notice from ; has been threate (()1bse_r ve that this 15 the second time that a Classifier of this part
not issue any ord act in the matter. On receipt of thi nd requesting orders as | concluding ned with prosecution, e first threat being that contained in thy
his Divisional Offc t the Menon, but forwarded a co is report the Tahsildar did : May 1891, sentence of e oseoution, proccedings No. 440-F/Genl., datod the Ist
knowledee. Wi cer in continuation of some otl py of the Menon’s report ta | AT rerein Mr. Dumergue was pleased to record, on the strength f a fal ‘
wieages with the following remarks :— rer report, of which I have no e Iﬁ;flgfxlid su?;mtted by this Tahsildar, that ¢ the subordinates in the Sett%emgntaP:rts v
~ « Summonses to village offcial i ; ‘ _ 5 roald A after the present 1nstance, be warned that if false complaints were made >1’;
not direct. The Settlement S issued even by courts have to be sent th 3 !  necessary to protect amsan officials b instituting erimi 1 0o
notioes to Amsam Menons comp:ﬁ?;vmtfs procedure in issuing direct ins::ZEh 'fr“hsndars and 3 _ 1t is also significant that the Collector should bhave remaxgked i;nfialiprl())ceedm.g v
suit the convenience of Settlementg bem to appear at distant placcs trom thei of through me, : | above referred to that the Classifiers of this party t ; roceedmgs
Appendix XVIII (2 subordinates, is irregular end i eir amsams, 8o as to i _ amsam officials aré i : party T remember in future that
@) y 18 and inconvonient I think” [ide ' i cials are cgartamly not their subordinates,” and that the Tahsildar should
T The Divisional Officer thereupon ’ di;gteslz ft;‘tement in his endorsement under reference that ¢ Settlement subor-
ahsildar’s remarks above rofo g n “orwarded to me the Menon’s P is-ob reat amsam o_fﬁmals as their subordmates.n I respectfully submit that it
were furnished in my letter g‘e to ¢ for favour of remarks.” Thereport and S thro }clomgus_to P}lb!lc policy that one set of Government gervants should be
Appendiz XVII1(6)) In this lé)i;t 2123, dated the 29th Februar SIGSEI)'gmar}{S : | Ontiz’gng with criminal prosecution at the hands of another set on the strength of
R S Oficer the unwarranted er I brought prominently to the );1 ; 2 [vide . e ldt]%o and false statements and that village servants, who are, as & matter of fact,
Settlement operations and the fos methods adopted b{ the Tahsildaer:;)e 1?£ e 4 fenf eomgr theb al(lit'hom'ty of Government 5 sot forth in the Settloment Manual in
§Pe<}1al attention to the facts gle sllmscondu%- of tbe fenon (and I beg to : truct e : be tﬁus '(]yl"sll)1 ordination for Settlement Purb oses to tho Settlement officers, should
inflict exemplary punishment arly set forth in this letter) and re g to invite ~« eliberately impressed with a sense of their complete independence. '
suggestion that Settlement on the Menon and to instruct the T quosted bim 1o | 17 Thirteenth Case.—The next 4% of the Tahsildar's misconduct i '
o | et o T oply to fhis 1 should bo served through e o | whercin ho has s L soeds of discord between the ldarls it venuo and
4 - " - 1 1 3 ‘. u : . - LY n
Iél;at he had_for warded my letter tf) t(}alt;eéo'{'&iflgiv‘l?lfonal Officer merely infora;?; };:; j ettlement Officials with a view t0 obstruct ‘the progress of Settlement by issuing,
en recelved and mone have been passe b the o or orders.” No orders ka/ve " | * Vide Appendix XX (1) ' ) ge{zcral ireular * to 8l his amsam.
B s montlis lave elapsed si Y ollector, so far as I am a Yy ; respectiul i ‘ officials ordering them not to use such
for me to ask the Board and]o(}ovselglcslI T?de my.(i'eqlllest. I trust it is ;vg;f},ci/wugh Clapszgﬁelis %Xlzr:ssu:ir(xls as {1‘ arzi,” reports;”’ ‘&e., when addressing Settleme(;l:;
is to proceed if this is the . ent to consider how the 5 ssary - : , but to address them in the same terms as they th 1
] wav in whi ) ettlement of M bv the Cla fi . " . : S as 1ey emselves Were_ addressed )
with the work are to be treat{%d. ieh th? representations of the officer entir‘}las]’?:a tﬁ;‘t they :&?;rgrist; azﬁldvla?tmtc}:mg them thut they should not be under the impression.
16. Twelfth Case.—Th | . ontho 10th Novomber 1301 o sobordinates of Classifiers Vo circular was issued
to bring to notice s ab o next case of the Tahsildar's miscond . general circular ordering Men i tho very 1) after the Tahsildar had issued his
from hi 2 _Out_hls readiness to receive onduct, which I beg overy da g Menons not to attend to Sottlement work from 6 to 10 A.M.
his subordinates a ; and forward fal s ‘ y and on the same d h 1
Ofﬁcer' galnSt thG Subordlnates of this party to a’}:.e cBn]plalntS i fl:}le Arﬂk{uparamba LIenOn’sa’lezrgl-av; JCht,hWt“;‘n C}?lg?%upon by me 1{0 state Whether
: ‘ - . is Divisional ] im not t ) ion that he ha een personal instructed b
On the 3rd November 1891 th : , that that Oaiit.enil to Settlement work from 6 t0 10 A.M. was true }?e informed m}é
complﬂlnt to the Ta,hsildar stati e acting Menon of Kodur amsam { ' . ) fact of hif} 1(.:11 al_‘ Menon had been so instructed l)y him craf[;'l!/ 8“]7]97'6'881.71 th
thll;pvlm down bi the Classifier 1?0'% tt}llit ﬁzrll‘(i‘d, b‘;"'!ll abused and his ams‘;;‘f f;ggdi‘ | % likewise as lggift% (in(ftzuc:ed the Menons of bis taluk on the very day before A do
which ought to hz . fenon’s failure to gi . o : ut at para. 11 supra. I leave it ¢ '
The Tahail dao ;We b‘ien, but which was not, forth ("Omin(ir give certain information ' tg%Judge whether there was any ne({;'s‘;it for th; 'I?a}thfidBoard'and Governmont
r promptly forwarded a copy of the ab g in the Menon’s accountsok  uitder referenco after Settlement - o db hsildar to e the circular
above complaint to his Divisional ) ‘ nearly 9 months without. such a e had been in progress 13 his taluk for
jesuing it direetly he was e circular and What his motive could have been in
‘ | ed upon by me to explain why he had instructed a
! day without any

e Camg
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18. Fourteenth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct is in con-
. . """ nection with another general circular *

' Appendix XXI (2). .. -issued by him inciting %lze villuge officials
10 be disrespectful to the Supervisor by wrongly informing them that the Supervisor has
no authority to cend orders to them and that they should mnot use the word
“ sub_mlt” when they have any ocoasion to correspond with him. This circular
was mstantaneouslglr obeyed by the amsam officials who forthwith changed the
form and tone of their correspondence with the Supervisor in accordance with the

Tahsildar’s distempered wishes.

Of this misconduct of the Tahs;ildarf1 coglplgingd }in my letter No. 2391}
. ated the 27th February 1892, to his,

t Appendix XXI (5). Divisional Officer who ir)lrformed’. me in
reply that he had forwarded my complaint to the Collector for orders. The Collector,
so far as I am aware, has not yet been pleased to puss any orders, through more thar w0
months have elapsed since 1 made the complaint. Copies of papers connected with
this case form Appendix XXIL. If Tahsildars are to be permitted with impunity
to thus publicly and officially insult the Settlement Officers—and I presume a Super-
visor of a Party is entitled to the same respect as & Tahsildar or Deputy Tahsildar—
I must ask the Board and Government to decide how Settlement operations are to

make any satisfactory progress. ..

19. Fiftcenth Case.—As an instance of the evil effects produced by the afore-
said ciroular of the Tahsildar I beg to pring to the notice of the Board the
following :— : o . ‘

On the 12th February 1892 the Supervisor issued a notice to the village
officials of the Trikideri amsam informing them that he was going to azmash certain
desams of that amsam on certain days, requiring the Menon to be ({)resent on the
occasion and asking them to have the notice therewith sent served on the .land-
owners. This notice was received by the Adhikari of the amsam who seribbled
on the back of it in red ink the following impertinent endorsement [vide Appendix
XXII (3)]:—

«Notice received to-day only at 1 P " e need not inform you that for persons to attend

to-morrow at half-past six there will be no time if notice is given to-day. We will, however, give

notice to as many ryots a8 possible.

Not being satisfied with thus insulting the Supervisor this Adhikari actually

cent a ‘ notice”} to the Supervisor -

+ Appendix XXII (2). who had to detain the amsam kolkaran

gpeon) for about three hours one day to assist him in his azmash, calling upon the
upervisor to explain his conduct!] This notice was written in a most insolent

manner as follows .—
From Trikideri Amsam Cutcherrys to the Settlement Supervisor.

« Tt js learnt that Paran has been sent with information that this amsam kolkaran Koppu
Nair was retained with you without our (honoriﬁo ﬁ}ural) permission. Reply should be sent
bolow showing what the cause is of your doing 8O-
the taluk and others. For having caused obstruction to this report had to be sent to higher
authority (presumably fo the Tahsildar). One kolkaran being engaged with tho survey work’
there is only one kolkaran for work in the amsam. It beingso the peon should have been takln
with permission. You have not informed by your yadast also.” :

The notice sent to the village officials by the Supervisor on the 12th for service
on the ryots has not yet been returned as desired by the Supervisor.

_ The above facts were reported by me to the Divisional Officer in m lotters
No. 2356, dated the 25th February 1892 [Appendiz XXII (5)] and No. 2506,
dated the 10th March 1892 [Appendiz XXII (7)), to both of which I beg to invite:
gpecial attention, 1 which I expressed my opinion that the misconduct of the

dhikari, as established by his own writing, was deserving of exemplary punishment
and requested to be favored with a copy of his orders on the subject. ~To the first
of the two letters above quoted the Divisional Officer replied that he had forwarded
st to the Collector Sor orders; but no orders, so far as I am aware, have yet been passed

-

o-day urgent accounts have to be sent to -

."‘

vestna

e vt o gnl

_ bgf the Collector, and none have been received, though upwards of two months have
ela

0 jnsisted upon when you or youi Head Clas

" Head (lassifiers and the Supervisor..

. 6 to 10 A every day.” I forwarded & copY ©
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psed. Tothe second letter not even the usual reply that it *has been forwarded to the

Collector for orders has yet been received,and 1 am not aware that any notice hats}x1 beebn
‘ sub-

taken of the matter. All the papers connected with @his ‘case are herewit \

‘mitted and marked as Appendix XXIL

. '90. Sizteenth Case.—'The next’ césé of the Tahsildar’s’ﬁ_misconduct is one of ,
strained interpretation of Settlement B

ules made with a view to obstruct $ettle-
inent operations and of extremely wanton impertmence;'towardg thg Supervisor 'o'f :
this party. ' L i

- On the 5th December 1891 the Tahsildar wrote to the Supervisor as follows :—=
«T under : ‘sl that the atendance of the Menon and a peon 18
- ¢ Lunderstand from miy villago Ofﬁcﬁ}iser gaf;es out for inspection in thefﬂe&smﬁs. 1 seedno

! A : ; w if the presence of the enon and &
provision for this in thie Settlement Rules. Please let me kléf?ed b iII)l B x50 01 yOur OF Head

20T i?i absolutely necessary and what work these aré exPe .
lassifier’s inspection.” S o Ce - ‘
To the above letter the Supervisor replied in his letter No. 1643, dated the 9th -

“December'1891." C # these letters form APPerciy 1L - g
o Phat any honest doubt o the necessity of the’ Menon and'a g_ggncgfﬁ?g:;%
on the Supervisor and Head (Clagsifier during the time of thelrvmbpezhe taot that the

. AL . T letely b :
existed in tho Tahsildues mind is SP50% }(’)ztfilacs(';nl?o?lﬁ)}é, Dated the 30th May

'8 isor had jnf d him at ara. 2 of ; LT :
(;1 Iﬁil‘s"ztzslg; fgr legﬁr;liSQ i:llCOp; of which the Tahs11darhp1ﬁn§eléfh§u:gzg(:g :’;‘f’ ﬁllg
\o- th his arzi No, 1287, dated the 28th May 1891, and WIICRE 4 4 lassification

- papers forming Appendix 111, that the Menons of the amsanitsg}ﬁvgersv for the pr csent -

¢ has been completed are no more require ¢ the inspection by the

: exeept for a few days, I dow't know "u’zﬁﬂﬁ oreover, Settlement operations had been in

progress in the taluk for over 9 months and the Tahsildar wos %e:}ﬁiit:geaggzidwilﬁg
_was really necessary to forward the Settlement work. 1 Teq"f‘esh s impertinent
Government will interpret correctly -the real motwedof a 5111 ot N onsidered
letter. towards the Supervisor and will pass such orders as may ° » .
Necossary. . o IR ) . ]
s Ql.ySevenieen 1, Case.—The next case of,_the.Tahs;ldar’s 1111112(%011}(11;;0261;02;1: I?(;I:
glaring duplicity similar to that brought to notice at p(aira- ®4] circular to ol
relates to his suppression of the fact of hus having 1ssué algen T ok from 6 to
the Menons in the taluk ordering them 1Ot $o attend to Settiome
10 a3 overy A2y 3 the 25th November 1891, %o 1502, the Supiflvgsgﬁsiﬁgljﬁﬁ‘i
to me that the’work in a certain amsam was suffering O“im%h?o arlzi the Supervisor
Menon under the orders of the Tahsildar from 6 to 10 AM. I}ll ;s ol
added ¢ to add to this difficulty the Ta}lsl}ldal' appears 30 toa:hegamsam work from
village officials of this amsam (as also of ot ers) tinis arzi to the Tahsil Qar tWit'h m r};
“endorserhent No. 1641, dated the 28th November 1891, and regl}estestillll,lg athi%oto
- whether ¢ he had, as alleged, ordered the Menon o Pulaﬁg.kaiiil;u?aﬁll S roplied in
amsam work between 6 and 10 A.M. every 6aY- To t‘ 118 the 1 od instructions
" his arzi No. 2530, dated the 30th Novembe;' 1891, that he had 1ssu
Tito.the Menon of Pulakkattiri amsam to 2t nv -
.M. till the arrears were cleared, but his Divisional Officer having zeﬁ‘;ngg dm:;ﬁlﬁ:gl.
- to him that that time would not suit the Settlement Departmen ¢
manded his orders” . . . ' . L L
~ By this arzi the Tahsildar deliberately attempted to lead me jcotb.e :ved—; e
o (1) that be had instructed only the Menon of'Pulgkkattmt Olall en . Ot 13
- amsam work from 6 to 10 AM. every days VYI he had m faflt %gdu?)t}}: i\?;vl;xlgbz -
- gll the Menons in his taluk to do 80 by his gener 1?‘3" ~ ra;i ond though the
1891, No. 10837 d.e., 21 days before the date gfhthe %a;forz - Tahsildaxgwhen
: C‘Supervisor‘ distinctly stated in his arzi, cOpPY of whic Bvas ¥ & general cire alar : and
he wrote his arzi under reference, that he had issued su¢ g ’
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- (2) :that the instructions issued to the particular Menon were intended to be
obeyed by him only “till the arrears were cleared ” and not after that when he
should devote all his time to Settlement work, whereas the instructions which that
particular Menon received were the same as those contained in his genetal circular
in which no such condition was stated. : ‘"

.1t should also be said in connection with the said arzi of the Tahsildar that the
Divisional Officer’s intimation referred to in it was to countermand his circular issued
to on the Menons and not. that alone issied to the particular Menon of Pulakkattiri
as was ambiguously stated by the Tahsildar in his arzi under reference.

The above is a very typical case of this Tahsildar’s duplicity, whose cunning

Is only equalled by his unparalleled insolence and I complained of it to the Divisional

Officer in my leiter No. 2384, dated the 27¢th February 1892. [Appendix XXIV
(3)], to which he informed me in reply that he had forwarded it to the Collector for
orders.  These orders, so far as I am aware, have not yet been passed by the Collector

o]

“and I have received no reply though upwards of two months have elapsed. Copies of

bapers connected with this case form Appendix XXIV,
2. Eighteenth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar's. miscontuct is his

.deliberate and impertinent refusal to furnish the information which the Supervisor

required for Settlement purposes in conncction with an anicut across a certain river
In desam No. 2 of the Walawandd taluk, by means of which a ryot not only
irrigates his own land Lut also those of others and takes for himsclf certain profits

- thereby derived. The Classifier who was engaged in classifying this desam requested
the Supervisor to obtain all the particulars conneeted with this anicut and to ascertain -

whether the appropriation of certain profits derived therefrom was with or without
authority, The Supervisor forwarde(f the Classifier’s arzi to the Tahsildar with his
endorsoment No. 1669, dated 10th December 1891, and. requested that the informa-
tion therein required might be furnished. On receipt: of this requisition, the

_ Tahsildar scribbled on it in red ink the following most impertinent remarks :—

“ Returned to the Supervisor. The necessity for the information sought is not apparent and
the points on which it is required are not clear.” '

In spite of this impertinent and disrespectful treatment, the Supervisor again
wrote to the Tahsildar his arzi No. 1709, dated the 18th December 1891, explain-

*ing the necessity for the information and the points on which it was required. Up

fo date the Tahsildar has not replied though more than threc moniks haye since

" elapsed and theugh the Supervisor sent a reminder in his No. 1829, dated the 13th

January 1892, . . Lo
Of this impertinent conduct of the Tabsildar towards the Supervisor and of his

. refusal to furnish the information required for Settlement purposes I complained to .
- the Divisional Officer in mv letter No. 2424, d.ated the.lst March 1 8?2, and requested
-him to direct the Tahsildar to furnish the information at once. * In reply, I.was

informed that my letter had been forwarded to the Collector Jor orders ; but the
Collector has not been pleased to pass any orders as yet so far as I am aware and

nearly two months have elapsed. Cl. . .
am at a loss to understand why the Divisional Officer failed to take action

himself on receipt of my letter, but can only presunie he is acting throughout under
Mr. Dumergue’s instructions. 1If so, I hope the Board and Government will be

- pleased to note the treatment I am recciving. If Mr. Batten is not acting under

any instructions, he is apparently afraid of the Tahsildar and too timid to taka

effective action to promote the public interests. *
Copies of papers connected with this case form Appendiz XXV, '
R3. Nineteenth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct is his refusal

to reply to my Proceedings No. 1810, dated the 19th December 1891 , and No. 2135,

"+ dated the 30th Januaxgr 1892. In the former Proceedings (copy of which has

already been submitted to the Board with my letter No. 61, dated the 7th April
1892). T asked the Tahsildar to report why he "had not 1ssucd orders to the Menon
of Kuruvambalam ‘amsam as he had been requested to do in my Proceedings
No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, to open.desamwar accounts, the Méenon having
stated that Le had reccived no such orders, T hough reminders have been sent ta

“the preparation of the

) ﬁost disg

\

|~ _
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et

‘expedite this report in my Proceeding;s No. 1993,  dated the 16th Januar ‘1892, -

No. 2417, dated the 29th Februar 1822, para. 8, and No. 2598, dated the 22nd
March 1892, copies of all of which have been submitted to the Board with my letter
quoted above, the Tahsildar has no¢ yet submitted the report called for, though more
than four months have elapsed since he was first requested to submit it. '

.. In Proceedings No. 2134, dated the 30th January 1892, copy of which, together
with copy of the Tahsildar’s arzi, to which it is a reFIy, forms Appendix XXVI,
I requested the Tahsildar to report the result of an applieation which he said he had
made in his arzi, dated 4th December 1891, No. 2465, to _the Depu.t 7 Superintendent
for the return of list of railway lands as also of that which he said he had made to
his Divisional Officer in his arzi No. 114, dated the 25th January 1892, on the same

ubject, and informed him that, unless the said list of railway lands was received,
necessary statistics for the scheme report of the Walawan4d
taluk could: not progress. To this also no reply has yet been received though more «
than two months and-a-half have elapsed since he has been requested to submit it.
As the report and the list of milwa(i’ lands are necessary, 1 request that the
Board may be pleased to direct the Tahsildar to submit them with any explanation .
he may have to offer for his deliberate refusal to reply to my Proceedings. The
Board was recently pleased in its Proceedings, BIIS._.B'O 3308, dated the 6tih-Apr1l
1892, to request the Collector to instruct the Tahsildar to comply promf)t y with
all requisitions from me; but 7f this order of the Board has been promu gated no

effect has yet been given to it by this Tahsildar. ‘

: 24. Twentieth Cuse.—~The next clfise 0: ﬂtl’f' Tabs}illtd?}r;s BVOITE BOCOUNES fs
obstruction of Settlement operations y not setting rig & revent _

directed by the Board iu itIs), Proceedings, Mis. No. 4230, dated tlie Z 51%/5 0%06587‘
1890. Of this I have already complained to the Board in my letters No. ’
dated the 3rd December 1891, and Ko. 2071, dated the 2ith January 1892. On

. RS
misconduct is his

‘these letters, the Board has already passed orders in its Proceedings, Mis. No. 78,

dated the 5th January 1892, and No. 3358, dated the 6th April 1892." Up ¢o date

no result is apparent. . . < 1.
25. Twenty-first Case —The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct is his

- deliberate disobedience of my instructions to have desamwaraccounts opened and

. A hi dy complained
the obstruction thereby caused to Settlement, of vsl.nch I have ah:ea
to the Board in my lctf};;r No. 61, dated the 7th April 1892, on which I request that

early orders may be passed. a1 o duet is the |
6. Twenty-second Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct 1s the

' i i i based on

k d subordinates behind my back. This complant 1s based on

;I;:?S:y? bf,nte Iarlllavgl};vlelry reason to believe it to be true. I have pogou?tltie

Tahsildar would promptly deny the impeachment, and, so long as hells 1r;feret hgtu] ks
it might be difficult to obtain the necessary legal evidence, so that I pre

~ should be judged by the public records herewith submitted, which Ithink prove
~at least he would not be incapable of the misconduct referred to. .

27. Besides the above twenty-two speCiﬁC cases, I could cite several others in

‘which this Tahsildar has wilfully obstructed the progress of Settlement-operations

ranting long 1 Menons, by appointing acting Menons who
.b}éreg una.bl% tongf.ur?]?:f:}?epizgfrﬁzrt?on requiredyfor the Setf’lel}lent'pu{pOSGS, by
\ag'equently changing the acting Menons of an amsam, by permitting thg ifie‘{i’.mi to
appoint their private clerks as their substitutes to assist the C]ass1ﬁ(frs, y “?C Il(mlr)]g
to grant leave to Menons who were really-sick and unable to do any work, by

“delaying to appoint acting Menons when permanent Menons were unable to attend to

Settlement work, &ec. ; "but I trust I have cited sufficient cases to convince the Board _ -

' end Government of the open hostility displayed against the Settlement by those from

araging and disrespectful manner in which he habitually and publiclyg 9

»

whom 1, as head of this party, have a right to expect loyal support to enable me to

| i i i ither I nor any other
he policy of Governiment. Without that support neit y
| (S:ZI; efzgfmi? g)fl’f)icefycan pe‘;'f;rm the work entrusted to them and I must therefore

v X : ssed, -
-carnestly ask that necessary and immediate orders may be pa :
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attend to the pymash of Kanni Palliyal : ing

, yal lands from to-morrow, 2nd Septembe k i
ggz ?Oﬁ)n ﬁgr :{vadrvIv atﬁierefczire beg to inform you that 1 shall .b,e able 1:opattendr ’o::l(;'r altnéi 1?3
e Pl Tands. and request you will ‘allow me to do so until at least I finish measuring

k0 .

'APPENDIX XI (2).

ProceeDINGs of the Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South C \
4 ‘ ¢ 1891,’No. oo, ® anara, dated 7th November

Read report from SHANGUNNI NAIR, Menon of the Arakku '
N -1 3 a 'b
o A G N R AALANT TTI0R, dated ist Septamber 1801, Head

Copy of the rei)ort read above will be communicated to the Tahsiidar of W. i
) Val
requested to state whether it is truo, as alleged, that he directed the Amkku;:rv;?;]’tff A“;xlll;:xllxi
Monon to absent himself from Settlement duties from 6 to 10 a.m. from the 2nd September
1891 onwards and to attend to other work unconnected with the Revenue Scttloment. P

2. If the allegation is true, the Tahsildar ghould submit any explanati

L9 p N planation he may have to

offer for issuing such instructicns which geriously iuterfered with th o J
operations in the amsam aforesaid. d T ° prooreés of Settlement
R If the alleation is not true, the Tahsildar is requested to obtain the M. ’ i
in writing for ma]:ing it and to submit the same for orders. enone explanahoy
(Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART

Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara.

To the Tehsildar of Walawandd.

APPENDIX XI (3).

From M.R.Ry. S. AN:ANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanéd, to the Special S ’
Officer, Malabar and South Ca;m.ra, dated I’eriutalumanr’m, 10th I.l;?:::ambzt:l'(i%lgrllf

Ref. on C. No. 2371 C.&D.

I bee to acknowledge receipt of yoﬂr Proceedings No. 1486, dated 7th instant, and, in reply.
ue that I issued instructions to the Arakkuparamba Amsam Menon tc;

to state that it is quite tr
attend to his revenue works from 6 to 10 a.m. from 1st September last, as I found on that day

when I visited the village that the jamabandi acoounts of fugitive cultivation for ¢ i
were not ready as they should have been for my inspection aEd that the ordinary agr:zfgtvf?)it
was not attended to on account of the Classifier insisting on the Menon to do the Settlement work
from 6 in the mornir g to 6 in the evening to the exclusion of all other works. As such a state
of things, if allowosl to continue, could not but seriously interfere with the revenue administration
of this taluk, for which I am primarily responsible, I deemed it necessary, in the public interests
and to save myself from being blamed by my superiors, to issue an order to the Menon that he
shopld devote a portion of his time, lcast inconvenient to Settlement work, for his legitimate
ordinary duties. If fugitive cultivation is not inspected when the crop is on the land their pymash
and azmash become very difficult and both Government and ryots’ interests suffer. In several
amsams, where Settlement work is in progress, these works are now sadly in arrears owing to the
Menon’s service not being available and the progress of revenue collections is also affected by the
same cause. I have asked my Divisional Ufficer to devise in consultatior with you some pla); b

whiol the settlement, the survey and the revenue works may be carried on without prejudice t)c:
any of them. Iam supposed to complete all jama,bandi accounts for current fasli before the end

of this month, but this year throueh the absence of the Menons on settlement and
this work is thrown back 'co’nsidera%ly, The Adhikaris cannot be made resposﬁblguigfya;gﬂ{:i)‘
d '

works and their time being wholly taken up by, collection of revenue the t
available for amsam account works even if it i8 permissible. Further, ityh: ?Eﬁik:ﬁ: ::efnaas a

rule, not possessed of much capacity for writing and account works.

e ——————

' APPENDIX XI (4).

_From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South
Canara, to t "
1891, No. 1546. .

With roference to para. 6_of my letter No. 1496, dated 7th November 1891, I have the

honour to forward copy of the Walawanid Tahsildar’s report, Reference on C. No. 2371 C.&D

dated 10th November 1891, .

J

Q9

he Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbators, 12th November

3
« =
)

1
!

!
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9. It will b observed that the Tahsildar admits that he took upon himself to remove the
]&’[enon of the Arakkuparamba Amsam from the Classifier between the hours of 8 and 10
o’clock A.M. from the 1st September last, the time which, in the plenitude of his igncrance, the
Tahsildar describes as “ the least inconvenient to Settlement work,”” == o smmmmnsst

3. The Menon failed to obtain from the Classifier the memorandum prescribed in rule
V (8), section VII, chapter VI, of the Settlement Manual, permitting him to be absent during the
hours mentioned, nor does the Tahsildar pretend that he attempted to obey that rule by granting
the Menon a similar memorandum showing from what date he permitted the Menon to resume
his regular work with the Classifier between the hours specified. The Tahsildar capnot urge

ignorance of the Settlement Rule as his attention to it has been frequently drawn and he has
1 of the Menon from the Classifier durin

himself notified it to the village officials. This remova :
hours when his services were specially neccessary was made without any }'eferenee to me_ and
Pelieve I am right in assuming that the Tahsildar neither sought nor obtained your sanction for

his obstructive instructions to the Menon.
4. The Tahsildar’s excuses are (1) that the Menon bad not prepared “ the jamabandi
accounts of shifting cultivation for the current fasli”” and (2) that “ the ordinary amsam work
to do (sic) the Settlement

was not attended to on account of the Classifier insisting on the Menon 5 ;
work from 6 in the morning to 6 in the evening to the exclusion of all other works. N ef.}.f:

of these excuses is t~nable and the seconé}&ﬁ@dutely. untrue. . |
5. The Arkku’Paramba amsam consists of the three desams of Puttur, Alanallur and
Arakkuparamba, The classification of this amsam was pommenced on
On the 1st September, from which date the Tahsildar admits that he remoYed the Menon fur 4
hours a day from the Classifier, the Settlement work had been in progress 11t the amsam for one
month, but, of the 31 days in August, the 2nd, 9th, 16th, 93rd and 30th were Sundays, the 23rd
holiday on account of the

¢ th » 19th was another authorised ]
was tho last Saturday but oo and the Menon's services were not required by the Classifier

Sravanam. On these 7 days in August the ;

and he was free to do Wha,ty he h'kedgu He certai Settlement work on those d:)’ﬁ; 011;

the 6th August, the Classifier was unable to as the Menon chose to absent - Limse
ged with Revenue

without obtaining the requisite memorandum on the ground that he was engn.

1 ] o Qeftlement work was stopped, because the I}Ienon
Inspector. Again, on the 13th August, the & eﬂ i} rb;ng N stomach—gclile.” Gars® of his own

absented himself on the ground that he was SUC. . R kod A):
report to the Classifier, dated 13th August 1391, 18 appended for your information (mtz;lr ed )(i
thus, in addition to the 7 days in August during which !:he Menon's services weret)hnn dreqm:ﬁ

by the Classifier as those days were Sundays or authorised hol{day 8, o0 two o tel:ch aiiﬂ e
Menon absented himself from his Settlement duties ; thus, out of 81 days n August, the Menon
was with the Classifier on 22 days only. .
6. Again, in September, the 6th, 13th, 20th, and 27th were Sgnda,ys, the 14th, 15thhani1{ 16th
were Onam holidays and the 19th * was the last Saturday but one. On t.h'ese 8 dti}I's t ef enog
gorvices were not required by the Classifier and he was free to do what he liked i 1?' perl En;me

no Settlement work on those days. In addition to these days, the Menon absented himself from

the Classifier, thereby delaying Settlement work for half & day on the lsb and half a day on

i 1 olf on the 8th and 9th Se tomber on the plea that
tho 2nd September, Ko e absentec | eso s also the Classifier I;vas therefore unable to

he had gone to taluk cuteherry and on these day 8 _wael F
do his work. On none of these occasions did the Menon obtain the Classifier’s memoragoum,
permitting him to leave his work, and on none of them did the Tahsildar f“mé;}; %hedlzggnc;:

1 imi i the rules. Thus, in addition to
with the similar memorandum required by Lo roquived by the O e, those days

September 1891, on which the Menon’s gervices W€
being Sundays or authorised holidays, on two whole other days and two half other days the
ﬁenon absented himself from Settlement duty- d'({hlfs, out of F{l;ﬁ 301%3({9 mhf‘;gtl(;n;lt)g;l (‘;’hg
enon was with the Classi .'and during many of those ays he b e
' e Classifier oaly on 19 days,:ce of the Tahsildar’s unauthorised instructions.

the Classifier after 10 o’clock A.M. in conseque
=7 Tt will thus be seen that, of the 61 days in August and September, the Menon was with
+tember only for certain hours every day after

thp Classifier only on 41 days and from the 1st Septer A

10 o’clock A.M. During these two months the Clussifier never had the Menon 8 services on 20
days aund never during any of the 41 days that he did attend was he required by the Classifier
to work from 6 A.M. to 6 o’clock .M. The Menon oould have utilised the 20 days on which he
was not with the Classifier in working off any arrears that may have accumulated owing to his
previous idleness. The statem“en%}rﬂks_i_lggﬂﬂt the ordinary amsam Workwas not attended
to because the  Classifier ingisted on the Menon oing Settlggqnff@rﬁﬁgfn__ G.Q.MJQ,QP..M. to the
exclusion of all other work is absolutely untruc. The other excuse that the jamabandi accounts
of shifting cultivation for tho-oarrent fost-were not ready was no fault of the Classifier, nor is it
apparent how the Menon by attending to his Qettlement duties could be said to have been pre-
vented from preparing these accounts. Presumably they eould not be correct%ydprelﬁred without a
personal inspection by the Menon of the lands on which such cultivation Oc(illllrl g i1 ad the Menon
attended to hisSettlement work and regularly accompﬁ?éﬁiiiheoglgszg’a‘;opi :IBJ a%ﬂg&&: :vasdbo;llnd

rand ¢

to do, he would have been afforded the very best op y oo Fhe lands, The Class é::

accounts and of bringin them into agreement with the a.f:tual conal .
bas to inspect everygﬁelgd in the smsam and the Menom, if he had rightly attended to his Settlement

ré

the 1st August 1891. |
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28. Whilst taking such notice as the Board and Government may. deem
necessary of the gross public misconduct of the present Tahsildar of Walawansd
towards me, my subordinates and the operations of this party, may I ask the
Board and Government to kindly consider whether he could and ‘would have dared
to so misconduct himself in this most unwarranted and glaring manner had he not
considered himself certain of support from his superior Revenue officers who would
- appear, from their proved-inaction’in respect of my complaints against this
. Tahsildar, to have determined to give me no assistance. I cannot help stating in
this connection for such inference as the Board and Government may deem
warranted that it was the son-in-law of this Tahsildar, one L. K. Subramania Iyer,
who was dismissed by me from this party in 1889 for misconduct, that “Mr.
Dumergue did not deem it beneath his dignity %o ezamine bekind my back in connec-
tion with the alleged fraudulent erasures and interlineations in certain Wynaa
records. . . . oL )
<+ +This Tahsildar has openly boasted that he expects to be made Huzur Sheris-
tadar of Malabar, but on what basis this expectation is founded I am unable to
state. I respectfully submit that his misconduct merits pudlic exemplary punishment,
“the nature of which I beg the Board and Government will take into their earliest
consideration. This Tahsildar and his family are wealthy janmis of the adjacent
taluk of Erndd and in common with other persons, official and non-official, in this
district it is their desire to obstruct by all means the progress of the Secttlement

-which will bring about the most remarkable revelations. It is for Government to .

determine whether I, as Settlement Officer entrusted - with this difficult and most
troublesome work, am or am not to have loyal and adequate support, If not, I
earnestly trust that I may be relieved of further Settlement responsibilities.
- Almost ‘every man’s hand is ‘against me and the Settlement, and, unless I receive
that support from the Board and Government which 1s essential to enable me to
perform my duties, the task imposcd is more than I or any other officer. can
accomplish. I respectfully request that this paper and its appendices may be

forwarded to Government at once for cons_ideration along: with the other papers-
- connected with Mr. Dumergue’s attacks which are under disposal by Government. ‘

. APPENDIX VIII (12).

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Taksildar of 'Walu.wané.d, to the Special Settlement
o Ofﬁg;r, Malabar and South Canara, dated DPerintalamanna, 2nd October 1891, Ref.

on No. 2075 C.&D. |
I beg to acknowledge receipt of jrour Proceedings, dated 29th September 1891, No, 1239,

and in reference to paras. 1, 2 and 5 thercof, to state that, at the time I submitted my report, -

Ref..on C. No. 1317 C.&D., dated 1st June last, you were deelared to have had no power to
punish village officials (zide Collector’s Proceedings, dated 1st May 1891), copy of which was

forwarded to you, and the Revenue Board Proceedings declaring that Settlement Officer had the -

. power to fine village officials were not passed. You will thus see that my impression that
unishment of village officers rested with District Officers was not “ erroneous” nor my procedure
in referring to my Divisional Officer a case involving the punishment of suspension of village
officers “ objectionable” as you have remarked. On the other hand both wy impression £1d
procedure were, I respectfully beg to state, quite in accordance with the then existing order on
the subject. , ‘ .

2. With reference to para. 6 of your Proceedings, I beg to observe that the delay in submit-
ting my report on the conduct of Perur village officials, which you characterize as not satisfactory
resulted not only from their failure to appear before me in time, but also, as I have remarked in
my ;efort, from pressure of my other work. 1f you were in a position to realize the amount of
wor
sure your remark about the delay would have been different. When village officials disobey my
orders issued in such cases I can only, ug you are doubtlessly aware, report them for punishment
other than fine to my Divisional Officer, * The application of section 174, I.P.C., in such cascs
18 of doubtful legality. : )

had on hand at the time in connection with the general administration of the taluk, I am .
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Officers to punish village officials I addressed the Tahsildar in my Proceedings No. 1239, dated

dated 29th September 1891.” The whole tone of the commnunication is most objectionable.
* Tahsildar would not in my opinion have addresse
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3. With r'eferem_ze to the concluding paragraph of your Proéeedings I beg to state that I
am not aware of having given you any just cause for comglaint up to this and I can assure

you that I will continue to do the very best to promote the public interests.

APPENDIX VIII (13).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South
g;nall‘g., to the Collector of Malabar, dated Camp Shoranore, 12th October 1891,
o. 1329, : .

I have the honour to bring the following facts to your notice.

© 2. In March last one of ‘my Classifiers had occasion to complain against the village officials

* of the Perur amsam, Walawanad taluk. I forwarded the complaint with connected papers to
the Tahsildar of that taluk for « early inquiry and report.” Lo
3. Some five wseks afterwards the Tahsildar replied that the complaint appearing to be
true.in the main on inquiry ” he had reported the village officials to the Divisional Officer for
punishment with certain recommendations.
- 4. The Divisional Officer, under the circumstances reported by the Tahsildar, suspended
the Menon for three months and the Adhikari for one month and warned them “to be very
careful in future.” B :
5. On the 2&th May 1891 I requested the Tahsildar to explain why he had submitted his

. report to the Divisional Officer direct instead of replying to my reference and why some five

weeks had been allowed to elapse before his report was made.

6. The Tahsildar replied in his Reference on C. 1317 C.&D., dated 1st June 1891, that
‘“ the delay in reporting on the complaint against the wllqge officials of Pen}r amsam arose Eartly
from pressure of work in the taluk and partly through failure of these officials to appear before
him in time to give their explanations,” and that he had adopted the procedure to which I had
reforred as he was  under the impression that the power of punishing village officials rested with
the District Officers.” _

7. Having received the instructions of the Board on the subject of the powers of Settlement

29th September 1891, copy of which forms Appendix A. )
8. On the 3rd instant, I received the Tahsildar’s reply, Ref. on No. 207_5 C.&D., éated 2nd

y

October 1891, copy of which forms Appendix B.

9. The docket runs: “ Reporting on the expressions used in that Office Proceedings No, 12'1{‘31?,
)

d you or any Divisional Ufficer in this manner -

and I am therefore obliged to ask you to be good enough to.issue such orders as will prevent any -

repetition of such misconduct and communicate the same to me at your early convenience.

APPENDIX X (3).

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawan4d, to the Supervisor, Revenue
Settl);ment Party, dated Perintalamanna, 27th April 1891, Ref. on C. No. 8512 Mis.

I have the honour to forward, herewith, in original, a report, with its enclosure, from my
Third Revenue Inspector for your perusal and return.

2. If you insist on my Menons attending only to the Settlement work to the exclusion of
their other equally important works, for which I am responsible, I will' be cgm'pelled, however
eluctantly, to issue orders to my subordinates to dlsrggard your instructions. This I need hardly
mention will have a bad effect on Settlement operations, I, !:herefore, have to request. that you
“will be good enough to pursue a more liberal policy Which will enable the amsam Ofﬁ(_ﬂ&ls.to get
through both Settlement and general administration works smoothly and without causing incon-

veniences to both.

e am—

TRANSLATION OF APPENDIX XI (1).

Report from SHANGUNNI NAIR, Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam, to C. S. SUBRAMANT

IYER, deputed to do Settlement work in the said amsam, 1st September 1891,

Since 1st August I have been doing duty with you in aoqordance w1!;h Your notice and
attending to work daily from 6 a.M. in the morning toHor6 P.M. in t'he levenmg.
to the Tahsildar this day that I am not able to measure Kanni Palliya lflnds and prepare the
amsam accounts on account of your not permitting me to do so, I am directed that I shoyld
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work, would also have been able to inspect every field. The ficld inspection is done by the Classi-
fier between 7 o’clock a.m. and 12 o’clock noon every day and the Tahsildar’s action in removing
the Menon from 6 to 10 o’clock A.m. from the Classifier could not have facilitated the correct pre-
paration of the shifting cultivation accounts referred to, whilst it seriously obstructed the progress
of Settlement work. Moreover, it is pertinent to require why those accounts had not been
propared before the Classifier ever entered the amsam? So far back ag the 17th March last I
instructed the Tahsildar in my Proceedings of that date, No. 1961, on the subject of accounts, the
Settlement Rules so far as they affected village officers, &o., and made special reference tq the
shifting cultivation accounts at para. 4 thereof. The Tahsildar took no action on these instruc-
tions until the 18th May 1891 when he issued a circular to all the village officials, which has not
been fully obeyed either by them or the Tahsildar himself. . Moreover, as will be seen later on
the Tahsildar himself issued instructions regarding the punctual preparation of the revenue
accounts to this and other village officials long previously and had threatened them with punisho
ment if they failed to obey his orders. His threats appear to have had little effect.

8. I append (marked B, C, and D) copies of papers submitted by the Menon to the Classifier
which are most suggestive. In B, dated 7th September 1891, the Menon informed the Classifier
that he had been directed by the Tahsildar to be present at the taluk cutcherry with all the

- amsam accounts before the 31st August, “ that he was therefore going there to-morrow the 8th
instant and that he would return for Settlement work on the 9th 1dem. On his own showing the
Menon disobeyed the Tahsildar’s order if he ever received such, directing him to go to the
taluk cutcherry,” before the 31st August, and it is not apparent how his disobedience justified his

absence on the 8th and 9th September.

9. In Appendix D, dated 14th September 1591, the Menon reported to the Classifer that the
reason he failed to do Settlement work on the whole of the Ist and 2nd September was because he
was in attendance on the Tahsildar on those days, admittedly without having obtained leave. It
is significant that the I'shsildar makes no mention of this in his explanatmn'. Ile merely observes
that he visited the village on the 1st September. The Menon also admits that he went to the
taluk cufchorry on the 8th'and 9th September and as his excuse Appen{lxx C was furnished to
the Classifier. This appendix is noteworthy. It contains copy of the ahslldar.’s order No, 3513,
dated 24th April 1891, in which the village officials to whom it is addressed (including those of
Arakkuparamba) are directed to take all their accounts to the taluk cutcherry “in the montl
following ench quarter” and this is explained by the instruction that they should be submitted
““in the months of October, January, April and July.” It is manifest that this Menon should
have proceeded to the taluk cutcherry with his accounts for the quarter ending June 1891 during
July 1891 and for the quarter endin September 1891 in the month of October 1891, Thiy
order was thercfore no excuse for the Menon to leave bis Settlement work for the taluk cutcherry
on the 8th and 9th September 1891, Moreover if there was no other order on the subject, the
Menon’s excuse in Appendix B that he had been directed to go to the taluk cutcherry before
the 31st Angust was untrue. 1le should have gone before 31st July 1891 with his accounts for
the quarter ending 30th June 1891 or not until October with hl.s accounts for the quarter ending
30th September 1291. 1lis going in September was not authorised by the records which Le sub-
mitted as his justification. Asthe Settlement work in this amsam did not begin until 1st August
1891, the Menon’s failure to maintain his] revenue accounts cannot be attributed to Settlement
work—the usual excuse urged by the Tuhsildar and his subordinates,

10. The second order of the Tahsildar contained in Appendix C is the best refutation of the
Tahsildar’s general remarks regarding Settlement work haviug obstructed tho ordinary amsam
work. As Settlement operations affect every item of land In an amsam, it is difficult to see how
Menons engaged in Settlement duty are prevented from doing their own work, Their Presence
with the Classifier enables them to acquire a much more intimate knowledge of their amsams than
many of them ever possessed before. In the sccond order referred to the Tahsildar notices that
certain accounts for fasli 1300 (which expired on 30th June 1891) had not heen written up even
on 3rd August 1891, the date of the order. As Settlement operations in the Walawanad taluk
only commenced {during the last fow weeks of fasli 1300, even_the _:l_‘_&hsildn.r of that taluk will

fiad it difficult to adduce sound reasons to support his gaseous asseverations,
L QN L SRR . £ o 'e)
11. So fur as the MMcemed?t is"Gonclusively establishod that he was absent withozt

having obtained the requisite memoranda from the Classifier on the 6th and 13th August, parts

of the 1st and 2nd September, and the whole of the 8th and 9th September. On inone of these
days did he obtain the requisite memoranda from the Subordinate Revenue officials, the Tahsildar
and Revenue Inspector to whom he says ho went. If he was called away, as alleged, on the 6th
August by the Revenue Inspector, he should have obtained the mwemorandum from the Classifier
and a similar memorandum from the Revenue Inspector. On the 13th he did mo work saying
he had “stomach-ache.” 'This may or may not have been the case. On parts of the 1st and 2nd
September, he says, he was attending the Tahsildar and admits he did not obtain the Classifier’s
permission and he received no memorandum from the Tahsildar. On the 8th and 9th September
1891 he went, he says, to the taluk cutcherry, on the alleged ground that he had been ordered
by the Talsildar to go there before the 31st August, though no such ordor was produced and the
" 'ghsildar furnished him with no memorandum, the only order produced in jugtlﬁcntion of his
absence shows that he ought to have gone either before the end of J uly preceding or not until

October.

A
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12. As regards the Revenue Inspector, he failed to give the Menon the requisite memoran-
dum on the 6th Angust if in fact the Menon was with him on that day.
13. As regards the Tahsildar, the following facts demand notice ;—

- (1) Without authority he removed the Menon from 1st September 1891 from the Classifier
between the hourf; of 6 and 10 o’clock 4 . and thereby obstructed the progress of the Settlement. .
) (2) He failed to obey the instructions issued to him in respect of granting memoranda to
village officials whom he took ‘off Settlement work not only on 1st anl 2nd September and

succeeding days from 6 o’clock to 10 o’clock, but also on the &th and 9th September. :
(3) His excuses for hig action are both untenable and one is absolutely untrue,
] (4) His general remarks are opposed to the facts as proved by his own orders to certain
village officials and to the nature of Settlement and ordinary amsam work respectively.
. 14. For his absence fro ) uties on the 6th August and 8th and 9th September,
U1 have fined the Menon 1 rugzs ett(l)()xlln lggrgedof these dates had hegpermission to'leave the Classifier
and for none of these days has he produced any memoranda showing when he was permitted to
resume his Settlement duties by the Subordinate Revenue officials, to whom, he says, he went, Of
his absence on the 13th August, when he says he was suffering from stopmch-ache, T have takep
no notice. For his absence on parts of the st and 2nd September without leave and for his
absence from Settlement work on succeeding days from 6 to 10 o’clock A.M., the responsibility-
rests with the Tahsildar whom I must ask you to be good enough to deal with. I shall be obliged
by your furnishing me with a co y of your order in respect of the Tahsildar at your early con-

venience for the information of the Board of Revenue.

———

No. 1547.

Copy communicated to the Tahsildar of Walawanad for information with reference to his
arzi, Ref. on No. 2371 C.&D., dated 10th November 1891. |
2. The Tahsildar is requested to inform Shangunni Nair, the Menon of Arakkuparamba
amsam, that he has been fined 1 rupee for his absence from Settlement duty with Class. er T. .S.
Sivasubramania Iyer on the 6th August and 8th and 9th September 1891, and to explain to him
the contents of tho letter, copy of which is now communicated, so far as they oonccrllll ti.le Méeno;.
3. The Tahsildar is requested to see that the fine is duly levied and to report the fact to the
undersigned for his inform%,’cion and communication to the Board of Revenue before the 10th
December 1891, )
Signed A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
( lgér;)ec)ial Settlement Officer, Malabar and Soath Canara.

APPENDIX XI (5).

From A, B. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and
South Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 26th
February 1892, No. 2370, :

With reference to para. 14 of my letter No. 1546, dated 12th November 1891, I have the
honour to request that Ii may be fav)(')red with a copy of any orders that may have been passed
on the misconduct of the Tahsildar of WalawanAd that was established in that letter. Lo

2. In this connection I would invite your attention to copy of his unauthorised general order-
No. 10837, dated 9th N. ovemllloeru}‘gQi,y(t)-o all the amsam officials of the Walawanid taluk
forwarded with my letter No. 2368 of this day’s date, which read with his explanation, Reference

~on No. 2787 C.&D., dated 10th November 1891, copy of which was forwarded with my letter

170. 1546, dated 12th November 1891, is very significant. .

3. It will be remembered that I asked the Tahsildar to report on the truth or falsity of the

statement of the Arakkuparamba Amsam Menon to the effect that he had absented himself from

his Settlement daties at certain times and on certain dates from the 1st. SePtember 1f891 1

consequence of express orders issued to him by the Tabsildar. The laf’ster answering my reference

on the 10th November 1891, admitted the correctness of the Menon’s statement and explained

that “ to save himself from being blamed by his superiors ” he had issued an order }g(i) theb Menon,
&c. He deliberately concealed from me the fact that on the very day previous 21‘; ; ts Submission
of this explanation, viz., on the 9th November 1891, he had issued, mth?{ut authority, & general
circular No. 10837 to the same effect to all the amsam officials in h}s tal; ’ t Rof .

4. Moreover, it will be remembered that in writing to you his endorsement, Reference on
C. No. 9665 M., dated 26th September 1891, on copy of the report from the Amsam Menon of

Vettattur amsam, forwarded with your letter, Referonce on 941 Mis, W., dated 6t]71 October 1891,



.C. No. 9665 Mis., dated 26th September 1891, on copy of the report from the A
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the Tahsildar merely suggested, for your orders, that «j a
tion with the SettlemengtiOOfﬁef;,r, thg’ hours of Workgngl’t’ Zgglgagecsfgill' ig Erescn})e’ o consulta-
fact (which was not admitted til]l he was foreed to do so in hig explanation da%ngexllofmm you the
1891, referred to at para. 2 supra)that he had many days before writine to eth th November
of the 26th September issued orders himself to the Menon of Arakkupa?amg;xoznis:gl on th

e ver,

lines in which he hoped you would : J
Wholo magach be su}b)ju a’J;ce. uld pass orders later on, though he knew perfectly well that tho

5. The Tahsildar’s duplioity and insolenée 1n this matt :
ask you to be good enough to take the most serious notice of ftr ee been 50 glaring that I must

. APPENDIX XII.(2).

From J. K. BATTEN Es.q., Acting Specinl Assistant Coll t : .
Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Camp Mélépl‘lasa%", (ti(t)htOth(ﬁ)I:;mlaSIQIS “itloment

I have the honour to forward, herewith, the Walawan4d Tahsildar’s endo

rsement, Nef. on

Vettat : - msam Mo £
ettattur amsam, Walawansd taluk, stating that he is not able to do any _i’ymﬂsh Work:;(;n l(l)e

- has to attend on the Classifier daily from 7 a.m. to 6 p.31. for Settlement wo;

2. I have the honour to request that you will be good enough to foy ;
as to the hours during which Monons should attend on Classifiers, in ordey - V1
necessary orders to the Menons, A Ordo? that T

3. Constant complaints are reccived from Menons that they ca :
account of their being taken away for Settlement work. I th)i’nk nr?xgztdgfﬂ;ﬁ; .
frivolous. Nevertheless, it would be better if some definite instructions could b de
by you and the Divisional Officer, - : odr

1 your views
may issue the

gular work on
comyplaints are
awn up jointly

APPENDIX XII (3).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Exq., Special Settlement, ¢
South Canara, to the Special Assistant to the Collector ofergfnr.llzngf-ﬁ 5103 } ICM?‘I’“" and
7th November 1891, No. 1496, » dated Coimbatore,

With reference to your letter, Ref. on No, 941 Mis. W. dated 6th Qct
honour to make the following remarks. ’ ctober 1891, T have the
2. The standard rate of work fixed for each Classifier in m arty is 16 ’
and garden per diem, exclusive of Sundays and other authom’zec%7 h%lid{yls :&,;Ori‘;s IWé‘t, dr
classification of soil, enumeration of the taxable trees, collection of complete 1'nf0mmtionoru esd.the
the area classified, occupied and unoccupied, and the writing up of the Scttlexﬁent eggiségf

Eight hours a day are required for this work *which cannot be performed unless the yillgee
go .

officials, or at least, the Menon, with their accounts, are in attendance on the Classifiers

3. As in other parties, it is found that Sottlement work can best be don . .
working from 7 A.M. to 12 o’clock noon and from 3 to 6 o’clock p.n, Inetll)l{) tr};(:)glf’s slﬂtégs
attendance of the ryots is more easily sccured and the ficld work Jroper can be perform 33' Lhe
greater ease. In the afternoon all account and registry work is finished. od “with

4. The following extracts from the Scttlement Manual issued under the aathority of the

Board and Government prove that the necessity of the Karnam’s presence with the Classifier hag -

been fully recognized and provided for. Rule XXVI, section 6, chapter V . r
“to summon the villagq officers with their accounts in view to the (Iz)lassiﬁela’t?gllfha(ﬁldzes C!asmﬁ.ers
of lands in their respective villages.” Rule VII, section 1, chapter 1V, e Wires t}’;egiﬁétrntwn
(Menon) to “accompany * the Classifier in the field, whilst Le is engage;l iI;] ol:miﬁe ti amm?l
registry of holdings. Lule XXX, section 6, chapter VI, requires Karnams to iln‘ser(:-,a lon }?n

revenue accounts tie. corresponding sarvey numbers and letters, which they cannot dy 11n thdr
work with the Classifiers. By rule V (2), section 7, chapter VI, « villago offioors & uxi es8 ahey
attend Classifiers and to afford them all necessary aid an§ information,”" Rule T 3r)e )Olé-n to
chapter VI, directs that Karnams sha]] not, as & rulo, “leave the village 80 long ns the (B)?c 193 o
are at work in them unless they are summoned by the Tahsildar or other competent aut{ll 5s§t ers
In such cases *they should be furnished by the Classifiers with a memol'andump o out 1i)nd.Y t

of departure” and “ the summoning officer ” is required ¢ similarly to furnigh the Karga,m: 9“(;
a memorandum of the date when they were permitted to return.” eso rules clengl lacewtlh

Menons at the disposal of the Settlement Officers during the Progress of Settlement o 5(’} rIz)tti ho
thoir amsams, ' P ons in

5. Such being the case the necessity for prescribing esact hours when the village officers

shall work with the Classifiers is not apparent. In no other district in the Presidency in whj
Settlement operations have taken place or are in progress has it been found necessm‘?;fl?o :\lc}; 18(,;)h
’

¢
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though, if you so wish, T have no objection to the Menons of your division being instructed to work
~with the Classifiers from 7 o’clock a.n. to 12 o’elock noon and from 3 o’clock .M. to 6 o’clock P.M.
every day excepting Sundays and authorised holidays during the progress of Settlement work in
their villages. ~As mneither the Classifiers nor the Menons possess watches, I am afraid the fixing
of definite hours may lead to complaints regarding unpunctual attendance, &o, Moreover, on some
days, owing to rain, &o., it might be found necessary to somewhat vary the hours. As the [
classification of most of the amsams of the Walawanid taluk has bee1_1 completed, the suggestion
of the Tahsildar under reference would appear singularly mopportfune.

6. In this connection I forward, for your information, copy of a report (Appendix D), dated
1st September 1891, i.e., some twent';r-ﬁvey days previous to the date of the Tahglldar’s suggestion
to you, from the Menon of the Arakkuparamba amsam to the Classifier with whom he’was

mployed on Settlement k. .
‘ eop I{wﬂl be obselrlxl,i]& Zﬁt the Menon . states that he had been ordered by the Tahsildar to do

ork unconnected with the Settlement during the hours of 6 to 10 o’clock a.m. every day from
the 2nd September onwlafdg.lC Son?e of theghours when the Classifier spema.ll); reqmrefl bgs
services in the field, I have called upon the Tahsildar to state whether the Menoi)u_ ] ]f,llegatlon is
true, and, if so, to submit any explanation he may deglre to pﬁer i_’or h.ls ordir Wll e _f:}l])paiently |
was based on no authority from you and was certainly given, if gli'len av al, “;1 O}Zh any
reference to me or the public interests, ~On receipt of his reply, I sha tc:ﬁmull‘liﬁaif d:l you
on the subject with a view to necessary action being taken to prevent this suldar again

obstructing the progress of Secttlement work. ) . )
. T aores wi in thinkine that most of the complaints of the village officials referred
to at7 nfafz%rg% v;,ﬁ]:r {e‘;‘t‘einuﬂﬁgf f;%l; ;e frivolous. The fact that a large numberfofhda)ﬁsI has
ble to do any work owing to the absence of the village

been lost by the Classifiers being una A .
officers has ziyu,‘,tmcted the attention %f the Board to whom I shall submit a large file of papers which

conclusively prove the want of co-operation on the part of the Subordinate Revenue officials in

the Walawan4d taluk from the Tahsildar downwards with the Settlement officials.

: : : : o 3 duct of ordinary revenue work during the
5. Mo practical difficultios cun ariso in nt1hi?f ‘31[; éllib(;‘di(:late Rgrvenue officials would only

. P oo amsa: . i . A
ﬁfg@rzsiogilbﬁﬁfg i’;%‘"};ﬁéﬁ&ﬁﬁf”ﬁ the Menon is attentive to his Settlement (ilﬁtles and ht?hs
his accounts in fair order, the Classifier would ral‘ell_ﬁ r eqmr%jgs ;gﬁ‘;’l&f:i flg li'gI}rll: rgm;?n? (Iinu(;?ng
during which there would ordinarily be several holidays. tion on the part of the Settlement and

Is ti i kand b licy of friendly co-opera ' t :
il’:éigf:f :sgg;lcl{i’nzg tﬁgre sgo?ﬂ?lo ‘;Jéy no friction. I have done all in my power to impress this

fact upon my men and shall be glad if you will be so good as to take similar action in respect of

your subordinates.
. . oy s . vy to adopt any you may propose
9. As regards the issue of joint mstruetlon?l ff}hgllllﬁly b% Gl)lal];PS; 030;1 o 111)06 vg; ¢h the Settlement

in the public interests of your division and w ) . A1

ﬁanuall) which so far as Se}t’tlement work is concem:d i8 (siufﬁcImntly e:;;l;:;t:A Ppendides A D ond
. Th 1 o to your letter is herewith returned. reques ; 3

C ma?yobcgr p:r:ig:doiszlllrconn};ction with it and that they may be returned to me at your early

convenience. ’

APPENDIX XII (4).
ial Assistant Collector, to the Special Settloment

+ \ i S C! .
From J. 5%103‘&1351?&} gf&l éoﬁ:}?%inag:, dated Camp Perintalamanna, 21st November 1891,

No. 789 Dis.

With reference to your letter, _
state that, under the cireumstances mentione

th November 1891, No. 1496, T have the honour to

dated 7ﬂ(11 f:}o;zu and as yau state that tthg clasglﬁcéatlotl} of
i i t there is no necessity to issue instructions

ho taluk is almost complete, I agree with you tha £ , A o
:egarilinglthe partieularphours Me%ons should attend on Classifiers. I am informing the Tahsil

| i Settlement work.
t%r of the hours which you name as necessary for
> 2. T am issuing instructions to the Tahsildar that the rules of the Settlement Manual mqst be

strictly attended to.

APPENDIX XIIT (1).

| : Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and
From 4. Sﬁthc %ﬁgﬁf %?g&ngpeigyﬁggs‘iant qullector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 26th

ruary 1892, No. 2368.
. Febf Ze to your letter No. 789 Dis., dated 21st November lsgé’ﬂf Tltflve the honour
With re eren infjc;rmation copy of a eneral order No. 10837, datﬁ tal‘ ovember 1891, -
to forward, Iflor %Oﬁ;‘ﬂdar of Walawanad to all the amsam officials of t a;us tulk without your
lsslll(:gri%}r’ otr Znyiefcrence fo me, though it seriously affected the progress of Settlement work,
au’

4
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2 It will be remembered that, in his endorsement, Ref. on C. No. 9665 Mi
September 1891, on copy of the report of the Amsam Menon of Vettattur amsamelz;vsflafi?gd 322111
your letter, Ref. on 941 Mis. W., dated 6th October 1891, the Tahsildar merely suégested for your
orders, that it would be better to prescribe, in consultation with the Settlement officer the h):)urs
of working, &. My reply to your reference on his suggestion was forwarded with my letter
No. 1496, dated 7th November 1891, to which you were good enough to reply in your letter
No. 789 Dis., dated 21st November 1891. z

3. I am sure you could not have been aware that the Tahsildar had in the meantime before
obtaining your orders on the subject taken upon himself to issue, on the 9th November 1891
a general order No. 10837 to all the amsam officials, directing all the Menons “ to attend to their
legitimate (sic) duties from 6 to 10 o’clock A.m. every morning,” whereby the work of the Classi-
fiers was seriously obstructed during November.

4. As this unauthorized order of the Tahsildar is ‘opposed to the instructions to which yoy
referred in your letter of the 21st November 1891, T request you will be so good as to direct tha.t}
official to rescind his obstructive order, copy of which is now forwarded, and trust you will take
such other action respecting his misconduct as you may consider necessary,

5. T take this opportunity of requesting that Appendices A, B and O to my letter No.
“dated 7th NovembelP 1891, may be xgeturneg as requested at para. 10 of that let}';er'. No. 1436,

— t——

APPENDIX XIII 2). .

TRANSLATION.
No. 10837.

Order from the Walawan4d Taluk Cutcherry to the Amsam Officials.
onse to the yadast issued by the Revenue Inspector to the amsam officials for the non-
preparation and submission of the jamabandi accounts on due dates, it is observed from the
replies received that some of them urge that thoy are fully engaged in survey and settlement
work and that consequently they had to leave the amsam and other work in arrears. It is to be
understood that by rendering lawful and ncceesary assistance fox: the survey and settlement work
thoy are not to neglect all their duties allowing thom to fall in arrears. The Menons who are
engagod in the survey and scttlement work should attend to th_elr legitimate duties from 6 to 10
AM. on every morning. I have reported the matter to the higher authorities for orders to the
above effect. If this course be adopted there will be no obstruction to the discharge of the

ordinary revenue duties and settlement work.

In resp

S. ANANTA PATTAR,

PERINTALAMANNA, (Signed)
Tahsildar.

9th November 1891.

— a——

APPENDIX XV (3)..

M.RRy. S. AN ANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanéd, to the Special Sett]
From 0 fﬁcgr, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 18th }E\Iovemlfer efggxii,:

No, 2428.

In reply to the queries contained in your Proceedings No. 1559, dated 16th instz;nt, I beg to
rt as follows:— .
repo Query 1.—The Menon was not detained by the Tahsildar on the evening of the 4th instant
Iustructions were sent to the Menon on the 4th evening to meet the Tahsildar in the Pulikkattiri

amsam on the following morning for the purpose of azmash of certain garden lands newly to
é

be assessed in the fasli. . '

Query 2—The Menon was engaged with the Tahsildar from 8 to 9 a.m. on the morning of
the 5th instant. !

Query 3.—The memorandum was not taken by the Tahsildar to the Menon for the simple
and obvious reason that he had not to depart from the amsam and that the Tahsildar was not aware
that the Menon was engaged with Settlement Classifier.

Query 4.—Certainly not. The Scttlement Rules, as I understand them, do not contemplate
cases in which the Menon does not leave the amsam It seems to me that the rules provide
only for cases in which the Menon has to leave his village; but,_ assuming that a memorandum
was required even in sqch a case as the one now under reference, it was for the Menon, if he was

-engaged with the Classifier when he was ordered to appear before the Tahsildar, to have obtained
the requisite memorandum from the Classifier and produced it before the Tahsildar. The
Tahsildar was not made aoquainted with the fact that the Menon was engaged with the Classifier

either when the former was ordered to appear or when appeared before 'I'ahsildar.

.(7/‘
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APPENDIX XVI.

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanéd, to the Special Settlement
Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 15th December 1891, Ref.

on C. Nos. 2632 C.&D. & 2412 C.&D.
The pay bills of the two marginally-noted

village establishments among others not having
been received at the treasury up to date, the

1. Pulakkattiri . ar
. fines inflicted by you on these two Amsam
z jhakkupammba' ' Menons have not been collected.
2. In all cases in which you fined the Menon you asked me to collect the fines and to report
the fact within a date fixed by you. Experience has proved that

of village establishments are received at the treasury g
date fixed by you and much useless and unnecessary corre
- this can be avoided if no particular date is fixed by you wi

s

APPENDIX XVIL
Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and

";%!Erom A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq,

South Canara, to the Special Assietant Collector of Mala

February 1892, No. 2366.

I have the honour to bring the following facts to your
ahsildar of Walawanéd, s

d within a reasonable date after

necessary orders may be issued to the T
- me on village officials may be duly levie
have been passed.

2. By my Procecdings No. 1595, dated 20th November 1

this is not feasible as pay bills

enerally with remittances long after the
spondence results in consequence. All
thin which the fine has to be collected.

bar, dated Coimbatore, 26th

notice and to request that the

o that fines lawfully imposed by

orders for their infliction

891, the Menon of the Pulakkattiri

the fine and report the fact by

amsam was fined Re. 1 and the Tahsildar was requesﬁed to levy ) { 1
the 10th December 1891. Ile failed to take any notice of my Proceedings until a remmd?r was
sent to him on the 10th December, when he replied on the 15th December that the Menon’s pay

bill _hﬂd not been received and that therefore the .ﬁne had not been
received no intimation regarding the levying of this finc

3. By my Proceedings No. 1732, dated 10th Decem

3

amsam was fined Rs 2 and the Tahsildar was requested to levy
the 10th January 1892. It has not been reported up to date.

4. By my Proceedings No. 1896, dated 5th
amsam was fined Rs. 3 and the Tahsildar was requc
Menon’s next pay bill. Up to date the levying of t

. 5. On the 29th January 1892 I requested t
date to report whether the fines imposed on the thr

and credited in the sccounts. In his reply, Ref. on C. N

the Tahsildar stated that the pay due to the Menons referred t 1¢
yet been collected.

but, if the statement is true, it would appear

d no pay since the 20th .
tol amsam has received no pay since the
. and that the Menon of Kuruvam-

consequently the fines inflicted on them have not
explain why their pay has not yet been disbursed,
that the Menon of Pulakkattiri amsam has receive

upwards of three months ; that the Menon of Pulommon

do not know whether you are aware that the poo
taluk are beiug thus kept out of their official s2
that subject I am not personally concerned bey
ever interested in seeing that fines lawfully imposed

of Walawan4d within a reasonable time. Ilis alleged reasons for not h

vparticular fines cannot be accepted as satisfactory-
% 6. I must therefore ask you to be so good 88
referred to at once and to report the fact of his
by your passing such orders to your Revenue subor

gity for a repetition of similar complaints in future

amm—

rly paid village estab
laries for weeks and mon
ond bringing the fact to
by me are duly co

to instruct

paving done so to me. ) ]
dinstes on the subject as will render the neces-

improbable.

. APPENDIX XVIII (2). _
Report from the. Panamanna Amsam Menon.

this is so I recrived a notice yesterday from the Sup
chori to-day, Wednesday the 14th, with certain amsa

" The fymash of gingelly and revision survey work are in

ervisor to be

m accounts.

ber 1891,

lovied. Up to date I have

the Menon of the Pulommontol
the fine and report the fact by

January 1892, the Menon of the Kuruvambala
sted to levy the fine by deduction from the
he fine has not been reported.

he Tahsildar in my Proceedings No. 2114 of that
eee iifenons abov}(; mentioned had been collected

o. 180 C.&D., dated 9th F ebruary 1892,
o has not yet been disbursed and

No reason is given to

November 1891—

i f some seven weeks. I
lishments of the Walawanéd
ths together, but with
your notice. I am how-
llected by the Tahsildar
aving yet collected these

the Tahsildar to levy the fines
I should also be obliged

progress in this amsam. When

present in h@s office at Cherpal-
As I am 1n doubt whether I

8
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could leave the amsam, considering the pressure of work on hang: I request that i
with an order in conn:action with the notico above referred to. ’ quest that I may be furnished

(Signed)

KOMAN NAIR,

14th October 1891, Menon

Ref. on No. 10266 Mis.

True copy submitted to the Special Assistant Collector in continuation of th; |
Ref. on No. 10113 Mis., dated ]4t111) instant. Summonses to village officials issi:lcg.l 1equs?fa ge ziﬂg:
have to be sent through Tehsildars and not direct. The Settlement Supervisor’s proce)(riure in
Issuing direct, instead of through me, notices to Amsam Menons, compelling them to appear at
distant places from their amsams, 8o as to suit the convenience of Settlement subordinates iso
irregular and inconvenient I think. ' ,

(Signed) 8, ANANTA PATTAR,

WaLawanap,
Tahsildar,

23rd Ootober 1891.

Ref. No. 1021 Mis, ,

Forwarded to the Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, for favour of
remarks, .

(Signed) . J. K. BATTEN,

CaLcur, i i
Acting Special Assistant Collector.

6th November 1891,

APPENDIX XVIII (6).

A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Scttlement Officer, Malabar and Sout
From Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector’ of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 29th F ebn‘::r?

1892, No, 2423, ,
"In returning, herowith, the paper forwarded with your endorsement, Ref, No, 1021 Mis,
W., dated 6th November 1891, I have the honour to make the following remarks :—
. 2. Before dealing with the general question raised by the Tahsildar of Walawan4d
in his Re; ogn No. 10%66 Mis., dated 23rd October 1891, it Wll}, I think, bo instructive to set
forth the facts connected with the Panamanna Amsam Meflon 8 report to the Tahsildar, dated
14th October 1891, on which the Tahsildar’s Ref. on No, 10266 Mis., dated 23rd October 189) ,

rts to be founded, Theso facts I have taken special pains to ascertain and they will, T
ﬁ_llll?éf’ afford you further insight into the methods that have been adopted in the Wala.wm;éd

taluk to obstruct the progress of the revenue settlement,
3. The work of classifying the Panamanna amsam devolv_ed upon Classifier B. N. agoba Rao,
a Telugu Classificr, who cannot read or write Malayalam. In his arzi No. 1035, dated 1gt October

1891, the Supervisor reported :— . |
# At the recent inspection of the Panamanna amsam by me I discovered that in the classi.

fication registers partioulars of tax-paying trees remain to be written in respect of certain gardena

in the several desams of the amsam.” . _
. The Classifier explained that he had been unable fo enter the necessary particulars as th¢)
Menon had ¢ informed him that the information was not fo;thcoming from the amsam accounts, '
especially the tree register.”” ,As the Classifier could not himself read the acoounts which were
in Malayalam he had to accept the Menon’s statement as true. The Supervisor, who is a Malayali,
was not satisfied with tho explanation and therefore sent for the Menon and his accounts which
he examined ¢ with the result that he found that the information was readily available in the
tree register.” The Supervisor writes: ¢ The Menon was required to reconcile his explanation
recorded on the Settlement Register with the facts disclosed by the account and he admitted,
without the least sense of shame, that he did not understand the acoonnt properly.””  Yet thig
man has for upwards of ten years been the Menon of th_ls amsam. A post for which, in my
opinion, he is totally unfit. The forcgoing facts explain sufficiently why it was Decessary
in the public interests for the Supervisor to have required this Menon’s personal attendance,

1 now proceed to disclose the misconduct of this Menon before his attendance could be secured, |

-

paY
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: 4. On the 10th October 1891 the Supervisor sent the Menon a notice No. 1130 requiring him
to present himself with the necessary accounts before the Supervisor at his office, Cherpalcheri,
where the Classifier’s accounts of the Panamanna amsam were being scrutinized on the 14th
idem. The notice was duly delivered to the Menon on the 13th idem and it was returned
endorsed by the Menon in Malayalam: ¢ Received 13th October 1891, (Signed) Koman Nair.
Panamanna Amsam Menon.” N othing else was recorded by the Menon, :

5. The Menon disobeyed the notice and did not appear on the 14th October 1891. N othing
having been heard of him up to the 18th idem and as the Settlement accounts could not be
-closed for want of the requisite information which the Menon was hound to furnish, the Supervisor .
.in his No. 1183, dated 18th October 1891, requested the Menon to explain his disobedience of the
previous notice and instructed him to furnish the Classifier (v_vho had again to .be deputgd to the
amsam, thereby causing further delay and public expense) with the necessary information, To

this communication also, the Menon paid no attention.

- 6. On the 29th October 1891 the Supervisor sent him a third communication No. 1269,

copy of which is appended (marked A). By this the Menon was dnfer alia required to state
why he had failed to submit the explanation previously called_ for. The Mepon then sent a
reply, copy of which is also appended (marked B), and to which I must invite your special

attention. .
7. After acknowledging the recoipt of the Supervisor’s No. 1269, dated 29th October 1891,

the Menon submitted what orted to be his explanation called for on the 18th October 1891,
t.¢ , eleven days previously. pl'lll‘}))is explanation was to the effect that he did not obey the previous

orders as he had been prohibited from leaving the amsam without the orders of the Tabsildar or

' Deputy Tahsildar, adding that he had reported to the Tahsildar that he had received the

Supervisor’s notice to appear before him, but that, in spite of this, the Tahsildar had personally

ordered him not to leave the amsam ! . coatod with the Mone.

8. On receipt of this impertinent reply the Supervisor agaiq communicated wi e Menon
in his No. 1318, dated 2ndeovemberP 1%91, copy of which is appended (marked C). The
Supervisor asked him to explain inter alie— ., )

(1) When the Menon asked the Ta,hsild%l['I for pem;iﬁsi(igtﬁo.gbey the Supervisor’s notice
i ived by the Menon on the jdem. )
.Of the l(gt)hv(e'it;})ﬁ :lifl ?;;?ngozefﬁze}i ad been ordered not to leave the amsam vgltzlouig: the
Tahsildar’s permission, he failed to report the fact when acknowledging the receipt of the
‘Bupervisor’s notice of 10th October. . . . .
P (3) Whether he had in fact obtained the permission he said he had applied for.
9. Tho Marorre e o d ' (marked D), In this it will be observed
"9, The Menon’s reply is dated 3rd November 1891 (marke D). In this it will ] e

he stated (1) that he apgliszzd to the Tahsildar on the 14th October to obtain 113181'111131:;10_1(11 to ?be2y
the Supervisor’s notice of the 10th idem which bhe admitted he received on_td e 3 'lb'?'n H l(n )
that he failed to say anything before about the alleged order of the Ta.hs.ﬂ grtﬁr% 1iting hig
departure from the amsam without previous leave, as he hoped to have reti:ﬁive’ eal permission
soon ; but (3) that up to 3rd November 1891 he had not rece;vei{ the Tahs :tr : rt11)1 eyT —

10, I must now ask you to be so good as to examine the Menon’s report to 2
dated, 14th October 1891},, on which th% Tahsildar’s Referencg on N 0. 10266 M%z..tvzfa; mad]e. ’.’It
will be observed that the Menon says nothing whatever about his having been prohi Zdet/ rzo{; feaving
Lis amsam by the Tahsildar nor does the Tahsildar alleg_fe t’hat /ze: had so prokibite : z: y telilwzz :;z{l)r
does the Menon ask to be permitted to obey the Slfj{ermsor s notice. He merely 8 {ldES_ ath e
pymash of gingelly crops was in progress, also revision survey work, and that, consi erng dese
matters, he 1s in doubt whether he could leave the amsam in obedience to the 'Supei}'vmor stor tt]elr,
and asks to be furnished by the Tahsildar with orders. T}}e purport of this re egegic&l 31 k o
Tahsildar by this indolent Menon on the 14th ()ctobpr 15%91 18 mamfest. .He raise culties
which he wished the Tahsildar to consider would justify him not leaving his amsam.

11. The Menon is thus clearly convicted of the following public mis?onduct —
- (1) Giviog false information to Clagsifier B. Nagoba Rao, of whose ignorance 0{ Malayagam
t@e Menon took advantage in stating that the information he reqqlred rega:_'dm cerda.m gar bens
was not available in his accounts, whereas, as a matter of fact, it was available t;ln MW&S subse-
quently discovered to be so by the Supervisor to whom the Menon stated that he, the Menon, did

not understand his own accounts, o . _
4 (2) Having disobeyed the lawful orders of the Supemsor_lssued to lumt on thiaf 1ch
October and which he admittedly received on the 13th idem by failure to presgn himself with

hi ts on the 14th idem, , o

B acco(t;l)l Having again disobeyed the Supervisor’s lawful orders of the 18th October, which he
treated with contempt. :

ing, i 1y to the § isor’s No. 1269, dated 29th October 1891, sent_ the

Su ervi(si)r a],EI ft;‘lr;ggc;’xlpnlgr?gtgm? i‘;}l:vhilzzll)lell;?s;):s:rted that he had been instructed by the Tahsilday

P his amsam without the Tahsildar’s leave and that he had on 14th Octobey

perso,n_ally not to leave
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7. I must ask you to be good enough to direct the Tahsilda :
Ind., dated 10th November 1842, and to issue in its place an ord:rti(;{?:rlig?ighi;:r%?{ o éio?'82
that they should address the Head Classifiers and Classifiers of the Settlement De artr?xge {? i Oﬁlls
same respectful manner as they address the Revenue Inspectors, failing which thI:a Wiflnb in the
ished, and I request that the Tahsildar may be directed to submit, for my informat)i,on a ce pun;
his cancelling order and that you will take such further action regarding his re eated Op}l,)lt')
misconduct in respect of this department as you may consider necessary, P public

8. I must also invi . , ‘
Fobruary 1892, invite your kindly sttention to para. 6 of my letter No. 2391, dated 27th

APPENDIX XX (1).
TRrANSLATION.
Ref. No. 10782 M.P. '
From the Walawanad Taluk Cutcherry. Order to the Amsam Officials,

It is observed that when occasion arises for addressing Settlement Classifiers
officials use such expressions as “arzi,” “report,” &o. This is not correct. Amsan{s O(:}lﬁ()ciz;:s:an;
address Classifiers in the same terms as they themselves are addressed by the Classifiers. It is
certain that amsam officials are not the subordinates of Classifiers. )

' (Signed) 8. ANANTA PA
10th November 1891. : %Eh%i%izr.'

APPENDIX XXI (2).
| TRANSLATION.
No. 11644,
From the Walawanid Taluk Cutcherry. Order to all the Amsam Officials,

" Tt has come to our knowledge that the Settlement Supervisor sends orders to the amsam
officials. 'T'he Supervisor has no authority for this. The use of the term emuufgNeeawn (submit)
by the amsam men in their replies to the Supervisor is wrong. It should be stopped.

(Signed) ' 8. ANANTA PATTAR,

15th December 1891. Tahsildar.

S et

APP_ENDIX XXTI (5).
From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Scttlement Officer, Malabar and South

Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 27th February -

1892, No. 2391.

. I have the honour to forward, for your information and the favour of necessary got; t
from arzi No. 1855, dated 14th January 1892, from the Supervisor of this part§ wiél(;néoﬁe?gg
enclosures A, B and C therein referred to. ' _

2. Enclosure A is a true copy of an extraordinary general order, No, 11644, dat
December 1891, issued by the Tahsildar of Walawanad to all the amsam officials of tﬁaidtjlitkg
whereby he has publicly and officially insulted the Supervisor and has deliberately inoited the
village officials to be disrespectful to that officer who holds an honorable position in the Settlement
Department of trust and responsibility not inferior to that held by the '

Department.

3. The Tahsildar’s statement that the Supervisor has no authority to issue orders to the

amsam officials is, I need scarcely point out, as incorrect as it is gratuitously offensive. During

the progress of Settlement operations in a taluk, the Supervisor, by virtue of his appointment, has .

full authority to send orders to the village officials on matters connected with Settlement work.

The Tahsildar’s pompous direction to the village officials that they should desist from writing to |
the Supervisor respectfully by ceasing to employ the term esuowlgNlesme (submit) is not only {

grossly insulting but subversive of official decorum and proper subordination.

ahsildar in the Revenue |

e

Y

 amsam in which I informed them that I wou

“yere some mistakes. No ryots were availabl

A
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4. Enclosure B is & sample of the form of address used by.the village officials in corre-
sponding with the Supervisor before the issue of the Tahsildar’s impertinent order. Enclosure C
is a sample of the form of address and after the issue of that order. A comparison of the two
forms shows the evil effect produced by the Tahsildar’s order. _

5. I request you will be so good as to direct the Tahsildar to cancel his order and to issue in
its place an order informing the village officials that they are bound to attend to the lawful
orders of the Supervisor on Settlement matters and to address him in the same respectful manner
as they are in the habit of addressing the Tahsildar and warning them at the same time that
failure to do so will involve their punishment. I request that the Tahsildar may also be directed
to submit, for my information, a copy of his cancelling order and that you will take such further
action regarding his gross public misconduct as you may consider necessary.

6. I would suggest that, as this is by no means the only order which this Tahsildar has taken

. Oupon himself to issue to the village officials tending to obstruct the progress of Settlement work

in the WalawanAid taluk and calculated to create serious friction, it is expedient in the public

interest that this Tahsildar should be expressly prohibited from issuing any more general orders
to his village officials in any way connected with the Settlement officials or their work wlthQut
having previously obtained your special authority. Tam confident that to promote publio cordial
co-operation and to further the publio interests, you will not sanction the issue of any orders
touching Settlement matters without previously consulting me. I shall always be happy to do all

in my power to meet your views.

—— —

APPENDIX XXII (1). _

From M.R.Ry. M. DAMODARAN NAIR, Supervisor, to the Special Settloment Officer,
Ma.lalf:zr and South Capara, dated Che;'palchen, 17th February 1892, No. 2229, |

I beg to submit, herewith, for such action as may be_ deemed proper, an order (marked A)

to me in ogx"iginal with literal translation from the Adhikari of Trikideri an}Slﬁ:m, (;illte((li the 16th
instant, and received this day at about 10 A.M. In this order the Adhikari has ek e.tLlPOD me
to explain why I utilized the services of one of the amsam peons for my work without his

permission. The facts of the case are as follows.

i i led notice (marked B) to the officials of Trikideri
2. On tho 12th fnstant 1 issucd the ap}i?in;z?nash the émsam on the dates therein specified and

i hould attend on me on those dates. This netice was accompanied by
;%%lﬁll:rdtzh%; };‘;o%g.egvﬁc% quIfeq?lir?arcll the village officials to serve on as many of the ryots as
possible and return to me before the 18th instant. 4 ¢ mocting. but the Menon was

3. On the 13th before 7 o.m. I went to the appointed place of meeting, bt

- t half past 6 A.M., and even after
not ready although I had summoned him to appear before me & 2 z.he 11-?{?) i o et my

. . 1 t tu .
I waited for him for about half an hour he v(igi nlllOI ch::;clzipto Tt o Beld.  Towards tho

work with the assistance of the few ryots,
joi . d, when asked why he came late, he
close of the work the Menon joined me at about 11 A.M, an L t:d o, whichywas e e

s ood : i i the appo 0
explained that his house was five miles distant frOI;rll the o ied. that he waited some
desams of the amsam I had arranged fo azma?[h;idaso nfey;vork i Monon and at about 12

i ho did not arrive. " :
??1?3;(22223 ﬁfﬁ"ﬁlﬁeﬁ,ﬁc; ;,sk?xfg him to return early on the next azmash day which was
Monday, the 15th instant.

4. That day too he came late and
amsam peons, named Eranda Taragan.
the peon were left to their amsam work. . . '

5. On the 16th yesterday the Menon attended in time. We were engaged n;)fh:()ﬁe!d, but,
for want of information about a certain survey n_ﬂmbt‘;:"zvggl“,:;l;yn‘;ggf::ai l&zzbtzd thg;: 2}:;1: o

i e tha . :
my work was delayed. I was anxious to exam;nand my peons were emplog? % in fti};ldmg the
demarcation stones for me. Just then at about 9 A.M- the Menon saw at a distance the amsam
peon, Koppu Nair, going to the Adhikari. He called the peon over to us, but}fle ﬁould notIczlme
as he was going to the Adhikari; however, he was called a .sic?ind ) :ﬁm:hbyl:ng . cgggg bt ﬁg
called him and he accordingly attended. He was acquainted wi L?e wanted to go, but I

i i information,
survey number in question and_gave me the neceseary informat

3 i ble to give me the information which I had no
detained him for some hours as I knew he was & m{};‘me e e haean of the ryots.  Abont

f getling on account of the Menon’signo L . X
flglllf 1;301112(133 oaf%erwal?ds an ‘individual, named Paran, came to us and eaid ;)hat thte eﬁihi{g;l.]?aq
sent him to call away to him the said kolkaran, _Thereupon I sent word by Paran to the Adhikari

I left the field at about quarter past 12 when I

that I detained the kolkarin ]f:li]:ome hours.
sent away the Menon and the kolkaran. hon T .

" 6. Thi « o T worked in Kuttikod desam of that amsam, and; when 1 wasemployed in
the ﬁiid?lﬁﬁ: ’K‘:ffiffﬁ’sﬁﬁei 11;1 qulclastlion, which was sent by a private individual with no cover

accompanied by one of the

half t 8 onl
met me ab pas n 2 when the Menon énd

We worked till about half past 1
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applied for that leave which he was expecting to receive soon, whereas, as a matior of fact, his own
. reference to the Tahsildar of the 14th October proyes that he was raising objections in the hope
that he might receive orders not to obey the Supervisor. _ .
For such gross misconduect, I consider this Menon should be exemplarily punished, and, if
you concur with me, I request that you will pass sentence on them accordingly,
.. 12. T now come to the general question raised by the Tahsildar who “ ¢hinks” that the
“action of the Supervisor in issuing notices to village servants direct, instead of through the
Tahsildar, is “irregular and inconvenient,” citing this case as an example. The Supervisor is
- provided by Government with peons for the special purpose of assisting him in securing the
“attendance of village servants and ryots whom he is fully empowered to summon before him with
their accounts, &e., for Settlement purposes, and in every party, in the presidency, such notices
are invariably issued direct. ' Settlement work could not proceed otherwise. There is no analogy,
as the Tahsildar appears to think, between the summonses issued by courts for the attendance of
. village servants as witnesses and the notices issued by the Supervisor for their attendance for3
Settlement purposes. The village servants are in no way, even temporarily, the subordinates of
courts. Moreover cases are usually fixed in courts days before the attendance of the witnesses is
required and sufficient time is thus given to have such summonses served upon the village servants
through their immediate revenue superiors by the taluk peons, Moreover such summonses are
naturally few in number ; but, in the case of Settlement work, the village servants are temporarily
“subordinate to the Settlement officers having Settlement work to perform in their amsams. Their
attendance cannot for the most part be anticipated days before it 18 required and the service of
. large numbers of Settlement notices upon them through, the Tahsildar would not only be most
inconvenient to him, as the time of his limited taluk peons’ establishment would be fully occupied
.in effecting servico and this would give rise to natural complaint on the part of taluk officers, but
the unavoidablo delay would be most inconvenient to the Settlement Department and prejudicial
to the public intercsts. The particular case in question is an excollent example. The Menon
wrote to the Tahsildar on the 14th October 1891, but, up to the ’3rd November 1891, the Tahsildar
had sent him no reply. It does not appear when the Menon’s reference of 14th October 1891
actually reached the Tahsildar, but probably on or about the l’ oth idem. The I'ahsildar’s
‘reference to you is dated 23rd October 1891, If the Tahsildar’s wishes were complied with,
werks of valuable time would of necessity be lost and there would b’e the possibility of constant
friction arising owing to delays on his part to serve the Supervisor 8 notice— delays which with
- his comparatively few revenue peons, who have quite enough to do as it is to cope with their own
work, might be unavoidable.” The practice of the department cannot therefore be altered to
meet the views of this Tahsildar and the Supervisor’s notices to the'vﬂluge accounts will have to
be served by tho field settlement peons Government’has provided him with for the purpose. In
this particular instance the distance from the Menon’s house to where the Supervisor required his
attendance was only 12 miles and he could have gone to the Supervisor and returned to
his house had he chosen on the same day. Moreover, it is seldom thﬂt,lt 18 necessary for the
. Supervisor to require the Menon’s attendance before him out of the Menon’s own’ amsam, though
~occasionally it cannot be avoided, as, in this case, where it was due to the Menon’s own ignorance
of his accounts and the false information he furnished the Classifier whilst the Classifier was in
the Menon’s amsam. The Supervisor and his subordinates have received strict orders not to

"detain the village officials longer than is absolutely neoessary for Settlexpent purposes. In vi'ew
of these faots, lg must ask you to be good enough to instruct the Tahsildar that his suggestion

that Settlement notices should be sorved through him by his revenue peons cannot b? cpmp]ied
‘with, as such procodure would not only tend to delay Settlerent work and create friction, but

‘would be most troublesome and inconvenient to the taluk officials.

, APPENDIX XX. |
From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South

Canara, to the Spocial Assistant Collector o Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 29th Febrully
1892, No. 2410,

In continuation of my letter No. 2391, dated 27th’ February 1892, I have the honour to
forward, for your information and the favour of necessary action, copy of a general order,
No. 10782-Ind., dated 10th November 1891, issued by the Tahsildar of Walawanid to all the
amsam officials of that taluk, which I lately received from one of my Classifiers. .

2. In this circular order (marked A) the Tahsildar has dcliberately gone out of his way,
publicly and officially, to insult the 1lead Classifiers and Classifiers of the Settloment Department
and has stimulated the villige servants to become disrespectful and insubordinate. -

‘ 8. The Tahsildar “ observed ” on the 10th November 1891_—and the date of his observat‘ion \
is important as will be seen—that when occasion arose for the village servants to reply to notices {
sent to them by the Settlement officials, some of the former were so unmindful of their own dignity . ﬁ

L od
V!
]
¢
-
i
=
-
Y
-

.

Boarp or Revexug (L4_ND REVENUE), 14tH DrcemBrr 189?, No. 717, 33

N,

and importance that they had actually been ‘guilty of the heinous offence in repli

respectfully to some of the latter in the formgof “);rzis ” or “reports.” TheOfT{a]I(:Zﬂd%rl;?/ﬁyig
exercised by this evident absence of a sens of equality, if not of suporiority, on the part of his
Jive rupees dependants that he considered it necessary to promulgate his bombastic edict. In this
he assumes the tle of an instructor in the science of official etiquette and informs the village
servants that their employment of such terms as “ arzi ” or © report ” in replying to the Settlement
officials is incorrect. He gives them his lordly permission to address these officials in the same
;Vﬂ)l'tas the}_’t_are thpntllselvegb addressed and tl? inflate thtla]m Wlilth aﬁuperlative appreciation of their

xalted positions winds u enunciating his dicfum that the villago s ;
the subordinates of the ClIz)Lss)irﬁersl.l cng s ) rrants aro certainly th

4. A reference to my letter No. 2368, dated 26th Februar 1892, will show that it w

the 9¢h Noverr}ber 1891 {hat this Tahsildar issued his unauthg’rised general ordef- ]Ntol.t ?61530711

#yemoving all village servants from the Classiiers during certain hours. Tt will also bhe remembered
that it was on the 10th November 1891 that the Tahsildar submitted to me hig disingenuous
explanation, Ref, on No, 2737 C.&D., copy of which was forwarded to you with my letter
No. 1546, dated 12th November 1891, and which is referred toin my letter No, 2370, dated 26th -
Ilebruary 1892, 1t is highly suggestive that it was on that very date, 10th November 1891, that
the Tahsildar should have issued iis general order No. 10782-Ind., under present review. These
facts distinetly conviet the Tahsildar of having done all in his power to sow the seods of discord
between the Subordinate Revenue and Settloment officials and to obstruct the progress of Settle-
ment ordered by Government. I must now retun to the particular order under reference,

5. There are in this party 4 Iead Classifiers and 30 Classificrs whose _snlax:ies range from 60
to Rs. 15 per mensem. Among them is a graduate of the Madras _Umversxty,_many under-
graduates and a few of inferior educational qualifications. Though their rank relatively to village
sorvants finds no place in any “ warrant of precedence,” the fact that they all draw. from twelve
to three times the pay of village servants together with the fact that the latter having been dis-
tinetly placed by the Government in a position of temporary subord.matlon to the former whilst
Settlement operations are in progress is sufficient to stultify the Tahsildar’s general remarks.

6. “The Manual of the Madras Settlement Department ”” is published by the authority of
Government. This very Tahsildar has received the orders of the Collector and o_f yourself to obey
the provisions of that manual, I have frequently drawn his attention to various rules in ‘the
manual and he has himself translated the purport of some of these, bearing on the relations
between the settlement classification staff and the village officials and has ‘hlms.elf circulated his
translations throughout the taluk. Ile is precluded therefore from.pleadmg ignorance and h.o
must be held guilty of deliberately attempting to foment discord })y his order under review. I!: is
scarcely necessary for me to do more than to recall your attention to a few of the rules which

+ distinetly imply the temporary subordination of the village servants to the Classifiers while the

latter are engaged in the amsams on Settloment duty, e.g., rule XXVI, chapter VI, p. 59, autho-
rises Classifiers to summon the village officials; rule VII, section 1, chapter IV,p. 26, requires.
the Menon to accompany the Classifier in the ficld; rule V, olauseg (2) and (8), chapter VI, p. 66,
makes it obligatory on “ village officers” to attend upon Class}ﬁers apd “to afford them all
necessary aid snd information.” It prohibits village officers leaving the_1r villages so long as the
Classifiers are at work in them unless they are summoned by tht_a Tahsxl(.iay or other competex{t
authority, in which event the village officers are required to obtain permission from the Clu§s1-
fiers and to be furnished with a memorandum showing the date of departure and tl'le summoning
officer is similarly required to furnish the village officials with a memorandum sh.owmg w}len tl_1ey
were permitted to return to the Classifiers. Rule XXX, chapter VI, p. 60, requires certain act.lon
to be taken with respeet to the adjustment of the revenue and Settlement accounts and autlzomzeﬂ .
the Classifiers to compel the village officials, if necessary, to insert certain entries. (All this and
much more leaves it beyond the possibility of doubt what the relative official positions of Ilead
Classifiers, Classifiers and village servants respectively are. The Classifiers in the department are
in the habit, by virtue of the authority conferred upon them by Government, of issuing notices to
village servants when they require the attendance of or information from the latter and the village
~ficials have, until the issue of the Tahsildar’s unauthorised, officious and insolent order of the
10th November 1891, been in the habit of replying for the most Em courteously to the Classifiers
in the same form as they use in replying to references made to them by the Revgnue’Inspectors.'
Their attitude has, however, in some cases, changed since the issue of the Tahsildar’s order. I-
append, for your information, asample (marked B). One of the Classifiers had sent the usual
“notice ”” to the Adhikari of the Pulikkattiri amsam requesting him to send the amsam kolkaran,
Acting on the evil council ‘of the Tahsildar the Adhikari.rgphed in the form of a “ notice to the Classi-
fier doing Revenue Settlement duty in the Pulikkattiri amsam.” He would not have dared to
have sent such a reply to his Revenue Inspector, nor would it ]mve occurred to him to have so
addressed the Settlement Classifier before receipt of the Tahsildar’s order inciting him to be.
disrespectful and insubordinate. Hitherto village officials have answered the Settlement officials
in the form of an “ arzi ” or “ report ” addressed to * Classifier,"Avergal,” just as the! answer their
Revenue Inspectors, communications for whom are “to Revenue Inspector, Avergal.” The sudden
change is entirely due to the Tahsildar’s action, of which I must ssk you to take very serious

notice,
9
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was delivered to the Menon. He was reading it aloud in the resence of m i
others when I learned that it was addressed to me and I accordin?gly received {;.peons and eertain

7. The above are briefly the facts connected with the ease. Tt will be o

that for about 8 hours on the 1%th instant I utilized the servies of one c?fs ill‘:;eioflxl‘?;}afl};eg
Trikideri amsam without the Adhikari’s permission in the discharge of the public duties with which
I am entrusted. For this conduct of mine to which the Aadhikari hag objected, I am called y on
by him to submit an explanation on the ground that one peon being employed in connection vsr')ith
the survey work there was only one other available for the ordinary amsam work, that that work
has been obstructed by me by having utilized one of the amsam peons for my work and that I
should have had his previous permission for such utilization.

8. As stated above, my inspection of the amsam was commenced on the 13th in
since then up to date the field surveyor did not do survey work in that amsam as the recgi?igtw?;g
all with me. No amsam peon was consequently cmployed during that time on survey work.(;
The field surveyor testifies to this and his statement is appended (marked C). Onthe13th instant,
therefore, both the kolkarans were available to the Adhikari, none having been employed that da}:
on either survey or settlement work. The 14th being Sunday, no work wag done by me in that
amsam. On the 15th one kolkaran was present with the Menon (vide para. 4 supra) and got me a
few ryots in accordance with which I had asked the amsam officials to serve, In doing so the
kolkaran was only acting for them. On the 16th yesterday one of the kolkarans wag with me for
about three hours and this morning none was available at all. Tt will thus be observed that from’
the 13th up to date, during which my azmash was conducted in Trikideri amsam, both the kolka.
rans were available for the amsam work on all days except for a short space of 6 hours op two days
when one of them was employed with me, the other having been completely at the Adhikary’s
disposal. The amsam work cannot therefore have suffered in the slightest degree on account of
the retention of the peon by me and the Adhikari’s statement that one peon having been sct apart
for survey work, his amsam work was obstructed by me as I celled away the other peon, is wholly

false.

9. As regards the Adhikari’s next charge that I did not obtain his permission beforehand
to employ the kolkaran, I beg to state that it is not necessary to obtain such permissjon, The
Settlement officials have been made competent to summon direct the officials of &Ny amsam at
any time they like for the performance of work connected with that amsam, and, in requiring the
services of any one of them, it is not necessary to have the permission of the other to whom he
Iay or may not be subordinate. I hold, therefore, that I Was quite right in having required the
peon to attend on me without the previous consent of the Adhikari, who himself could have been
made to attend on me if I wanted. Kven supposing that my view is not correot it will be
observed that, under the circumstangces above explained, it was 1mpossible to obtain the Adhikari’s -
consent previously, but, however, as a matter of courtesy, I informed the Adhikari through his
man, Paran, that I retained the kolakaran for g short time with me and he should have accepted
this message in good parts, :

" 10. Under these circumstances I trust that the Bpecial Settlement officer will be pleased to
hold that my conduct in having utilised the services of one of tha amsam kolkarans of Trikideri
amsam_for a few hours on the 16th instant in connection with publio work is not in any way
blameable, ‘ N '

11. T must now turn to the conduct of the Adhikari in bhaving addressed to me this objec-
tionable communication and called upon me for explanation. «

12. There are several points on which I take objection to this communioation,

taken steps to have the Same investigated by the Special Settlement Officer to whom alone I a
subordinate. ‘The Adhikari, therefore, chose to ignore his relation to me asa public servant when
he addressed this objectionable communication, whereby he hag subjected me to great indignity.
. . (6) Secondly, he addressed his order * to the Settlement Supervisor.” This is against
9£ﬁciat1'l ethustée,. alndz) prooeqdutxg as i: does froni[ aln Aiihik%rf' who ig g subordinate, it is greatly
1nsulting. aial communications to me alayalam 1
addressegt‘i “To M.R.Ry. Settloment Superiiscl)lr, Averygal.” Y Iy oquals and subordinates are
(c) Thirdly, he says “the amsam kolkaran was retained with you efimea without our
me?ia‘s‘ tpﬁarmmsnon. kgf;:a Itlllsvtaile ntsspmgs sugeriority over me.h In Malayalam he should have
sai e amsam 3 retained with you emges wit . ission. i
is how the Tahsildar and myself addresg each otlz;r. ¢ out my- caacd pormission This
(@) 8o much for the order. I next beg to invite the Special Settlement Officer’s attention
to the remarks recorded by him on my notjce (Appendix B) and the manner in which they have

been received.

-
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13. The above facts clearly show that the Adhikari of Trikideri amsam, Trikideri Nair
Vittil Chokraunni Nair, has grossly insulted me in my official capacity and has shown himself
to be of opinion that {he Supervisor of the Settlement Department is subordinate to an Amsam-
Adhikari. I feel much aggrieved in this matter, if, as already remarked by the Special Settle-
ment Officer in Proceedings No. 1665, dated 8rd December 1891, ¢ the Supervisor is a controlling
field officer in an honorable position of trust and responsibility, ” and I feel confident that T
have only to represent my grievance to the Special Settlement Officer who will redress it immedi-.
ately and take such steps as may be necessary to see that I am in future treated with due regard

by the amsam officials of Walawanéd taluk.

* » ‘t'_ » ‘ . L
. . . »
) APPENDIX XXIT (2).
‘ From Trikider; Amsam Cutcherry, to the Settlement Supervisor. - .

It is learnt that Paran has been sent with information that this amsam 'kolkaran Koppu
Nair was retained with You without our (honorifie plural) permission. Reply should be sent

below showing what the' cause is for your doing so. - To-day urgent accounts have to be sent to
the taluk and others. For having O{used obstruction to this, report had to be sent to higher

authority. One kolkaran being engaged with survey work there is only one kolkaran for work
in the amsam. It being so thg per§1 %hould have been taken with permission.” You have not
informed by your yadast also. : ’

——

APPENDIX XXII (3).

From the Office of the Malabar Settlement Supervisor, Avergal. Notice to the Amsam Officials
of Trikideri Amsam of the Walawanéd Taluk. :

i i ash and ratify the classification of Iaﬂds.as-
b hereby required that, as e have to az;?gned by the C)ia.ssiﬁer and the Head Classifier

Kalf"ulv;vanakurissi and a portion of Mongotu on the 13th for Settlement purposes in the .ﬁm(;n'gina.lly;
ooruary. ‘ - ted desams on the dates specified against
Che Pummok £ tu onthe RO :
1otk mmokod and the rest of Mongotu o each, the Menon should be with us on. those

dates and not go away without our permission
till the azmash of the amsam is over. ‘
2. Notice to be served on the ryots is here-

. ; ible and returned
with gent. It should be served on as many land-owners in each desam as possi
to this office before the 18th instant duly obtaining their signature onlllt with those of thg amsam
officials in token of its service. A general notice should be given to all.

; de to bus at the
3. A bjecti hich the land-owners may wish to 1'nake should b_e made
time of lsshtaa I;Zni)agﬁctllnzn a‘.;s:m of(;lo?al,lls V‘:’Yl‘iln be held responsible for the evils arising out of the

omission to give notice to the land-owners, P
4.-Spades also may be required as the soil may have to be examined by digging. £ on the
9. This should be returned by the peon duly signed. The Menon should be. presont on L3¢

road leading to Pélghat through Karuwanakurissi at 6-30 A.M. to-morrow. . o
| E (Signed) M. DAMODARAN NAIR,

Viramangalam, 16th,
Trikideri, 17th,
Kullikkolu, 18th,

CuerpaLcHERI, T

~ 12th February 1892, Supervisor.

' APPENDIX XXII (5). . A :
. ' : ial § bar and South

A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settloment Officer, Mala
From Canara, to the Special Assistant Couecigr of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 25th February

1892, No. 2356.

' i i . ' rs for your information and such getion'as ou
. In forwarding the mearginally-noted papersm aoy g:) nsider necessary £o fake 1n the pul-

) w0990 d . . onour to express m
¢ Extract from arzi No. 2229, dated 17th February 1892, interests, I have the hono press my
ﬁ'xo:cthe Supervisor, Reven,ue Settlement Party No. VI: opiniOD that the misconduct of the Adh1kan
with copies of its enclosures. of the Trikideri amsam, Walawan4d taluk, as

established by his own writings; is deserving of exemplary punishment.

2 I shall feel obliged by your furnishing me With a copy of your orders on ;(})19 subject.
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APPENDIX XXII (g).

From M.RRy. M. DAMODARAN- NAIR, Supervisor, to th ; '
) Malabar and South Canara, dated Camp Kuruvambalam,GGtshp%(}frlchsleg})lgml% Lt Qggicer,

I beg to state as follows,
2. At para. 2 of my arzi No. 2229, dated the 17th Eebmary 1892, 1 remarked that, on the

12th idem, I sent g notice to the village officials of Trikideri
. msam f
{)ha]f; amsam and re‘turn to my ofﬁpe %efore the 18th idem. This noti(c): SE;ZI?o:%ezhe s 0<f
ack up to date. The village officials have therefore disobeyed my lawfol direction : fesglﬁ‘;t

wish any longer to have communication with them.

— —

APPENDIX XXII (7). ' <

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement O
C I ! ) icer, Malabar and South
I ggxg,rzlx\} ;:.0 2t§86-8pecml Assistant Collector of Malabar, datoq Coimbatore, 10th March

In continuation of my letter No. 2356, dated the 25th February 1
¥ 1892, T have the honour
* Arzi No. 2384, dated tho 6th March 1892, g° forward a ffml'lt.her * communication from the
upervisor of this party disolosing eontinued

misconduct on the part of the village officials of the Trikidori amsam of t

I must request you to be so good as to take necessary action at g very e;rlyh(;a?Zalawanﬁd falul.
2. The arzi referred to at the beginning of para. 2 of the enclosure to thig Jett

of th rwarded t ith 1 . 2356 0 18 letter formed one

wpr: papor‘s forwarded to you with letter No. 235 , dated the 25th February 1892, quoted

APPENDIX XXIIT (1).

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanéd, t .
Settlement Party No. VI, dated Perintalamanna, 5th Dgcgg%iupfggllsorhlezfeve%?
’ . .

29311 Mis.

I understand from my village officials that the attendance of 1), .
insisted upon when you or your Ifead Classifier go out for inspection i{? tﬁeiﬁs ;nd a peon is
provision for thisin the Settloment Rules. Please lot me know if the Prosence of tI?;SI.VI e n(c;
;lpeon is absolutely necessary and what work these are expected to do jp the cour §non an

ead Classifier’s inspection. se of your or

e APPENDIX XXIV (2).

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawandd, to ¢, :
Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanpa, 30(211 IEI f&ﬁﬁr Sl%tgionffnft
on No. 2530 C.&D, » Ref.

In reference to para. 2 of your Prooeedings No. 1640, dated the 28th i ‘
that I had issued instructions to the Menon of Pulakka’ttiri amsam to altntzt:(;l %°11}}3ng3/ :iﬂlfg
work from 6 to 10 a,m. till the arrears were cleared, but my Divigiong] Officer having recently-
intimated to me that this time would not suit the Settlement Department, I have OOunt%rman defl'

my orders,

APPENDIX XXIV (3).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and Souﬂ?‘

Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Qg; 2
1892, No. 2384. » dated Coimbatore, 27th lebmary

In continuation of my letters, Nos, 2368 and 2370, dated 26th Febr 1892
bonour to bring to your notice another instance of the dlipﬁlﬁifityl(_)f\ the Tahsui!lﬁ'zr ofgvirglfv'i:ﬁ;g?

2. With his arzi No. 1502, dated 25th Novemb_er 1891, the Supervisor brought to my notice
that the Classifier then emﬁloyed in the Pulakkattiri amsam wag being seriously obstructed in
his work on acoount of (1) the permanent Menon being ill and having applied for 14 days’ leave,
(?) the incompetency of the substitute and (3) because the Tahsilday appears to have given orders
to the village officials of this amsam (as also to others) to attend to the amsam work from 6 to

10 am. every day.

e Ry e s ke L

,jbove, that the Tahsildar «

N
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3. With my endorsement No. 16 11, dated 28th November 1891, I forwarded copy of the
Rupervisor’s arzi read above with copy of my order thereon No. 1640, dated 28th November
1891, to the Tahsildar and requested him to report whether, as alleged, he had ordered the Menon
of the Pulakkattiri amsam to attend to amsam work between 6 and 10 4.n.

4. The Tahsildar replied in his Reference on No. 2530 C.&D., dated 30th November 1891,
in which he wrote ;:— -

“I beg to state that I had issued instructions to the Menon of Pulakkattiri amsam to attend
to his revenue work from 6 to 10 a.m. till the arrears were cleared ; but my Divisional Officer
having recently intimated to me that this time would not suit the Settlement Department I have .

countermanded my orders,” :

5. It will be observed that, though the Supervisor had distinctly recorded in his arzj, copy

‘of which the Tahsildar had before hiI%l when he wrote his reply, dated 80th November, quoted

appears to have given orders to the village officials of this amsam as

also to others,” &o., the Tahsildar carefully concealed the fact that he had by hls_gexrleral order

No. 10837, dated 9th November 1891, copy of which was forwarded to you with {my letter,

No. 2368, dated 26th February 1892, given general instructions to all village officials and not

only to the Menon of Pulakkaftiri amsam., 802, this Tahsildar behaved
6. As pointed out in my letter No. 2370, dated 26th February 1892, this ahsildar behave

y t%e same way whgrn asked to repo;t regarding the Arakkuparamba Amsam Menon’s

in exact] hat he had all the time kept both you and myself
absence, concealing in.that case also the fact that he had all the ti
in thoe dark regarding his unauthorized general order No. 10837, dated 9th November 1891." .

. e .o, 1, to show
7. There is nothing in his reply No. 2530 C.&D., dated 30th November 189 » WO B
that he had issued any g:;uch genereﬁ }:)rder and his explanation that h,z}vmg aecent%y recexgeg
intimation from you *‘that this would not suit the Settlement Department ”” he had count erm;,n 0
ingly worded as to give no indication that the countermanding order referred

his orders is so cunn
fo anything but the case of the Pulakkattiri Amsam Menon, Further comment would appear to

be unnecessary.

' APPENDIX XXV (2).

From MRRy M. DAMODARAN NAIR, Supervisor, to the Tahsildar of Walawanﬁd, dated
Cherpalcheri, 18th December 1891, No. 1709.

With reference to your Reference on Mis. No. 11531, dated the 14th instant, I have the

honour to state as follows. . '
anad river ” in Kalladikod amsam

2. T understand that there is an anicut across the ¢ ThuPEy o Mussalman, named Mahomed

which is reported to have been constructed some years ago . .
Sahib, pattgdar No. 268 of that amsam, by means of which the pattadar not only irrigates his

own wet land but also those of others in the amsam. For purposes of Spttlementh OODFGCtig vl:atslz

this amsam it is necessary to have information couqected w1ph this aqlcut.h It erfiaforgu a(}'e st

You will be so good as to furnish me with complete information regardlpg the same if y

a position to do so. Information on the following heads among others is neces.sary. o
(#) In what year it was constructed and whether it was constructed with the permission

of Government or not. : 15 tof n'y§ Fomunora.
(%) If permission was ranted, whether it was granted free or on payment of a = -
tion ; the extexi and nature of remuneration, if any, should be known. .

(¢) Whether he is obliged to fulfil any conditions as long as he derives beneflt from this

aniout, .
_ 3. As the field operations connected with this amsam have almost been cqmplete(zill hope
Y 1:))‘;1?’111 give me the information at your earliest convenience if you will ever give me Lo same
ORIl , .

APPENDIX XXV (5).

Reference on Mis. N o. 11531. :
' Returned to the Supervisor. The necessity for the information sought is not apparent ani

the points on which it is required are not clear.
: (Signed) S, ANANTA PATTAR,
14th December 1891, Tahsildar,
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APPENDIX XXV (6).

Proceepines of the Spécial Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 26th February
1892, No. 2373. T _ ‘

Read Supervisor’s arzi No. 2001, dated 30th January 1892, with enclosures.

——

The Supervisor should report at once whether be has yet received any reply to his lotter,
No. 1709, dated 18th December 1891, from the Tahsildar regarding the anicut referred to, and, if
80, & copy of the reply should be submitted. , ’

2. The Supervisor apparently sent the Tahsildar & reminder on the subject on & post-card
No. 1829, dated 13th January 1892. A copy of the reminder should be submitted to the undets
signed at once. : )

3. If any further communication on tho subject has been had with the Tahsildar since 13th
January 1892, copies of the same should also be submitted. -

4. If no reply has yet been received from the Tahsilder, the Supervisor need have no further
communication with him on the subject, as, on receipt of the Supervisor’s reply to this Proceedings,
o1l necessary action will be taken by the undersigned.-

5. In future in writing to the Tahsildar on any subjoct, the Supervisdr must be particular to
use no expressions likely to cause offence. 'Thus tho last ten words of his letter No. 1709, dated
18th December 1891, were unnecessary and objectionable, viz., the words *if you will ever give
me the same at all,” though the undersigned makes every allowance for tl:e provocation received

by the Supervisor.
(Signed)  A. . CASTLESTUART STUART,
~ Special Qottlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara.

e

' APPENDIX XXV (8).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, ‘Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar-and
~ . T South Canara, to the Special Assistant Collestor of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 1st

March 1892, No. 2444.
1 have the honour to bring the following facts to your notice for the favour of early action.

9. Classifier M. 8. Koneri Rao was engaged in Settlement work in the Kalladiked amsam’
of the Walawanid taluk in December last. On the 8th December 1891, in his arzi No. 260, copy
of which with translation forms Appendix A, he brought to the Supervisor’s notice the existence
of an anicat across the Thuppanad niver in the Karimba desam and furnished the Supervisor with
such particulars regarding it as he had been able to obtain. _

3. The Supervisor forwarded this arzi with his endorsement No. 1669, dated 10th December
1891, to the Tahsildar © for favour of information regarding this anicut,” adding * presumably
the anicut was constructed with the sanction of Government; but it is desirable to know the
' circumstances under which it was sonstracted and what, if any, income Government derived or is
deriving on its account ” and requesting tho Tahsildar to return the Classifier’s arzi with the
information asked for at the Tahsildar’s earliest convenience. ‘ '

4. The Tahsildar’s reply, dated 14th December 1891, was goribbled in red iuk across the
paper. It runs as follows:—“Tef. on Mis No. 11531, Returned to the Supervisor. - The

necessity for the information sought is not apparent and the points on which it is required are

pot clear.”

5. The Supervisor replied in his letter No. 1709, dated 18th December 1891, copy ‘of which
gorms Appendix B. Having received no answer from the Tahsildar up to the 13th January 1892,
the Supervisor sent him a post-card, No. 1829, dated 13th January 1892, requesting the Tahsilar
 to send an early reply. p to yesterday t_he Tahsildar had not taken tho slightest notice of
these legitimate requests for information which is required for Settlement purposes and which
were properly made by the Supervisor in pursuance of his public duty to the local Revenue
subordinate who might reasonably be supposed to be in a position to supply what was wanted.

6. I have instructed the Supervisor to hold no further communication with the Tahsildar on

this subject 03 I cannot permit him to be insulted any longer by Mr. Ananta Pattar.

7. T must roquost you fo be 80 good as to order this Tahsildar to furnish the Supervisor with
tho requisite information af o7ee and to report, the fact of his having dono so. I shall feel
obliged by your requiring the Tahsildar to submit to you any explanation he may desire to offer
for his culpable neglect

communications on ’ghe :
will, I hope, meet with your grave displeasure,

to answer the Supervisor’s urgent reference. His disregard of three
subject which would not have been made had there been no necessity .

)
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8. The tone of the Tahsildar’s gratuitously offensive endorsement quoted at para. 4 supra also
demands serious notice. Athough * the necessity for the information sought > may not have been
“apparent ”’ to this Tahsildar, who is as singularly ignorant as he is conspicuously insolent and -
obstructive, the reference itself was perfectly clear”’ to any ordinary mind. Aperusal of the
Classifier’s arzi and the Supervisor’s endorsement, bath of which the Tahsildar had before him

" when he penned his “ Ref. on Mis, No. 11531, is conolusive proof of the fact. Unless, therefore,

. Athrayil Kunju Nair, who has been appointed as

 "'he Adhikari corroborated the Menon’s story.

the Tahsildar wishes to be credited with inability to comprehend plain language, he must be
held responsible for the disingenuousness of his crude criticism.

i S——
Py

APPENDIX XIX (1).

0 To the Taluk Cutcherry, ‘Walawanéd. v

Acting Menon of Kotur amsam, submits

as follows :—In accordance with the order, dated 27th October‘1891, No. 10374, 1 weit t}? the

Adhikari on the 81st idem, and thence we together to the Clgsmﬁ;r and'ﬁt&era&;ﬁs‘; ﬁ(;oolgssaiuf‘igeg
air. I remal

of tho records from the permatont & Thappl‘g:m;nd the 2nd November I went with the

and attended to my work on that day. On the

i i the Classifier told me that there would be work
Olssfer fox work and on o ovegne the 2nd ok thg 3rd, when 1 went to the Classifier with

only after the noon of the 3rd. On the morning © v
records for the preparation of the register, he wanted me fo get him the patta and dpy m: sh numberﬁ,
of a certain paramba having fruit trees, and, as the same could not be found ou bzn n?i St}elaér{:’e
therefor having been made in the counterparts of pattas, I.tdd him that tho lp;aram? Yo% will

one for which janna had not been fixed. Thereupon he said “what do yotll Dfﬁ" o iz the

be of no service to me in my work.” In reply to which I asked him how - 0005 ﬁ;der whose

patta and pymash numbers of the paramba without the atta. Then heIsaylllnghov o vou out” 3

orders did you come here to work with me P Jf you sit by me to work, 1 w1 2 rd ¥ T vicked
threatened me most disrespectfully and threw the amsam records into thehcoull)‘lyabe- for I())rders
up the records and standing a while by his side roturned. I, therefore, hum y beg

KUNJU NAIR,

per bearer as to what I should do in the matter. .
, - (Signed) .
Acting Menon.

S———

- 8rd November 1891.

. True copy submitted to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar for orders. This com-

s : : oyt when I went to the amsam for jama ;
plaint was handed over to me by the Adhikari '_{‘Vh :gettlement  bordinates treat amsam officials

as their subordinates and this leads to much frictional and u_nnecessary correspondence- - If the
iminal offence.

Menon’s allegations are true, the Classifier is guilty of a crimina : ATTAR
R ' (Signed) S A.NAN Té. P Tabsil T,

~ PERINTALAMANNA,
" 7th November 1891.

— .

Ref. No. 1075 Mis. D. ,‘
Forwarded to the Special Settlement Officer, Malsbar and South Canars, for favour. of

emarks. 1
- (Signed) J. K BATT]&N,
Acting Special Assistant Collector.

RSSENSEY

" . APPENDIX XII (1)-
To the Office of the Second Revenue Tnspector.

The Menon of Vettattur amsam submits as follows =
k in this amsam on the 3rd

. . commenced wor :
' Asg the Classifier of the Revenue Settlement h?tsh O trom 7 .M. to 6 P.M. overy day from

of this September and as I am engaged in work W : h Pt i

the 3rd i(li)em, I have not been silg to measure the Kanoi Palliyal up fo 1;215’211.1;9, r?)%gb(i;l :}1111:
account T am also prevented from measuring the gingelly cultivation, &e. i 81 ;dpas I shall g
reminders will be sent by coolies when the acoounts are no l‘e(’ewﬁd “; ;’::d:m of rem:aaci . 09
liable to pay the coolies in that case which is very grievous to me, I beg 10 ym

the matter. . (Signed) SANKARA MENON,
15th Soptember 1891, o Sy e
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| © TReport No.322.
Submitted for perusal. Requests for drders to the Adhikari to look after the Menon’s
work also. ' ' .
(Signed)  D. GOVINDA MENON,

Second Revenue Inspector.’
Ref. on C. No. 9665 Mis.

True copy forwarded to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar for information. I think
it will be much better to preseribe, in consultation with the Special Settlement Officer, the hours

of working as there seems at present no fixed time for work and frequent complaints are therefore -

made by village officers." o

(Signed) 8. ANANTA PATTAR,
Tahsildar.

PERINTALAMANNA,
26th September 1891, * °

A . —t———

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq, Special Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and -

Malabar, to the Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 13th May 1891, No. 283.

I have the honour to acknowledge the reccipt of the copy of your Proceedings No. 339 R.,
dated 8th May 1891, and to thank you for directing the amsam officials to render the Settlement
officials all {he necessary assistance as prescribed in the Settlement Manual, If they obey that

. direction, nothing more is expected or required of them by this department.

2. As observed by you there is not the slightest necessity for the appointment of Gumastah
Menons in the Walawanéd taluk and the entertainment of such men is not approved by the
Poard of Revenue. I am at a loss to understand why the present Tahsildar of Walawanad
should have recommended the employment of these men, for, on & suggestion of the kind receutly
made to me by him, I pointed out that there was no necessity for the adoption of such a course.
An extract from my Proceedings No. 162, dated 21st April 1891, containing my remarks on the
subject is appended for your information.

.. 8. Tach Classifier is required to classify and write up the register for 175 acres—wet and
dry—daily. Taking twenty-four days as the number of working days in an ordinary month,
each Classifier would complete some 4,200 acres in & month. There are few amsams of greater
extent. - Consequently, provided the amsam officials give the requisite aid, each set of amsam,

~ offcials would not be required to assist the Clussifiers for. more than a month. As the Classifiers

have to go through every field, the Amsam Menons would be afforded the opportunity of becoming

- thoroughly acquainted with the existing conditions of their amsam with which many of them

appear to be inadequately familiar. *Moreover some of these officials do not live within the limits
of their jurisdiction—a course which I believe is opposed to explicit orders on the subject.

4. T am not aware that the Classifiers have taken any undue advantaEe of their position, or
have demanded more than legitimate assistance. Strict instructions have been issued frequently

* on the subject, and, if any such case were established against any of the Classifiers, I should be

glad to punish them severely. I am again issuing strict orders on the subject and should be

glad if, on receipt of complaints against any of my subordinates, you would kindly furnish me
with particulars so that the necessary inquiries and action may be taken. ' I may state that I
have been inundated with complaints against the yxllage officials for failing to do what they are
required to do. by the Settlement Manual which is published under the orders and authority of -
of Government. If the village officials will lonly attend tolthe duties therein specified, y
subordinates will have no cause for complaint, and, if I find any of the latter endeavouring to get
the village officials to do more than their Jegitimate duties, they will be punished. I may add,
for your information, that T have had the greatest possible difficulty in getting correct figures for
soveral amsams and this difficulty has been mainly caused by the apathy or ignorance 2)d
incompetence of the village officials concerned. Many of these poersons do not appear to be
accustomed to hard daily work in the sun, and, when required to perform it, are ever ready to
refer groundless complaints which there is a tendency on the part of some Subordinate Revenue
officials to view not unfavorably. Their accounts are often hopelessly incorrect and have been
pronounced by Government to be practically vulqeless& I trust therefore that you will not
ermit yourself to believe any such complaints against my Classifiers unless they have been duly
established. Up to date the only complaint against any of the members of this party that has
been preferred to my knowledge relates to Ayyakkat in the Pélghat taluk and that cemplaint is
being thoroughly investigated. I have myself prosecuted one of my Classifiers for falsifying his
diaries and oheating and succeeded in getting him convicted. As you are aware, the operations
of the Settlement Department are always viewed with disfavor, and where, as in Malabar, the

village officials are themselves frequently interested in obstructing our wqu as far as they cap,

it is patural to expect groundless complaints on their part. -

<~
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No. 284. ‘ .
Copy, with eopy of the Collector’s Proceedings No. 339, dated 8th May 1891, communicated
to the Supervisior for information and guidance. ’

2. The Supervisor will issue strict orders to every Clasgiﬁer that, it he is found to be
demanding more than legitimate assistance from the village officials, he will be severely punished.
The village officials are bound to render the assistance specified in the Settlement Manual and
the Classifiers are entitled to require them to render it, but the Classifiers must be careful not to

exceed their authority.

roned) - A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
(S gne g}pecial Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and Malabar.

D —_— |
ove, dated 9th June 1892.

£ Walawandd will be referred
d be submitted together with

~ Reference on the ab '

Mr. Stuart’s complaints against the Tabsildar o

to the Collector of Malabar for report, which shoul
the explanation of the Tahsildar. »

| (Signed)  P. RATARATNA MUDALIAR,

Secretary.

4

To the Collector of Malabar, with Mr. Stuart’s lotter ]
A and 26 appendices (to be returne ).

£ | ' CASTLES' RT, Esq.
L‘MJ;{/ _I_%i ~the following letter from A. E. CASTLESTUART Stf%ﬁa ) rgf;% },’

— ocial Settl t Officer, Malabar and South Canara, 10 :
fop(%%l: C?)(r;:nei:;i::ler o;cRévenue Settlement and Director of the Depart-

- ment of Land Records and Agri(j,ulture, dated Coimbatore, 7th April 1892,

No. 61 :— : ' 1 Feb 1852 and
. . ad the 13t ebruar n
In continuation of my letter No. 2246, datedSZtt?ement, Land l{ecords; and

with reference to Board’s Proceedings (Revenue det |
Algriculture), dated the 1st March 1892, Mis. No. 2092,1\1I ha{r5e9t1he (llla?tr;(()lm; }fg 521;3:12
that, of the fiftcen statements, which, in my letter No. )

i 1 ith my letter quoted

f which was submitted to the Board wit :

‘Ijboc::ffsl bIerrequl?elst(:((l)pt}}rl: thl:;g vZ}ollec'cor of Malab.ar to be so good as to furnish
’ to furnish me, for Settlement Eurposes,

me, or to direct the Tahsildar of Walawandd ! oh
BN T T B D050 0 S M S
Tahsildar with his vernacular arzi, dated the 1 ‘ gollector with - his

2554 C.&D., and one, viz., statement No. 7, by the Acting

emaining five statements
letter No. 305 Genl., dated 26th March 1892. .Of the remaining ,
viz., Nos. 1, 2, ll(jle,and 15, the Tahsildar promised to furnish t]l;e]lﬁirgl;:e'igaggg
course, but the first two, he says, he cannot furnish, and},lunll(?ssil 'g s(; rospectpof e
to issue the necessary orders, there is apparently not the shghte 12

being ever furnished with them.

( " i inabili ) i ith state-
. 9. The reason assigned for the Tghsildar’s inability to furnish me with s
iioments Nos. 1 (Desamvgar staterr%ent showing _the area, Govem'melrtlt’r a{ﬁ:;isﬁ:&i
Poramboke) and 2 (Desamwar statement ghowing the latest __agrlcudl; e
of the taluk, such as opulation, number of l}ousegs, cattle, pla:t,t,as ]:;nforey ts) is the
« Jesamwar accounts Eave never been maintamed in the taluk. e P g

: : “be accepted, I-beg to invite the
to show how far this excuse of the Tahs(lil'dar (iar;ng Eﬁ tg this letter, which are a

-] attention of the Board to Appendices Ty ’

) :ggglgx!a?ls]:rtlion of the 'ahsildar’s arzi 311;1 ab:;u:ewpy of the Acting Collector’s
ferred to, respectively, and 0 ODSErve— ,

eter a})i(;vfh;?c a copy ’of mpy 1ett’e};". No. 1591, dated the 20th November 1891,

A : ‘ be so good as to furnish me, or to direct the
T U vih o, olector 0 Chioen statements therein mentioned, was duly
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communicated to the Tahsildar with the Collector’
the 30th November 1891, but that frond that date i;r’lg.oiii%e&;lt% 1%‘0'1)4298; dated
when he _sent me all the statements that had up to that date been eoruary 18.9 2,
for a .perlod of three months, the Tahsildar prepared only nine tpl;epared, oo
promised that three more, which he admits can be prepared i}';om ths : Tni{ents and
would be furnished in due course. I may here observe that these tl? e arooords
have not yet been furnished, though more than a month has el ron §Fatoments
promised to furnish them ; ‘ elapsed sinco he
(i) that the Tahsildar so ambiguously worded his arzi .
me to suppose that his inability to fux?nish n)Jre with the rem%:ig(;nlgesg:? bhe lnduqed
Nos. 1, 2 and 7, was due to his not having the necessary records in then':eilts’ e
these records were in the Collector’s office and that therefore he had e taluk, that
report (()E.ghe} subj (ilct to the Collector; submitted a €
iii) that whereas, as a matter of fact, the records in )
were only necessary to_prepare one statemer;t, viz., No. 7, W]gl(gl %?ileﬁt.or sdp flive
prepared and furnished me from the Collector’s office, and his inabilit ci‘;3 Orf ing]
the other two statements, viz., Nos. 1 and 2, was really due to the tal};ko counts
not having been prepared desamwar, which fact it ({id not suit the T %cglodunfs
purpose to state plainly in his arzi to me for reasons stated in para. 3 z'nfr: e g °
(iv) that the Collector, to whom the Tahsildar reported his inftl')"la'l;1
preparo statements Nqs. 1 and 2 on account of the reason above referr(‘adltl yd?O
not apparently decem 1t necessary to take any other action in the matter bo’ .
merely communicating to me the Tahsildar’s representation. eyond

.3. As regards the  Tahsildar's excuse that ‘“statement
furnished as desamwar accounts have never been maintained isn bxgngﬂikcgnn% })e
apparcnt lmpression of the Collector that the only action that was neces an 1%19
him to take in the matter was to merely communicate to me the fact t?arty lor
Tahsildar had reported to him his inability to furnish the accounts in que lti'L bue
the ground that taluk accounts had never been maintained desamwar(ims 10nton
direct the Tahsildar to immediately get his taluk accounts prepared desamw not to
f)lllllinlsh .m: Wlttlé t:;e sicgaten&ents required for Settlement purposes, I think Iarn?ég
oint out to th ‘no
o ?c’hg sabjoct i e Board the following facts to enable 1t to pass necessary orders
(i) Government decided that desams and not amsam' 1 .
village administration and o s should be the unit of
T B samawar ; that Settlement registers should all be prepared desamwar
(ii) that whon Settlement o crations were extended
the first taluk 1n the Malabar distI:'ict that was brought “n(iigrt}:}alelgilghat ’ctqluk,
several scrious difficulties were experienced in bringing the Settlementpem ions,
into accord with the revenue accounts owing to the latter not having b registers
tained desamwar, and I brought them to the notice of the Board {‘izn een ]mam.
No. C. 143, dated the 18th September 1890. The Board was thereupon mly chien
communicate a copy of my letter to the Collector of Malabar ¢ Wilth tlll) cased to
that arrangements might be made for examining the accounts of holdi e request
the other .tuluks and for setting them right where necessary bef hlngS, &e., in
Party beg;n%Vv{lork gl tlllose taluks.” , y betore the Settlement
(i en Scttlement operations wer
I issued ('letailed instructions to It)he Tahsildar %fei{lfg?('igilulzoilﬂ’frgala?’?néd taluk,
was required of him and his subordinates to facilitate the progress 1?{;(’;l mSn of what?
operations in his taluk. A copy of these Proceedings NOOIO‘(_;IO 1 ltedetltlement,-
M.arch 1891, forms Appendix III. A perusal of paras. 4 to o0 la ef) t 1edl_7th‘
will, I trust, convince the Board that I distinctly requested the Tah ‘,11350 Procee ings
the Karnams of all the amsams in his taluk to prepare acmu;lt f;r to Zns;ruct
separately from their present amsam accounts,” and that 1 shect ﬁs l(l)rr each desam
the names of those accounts which I wished him to have Prg a; (Clﬂ mentioned
Settlement purposes. I was under the impression that the 'l‘lz)ihs(;ldare:?m"l‘;ar for
these nccessary accounts prepared desamwar as requested until Decem{‘)?al‘ %gg’g
when one of mﬁ Classifiers brought to my notice that, the revenue accounts of t[},
amsam in which he was engaged had not been prepared desamwar and in suPPOrz |

.%
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his takid to the Mer:ion asking hnnﬂtlo
in hi issi counts of his amsam desamwar and the
gxplam.hls Omls?’lon fo prepare the a¢ Menon’s explana’cion. Copies of the file
of correspondence * which took place on
this subject form Appendix IV, from
. which the Board will, I hope, be pleased
to see that the Tabsildar has admitted
his disobedience of orders, but has at-
tempted to justify it by saying (firstly) -
that the instructions issued were mot
clear; (secondly) that the Menons were
otherwise engaged and (thirdly) that he
- had not been supplied by me with the
requisite quantity of stationery ! I leave
it to the Board to judge from the Eape.rs
whether the attempt made by the Tahsil-
dar to justify his dlsgbedlence of my

: to me 18
orders has not aggravated his oﬁelnce and Wh?)gfg;} £ bis B

not most impertinent. I requestt hat serious DO y > - o No. 1961

misconduct.p I may state tl(}at the instructions issued in m I r?iczed}crl'll?: 'II\‘I:hsil lor
dated the 17th March 1891, have all beer deliberately disobeyed BY \obordinates.
and he has conducted himself most insult_ingly towards n}lle %IL ard};n bedience t0
On-this subject I am separately submitting & report t0 It © Hall complained of
the command of His Excellency ‘he Governor, t0 whom per:i) r);gress of Settle-:
some of the friction caused by this Tahsildar’s bstruction to the P | ,

ment work in his taluk. ) hi
4. I regret to have to trouble the Board with 1’.‘ l;ftest otice of similar
Mr. Dumergue has not, s0 far as 1 am aware taken the slig o alternative but to
complaints I have already made against this Tahsildar, I have 1 the interests 0 the
ask the Board to issue such orders as it may deem necessary ;nd B esition ofered
work I am required to do in the face of the most unprecedente PP ~

by this Tahsildar.

% | 5
of his statement submitted in original

* (1) Classifier’s takid to Menon, dated 30th .
A November 1891, with Menon’s expla-
nation at foot.
(2) My Proceedings No. 1810, dated 19th
December 1891.
‘ . (3) My reminder No. 1993, dated 16th Janu-
ary 1892. :
(4) Tabsildar's arzi, No. 95 C.&D., dated
26th January 1892.
© (5) My Proceedings No. 2417, dated 29th
" February 1892. ' )
(6) Tahsildar’s arzi No. 820 C.&D., dated
" 6th March 1892.
(7) My Proceedings, No. 2598, dated 22nd
March 1892. :

complaint, bl.lt, a8

a——

.

A - | APPENDIX L o -
. Feom MRy, 8. ANANTA PATTAT, {Tehsidar of Welawanid, ff;%’ensﬁe%l;;zisg.f?z%.mn B
o Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 29th February 1892, .e . ) Golloctor’s srdor

' The statements which have up to date been pmpm'ed in Ob"ld;:m%;c: {1531 Odated the 20th

: . . No. 4208, dated 30th November 1891, endorsed gtl_fsgot of your lotter No- 25¢%

idem, are ith £ ded the appended 115t . bered
j e I beg tﬁr:z];mit‘c&:zrofe tlf: g?;ainingp I;tatements referred to u}llygur leiitfizi 31\1125:0’111;1:2. © As
[ 11, 12 and 15, which can be prepared from the taluk recorda,irmt £ ?)1?16111101‘9.

regards the others a report has been submitted to the Ooueotor oot At

PR

g

. APPENDIX 1. ; |
i lement .
Jlector of Malabar, to the Speoial Sett :.
et *26th Morch 1892, No. 305-T/GL
i ' i i No. 1591, dated 20th
In compliance with the orders issued from this ‘
Novmg]:er lgst, the Tahsildar of Walawanéd r}apoﬁsﬂtf;:t }?gzteﬁerit; ELO;.135, i, ﬂ?’b% fso’rzr’arl({)édlfﬂ
e oo 8. Jor e b ents 1 tho 20th whrS furnisheci as’ desamwar accounts have never

| " FromJ. W.F. DUMERGUE, Esq., Acting O
| Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated
office on your letter

i ‘duo course snd tha statoments 1 and 2 cannot P 00, i noined in the taluke,
# Paddy, 18t and 2nd sort. The-price lists for the district (statement
- . llgac?’ ‘ do. No.7) propared in this office for the marginallye
Hergo-gram. poted grains for 18 years are enclosed.
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APPENDIX IIL
ProceeDINGs of the Special Assistant Colleb(}tor,l SJ.)\T(;i}giris and Malabar, dated 17th March 1891, _'
0. .

Tn this office lotter No. 1602, dated the 24th February 1891, the Collector of Malabar was
informed that, under orders of the Board of Rovenue, the Settloment operations of this party
would be extended to the Walawandd taluk of the Malabar.district with effect from the 2nd
March 1891, and he was thereforo requested to istue the necessary orders to the taluk and village
officials of that taluk to render the mombers of this party the necossary assistance and to furnish
them with such records and information as may from time to time be required for Settlement
'{l)urposes. The Collector has intimated to the undersigned that tho necessary instructions have

cen issued through the Divisional Ufficer. Tt is therofore presumed that the Tahsildar of Wala-
wanéd has received these instructions. The Officers of this P'arty are now employed in the amsams 3
about Shoranore, which has temporarily boen fixed as tho head-quarters of the Supervisor of this
party.

9. Asitis of the utmost public importance that the members of this department and the
local Revenue officials should work in harmony and that the latter should afford the former all
lawful assistance, the Tahsildar is requested to issuo & ciroular to all tho amsam officials of his
taluk requiring them to render o]l lawful aid to the Scttlement officials by furnishing the latter

. with detailed information and rendering available to them the revenue accounts without which the
Settlemont registers cannot bo prepared. It has been reported that the amsam officials of some of
the amsams in which Settlement operations have already been commenced have yet to learn that
they are roquired to perform this duty, failing which they will be severely punished. The
Tehsildar will now be_furnished with extract from the Settloment Manual published under the
authority of 1lis Excellency the Governor in Council o far as they rolate to the village Karnams,
from which he will understand_the nature of tho work required from the village oflicials. The

_Tahsildar is thorefore requested to impress upon bis villago subordinatos the imperative naturo o
these requirements and will warn them that, should they be remiss in the execution of these
publio duties, they will not ouly be severcly punished now, but will have little chance of being
retained in the publio servico when the reorganization of the village staff is undertaken along
with the introduction of the Revenuo Settlomont. 1t should be clearly pointed out that from
the dates on which the Classificrs begin Settlement operations in the respective amsams assigne
to them for work till tho dates on which they may leave the amsams, tho amsam officials are not
at liberty to leave the Classifiers without expross permission previously obtained.

3. All tho Classfiers of this party have boen authorized to summon the village officcrs with
their accounts and any disregsml) of such summons will be dealt with as provided for by law.
They have also been instructed to furnish the villago officers, when summoned by the Tahsildar
or other competent authority, with the requisite memorandum as provided for in rule V (2) of
goction V1I, chapter VI, page 66, of the Manual (vide ‘oxtracts appended), and the Tuhsildar is
roquested to adbero strictly to this rule when these officials are pormitted to roturn to their
respoctive amsam. : .

4. The attention of all the village officers in the taluk should be specially drawn to rules
XX VI, XXIX and XXX of section 6, chapter VI, of the Manudl. It is most important that the
grand total of the revenuo demand, ss entered in the olassification register on tho basis of tho*
$ ormation furnished by the Menons, should tally with the total domand according to the Karnams’
accounts and in accordance with the figures reported by them to the taluk. Tho exporience
already gained in the course of .the Settloment operations in the Pélghat taluk showed that no
relianee whatever could be placed on the information furnished by the Menons of that taluk. In
tho first place the total rovenue domand for the amsam, as recorded in the amsam accounts,
did not tally withthat roported by the village officials to the taluk and which was subsoquently
roported to this office. Sccondly the grand total of all the figurcs furnished by the Menons
in respect of each land enterod in the classifieation registor did not tally with that of the amsar?
sccounts and the Monons were unable to satisfactorily explain the disercpancy. This state of
things was due to the facts that tho Pattaya Prathis had not been duly corvected according .3
the fasli changes, the alterations having been carriod out only in the totals of each patta, but
not, in respect of the detailed items which make up each patta, and that corroct accounts of
shifting cultivation had not been maintained. ‘T'ho Menonsshould first bo instructed to seo that
agreement between their accounts and those furnished to the taluk is established especially in
respect of the figures affecting the shiftiog cultivation and tree tax.

5. The above are onli: a few of tho mumorous mistakes which the village Karnams 8ro
likely to make while furnishing information from the revenue accounts to the Classifiers ; but the
experience already gained by the latter in connection with the Settlement operationsin the Pélohat
taluk and the numerous difficulties which they had to contend against have taught them how ost
to overcome them. The Classifiers are required to obtein accurate information and this is not
possible unless the village officials give correct details. The Tahsildar should therefore instruct al

the Karnams of all the amsams in his taluk to prepare the accounts for each desam soparatcly from
his present amtamwar accounts. The total figures for the several desams must necessarily tally

¥
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* %theso Proceedingg to the Deputy Tahsildar of
operations ar& in progress.

AP SIS

Boarp oF REVENUE (LAND Revexue), 14TH DECEMBER 1892, No. 717. 47

;vith the total figures for the amsam. This course is indispensable as Government has directed
that all Settlement accounts are to be prepared desamwar and that in future desams and not

amsams will be the units of village administration. When the amsam officials’ have correctly

prepared the desamwar accounts and when the totals of these accounts tally with the amsamwar -

: i dered possible and no difficulty

fi the preparation of the Settlement accounts will be ren pos! and |

w%ﬁr%sé exper?ien%ed in arriving at correct figures. It was also observed in Pélghat that Mara- .
i s and that, even where available, they were

1 i i msam
palam registers were not available in certain a1’ b prove t b O er incompotency of tho ek

]most invariably found to be inacourate, this tending t

:‘erxﬁmue subordiiates. These a.ccounts’require special 'amttentlon.f 3; (f::::n v;)hel(;:es’;lﬁy a%a’ h;;g:
available for ready roference, hoy should be prega;zdt;;}celgogga zhey should };150 be prepared
such accounts are available, their accuracy I:;;Z?mzdis oo ehifting © T - ation sccounts also. In

desasmwar. Similar remarks a ly mutatis : . :
e:zy WA e such nooounts wegg 13; o available, and, even vivhere available, the details and totals

under each erop were not forthcoming.

: Wi (o the Tehsildar an ides of what
6. It is hoped that the above onersl remarks will convey 10 b

is requiredlzndopt%e u:dersigned trﬁsts that the Tahsildar will mal;e sl?}};éz;ﬂ;niglfnﬁlslttsallﬁ;ewf;
of the accounts as will facilitate the progress of the Settlemen d(;‘})l e tho revenuo aooounts -
agreement between the grand total of tEe classification rogister an' & o

must be insisted upon. ' ] . LR a

7. Tho village offisials should bo required €0 £2% spocial attention ko :hc"as?f,‘} ﬁ;ﬁ: held
on special tenures such as railway, cowl and u1t-rent.13‘nds’ &O'Id 1? informed of the several
of lands above referred to, viz., railway lands, the Classifiers sholu b 0 emuired * desams, whero
classes of lands under which each of them falls. They shoufld 8 sgh 21332 of the ra.ilway’ lands.
guoch exist, to prepare separate lists for each desam and for ea lass oF cich lands aro hold
Similar remarks apply to quit-rent and cowl'landg- ve{gﬁeﬁﬁio?n A

should also be specially noted in the separate lists abo o Lists o the talulk offic

. : i o X
8. Tho villago offials shou’d 22 reqmreiiffd%? n;'gpzlrgzeai?sabmitted to the undersigned

i ist for the whole taluk sh ) ! . A A
;;hgflz zo?rzz?h('il?‘ltggeh:re gimeixls other aceounts which the ':l‘ahsrldalalr_ wt;l%ull): reﬁlérgr:lc‘ld };3 gssu'c };1;2
to the undersigned in connection with the Settlement opemtloal,lcigﬁntl:which. e Blago officials
soparate instructions will be issued later on. _1'%11: dzﬁtm:rg;aration = tho acoounts in the taluk
should now be ealled upon to submit will facilitate labe in the Lk office.

i :nformation ava o
where they should be carefully checked with the iniorm o,

' erg Seiz;ilar remarks applyy to the case of Grovernment eschfi‘at_: landi)}f;l nglfl}; vg ?:;?:(?Eﬁgﬁﬁ
is now collected on behalf of the State. The rate and amount 0 JB;“miz_ gum. ROY X, separate
bo. resondad sguinet sooh itom of Janl S dI:n;h:ubﬁiz%mtﬁ(rguéhgthe ialuk. . Tn the
dosamwar list of such lands should also be prepare 4 e iy boon b menced, but not

arate lists should be .

case of lands regarding which the escheab inquiry

completed, or in Easpect > § which no inquiry basJ et been goﬁ‘:ﬁ%‘fr‘lﬁl:‘? e addrossed on the

caretully prepared, so that the Escheat Deputy .Collector 0  village officials think require

subject. Any other s;i;acial cases of esch:aéa which the tﬂlulf and village & - T

special mention should be separately reported. . — ary oxders) 8 GOpY O :
10. Tho Tabiltas i elso so030set, °°m€§:;;§ffhggthin D wiadiction Settlement

; A E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
(Slgneélz)ocm Settlement Officer, Nilgiris an@ Malabar,

APPENDIX 1V (1-

To the Kuruvambalam Amsam Menon. _

Havé you n;)t received orders from the taluk cutcllxlerryd.ig) have the g::ﬁ:;l of:‘g(:rget Ii*’:;%

assessment, &o., prepared desamwar separate P Ifso W eltchil 1z'ou Teceiv .

you prepared your statement accordingly P 1ot me know this & arp. , —

~ KURUVAMBALAM, : (Signed) _N.N. BALAKRISHNA (YER, .
30th November 1891. o

—

Menon.

o " “ Rel‘)ly., ”._ . o R .
I nevrar >received such’ orders; T was on leav® "kfging il A'thven I retlrrned to duﬁ)rAafter.
lgave, there was no de§amwar account; preparefL | (Signed) v ARIARUTTI,

= 30th que_mber 1891. o o
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APPENDIX IV (2).

P £ i
PROCEEDINGS 0 the Special Settlement ()lﬁéigeil,',g}?lt{g% .and South Canara, dated 19th December

Read Supervisor’s endorsement No. 1642, dated the 9th December 1891, submitti
%a.la.m Amsam Menon’s explanation for his failure to keep desan’lv:t?r g:)l:ziﬁisguruvam-.

——

Copy of the paper read above will be communicated to the Tahsil y
early inquiry an dI;'eII’)o "y ahsildar of Walawanid for

2. In this Office Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, the necessary i i o
the subject were issued to the Tahsildar and in his vernacular ordor to all thza;ﬂf;l;grﬁfﬁﬁ?:ﬁ ?ﬁ

his taluk, dated 18th May 1891, the Tahsildar promulgated the orders, which, however, do not
appear to have been obeyed. It is believed that few, if any, of the village officials of Walawanéd
taluk have carried out the orders referred to, and the Tahsildar is requested to report how many
village officials have up to date done 80 with any explanation that may be offered regarding the

disregard of the orders on the part of the remaining officials.

(Signed)  A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
" Special Settloment Officer, Malabar and South Canara.

. eom———

APPENDIX IV (3).

Reminder No. 1993.

* . The Tabsildar is ‘requested to expedite the submission of his reply to this Office Proccedings
No. 1810, dated 19th December 1891. A e

(Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,

COIMBATORE
: Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara.

16th January 1892.
To the Tahsildar of Walawanéd.

APPENDIX 1V (4).

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanid, to the Special Secttlement -

OfBoer, Malabar and South Canara dated Perintalamanna, 26th January 189
on C. No. 95 C.&D. ’ » 7 ry 1892, Ref.

_ In reply to your Proceedings No. 1810, dated 19th December last, I beg to state

of my villgg); officials has been able to prepare desamwar accounts as yet as gesired by t;lgﬁ no}lﬁ
the first place no clear instructions have been given as to what accounts should be reduce(i into
dosamwar. Secondly from the beginning of Settlement operations all the Menons had to work
uninterruptedly with Classifiers every day which left them no time to attend to this special work
When the Settlement work was finished the Menon had to bring up the arrears of revenue
work which greatly accumulated while the Settlement work was in progress. Then commence
tho annual jamabandi work of the taluk which is now being conducted by the Sub-Collector. Thé
collection o% revenue which commenced from October last 1n this taluk ﬁas also stood in the way
of the Menons in preparing the desamwar accounts. Thus you will see that since the commence-

ment of Settlement work in this taluk there was herdly any time for the Menons to undertake-

the writing of dessmwar accounts. As soon 85 the pressure of work is lessened I shull issue

fresh orders to the Menons to set to work in reducing the amsamwar accounts into desamwar and

I request that I may be furnished with olear instructions as to whioh of the village accounts you

wish l}:odbe so handled. I also beg to request that the requisito amount of stationery may be
supp 0 ] i ”

2. I take this opportunity of bringing to your notice that the marginally-noted acoounts

: . already contain the desamwar particulars and

I presume that, what you now desire me to do

is to group together all lands in each desan;

with the assessment thercon in each separate book. I beg to koow if this view is correct,

1. Pattaya Prathi, 3. Paramba register.

2. Nilam register,

.

<N

y—
"

O R L L

$With stationery. If the l'shsildar requires more sta

o e e e
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APPENDIX IV (5).

Proceepines of the Spedial Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 29th February '
: 1892, No. 2417.

Read arzi from the Tahsildar of Walawansd, dated 26th J an. 1892, Ref. on . No. 95 C.&D.

The Tahsildar admits that none of the village servants have yet obeyed the instructions
issued nearly a year ago in this Office Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, which was

Otranslated and circulated by the Tahsildar with his Ref. on No. 705 C.&D., dated 18th May

1891,
2. Two excuses are offered for the alleged i

instructions, viz.— .
(1) that “no clear instructions have been given a8 to what accounts should be reduced

into desamwar ” (sic) and
Jement work in the taluk, there was hardly any

. (2) that “ since the commencement of Sett h
time for the Menons to undertake the writing of desamwar accounts.”

Neither of these excuses can be accepted.

3. Tt will bo remembered that one of the excuses personally ter

the Tahsildar for not having taken necessary action to issue the 1

Office Procecdings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, until 18th May
wishod himself to draft the translation in Malayalam and that his order t :

1 drafted by himself. He

nability of the village servants to carry out those.

ndered to the undersigned by
nstructions contained in this

) . . L& ) dingl
Ref. on No. 705 C.&D., dated 18th May 1891, was aclelc;:tilo ng; yfor osumebly ho ould ot

then entertained no doubt as to the clearness of the inst , 10T T lichtest hint
have translated what he did not understand, nor did he give the undersigned the shightest hin

that he did not understand the instructions which he had translated. Moreover his own trans-
lation, to which he is referred, is perfectly clear. ‘ :
j have not been simultaneously
I the Menons 1o k in the Walawandd

4. The second excuse is obviously absurd. A
ment of Qettlement wor

employed with the Classifiers since the commence

< A K ti and others for & few weeks at
bt T o crtoin Loy o ek ;Icleeunts were correct and that the

other times. It is certain that, assuming that the amsam 8acc rod
Menons were acquainted with their desams—and this may very likely be an unwa?an (;1 | assump-
tion in the Tahsildar’s talnk—each Menon could have prepaied desamwar accounts rotm i)sl ax;usam
accounts in a few days had he chosen to do so, or had the Tahsildar taken the least trouble to see

that the provisions of his own circular order, dated the 18th May 1891, were obeyed- :

: e e ap S, . ' hs from
5. In any case, it is significant that it was not until after the lapse of some ten month

the date,of the issuo of the ignstructions regarding desamwar accounts and of a month 1?ft;r 11:t (i)ame
to the knowledge of the undersigned from other sources that desamwar accom_ltstha not' :ien
prepared 1f}(l)r a partioular desam and until the Tahsildar was called upon] to eipllla‘;lélh a§ g::a;cm:i

. . . 1 1 1nsta
omission that, for the first time, the Tahsildar reported that in 1o SIDg ?iuty of the Tahsildar—

accounts been prepared for the two reasons alleged. It was clearly the

" had those reasons been real—to have brought the facts to notice months ago.

the revenue accounts for the fasli:

6. What is urgently i i i of all .
gently mequired is o certified 40 o adequate arra.ngements to supply

written up desamwar and the Tahsildar is requested to mak

guch accounts for Settlement purposes without further delay. . . : S

C 7. This not the function of the Settl artment to provide the Revere pepaﬁment'
e Seftlement Dep tionery than he has been supplied with, he

should submit his indent to the office from which he usually obtaias his supply-.

8. Tt is observed that the Tahsildar has not noticed in his arzi under reply the remark of the

d :ed any orders regarding the.
Kuruvembalam Amsam Menon to the effect that be had never recerve 1 t% Or e hat ho had

i ; d th dersign
preparation of desamwar accounts. The Tahsildar le © undersig May 1891, to sll village

i i 1 ord ., dated the 18th
circulated his general order, Ref. on No. 705 C.&D., e rdors woro Y municated to him.

‘ : ticul . su :
servants, This partioular Menon denies that M7 Of course, village officials cannot be held

The Tahsildar is Tequested to report on this point: X 4 hility i
responsible for disobedience of orders if they have not received them. The responsibi ity in such

cases rests with the Tahsildar or other Subordinate Revenue officials if they have been remiss in
issuing the orders. '

. A E. CASTLESTUART STUART, .
(ngngg‘)}cial Settlement Officer Malabar aed South Cunara.

13
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APPENDIX IV (6).

From M.Igf.ﬁRy. i[ ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanid, to the Special Settlement
Ne ngo 815}))31 and South Canars, dated Perintalamanna, 6th March 1892, Ref. on C.

Referring to para. 6 of i ‘ i
. your Proceedings No. 9617, dated 29th February last, asking me
:gm}::ggarf:l desamwar accounts, I beg to forward, herewith, a list of all revenyue ac’oountsonow
accoun'zne in amsams and to request that you will be good enough to let mo know if all these
o Stl‘equ}re to be written desamwar and if not_to mark out those that are so required. Had
cleat instructions been conveyed in your Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, as to
at accounts you desired to be prepared desamwar, instead of leaving the Tahsildar to guess it,

some little progress could have been made by this time in this direction.

2. T respectfully beg to state that my translation of your Procoedings referred to in para. 2 O

supra could Dot possibly contain more information than what was con d in th :
themselves and the Proceedings were unfortun tely not quite expli it rog in the Proceeding®
required to be written desamwfr. unstely quito explicit rogarding the accounts

——

List showing the partioulars of regist i intained i
gisters that are being maintained in the amsa t t
the WalawanAd taluk cutcherry. ms attached t0

‘ Description. No.
.No. 1. Register of wet lands .. .o .o e . e 1
. 2. Register of paramba lands e e .o .o . o1

. 3. Marapalam register to bring to account the taxable trees from out of :
the under-aged trees .. .o .o .o .o .e 1
,, 4. Register showing tho extent cultivated undor each crop .o 1
y» . Register of mincs and quarries .. .o .o .o . o 1
» 6. Patta transfor register No. 4 .. o N .. .: 1
» 1. Dattaya Prathi register .. .o oo .o ve .o 1
,» 8. Register of daily collection No. 13 . .o .o ‘e 1
, 9. Theruttu showing the abstract of collections from each individual . o1
,, 10. Register of kist collections .o .o . .o . T
» 11, Register of rent rcll No. 23 .. oo .o .o .e I
,» 12. Register showing Governmont lands rented on pattam .. T
» 13. Quit-rent registor .o - . .. .o . 1
,, 14. Register showing railway lands rented on pattam .. T
,» 15. Cowle register .. .o . .o ve .o . . : , 1
' Signed 8.
8th March 1892. ( 5 ‘ AN AN A dar

TE————

APPENDIX IV (7).

Procexpixgs of the Special Settlement Officor, Malabar and South Car - .
| 1892, No. 2578. anara, dated 220d March

Read arzi from the Tahsildar of Walawanad, dated 6th March 1892, TReof. on C. No. 320 C. & D.

0

e——

The Tahsildar’s attention will be drawn to paras. 4 to 9 of this Off P i
dated the 17th March 1891, wherein it is very olearly stated that the * roceedm{;"s No- 1961,
Pattaya Prathi, | TRegister of cowle lands
Shifting cultivating accounts, Do.  of quit-rent 1&’11d8,
Margpulam rogister, Do. of Government escheat lands
Register of railway lands, ’
ghould be prepared desamwar. These instructions have been embodied in th lar ci
No. 705 C.&D., dated the 18th May 1891, which the Tahsildar himself is:uzgrgﬁcﬁxgr ::f‘t?]}lelgtr
In the face of these facts a8 also of those pointed oot in this Office Proceedings No. 2417 dated
the 29th_ February, the Tahsildar’s present contention that the instructions issued in this’ Office
Proceedings No. 1961, dated the 17th March 1891, were not clear cannot be accepted.

A

o,
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9. The accounts specified in the beginning of
3, 14, 15,13 and 12 of the list submitted wit
Tahsildar should have them ‘written up «
the information contained in item No.
Prathi). If not, it should also be prepare

3. The Tahsildar’s reply to para. 8 of

Tobruary 1892, should be expedited.

To the Tahsildar of Walawanad.

2 Referenoe

Forwarded to the Collector of Malaba
reference, dated 9th June 1892, on G.R.

™ N

(Signed)

ont

esamwar

this office proceedings,

A.

Special Settlement Officer,

N
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the preceding paragraph form items Nos. 7, 2,

h the Pahsildar’s arzi under
without further delay.

reference, and the

' ) Tt is presumed that all
1 (Nilam register) is contained in item No. 7 (Pattaya

d desamwar.
No. 2417, dated the 29th

E. CASTLESTUART STUART.

ave———

(Signed)

Ty

he above, dated 95th June 1892.

for remarks, in continuation of Board’s
No. 3979 of 1892. ‘

Malabar and South Canara.

P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,

To the Collector of Malabar, with papers in original (to be returned).

the following letter from H.
Malabar, to the Secret

ary to,
and Director of the Departmen

Calicut, 23rd August 1892:—

Board’s references on General Register

and No. 3979 of 1892, dated 9th June

C.&D., dated 11th August 1892, from
orts, Ref. on C. No. 1237 C.&D.,

C.&D ., dated 29th July 1892, from th
9. The Special Assistant Collec
t issue betwee

p

h n

rep

opinion upon the points a

but has merel confined himself to ex

by the Tahsildar for orders, upon Whic

to the Collector for instructions,
attack upon himself. He states tha
from Mr. Dumergue to forward all such
ps Messrs. Dumergue and Stuart are

action in sending on the p

help thinking, however, that,

insubordination on the part
correspondence would never

received the orders from Mr. Du
been given before the present T
glispute between Mr. Dumergue and Mr.

3. 1 propose first to deal with Mr
No. 61, Board’s General Register No.
25th June 1

d in his Pr
alawandd to cause the Amsam Menons to

the Board’s reference dated

that the instructions containe
1891, calling upon the Tahsildar of W

‘1 statistics desamwar, an
d 20th November 1891,
Mr.

repare cortain 8
Collector, date

Tahsildar’s coniduct was insulting.
my opinion well-founded. In his
issued certain instructions to the

cated to the Amsam official

apers Wi

if Mr. B

and to
t he recel

both so m
thout comment appears justl
atten had stopped the very first symptoms of

of the Tahsildar by 2 sharp reproof, the whole of this

BRADLEY, Esq.,
the Commssioner of
t of Land Records an

taking exce

Secretary.

Acting Collector of
Revenue Settlement
d Agriculture, dated

the h to return the papers (will follow) forwarded to me with the
I have the honour to return the P pNo. N247 of 1892, dated 25th June 1892,

1892, together with letter

Ref. on No. 873

the Special Assistant Collector, forwarding
dated 29th July 1892, and Ref. on No. 1102
o Tahsildar of Walawandd. :

tor has entirely refrained from expressing any
n the Settlement Officer and the Tahsildar,

laining that all the papers referred to him

o orders have been issued, were sent on

have taken plape. Mr. Batten has no

s by the

mergue JUS .
aksildar began to take partin

Stuart.

_ Stuart’s first letter, dated
3947 of 1892, which formed the subject of
In this letter Mr. Stuart complains

Tabs

892.

tion to Mr. Stuart’s personal
ved orders, both written and verbal,
papers to him.. Under the circumstances,
uch senior to him, Mr. Batten’s
fiable. I cannot

\ (/‘/ faz_ﬁ.%,

.9
v / !
! e
Lad irdfan oy
. [
PRI i
: Cie

t stated when he -

¢ referred to, but they cannot have

the unfortunate

7th April 1892,

oceedings, No. 1961, dated 17th March

d that the requests made in
No. 1591, were neglected, and that the
Stuart’s complaint, upon
Proceedings, dated 17th March
Mahsildar of Walawandd which

ildar on the 18th May,

his letter to the

the whole, is in
1891, Mr, Stuart
were communi-
and yet it came
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to Mr. Stuart’s notice soon after the end of November that the Menon of Kuru-
vambalam had not received these instructions at all. The Tahsildar was at once’
called upon to explain, and in his letter, dated 26th January 1892, Ref. on C. No.
95 C. & D. [Appendix IV (4)], to Mr. Stuart’s letter, the Tahsildar explained that
the Menons had been unable to prepare the accounts required because (1)

Mr. -Stuart’s ‘instructions had not been clear, (2) the -Menons had been at work =
uninterruptedly with the Classifiers and on other duty, and the Tahsildar proceeded o

to apply to the Settlement Officer for a supply of stationery for the preparation of | b
the accounts. These excuses are absurd. With regard to the first, the Tahsildar -

should have asked Mr. Stuart to make his instructions more explicit if he did not
understand them, and the second is untrue. The d(remand for stationery appears
to have been an intentional picce of impertinence. The Tahsildar then wrote his <*
letter, Ref. on C. No. 320 C. & D., dated 6th March 1892 [Appendix IV (6)] in - : :
reply to a Proceedings of Mr. Stuart’s, No. 2417, dated 20th February 1892. "This ;
letter is most impertinent and its tone most 1mproper, and the Tahsildar must })e o
supposed to understand the meaning of what he was writing as he elected to write {f
the letter in English. ' . ' |

4. To turn to the portion of Me, Stuart’s letter to the Bpard which dealg with
his own letter to the Collector, dated 20th Novembgr 1891, which was communicated
to the Tahsildar on the 30th of that month, Mr. Stuart asked for 15 accounts, 9 of
which were prepared and supplied on the 29th February. Omne qould only be
supplied from the huzur, and this was done. The Tahsildar promised to supply
3 others, but explains ‘that this promiso Was lost sight of, and the other two he {
reported himself unable to prepare. Theso two accounts were (1) a desamwar ~ i

statement showing the area, Government, Inam, and Poramboke, and (2) a

desamwar statement showing the latest agricultural statistics of the taluk, such as
' Mr. Stuart, in para. 2 of

opulation, number of houses, cattle, pattas and ryots. M
Eis letter, charges the Tahsildar with deliberately leading him to suppose that these

statements could and would be prepared in the Collector’s office. Inmy opinion 1
this charoe will not stand. I cannot sce why it shpuld not have suited the 1
Tahsildar’s purpose to state plainly that the accounts desired had not been I)rQYarcd :
dosamwar as Mr. Stuart hints in para. 2 (
letter appears to have been despatched when’ ] Ahsont o ot

5. With regard to para. 3 of Mr. Stuart’s letter, I have to point out that in no. :
Portion (Yf his Proceed?ngs No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, did he direct the i
Pahsildar to instruct the Menons to prepar® Nos. 1 and 2 of the accounts called for i
in his letter, No. 1561, dated 20th November 1891, and that Mr. Stuart has not :
succeeded in showing that these two accounts could be prepared from the taluk. 3
accounts. 1o has, however, chosen to obscure the issue by mixing up the accounts
called for in the Procecdings of March with those called for in the letter of E
November, which appear to me to be perfectly scparate matters. The result has

been that the Tahsildar, in his explanation, Ref. on C. No. 1237 C. & D., has.

avoided all allusion to the accounts called for in March. I 'have no doubt that he K E

thoroughly understood that ho was called upon to explain both the matters, but

having no satisfactory explanation, he has & adly seized the opportunity given to
him by Mr. Stuart. The whole filo received with Mr. Suart’s No. 61 was sent to

the Tahsildar and he must have known that there were in reality two charges)
~against him in respect of two scparate sets Qf accounts. o .
6. With regard to accounts Nos. 1 arid @ (vide para. 4 supra), I consider the

Tahsildar’s explanation satisfactory to a certain degree. As'to No. 1, this ll’ei’ég
an unsurveyed district, accurate areas of Government, Inam and Poramboke lands

could not be given, though the areas ander cultivation might have been supplied.

As to No. 2, desamwar statistics of population, houses, and cattle could not have
been given ’ ' £ population and

Now that the census figures are supplicd, statistics of po
houses can be furnished. Statistics of pattas might have been supp

lied, and.I do
not understand what Mr. Stuart wanted when he called for desamwar statistics
of ryots. Thus some

art of the statistics called for in accounts Nos. 1 and 2 of
Mr. Stuart’s list might have been supplied. '

i
|
:
|
5
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7. The Tahsildar has chosen in para. 5 of his explanation to state that ““no

instructions were issued to prepare desamwar accounts.” This is scarcely true,
vide para. 5 of Mr. Stuart’s Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891 :—* The
Tahsildar should therefore instruct all the karnams of all the amsams in his taluk
to prepare the accounts for each desam separately from his present amsamwar
accounts.” - On the other hand, Mr. Stuart, in his letter No. 61, states: ‘I specifically
mentioned the names of the accounts which I wished him to have prepared
desamwar for Settlement purposes,” but he did not, as far as I can find, specifically

mention by name in that letter the account for the failure to prepare which he

* found fault with the Menon of Kuruvambalam.

8. Upon the whole I consider that Mr. Stuart’s original instructions were _

Yanting in conciseness and clearness; that the Tahsildar, if he was unable to under-
stand them, should have applied for further orders; that his explanation for his
failure to have the amsam accounts prepared desamwar is unsatisfactory ; that his
explanation for his failure to

repare the two first of the accounts called for in .

Mr. Stuart’s letter, No. 1591, dated 20th November 1891, may be accepted, but that e

he has been most impertinent to Mr. Stuart.

9. To turn now to Mr. Stuart’s second letter, No. 161, dated 30th April 1892,

twenty-two charges have been formulated against the Tahsildar, and it will, 1 think,
be most convenient to deal with them one by one in the (_)rder in wmch_theY
appear in the letter. Mr. Stuart, in para. 4 of his letter, without formulating a
specific charge against the present Tahsildar, states. that as long as Mr. Kunhambu
was Tahsildar, the Settlement operations went on satisfactorily, but that they
began to be obstructed with the advent of the present -Talgsﬂdar. He draws
special attention to the first four papers of Appendix I'II to his letter, w!nch are
copies of orders issued by Mr. Kunhambu, but he entirely omits to mention that
the next four papers of the same appendix, which are copies of orders 1ssupd by
Mr. Ananta Pattar to the village otlicers, are quite as eremptory and quite as
favorable to the progress of Settlement operations as those of Mr. Kunhambu.

Mr, Stuart’s first contention, viz., that the present Tahsildar’s obstruction began }‘

with Lis advent to'the taluk therefore falls to the ground.

10. The first specific charge against the Tahsildar, in Mr. Stuart’s own words,
is ¢ that he deliberately delayed for about two months to 1ssue 1pstruct}01ls which
I had expressly asked IZim to issue to all his village subordinates in the interests of
the operation of this Party ; that, when after the lapse of two months he chose to
take some action, he did not issue the instructions to all the Menons of his taluk;
that, when this omission was found out and he was questioned on the subject, he
answered in a manner to mislead me to believe that they had been issued to all
the Menons; and that, when this belief was subsequently found to he erroneous and
he was asked to explain, he deliberately refrained from answering, thpugh more
than four months have elapsed since he was first asked for his explanation, and he
" was subsequently reminded of it on no less than three occasions.” '

In the first place Mr. Stuart has omitted to notice the fact that the present
Tahsildar did not take charge of the taluk until 31st March, a fortnight after the
issue of the instructions referred to. Ie has therefore to account for only six weeks’
an‘?ynot two months’ delay. As soon as he took charge he applied for a copy of the -
orders issued by the Collector quoted by Mr. Stuart in his Proceedings, No. 1961,
of the 17th March 1891; he was then on circuit with the Collector }mtll' the 20th
April. On the 14th May he received the Collector’s Proceedings disposing of the
question of appointing Gumastah Menons, raised originally by the former Tahsildar,
and, on the 18th, he signed his order to the Menons. I do not think that the
Tahsildar can be blamed for delaying the issue of his instructions to the Menons
while he was waiting for the orders of the Collector upon connected questions raised
by his predecessor. - There may have been some friction caused by the Menons
not knowing what was expected of them, but the Tahsildar _cannot be blamed for -
this, seeing that Mr. Stuart’s proceedings was not written until, according to his own

showing, Scttlement operations had been in progress in the taluk for fifteen days. -
: 14
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With regard to the charge of misleading the Settlement Officer into the belief that

the instructions had been issued to all the Menons w :
Mr. Stuart ‘was I_lot mi§1ed for more than 24 hours, for h};e;;msx;hﬂgfésilgot tl}e (‘iatf,
l_ahsﬂdar’s ¢ misleading” arzi on the 31st May, and on the 1st June ﬁ‘eqelved 1 o
circular to 27 Menons to ascertain when they received the Tahsildar’s cire ]fsuef tﬁs
18th May. Wl}ether these Menons had received this circular or not on thgggfholl :
when the Tahsildar wrote his arzi received b}; Mr. Stuart on the 31st, there cana't’a
: Mr. Stuart’s A ix VI
received by them all by the 2nd of June.  The Tahsildar’s A)Il))ggr(}é}i{x\;l((s)a an% va;:
that the cn'_cular had been received by all the village officials in the taluk b S?tls l?7tl.1
June. . This portion of Mr. Stuart’s first case is therefore bad. The Talisild led es
not appear to have intended to mislead him, and the Tahsildar ap{)ears tozi;\?g bgerh
_statement that the Tahsildar deliberately refrained from replying t:)el\}\i.e rsl(gl?:;t’srl;gﬁ
] Tahsildar replied to Mr. Stuart’s No. 1810
dated 19th December 1891, and his reminder No. 1993, dated 16th January 1.892 iI;
‘his arzi, No. 95 C. & D., dated 21st January 1892. Mr. Stuart’s further Proce dings
No. 2417, dated 29th February 1892, was replied to by the Tahsildar in h(is lal?zi:

1o doubt that it had been issued to them [vide

perfectly correct in stating that the circular had been éssued to t

for an explanation is incorrect, as the

No, 1956, dated 24th April 1892. -

11. The second charge is that between the 7th Marcl i
-1891 the Tahsildar submitted to his Divisional Officer behinld iﬁi‘l géﬁa:t?:hbﬁc r1£1‘
Mr.

c.;omplains that the Collector on the dpse dizit of the Tahsildar issiet? ﬁ?lzrti’fgzzggl:
ings No. 339 R./Genl., dated 8th May 1891 [ Appendix I (b) to the Tahsildar
report]. Mr. Stuart then addressed the Collector in his No. 283, dated 13th May

“succession of complaints against Mr. Stuart’s subordinates.

1891, to which he complains he has not yet received any reply. Ile states that

the Tahsildar in addressing the Collector ¢ concecaled ”’ the fact that he had already
informed him that Gumastah Menons were not needed. Mr. Stuart further says
that-one of tho Tahsildar’s objects in submitting these complaints was * to ot hiis
proposal to appoint Gumastah Menons nominallly. ¢ for assisting the Rovenuo Settle-
) 1 iich he was deliberately desirous. to

have effected with a view to obstruct tho progress of Scttlement®operations and to
create necdless friction.” Mr. Stuart bascs this charge partly on the fact that the

. complaints against the Classificrs began on the 7th March. o has a »arently
- \forgotten that the present Tahsildar only took chargo of the taluk ont 1(13 31st of
" {that month, so that, with the excoption of the last four, all the complaints quoted by
him were made by Tahsildar Kunhambu, who was of such great assistance to him

" in the Scttlement operations at their commencement (vide para. 4 of his letter). I can
sco no reason why the Tahsildar chould not address his Divisional Officer when he
has complaints to make-against the Classificrs, but as a matter of fact, the Tahsildar’s
detail the

ment Party’ as he said, sanctioned” . . . “w

reports are not really complaints against the Classificrs; they simply
difficulties expericnced by the amsam officials in obeying both the Settlement an

the Revenue authoritics, and ask for relict by the appomtment of Gumastal Mecnons.

Mr. Stuart's complaint that accusations were made against his subordinates behin
his back therefore falls to the ground.
objection to Mr. Dumerguc’s Proceedings,

couched :in perfectly gencral terms, and it practically conveys a warning to the
Settlement subordinates not to be too exacting in their deniands, and to the Reveryc -
subordinates to assist the Settloment as far as possible.  As for Mr. Stuart’s letters
No. 283, dated 13th May 1891, 1 enclose a copy of it and in my opinion it requires
no answer. It was lodged in this office. 'There was no concealment by the Tah-
sildar in addressing the Collector of the fact that Mr. Stuart had stated that
Gumastah Menons were unnccessary because the 21st April, the dato of Mr. Stuart’s
Proceedings to the Tahsildar, was subsequent to the last of the Tahsildar’s reports
on the subject, which -was dated 15th April. . The charge against the Tahsildar
There i8

" nothing on record to show that tho Tahsildar ever applied for Gumastah Menons

. quoted in inverted commas supra is absolutely without foundation.

. ¢ for assisting the Revenue Settlement Party.” The applications, so far as I can fin
out, were always made for the purpose of giving relief to the Amsam Menons, an

I can sce no ground for Mr. Stuart’s
No. 339 R./Genl., dated 8th May. It 18
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Mr. Stuart himself has not stated where he obtained this phrase from. ‘The
only place in which I can find it is in the abstracts of the correspondence read
in the Collector’s Proceedings, No. 339 R./Genl., dated 8th May 1891. Upon this
slender foundation Mr. Stuart has built up & theory of deliberate obstruction against

_the Tahsildar for which I can find no Justiﬁcation whatever. In my opinion the

‘to Mr. Stuart’s Proceedings, it mus

?

“be impertinent, and, if

Mahsildar is entitled to be acquitted on the second charge. ,‘ .

12. The third case against the Tahsildar 18 conngcted with Mr. Stuart’s Pro-
ceedings, No. 1953, dated 17th March 1891,'10)’ which he suspended a certain
Adhikart for misconduct towards @ glasmﬁer%.l Ell; ftl{?rtthcctn;lplamts tlzag :}}ie

i ‘ 5 hi ings untl pr1 at he entruste e
Tahsildar mado no repy > his Troses ah%ildar and that th’e Collector passed his

Lansuee T
inquiry into the case to the Deé) utyd 1st May 1891 (disposed of in Board’s Pro-

Progoedings, Ko ot D A ?1st 1891), reinstating the Adhikari upon the .

ceedings, No. 5497, dated 4th Aug Tl h ,
Mahsildar’s report forwarding that of the Deputy Tahsildar wit out any reference
to the Special Settlement Officer. With yegard to the Tahsildar’s delay in replying
t be remembered fll?tAhe '(lhd %otdtakfhcha.rge of
the taluk until the 31st March, and he replied on the 4th ApriL. 10 e circur-
stances, there was no excessiv’e elay. With regard to the inquiry being made by
the Def)ut Tahsildar, there was nothing in Mr. Stuart’s P.ro?eedmgs to imply that
he dosired the Tahsildar himself to - make the 10quiry; 1t 18 qbv101llls that, if the
Tahsildar had really conceived the deliberate plan of obstructing t ﬁ._ Settlement
attributed to him by Mr. Stuart in paras of his letter with regard to this particular
case, he would have held the inquiry himself ‘fmd not. entrusted it to hus deputy.
A teat portion of Mr Stuart’s remarks on this case 18 devoted to a discussion of
g P X ' ; i No. 440 P./Genl, dated 1st

o i :q Proceedings
Mr. Dumergue’s conduct 1n issuing his Iro ings, O Jovant to the omplaints
Collector should not

May 1891, without (i'eferenéze tokh1m. T eason why the
inst the Tahsildar, an now 0 _ .

:gT;Zte tlhe A?l}filkari,, who had been irregularly suspended by Mr. Eturfa‘r;l vyﬁhoqt
consulting the latter. Upon the third charge therefore I consider the lahsiidar is

entitled to be acquitted. » - . .
i 1 t reply to

a com Jaint that the Tahsildar _dld no y
Mr Slgliatr'l;’l;el)f'gz;g&irfgze Nl'?). 2058, ated 25th March 1891, qqtll the ; th of May;
tha:t the Tahsildar forv?ra’rded his report on the case to the Divisional Officer instead
t; and that when called upon

sked to repor !
of to Mr. Stuart to whom he had been a$ i on }i)mpertinent ond insolent manner

in hi duct the Tahsildar re lie .
;;;)1 ﬁ?spglzrils}li\?ocsori 3?07 andﬁ3 2075, dated 1pst J un(;a e}crllld '21‘11(111 Qlc(folzer: osx?dl écltezget(;f(:vgz .
: . § ahsildar’s to ti -
Mr. Stuart further complains that h1e2 :}?%)Etgber 1%91’ to which he has received no

lector in his letter, No. 1329, dated 12t
reec)l(;rr. melf Stuart attributes, the Tahsildar’s subsequent conduct

failare to reply to this letter, to his neglect 0 notice the Tahsi
and to his omission to communicate

graph confidentially. The Tahsildar’s explanation for such delay a3 there was

i i 's Pr ing he 25th March is that ho did not take
in replying fo | turt’s Proceottigs o eet the explanation of the Adhikari in

o1 31st March and that he did not g

:‘:xlg rgaesél gnltil 2S6th April.  Under the circumstances there was no gi:egt dlegf}fri on
his part. The Tahsildar was, I think, justiﬁed in reporting lflc‘)lhl%]ill;stlgfia q ngr
when he recommended the village officials for pumshment. thathr. Stuart had n)c:

I oS t May statin
rocently issued “his Proceedings, date;gl dlsthe T);hsildérgreporte 1 ithe result of his

thority to punish village officials

?Xng:}lr 2’0 Mrl. Stuart and to the Divi’sionallglifizcgr %;l It;m sg;ngddaizé Jl'll;llée fiisrage(i ;}I;(:

letters to which Mr. Stuart objects, No- . -,1 e wri t’ten i
. tended to be impertinent. ' 'deing from the other 655, y the

%o;hlsrixléa:r I believe tlll)at it was, but read alone it may not be 1ntendedI fplbe 503

but th ]étter of the 2nd October No. 2075, 188 most improper one. itherto I

Uy e e ‘ § g similar nature from a Tahsildar to

ot with or heard of an rthing Of ! ¢ .
liivfeéf;e{nnitr. Stuart’s position. ?I‘he Tahsildar says that it was not intended to

43 ; t for writing it., This
it is considered 50, expresses his regre ing it
explanation is, I consider, unsatisfactory Mr. Stuart’s letter, NQ- 1J2u, dated

#
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12th October 1891, was received in this office It has :

A . notb
unable to offer any explanation. The tone of the Tahsﬂg:?’:eglle& ;039 and Tam
this case is, in my opinlon, somewhat disrespectful. planation upon

14. The next charge is that the Tahsildar with a view to support a Menon,
)

who refused to go into the field with a Classifier deliberately mi
bt that ’ ely m‘lsrepresented facts.
‘taliﬁ oars that on the 26th February 1891, before the present Tahsildar joined thse

finished. During the absence of the Su i 1 :
. . pervisor on leave a cert .
to go into the fields with the Classifier, and the Tahsildar suzggoxl*\t[(?(rlml?ixie(izlllmfg

refusal on the ground that the order issued by his predecessor did not expressly -

require Menons to work in the fields. This report was acce

acting Supervisor and by Mr. Stuart and it was ngt until the rété):r?(})fiﬁuf e ot
Supervisor from leave that the truth was discovered. The Tahsildar expfa{"n mn;:nt
he was not aware of his predecessor’s order on the Supervisor’s first yaJ) s that
not see why this explanation_should not be accepted. Mr. Stuart and his acti
Supervisor were mistaken and I do not see why the Tahsildar should not also (ixz:\]'ge

made a mistake. Mr. Stuart accuses the Tahsildar of being disingenuous and crafty, -
?

but I do not consider he has substantiated his case. 1le points to the Tahsi
arzi, No. 1287 C. & D., dated 28th May 1891, one of the enclosureslto wiilliilllld::;:

the Supervisor's first yadast, as proving that the Tahsildar knew of its existence
y .

but this arzi by no means proves that the Tahsildar knew of the exis
yadast when he wrote his arzi of the 14th April, No. 2920, as Mr. letteunacr?; %foltxlllg
suggest. The Tabsildar himself says that he did not know of the yadast when he
aosed his arzi of the 28th May, as he did not look at the list of enclosures, and, if
le had really deliberately kept back the existence of the yadast of the 26th Februar
I cannot sce why he hould have sent a copy of it to Mr. Stuart with his last arzyi’
Under the circumstances I consider that the Tahsildar is entitled to bo ac uitted
on this charge. !
' 15, Thesixth case s that the Tahsildar wrote an impertinent letter to theSuper-
visor without examining the facts of the matter. The Supervisor of Mr. Stuart’s

Party called upon a certain Menon to ex lain why he had left the Classifier without -

obtaining the memorandum prescribed by the Settlement Manual. The Revenue
Inspector obtained a copy of the Supervisor’s requisition and sent it to the Tah-
sildar, who addressed the Supervisor in a very improper manner.  The Tahsildar’s
lettter forms Appendix X (3) to Mr. Stuart’s report and it appears from it that
the thgﬂdqr, without taking the trouble to ascertain the nature of the Supervisor’s
requisition, informed tho latter that, if he insisted on the Menons’ attending only to
Settlement work to the exclusion of their other dutics, ho would be combpelleg to
issue orders to his own subordinates to disrogard the Supervisor’s instructions

which would have a bad effect upon Settlement operations.- The Tahsildar endeay-
ours to justify this by quoting a lctter of the Supervisor’s. Inamost disingenuou

manner he has neglected to state that the Supervisor’s letter was subseilu%nt ans

‘};rittfan in answer to his own. This explanation, in my opinion, aggravates the
alisildar’s offonce, and I consider that ho deserves severs censure for throatening
o -

to do anything which would have a bad effeet on Scttlement operations.

16. Tho scventh is a charge of deliberate obstruction to the Party. On the 1st "

September 1891, the Menon of Arakkupt ba infor s

, Menc cuparamba informed the Classifier 1]

received o.rders from the Tahsildar to absent himself from Settlorm:mltlx(i'rorl:il’icz:g 1(;81%
10 A daily, ang to z}ttend to lis revenuo work. On the 7th November Mr. Stuart
called unon the Tahsildar to report whether ho had done so, and, if so, to explain

his conduct, and the Tahsildar, on the 10th November, admitted having done so, .

and explained that ho had been obliged to do o as ho found that the Settlement
work was interfering with the revenue work of the taluk. In making this report

the Tahsildar omitted to state that on the previous day he had issucd a circular to

all the Mcn)non.? directing them to absent themselves from Settlement work from 6 to
10 oM. Previously to this correspondence with Mr. Stuart, the Tahsildar had

add;’essed the Divisional Officer in his endorsement, No. 9665, dated 26th September

the permanent Supervi fM ! 1
) visor of Mr. Stuart’s Party applied to M
order the Menons to remain with the Classifiers unti thtla) work in ;éclliuarg::ﬁ ‘;,;Z .I

ast. Ido-

A

-3

5 T

* circular that he had ordered the Menons of the amsams inw

IS
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1891, upon a report- from another Menon stating his inability to do his revenue
k, suggesting that some plan.

work on account of having to attend to Settlement wor :
by which the settloment and revenue work might be carried on without prejudice

to either, should be devised by the Special Assistant Collector and the Settlement
Officer in consultation. When the Tahsildar’s circular, dated 9th November, was
issued to all his Menons he had received no reply whatever to his reference to the
Divisional Officer. The MTahsildar explains that his order to the Arakkuparamba

Menon was issued because that Menon was in arrears with his revenue work and-
uld -interfere with Settlement

that he was not aware that the hours fixed by him woulc ]
work. The Tahsildar says that his order made 1o difference ‘in the Settlement
non’s diary (enclosure to the

work of the amsam and b this statement on the Me
s & Oallec dated 4th December 1891, infra para. 35),

Tahsildar’s demi-offici
o Tahsildar’s demi-official to the Collector, Do assifir every day an iom

which he states ghows that the Menon WOr ed wi :
all holidays and Sundays. This statement i8 incorrect, 88 although the Menon’s
diary seems to have been initialled by the Classifier opposite the entry for nearlx every
day, it also contains a note signed by the Classifier that the Menpn.worked with the
Classifier on the days when there was classification duty and it is not at all cleatr
that there was this duty daily. Moreover, the enclosures to the Settlement Officer’s
report, dated 12th November 1891, No. 1546, show that the Menon was sick on the.
, ) taluk cutcherry and

g gth September at the .
T A e iealod by andry on thgse dates. The Tahsildar explains

yet the Classifier has initialled the dia he attend £
that in asking the Divisional Officer t0 arrange some hours for 16 51 ancf. ¥
Menons upon Classifiers on the 96th Septomber, there Wwas 1o necessity 0 meéx 1(%;;
the instructions given by him to the Arakkuparamba Menon and lfcl thl_s }?Oh 0}‘11 ]
he is justified ; but, in 1ssuing his’ general glgcular upon & su})]ec_ldW o O i
referred to his Divisional Officer before receiving orders, the 'lahgl ﬁ}' ﬁveltls assurﬁi
ing authority which he must have known he did nob possess, and Whic %wou '
hardly have dared to do if his Divisional Officer had been strong o anl n%orz
experienced than Mr. Batten. The Tahsildar sgs that he }ssued ﬂll)ls cﬁ eu ar ‘in
fide in the interest of revenue administration. However this, Ha%}f' e’en&ilfsl;zgs?;i
was quite unjustifiable. The Tahsildar, moreover, showed his ¢ .lblﬁigat he failed to
his arzi of the 10th November, No. 2371 C. & D., to Mr. Stuar mall Menons to do

state that he had issued a circular on vi

that which Mr. Stuart found fault with irb the .casci %f Pﬁthe ggﬁ%‘ﬁ?i‘?ﬁ; g{;g:,:i _

o T ] : onal Officer Tl
It is true that the Tahsildar informed his D1visi hich S,et'clentlefni;1 was going'
on to do revenue work from 6 to 10 A but he did not send a copy of s CToy &8

- nor mention it and he made no referenc:a' to the fact that the q‘-lestu})}n t‘if Itl;he '1[1}011)1:
which should be set apart for Settlement was alread{ before MI(;: a eti.m rop er{
the whole it is, I think, sufficiently Proved that the 'I"a sildar issued a moS d'gf" fh
order without consulting the Divisional Officer, while the matter Was Br (o .

o) e . 3 o
orders of the latter ; but I do not consider that it is proved that it was the Talllsﬂdta}x(; 8
intention to obstruct Scttlement. tion in his explanaxon

The Tahsildar takes excep
to Mr. Stuart’s translation of his circular O« 10837, dated 9th November 1891
He states that an expression meaning ¢ 6 £0 10 in the mormng

» has been ,trans.lated
to * 6 to 10 every morning” and that «« gmsam work” has been rendered ¢ legitimate

work.” This is’a mere quibble. Although the circular did not say f t%.lo tgvery
morning, it was clearly intended to bear that meaning. The second objection 13

unimportant. e . '
17. The eighth charge is that, when the Tahsildar, in his capacﬂ}kjy 8?1 'I“a:lélk
Magistrate, summoned one of the Menons to appear as & witness, t 3 abSIder
under whom he was working furnished . him with the.ugual ngemoraln um ém ler _
rule V (3) section VII, of the Settlement Manual, permitting him tl(i %a}ve ettle-
ment and requesting the ‘Magistrate to note the date on which the Menon was
andum in red ink

ormitted to return. The Tahsildar scribbledt acrosglthe ‘ﬁig‘(j’; o attend @ sum-
Vo e for tecion i ary to enable & -
that the Classifier’s permission 1is unnecess Jdresse b Tabsildar upon the subject

mons from a court of justice. Mr. Stuart & v
and the Tahsildar replied in his letter, 2¢ 2393 C. & D, dated, 21st November.
This letter, which forms Appendix X1V (5)to Mr. Stuart's letter, 13 alnslost insolent
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one. - If written by an equal, it would have been obviousl i

annoyance, but from a Tahsildar to an officer of Mr. Stuart’s Ztalr?c;lerrxlg ig igoa cz;gz:

of ml.per?mence unparalleled in my experience. The Tahsildar states tha%) the

Classifier’s memorandum was written on the back of his summons, and endeavours

to justify the remark written across it, He points out that he was acting as &

. magistrate, and submits that his interpretation that the Settlement Rules re?luired

2? (?oe;rf;ssion lfloi the fM:eIIOﬁ t(i) zltltten the court is not strained. The Tahsildar
should have furnished the M i 1

O by the Classifer. e Menon with a memorandum in reply to the one

18. The ninth case is similar to the last. The Tahsildar detai 1
Menon from his Qottlement duties on the 5th September 1891, andn:&:ﬂcg;tﬁ;ﬁ\
upon to explain why he had not farnished him with the prescribed memorandum 9
stated that he was not bound to do so under the Settlement Rules, because the
Menon had not left his amsam. The Tahsildar’s arzi, No. 2428, dated 18th Nov-
ember 1891, furnishing this explanation’is another specimen of his impertinence,
and, instead of expressing his regret in his present explanation, he attempts to justify
his conduct, thereby aggravating his offence.

) 19. The tenth case is that the Tahsildar was not prompt in levying the fines
imposed by Mr. Stuart on certain Menons, and that he addressed an ir%pcrtinent
lettar to tho latter officer. On the 20th November Mr. Stuart fined a certain
Mench and requested the Tahsildar to rcport the collection of the fine by the
10th December. As he did not do so, Mr. Stuart sent him a reminder and on the
15th December the .Tahsildar, in an impertinent letter (Appendix XVI to Mr.
Stua.rt’s letter), explained that the pay bill of the village establishment had not been’
receu.red. On the 10th December M};. Stuart fined another Menon, requesting the
Tahsildar to report the collaction of the fine by tho 10th January, an:} on the 5th
January Mr. Stuart fined another Menon. Up to tho 26th February the levy of
these fines had not been reported. The Tahsildar expresses regret if the Boar
g:onsiders his letter of the 15th December insolent. 1le further explains the delay
in the collection of the fines by the dilatoriness of the village officials in scnding
in their pay bills; but Appendix X ( f) to the Tahsildar’s explanation shows
considerable slackness in the collection of those fines. Tho latter part of para. 13
of the Tahsildar’s explanation is most impertinent. ITe draws attention to what he
1s pleased to term the violent hurry exhibited by the Scttlement Officer in sending
him reminders and the threat used by that officer in his Proccedings forming
Appendix X (3) to his lotter. A Tahsildar has no right to criticise promptitude on
the part of his superiors in sending reminders or to characterise it as ¢ violent
hurry,” and, when & Tahsildar fails to comply with the orders of his superiors, such
a Proceedings -as Mr.. Stuart’s No. 1529, dated 11th November 1891 [Appendix
X (b)) to the Tahsildar’s letter, is justifiable and it ghould not be open to the
Tahsildar to criticise it.

20. The next charge is that the Tahsildar attempted to prevent the Supervisor
from summoning Amsam officials to give information for Scttlement purposes. D
the 10th October 1891, the Supervisor issued a notice to a certain Menon to appesr
bofore him at Cherpalcheri on the 14th. Tho Menon on that day reported t0-
- the Tahsildar tho receipt of the notice and asked for instructions how to act. The
Tahsildar forwarded tho Menon’s report to the Divisional Officer in continuation of 4
a previous report remarking that summonses to villago officers ought to be serve .
through him.- In the grevious ‘report [vide Appendix XI(a) to his letter], ho raised
the question whether Menons could bo summoned by Classifiers otherwise than
through him and announced that he had dirceted the Menons not to obey any -
notices which they might receive otherwise than through him. The Divisiona
Officer approved of the Tahsildar’s action, a most unfortunate order in my o inion,
as whatover might be the merits of the cast, the Tahsildar's action must obstruct
the Scttlement. Mr. Batten was evidently dissatisfied with his order, for, when tho
\matter came up again in the Supervisor’s case, he referred it for remarks to Mr.
Stuart on the 6th November, about 10 days after he had endorsed the Tahsildar’s
action. In his explanation the Tahsildar naturally enough repecats the facts and

N
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shelters himself behind the instructions of the Divisional Officer. His conduct

seems to me to have been quite indefensiblé in that he took upon himself to -

instruct the Menons to disobey the summorsss of the Settlement officials while
the matter was pending the orders of the Divisional Officer, and when he must
have known that his action must cause annoyance and delay. to the Settlement
officials. The Tahsildar in commenting upon Mr. Stua}rt’s letter has ignored the
fact that Mr. Stuart states that he does not and .O]OVIOUSIY does not know the
nature of the Tahsildar’s first reference to the Divisional Officer and of course of
the latter’s orders thereon.

o 91, The twelfth charge is as gollows. On the 3rd
“Menon complained to the Tahsildar that the (Classifier ha

November 1891 a certain
d abused him and throwu

ould not supply certain information.

@;g records across a courtyard because he ¢ $ ; !
The Tahsildar forwarded it to the Divisional Officer with certain remarks (vide

1 e ) tatin
Appendix XIX to . letter) 2 ben it was inquired into, it was found

Adkihari, He made no inquiry into it, and W S

g that it was corroborated by the .

have been guilty of misconduct himself. .

to be false and the Menon was found to 0 167 O the complaint e eh

The Tahsildar’s error appears to have bee

i t officials without inquiry. The Settlement
general remarks against the Settlemen o all, XONE there %as boon any harm

does not to have b ejudice A X

d(c))?lsenl?y aﬁf)eegl‘rah(s)ildz\;?s aii?orﬁrig is. 1 think, for the Sp?cml Assistant .Coll(.ector‘

and not the Settlement Officer to find fault. The Tahsildar’s explanation s neither

satisfactory nor respectful. o 14 cireular to the Amsam ficials :
22. is that th Tahsildar issued & circular to S ,

datejzloglhﬁgx?:rggiiell&1,aNo.610782 M.P., instructing them that t({ldey arfhnot to

address Sottlement Classifiers by arzi or report, but they are to address taom in

ms used by the Classifiers themselves as .
%:eistgf)ticeable tha)t, {his circular was issued on the very same day as ;léat mstrucrtIl‘r}xlg
Menons not to attend Classifiers boetween 6 and 10 4-M. (vide Pai‘a- twﬁl’ 3)-V,n e
Tahsildar explains that there was ill-feeling Dbetween thp Sett.exfnen gnthell ?tge
officials and tﬁat he thought it would improve matters if he 11(11 'zrrtne himselfa fgf-
that they are not gubordinate to the former, and he takfes crfhl Co(ilector Sssod
refraining from communicating the purport of two orders r‘m}ll e ot likgl to
early in May to this effect. He must have known that lebWa}?_ cir('ularyand
improve the relat%lons get\:rieen ?e’c‘olemen’ro1 f;t% Yﬁg?)%i ;ﬁglgfstheyoolﬁecto}’s v
if he really thought it his uty to communic ' _
of May to ):rillageg officials, he gost certainly ought to have done ltdbefgrial,\\{g::snﬂiiré
The explanation is, in my opinion, Jisrespectful in tone an agg

N ‘u , - ) N

Talsildar's misconuct milar case. Tt refers to a circular, dafced

03. The fourteenth is a somewhat si :
15th Decembex(-) Iﬁ;gl’ No. 11644, issued by the Tahsildar to the Amsam officials

i i B o authority to issue orders to them and
informing them that the Supervisor has 1o 2 o essing the Supervisor. e

. - 't
direating them not to uso tho word “#bL,, T g qdressed yeport Mix Ne B0

. . . 8
Tahsildar explains that, on the 1st May 1 L o Sapervisors an $Village officers,

1 i i ons be ) .
asking for instructions as to the relati o N ethority to issue or Jers to

. 1 i 1s0r'S ) 3
to which the Collector replied that Supervls e b of creating misun dorstanding

VW{L

ficials. e goes on to sa tha leal ! .

Re‘;ggl;?n(;d for nearly 7g months frog communicating this order to v1llag}§3 ofﬁ}?er§,

%it, as the Supervisor became Ver{; insolent towards the latter, he thoug t 1t
the

. to publish it. Of course 2 !
ﬁﬁﬁfiﬂhe Collector’s which ought to be communicated to Village officers, and to

oty e e r rder should have been communicated at
use his discretion 1t this manner. The 0 to, as though this would be any

if at all. The Tahsildar goes on to quo ! u
?Ss(i:iaﬁlcation, o letter of Supervisor’s Jated 14th January 1892, No. 1855, and one
. Stuart’s dated 29th February, 1 : . ct tl
i):tg:s %v::e lo,ng subsequent to his ircular, and then énters into a diatribe upon
the misconduct of the Supervigoi. Of cou
justi Tahsildar’s misbehaviour an L i  this air
:gfl ]':}llsglf)}r’u;d;zlated to in the last paragr;ph FVSGTZ llssue:i ng%?izflhse deliberate inten-
tion of causing annoyance and trouble to the ©€ eme ,

o. 240, utterly ohvious of the fact that these /

rse, however pad that may be, it does
d I have littte doubt that this circular -

they are not their subordinates.

mghsildar bas no authority to withhold any -

N

A
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24, The fifteenth case is made up of examples .
circulars. Mr. Stuart complains thag the Supegviso(;'frf:;:ilx"zs&lgz (i)xfnthe Tahsildar’s
from a certain Adhikari to whom he had issued a notice. The Athlecrtl'nent ropl
reply in red ink accross the Supervisor’s notice. He also called upo lthanSWrOte.hls
by a notice to explain why he had detained the amsam peon Iitn' eb Aol
these incidents could not have occurred unless the Village'ofﬁc - Of Ylous that
support from the Tahsildar. The Supervisor also complained .tﬁri it sure of
officers of the same village had not returned up to the 6th March at.the Village
them on the 12th February for service before the 18th. The Ta,hsa:klll otice sent to
that there is no specific charge against him in this case, and drawsl ,Zr points out
l_etter from himself to his Divisional Officer, Mis. No. 1739, dated lliheiltlon iy
in which he recommended that the Supervisor’s complai’nt against thjay oy
officials should be allowed to drop. The chief point about the igettes is the strons.

- animus against the Supervisor exhibited in it. | T

| 95. In case No. 16 Mr. Stuart alleges that the Tahsild ' :
interpretation on the Settlement Rules and behaved with ;l;.nliﬁfegma S:yamed
towards the Supervisor. The Tahsildar addressed the Supervisor askiger llll}ence
state what work was done by Menons and peons when they went out Wit{i hil:: (t)(;

the Iead Classifier, as he could see no provision for this in the Settlement Rules, -

Mr. Stuart considers that as Settlement work had been goin i
9 months and the Supervisor had informed him 6 monthg; begi'o(x)‘:al ':}I;att:};(})letZIUk'for
of the Menons would be required at the time of inspection by the Supervisoervwes
Head Classifiers, the Tahsildar must have known that the attendance of the Mr 5 e
and peons was necessary. I do not think there can be any doubt that the Tahssi(laél1 ars
?b]ectlon was taken with the intention of annoying and, if possible obs.truc'cl%r .
the Supervisor. The Tahsildar says that he required the Menons and peo 1fng
revenue work and asserts he courteously asked the Supervisor whether the Were
required. Ile goes on to attack the Supervisor for not informing him of t}iY \zcre
when the Village officials would be required by him. This, of course, is no de(; 100,
,g?lfi,sltf th: Sulzﬁrvgqr’.s _conflh(l)ct was irregular, the Tahsildar should have addrzgscee(i
. Stuart or the Divisiona : ildar’s lc i
Mr. Stuart or the I flicer. The Tghsﬂdar s letter to the Supervisor was

26. In the next case the Tahsildar is charged with duplicity i B
suppressed the fact that he had issued a circular tog the Menons %i:é(t:?cfin?t}%l?t he
to z}ttend to Scttlement. work from 6 to 10 a.m. daily. In consequencebof a ot
plaint from the Suprvisor, Mr. Stuart addressed the Tahsildar requestin hicpT.
report whether he had ordered the Menon of Pulakkatiri amsam to zt(f;ttenrfi1 to‘
amsam work between 6 and 10 a.n. every day. The Tahsildar replied in 1'O
arzi, No. 2530, dated 30th November 1891, that he had issued instructions ¢ tils
Menon to'uttend to revenue work from 6 to 10 A.M. till his arrcars were cl . clle'
but had W1.thdrawn them as the Divisional Officer had told him that t} 5 e}arc ‘
did not suit the Settlement Department. Mr. Stuart asserts that the Tal}? 'lg)uf"s
reply implies that these instructions had been given to this Menon onl 8;1 s
they were general and the Supervisor’s letter which stated that the wez, M er¢a-;s
was before :che Tahsildar when he wrote his arzi; that the instx}'ructioﬁ gte ncg‘lz}
Menon consisted of the general circular only, in which the limit “u?lt'i) ’cllS
arrcars were cleared ” was not mentioned, and that the Divisional Officer’s i) d o
were to counterman‘d the circular and not only the order to the Pulakkatiri Mlt;n%l:?
as implied by the Tahsildar. The explanation given by the latter in para. 19 of

_ Lis letter is most impertinent in tone and the excuse that he did not I%fer' to his
circular because Mr. Stuart did not ask him about it is simply quibbling. The’
Tahsildar’s objections to the translations of his circular in 10837, dated 18th Ma
1891, are frivolous as stated in para. 16 supra. Undoubtedly the Menons Wer}t;
intended to absent themselves from Settlement work every day although the literal
translation of it implies ‘‘in ‘the morning,” and the Tahsildar’s objection to the
same passage being translated ¢ every morning” in one place-and “ every day”
Hiear(l)(;&l;er 18 sitll . dThe contention that the wording of the circular implies tl)lrat

 order contained in it w i j i
were completed is unten;.blez.ls to be follloWCdA only un'tll the Jamsbend gcoomts

s the strong -
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97. The next charge is that when the Supervisor wrote to the Tahsildar for
certain information about an anicut across a certain stream, the Tahsildar wrote
across the Supervisor’s endorsement in red ink: ¢ Returned to thg Supervisor.
The necessity for the information sought is not apparent and the points on which
it is required are not clear.” The Supervisor again addressed the Tahsildar 1n

D ber 1891 laini ‘ecessity for the information and the points on
B L g e Taheildar 1] the 17th of May 1892.

which it was required, and the Tahsildar did not reply until 2
y discourteous tone of his

The Tahsildar does not attempt to explain the extremely . _tons i
endorsement, but says that he thought that he was justified 1n returning 1{; to the
Supervisor in the same manner as the Supervisor sent 1 to him. This exp aixathn
cannot be accepted. The Tahsildar’s endorsement was insolent 1n fOI'I(Ill. as tw’e llatstm
rdanguage ; the Supervisor’s wasan ordinary subor mﬁ’c‘ ‘31 8 eTIer
asking for information. The explanation for the delay may be :LCCGSP ed. -1no
Tahsildar is clearly guilty of sending an offensive endo'rls;ment tlo t eil tuperv.11sox;;.
98. The nineteenth case is a charge that the Tahsildar neglected 1O reply to
Mr. Stuart’s Proceedings, Nos. 1810, dated 19th December 1891, }:)md 2135,td§1fceg
30th June 1892. The first letter is closely connected with the charges containe

: L ’ Vo. Tth

o tarss 1etter"1§\il(:a 'g ;1’13?523 points to his letter, No. 95, datetll 2]f:5)th.J a’(’;ary
1892, as the answer to the former Proceedings. This letter quotes %«I% roceelérg)%s
and Mr. Stuart replied to it in his Proceedings, dated 29th Fe l‘ll}aay ¢ tho
No. 2417. In this he pointed out that the 'I'ahsildar ha% ?Ot Xigsfm Monon
portion of his Proceedings No. 1810 referring to .the ququmNa agéo C.&D., date d
In replying to Mr. Stuart’s No. 2417, the Tahsildar, 1 his o.t the"last.,in his
6th March 1892, did not mention the Menon, and, 1n replylfégev;’ the Talisildar’s
No. 2578, dated 22nd March 1892, Mr. Stuart once mOI‘eN o,r61, dated Tth Af)ril

. Al bl 3
attention to the subject (vide Appendix IV to Mr..Stuart’s .
1 tion the Kuruvambalam

that he did not mentt e K mone of

January 1892, because he rep

1892). The Tahsildar explains
Menon in his No. 95,.dated 26th 15
the Menons had time to prepare desamwar accounts, . This 18 ndogr a;(;i?iﬁz?ltli;
factory explanation, but as the Tahsildar complied vylt}i the rer(r));zl No. 1986, dated
Mr. Stuart’s No. 2578, dated 22nd March 1892, in his rep - fa:ilure ol roply

: . . i h
20th April 1892, it may be acce ted, The Tahsildar attnbutes
to Mr. Iétuarip’s i’roqee(}lrings, NoI? 2135, dated 30th January 1892, to an 9ver31ghf

in his office, . “1dar with obstructin
99. In his twentieth case "Mpr. Stuart charges the Tahs1314ar tW&tb Otlsle Boarg
Settlement by not setting right the revenue accounts as ( %‘e_‘ide . hyas mistaken
in Proceedings No. 4230, dated 16th October 1890. rIjhe Tahsilda 0 relovant,
the subject of these Proceedings and his explanation 18 conseqlllefé 3;1. ma havé
His attack upon the Settlement subordinates 18 unnecessary, s, W 12 2 bimself. As
been their misconduct, the Tahsildar is not JUSt}ﬁe,d m)mISbe}.lavmﬁ s 76 ;lated
the Board has already disposed of this matter in 1t lroceedlngﬁ ° 'mazzks are
5th January 1802, and 3358, dated 6th April 1892, mo further rem
necessary. N - B . " i s No. 61
30. The twenty-first case is the matter referred to In Mr. Stu}altr sh O
dated 7th April 1892, dealt with in the beginning of this letter—the H o mant
sxilure to prepare desamwar accounts. The Tahsildar’s statement ;’ lla- inaceurat
1id not ask for any of the desamwar accounts till the end of 18t ll)s 1n0 doubte
(vide his Proceedings, No. 1961, dated 17th Maieh 1891). - There canth:t the Tah-
1 think, in the mind of any one going. hrough the _correspondtince t Officer f -
sildar neglected to prepare the accounts called for by the S§tt ex?’enpraceedin o
nearly a year and that it was not until the receipt of Mr. Stuar s’cs would hgs,
No. 9417, dated 29th February 1892, that be rea ized that the accoun® WO * 7%
to be prepared.” He then set to work to protect himselt agamts_ n?gl hi ;gt?to{
neglect that might be brought against him by asking for It 0 % Pilohat has
5990 O.&D,, dated 6th March 1892, The lact that the T b ot tho Wal at has
not furnished desamwar accounts is no defence for the_ neglect of the Walawandd

: e . + 1t has been introduced appears to me imper-
Tahsildar and the manner in which it ha  found the Pléghat accounts very

tinent. - The Board is aware that Mr. Stua 16

April 1892, dealt with at the commence- :

P el
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defective and it was with a view to remedy the defects that he called for desamwar | sal nts it as it 1 i he
'- f the Board. I makeno comments upon it as itis 1 think necessary that
accounts for the Walawandd taluk. | : ﬂegﬁi{;ﬁ be :en';) tho Mr. Dumergue for explanation. Mr. Stuart’s letter appears to
31. The f,we.nty-second charge is a general one based upon hearsay and the '. have been endorsed to the Tahsildar for full and early report by Mr. Batten in his P
Tahsildar denies it. e must, of course, be acquitted of it. ’ ' own handwriting, but this endorsement was 10t ;ssued from the office as the letter | [jars*
. ' also a rumHBer of arzis from the Tahsildar ' -

was called for by the Collector. "There are
to the Special }Z&ssistant Collector which were all forwarded to the Collector for

orders and upon which no orders have been passed. It is unnecessary to trouble

the Board with them as nearly all of them form appendices to the Tahsildar’s report.

39. The general charges made in para. 27 of Mr. Stuart’s letter may also be
assed over without notice. They are answered as satisfactorily as they desorve
in para. 25 of the Tahsildar’s letter.

33. The best portion of the Tahsildar’s defence is coﬁtained in para. 28 of hi | Py e

letter and Mr. Stuart's. The Tahsildar points out that the Divisiorlialr%fﬁce?‘ arllls “ ‘ﬂ 36. I regret the length of this report, The papers upor;1 Wh'mhhit is based;,slre
the Collector were aware of all that was gomng, on and never blamed him, and voluminous, and I have endeavoure to deal with themt a]los t orou% y as gosm e:i
Mr. Stuart hints that the Tahsildar would not have behaved as he did had ho : The Board has found it necessary o call for this report by urgent remiin er, an

Q

Tahsildar’s report was not received in my office
that the vernacular appendices to 1t have

o

not felt certain of the support of his superiors. I cannot help thinking that the I therefore beg to state that the
whole of this dispute might have been prevented had the Special Assistant Col- until the night of the 12th August an
!, lector been a stronger and more experienced officer. Iow far Mr. Batten was ' gince been translated in the office.
e =) bound by the Collector’s instructions I am notaware. That the Tahsildar addresscd

Mr. Stuart many times in a most insolent and improper manner—a manner pro- p ‘ : ~ —

. bably unparalleled inthe history of this and every other district in the Presidency— ; o
there can, I think, l})le no di)]pbt; andt1t 1sb ctquaflgly gertain that towards the end of : f, . _ / . ENCLOSURES. - |
1891, he did every t ing in his power to obstruct anc annoy the Settlement officials. ; : - : ‘
ITe may have reccived moro or less provocation, But 1t o, % was his duty to adirerd o From M.RRy. S, ANANTA PATTAE, Taheliter, ?ﬁﬁfﬁf’iﬁi; sy, datod
his Divisional Officer and not o have issued suo mofu such circulars as those % of Malabar (through the Special ss;s anC e 62 ¢ &PD , date
referred to in the sovent}ll, eg,ve{lth, thirtf?eptlh, ang. iouﬁ‘lteonth charges. Thetone of | : Perintalamanna, 29th July 1892, Ref. on L B 1P . dings (S e
his communications to the Sctt ement officials and to Mr. Stuart and of his present _ ‘ ¢ copy of Revenue Boar roceodings (Settle-
explanation shows that he is quite unable to realize lis official position sa?xd that tI })Jeg(i“;? ac}‘;‘é’:";g%gz r&%ﬂﬁfn?e), dg%red 9th June 1892, No. 3979, with their
he requires some sharp Jesson to bring him to his scnses. It is for the Board and ‘ ! merlx ! aves lxeco ith eturr%ed) gorwarded to me with your endorsement, Ref. on
Government to decide how the Tahsildar should be punished, but, in consideration ' (énc}? sug%q(;'(; lﬁregrgl daléed 14th June 1892, and to submit the following explanations
of the fact that in no singlo instance was he censured by his superiors during the ; . od, o ’;1 0 s charges brought against me by the Special Settlement Officer,
course of the misconduct with which he has been charged, I venturo to rccom- ‘ ﬁaglarb o ciesvﬁ}cil Canaragin his letter to the Board of Revenue, dated 30th April
mend that he should be dealt with as leniently as possible. . Full publicity can be -t 188‘3 g aﬁ an1610 b i, S harges 57, T beg to submit, only very va guely
given to whatever form of punishment is inflicted upon him, so that the force ' stated a(;d conse uen}'ZIY considerable difficulty 13 experienced in refuting them
of the example to others, who might feel disposed to attempt a similar course of  fFoctuall q . .
opnosition to the Settlement, may not be lost. v y- . y X 1o Soccial Settlement Offcer
o 1 i of i * 2. Before sroceeding to enunciate these ¢ arges P
34. I have myself dealt with an instancs of impertinence on the part of this ' bt ]f hi ort to the Board (vide para. 4) states that my Pr‘?d.e?essor
Tahsildar in relation to Mr. Stuart which came before me very shortly after 1 &ét the (_iu_tsiz.t of u:eaep ot b ondars to L e sorvants on the Yoquisition of
joined tho district. A copy of my Proceedings No. 883 R. Genl., dated 18th July .tl?glggttlg;eﬁeSfliervis}))r, while 7, on 1 aﬁriv%l’t b:ﬁar; " oll‘o;g:(;t;sggtit%;nglyt
1892, is enclosed. ations, and draws tho attention of tho Board to 126 our 0 A
. 35. During the course of his Ictter, No. 161, Mr. Stuart complains that 2 oggaecesso’r ‘which form the first four papers to Appellll(.llﬁ IfII,tolls\LIr. Sﬁg?;;sslrﬁp?g.
number of letters were sent by him to the Special Assistant Collector, who gave t the Board were pleased to refer to the papers EV ;ﬁd t(f))er e};};& ) o o)
him the stereotyped answer that his letter has been sent on to the Collector, but 1II (6), 111 (7) and 1II (8), to Mr. Stuart's ljfp_oro st v lgove serva\nts kin g’
has never becn answered. These statements are true. The following is a list of . it will find that I also promptl}’ jssucd, I a.(i warning them fhat any failure in
letters from Mr. Stuart to the Special Assistant Collector referred by the latter to . them to render ever assistance to C[ass1ﬁ0rs and itionsbma T by the Supervisor
the Collector for orders and now pending in this office ;— ° {his respect would be seriously noticed on re(iluls lons mace e ;sneved and
» . ‘ ' from time to time. I do not know why my °oF ers siou v b the noti
-~ %ggg . . . . . 1';% Nov. 1891 ' those of my'predecessor should alone have been prommently brought to the notice
, 2368 L e e ... 26th Fob. 1892. - of the Board by Mr. Stuart in the body of h}s report. . o et
5360 S oo uka ' | 9 3. Cuase No. 1.—The charge in this case s that I with a view fo obst_ru(étu i’ft e-
. gzgg o n L Ll ggtﬁ o Q ment work Jeliverately” delayed for ﬂbo}lt o n(liqnths IEIO 1s1s51€§>1 u(llsatredc iglt]ﬁ
» 2410 T 2o, ” ' contained in the Special Settlement Oﬁa"e”ﬁ.Pﬁ"‘;"e ings, 2 0. 196 (e T failed
! , 2301 oo ame o, Stareh 1891, to the Village officials 1o the v tﬁetVaillzgino?ﬁc?als in the taluk ; that,
| . %ggi ST . gggﬁ n oo | to commun1ca_t9.the abox%'e 1n§tr1111(1:_‘t1;)11113 Iowas questioned by the Special Settlement
| - .- Lol o for. A‘ : when my OmisSIOn P8 O o oot + 1 to believe that I had issued instructions
H . Y 2506 o .o . X . .« 10th Mar. » Pt Oﬂi T answered hlm 50 as to mlSlead 111111 v pod f d
! : y 2444 .o . .o .. oo I8t 5y . , Cl(’i e Village officials, and that when the Special Qettlement Officer found out
1\ » 2455 s " .o o0 3 .o -. . 31'(1 11} »” tq a .t ek 1 ﬁ I was a,sked tO eXplain I failed to tend.er a,ny ?xpla,na,tlon. . The
; These letters form appendices to Mr. Stuart’sletter, No. 161, dated 30th April 1892. [ his mistake an e Svesial Settlement Officer containing jnstructions to the Village 4
They are' practically all complaints against the Tahsildar of Walawandd, with . Proceedings of (f te dpf%h March 1891 (copy of which forms Appendix III to
, the exception of No. 1546. fhave not submitted the originals. I think it my officials wore t : Board No. 61 dateg 7th April 1892)- These were received
¢y 3. duty, however, to submit this letter, which is placed in the records with a con- Mr, Stuart’s letter to Board No. 04, . S
N fidential demi-official lotter from the Tehsildar; dated 4th December 1891, for the ‘ :
A . ‘ ) . ! 4 .
" I {1 N ’/\AWC-J L;'/}{v jv
i SR / /
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in the taluk office on the 19th idem, but absolutely nothing
predecessor in respect of these instructions though h}e stated ?nvirfll: 0(1?12:5 btz rt?y
Village officials that these were under preparation. I took charge of this taluk e
the 31st March 1891. The same day 1 addressed a letter [copy of which forr(;xn'
Appendix I (a) to my Divisional Ofﬁcel('i] enclosing copy of the Special Settleme 2
Officer’s Proceedings above quoted, an requested that I might be favored at zl;n
early date with copy of Collector’s instructions (the same being not forthcoming in
this office) referred to in the opening paragraph of the Special Settlement Officer’s
Proceedings above quoted, s that T might issue the necessary orders to the Village
officials in conformity with both instructions. In the first week of April 1891, the
Collector happened to come on & tour in this taluk as scarcity threatened to over-
take it and tﬁe question of suspending revenue collections, which was in a very(}
backward state owing to adversity of season, Wwas pending disposal. I then
personall explained to the Collector that several complaints which were reccived
from the {’illage officials bringing to notice their inability to attend to their revenue
work owing to_the Sottlement Classifiers having insisted upon them to attend to
Settlement work only were submitted for orders to the Divisional Officer by my
predecossor with a strong recomm'enda.tion for the appointment of Gumastah Menons
to give help to the Village qﬂicmls in places where Scttlement work was then in
progress ang that I also submitted some similar complaints but that no orders were
passed. I also explained to the Collector that cxtra help Wopld be necessary to the
resent village staff if the instructions contained in the Special Settlement Officer’s
?’roceedings, No. 1961, dated 17¢h* March 1891, were to be carried out in their
entirety and if the Menons were to do only Settlement work. To this Collector
replied that he would soon pass orders on the whole question as soon as all the
papers were received from the Divisional Officer. In the meanwhile I had to attend
on the Collector in his famine tour till the 29th April 1891, and had therefore
to entrust the preparation of circular instructions to Village officials on the lines
indicated by the pecial Scttlement Officer to my Sheristadar, Collector’s Pro-
ceedings, dated 8th May 1891 [copy of which forms Ap({)endlx I( I;)] disposing of
the whole question referred for orders were communicated by the Divisional Officer
to me only on the 14th May 1891, and, on the 18th idem, I issued my circular
instructions [ copy of which forms Appendix !II SIO) to Mr. Stuart’s report to Board]
to all the Village officials. I signed the circular prder on the 18th May 1891. °
A list, which forms Ap}iendix I (c), showing the various dates on which each of my
sixty-four village officials acknowledged under their signatures the receipt of circular
instructions is herewith submitted. From this document it will be proved beyond
the shadow of a doubt that all the Village officials reccived my circular and that
the latest date on which it was reccived was 7th June 1891, There is no postal
communication to the majority of villages in this taluk and the practice followed
was to prepare a fow copies of circular orders in the taluk office and send them
round for circulation by taluk peons and ask the Village officials to take copies for
their use. The above facts account for the delay in. issuing instructions and
I cannot understand how 1 was stated by the Special Settlement Officer to have
« deliberately”’ delayed to issue them with a..view to cause ¢ delay and friction.”
If the delay of two months in issuing instructions to Village ofﬁciaf; really proved
¢ prejudicial ” to Settlement work as now stated by the Special Settlement Officer,
1 respectfully beg to ask why the fact was not brought to t}l))e notice of my superior™}
ot the time, and why the Special Qottlement Officer delayed reporting about it for
nearly a year ? Ile complained against me of 50 many other things to my Divisional -
Officer and Collector that his omission to complain about this delay and the conse-
sent obstruction seems to me to be very significant. According to the Special
gettlement Officer’s own showing, the Settlement work was in progress between the
17th March 1891, the date of his circular instructions, and 18th May 1891, the date
of my issuing these instructions to Village officials, only in twenty-seven out of
sixty-four amsams 1 thls.taluk [vide Appendix VI (2, 3 and 4) to Mr. tuart’s report
and therefore the work in these twenty-seven amsams alone could have suffered i
at all for want of these instructions. A list 18 herewith submitted [vide Appendix I
(d)], partly compiled from d;anes_s kept by theMenox;s» and initialled by Classificys

L =

gy

e
R T TR IR ST

g

G render all assistance to Classifiers [o%

~ out of twenty-seven amsams enumerated by the Specia

~ be said to

PPV

65

- Boarp oF REvENUE (LaND REvENUE), 14TH Decemser 1892, No. 717.

and partly from information furnished by the Menons, showing the date on whith
the Classifiers commenced and completed their work in each of the twenty-seven
amsams. 1t will be seen from this list that in twelve out of twenty-seven amsams
the Settlement work was started before the middle of March 1891, that is, 2 week

~ or two before the Special Settlement Officer ;ssued his instructions and about three

weeks before my arrival in this taluk. Now the Special Settlement Officer himself

admits that the Settlement work did not suffer before my arx_'lval.. Therefore the

work in these twelve amsams admittedly suffered no obstruction till my arrival on

1st April 1821. There were on]gr fifteen amsams therefore where the work could
e

h ffered if . Stri $ s .sued by me to these fifteen villages to
ave sullered i1 o6 ol o Clasciions | Wc?: (i’&l;;éndixyﬂl (6,7 and 8) to Mr. Stuart’s

ded on satisfactorily in twelve

. ' : © \
report]. If the Settlement work could have proce Lo et Ofcer R hodt

his instructions and on the instructions issued from the taluk, I do not know,
fifteen amsams could

I respectfully beg to submit, how the worlk in the remaining )
a {avec suffered p’recisely under similar circumstances. The Special

- - S i into believin that circular orders
Qettlement Officor states that he was misled into : g('l | becauseIforwarded

were issued to all the Village officials when they were nob18SUCS h ders issued
to him along with copy of this circular order in other '?t T et
to Village officials about Settlement work. On these facts I leave 1O ﬂg an ie(s)s
judge if I acted in any way by forwarding to the Special Settlement tlcer .c pl
of certain other orders so as to mislead him. As a matter of fact, the circular

. . . ) g : a by
instructions were issued to all villages on the 22nd May 1891, as 18 prove

i bmit that I am not open to the charge
D ing e and T respecthully bod or m nlled the Special Settlement Officer 1m0

of having*either deliberately dela ed or mis e , ;
the matter of issuing these igstruct}irons to the Village officials. %ldNeed g:seffiesc;lﬂ
Settlement Oficer himself admits in his letter, No. 1546, of.12t oveI i (i _
to the Divisional Officer and in several other eommunlcaftlons I&mt nsvxlf);‘ tt) tﬁe
throughout the taluk his instructions to the Village officials. t L{ jch 1891, as I
first charge is that I am not responsible for the delay up to 318 1 :‘ April to 09nd
took charge of the taluk only on that day ; that the delay fro.ml S tugll loft m
May, the date on which the circular order to the Village officials aﬁ. fan)arine touly
office, was caused firstly by my having to attend on the Collector 1 1sedecessnr o 3
secondly, by my having to wait for Collector’s orders, : de;:or translating
myself Kad roforred the question, and, thirdly, b the time req}urel ¢ne the same
the Special Settlement Officer’s long Proceedings and fo?1 cu'cuI a ;esg oot the
among the sixty-four villages extending over 963 square miles. 0. fructions of
case of the Menon who stated that he had not received the circular 1113 e attention
18th May 1891 even on 3rd November 1891, I resp_ectf.ull).r beg to dran{v tlthe reular
of the Board to the list [Appendix I SI:)], from which 1t will be clear t 11\? e earl
in question was reccived by the Adhikari owing t0 the absence of the len ; Oﬂ(ice};
as 30th May 1891 and that this fact was reported to the Spema} Sett 6?826 dated
in my arzi, No. 95 C. & D., dated 26th January 1892, and Mis. O ™ 3 eciel
29th”April 1892 [copies of which form Appendices I (¢) and L(f)) d et 3 d
Sottlement Officer has not stated his reasons for suspecting that | hlai 5o lss;‘.lte
his instructions to Village officials even on the 26th May 1891, although 23 a\l;'lﬁ o

£ fact the instructions were in course of circulation then among the various V1 age
SHcials. In this connection, I beg to say a few words about the red that
tions issued by the Special Settlement Officer. 'These instructions FedWHGE "

i i 1 to Classifiers that aoreement should
e aint ol el assistan s ounts and éaluk agcounts and that

intal 1 ace 1 .
be maintained between the several village e ral orders to Village off cials

ts should b i war.
amsam accounts should be written dosacy ting them to render every help to

i my predeces £ direc
wore issued by m¥ P essor and mysel ular instructions and there was .only

Classifiers before the issue of the general ¢irc
SSINOL . cre punis
& single instance where assistance was not rendered and the offenders W punished

¢ 1St d -y s ot a single case 10 which the village
for their failure with suspension. There W& luk accounts and the state of both the

accounts were found to disagree with the 2 .
village and taluk accounts was found to be excellent” by Mr. Twigg, when he

did the jemabandi of my. taluk in fasli 1301, the year of Settlemerll; operations,
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The omission to prepa
re desamwar accounts forms i
a
been separately answered. Peparato charge, and 1t has

4, Case No. 2.—The complaint in this case is that I submitt
_ lain ed, from

{:)o ]1§5t‘1: Apr1111891, to the Divisional Officer, behind Special Setélemen’tn}(l)?fg?:)‘:’l;
! }zlzc 5 11sievera foundless complaints” against Classifiers with a view to prejudice
Me ollector against them and with the ulterior object of getting Gumastah

enons appointed to obstruct Settlement work and that I concealed from the
Collector the fact that the Special Settlement Officer had disapproved of m
proposal for the appointment of Gumastah Menons when I submitted my a 11}r
cation for the same to the Collector. The number of complaints whlchmt)he

Village officials brought against Classifiers and submitted to the Divisional Officer o

for orders without reference to the Special Settlement Officer, fron !
15th April 1891, was thirteen in all.p Six of these complain,ts [(ct);té; l\gfm;t%;i;}(:
form Appendices 1I (a), 1L (3), II (¢), II (d), 1l (e), and 1I (f)] were received
and submitted by my predecessor before the 20th March 1891, that is, about
ten days before my arrival in this taluk, with his reports Nos. 2391, dated
7th March 1891, 2485, dated 11th March 1891, 2476, dated 12th March 1891, 2560
and 2561, dated 17th March 1891, 2255 dated 20th March 1891, and 2676 Mis
[cmes of which form Appendices 11 (¢, 1T (4), IL (i), I1 (), I (#), and IT (2)]
without any reference to the Special Settlement Officer.  From 2n t’o 15th A )1‘3
1891, T submitted five such complaints with my reports Nos, 2752, 2004 Mis 28}67
906 and 3203, dated 2nd, 10th, 11th and 15th April 1891, rcspec;;ively. C;)’ ics o%
two of these complaints and of my icports 2752 and 906 form Appendices lp [ (m)
II (), 11 (o), and 1I (p). The other complaints having been submitted in original
with my endorsements thereon, I am unable to submit herewith copics cither of
the complaints or of my endorsements, All these complaints contained ‘allegations
that the Scttlement Classifiers did not permit the Menons to do their revenue work
~and that they were compelled to wor from morning to evening with Classifiers
My predecessor in submitting the first batch of complaints to the Divisional Officer
brought to his notico the extreme difficulty of gotting through revenue Wo;k as the
Mcngns and peons were wholly employed on Settlement duty and urged the
appointment of Gumastah Mcnons at once. I respectfully beg to in?zite the
special attention of the Board to my predecessor’s report, No. 2391 dated Tth March
1891 \yhich forms Appendix II (g)], which will show how bittcrl)’r my predccessor
complained of the conduct of the Sottlement Classifiers in insisting on tho Menons
to do only Scttlement work and how vehemently he advocated the appointmeht of
Gumastah Menons only a weck after the Settlement operations were started in this
taluk though the Special Scttlement Officer would have the Board to believe that
my predecessor never did anything of the kind, that ho was all that could be desired
and that every complaint against Scttlement subordinates originated with me In
the same report my predecessor clearly pointed out how disastrous it would prove
if the Classifiers were permittod to tic down tho Menons by takincr'dopositionspfrom
them almost in the terms of a bond to do only Scttlement work to the exclusion of
all other work. Acting on the precedent set by my predecessor, I submitted such
complaints as wero received by me after I joined this taluk to the Divisional
Officer for orders and repeated the request made by my predecessor ¢“for the
apointment of Gumastah Menons to give relief to the  Amsam Menons” in places
where Settlement work was then in progress. 1t will thus be apparent, 1 submit,
that the majority of complaints against Settlement subordinates were received and
submitted by my predecessor without any reference to the Special Scttlement
Officer, that 1t was my predecessor who first proposed the appointment of Gumastah
Mecnons, and that I simply followed the example set by him. The Special
Settlement Officer blames Jocal officials for having made inquiries into the village
official?’ complaints against Classificrs without first referring them to him. In his
case No. 12-against me he, howeyer, blames me for not making inquiries into a
complaint brought against a Classifier. The Special Scttlement Officer states that
V{llage officials’ complaints were groundless, for, if they were true, I should have
referred them to him as they concerned his subordinates. The complaints were
that the Village oflicials wero not allowed to attend to revenue work by Settlement

PL

Mw~““ﬂ- o

[N

3

. ‘was my idea will be apparent from a perusal

© guffer if the permanent Village offi

. stratagem and a deep pl

Boarp oF REVENUE (Laxp Revexue), 14te Decemper 1892, No. 717. 67

Classifiers and the proper authority to whom complaints from Revenue subor-.
dinates should be referred seemed to me, as it did to my predecessor, to be the
Divisional Officer. The Special Settlement Officer states that my object in referring
Village officials’ complaints against Classifiers to the Division:ﬁ7 Officer was to get
Gumastah Menons appointed ¢ for assisting the Settlement Party.” This statement
is, I respectfully submit, wholly incorrect and is not borne out by records. Neither
my predecessor, with whom the proposal to appoint Gumastah Menons first origi-
nated and which was afterwards repeated by him six times before he left the taluk,
nor I after I joined the taluk wrote a single word in any of our apphca:tions for
sanction to the appointment of Gumastah Menons * that they were for assisting the
Revenue Settlement Party” as the Special Settlement Officer puts its._ On the
contrary we both wante Gumastah Menons when appointed to relieve the

permanent Menons to enable the latter to attend to the Settlement work. That this
of my circular order, No. 7335, dated

6th June 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix I (¢)] in which I expressed in
unmistakable terms as follows:—*¢ That the Settlement work would seriously
wials even including peons were not on duty; that

losve at the time should return to duty at once, unless

revented by sickness; that leave would be granted_to permanent men ouly on
groduction o}fr medical certificate, that such of the Village officials who failed to
return to duty on receipt of the rder or to produce medical certificate would be
dismissed the service.” "These being the facts I could not understand how the
Special Settlement Officer stated that Gumastah Menons were intended by me  for
assisting the Revenue Settlement Party.” I went very mmu_tel;t‘ through the
voluminous Scttlement papers to find out who used the expression ‘“for assisting
the Revenue Settlement Party” and I ﬁnddf;helv&o)rds fi(fur ofnly m ﬂ:ztff’rﬁ;mg)le ’20
) s Pr ings whicl cndlx . hererore res u eg to
Collector’s Proceedings which form App 0 otilomont Ofﬁuelx)' oo juatif fble

ask whether the attack made on me by the Specia
under the circumstances and whether my baving only repeated a proposal made by

e < 4] in the interest of revenue administration c_ons’situted “a
my predecessor six t1me§t1’r’?tol obstruct Settlement work. The Special Settlement
Officer does not even suggest & motive to me for obstructing Settlement'work before
I was hardly a week in this taluk. The f('lirﬂt ;‘pg)lhcagon.lthat 1 subfmltfﬁdhf?r the

. ¢ was dated <n pril [copy oi which lorms
appointment of Gumastah Menons wa ecial Settlement

. i1 1891 and the
Appendix II (0)] and the last dated 15th April .

) e ds ot o of such appointment was date 21st April 1891
&t(if;r’(.:sfl;:ﬁggg ings disapprowig 0 % thag l[i)s, a week after I submitted my last

forms Appendix 1I (r)]; 1 s
application to the Divia}lignal 0 1ce(3r?:| The charge that I concealed from th.e_
Co)llcctor from 4th to 15th April 1891 what the Special Settlement Officer communi-
cated to me only on the 21st of that month is a physical 1mposs1b1hty. I humbly
pray that the Board will be pleased to exonerate me.fr_om this charge. '

5. Case No. 3.—The charge in this case SO far as it relates to me 15 not, I submit,
quite clear. All that I can find stated %gams]tltmg o ﬂé?t 1pgggai O:i ;gflggﬁaﬁ
1 i i 1 i roug assl o
;nqulry_ myself into_certain complaint Villzge * };fﬁcials and refberred by the .

Panamanna, ‘ Special Settlement Officer, I entrusted

task to my Deputy Tahsildar; that I failed to report the fact of placing the
Xlgﬁikari of th%’s Viﬁagza under suspension as O.fdel‘ed by the Special Settlement
Officer and that, with a view to get the Adhikarl's suspension cancelled and thereby
to cause obstruction to Settlement work, I submitted a report to the Divisional
Officer without any reference to the Special Settlement Officer before that officer
could communicate his orders to me. The Proceedings of the Special Settlement
Officer in which he asked the late Tahsildar to place the Adhikari under suspension
and to inquire and report on the (lassifier's complaint against the Adhikari wero
dated 17th March 1891, No. 1953 [copy of which forms Appendix III (a)]. Thesé
Proceedings were received in the taluk on the 19th idem, that is, two weeks before

the taluk. M. Kunhambu (mny predecesso_r) sent these Procqedin-gs the
gaﬁgl?i ;; t]heey were received to the Deputy Tahsildar, Cherpulcheri, with his

Jetter, No.-704 C & D [copy - of which forms Appendix III (8)] for early inquiry

such of them as were on
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and report. Mr. Kunhambu also issued the order of ;
ia:me (Pay copy of which forms the Appendix III (ciljl.s pe’i‘l;l: Ii)’ceo tl;e érdhﬂfari the
h 1118 1fepkprtc copy of’ which forms Appendix I1I ()], dated 23rd Mz,u { 1 choildar 1n
talien t: ha:es S’;llﬁ: i complam; glasAdmk 1y stepn ey be

> the suspension of the ikari cancelled

before the Divisional Officer ” g3 the Deputy Tahsilda:r:xi]ttgrg?rf edt 1(11e whole mattor
c;lvyers of the Special Settlement Officer to suspend or dismiss thee '(1)1ubts as to the
A 18 }xl'eport of the Deputy Tahsildar was received by my predece: 1| age servants.
2 zachf 1891, but he took no action upon it. On the 1st April 1891 i?r on the 25th
Nay after 1 (iomed this office, I received the Special Settlement OfSe ,1a£)1s, the nex$
0. 2077, dated 30th March 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix %Is e e
ane to expedite the report called for in his Proceedings, dated 17th (e)requining
0. 1953. It was on receipt of Proceedings, dated 30th March 1891Mm‘c}l 1891,
came to know that a case of this nature was pending. - On the 4th A A that I first
is, three days after my arrival, I reported to the Special Settlement 81;;‘ 1891, that
glg. 2842 Mis. [copy of which forms Appendix_ILI (f)] the result of icer, 1n Iy
is complaint of the Classifier against the Adhikari.  On the sam lgquuf into
submitted to my Divisional Of’ﬁcer another report No. 2842 [copy ofe ﬂte also
%ppe.ndlx 111 (g)] together with copies of 2 1 connected paper}s asvs;}pch forms
a szld.ar, Mr. Subramania Aiyar, who is dead, requested my predecess e Deputy
suspension cancelled and to place the whole matter before the Divisionoi‘ g) get the
rep{sons stated above._ Thus it will be clear, I submit, to the Board that Iﬂlqer for
fll)s' Ph.e Deput Tahsildar to make the inquiry nor did I place the matta b ? id not
1v3s1onal Officer on my OWn motion to get the suspension cancelled e{'the ore t.he
r]r)lotwe a%‘ sta’ged by the Special Settlement Officer, but solely at the rcw ith ulterior
Opﬁputy .lzlxhslll}(llar. A perusal of my report [Appendix III (g)] to th ;lule)s,t of the
cer will, umbly trust, convince the Board that I did not wish in t} 11VlSlonal
$1ﬁpe§s1op ({f SthelAdhlkan to be cancelled as stated by the Special Settlemle tOSSt' the
17tp1 l\pempl ; 80£§t1 ement Officer never wanted, in his Proceedings, No 1?51‘3 gﬁ tod
i tz_xrc o , Tor in any other Proceedings subsequently sent b ]"’ ated
bli ima 1on13 e suspension ot the Adhikari should be given to him and'zr} iim, that
ame could possibly rest either cn my predecessor or on mysclf for noicx('ie(fprll‘e I'lto
it.

~

Hero I respectfully beg to invite the special attention to the fact that the Adhikari
rkari

the Classifier and without any refercnce

. was Sus%e_nd?d on the gx}e-sided report of
istrict authoritics and before taking any explanation from the Adhikari
kari

to the
himself.

6. Cuse No. 4.—The complaint in this caso is that :

(S)fiit(ier for p&nlsl}ment certain Village officials who we}ergggf;‘f;lilfgdmy Divisional
e en;)ont assifier although the complaint was referred to me f against by a
léepf:lrt y thg f%pecml Settlement Officer ; that when I was called upo O{) inquiry and
; :th .;melnt cerdW}EI.y I submitted my regort to the Divisionalpor&‘ y tho Special
11( ; Snsv(slrpre 11m impertinently, an that there was inordinatlc?ir’ instead of
g?; X nle 162015? Oséa of the complaint. The Proceedings of the S . 1elay of five
) Bper,s ! 0., e ated 25th March 1891 [copy of which forms APCClad.Settlement
?’ﬁ .r.] uar f:s; repo(ll't] Wlth'WhIS:h the complaint of the Classifier a ppendix VIII (4)
ek beforo L 6d for inquiry and report to the late e Bt e o
the taluk be o  joined it. On the 4th April 1891, that is x was roceived i3
] der N 12872u , I called upon these Village officials to f,sxplain tl r o gys o
pr_lea ) o- 287 [copy of which forms Appendix IV (a)]. The Vill Lo cf%n duct in the
faile ofrexll1 d elr tfaxp anation, I issued to them order No. 2009, dat . ‘i ;’ : Gllxals.hang
E%o yﬁ whic hl orms Appendix IV (b)]bdirocting thern %0 £oDG ;3 D ftl pril 1891,
th 1dem g 13 }Yﬂlage is situated a out 30 miles awa PI;rOI‘ 'Sl orcz rlniI on the
uartersf. " IL tf e 14%1 April 1891, the Menon sent inyllis wt?itt;ﬁ eiul head-
C‘;PY or w 13 Of'ms Ppendlx IV (¢)] _On the 21st April the Meno panaver
efore me and gave another explanation [copy of which forms A dl} appeared
The Adhikart submitted his explanation on_the 26th April 1591 ppendix IV (6{)1].

forms Appendix IV ()} On the 7th Ma 1891, I : copy of whic
0909 Mis. [copy of which forms Appendix XJI y L reparies

in my No.

II (5) to Mr. Stuart’s report] to .

false and requested ‘‘ that early steps may be |

o}
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_theA Special Settlement Officer that the complaints

the Village officials was true and that recommen

‘submitted to the Divisional Officer. The Special Se’gtlement Officer, in his Pro-
ceedings, No. 345, dated 26th May 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix VIII (6)
n why L submitted the recommendation

to Mr. Stuart’s report] asked me to esplain W
for the punishment of the Village officials concerned to the D _
he Settlement Party, instead of to him, an

had nothing to do with the members of ¢
] s in reporting on the matter. As the Collector

“also to explain the delay of 5 week > :
had, in his Proceedings,}dated 1st May 1891 [copy of vyhlch forms Appendxx IV(f) ]
already decided that the power to punish village officials was yested in the District
Officers and not in the Special Settlement Officer, 1 informed the latter accord-
No. 1317 C& D ed 1st June 1891 [copy of yvhmh forms
t) and stated that the delay 1n reporting

di I . ) .
g0 ) oo Stgﬁriistizpfaﬁuk. Apparently, this explanation secemed
heard anything from

was caused by pressure of wo
i t Officer, for 1 never
it was not the case, for, on the 29th

to have satisfied the Special Settlement
1t Officer, after receipt of Board’s Proceedings

him for about three mon?hs; but 1
September 1891, the Special Settleme e e Village 1S, sent me &
to Mr. Stuart’s report]

.declaring that Settlement Officers haXe
Proceedings [copy of which f —
geverely criticising my procedure 10 submittin . t%le Ii“’lfb;ﬁ‘;gl i(r)lﬁéﬁir t};ﬁ
recommendation for the punishment} 0 o ofhicla’ | °S oy gui daﬁce
formance of Settlement dut_y and laying down certalnl instruc 01;)151 % D}” (%ated 2n<i
Mr. Stuart’s report
aken exception. '

On roceit of these Proceedings 1 submitted MY report,
hibiting me from

0.

October 1891 [copy of which form VIII (12) to t

to the tone of which the Special . : m}i;srﬁtl)g) pro
respectfully beg to submit that I am 1o aware O

dirzctly cgrmmﬁnicatmg with my Divisional Officer_on S'l(;.ct} m%’f‘;ﬁiﬁ‘)’:ﬁ“’é‘%ﬁi
intervention of the Special Settlement_Ofﬁcer. Nor did 11? Ilnever < tended
object to my procedure in referring to him such matters direct. L rer, and it
my report to be disrespectful in any W&y o the Special Isetg?mignnecti on I beg to
1sso considered 1 beg o express my sincere regret. % 15 & D, dated 2nd

state that I submitted to ¥ Divisiogal Ofgi?eli{]el()o;‘a iow%?f?hz
October 1891 [copy of which forms Appendi® 9), 1o all
orders regarding my position in relation to the S pcml Settler{lenttgﬁgf:éd“toomay
along treated me as one of his.own direct subordinates. I also 8 D eh orms
Divisional Officer report No. 2128, dated 8th October 1(51391 ECCO%}; D lowed by me
Appendix IV (%)) requesting for order edure 10 :
g ep instructions on general matters we
ottlement Officer. T0 these references . ;
Bpard will thus be Jeased to see that 1 acted throughpl_lt this case cﬁ’;lcgﬁifgﬁz
with Collector’s orders and that my procedure riors even though they

Officer took exception was not questmned by wy direct supe
were made fully acquainted.

7. Case No. 5—The charge in this ©
certain facts to the Special Settlement 0
Menon who refused to go to field work with t . )

> that is, the day fter I took charge of this taluk, I received Special ©!
? Officer’s Proceedings No. 2079, dated g0th March 1891 [copy ©- t against th
Appendix IX (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report] forwarding certain complaint B82S 10

Menon of Nedirimangalam. The Menon was th on to explain his con-

' vhich f Appetidix V (a) ] issued to
duct o0l > statod that the 17 Leopy ¥ ‘g ;iodggg:n oI;pv'ﬁTage accounts before

him by my predecessor <mply required th

Classi%i’ersyagd not to go tg) f}ireld %vork. I referred to that order andt foundf ﬂﬁe
Menon’s statement 0 be true. The Supervisor also endorsed “ghe c&)}'(lifec Itlefsis 3 the
Menon’s statement by stating that in the Tahsildar’s order ‘‘ho I',MI}O Nn that
the Menon should worl with the Classifier. 1then wrok my TR iy %2929,
the Mo h April 1891 [copy of which © s Appendix i¢ L) B ok tuarts
‘report]. - When 1 submitted this report %0 the Special ¢ entle{)x hcer, the
Supervisor’s yadast dated 26th February 1891, No. 793, W& no ll'g“g t to my

preferred by the Classifier against
dation for their punishment was

ficer with @ view to Support ©.
he Classifier. t April 1891
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notice. I joined this taluk only on the 31st Mar : '
';l&pl reﬁeipt of the yadast of 26t February 1891,0;1115835 lv:r;l-xl?il)tsina f; Il month after
o yr eg tto submit, that th_is y?dast was not brought to my not1 aul}t], I respect-
agargpé)fr tﬁ-n tlled 14th April. ~ The Special Settlement Officer pres(::i3 o eﬁ R p
e i is ya afst Vt:llen I wrote my report, from the fact that lncsg at 1 was
Aoy 1891, The Ofﬁthls very yadast with my report, No. 1287 C & Iludsoquenﬂl
'mex}lrt o . eo efe copy of this latter report, forwarding to the S ) etled =8th
ment 1‘cer _co;()ileg; oh.vanous orders issued to village officials regardi I()ye(ém Settle-
A leguire Oy him, was drafted by my clerk and I paid no garding ettlement
ject of its enclosures as there was no necessity for i{)art,‘l?‘ﬁl“ {.?.ttent‘o“
. e office copy

itself is herewith submitted as Appendix V () for perusal. Thus it will b
. 1t wi e seen

that the charge that I made dcliberate misrepres i
humbly pray that the Board will be pleascdpto gg(tlillo?ng foiaplt s is not true and I
hncul(fntally alluded to the appointment of Gumastah Menons i iat charge, I only
date dl4th April 1891, to the Special Settlement Officer an(lntlm y report, No. 2920,
'llr‘llten‘ cd as an alpphcation_to that officer for the appointr’nent f] i kb
he report sLMply dealt with the complaint brought forwardl? Gumastah Menon
pgrtaitp \-'gllage officials and there was therefore no necessity f y a Classifier againet
ﬁepgroreito e&'l Zo other clomplamts.made by the village Ofliclalq();:n_o to refer in this
fiors or te Ofﬁcpli-ogosa to agpomt Gumastah Menons alread amit other O
o 1 Office }171 my predecessor and myself. I theref y submitted fo the
phatically the charge of being ‘ disingenuous and Jlﬁif‘iﬁ‘l’.""tf““)’ beg to
y” in my conduct.

8. Case No. 6.—The complaint in this case i

. ) ) is that

:;nzrlltl.dl {‘(;fénss ip&elngn:tfi (3) to Mr. Stuart’s report ] tﬁhti;osnf of my lotter.[copy

tionable letter in the bgd emfo nt Officer having omitted to uopox:wsor oo

it Jotter 1n the, t(;)t OBhlS rcport.I beg pcrmissionqto te in full my objec-

portion ot t,o ° 1a : “l1 oard mp{ {)udge by rcading th Pf;nscril)o ere the

e re ave iy eqllfls that you will be good enough bto e whole letter ;:_-“

PO ot enable the amsam officials to get througl p{)lI‘Sue a more liberal
ration work smoothly and. without causing ilm oth Settloment 200

g onvenionce to both.

o l()llS I /

that no Government work should suffer by the am :

wlely ' the ton?g; officials being cmploye

oard may be pleased to read the Supervisor's letter to Lllz Eptter If bclg tll“;‘t e
opy of which forms

Appendix X (4) to Mr. Stuart’ i
. Stuart’s report], in whic
" \ : hich tl :
hat during the progress of Settlement operatio;: fi(;ll:\;mg passages OCCur':
amsam its officials,

cspecially the Menon, are at the disposal of this department and that t} 1l not b
1at they will not be

available for your ordinary amsam work at the sacri
rifi
;lllle i%iazﬁdl;ie& (t:énpprarﬁvy deputed except in .verycﬁr(:rfeiitgsgmnt work for which
und’ ¥ , under e gcgmstances, you sce me msisting{-J on tho l\ll navoidable cases,
cause for complaint 1ﬂd .inergy as is nocessiry t0 Shitlemont en‘(l){ns ou hava m0
tion work suffgr 1it isanl 1 ,11n consequenco of my so doing, the AR b T
tiom ok ave ) 16 thg ei'ir 1y bocause proper arrangenents e m%‘:)ne}‘ﬂbadnumst'm-
offers. Lo e b : ig test objection for your Menons perfor wade by res onsible
functions Iz ke’f u -SllOllld.COI‘tall.lly object to their dOll](rtlmlng multifariows
of Sett en wdor 3 ofr which their servicos have becn speciall ;1 o at the nog o
tratignoger]sc’)’n l'11(‘:11 Of thc-h I am as much responsible as 01)1’ entfand for promp’
tration 911‘ 2 e following passage occurs in Supervism}; ‘(‘1“3 or the adminis-
pri 1 [copy of which forms Appendix X (1) to l\}iu e NO’. 128, doed
the menon of Pattambi Palliprom. « poorletwmes an;\(itua;tms] report] 19

ay ©2igie™

aselom G2md @O  200le) o o8 N
l Cair@s 62 ® mmgaﬁa%;Mo

@0

ana &Sl &HPIY OB roen®e 81T CasdsmemaNeom gmiw)

oS

f2@emRIe)HIV0 2XDOA aIIGR T M0 al0ETH® mézxymmng’lmmb@m
Rsaaesyd.”

(The Menon ma i
1ay remember that we (Supervisor .
:vrl](lnilftihr? Classifier was at work in an gmslz)lm he r)shgilfloilzl;lyd informed him thot
the Cla _z;_lny, unavoidable casos such a thing was found neces o a}?y amsam work
ssifier’s memorandum.) After this, is it necessary for Iil;yl r?;qs;leoﬁduo bt{:m
2 spectiully beg

=

e
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to ask to give other instances to prove that the village officials, especially the’
Menons, were compelled to attend to Settlement work to the exclusion of all other

work., I respectfully beg to ask again in connection with this whether I had not

sufficient grounds to address the Supervisor in the manner in which I did.
superior.

}‘GSPGthlﬂly beg to state that I do not consider Supervisor as my
intended to express by my remarks (¢ that this will have a bad effect on Settlement
operations » was that Settlement would suffer it I were to draw away Menons to do

revenue work while engaged in Settlement work.

9. Case No. 7.—The charge in this case is (1) that, with a view to obstruct the
Settlement work, I instructed the Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam to do revenue

ork from 6 to 10 a.. from 1st September 1891 on my owi responsibility; (2) that
No. 9665, of 26th September

I deliberately withheld this fact from my endorsement, NO-

1891, in which I asked my Divisional Officer to prescribe in consultation with the
non’s attendance on Classifiers ; (3) that

Special Settlement Officer the hours of Me 1 ]
withont waiting for orders from the Divisional Officer I jgsued a general circular on
o Settlement work from 6 to 10

the 9th November to all the Menons not to attend t ;
e genetal circular was not mentioned by me

AM. daily, and (4) that my jssuing of th

in my report to the Special Settlement Officer dated 10tb vaember 1891, and that

T was therefore guilt of grave duplicity and cunning. Wltll reference to the first

head of the charge Iyrespectfully beg to draw the attention of the Board to my
report, No. 0371 C & D, dated 10th November 1891 [copy of which forms Appen-

dix XI (3) to Mr. Stuart’s report], wherein I have state fully the reason for my
asking this particular Menon to do the revenue w_ork from 6 to 10 a.m. and I
intended that the Menon should follow the instructions .only 411 the pressure of
work in the amsam was lessened. Nowhere in any O his numerous ciommumca-
#ions did the Special Settlement Officer info sifier’s work and

it is therefore unreasonable, 1 submit, to Pr hat I was aware, as stated by

the Special Settlement Officer, Ay and 3 to 6

M. daily. nt Officer states that “If ]
pa. Cally The Spccml Sottlomer 1icfiously affected and had fallen in arrears

revenue administration of the taluk was 8¢ X ¢ "
on account of the Menon’s' attending t0 the Settlement work.” In proo (i{f the
truth of what I stated 1 beg to submit, herewith, reports fr?m my (subO{T Il;lates
copies of which form Appendices VII(a), VII (3), VI (¢), Vir(d), VI l(:)’ ({; ),
1L (g), VI (4), and VLI ()], which will clearly show that revenue Wor Wasi rea l;
in arrears. 1 can submit soveral more comp aints of the same nature, but thmd
the above ones are suffiicient Ay I(I)lﬁ?rrears’rr 9}{1 "

that my statement was not false a 001‘1-1 5 hﬁ}
my having given an order to the Men to work ot s
revenue arrears from 6 to 10 A did not in the least obstriict the Settlement work
jn that amsam, a8 ctated by the Special Settlemen will be clear if ?,I‘ll'lefel(‘lence
3= hade to the diary kept by the Menon ond initialled by the Classifier. is 1]azr}®rd ._

‘ I submitted to the Collector in November last. 1t will show that the Menon WOrke

With reference t0 the second

oven on all holidays and Sundays with the Classifier. >
hheld the above tacts in my report, dated

head of the charge that I deliberately withheld 4 (
26th September 1891, No. 9665, to my Divis1onal Officer, 1 beg to state that this
n endorsement on a report from the Menon of Vettattur amsarl,

as his time was wholly occupied in

’:;eport was plnly a 1 endoree k
i is inability to do revenue wor
Xprost o l’: 1 submit, DO necessity to

dong Qettlement WOT
mention 11 mba) aboub doing revenue work from 6 to 10 4.
about the delay in the pymash of fugitive culti-

ous only after 1st September 1891 as that Was the time for
et numer y P ¢ became numerous that I thought that

~ a
It wz;s p(plzrn ::rr};ellhiu%li :{;gll;;l Officer to address the Special Settlement
Officer to give ihe hours of Menon’s attendance on Classifiers. ‘Xlth reference o
the third head of the charge that 1 on my o2 respp)r_isib} htylﬁécfaﬁcﬁ’to 1%A'M' for
tho despatch of Tevenue ~vork before receipt of ivgioni ” tertll 21' ers and -
ithout eference t0 the Special Settlex.nent Officer, 1 beg to state at no orders
without r ) 1 Officer to @Y reference dated 26th

having been receive from the Division?

vation to &



i -
M , - V\‘\b 4! ' “
| ll! . ' M
79 Boarp OF REVENUE (LaxD REVENUE), 14TH Drcemser 1892, No. 717. ‘ ’, i Bosrp oF Revenve (Lanp REVENUE), 14TH Dicemsrr 1892, No. 717. 73
M 4 1 ! T ‘

- geptember 1891, about prescribing bours of Menon’s attendance on Classifiers Hil : ; gf 188“1 November 1891, No. 2428 [copy of which forms Appendix No. XV (3)to
the 9th November 1891, and' numerous complalnts having been re.cel.ved in the i ! ¢ 1’;1 tuart’s l‘e_port]. As stated in the previous case it is for the Honorable Board
meanwhile from village officials and Revenue Inspectors about their inability to il . ‘ b° 3 e&de % I interpreted the rules wrongly and if my report is objectionable. In
attend to :amabandi work owing to the Menons_being fully occup1_ed by Settle- i V?ev:f : ea EVﬁ cases I_lnterpreted the rules _accordmg to my lights and not with a
ent work, I in order to prevent_further complaints and solely with a view to 1 " ton e the Special Settlement Officer in the wrong. In deciding about the
complete the pymash of modan and g(liﬂgeut}’l CT?P: befgreftlxey were har\{es.ted a.nd ‘\ {‘ 4 quei}(r) Nn(;,y;iréﬁgsi’ni dw .Oulsd re?PGthulll.Y beg g’fflinvf,te ft’he at’fiqntlon ’\(I)f the Board to
removed from the lands bona fide and an 11O interest of revenue administration - i L b November 189 in Special Sett ement Officer’s Proceedings, £/0. 15,59, dated
issued on 9th November 1891 a general circular LCOPY of yvhlch forms Appendix ERER ' = er 1891 [_COPy of which forms Appendix XV (?) to Mr. Stuart sreport],
VII (j)] fixing 6 o 10 a1, for revenue work. The Special Settlement Officer’s o LRl . ~ wherein he distinctly insinuated that 1o control was exercised over village officials

. attributing motive to me in issuing the circular (115,“11 beg to submit, quite unwar- ' E ;ﬁu’s”;y_ﬁ?l%kﬁ;}?e ret;ﬁmrk quite unwarranted _eind unc%cltle(cil t‘for. 1];Ph1§ qtueﬁy- rimli
i ranted, and ngthu}g was more foreign to m}{ mmd an Obstguc{:.on to Settlement, Bl { . ®eavine their ams;{zg aflge oﬁicml?n are iqlx;danxt‘il y ge}rlm‘:_ni ogt;‘;i eda ;)gvig e 'lca u
work. The English translation of my circt ar order [copy of W ich forms Appen- 1 or unlzse ' whenever they like withoub. aving ol P us leave
dix XIII (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report] 18 nf’f ;1111'03 C(f)rrec(ti. 1 n]cver uscid the words v, L 1 s they are summoned away by competent authority.
«¢eritimate ”’ and “ever morning ”? which are found in theo trans ation. The ; . :,
ox %éésions I used were ‘}‘Tamsam \;ork” and 6 to 1(). ot in the morning.” By ! | - 12-{; _Uasle NO_. 1 0.—In. ﬂu.s case the vchargel_]b that there was ddzbemtﬁ delay on
exp ) o B WS g morning” in the E lis) i y part in levying fines inflicted by the Special Settlement Officer on the Menons
introducing the words legitimate ™ an ever{ g n the tngis 1 transla- |5 for neglect of Settlement duty and that when reminders were sent I replied the
tion it was cvidently intended to convey to the 3oard that I considered Scttlement il : . Special Settleme or 3 y ; : d 2412 C & D, dated
ho ¢ legitimate” K of the village officers and that I wanted the i Y ement Officer insolently 1n my report Nos. 2632 an , date
work as not the **legl imate” work o 6b to 10 AM. every Jay and not till “‘(;‘ 15th pecember 1891. Im his Proceedings, No. 1294, dated 7th Ogtolger 1891 [COpy
" Y ot u i of which forms Appendix X ()] the Special Settlement Officer inflicted a fine of

yillage officials to do the revenue Work fronzl Ihod intended. T ‘
the pressure of the revenue work was lesscnc as I had intended. 1e very day ] !‘EY-H : - _ 1 rupee on the Menon of Panga amsam and requested me to lovy it and report tho
:

I issued my general order I intin}ated the fact to my Divisional Officer in my - fact before 10th November 1891. O the 11th November 1891, that is, the day fol-
report Mis. No. 1084 [copy of which forms ll\lppbendltx Vi1 (/f)} giving lfully my % lowing the date on which the levy oft1 fine was fixed for reportin,g, the Sf)ecial Settle-
.. reasons for the steps I ad taken. I respectfu y ]§g to mvlltg f:[{‘ 18 Spefcla }attentmn , ment Officer forwarded to me Proceedings No. 1529£copy of which forms Appendix

tvisional Officer of what I had . X ()] asking me to report if the fine was levied an also to explain why I failed to

I to this report. The fact that I reYorted to my |
. done without a moment’s delay will, I humbly trust, Comlﬂefdy eanerate me from S D report before the date fixed by him and threatened me with serious consequerces
© the charge of duplicity 80 vehen}ently an d f'r cquefntly madq agh inst mo by thp ' .\ for my failure. His remarks on this occasion were as follows .t Instructions
' Special Jottlement Officer. aving communicated tom Divisional Officer the \‘3 issued to him (Tabsildar) are intended to be obeyed and the Tahsildar will under-
fact of my issuing guch a general circular 1 thought that there was 1o necessity to )( ‘stand that any o tinuance of the attitude b has for some time assumed in respect
intimate the samo to the Special Settlement Officer also. S - of instructions from the undersigned can have but one ending” In reply I .reporte‘d
, ‘ on the 13th November 1891 in my No. 9376 [copy of which forms Appendix X (e)]

thers for October was not

10. Case No. 8. —The charge in this case is that T justificd by straincd inter-
This explanation

llowing remarks :—* Classifier’s permission !

tl3at the pay of this village official as well as of some 0O 1
Al disbursed as they failed to collect arrears of the previous fasli. . 02$10)
nt Officer, vide his

retaticn of Settlement Rules the fo assif .

1s not required for the Amsam Menon to z}t‘cend a court of justice according to i . .

its summons ”’ made on & memorandum furnished by the (Classifier to the Menon of 1 - for the non-levy of fine was accepted by the Special Settleme

Kolattur Amsam when the latter attended my court, and that m report to the L ' Proceedings No. 1558, dated 16th November 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix

Special Settlement Officer [copy of which fOI”mS,APPenfhX X.IV (5) to Mr. Stuart’s ' S X ()] On the 13th December 1891, 1 reported to the Special Settlement Officer

report] was most oxtraordimarily insolent and impertinent in tone. In this case il i the levy of the fine in my report No.2414 C & D [{;‘Opy of which forms Appendix
P omorandum  to tho Mecnon as required by ' ' \‘}_ X (¢)]. In his letter, No. 1546, dated 12th November 1891 [copy of which forms

(! , Appendix XI(4) to Mr. Stuart’s report | to the Special Assistant Collector, the Special

the Classificr gurnished no separate m

o. What the M resented to me in ¢ .
Sottlement Rulos A nclosure to Appendlx XIV (1) to Mr.

copy of my summons as Magistrate [vide € s o \}
. Al M OT1 13 Na. ik .
Stuart's rep.org, on the back of which the (lassifier scribbled the words ¢ Uppila i the 12th December 1891 he sent me a reminder, No. 1747, asking me to report if

1

A . , S w cngaged with me in Secitlement | i i

pettai Kunju, air, Menon of .Kolattur Amsam, 10 to attend t o i the fine was levied and why I failed to re ort before 10th idem. In reply I sent

%eil(;ar.:c(llogzs?ﬁ}; fi ig’tegezfgﬂjf d\ ‘}31 ;SV?;& :il,loN %r.n;?lr’n o attend to the Tahsildar . . \ my reports Nos. 2632 and 2412 C & D of l%th December 1891 (copy of which forms
- b b ’ |

The Tahsildar Magistrate is requested U dated Znd Scptentbor 100 Appendix XVI to Mr. Stuart’s report) in which I stated that the pay bills wers not
N .

court ”” was the duplicate ! K
2 Settlement Officer stated that he ha fined the Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam
1 rupee and requested me to collect it and report before 10th chember 891 0.n

i
nder the Settlement Rules to return this il received and that much unnecessary and useless correspondence ensued by ixing a

t the foot the information when the Menon’s scrvices with \ ' .particular date for collecting the fines and yeporting thereupon, as amsam officials

memorandum noting & I t )
th.? I beg permission to leave it to the Board to decide :; D mitted their bills only with remittances. oD 0 this report he now talffes- :%cep-
insolent. it is so

whether 1 was or was _not justified in making my remarks above qilOt"d tiﬁ “1‘}77 . T ~ %ion. Ileave it to the Board to decide if this report was 1nso :
capacity.as Taluk Magistrate and whether my interpretation of the Settlement Luulcs ‘ onsidered I beg to express my O ore, Togreb. tatement [whlph forms
L Appendix X (f)] is herewith submitted showing the names of amsam officials fined,

I

_was strained or not. If my reply i considered objectionable I beg to express my
' the dates and numbers of the Special Settlement Officer’s Proceedings under which
bills were received at the treasury and

oret. In this connection I beg that the Board will be pleased to peruse
they were fined, the dates on which th
) ’ AR e tird ement Officer. The delay

Sy
M

. . .
BInCEXe ¥ 7o the Special Scttlement Officer [00{)}7 of which
the fi e collected and Special Settl
bbling on the back of the summons sent b?; . . nes wer and reported to the Speciai >eL - ent O ey in the sub-

Proceedings addressed to me b .

g;fmsl Append%x XIV(?) to Mr. Stzart’s report]. 1 beg to state that the Classifier

acted, it seems to me, improperly in scrl . . in_collecting fines, I beg to submit, was entirely OWig i

‘q court. 1 beg to state that I deserve no blame whatever in having 8 fﬁl'led myse 3 mission of pay bills by the village officials concerned and nck through my wilful
cre was no , and deliberate neglect as stated by the Special Qettlement Officer. I respectfully

i
I TR
e

« court ”? when I was sitting as 8 judge and trying criminal cases. 1hC 1 fficer. :
s ustification, I beg to submit, for the Specuﬂ Scttlement Officer describing me as it beg to draw the special attention to the yiolent hurry exhibited in sending me
t pompous Tahsildar.” . _ AR reminders about the collection of these fnes and to the threat used by the Special
the same as the previous case, viz., 3 - Settlement Officer in his Proceedings which form Appendix
i 19

. Case No. 9,—The charge in this case 18 me !
straixllgd in‘zerpretation of Settlement Rules and the objectionable tone of my report |




remarks :—¢¢ Submitted to the Special 4

competency of a Classifier to summon awny 8
on the Classifier in a different amsam.
point. In the present cuse th
the amsam to do some Se
himself to summon the Menon without my \
and should, 1 think, be stopped at once. Pending your orders,
Menon not to go to this Classifier.” Subsequent to this, the Menon

A

" the Settlement Qpcmtions were going oOn 1n my taluk, 1 gubmitte

X1 ("I) stating that Jier was n-rlmrml tor groo 0 ane
attene
report I submitted to the I)ivi.uimml Oflicer on

amsam submitted a similar re
Mr. Stuart’s report] staling t

Divisional Officer on my yrevious referenct, 1 submitted this roport.nlso

- T
[ ) - -
e e i e i e s - T

v Ioar oy Devestyx (l.ase I:rvr\(t

S
e

e s s o ST

- n @
- . . . l‘nil!‘ i
1 J-'l’_ Coase Vo, 77.—1In this case the nnn,pl;nnt L) l’l-l‘!ll"" ‘,m('i.b
’l e pri r;r the Siypervier of Lis authority (o mursinnndt! villax ) oy
Ll ., . . st
R f{" 11071 LiLorr priweeding 42 oonnd with the partient ‘,‘/r'(.’/ / /mn/i/,'
4 /m('m/ Setthment Oiicer, I sz 802 ,,,” ~ cortatt? factd B I;l,” the gl e
convineo the Hoard that the charge i ,,,.,,’,.'-[/,'Arrnullllll"-“':’, Sl oo A

1591 tho Menon of Dhral st meng 11 8 reprott [l"l/’,‘ ¢ g ¢1f.~'tlmt
. tler arnsaal 18 1 o ot
v on the #7 hj¢ 7 g
weith the follon ) g
I doubt t
ond

on a Classifier, and res wonting m ‘
, ! [ the 14th jdemn,

- 1 Assistant Collector for orders-

Menont from his &

The Settlement Manual is silen

¢ Classifier wants tho Menon to trave o
: N pssi ken Ul
ttlement work. Further the Classifier has tak eular

y(der i 1 10 T
knowledgoe. This 18 Ihl'l:’l]‘l,]eya;lk()d the

of Punnmanna |

ort [copy of which forms Appendix XVII (2) ‘;
Ymt hie was required by the Supervisor to uttcndﬂ?0

Cherpalcheri, 11 miles from his amsam. As no orders were passe Y i
ol

Asgsistan

with the following remarks «—¢ True copy submitted to the Special £
Collector in continuation of this office report Ref. on C. No. 10103 Mis. datc

14th instant. Summonses to villago officials issued even by courts have t

be sent through Pabisildar and not direct. The Scttlement Supcrvisor’s Y}'ocedulo
in jssuing direct instead of through me notices to Amsam Menons compellmg them
to appear ab distant places from their amsams, so 8s to auit tho convenienc® 0
Settlement subordinates, is irregular and inconvenient, 1think.” Tothe first r'ufcf'
ence, 1 reccived on the 57th October 1891 the following reply from tho Divisiont
Officer :—*“ Theo Tahsildar's action in ordering the Menons not to obey the Classi®
ficer’s orders gummoning him to a long distance from his amsam is approvee »o ho
Special Settlement Officer never coml)luincd of this order of tho Divisional Officer
though he now complains of my having given occasion to that order. The Boat
will kindly perccive that in making this reference to Divisional Officer, I wo

goley actuated by a desire to promote public interest which 1 bona fide thought
would be seriously affected if Settlement gubordinates were to remove witho
previous knowledge village sorvants from their villages to distant places
the convenicnce of the former and not to cause obstruction to Settlement work or
to deprive the Supervisor of his power to summon villago officials as Wwas imagine

by the Spccial Settlement Officer.

14. Case No. 12.—1In this case the charge is that I showed great readiness €
roceive and forward false complaints from my subordinates against the
dinates of the Scttlement Party to tho Divisional Officer.  During the wholo t?
complaint of & criminal nature (intentional insu\t{ from a Mcnon against
and that was the one referred to by the Special Settlement Officer, an
know how the Special Scttlement Officer stated that I ghowed great Y€
receiving and forwarding complaints. The Special Scttlement Officer charge? "
with not having inquired into this complaint before I submitted it to the Divis
Officer. 1f 1 had only done this the Special Settlement Officer, 1 submit, WO
not have spared me ot all, for he wou{d have instantly chareced me 83 ho L&y
actually done in other cases with making inquiry. into com;luints against I
subordinates behind his back. Whether & complaint is falso or truo can oty
aSCS’rta'med after inquiry and no inquiry having been made by me into this com”
plaint I do not think the Special Sottlement Officer was right in prcsuming the
complaint was false. I cannot refuse cither to entertain complaints when pre
- or to keep them without taking any action when recoived.

15. Case No. 13.—1In this case the chargoe is that 1 caused mis\mdcrﬁf
between amsam officials and .Scttlomcnt subordinatcs by issuing circular [C(’Py 0

gent€

This

¢
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November 1891, that
¢ommenced and when
stated in Special Settl
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which forms

were started

Amsam officials with great
Tlead Classifier, who was acting

Appendix XX (1) to Mr. Stuart’
ordering them not to address Classifiers by arzis,
way they themselv
selves as subordina
induced me to iss

ae the order in question.

es were addressed and instructing

tes of Settlement Classifiers. The
i Immediately thé Settlement operations :

s report] to all village officials
but to address them in the same

them not to consider them-
following are the facts that

in the taluk, both Classifiers and Supervis

disrespect an
for the Sup

go early as 22nd March 1891, that

a certain Menon should be pr

overal villag

referred to the

osecute
lassifier’s notice [copy of this letter forms Appendix
oe officials frequen 1
Divisional Officer w

d as their own
ervisor, officially

or commenced to treat |

subordinates. Indeed, one?g

wrote tomy predecessor,'

is, 10 days before my arrival in this.taluk, that

d criminally and punished for disobeying a ;
:x X111 (a)). Of this treatment

Some of these complaints, I

tted them to the

Collector. In disposing .

of one of such complaints the Collector made the following remarks so early as

9nd May 1891, that is, two months after th
this taluk :—¢ The facts of the case appear to be that the
ably insisted on the Menon's copying certain notices lab

temper when

unwarrantable tone o

the Classifier,

subordinates.”

injunctions to

" than is absolu

e Settlement operat
Clagsifiers most unreason-

e one evening, lost his

erations were started in

<t morning 1n an

the Menon said he would make the copies Next D

f superiority. -

who must remember

In disposing of certain other complaints
officials against Classifiers, the Collector, 80 early as 8
~ follows ¢ At the same time from the pumber of complamts receive
there appears to be ground for considering that the Cl
of their position an
© Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and Malabar, 18, therefore, reqt

he amsam officials longer |

his subordinates acainst the detention of t
eryinrr out the work of Settlement.”, The above

tely requisite for ¢

facts, I beg to submit, will clearly

were getting on very badly with
ns and that the ill-feeling, if any, was pot caused,

ment operatio

d demand more

chow that Classifiers, owing to their mi
the village

]

Seitlement Officer would have the Board to believe,

Mr. Stuart’s report]. Although

officials were not tl
1891, I refrained fr

¢ompelled to issue instructions
treatment of village officials by

November 189

Appendix VIiL

they were not

Further 1 resp

preseribing the’
16. Case No. 14—

to village officials inciting them to be disrespectful to

sor has no att

1, that is, a week

subordina

informing ” them that the Supervi

circumstances un

1891 [ referred to mg Divisional
ix XI

forms Appendlx
official relations of

Inspectors rals

ed that question.

der which I issue

the Collect
le subordinates of Settlement
om issuing instructions to them
solely to avoid giving any possible roor for misu
to this effect in MY
Classifiers became
before the issué ©
Menon of Kodur amsam complained of m_treatment
offence) he received at the bands 1
qomplained offici
(4)], and 1 thought it was high tize to instru
tes of Classifiersin &
ectfully beg to state that I am not aware O

form ‘of address between village. officials and ‘ :
hat I issued 2 general circular

the Supervisor by wrongly
nd orders to them. The
WS 190 early as 1st May
No. 325 Mis [copy of which
tructions as regards the

14.—The charge .in this case is t

(a)] wherein
the Supervisor 2

Inh

d the order aré @

Officer in ™ repo:"t. s
ht for certamn 1
I zou%f Tlage officials as one of the Revenue

dated

is, 8 months after the wquing 0
the classification was admittedly comp
ement Officer’s letter to the Division

No. 1496, dated 7th November 1891 [copy of which forms ppe
or said in so many WOr
(Classifiers as early 28 9nd May
to ‘that effect for eight months

nderstanding.

eneral circt
%nbearable. It was on the 3rd

f the general cireular that the

is proceedmgs,

‘than legitimate assistance.

b

ally that Classifier abused him using very COarse

The Adikhari took the Menon’s part and no
doubt a squabble ensued, but it was brought about entirely

brought forward by village
May 1891, remarked as

i ved on the subject

qgsifiers take undue advantage

The Special
ested to issue strict‘

sbehaviour,
at the outset of Settle-
4. as the Special
m circular dated 10th

the party in this taluk

leted in this taluk as

al Officer, para. 5,
adix X1I(8)to
ds that village

was, however,
lar only when the

i3

(which amounted to 2 criminal

language [vide
ct village officials that

th Collector’s mstn}ctions.
f any quthoritative rule

Settlement Classifiers,

18th May'418_91 [cqpy

/
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forms Appendix XIV (5))'the Collector remarked as follows:—¢ The S s | whether the services of ' b
cerlainly has no authority fo issue orders to Revenue officials.” But for fear of e i Head Classifier’s ins OCt.a b, an ’af‘d deat work the abs-OIUtely fials wor xpocied
s o aule i issue orl ;¢ et t for creating i o r pection, and if so what work these village officials were expected
2&); i:lx;sufr(l)rex:ez; ;n;gévenw;l oneths E o&] eein el;c;rgv hcﬁ):na:lmgatmg .to th({') villago 1 n(:e toliat IhWas mducetli to write this because the Supervisor did ‘not choose to inform.
. . " . , the Supervisor ehaved | e was employing the Menon and a peon on Settlement duty. In his
\ , himself ver)(vl.nsolently towards yﬂ,lagg Ofﬁcﬁals i“d publicly insulted them on all ' yadast dated 30th April 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix I1L (7)to B}fr' Stuart’s
| ossible occas‘l:)n's. He used ’t,o intim1 at?t em }L saying that their appointment LN . report ) the Supervisor stated that he did not know, when his inspection woul
W D RSl e b S U R
~if he chose. at Supervis conduct will be evident if a T4t . : : o write the lotter complainec.p and I beg to leare it 1 Boord to
‘ i, Teference is made to one of his own letters to thg Special Settlement Officer, dated . ‘ il _’ y judge if I had shown ‘ wanton finpertinence » fowards Supervisor in so doing. ~ Im
[ 14th Januar 1892, No. 1859, para. 3, copy © Wh}ch was sent to my Divisional R ‘ this connection, I beg to state that it was only ab the beginning of Settlement
i Officer -(wln((lz 1 fgll;m(is Alll)Pendlf;'{ '}x]Xli;.stg g\;‘:q asr?;fa;txisdre'll)lorfl)' ind tl‘;nﬁ lftter theo‘ : 9‘ ‘ té%%?ift‘}:;;s bt:.at mtlrpa.(tiion was given :{0 m{al for a month Orltwodthat] S(izttlemle;nt
escribed village ofticials y- ill-educate ikaris and Or ing carried on in sucl amsams on such and such, <O ‘
55 ’ dlnkaris anc i this practice was altogetheg- la%:rlllc(iolnig b}squcettlement Supervisor and I had to vzvril;e

. Menons of & taluk,” and the Special Settlement Officer himself, I am sorry to say ) >

. stvled them as ‘¢ o-rupee dependants of the Tahsildar ? (vide para. 3, letter No. 24()’ 1l to him continually for this information so as to avoid clashing of Settlement with
dated 20th February 1892, copy of which forms Appendix XX, to Mr. Stuart’s’; . E : 3 TRevenue work by drawimg away the village officials by each of the departments

' ' 1 ply form Appendices XXIIL (1) and

When 1 saw that village officials were abused by Classifiers and Super- copies of my letter and of Supervisor’s re -
i XIIL (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report]. The above information was systematlcally with-
: - had been given tome,

|
x
\ report). ¥ !
i > 6 circular instructions to village officials on the I
i held from me by the Supervisor. If previous intimation had

visor, 1 thought it was time to iss v
! lines laid down by the Collector in his Proceedings dated 18th May 1891, In R R X
o as it should have been, of the places and dates where the Settlement Party was

! the absence of any authoritative rule laying down the form of address in official il SO :
- working 1n the taluk no cause for complamt would have arisen & all.

. communications between village officers and the Supervisor, L respectfully beg to | , A
: J i , 19. Cuse No. 17.—In this case the charge isthat I suppresscd the fact of having
i .

! state that I do not deserve blame for following the instructions issued by Collector
given a general circular to all the Menons in the taluk ordering them not to attend
i

; on the subject. I may mention in this conmnection that this Supervisor (Mr. Damo- ; :
1 to Settlement work from 6 to 10 A.M. every day L )
1ty of ¢ glarng duphclt%

daran Nair), while erqployed in the Wynaad taluk, took upon himsclf to grant. i when I was 8 od to report about
S . jssuing such instructions, and that I was therefore gui i
! 1641, dated 98th November
!

leave to village officials, that while employe
The Special Settlement Officer, in his endorsement, No-

: d in Pélghat taluk, he struck a -
taluk peon for no other offence than that the peon went with his shoes on in the
1891, requested me to report if I had issued instructions to the Menon of Puzhak- .
k from 6 to 10 a.M., 8D \

katir, Amsam to attend to revenue Wor d 1 beg to submit |

rosonce of the Supervisor, that the Supervisor had to scttle the peon’s casc out of
that I deserved no blame for failing to give. what was not asked for by him. Itis

1
court, that it was this Supervisor who wrote what I cannot but characterize as a \‘\
;r?ry :bj ectmnabl(f fmemorapd:ni to a Mo lah A.d‘hl}{al‘l in my tz;luk abusing him for 1’; o . ‘ : : at was not asked for. f .
\is ignorance an or wearing shoes 1N upervisors resence, for not attending to { ;rue tl’:ft('lthe Supervmor’s arzi to which the Spemal S’ettlemeéltbot_ 1Ice]; re ters zvztxs k

- 3‘ - orwarded to me by him with his endorsement above quoted, bU eg to state

his (Supervisor’s2 personal wants and comforts, and for the Adhikari’s transacting
that as 1 was answering the Special Settlement Officer’s reference t0 11 I took no
1 1 respectfully beg to deny emphati-

the amsam cutcherry while the Supervisor was holding office

official business 1n
there. I believe this matter is now before the Board. I respectfully beg to invite A ~ notice of the Supervisor’s reference to him.
the special attention to the objectionable tono of several letters the Supervisor h B cally the charge of ¢ glaring duplicity » go frequently Jevelled against me by the
" wrote to me. Indeed, the tone of his Jotters to me became 8o, outrageous that the l' Special Settlement Officer without any justiﬁcation. I have already Pomted above
i l that my circular to the Menons about 6 to 10 A.M, was commumca’cgd to my .
i ection 1 again respect-

: | Scttlen t Ofﬁcer_had himsclf to remind him not to write ofensive letters L , e )
i tome, in his Proceedings, No. 237 if, dated 26th February 1892 [co[s)y of which forms “ : lﬁnsmnal Officer the very day it was jssued. In this conne  n of

Appendix XXV (6) to Mr. Stuart’s report] in which the Spectal Scttlement Officer u Ylbe{-r to invite the attention to another incorrect Er}ghsh trans il ion o mg
ma(}e the following remarks :—¢ In .future in writing to thp Tal'xsﬂ(lar on any illlr:gvir W‘}‘llfch forms Appendix XXIV. (1) to Mr- Stuart sIrePO(it]. s“ gi\(’)ell‘oufi[

subject, the Supervisor must be axftwular to use no expressions likely to cause in the ]:nzm' rors 6 fo 10 .. everg day.” The expre:s1onbu§§ t‘;\r:t what I D over

offence. Thus the last ten words 0 his letter, No. 1709, dated 18th December 1891, - gaid should lﬁg .put 'grssoﬂlchnto tl? {)egrfﬁzeds’ ];cli):lg sgt:l:n:;t’ Officer simply to

: . 100 : t
make his case stronger aga{-)r’xst me. I}rrx anotherl)' translation [ hich forms Appendiz
- used was ‘‘ every

were unnecessary and objectionable, Viz- 1
-~ XIIL (?) to Mr. Stuart’s report £ circular the expression
port]of my = vio111)s translation. All that I

the words, ¢ If you will ever give me the
same at all) though the undersigned makes every allowance for the provocation '
morning” and not ¢ every dav? as given in a pre
stated in my circular order wzs that %he Menons should attend to amsam work

_ received by the Supervisor.”
17. Case No. 15.—In this case there is 10 specific charge against me requiring
an answer. The case relates to an Adhikari of which I reported to the Divisional ‘fyom 6 to 10 s in the morning. Of coursé I intended this to be followed only
Officer in my Rof. No. 1739 Mis., dated 11th May 1892 [copy of which forms itill the jamabandi accounts were com loted as the prean
Appendix XV (a)]) » 1ndxc:{t(zs.d ] Tllllls tmlrcll{llar order was issued only wl;vhf
. . . . ’ completed 1n the taiu and 1t 3 :n force o
18. Case No. 1 g.—In this case 1t Was stated that I strained the Settlement Whi(}z)h it was cancelled, zﬁdeloffgmra{?ﬁflgl’bgﬁ’ré}aﬂ 2y7th November 1891 [copy of

Rules and showed wanton impertinence towards the Supervisor. The facts of this . .
case are these :—1The Special Settlement Officer stated, i?l his letter, No. 1496, dated whith forms Appendix XVH_' (@)} : .. 1ot give th _
7th November 1891 (copy of which forms Appendix XIL (3) to Mr. Stuart’s report], - .20 que_No. 18.—1Tn this case the cor?plau}t is that I did no rgi"ll\l e ] e Super-
to the Divisional Officer that classification was almost complcte in this taluk, and visor certain lnfOl‘n}atIOI} regarding a certain anicut 10 1 ta’u T a1 € DUpPervisor-
that there was therefore no necessity to prescribo hours for the Menon’s attendance forwarded to me, W}th his pxa.rgmal endorsement, the CI?SSIﬁsrtS ‘i‘lml rIePlort. This
on Classifiers. But in December 1891, I still found the Menon and a peon engaged report was very unintelligible ar.‘d none who knew ;1‘ ?mﬂ atm Odv:o' Oﬁlle bslowed-thls
on Settlement duty. On inquiry 1 found the Supervisor and the IIc.ad Classifiers | I;Siﬁgr:ncogleilgilisﬂi}; st%l}; whas mean,'sl.le éul;)}:%i‘ﬁs?)lreséfi)tng’ me. On flllllzeelé‘xrxlig:’
wanted the Menons during their inspections. As that was the tume for kist i visor again " r,lg to mesag\?i;n;nng;e o plicit T ormation, { fosued orders tolmy
20

collection and preparation of annual jamab( ndi accounts, for which I was being

hurried by the Sub-Collector (J amabandi Officer), I courtcously asked the Supervisor i !
. N g‘ s

. Special Settlemen

.

e

s, =7, 5 EA
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Record-keeper to collect all papers relating to this ani
0 A co S an 50° i
?riﬁ:ﬁzlz 1{(I)lfs‘ ;;ﬂlz?dlkodf amsam to search fog any recordlsc ltlltla?!;gi f;}:(i)tofthfl g
e gy gt bt ol il pontis VI )
vrot > . ildar [copy of which f ix XVIIL (01
;(1)1 ((l)l:;l: v:rglf‘orma.téon as regards the anigﬂ from the Ogéixﬁpﬁgd?m}tv IItI b)'t'
ane informati?) I:‘ets:xu eln7tsi of that taluk. This accounts for the delay in ;1:::1 (i {nlo-
could gt T ill 17th May 1892, when I communicated to the Su);e i S’ll t I
my office in my letter No. 2236 [copy of whi pervisir W e,
XVIIL ()] py of which forms Appendix

21. Case No. 19.—In this case the charge is that I

. r 1

?:;tlllir;leri% {());’ﬁ(lz\?;’% f’{;‘gceel(hric%s, ﬁda;ce(} IthlglbDecember elfgg‘l}(,l It\? orelpg{oth:ns 3(88}
ary , No.2135. In the first of the above Proceedi : hi

i\i 11;01:}:;& X_IIX.I(a()IJ the Special Settlement Officer aslfee((il 1;g:,t[3053r gftW]thh oy
v m% A ec;a.s 1a ug to date prepared Desamwar accounts, Hepaf ;OW nl?ll?l’
I{uruvan?balvell:)or X en orsiament,, No. 1642, dated 10th Dccember'ltsf)lso ogwgttrt.e“
Kuruvambale 1 4 1I,nsam d.Ienons explanation for the failure to' keep sIl)l ar o
accounts. T 11103{, rocee glgs.wore received in my office during Christ p 1csi1'x(111w'a ;
when I ya C()]]bcl { engaged with the preparation of the annual jar bmi:ls' recounts
- ctor wanted to begin jamabandi immediately ift?? tilllr(la l(;lurcotlx“:ft:

> hiristn

holidays. Mr Twigyg commenced the jamabandi in 0 92
.. g com ¢ jamaband d week of Janua y 8
and I was moving with him constantlJy in .tl::a ;z:luﬁlet?ﬁc 7Itlh ];‘e(;)ruiry 1893 : (): :

3. I

the 26th January 1892 I replied i
. 7 1695 1 rep ied in my report No. 95 .
fo o e L R ey i e
re arec(ii)aln o L 1?,10’ that “ none of my village Osﬂ' }‘()lceedmgs, dated
Lo“lr) tl gsan.x-wlar accounts ” for the reasons given therein Ilcm s wero ablo to
ans’,werl(}}liki)’eut:l ds'ettlement Officer now reports to the B.oa dcallm()t understund
Spocial S:ttl rocee 1(1)15{8 of 19th December 1891, No. 1810 I'I that I refused to
of Kuruvam(ll)zll(:rﬁ axtxill:;;ll tl:al()lfego Pmigicular mention of the fz:;lulll'loyofr 3)12'\}%12;3
1 : are gsamwar ace . "
pointed out generally in my report No. 95, dated 26 Ty T, Foer i one of
Special Settlemen{O&iu was able to prepare Desamwar ch {tv}’mt\\(;mnctlo
balem amsam I sub _t0e(11' again wanted information about th 1\(]“;1“ > Vhen tho
of which forms Ap r;lrl“;e ’IGO him my report, dated 29th April(isgglONn Ofl{)\;g avary
list of Railway lall‘gs l‘en:l' . dl))] giving tho necessary information, AO' ~ Eco&%
No. 2135, dated 30th Jgn:xr:ry 1%53618 ccial Scttloment Officor i hifs Progoedings
y 1 beg to state tl T 28y
i Sy et e (o' b s 5
Ter R . 8 cler who was in cha ‘ere returnc
?vli?l{l’}(l)zv gfliy:gl)t;fgfe sutbnzilssxgn to the Special Setﬁfm(fn: ]8?1(;(18?8 t,llli'ouglii:tl;
RN : o the Special Settlement Offic CT. 1650
with my report No. 1110 [copy of which forms Appen (i;;r}(oln\(ﬂl& )2]2nd June 1892

22. Case No. 20.—In this
vr L » <U— case the charge i
o e ge 18 that I ol
cggj?;?:slgc}”’ n£5380tﬁ?0 l;;gllt the Revenue accounts a303?222$£?ldi1f}£ S(;‘tlt’]cr%crr::
referred to are not with ;’ca ara;fle(} (;c? :::)t(ictober 11890. The Donrd's lggoccidings
Off . . now what ac el ittle

icer alludes to in his report. I believe they are tlcx(émllIthtl}ilgisggﬁg}osztct&?:tnst

If this b o
is be correct, I beg to state, that the accounts were sot right so early as October
)

last and my explanation, dated

Collector (c 1on, date 24th M.arch 1892, No. 2: i

beg to inv(itzps{t t%fn g(l)lrllcilo f&r.ms Appendix XX, with one er:l(():,lo:;vua:e)subln:gctglgctt(;utllll;

weao fhrown in my way b ugs report wherein I havo clearly shown what difficultics

discredit the Re 'enuey Dett ement subordinates and how they were trying to

romatks of the SEb-Co]la tmmlstratmq. In this connection I l?;«r to u())te “the

taluk for fasli 1301, semmedone s Lvigg—who did tho annual javmabandi of this

declared by the S e,c'e#lzaSr nl]g the state of village and taluk accounts which were

as follows :y—“ Am{;am1 ?zccozt:t: ,rqnefzrelft'agfi ccrl‘floe lf;g incotr roct . Twigg’ls rcmilzrks o

& Yo counts.

}'(e‘gz)c:r/il: d_(S)}:lov;'h that much pains have bcen taken.” gensrally e extccegf:etrl&

gl t o whole, the condition of the taluk and village accounts was
y good and the taluk scems to be in excellent order.” The abovo remarks-
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were made on completion of jamabandi in February last after a careful scrutiny of

these accounts for 18 days.

93. Case No. 21.—In this ¢
Special Settlement Officer’s instructions t
I thus caused obstruction to Settlement.

17th March 1891, that the Special Settlem

Karnams to prepare Desamwar accounts from their Amsamwar accounts and these
e officials on the 18th May 1891. As

ase thie charge is that I deliberately disobeyed the
o have the Desamwar accounts opened and
It was in his Proceedings, No. 1961, dated

instructions were communicated to the villag
grom March to October 1891 as also the-

Settlement operations were in full swing y .
h of modan and gingelly cultivation, the

Survey sub-division work and the pymas !
the preparatlon of Desamwar accounts up to

81enons had hardly any time to spare to :
that date. When these works were closed the preparation of annual jamabandi
accounts commenced, which lasted till the first week of February last. Inthe mean-
while. the Revenue collection had also to be attended to, earlier in 1891 as the

: : ous fasli was suspended owing to scarcity.

collection of a portion of revenue of the prevl

di

accounts till the end of 1891, and I th ugh! )
necessity to take this work in hand as the Menon’s time was fuﬂy occupied other-

wise. There were also other causes that stood in the way of preparing the Desamwar
counts should be prepared from Amsam-.

accounts.. Beyond stating that Desamwar acco 1 :
war accounts the Special Settlement Officer did not specify the particular acczounts
he wished to be so dcalt with. On the 19th Qecember 1891, wh_en the Special Settle-
ment Officer asked me, for the first time, in his Pro_ceedmgs No. 1810 [copy of which
forms Appendix XIX. (a)] how many village officials prepared Desamwar accounts,
I replied him in my report No. 95/Cand D, dated 21st January 1892 [clopy of which
forms Appendix I (¢) to this report], that * none of my Menons was able to prepare
Desamwar accounts ” firstly because they had no time to gttend to it and sccondly
that no clear instructions were s <sued as to theaccounts which required to be written
Desamwar. In reply the Special Settlement Officer, in_his Proceedings, No. 2417,
dated 29th February 1892 [copy of which forms Appendix XXI. (a)), informed me
that what he wanted was that ‘a certified copy of all the Revenue accounts for
the fasli written up Desamwar,” without further delay: As several accounts were
maintained in the amsams which could not be of the slightest use to the Settlement
Department and as the preparation of all these accounts would cost much time,
labour, and stationery, I thought it better to submit a complete list of al.l the Be\{enue
accounts kept in the amsams to the Special Settlement Officer and to request him to
mark those that were actually required to be written Desamwar. This hsft I sub-
mitted with my report, No. 320/C and D, dated 6th March 1892 [copy of which
d the Special Sett

forms Appendix XX (8)]. ~ Ithen receive ) or's Pre
ings N£p2598, dated 22nd March 1892 [copy of which forms Ap endix XXI. (¢)]
ivin I brought to the notice of the 1v1sxpna1 Officer

ial Settlement Officer

uired particulars.

all the correspondence that passed bet
regarding the reparation of Desamwar

di o. 423-R/G1., dated 25th A )
§'II({)CI?‘3(¢; )ngiz’ which I Waé aslzed to intorm the Special Settlement Officer that prepara-

” Al
> Desamwar accounts ‘ by the resent staff would occupy some months. he
ﬁg:r?l wi(lalsbe thus pleased to&ee that I did not deliberately disobey the Special

i tion of Desamwar accounts was not

Settlement Officer’s instructions and the preparation : 0
roceeded with simply owing to causes over which I had 1o control. dIn this
connection I respectfully beg to draw the special a:ct.tentlc.)n (I)’félt%e :3‘1*;11' kto the,
: joni fact. The Settlement operd ions in Palgha uk were
following significant 57 Ced. t up to date the Desamwar

i k and ye
completed before they were extended to this tall y
acco?mts of the following village accounts, which I have been asked to prepare for

this taluk, have not yet been prepared and gurnished by the Palghat Ta sildar :~—

1. Pattaprathi.
5. Nilam.register.
3. Cowle lands.
4, Railway lands.

ween me and_the Spec .
accounts, and in reply 1 received Collector’s

pril 1892 (copy of which forms Appendix

5. Fugitive cultivation.

6. Escheat lands.

7. Lands paying quit-rent,
8 Inam lands. -

ent Officer first asked me to instruct b

Further, the Special Settlement Officer did not ask me for any of the Desamwar -
crefore thought that there was no pressing

lement Officer’s Proceed-
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vide his letter No. 5276, dated 4th July 1892 [copy of which forms A ix X
(¢))- 1f the Settlement operations of galghat[falg could have suﬁeref()lpirtl)dg)sﬁfc[-
tion by the npn-preparation of Desamwar_accounts, I do not know, I respectfull

beg to submit, what special circumstances existed in this taluk which obstructe%rl
the Settlement work for want of these accounts. These accounts are, 1 beg to
, submit, too numerous and some of them are very bulky that they could not be

prepared Desamwar without much time and labour.

. R4 Case No. 22.—In this case the charge is that I spoke disres ectfully and
disparagingly of the Special Settlement Ofticer, his subordinates, and the Settlement
operations both publicly and habitually. This charge is stated to be founded only
on hearsay evidence. I deny the charge in fofo. 1 am not responsible, 1 beg tC,
submit, for what others stated. In this connection I beg to state for the informa?ioﬁ
of the Board the following fact. No sooner the Special Settlement Officer submitted
his report accusing me of the above charges (the rcport was dated from Cherpal-
E:heri—the head-quarter of my Deputy Tahsildar) than the Scttlement Supervisor,
in whose handwriting a portion of the report was written, began to spread the news
in mv taluk and he publicly stated that I was roing to be reduced as a Taluk
Sheristadar. Heaging thisncwsa pensioned first-class Sub-Judge wrote me a letter
containing the above information. I could, if ordered, submit this letter and other
evidence to prove how I used to be reviled by Settlement subordinates, but I do
not wish to take up the most valuablo time of the Board with such silly things. I
mention the fact simply to show that I, instead of sinning in this respect, have been
much sinned against. These facts will, T humbly trust, convince the Board how

facts were distorted with a view to put me in the wrong.

95. With reference to the remarks made in para. 27 of the Special Scttloment
Officer’s report, wherein I was accused of having obstructed the progress of Settle-
ment opcrations by granting long leave to permanent Menons, by appointing acting
Menons who were unable to give the nccessary informations, by frequently changing
the acting Menons, by pcrmittin the Menons to appoint tﬁ,oir private clerks as
their substitutes to assist tho C assifiers, by declining to grant leave to Menons
who were really sick and unablo to dé any work, and by delaying to appoint acting
Menons when permanent Menons were unable to attend to Settlement work, &c.,
I beg to state that the charge being of a very sweeping nature, I am unable to meet
it adequately and I can only ghow to the Board in & general way that I never did
anything of the kind. The Board will kindly observe from Appendix 1L (r) to my
report that I, instead of granting long leave to permanent Menons, insisted upon
such of them as were on leave so carly as June 1891 to return to duty at once to
assist Settloment operations and threatened them with dismissal in caso of failure:
Appendix XXIIL (a), which is copy of a letter I addressed to the Supervisor, will; L
trust, convince the Board that I was not guilty of the charge of which I was accuscd.
In this letter I asked the Supervisor to furnish me with a list of villages where the
Settlement Party was working so that I might dispose of leave applications of thoso
amsam officials, From this it will be clear that I did not want to grant leave to
the village officials in whose villages Scttlement work was going on: Appendix
XXIII (2), which is also copy of another letter I addressed the Supervisor in
which I requested him to let mo have a list of the amsams in which the Settlement
work was completed and also of the amsams in which it was progressing s0 that
I might decide whether memoranda should or should not be given to the Karnam
when they were summoned by me for Revenue work. I was obliged to address
thisletter to the Supervisor as I was com letely kept in the dark as to the places where
"the scttlement work was going onand I iad therefore constantly to askthe Supervisor
jfor list of amsams where his party was working. These facts, I respectfully beg to
| submit, cannot fail to convince the Board how I was harassed by the Scttlement
| subord_nates and what difficulty I had to administer one of the admittedly most
troublesome taluks in this district. Iam not competent either to grantlcave to village

officials for more than & fortnight or to appoint substitutes. Both have to be done,

as the Board is aware, by the Divisional Officer. 1f the S ocial Scttlement Officer

Liad given specific instances wherein I did all that he said I had done, I should
have been a{ile to disprove them completely by facts. But as he had not chosen to
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do it, I could only deny what he alleged against me. Indeed, the Special Settle-
ment Officer, in his Proceedings, No. 250, dated 11th May 1892, made the following
remarks: ¢ The Tahsildar very properly refused the Menon’s application without the
production of a medical certificate.” Nowhere in his report to the Board does the
Special Settlement Officer make the slightest allusion to the motive which must
have actuated me to obstruct Settlement—a charge 80 persistently‘and vehemently
made. In one place he, however, states that ¢1 and my family are wggl@hly

officials

janmis of an adjacent talu ;) and it is our desire in common Yvith others,
and nou-officials, to obstruct Settlement as it will bring out ’ remarkable revela-
t T respectfully beg to

tions.” I admit that my family owns extensive property, bu

submit that I have no fear whatever that that fact would in any way affect my

aoffigial position or that Settlement would bring out any remarkable revelations,” \
as is imagined by the Special Qettlement Officer. It is all very easy to make
insinuations, but'l . beg permission to challenge my 8ccuser to produce an 10ta, of

evidence to show that I acted in other thankhonora%ble wg 8 g(l)lziiélegd gly}’ :ﬁrv’:ﬁg
. . . [v work was lavora
extending over twenty-one years. My e had ch honour to serve a:nd

Collectors and Divisional Officers under v{;h:}n Itlﬁav ok
: .d wi e good W
even Mr. Stuart himself noted with approbation g T lofter be wrote to

with the Wynaad Settlement when I was Tahsildar there.

: . : de the following
Mr. Winterbotham [lcopy of which forms Appendix X}%{llrlﬁgz;c};etﬁea gio dew(z)rk ple;’_

remarks: ¢ I take t \is opportunity of bringing to YC ) .
formed by the TahsildarpIMr. AnZnta Patt%r and {13 subordmatei‘fkr}?‘lnéggnlenct%g |
appended list during the time they were u\%der m orders.usgﬁ; Vi’l(:av; e new

. & 3 : _Wynaad was un v ¢ .
with the last jamabandi of the Malabar-WYy e Tand this requife 4 undivided

i cent Jamab
Settlement was introduced at the recen et D d have - duced me t0 change

4d from the very day I set my foot

attention both in and out of office hours.
front now and obstruct Settlement in Walawan
there, I can only leave the Board to find out. .

. . : hi humbly trust ‘will
96. Before closing this I beg to place certain. facts which, ly trust,
" convince the Board with whatbcontempt and .d1scourt§sy a%ﬂ:"i:ﬁ'{:“ﬁ?%il’% tlfl};:
. na . u g
Special Settlement Officer. e for the first time fo Ao e Wynaa " s

% d times before W . :
which he.had scen perhapsa thousand o e edings he ent to me [COPY of

remarks about my signature contained 10 10 1s observed that the hiero-

which forms Appendix XXIIIL. (d)]are a8 follows :— y Megible, If |

. . oo ; . : i 1l
glyphic scribble purporting to be the Tahsildar’s Slgni?f%fxglfisvﬁ ﬁe o Sign itin

e 1s unable to 'sign his name so that it can be rca : v b
' N : i ‘ble.” This,.I respectfully beg
future in his vernacular provided the latter is legt " trivia’l {hings Were made

i “fai i y d how mo
to submit, cannot fail to convince the Board h S Settlement pfﬁc or. Ina

subject of offensive remarks against me the Special

letter [copy of which forms Kppendix 'X%r(I.II. (e)] which the_Spqmigigﬁi(}gi
Officer wrote to my Divisional Officer and which the latter commu}ncta e
explanation, the following disparaging remarks were made agamns y

subordinates without any justification :—"* That the Tahsildar °f Walawandd aad
~ his subordinates should not have taken action whilst the boundary st(()in?s re(ﬁnat}(;
put down by the Survey Department were being ren}oved and useﬂ _Orreg eZtivé

UrpOSes, 6.9+ blocking up water-courses, only prove their unfitness _gr_ iml'me £ noxt
official position. It is undoubtedly true that many of the amsam 0 m{tts_ o he
to nothing of what is going on in their amsams, and it is equally cer fa;ge anrels
Tahsildar’s visits to spots off the main lines of roads are hll{:ngl%i?l 1O Govern r%; en{;

As long as this state of things is allowed to continue so :

o Jomg ey it i tae was 0t ML ooy T form
. . S anation | €0 _

evident,if 2 reference is kindly made to M™Y. exp ; Ipstrongly protested

_ ] . ; . 3 1 Officer.
Appendix XXIII (f)] submitted to the Dlvmonisio, fficer: ht, was nob m direct

acainst such remarks being made by an officer W. 1
gail JOROR : . Tals
official superior, 10 ignorance of facts and before making an¥) inquiry also took

. e : : Y ding me roceedmgs,instead of
objection to the Special Settlement Officer’s Se?)rde? 00 %969 [vide copy of my

memorandum as directed in Board’s ‘Standing

report forming Appendix XXIIL (g)). In most of his commumcatlon; ;no me as well

e
-

___,//
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-as to my Divisional Officer, the Speci ‘
pecial Settleme .
‘fzwsara‘.ntedthpersonal remarks of which I 223%?&?{3;‘1" gpsj; offensive and
Wiﬁ begnllga (f ttone of my replies I earnestly and respectfully b 1v1§10na1 Officer.
tC pleased to consider the violent language always used T og gt tho Board
{ ment Officer towards me. On one or two occasi ys used by the Special Settle-

asked his clerk to sign papers intended focrcalsligfls the Special Settlement Officer

e Of this- !
ggﬁ:lsﬁggrg.fﬁc‘fr [?JOP of my report forms Appendix XtIEIISIII z(ﬁnplzluncd to tho
Homont Oﬂi(lzna es had not been influenced by the attitude W.h(lch't " fS the Settle-

Ao 5 er assumed towards me from the very outset I a e Special Set-

would have misbhehaved himself either towa m sure that none of

: .« . N d <
. these trivial complaints would have been consigne(; tz I(I)ll‘)alior my subordinates and

vating close friendship with the local Revenue officials as fr::{)dn' Instond of culti-

| ment Manual, the Settlement Party commenced from the very

officials with positive contempt i first to ¢
and 1 reat Revenue
\ naturally resented. . oRpE EE their own subordinates and this was very

27. Several of the cases brought against me b
t .
?(f&'izs ?g})a;;e tg smz'Lll personal matte?s and matZ)rshgfsé);f;?énszttlﬁment Officer
respont f’ull (ta) 0 tcolmequndence and 1nte§'gretati0n of Settleméné1 CR as form of
obstracto dyth eg (i §ave it to Board to decide whether they could } 1_11es, and 1
% e real Settlement operations as was repeatedl Jveln any way
ettlement Officer. peatedly urged by the 5);)00&11

28. Copy of every correspend
pendence that passed be

%(i}“lﬁclzgfl;ﬁ& OCﬁiOlclerA twerfe from.the very commengement ggvgr(i?ixtltc?lli and tho' Sppcial
pcer and Col ec ork_rom. time to time so that they might kno olmy o ional
et instzn s WOI’I 1;)11{; n this taluk apd how I was harassed bW | tlw Sottle-
Sagle in. 001(1:3 st o amed for anything done by me either by it. Not n ono
the Settl ector, . 1ere were some delays in furnishine .y'my D1V}s10nal

ettlement Officers; but they arose pure 8 sertain informations to

. out of .
from pressure of other work in the taluk, buty I res(;)cgf:ﬁfl(i;blfg ortl(()l (Iln)’ coxlltrol and
g ony that these

delays™were ¢ deliberate ” as pointed out by the Special Settlement Of:
icer,

29. In conclusion I most res
pectfully beg to re
a cat
rggoi(()isa;o to obstruct Scttlement. On the contrar f)I dggaftlll hiavo not dono any
reco Warmll)ng.a‘tppendlce.s to this will prove to help tho prog o My powor as tho
ey vy g e il rdr s oy o o
at my taluk admini i . s. It was onl
certain orders to my sub01~dina},7tes to atterr?:in;?)tli'itlt:x?n did ot suffer ¢ sucd

A I ¢ hat I 1
slightest obstruction to the Settlement work., I havl((yitg%t ':Vlth a view to caus?iﬁ((l;
: n

for t - . .
o(%rC}llliialf::f %;z;:(;s (%a?’avi be((in\s; Tahsildar and have s}(r)r(z}(l:(()l }ir?%cl]‘s, Sfcrvlcc and
} ) , Calicut and Walawandd, givi 10 four taluks
BupeI'IOI‘S. I most humbly be fO . e ! gIVIng COmplete S&tisf&(}t.
, . tom
ereat misfortune that 1 was %‘ranrfpermmmon. to state here that i ton y
orred to this taluk 1t was only m
was startod and when the relatios erre aluk when the Settlem
) t )
Collector became strained. Witlrl1 :}fle:26131lzemaglgfr tho Scttloment Partyer‘i’itﬁ’g{‘e

my case in the hands of my superiors. eprosentations I leg to leave

APPENDIX 1V (/). 2

ProceepixGs of the Collector of Malabar, dated Karimala, 15t M )
5
Read the fOllOWing papers :— ! ay 1891.

Endorsement dated, 20th Apri

, pril 1801, of the Special Agsist
fzitionrgezsorigsepo}}(flﬁlﬁzzanéd r.(rl?.hsild}?r’s l'eport’ ff;:g?lnt4tclflli?f()tor’ %{a}&b&r’ forwnrding
COITe regar t i for B N O ©S N
P thzlAdhlkan and Menon of Pall?agmanim? ?LI;I;L%M of Classifier 1 Nagoba&li?fézfi?kt

roceedings, dated 17th March 1891, No. 1953 :
1 , No. y of th i :

tllxllli%coMaﬂabar, placing the Adhikari of Panamanr?aszlx);cml Assistant Collector, Nilgiris
nduct towards Classifier B, Ragoba Roa. *m under suspension for gross

down in the Secttle- @

-

" pot justified by any urgency, shows that he had some ulterior

R
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Report of the Cherpalcheri Deputy Tahsildar, dated 23rd March 1891, Ref. No. 202, and
other papers on the subject. '

The Special Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and Malabar, has, by .his Proceedings No. 1953,-
dated 17th March 1891, suspended the Adhikari of Panamanna amsam, Walawan4d taluk, ¢ for

ﬁose misconduct towards Classifier B. Nagoba Rao » and has at the same time called upon the

enon of the same amsam to show causo why he should not be geverely pun.ished for having
failed to give Classifier B. Nagoba Rao the pecessary assistance 1n the execution of his public

duties. .
- These Proceedings were passed on the report of the Classifier 'and in 'anticipation of inquiry.
Dut the inquiry which has been made, 88 desired by the Specml Assistant Collector, in the
resonce of the Classifier, shows that the report was entirely without foundation and wag therefore

Salse and malicious.

3. The facts of the case appear to be tha L .

Menon copying certain notices {:Ece one evening, lost his temper when theblMtznon s;ud hen.v;g;}cld
make the copics next morning, and addressed the Menon in a1t unwarranta 3 gn: (2 sup% l{t
The Adhikari took the Menon’s part and no doubt that a squabbie lc;usu.e ' }61 i r{la;t ;-;)I;gam
about entirely by the arrogance of the Classifier, who must remember 1o futuré

officials are certainly not his subordinates. itod by inquiry the con duct of the
4. Such being the circumstances of the case as eliclted y inquiry thé .

Classifier in not co%‘ltcnting himself with & report to -hisjm?;fgﬁzt?)(fﬁggg?r%v ';1}::1 Ii[]fgdcg}]t:l%f:;

but sending a copy of that report direct to the Special ASE object in view. E}lilﬁuy’h theﬁ?ilflity

that it was made on the 13th March, while on

d by thofact 0% ahsildar, who saw him ot Panamanna and

of the complaint is still further prove
fhicial, that he had no complaint to make

the 12th March the Classifier had assured the Deputy T
questioned him regarding the conduct of the amsam 0
against him.

. On the merits of the case theref%re t‘het e
must bo sot aside and the Adhikari must be reinstated. ! A
bound to observe that the order was iu :tgolf witra vires. ~ADY P%mpl“;nts v:t}u:gta:?i:ﬁ%ﬁ z%‘gg;:z
amsam officials will bo inquired into pron:lpt};y, but e'ﬂl:ﬁznllmm“ meny T4
of the district, wh i ted with jurisdiction oV . ] . )
will l{:e (;jlf;fci;xgic(t)eﬁrgf 1:1:’00}? compllain]ts are proved to bo true, but the Sum{fiﬁ?ié?n%ﬁa Siztgﬁl
ment Party should, after the present instancc, be warned that, if false comp !
be nooessary to protect amsam officials by

d by the S ecial Assistant Collector
ey IXZSEhe s};me tinlie the Acting Collector 18

instituting criminal proceedings.

. . DUMMERGUE,
signed) T W B DO Collactor.

To the Special Assistant Collector, Malabar and Nilgiris. _ ]
’ alabar. _ =

” »
(True Copy-)
wanéd for information and guidanoe.

igned J. K. BATTEN,
(Slgnzc)tin g Special Assistant Collector.

Forwarded to the Tahsildar of Wala

6t May 1891

———

APPENDIX IV (A).

S, ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsilder of Wala
Collector, dated 8th October 1891, Ref. on C. No. 2128 C.&D. 1o gubmitted ¢
\ i 1ot : 1 Sept last, copy of which was already submitted to
gy st No. 1230 00 0 R e 2 stony the S0 Solorn. vllago
Yv? usw(iown Zertain 1;rocedure for my guidance whenever com_glamts are ux‘ﬁf 1; ai;gers t gI
Ofgcia.ls by Settlement Officers. As instructions for m};o glfn ax}c}? ((lm wisth o ordors on he
believe, emanate from my dircct superiors, -1 req}mst to be u:xge;ﬁ ed b you sefor to mo for
s(l)ﬂl)?eot; T have considerable doubts as to the Specml .Settlemcn_ ; c‘?ﬁ; I;  icers and to direct
ianxh:y' and report complaints by Settlement sgbl?rdlnélzzsh‘iﬁaiﬁzte:a o fg to my superiors. ,
to submit m recommendation for their punis men . .
- ;m}. al:;o ng to request that tho Special Scttlc_ament Ofﬁc%r tmtsltly;oll)le ﬁdge?fﬁﬁtglgeggl
that in fature his communications may be sent not d;f ?gg‘;‘;’sn;e u gn my

: i n 0] A L ,
s0 that; they may bo m‘: 2321%;23 {)0 i(})lr;n S;};g;;los“;ttlg)ment Officer of directly communicating with
me. The procedure 5 L Y iont as I am driven to the necessity of troubling you

me on such matters 18 found very inconven

Trom M.R.Ry.

t the Classifier most unreasonably insisted on the’

There is no doubt that punishment

wanid, to the Special Assistant

bout them and issue instructions to -

e

A AT T
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now and .then with references whenever I find occasion to di '
views. All th@s can be avoided if the Special Settlement Oi(i)it(zlelf f: :;‘1(;)“31 :he Setﬂen.lent Officer’s
you and not direct to me except on matters routine. ec to communicate through

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanad, to the O .
- (through the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar) dute ) \% ollector of Malabar
"1892, Ref. on C. No. 1287 C.&D. - ’ alawandd, 29th July

In returning herewith the papers forwarded with your foot- n :
July 1892, on copy of Revenue Board’s Proceedings, Reference 01;l (():‘f:ng'g.l i\]% C.&D., dated 5th
June 1892, I beg to submit this my explanation regarding the non-prepamti(;: 3?47, r’?ated 25th

of certain stat®d

" yents required by the Special Qottlement Officer in his lettor No. 1591, dated 20th N .
’ ovember

1891, copy of which was forwarded to me for compliance.

9. Out of 15 statements required by the Special Settlemen .

with my report No. 9554, dated 29th February 1892, and promgsgl{ﬁtec? I‘r;elndﬂ ‘Zl%bmltted to him 9

viz., Nos. 11, 12 and 15, in due course. In this report, I also stated that more staterents,

submitted to the Collector regarding the other statements, viz, 1, 2 and 7 % separate arzi was

Collector, dated 29th Tebruary 1892, Ref. on C. No. 2554 C.&D., para. 3 1 e:? 1“33’ report to the

ments Nos. 1and 2 could not be preparcd as no desamwar accounts were mali)niﬁgdth&tdstgﬁe-
and at

statement No. 7 could only be prepared from huzur, as necessary materials did not exist in th
St 1n the .

taluk. The Special Settlement Officer’s present complaint, so far as i

that, I so ambiguously worded my repoft No. 2554, dated 29th Feﬁrzzﬁ;erfssgglel ﬁseems to be
snduced to think that my inability to farnish him with statements Nos. 1,2 and 7 V;ra ﬂg he was
not having the necessary records and that these records were in the O’Ollector’s o fﬁs ue ]tlo my
my inability to furnish statements Nos. 1 and 2 was really due to the taluk accounts ?’ t“il ereas
‘peen prepared desamwar &S directed by him, and so I worded my report ambi u% lavmg
respectfully beg to state that report No. 2654 C.&D., dated 29th February 1892 gwﬁgs{g - 1
said to have been ambiguously worded, was prepared and submitted to the Speci’al’ Setltbl ot
Officer by my cheristadar, while I was absent in Calicut to attend the Taluk Dcard Meet'ement
‘the 20th February last. The omission to prepare desamwar accounts formed a se amtl: g on
_against me in the report of the Special Sottlement Officer to the Board of Revenus, guted ;&sﬁ

_April 1892, No. 61, and I explained that omission in my report No. 1102 C.&D., dated 20th

July 1892.

3. In addition to that explanation, I beg to state a few facts which I humbly trust will
clearly show that sufficient materials do not exist in the taluk to prepare statements 1 and 2
No, 1 is the desamwar statement showing the ared of Goovernment, inam and. poramboke In
$his district, there s no Tegister of poramboke maintained. As regards the overnment and
inam lands, there are two registers * maintained
in the taluk which purport to give, among other
information, the extent of each item of Permanently-assessed wet and garden lands respectively ;
but on carefully examining these registers, I found the columns headed ¢ Desam and extenty s
omitted against innumerable items of lands pymashed in early times in soveral amsams, and so
these registers proved . practically useless for preparing statement No. 1. I then turned to the
Pattaya Prathi book kept for each amsam. These books have been so prepared that it is found
impracticable to collect the necessary information for the preparation of statement No. 1, except
at enormous expenditure of labour and time. There are 64 books of Pattaya Prathi eagh

¢ Nilam register, Paramba register.

containing 600 to 700 pages relating to 98,994 items of lands, lying in 318 different :
T earnestly beg that a reference be made to 8 Pattaya Prathi book, so that some Ii‘ceiléa, iﬁ:;ni: A

formed as-to the extent of diffculty of preparinig statement No. 1 from it. No. 2 is the state-
ment showing desamwar pepulation, houses, cattle, pattas and ryots.* The census of 1881 was
not taken desamwar. The census of 1891 was 'Ciﬂ.{en desamwar, but its result has not yet been
communicated to the taluk. At present, there is no record in the taluk to give desamwar
population. The census of cattle was never taken desamwar at any time, and unless a fres
census is now ordered, desamwar particulars of cattle cannot be obtained. Pattas were issued
only amsamwar and they sould mot be split desamwar. At present, a patta comprises all the
lands, owned by & single individual, lying in an amsam, without any reference to desam in
“which the lands lie. These were the reasons for my stating that statements Nos. 1 and 2 could
"ot be prepared in the taluk. There are materials only for preparing desamwar statements of
houses and ryots. ‘ -
. 4. As reg{u‘ds the non.prepa,ra,tion of stator_nents Nos. 11, 12 and 15, 1 respéctfully beg to
state that the clerk who was entrusted with their greparation, through an oversight, delayed it
. and, no reminders having been received from the Special Settlement Officer, the matter Was lost
_sight of till now. 1 veatly regrot the delay: he statements Nos. 11, 12 and 15 were
‘subwitted on the 25th July 1892. , 4 o }
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5. No instructions were issued to prepare desamwar accounts as su ested by the S ecial
%ettlement Officer in his letter No. 143 g&., dated 18th September 189g()g. In ci);oular (I))rder,
ef. on C. No. 6811 R., dated December 1890, sssued from huzur, Tahsildars were required only
to see that all fasliwar charges were entered in the Pattaya Prathi against each item of land, that
pymash numbers were eptered in the Pattaya Prathi, and that nilam and paramba registers were
kept correctly. These instructions, which were roceived during my predecessor’s time, appear to

have been carried out as far as possible. I was transferred to this taluk only in April 1891.

Fto‘m J. K. BATTEN, Esq., Acting Special Assistant Coneétor of Malabar, to the Collector
: of Malabar, dated Mé&lspuram, 11th August 1892, Ref. on No. 873 C.&D.

T have the honour to forward the explanations of the Walawanéd Tahsildar, Ref. on No.

1102 C.&D. and. Ref. on C. No. 1237 C.&D., both dated 29th July 1892, called for in your
endorsements 3063 R-92, dated 14th June 1892, and No. 726 C.&D., dated 5th J uly 1892.

There are certain papers referred to by the Tahsildar as having been sent to me for orders,
without orders having been passed. I have the honour to state that all such papers, a8 well as
those referred to by t%xe Special Settlement Officer in his letter to the Board No. 161, dated
3uth April 1892, as having been sent by me to the Collector for orders, have been referred by me
from time to time to the Collector for orders. 1f necessary I can state the numbers and dates of
my references to the Collector. '

3. The Special Settlement Officer makes cortain remarks reg
of his letter to the Board, No. 161, dated 30th April 1892. He state :
myself to be effaced” and that he presumes that in forwarding his o_ompla.mts against the
Tahsildar to the Collector, instead of dealing with them myself, I was actin ;

ue’s instructions. 1le continues: “If Mr. Batten is not acting under 8ny instructions, he.

! : A g octi tion to promote the public
s apparently afraid of the Tahsildar and too timid to take eflective a(’i ldid, B‘ﬂPa’ matter of fact,

~interests.” I tf i the marks.
8 respectfully beg to take exception to these remar o oaxd such papers fo him ;

receive instructions, both written and verbal, from Mr. Dumergue
but as the oharges were so serious that I could not, if [ considered i
adequately dealt with the Tahsildar’s conduct, I ghould have in apy ©ase referred them ior
the decision of the Collector. The Special Set tToment Officer’s suggestion that 1 may have been
afraid of the Tahsildar is, I respectfully beg to submit, most unoalled for and inyuriote-

them established, ave myself

-

From A. E CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq, 8 coinl Assistant Collector, Nilgh'is and

Malabar, to the Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 13th May 1891, No-

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of copy of your Proceedings, No. 399 R,

dated 8th May 1891, and to thank yoﬁ for directir?g the amsam officials to ren er the Se{:}tlex;lﬁn:
officials all the necessary assistance as prescribed in the Settlement Manual. If they obey tha
hom by this department.

direction, nothing more is expected or required of t

9. As obsorved by you, there is not the slightest necessit for the appoin
Monons in the Wa,la.w):n{,éd taluk, and the entmgta,inment of s‘z:.oh men is not approved of by the
Board of Revenue. I am ata loss to understand why the present Tghsildar of
should have recommended the employment of theso men, for on & suggestion of ¢
made to me by him, I pointed out that there was no necossity for the &
An extract from my Proceedings, No. 162 dated 21st April {891, containin
subject is appended for your information. = -

, :stor for 175 acres—wot and

" 3. Tach Classifier is required to classify and write up his reg and
dry—daily. Taking 24 da,y:1 as the number g} :;r(l)rking dayrs) in an ordinary month, each Classifier
ald complete some 4,200 acres in a month. There »re few amsams of greater eyftent. Conse-
quently, provided the amsam officials give the requisite aid, each set of amsam officials wmﬁlrd no}:
be required to assist the Classifier for more than a month. As the Classifiors have to g0 t milg
every field, the Amsam Menons would be afforded the opportun_ity of becoming thoroughly
acquainted with the existing conditions of their amsams, with which many. of them appfear to
be inadoquately familar. ~Aloreover, some of these officials do not live within the limits of their
jurisdiction—8a course which I believe is opposed to explicit orders on the subject.
4. T am not aware that the Classifiers have taken 81Y undue advantai i
cen issued frequently

o of their position or
h than legiti i : ot instructions have
ave demanded more than legitimate assistance. Stric sy of the Do fors, L should bo

on the subject, and if any suoh case were established 28 "

_gflad to punish’ them severely. I am again issuing strict otrders on the 1s(lllb ?gti 1;n<;. 1:1232&11(11}1)6 gl‘?g

if on recei int i dinates you wou e Wi
receipt of mmglmn s against any of my gubor s g;ken. T may stato that Lhave boen

particulars, so that the necessary inquiries and action may 92
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8. T append (marked B, C and D) copies of papers submi '

which are most suggestive. In B, da.t)ed ;)tk Sepgmfher 189?1?}(133 E{ tho Menon to the Classifier
that he had been directed by the Tabsildar to be present at the taluk X

amsam ?;ccounts “ before the 31st August,” that he was therefore going th Out‘?herry with all the
instant a.n('i that he would return for Settlement work on the 9th 1gd ore to-x_non-ow the 8th
the Menon disobeyed the Tahsildar’s order, if he ever received such (;IT y t_On h}E own showin
taluk cutcherry *before the 31st August » and it is not apparent how hies0 18, bim to go to the
his absence on the 8th and 9th September. s disobedience justified

9. In Appendix D, dated 4th September 1891, the Menon ' ‘
reason he failed to do Settlement work on the whole of the lstrgg?ir?;ldt% tho Classifier that tho
he was in attendance on the Tahsildar on those days, admittedly without hep’gember was because
It is significant that the Tahsildar makes no mention of this in his expl‘;‘l’ll:éoobta}ried leave.
n.' He merely

observes that he visited the village on the 1st September. The Menon also admits that b
8 that he went G

to the taluk cutcherry on the 8th and 9th September, and, as his ex :

to the Classifier. This appendix is notepworthy. It’ contains c::;}A&piﬁdufPC was f‘frm.Shed

No. 3513, dated 24th April 1891, in which the village offcials, to whowm it i sddeca g o 8, 2r0eF

those of Arakkuparamba), are directed to take all their accounts to the taluk re:s;lad (111‘(31}1d1ng

month following each quarter” and this is explained by the instruction th;’cu tch orry i the

submitted *in the months of October, January, April and July.” It is manifest th ‘éy should be .
should have proceeded to the taluk outcherry with his accounts for the quarter end.ia t‘lll is Monon

during July 1891 and for the quarter ending September 1891 in the month of ‘(‘)gto]l;ne 1891

This order was therefore no excuse for the Menon to leave his Settlement work fc tﬁr 1891
cutqherry on the 8th and ch September 1891, Moreover, if there was no other (())rd e taluk

subject the Menon’s excuse in Appendix B that he had been directed to go to the talu]i erto}? the

before the 3lst August was untrue. He should have gone before 3Ist July 1891 cu ':heny

accounts for the quarter ending 30th June 1891 or not until October with his aeoountmf bis

quarter ending 30th Sep.tex.nbey 1891. His going in September was not authorised by th s Jor the

which he submitted as his justification. As the Settlement work in his amsam did no)iz bee _reeorqs

1st August 1891, the Menon’s failure to maintain his revenue acoounts cannot be att }g)lli lcintll

Settlement work—the usual excuse urged by the Tahsildar and his subordinates. mibuted to

10. The second order of the Tahsildar contained in Appendix C is the best .
Tahsildar’s general remarks regarding Settlement work having obstrueted teife Zifﬁizgonag the
work. As Settlement operations affect every item of land in an amsam it is diffioult tg’ see 151?3,

Menons engaged in Settlement duty are prevented from doing their own work. ‘I'heir presence

with the Classifiers enables them to acquire a much more intimate knowledge i

than many of them ever possessed before. In the second order referred to, thg T(;fhl;?l?;ra:ﬁ)stqms .
that certain accounts for fasli 1300 (which expired on 30th June 1891) had not been writtenmesl
even on 3rd August 1891—the date of the order. As Settlement operations in Walawanad talulg
only commenced during the last few weeks of fasli 1300, even the Tahsildar of that taluk wlill
find it diffcult to adduce sound reasons to support his gaseous asseverations, .

11. So far as the Menon is concerned it is conclusively established that he wa i
having obtained the requisite memoranda from the Classifier on the 6th and 13:}1&283;?1;" ltho;tlt
of the 1st and 2nd September, and the whole of the 8th and 9th September. On none of’ %)1;1 8
oocasions did he obtain the requisite memoranda from the Subordinate Revenue ofﬁcials—-'f}ie
Tahsildar and Revenue Inspector—to whom he says he went. Ifhe was called away, as all de
on the 6th August by the Rovenue Inspector he should have obtained the memorandu’m'fro Og;c‘l; ’
Classifier and a similar memorandum from the Revenue Inspector. On the 13th he did n o ]?
saying he had stomach-ache.” Tbis may or may not have been the case. - On part o;votll'l,
1st and 2nd September, he says, he was attending the Tahsildar and admits he di(f noi Obt on
the Classifier’s permission. He received no memorandum from the Tahsildar. On the Stoh aucll
9th September 1891, he went, he says, to the taluk cutcherry on the alleged ground that h ind
been ordered by the Tahsildar to go there before the 31st August, though no such ordeg wa
produced and the Tahsildar fumis%ed him with no memorandum ; the only order produced ?3
Justifioation of his absence shows that he ought to have gone either before the g)nd of July .
preceding or not uatil October. - ‘ 7
12. Asregards the Revenue Inspector he failed to give the Menon t isi
on the 6th August if, in fact, the Mgnon was with him on that day. he requisite memoragdum
13. As regards the Tahsildar the following facts demand notice :—

(1) Without authority he removed the Menon from 1st September 1891 from the Classifier
between the hours of 6 and 10 o’clock A.u. and thereby {obstructed the progress of the Sttlement. -
- (?) He failed to obey the instructions issued to him in respect of granting memoranda
to village officials whom he took off Settlement work not only on lst and 2nd September and

succeeding days from 6 o’clock to 10 o’clock but also on the 8th and 9th September.
(3) His excuses for his action are both untenable and one is absolutely untrue.
. -(4) His general remarks are opposed to the facts as proved by his own orders to certain
village officials and to the nature of Settlement and ordinary amsam work respectively.

i
i

enon informed the Classifier - .

T
" From MRRy. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tabsilda

" attend to his revenue work from 6 to 10 a.M. from 1st Septen

. intcrests and to save myself from being bldmed by 1y superiors,

ywork on Sundays and other authorised holidays.

Boarp oF Revexve (Lanp REVENU};), 14tn Decemper 1892, No. 717. 89

"~

14. For his absence from Settlement duties on the 6th August and 8th and 9th September,
I have fined the Menon Re. 1. On none of these dates had he permission to leave the Classifier
and for none of these dates has he produced any memoranda showing when he was permitted to
resume his Settlement duties by the Subordinate Revenue officials to whom he says he went.
Of his absence on the 13th August, when he says he was suffering from stomach-ache, I have

taken no notice. For his absence on parts of the lst and 2nd September without leave and for

his absence from Settlement work on succeeding days from 6 to 10 o’clock .M., the responsibility
d enough to deal with. I shall be obliged

rests with the.thhsildar whom I must ask you to be goo
by your furnishing me with a copy of your order in respect of him at your carly convenience for
the information of the Board of RRevenue, l

S ———

r of Walawanid Taluk, to the Speeial

Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 10th November

-1591, Ref. on C. No. 2371 C.&D.

ur Proceedings, No. 1486, dated 7th instant, and, in reply,
d instructions to the Arakkuparamba Amsam Menou to
1ber last, as I found on that day,

when I visited the village, that the jamabandi accounts of fugitive eultivation for current fasli
the ordinary amsam work

were not ready, as they should have been, for my inspection and that

was not attended to on account of the Classifier insisting on the Menon to do the Settlement work
from six in the morning to six in the evening to the exclusion of all other works. As such a
state of things, if allowed to continue, could not but seriously interfere with the revenue adminis-

tration of this taluk, for which I am primarily responsible, I deemed it necessary, in the public
to issue an order to the Menon

that he should devote a portion of his time, Joast inconvenient to Settlement wqu, for his legitimate
ordinary duties. If fugitive cultivation is not inspected when the crop is on the land, their
pymash and azmash become very difficult and both Government and ryots mte_rests suffer. 'In
soveral amsams where Settlemént work is in progress, these works are now sadly in arrears owing
to the Menons’ services not being available and the progress of revenue collection 18 also affected
by the same cause. I have asked my Divisional Officer to devise in consultation with you some
plan by which, the settlement, the survey, and the revenue works I rried on without
Erejudice to any of them. I am supposed to complete all jamabandi accounts for current fasli

efore the end of this month, but this year through absence of Menons on settlement and survey
works, this work is thrown back considorably. - The Adhikaris cannot be made responsible for
account works and their time being wholly taken up by collection of revenue, they cannot also
be made available for amsam account works, even if it is permissible. Turther the Adhikaris
are, as & rule, not possessed of much capacity for writing and account works. S

I beg to acknowledge receipt of yo
to state that it is quite true that I issue

S,
REesPECTED SIR, - . : _

Tlerewith I beg to submit, in original, for your information, a diary kept by the Menon of
Arakkuparamba amsam who was lutely fined by the Special Settlement Officer for qllcged neglect
of duty, showing the dates on which 1}1'9 (the Menon) was engaged with the Classifier on Settle-
ment work. The entries in the diary were initialled by the Classifier and he could not therefore

now repudiate their correctness. 'L'his diary will, I ‘trust, completely demolish Mr. Stuart’s
‘ statement, mado in his letter * to Mr. DBatten,

* Tonow with the Gollector dated 12th November 1891, No. 1546, that the
t and September last. Further the diary will
s assertion that the Menon did no Settlement .
Except for 3 days in September the Menon

sworked with the Classifier on all holidays, If I am now to make an official 1;2)011: to you,
enon in the

through Divisional Officer, refuting Mr. Stuart’s allegations made against the C

letter above quoted, it is more than likely that Mr. Stuart will come to know of the existence of

this crushing evidence and may therefore wisely refrain from reporting to the Board of Revenue
kward position. If Iam

ing himsclf in an aw :
ect, I request that the diary may be returned with

Menon worked only 41 out of 61 days in Augus
conclusively prove the very contrary of Mr. Stuart’

‘as he has threatened to do and thus save plact

‘required to make an official report on this subj
Mcr. Stuart’s letter and its enclosures, _ 4
’ I beg to remain, .

Respected Sir,

h . Your most obedient gervant, .
PERINTALAMANNA, (Signed) 8. ANANTA PATTAR,
4th December 1891, _ ‘ ‘ 03 Tahsxldari
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inundated with complaints against the village officials for faili
 the fail

‘11?:2{, ‘t}ﬁel)nsoztgfc;‘n‘{exlxt M.ix.lnu » whigh is published under the ;I;(ll]egrst (;1(113 : l?;lt they are required to
1the ¥i1 g0 of ;::; 8 w(11 s ;)nIly attend to the duties therein specified, m y borétiy of Goyernment,
causo for oo gir int, gn tl p find any of the latter endeavouring to eytstl,il ordinates will have no
have had the eagelstma e'blutleg’ they will be punished. T may addgfor © vitago offcials to do
ity hae ‘boon m:?ioslm e difficulty in getting correct figures for se{:uﬂ mermat.mn that I
officials concerned. M ny ‘fmt‘;lsed by the apathy or ignorance and 'mcomm o and this
the sun, and when ro ary ((}) ese persons do not appear to be accustomed }t)etence 9 the villago
thore is & tendenc q‘:lge to perform it are ever ready to prefer gron dlo pord daily work in
Their accounts arz :f:en ‘lalgjl?(z'lte:sfl;o Iixllle Sub: rdl:im{f Kevenue Ofﬁcigls tg Vf::vcomtpla]? iy
. correct and have not unfavorably.
gﬁtﬁ% w;al:iele:s. Imtru§t, therefore, that you will :§:np§r§gliltougced by Government tolge
Sonplinis gt oy Clawiors ety Eovo e oy et G e s
relates to Ayakkat in the Palghat taluk amis t zt (}z’om at has been preferred t Opto the ov'%
. laint is bej o my knowledge
!fu(}lc::gegl 1}’;9 {tri;oseﬁgr;ed one of my Classifiers for I}aleif)ingb?ilggdithqroughly mvestigategd.
. ment are alvga 8 \giewedeon'“lfted" Ae you are awure the operations Ofaﬁfs ettlomant D ond
thomselves fre({uently inf;:a;teddliﬁgaz%& an;i_ where, 8 in Malabar, the evsiﬁ;ﬂement ‘Depart“
expoct groundloss complaints on their p&rtl:ue g our work as far as they can, %: i:ﬂi(:&ll:a{l{g

Proceepinas of the Special Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and M

L4 * »

alab: i
: ar, 21st April 1891, No, 162,
9. The undersigned. whilst admitting that man i )

'}mable to support the Tahsildar’s rgcomm%ndation thgt glllfr:)e:sti;vﬁe s ehontyee, Ofciels, s
in places where Bettlement operations are in progress. Each Class?ﬁn e oty ol Pnted
month in any one amsam, and as he has to inspect and deal with ev. 7 Beld, the Anderigns &
of opinion that the attendance of the Menon, which is necessa il ey Sndersigned is
opportunity (which many Menons much need) of becoming famili;r’w?;ﬂl efford the latter cir
amsam, and of quulifying to be permanently retained when the revis;i1 £ villabe el thelr
carricd out. 'There is no reason why the Menous should not perform tgn' ordinegy anpomonts i
with the Classifiers, and the necessity for going with the Classifiers throu ﬁl:hordmary o o
enable each Menon to bring his revenue accounts into good order and tg o b hopenrd
acquainted with existing conditions. 0 make himself thoroughly

(Signed)  A. E. CASTLESTU
A E. ART
Bpecial Assistant Collector, Nilginssrl;gc‘i& ?nyl’abar

From A. E, CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq.,, Speci
South Canara, to the Special Assistant toqthe lgsllﬁalctgstgeﬁﬁ Officer, Malabar an d
12th November 1891, No. 1546. bar, dated Coimbatore
?

With reference to pars. 6 of my letter, No, 1496, da S
honour to forward copy of the Walawanad Tahsildar’s repE)e;tl 7;311 fl\ovember 1891, I have the
10th November 1891. » fiel. on No. 2371 C.&D., dated
} 2. It will be observed that the Tahsildar admits that he took - |
Menon of the Arakkuparamba amsam from the Classifier between ‘tlﬁ’on himself to remove the
At from the 1st September last, the time which, in the Plenitu doof e hours of 6 and 10 o’clock
. describes * as the least inconvenient to Settlement work,’ e of his ignorance, the Tahsildar
X

3. The Menon failed to obtain from the Classifier the memgq : .
(3), section VIL, chapter VI, of the Settlement Manual, Pel'mﬁtinmnh(ii;m rescribed in rule V,
hours mentioned, nor does the Tahsildar Pretend that he attempt edgto to be absent during the
the Menon a similar memorandum showing from what date he perm.obey that rule by granting
his regular work with the Classifier between the hours specified ’i}ﬁed the Menon to resume
ignorance of the Settlement Rule as 'his attention to it has beeg e Tahsildar cannot urge

himself notified it to the village officials. ‘This removal of the L&ﬂf;zq;x ently drawn and he has
hours when his services were specially necessary Was made without anl;)lfe}gz I?la.s':slﬁer durin
ce 10 me, and

believe I am right in assuming that the Tahsildar neither I
~ for his Obstructige instructions to the Menon. sought nor obtained your sanction
& The Tahsildar’s excuses are (1) that the Menon had not

accounts of shifting cultivation for the current fasli’’ and (2 that prepared “the jamabandi

“the ordina.ry amsam work

9 gbsent himself without obtaining the requisite me

(vhis Settlement work, WO

P o
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was not attended to on account of the Classifier insisting on the Menon to do (sic) the Settlement
work from 6 in the morning to 6 in the evening to the exclusion of all other works,” Neither of
these excuses is tenable and the second is absolutely untrue.

" 5. The Arakkuparamba amsam consists of the three desams of Puttur, Alanallur, and Arakku-
paramba., The classification of this amsam was commenced on the 1st August 1891. On the"
1st September, from which date the Tahsildar admita that he removgd the Menon for four hours
a day from the Classifier, the Settlement work had been in progress in the amsam for one month,
bat of the 31 days in August, the 2nd, 9th, 16th, 23rd and 30th were Sundaye, the 22nd was
the “last Saturday but one,”’ and the 19th was another authorised holiday on acoount of the
« Sravanam.” On these seven daysin August the Menon's services were not required by the
Classifier, and he was free to do what he liked. He certainly did no Settlement work on those

days. On the 6th August, the Qlasgsifier was unable to do any work as the Menon chose to
morandum on the ground that he was engaged

ust the Settlement work was stopped,
from * stomach-ache.”
ded for your informa- -

with the Revenue Imspector. Again, on the 13th Aug L
because the Menon absented himself on the ground that he was su_ﬁel'mg
Copy of his own report to the Classifier, dated 13th August 1891, is appent ; :
tion (marked A). Thus, in addition to the seven days 1D August during which the Menon’s
gervices were not required by the Clagsifier as those days were Sundays or authorised holidays,
on ‘two other days the Menon absented himself from his Qottloment duties. Thus out of 31
days in August, the Menon was with the Classifier on 22 days only.

6. Acain in September, the 6th, 13th, 20th and 27th were Sundays, the 14th, 15th, and
16th were the ona.nf holidays, and the 19th was the 7 last Saturday but one.” On these eight
days the Menon’s services were not required by the Classifier, and he was free to do what he
liked. He performed no Settlement work on those days. In addition to these days, the Menon
absented himself from the Classifier, thereby delaying Settlement work, for half-a-day on the 1st
and half-a-day on the 2nd September. e, again, absented himself on the 8th and 9th September
on the plea that he had gone to the taluk cutcherry and on these daye also the Classifier was

t i < £ these occasions did the Menon obtain the Classifier’s
herefore unable to do his work. On none 0 thes d on none 0 ¢ thom did the Tahsildar tornich

memorandum permitting him to leave his wo : e .
the Menon W]'}:)h the si,ﬁﬂ&r memorandum required by the rules. . Thus in addition to the eight
days in September 1891 on which the Menon’s services were not required by Classifier, those days
being Sundays or authorised holidays, on two vv?fle otthe; t%aygoa(ild tv;vosha%f olt)herthda{; the
; ~ont duty. us out of the ays in September the Menon
Menon absented himself from Settlernent duty. = many of those 19 Taye, by only attended the

. Y . d, d
waa with tho Classifior only on, 1% days,tf(‘alxlloe of the Tahsildar’s unauthorized instructions.

Classifier after 10 o’clock A.M. in conseq .
7. Tt will thus be seen that of the 61 days in August and September, the Menon was with
Classifier only on 41 days, and from the 1st September only for certain houfs every day after 10
o'olock A.m. During these two months the Classifier never had the Menon’s services on 20 day;
and never during any of the 41 days that he did attend was he required by the Classifier to lv;vo}rl
from 6 A.M. to 6 p.M. The Menon could have utilised the 20 days on which he was not v:'ixlt the
Classifier in working off any arrears that may have accumulated owing to his prevm;)ls 1 euft’f;f-
The statement of the Tahsildar that the ordinary amsam work was not attendedﬂtlo, %iall?e f;
Qlassifier, insisted on the Menon doing Settlement work from %A-}K- to 6 1(’1-_14- to the t:l“; Uﬁ‘gzl.no .
all other work is absolutely untrue. The other excuse tha the jamaban ﬁl accoun! 2 s Mle n%,
cultivation for the current fasli were not ready was 1O fﬂuligf t_lae Clﬁw e]:’ nor mvz n‘tlgy wrent
how the Menon by attending to his Settlement duties could sml to 9,v:ed eel}tgf)% ventod from
reparing these accounts. Presumably they could not be ‘30_1'1‘90? y prepa o W1H& i thepMenon
nspection, by the Menon, of the lands on which such ¢ dtltvgtl%ll oq‘;imto.the 2 tho o was
attended to his Settlement work and regularly o ortxfnit &Szlf :;nectly preparing theso
bound to do, he would have been afforded the very best OPPc y e PPt the lands.
1 : i d the Menon, if he had rightly attended to
The Classifior hos to iospeey also have been able t0 inspect every feld. The field inspection is

12 o’clock noon every day, and the Tahsildar’s

-0 or between 7 o’clock A and !
gz)ggnbygtfh:eglgjgji; the Menon from 6 to 10 O’c.lock. AM. frortn th? ,Smtﬁ:h?{ﬁlgt f.f:igi,as;
frcilitated the correct preparation of the shifting ultivation socoun’® &% =™ o inquire why thero
obstructed the progress of Settlement work. Moreover, it (;sthpe melin K Soqfar back as 17th
ancoun's had not be prepared before the Classifier ever entefreh ! gn :ems}t}o 061 om the subject of
March last I instructed the Tahsildar in my Proceedings of af’ﬁ 25l L, o etal refor-
accounts, the Settlement Rules so far as they affected wllagt’arcfl (',I?r;’sild;r took no act?on on these
ence to the shifting cultivation accounts at para. 4 thereof. 1 o toa all the village officials which
instructions until the 18th May 1891, when he issuod 8 ore lf..t 1£. Moreover, a8 will be soén
has not been fully obeyed either by them or the Tahsildar .uns% ‘- tual preparation £ th
later on, the Tahsildar had himself i_ssued inst.ructions reizgi%ll?s%yt a: (ri)u}?:d thrgat el:ned oo nf o g
revenue accounts to this and other village ofﬁmﬂl?s ‘zms appest t0 have had little effect.

punishment if they failed to obey his orders. A
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ProceEDINGs of the Colleator of Malabar, dated 18th July 1892, No. 883 R./Genl.

Read endorsement, Reference on 481 Mis.-W., dated 15th July 1892, by the Special Assisfani;

Collector, forwarding, for the orders of the Collector, letter No. 1104, dated 20th June
1892, from the Tahsildar of Walawan4d.

~ The Aotin.gColleetor is surprised that the Special Assistant Collector should have allowed
such & production as the Tahsildar’s letter to have passed through his office.

2. The Tahsildar obviously does not realize his position towards the Settlement Officer, or he
oould never have penned the last sentence of his letter. 'With the exception of some letters from
an officer who proved to be mad, the Acting Collector has mever seen such an impertinent
statement as that contained in the words—¢ I have myself asked the Special Settlement Officer to

issue the necessary instructions to his subordinates on the subject, but a letter from you will,

I presume, have better effect—" in any official communication from a subordinate, for the®

Tahsildar is just as much the subordinate of the Special Scttlement Officer as of the Special
Assistant Collector.

3. The Tahsildar will, in fﬁture, understand that he is to address the Special Settlement

Officer with the respect due to his position and that the next offence on’ his part will result in
summary and severe punishment.

4. In the Tahsildar’s correspondence now sent up for orders there ar
tinence, to say nothing of the general tone of the letters, for instance, the admission that the

Tahsildar, knowing that the Menon had been directed by the Supervisor to be present at his

azmash, deliberately ordered him to come to the taluk cutcherry. In_this and in the whole of

this correspondence it is evident that the Tahsildar completely misunderstood his position and
deliberately attempted to throw obstacles in the way of the Settlement.

5. The Tahsildar’s duty on finding that the Supervisor had instrueted the Menon to be
present at his azmash without consulting him as the principal executive officer in the taluk was
to respectfully address the Settlement Officer, requesting him to direct the Supervieor to arrange
his work so a5 not to interfere more than was absolutely necessary with the revenue work of the
taluk. The Tahsildar’s action in directing the Menon to disobey the Supervisor’s crder shows a
disregard of official decency, to say, nothing of ordinary courtesy which is almost inconceivable.

The Tahsildar is_warned that a repetition of such conduct, if brought to the Acting Collector’s
notice, will be followed by his immediate susponsion. ‘ '

. .‘ 6. The Acting Collector believes that other matters of the kind are pending disposal, so that
it is at present unnecessary to inflict any particular penalty upon the Taheildar.

_7. The Special Settlement Officer will of course issue such instructions to his subordinates
as will prevent a repetition of this most unscemly correspondence. There can be nothing to

prevent the Supervisors from letting Tahsildars know the dates on which they require the
sorvices of village officers. .

-

e many pieces of imper-

. ' (Signed) M. BRADLEY,

Ag. Collector.

So—
-

Reference on the above, dated 1st September 1892.

In forwarding the explanation of the Tahsildar of Walawandd regarding the
charges brought against him by the Special Settlement Officer, the Special Assistant
Collector, Mr. Batten, states that he simpl{ forwarded to the Collector all com-
plaints received from Mr.- Stuart in accordance with orders, both written and
verbal, received from Mr. Dumergue. = Mr. Bradley has slso forwarded, for the

erusal of the Board, a confidential demi-official letter from the Tahsildar of
Valawan4d, dated 4th December 1891, with reference to Mr. Stuart’s letter, dated;
12th November 1891, No. 1546, Mr. Dumergue is requested to report what orders
he issued to Mr. Batten and whether he took notice of the conduct of the Walawanad
Mahsildar in addressing to him the 'communication referred to. He is also
requested to explain why no action was taken on the several letters from Mr.
Stuart to the Special Assistant Collector quoted at para. 85 of Mr. Bradley’s report.
2. Mr. Bradley’s letter and its enclosures III. to IX. are forwarded to Mr.
. Dumergue for reference and return. : ‘

(Signed){; P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
C . Secretary.

v
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/ B R@——the following letter from J. w. T DUMERGUE, Esq., 1.C.S., Acting

sohi : tary to the Commissioner O
istri dee, Trichinopoly, to the "Secretary
. lf)lgcglclfeJSuet%lément, a,ndp D}irl"ector of the Department of Land Recérds

and Agriculture, dated 20th October 1892.

i i knowledging receipt of the
del hich has occurred In 1‘ny ac g :
fl’ rel%i'ztceg(lleing(; a?ira:fadwznd September 1892, Reference or; Board cshg]exzerz%
If{om;st:r No. 7710 of 1892. It has been anavoidable owing to my ge of
eg .

appointment and pressure of work in connection with my present duties.

9. In the matter of alleged obstruction to Settlement in the Walawanéd taluk

1 $ th
of the Malabar district, 1t 18 conceded by the present Acting Collector that *1

a3necial Assistant Collector and myself knew all that was going on and never once
cgnsured the Tahsildar. It is, I sub

i i his ‘circumstance that, as -
mit, obvious from t ) bat, o3
the Tahsildar's conduct was sanctioned by his superiors, he must be e y
Wi regs Colle ot - § differ
exongm\f:"th reward to the Special Assistant Collector, I fgrcthgiatagkxxled é for
the xlfiew taken by the present Acting Collector, 1&7 O’Bv;tten e,
gﬁ:&l ’\Ilr Datten acted under my {nstructions, holds Mr.

i ] ins ination to his
Batten could not have acted otherwise than he did without insubordinati
superior officer. Hence Mr. Batten also mus

t be entirely exculpated and the
whole responsibility rests on myself.

‘ ; ndu ' Iread
4. The question is therefore limited to my conduct. lf\Iyt SCO;%I;S"G 1(11:1::1 17tV
doclared by the Madras Govermmnent, 1n para. 47 o hl orde e’ fatec i to
hoor cg;rN 6)‘;4 Revenue, to be unpardona,ble; and for t e'l(‘)l eBoar 135 further
.}{;22 clzc?mn,littga Idh’awe alread’y been censured and punished. The

in 1 ly 1892
aware that the Madras Government refused, in its order, dated 23rd July 159%,

i ¢ onsider its former order. - - o
e ? O.Slssfalr’ i;;::foro as regards the Madras Governmegt :ngasali)ezithggzﬁe;

d .tlo Madras Government, the question of my con1 uc Do e oy
un ?lr : ' 1 cannot, T submit, be re-opened here.  Against the (()11* ers of the Madras
e orame tcﬁ? am ,)1'eferrin0',a,n appeal to higher authority an paay;ng Tora Il
qov?mn}s& the sulbject of rt;ly conduct, which was finally _d1sp0fle doOn )m Govern:
gllgll:;r}i,nl.]une 1892 and in respect of which the Board has calle 0 ,

lanation in September 1892. . : -
o a(? 1f, after apconsideration of these facts, the Board in the Settlement Depar
. b

1 to obey its wishes,
ment still requires an explanation from me, not only am I ready 1y

i f the case
but the Board is also aware that severa.l.months ago, })eft(}:etgéendg:vpﬁieg ju(ligmenf’:
I repeatedly sought for the inquiry which has been instituted

has been passed. . o ' any records essen-
7. But if I am to furnish an explanation Now, there are many I thout which

r . lied to me and W1
tially connected with the case which have not been Supt%éeenclosures to the Board’s

" .1 am unable to offer an explanation. For instance, .

1 Mis. No. 76’
Proceedings (Revenue Settlement, Land Records aﬂihAgI:gul)tsl;r:)S’ also are copies
dated 5th January 1892, are absolutely necessary ffofles ;nfwaf accounts. On. this
of correspondence regarding the preparation ob. oo, but I regret that I cannot
subject I addressed the Board, I think, more than ,0?}1 ! records for which, in the
Five the precise reference. There are also SOm® 10 1:1:1: o eder to avoid causing
nt of an explanation being required, I must a8ppPLys ) Jication until I have been
3‘;’16 unnecessary trouble and delay, I will reserve my appucas

15 Proceedings
able to study carefully the papers which form enclosures to tho Board's T06¢ - 8

. atri nd voluminous.
are, intricate a ‘
ander reply, and are, a3 the Board is aware, .

P

Resolution— dated 26th October 1892, No. 8333 Mis. (Sett.).

: . D e i
With referente to his letter, dated 90th October 1892, Mr. Dumergue 18

e rd’s Reference on
requested to .return. the records. forwarded to him with the Boa '

: tomber 1892.
General Register No- 7710, %g‘gfg;‘;d. S RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,

- Secretary.
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BESOL&T-IQiE-;;dated 14th December 1892, No. 717.

At para. 4 of his letter, No. 161, dated 30th April 1892, 4, the Board, in th
. . b s c T .,111’ e
against the Tahsildar of Walawansd taluk, M.R.R;rl,}g tﬁiafoglovpvmg mdmtmgnt
the advent of the present Tahsildar those operations of 31: Sitttgr ‘—*“With

() Of the Settlement Party. .. partment ® hegan ¢, suffegntlggt m’i)(:i-;

. . serious obstructj x :
unwarranted misconduct, of. which I proceed to setu(fzgﬁr};’ (;Xélneg tfo t}}:ls most
0 e most

glaring cases.” This letter and another on the same ot
'1118%2,. N o._’61 » having been sent to the Collector of Mal:lligi'e(f}g’r dated 7th April
ahsildar’s explanation, Mr. Bradley replied in his letter dateaepggidwxh thg
ugust

. 1892. This was sent to Mr. Dumergue with the Board’s Reference dated 9nd
ed 2n

September_ 1892, which is answered by his letter dated 20th October 1892

2. The Special Settlement Officer has made agai
: nst th i
il}llore or less definite charges. - In his report, the cActing‘ C?oﬁ‘:(}’:iﬂ%?; t(viv e?ty -two
. ﬁ?ﬁe charges seriatim, and it will be convenient to retain them ip :h ok
w. ich Mr. Bradley, following Mr. Stuart, has set them forth, © order m

Cuarce 1.

(a) Delay in dssuing instructions to village offcers in pursuc.mce of the Settlement
S en

. Ofiicer’s proceedings dated 17th March 1891, and

* . (b) Misleading Mr. ; : .
'z's suecg. ) ing Mr. Stuart in regard to the time wlzen_ the Tahsildar's ord(:’rs'were

. 3. Mr. Stuart’s complaint is that the Tahsildar’s ci S »

tions W‘as not issued until May 18th, and that, when tsh: l’i?;}}:ilicf;;};zdgutlgd mStr.uc‘
on the zS.th May, that orders had been sent out on the former date I:l ried to him,
fact the circular had not reached many villages by June 1st. Mr Br,adls > oo of
that this charge is not established, and the Boar agrees with him, TIEZ'IC‘%:;?;;:

- took charge of the taluk only on March 31st, and the subsequent delay is adequately

accounted for by the Tahsildar () on the

. . round that
proceedings had to be translated, and t}{fat referenace 1illaed Sﬁézlr?mlflgfieogcigs
)

Collector, The circular .is said.to have left the

1 : -taluk
Moreover, the Acting Collector points out that the :plll)eng?(izzg ‘:)(fl BlﬁaySt? 211(1’,
let.ter, No. 161, dated 30th April 1892, show conclusively that up to April 36th lllgf)t °
this Tahsildar had assisted the Settlement Party as effectively as hi£ predece’ssor .

(») Explanation—para. 3,

s CuarcE I1.

That from March Tth, 1891, to April 15th, the Tahsiliar was o/;cupz'ed in 3eﬁdzhg ¥
' p

reports against the Settlement subordinates, and urging the appointment of gumastah
asla

Menons, unknown to Mr. Stuart, with a view to obstruct the work of the party

4. Upon this charge the Acting Collector considers the Tahsildar is entitled

to an acquittal. The Board concurs with Mr, Brad]
in this case go round in 1 circle, and are of no value iiyi)rolx‘rfif; Stgluzr:;s a%glﬁm-?ﬁts
intended, by what he did at this time, to obstruct the WOI‘kg of athelepar?:yS%'ﬁ

(b) Printed as the last Appendix to M s COnnec’EiOn with this case Mr. ‘Stuart
letter, No. 161, dated 30th Aprilr.lssg;fms complains that his letter (), No. 283,

. % dated 18th M
by the Collector. This complaint is not reasonable, fo?{his?elt’tg-agigortzoaén:ggii%
. - 5 )

. an answer. _ '

CHARGE II L

Delay and z'ffegular rocedure in inowiring & -
an Adhkikari suspended by 1_7);[,. S ;uar;? wnquiring info, and reporting wupon, ;lee conduct of

- 8. Mr. Bradley acquits the Tahsildar of misconducf;. The Board considers
’

o hOWeVér’ that the Tahsildar was out of order in reporting to the Divisional Officer on

% Neglecting to reply to Mr. Stuar?’s proceedz’ngé,

" The following sentence is a sample of the whol
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the matter, instead of to Mr. Stuart, from whom the order to inquire emanated.
The Board obscrves that, at this time, the Tahsildar could have had no doubt upon

the question of his subordination to Mr. Stuart, whose official title was then ¢ Special
. “a . . ” . .
(®) Proccedings dated 1st May 1891. Assistant Collector.” Upon the Tahsil-

A di . ildar’ . bl -
_Sppenaix V. (N to Tah&ld_&rs Report the Adhikari, whom Mr. Stuart had

suspended : observed that the order of suspension was wléra vires, and warned
Settlement subordinates that if false complaints were made it would “ be necessary
to protect amsam officials by instituting criminal proceedings.” - '

Cuarce 1V.

dated 25th March 1891 , reporting

to the Divisional Officer instead, and sending an impertinent answer to Mr. Stuart.

0. In régard to this matter the Board agrees With Mr. Bradley in thinkmg the

ildar- i t in respect of his letter to Mr. Stuart
Tahsildar ml'mt be' acquitted oxep da‘ce(iO 9nd October 1891, which the;
(b) Appendix VIII., 12.

y Acting Collector rightly describes as most
improper, adding that, in his official experience, he has never met with, or heard
of, anything similar. So far as the Board knows,

this communication is, for
insolence of tone from an inferior to a superior officer, happily without precedent.

e :— You will thus see that my

impression that punishment of village officers rested with District Officers was not
¢ erroneous,’ nor my procedure in referring to my Divisional Officer a case involving
the punishment of suspension of village' officers * objectionable’ as you have

remarked. On the other hand, both my impression and procedure were, I respect-

fully beg to statc, quite in accordance with the then existing orders on the
ged by the introduction

subject.” The inselent tone of a passage such as thisis not pur .
of a few conventional words of affected humility. Ond (%qtober 12th, (‘;). Mtr.{
. ) cation to,

() Appendix VIIL, 13. Stuart forwarded this communicat: ‘

his complaint. Mr. Bradley’l cannot say why this letter was not answered. About
: ‘ this ‘time, the Tahsildar went a step

(1 No.2128, dated 8th October 1891, Tahsildar’s . ¢, 41 o i1 -writine to Mr. Batten a
. =) "y
Appendix IV. (%). letter () (not an arzi) in which, after

asserfing his independence of the Special Settlement Officer, he “requests” that, for

the future, the Scttlement Officer may be instructed to send his communications,
“not .direct to me but through my official superior,” because ‘‘the procedure

now adopted by the Special Settlement Officer of directly communicating with me

on such matters () is found very in_con-
venient.” It is truggthat, at this time,

Mr. Stuart’s title had been‘changed from Special Assistant Collector to Special
dinate Revenué officials in

Settlement Officer, but his official relation to the subor

. (o) i.e., Other than routine.

~ the districts to which he was appointed was not thereby altered. Mr. Batten sent

no reply to the Tahsildar’s letter.
' FR CuARGE V.

Deliberate misrepresentation of facts in & cerfain matter.

7. As régards this charge the Tahsildar’s explanation is sufficient.

 Cuarce VI .
¢ Writing an z’mpéﬂz’hent Jeiter to the Supervisor. .
8. In the letter ¥ referred to, the Tahsildar said that, in certain circum-
stances, he would be compelled to issue

- () Appendix X. (3), dated 27th Aprili 1891.  rders to” his subordinates to disregard

. the Superyisor’s instructions, and added : * this, I need hardly mention, would have

a bad effect upon Settlement operations.”

Tahsildar’s explanation aggravates the offence. This is true.
T o 24

dar’s report the Collector ® reinstated . -

the Collector, but received no reply to\

Upon this Mr. Bradley says that the
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- I | . Ciaree VIL

Deliberate obstruction to Settlement work by -z'ssuing,lo'n Lis own ~Wresﬁonsz'bilz'ty, a

: " Cuarces IX. axp X.

circular order to Menons not to attend the Classifiers between 6 and 10" A.M., and disin- T S«fndmg zmpertme@t replze§ to‘Mr. Stuart. . L
genuously concealing the fact of ils dsse. - L .o T - ' 11. These arc charges similar to the precgdi“g On%hangogﬁiiimﬁnlstffiﬂ_}r{' e
. o : ) . ' : : in. degree. e _
. 9 M. %radley considers. that the issue of the circular in question was most - () 18th November 1891. ~ f p:r%dix XV. (3)® and XVL ® Mr.-
,lTIflllp?oper, and that the Tahsildar’s conduct in - the _matter, was disingenuous. ' ) 15th December 1891. - 'Bfa How xiohtly holds that {ho Tahsildar's *
18 18 ORe of the most s_er.u_)us,charges of obstruction against.the Tabsildar, ' R o hi .. In connec'm}on “with this matter Mr. Stuart
() Appendix XT. (1), st September 1891, lllte alg);i\;sl tl;e]l‘il'g; biptembertls.t, 18$1)11,'(a) - L ) A explanation aggravates }ns voﬁ"ence. In- omplaine 1 to Mr. Battgg iﬁ' hi 32 geggei’)
. LT ] _Y, ‘ ‘ L 4 S ) o 1) a‘cer ) .7 o . ‘ ‘ . . . ) . .. . - g .o ] o. . 2}
officer not to attend to Settlement work but to perform his- ordinary Szlréie?f:oéﬁ Vo , ( Appendix XVIL. .~ dated 26th F_ebrl}a?Y.IS T
6 to 10 in the morning.- . Upon hearing o ' S Tl

I f t!ﬁs case Mr. Stuart ® called upon the . ‘ ’ _$Tlli§ was sent on to Mri Dumergue,'wholdid not. xjgply- BT
® Appendix XI. (2), 7th Novembor 1891, - _Tahsildar to explain. ~The .Tahsildar, : o |

in ‘an’ impertinent letter, © dated 10th ; : . -t v

.. (© Appendix XI. (3); 10th November 1891, N{)ve&nbel‘. 1891, - replied that he had : . . : “CHARG}_] XL T

e e b ' . issued the order to the Menon in question ’ ' coe : S - " IR, ouqh the Tahsildar

in the Interest of.}us ordinary work, and added that he had addressed the D?visional a . Dreventing. the Supervisor: from - summoning ]l[eq}:ong cchejzf;zfo rtlyoug{ e daf o ,

OﬂiCCI‘KWIﬂ.). a viéw to arrangemcnts being made with Mr. Stuart ¢ by which the, = - -~ and encouraging the Menons to-disobey the orders of t e Supervisc R

settlement, the survey, and the revenue works may be carried on without pre-. - S r ‘ hat the Menon concerned disregarded the Supervisor’s sum- .

" @ Appendix XTI, (1), 26th Septomber 1891, ]ug_lce to f:;l)z; Oi{CIIGIIJI{-”; 'Th(f 'Ol‘ahsil(lar’s L - 12. The fact tmft‘ o Menol .= mons (@ -and thereby: '}}:ind(]art_ad t};l:l (;Vi)i]; ‘L

T - reference (4 to the Divisional Officer here ST . ’ s arsl to the Tahsildar ‘Appendix . of Scttlement, is-quite plain, ,\

alluded to was written on September 26th, 1891 : 1t st } et o ‘ @ Menon’s arzi to the. , Appendix .- of £ ) dte P, A oard .

" the day be prescribed for Se’glemegz WOI‘;{’.‘ : 1t suggests that certain hdurs of : . XVIIL (2), 14th October 1891. Acting Collector con.s1dch, a e

5 While this, matter was under disposal ' th
.by Mr. Batten in consultation with Mr. Stuart, the Tahsildar took upon himsglf to agrees with

| | . s ) : : , - " At the same time the Board observes \x. 1 'S ¢
(9 XTIL. (1), 9th November 1891. issue, on November 9th, 1891, a circu- : October 1891, confirme 1-the Tahsildar’s action in telling the

} Lo . . ) . . * . .ble' .
©ay o 107 action in this-matter is guite 111defen§1 e
him, that, e Tabsildar® that Mr. Batten’s ‘endorsement, _datt.ed 27th

Menons to disregard -

TR, lar,© to all Menons, l . ) . ; o, @© . Upon this matter
éO A, - they should attend to théir ordina;‘y dutics, .dis?:él;;ditggtéalflrsog}mg t}Eg . . - Classificrs’ summonses to “places far ﬁ(;;;oﬁ h,:l}:; ggg’;l:l Settlgment . Officer
ﬁtlemen‘t Depdrtment. The Divisional Officer presently issuedbvery different : " (o) Tahsildar’s explanation, para. 13; Col- complained to Mr. Batten, who sent on
orders. - The -~ Board observes that Mr. Stuart’s call upon . the Tahsildar for lector’s letter, para. 30. o

' on the letter to the Collector. - This _is .
-9 Ap]ljgggi'x 'XVHI'«(G)’ }{o. 2%-23’ 26th Feb. another - reference'® which  lies undis-.

. posed of in the Collector’s office.

explanation in regard to theissue of an order in this sense i :
' 1 \is sense to one Menon is dated
~1\(:rvembeir 7th, and the Tahsildar’s-reply. is dated November -10th.. These dates
%libgets’t the suspicion that-the circular of the 9th was sent out atter receipt of Mr.
i u{u’ § PI:‘IO‘Ceedmgs ; but, however this may be, the abstenfion of the Tahsildar, in his
reply to Mr. Stuart, from all allusion to this objcctionable, circular was most disin-
‘ 1{cge_nluqus». T'he Board is unable to believe the Tahsildar’s protestations either of good .
aith in the issue of the circular, or of ignorance as toits probable effect on Settlement - -

»~

() Mr. Brﬁdley’s para. 35. .

-

S VCI:IAR‘GE XIL-

. L -
-« .

g e Ao i
.
B .
’

o e e et e i<

. h . T N l e com laznt a azﬂst a CZaSSi/fm u}ll%out ”2‘9”“,3/' . ; ¥ :
V&;mt]l(. He must have known that its effect would be seriously to delay the operations , Sendmg én a Juls 4 v o - : o <
of the party. Mr. Stuart complained to the Divisional Officer of the Tahsildar's ©13. In this ¢ase the Tahsildar’s explanation 18 nqt satistactory. : r

: conduct, in his letters d@tgd ®) 7th November 1891, No. 1496, ® 12th November

' ‘ . TT sy | - : 18901; No. 1546, ™ 26th February 1892
) Appendix XIL (3). | ®Appendix X ! i s Y. y
* (&) Appondix XL (4).#® Appondis {}I(Q)) No. 2368, and © 26th February ‘1892,

. , No. 2370.  All these letters lie G) is- ' : . PR S o :
W Mr. Bradley’s Report, para. 35. posed of in the Collector’s ?)ﬂilcee. —undls ~ Issuing ayeneral circular to village officers not o usé, iing ,f".oﬁl?%’zf.’s:ﬁcﬁ
R T oL o ‘ respectful teyms as *“ arziy” §c. and telling village officers that zf/fey are m 1o BES T

. L - Cuarde VIIL L e ~ - dinate to Classifiers. . , AT Lo it

. :Wf'iﬁhg to Mr. Stuart in an tnsolent manner. : o . Co : R e By - . s ted November 10th, 1891, tpe- ay, 1t 18

ne e . - : ‘ 14. The cu‘c;}ﬂar‘( )in qu(_zstlog 1 d-aobserved, on which 'Zhe Tahsildar wrote to
¢ . (@ Appendix XX. (1). " M. Stuart about the hours of Settlement

w0

CHARGE XIII. .

- '10.‘ Th"e%doicume'nt féfcrrqd to here 'f/(')rms Appendix XIV: (5), and is: da‘.t(l)d,., '
B, T ) ' . 21st November 1891, .}

_ S . ‘ . . i elies on the Collector’s pro- ,
Adverting to your proceedings, No, 1288, duted 6th October last, I bog to st to that s : . : In his ex lanation ( para. 1 5) the T ahsﬂ.dar. Iei] 5 Ol A . . .
: my.remarks Whi.c.h weig plain Onﬂu’gh were in’tended to be understood only%n the [;ense :ln It 18 ;quOted m -the : ' work" . d t (1 2]’?(1 BI& 1891 but it iS one thlng to recite Vas a faCt 11:1 (.h.spos1 g ( \f .
. which the Classifier understood them and not in either of the senses i which they were margin. Mr. Brad- T ' ' ceedmgs ate y ) tl es ’bordinates~ of the Classmers and L
mtexjpreted in para 4 qf your proccedingg. ST 10}’ says of it that it . : ’ of a conlplail'lt that the vﬂ]age officers are nof) 1. u Lich was the niecessary e Hoct .
‘2. T am not quite certain if the Settlement Rules are binding on courts, but assuming : £1 I ] ) ! ‘other to iIICi te village o flicers to insubbrdmatlony which was tl
that they are, the particular rule quoted by you simply required the Menon when he wus 18%a piece o imper ti- . another 1 g

3 - \
i e v v f which Mr. Stuart justly complains.
summoned to obtain & memorandum from the Classifier, noting only tho dute of departure NENCE unparalleled . oot A . Of addressmg to them such a Cir cular as that Q ion o Worthless,
* s " . .

i if i ildar’ lanat
of the Menon from the umsam and nothing more. If the Glussifier had simply N . f . * . he rrahsﬂdar s expla ,
himself with complying with this plain riqniromem,, thl(?re would have beeIl\J r)xoct;(‘:tc;rﬁg;if m his experience. i ) ’ Upon this Charge the B Oﬂl‘d regar (.18 ,tl disres ectful in tone and agg‘rava’ces the
for my. remarks at all. But instead of doing that tho Classifier wrote on the hack of the 1tiS difﬁcultto under- ) p e 1\101‘80\761’, as found by LII‘. Brad_ley, 1t 18 4l r .p

. summons itself without taking the trouble to furnish a sepurate memorandum as required d 1} . . Orlglnaal Of_fence.‘ ) Once more Mr. Stuart .
. by the rule that he had permittzd the Menon to leave the amsam and to attend the court, stan 1ow a_subor-

" of your procesdings, The word * permitted ” ocoursing in the rulo can culy relate to superior . in _such a
the summoning officer and not to Classifier. . . o ’ .

.-,

3 : : : : , - ' 5 to.Mr. Batten ‘with the result - .
. as 1f. the court could not enforce the attendance of the Menon withoat the Classifier's dinate could Yen- ’ . L Appcndlx XX, NO,, 2410" 29th Feb. 1892. ‘WI'Ote (.) to M X7 t to tl -Col .
- permission. In this, the Classifier was not, in my opinion, warranted. . . ture to.add - his® - IR ) Mr. B 8:(110 s vara. 35 . that his letter was. s€n on.to the-Uol- .

_ 3. 1 respectfully beg to differ from your interpretation of the rule as stated in para. 6 1re < ress 18 . A : - ' R r _ 1” . yspP : t

Jector, in whose office it is still pending. ()
tone. ’ . . o

N
-’
-
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IR CgARGE X1V.

Issuing another c;rchlar to village officers instructing them that the Supervisors hcw?
no authority to send orders to them, and telling them mot to address Supervisors by the .
- word *¢ submit.”’ ' - s |

"15. This circular,fwhich forms Appendix XXL. (2),is dated 15th Decembe'rfl 891
. ’

Cuaarce XVIII.

Refusing to furnish information to the Supervisor about an anicut.

19. That the Tahsildar was obstructive and rude is shown by his letter to the
' : Supervisor ® dated 14th December 1891.

. and is of a piece” Ty A .

s ] . ) o : . - “(aj Appendix XXV, (5). : 3 i lied, ®), indeed, 1

@) Tal.ISﬂdar s explanation, Appendix XIV: (). with that to which _ () Appendix XXV, §2)), 18th Deo. 1891. The ﬁuperv;sorell"eg;in,ef ‘gﬁt ifr ’Sl’ﬁlgrrtl;
Proceedings of the Collector of Malabar, dated 18th May 1801. . the last Charge re- &"2 Appendix XXV. (6) ' equ.a g lﬁlp Oph (,1 i . e 20t]
‘Read reference on C. No. 325 Mis., W, f}ated 7th May 1891, from the Special Assistant lates. In.his defence @) Appendix XXYV. (8), No. 2444. noticed t 1881512 liprocee dlnt%s d cl)a th;
Collestor, Malabar, on Walawanad Tahsildar’s report, Reference Cgor-, 3617 Mis., dated the Tahsildar quotes 1 o _ February . . Asregardsthe delay

Tet May 1891, forwarding, for orders, copy of Settlement Supervisor's circular to the the  (ollector's (&) Tahsildar’s explanation may be- accepted. About this matter Mr. Stuart wrote to

Classifiers, .
The Supervisor certainly has no authority toissue orders to Revenue officials although proceedin gs, date 4

Clagsifiers are authorized to summon the village officers. But the order in this caseis * ] 8th 1
addressed to Classifiers and the explanation would probably be that a copy was sent merely : Iay 1891 ,
for information. No notice need therefore be taken. A copy of the rules on the subject which Cel‘tainly does

in the Settlement Manual is forwarded for information and all that the Tahsildar need do N A - .
notjustify his action.
Mr. Bradley is of

is to see that it is strictly followed so that there may be no ground for complaint.
opinion that this circular was issued with _the‘ deliberate intention of causin
. annoyance and trouble to the Settlement officials. The Board agrees with the Col-

lector. This matter
also was reported (b}

. Mr. Batten on 1st March 1892.(@) This letter is also in Mr. Bradley’s list at para.
*35 as undisposed of. S

Crarces XIX., XX., XXL.

: Delay in the matter of revising accounts. _
Vo 20. It is clear that the Tahsildar failed to have the Amsam accounts prepared

i " Desamwar as required by Mr. Stuart, and it is clear also that, in explaﬁxing his Te%*%eift
1 to do so, in his arzi to Mr. Stuart, () he
) Appendix XXVL (1), 25th January 1892.  yseq exf)ressions which, addressed to a

« (») Appendix XXT. (5), No. 2391, 27th February 1892. by Mr. Stua b : .
] M};'. Batten, an(litw:so, '~ ‘superior, are_not to be excused. That the object sought by the Settlement Officer
) . ' . : by him, sent on to was a very des1rab.1e one may be admitted, and the.present .Collect_ol‘; S?tlsﬁed of
o » ) Mr. Dumergue, © . the advantages which will accrue from the introduction of this mod'1ﬁcat10n in the
- ’(¢) Mr. Bradley’s para. 35 : -~ who failed to i) ass s?rstem of village accounts, has consented to its being carried out 1n the taluks of
a the district in which classification remains to be completed. It means, ho_wever,

orders thereon. , )
a very great amount of extra labour to the Menons unless the work 18 carried out

at such a time of the year as will admit of the accounts in the new form being
repared in substitution of, and not in addition to, the accounts in the old form.
[r. Stuart was fully aware of the large extra amount of work involved by his (
requisition, and was not justified in requiring the work to be done without first
obtaining the full consent of the Collector, or obtaining the orders of the Board.
©_The complaint made in Mr. Stuart's letter of 13th February 1892, that his
application to Mr, Dumergue for statistics in regard to the Wala wan4d taluk had
been entirely neglected, is shown in Mr. Dumergue’s letter, of 7th March 1892,
to the Board (Board’s Procecdings, No. 3358, of 6th April 1892), to be without
foundation. - _
The statistics required some time for .preparation, and if, at the date of
Mr. Stuart’s application for them, they were urgentl required, there was nothing
to prevent him applying for them months before he did. 1t would, moreover,
have been in accordance with the general practice to offer some assistance from the

Secttlement office in the preparation of the statistics required.
_21. The last charge is of a general character. It is not proved an
denies if. - . :

22. The presence of a Settlement Party in a taluk inevitably causes 2 consid-
> erable amount of hindrance in the progress of ordinary revenue work, owing to the

CHARGQE. XV. .

That the effect of this circular was 1o induce village officers lo write impertinently to
 the Supervisor. ‘ _ ‘ " t

" 16. This result is shown by the Adhikari’s communication, which forms

Appendix XXII. (2), dated 16th. February 1892. This, as Mr. Bradley says, could

ot have occurred unless the village officers felt sure of support from the Tahsildar.

A : Mr. Stuart reported the matter to Mr.

(@ Appendixsg%XII. (5), No. 2356, 25th Feb- Batten in two letters @. The first Mr.
ruary 1892. : : Batten- sent on to the Collector, who .

Apgggdlx XXIL. (7), No. 2506, 10th March passed no orders on it. To the second
1892. : Mr. Stuart received no answer at all.-

These letters are quoted at para. 35 of Mr. Bradley’s report as pending in the
Collector’s office.. : .

v

CaarcE XVL

[

Putting. a strained interpredation on Setilement Rules. * d the Tahsildar

17. In this case Mr. Bradlesf considers that the Tahsildar’s objection was taken
. ~ with the intention of annoying and,

{.\ ~ Appendix XXIIL (1). ' }lf‘lfosﬁibl‘?’ obstructing the Supervisor.  + " fact, that the Classifiers are absolutely dependent on the Menon for all_information -
: : e Board agrees with him. . _ as to the existing registration, rate of assessment, &c., of each individual field in

e
e

\ Yhe villages, that it is impossible for the Classifier to do his work in the absence

of the Menon, and that, therefore, it is necessary to lay down strict rules debarring
the Menon from leaving his village save for urgent reasons. 'The abso

lute necessity
of giving the head of each Settlement Party & large share of control over

the village
Menon, upon whom the progress of his work 50 greatly depends, has been recognise
by Government and this authority is conferre

CuarcE, XVIL

fact that the Tuhsildar had issued his circular of November 9th.
_ ' [Appendiz XXIV. (2)]"
18.. This is dealt with at para. 9 suprd. Of the Tahsildar’s explanatioxi, Mr. -

e Suppressing the
- d by giving to Settlement Officers

the rank of Special Assistant to the Collector of the district in W}lich Settlement is -
been found as suitable as could be

: it is i i in tone and simply quibbling. This mat

Bradley says 1t '3 impertinent in ton® 80 Buto by Mr, Stuart to Mr. Batton, . procceding, ‘The arrangement has hitherio he Settl ‘

(o) Appendix XXIV. (3), No. 9384, 27th Feb-  who forwarded - it to Mr. Dumer e, dovised. Its proper working, however, of course, depends upon the Settlement }|

. ruary 1892. . R The letter is one of ‘those still Pené)in ; Officer and the Collector and I ivisional Officers Working = harmony. 8o far as tho |

(f) Mr. Bradley’s para. 35. : in the Collector’s office.® 8 -t Tahsildar is concerned, the papers before the Board. show, however, that he has \
‘ . . RS N : .- been guilty of very grave misconduct in connection with the Settlement Officers and

25
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Settlement work in his taluk. His behaviour towards Mr. Stuart has been most

. insolent, and his issue
R eXfe ‘fr‘V?dSSZQ in Charges V1L, XL, XIIL,and ¢ tho circulars @ to

. ; b in 1'951:’,'131‘(1 to their att
Settlement Party had, if not for its object, at all events, the effect of retardine the
progressof the ySettlement in the Walavsfanéd tailuk. The Board holr((;;dt]ildalfz1 ?hte};z
circulars were promulgated by the Tahsildar with full knowledge of their effect
Qo far as the Tahsildar’s explanation 1s concerned, he has failed in his attempt to -
shelter himself behind orders .1ssued by hl'S superior officers. On the other lgn d
Mr. Bradley urges in extenuation of his misbehaviour that, throughout its course.
the Tahstldar was never once reprm}anded by those in authority over him zllthou ol
they were aware of what was going on. Spme weight ma y Ioug
Collector’s recommendation to merey upon this ground. 1t should also be allowed
in the Tahsildar’s favour that the manner in which Mr. Stuart addressed him on
more than one occasion was far from calculated to_enlist his willing scrvices on
behalf of the Settlement Department, but nothing can justify os excuse such arave
misconduct on’ the part of an officer in this position, who has had upwards of
twenty years’ official experience. _Aftera full consideration of all the circumstances
of the case, the Board is of opmion that M.R.Ry. S. Ananta Pattar should be
reduced to the post of Deputy Tahsildar on Rs. 120, and accordingly makes this
recommendation to Government. .

93. With reference to Mr. Stuart’s statement that his numerous vcom.p.laints

» without authority,
the village officers
itude towards the

“about the Tahsildar were disregarded by the Divisional Officer and the Collector

September 1892.

. " alike, Mr. Bradley, at para. 39 of his letter, gives a list of no less than thirteen
. communications addressed by Mr. Stuart to the Divisional Officer, and by him
- forwarded, under the Collector’s order, to Mr. Dumergue.

These letters bear dates
yanging from Tth November 1891 to 10th March 1892, and show that if the work of

* Qettlement was to proceed smoothly, they needed prompt attention; but it'appears

that not one of them was answered by Mr. Dumergue.
letters in his communications to the Board.

94. In connection with the Special Settlement Officer’s letter No. 1546, dated

12thNovember 1891,
(b) ‘ Mr. DBradley {or-
warded a  demi-
official,® dated 4th
December 1891, ad-
dressed by Tahsil-
dar Ananta Pattar
to Mr. Dumergue,
and bearing, appa-

Mr. Stuart quotes all these

ResrecreD Sim, ) . ; :

. it in original for your information a dl‘ﬂl‘y kept by the
Herefw t&t?alfa b:;iu‘fg:l;g::;m who \gas lately}ﬁned by the Special Settlement Officer
Men(ﬁl 9 d ne 1($)ct of duty showing the dates on which he (the Mcnon) was engaged
for a e}f{e Clasgiﬁel‘ on Settlement work. The entries in the diary were initialled by
with tl . ifier and he could mot therefore now repudiate their cortectness. This diary
the € atm : completely demolish Mr. Stuart’s statements made thls letter (is now
w1'11, Ihru(s3 (;llect(ﬁ‘) to Mr. Batten, dated 12th November 1891, No, 154{3. that the
with the ked only 41 ‘out of 61 days in August and S(‘]”)témbel‘ .lﬂﬁt. Further the
Menon yfloconclusi-vel y prove the very contrary of Mr. Stuart’s assertion that the Menon
oy Wé ttlement work on Sundays and other authorised holidays. Except for three
did no Se o mber the Menon worked with the Classificr on all holidaysT Ii1 am new to
days 1 cpﬂ‘mial roport to you through Divisional Officer refuting Mr. Btuart’s allega-
make o d;’ agninst the Menon in the lotter above quoted, it 13 more than likely that
tions rtna e v%ill omo o know of the existence of this crushing evidence snd may
M. ? o wisely refrain from reporting to the Board of Revenue a8 he has threatened
there or:d thus save placing himselfin un awkard position™ If T am required to make
t?n %%\?;ial report on the subject, I request that the diary may be returned with Mr.
gtuart's letter and its enclosures.

gue’s initials under
date 6-12-91. It
shows that the Col-
lector had not failed
to consider, though
he had neglected to {

I beg to remain,
Respected 8ir, X
Your most obedient servant,

; T answer,” the com-

’ . VNA, Si ned) S. ANANIA_ PATTAR, . ) .
41:’52::33: 1851, (g Tehsildar,  plaints made by Mr.
Stuart. The fact

that the Tahsildar was allowed to address the Collector Siemi-ofﬁciauy and direct,
and the terms in which the Tahsildar was permitted to write of Mr. Stuart, leave no
reasonable doubt that the Collector had made himself thoroughly cognizant of all
that was going on in Walawanid., His failure to notice the Tahsﬂdar’s;c_onduct

s. in these circumstances, to condone 1t, and lent colour to any Sgpp9s1t1pn the
“:ah’ sildar may have entertained that the Collector would support him 1n his mis-
'Ia' b;s This letter, together with the Acting Collector’s report, was referred to
domxf)'mer ue by the Board (Settlement Department) by its Reference dated 2nd
Mr. Dunsts Shortly after this, Mr. Dumergue was appointed to act as Judge

y be allowed to the ™

~

rently, Mr. Dumer-- -

o~~~
———— PP i

of Trichinopoly, and was therefore no longer under

by Government, the subject is no more open ’co‘0 t’iﬂls;elzzﬁed
that if the Board, in.the .Settlement I?epaurftmenté;Lin s,
him, he would furnish it upon receipt 0 Cv?rra 2 affor

_in making the reference to Myr. Dumergue e
explain_his conduct as it appeared from BT

. Tap 1t3 OF ues
as Mr. Dumergue is no longer under its 0156161’:1,1 lfﬁgt tho papers to
In these circumstances the Board resolves 9‘ N

« disposal so far as Mr. Dumergue’s conduct 13

(True Extract.)
| (Signed)

To the S:acretary to Government, Revenve Departm@!lt-

,, Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement

P e

.

Exd. E. Fermmdcz.*
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the Board. Ilis reply to the

1 i roue main-
reference quoted ishis letter dated 20th October; 10 which Mr. Dumergue

. ; ] emned
tains that his conduct in this matter having been alrea@y judged and cond

He added, however,
an explanation from
The Board’s. object ..
d him an opportunity to-
Bradley’s report; and

: ! P ‘scuss the matter
‘ | having been declined, the Board, not being disposed to discuss

ted him to return the records.

Government for :

W. S. MEYER, .
Ag. Secretary.

”»-

: ; " and Director of the Department of Land Records and Agriculture.
IR ol 3 ,, Collector of Malabar.
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