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Boarp or REVENUE q 9N
0 oF Revexve (Laxp Revesuve), 14ta Drcemser 1892, No. 717.

CONFIDENTIAL.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE

(LAND REVENUE).

. -

REaD—the following letter from A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq.,
Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, to the Secretary
to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement {llldrl)il‘(}(“tor Of. the DCl)art-
ment of Land Records and Agriculture, dated Cherpalcheri, 30th April

1892, No. 161 :—

During the last Christmas holidays I had the honour of representing in person
to His Excvllcncy the Right Honorable the Governor and to some Members of the
Board certain facts, showing the hostile. attitude that had been adopted towards
me and the Settlement Party in this district and the gpave obstruction that was
])uing.plwd in the way of Scttlelnent Ol)erati()lls in ﬂl(.‘ \Vulil\vall{ld tuluk. On tlle
7th January 1892, 1 received, through the Private Secretary to the Governor, His
Excellency’s commsnd to represent whatever I had to complain of ‘‘to the Member
of the Board in charge of the Settlement Department, stating that I had taken this
course under instructions received from His Excellency.” )
~ Inobedience to this gracious command, I have the honour to submit the follow-
ing facts and to request that the Commissioner will be so good as to forward them,
with his remarks, a¢ the earliest possible date, for the favour of the early gotikidot:
ation and orders of His Exeellency the Governor in Council. The facts proved by
the public records, copies of which are herewith submitted, throw considerable light
on certain matters which are, I believe, at present under the consideration of the
Government. I should, therefore, feel exceedingly obliged if these papers could be
forwarded at once to the Government for fayour of consideration along with the
other matters referred to. I much regret that I have been unable to submit thir
report earlier, but, as the Commissioner 18 aware, unﬁl lately my time was wholly
oceupied in submitting my reply to certain very hostile criticisms—the outcome of
nine months’ incessant investig:;ti(ms conducted without any reference to nlp——und
since then 1 have been fully engaged in disposing of my current work which had

Wnecessarily fallen into arrears. °T trust, however, that this paper and its appen-
“dices may reach the G8vernment before any final orders are passcd-

9. When it was contemplated to oxtend the operations of this party to the
Walawandd taluk, I requested the Collector of Malabar in my letter No. 1692,
dated the 24th February 1891 (copy of which forms Appendix I), to *‘kindly
instruct the Divisional Officer of that taluk, as also the Tahsildar, Deputy Tahsildar
and Subordinate Revenue Officials to render the members of this party all possible
assistance and to furnish me with such records, accounts or information as.may
from time to time be required for Settlement purposes.” In reply, the Collector

informed me’in a post-card, dated the 97th February 1891, No. 209-P./Genl.
; of my letter ““had been com-

(copy of which forms Appendix I1), that a copy 2
municated to the Special Assistant Collector, Malabar, for the 1ssue of necessary

orders.”
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barty were extendeq 4 d
the 2ud March 1891, and in my p . Tty Walawanid et

ted the 17¢), March 1891,
at was required

1 S : ) by )

of my Proceedings aboye quoted formed Appendix It ottlement. A (”13’

It stte :
Ng. 61, dated the 7t April 1892, which I request mayobemy lotter to the Bo :
this report.

considered along with

eipt of my P roceedings above referred to and
uld be Sommunicateq 4, 5] the village

me, the then Tahsildar

: vergal, wag ¢, sferred t
" 3 % » Was transferred to
the Pongni taluk, where he 18 nowW rendering e

operations of thig party in progress in that taluk, and weeeded in the

alawanid taluk by tl{e prgselg; Tahsildar, M.R.Ry. S. Anaﬁ?amll’cact(i-cxd(;\l 1,“.,:?;
who had been Deputy Tahsildar and Tahsildar of ny"naad during 4 ,,,(tr' %fl‘bt‘]‘é
time Settlement operations were in progress in that {rgeg, Durirﬁr t}I itoics '}l
former Tahsildar, it was s e of the

only necessary for the Supervisop to i )
: . J 4 nform } !
réquirements of thig party were to enlist his hearty ¢o-opepat: m what the

ensure hig issuing the necessary ordeps e diaté]y o t*}‘ltgogiililuthe 111.uvt'ter and
W.lll be seen from.the copies of hig orders, which are in Vernae; im Buvl"m”.’ ;m
with their translations, form the firg four papers of Appendix | Ir. 5 ]un(, wlmi )
Kunhamby was the Tahsildar of the Welawansd taluk, the g erations .o g a8 Mr.
progressed satisfactorily ; but, with the advent of the ons ons of thi g

‘ ; Csent, Tahsilday those
M St serious obstruc‘bmn owl g'to his most ’unwur-
which I proceed set forth some of the

: St o
" S or ’ q

on Mis, No, 2692, which appears to 1, e dated s g el 801
transferred to Pondni, and of Which the fouyl, of the pa .fued b cfore he wh.
III is g copy, t,‘he fox:mer Tahsilday informed the Ad]likurisp Orming A tpl)end}x
amsams tha detailed structions were being prepared fom oy CONS o certaid
and that, until thoge i they should €I information
nature of the assistance which th L, Tohld .

. enter iy » book the
e
Officers and the time taken Y Wdte required to render 4,

. ) to rendey ¢ . the Sottloment
'C‘]a,SS}ﬁOI‘S to it.” The detaileq instrugt%;lit)g:s';?;egg’_ (iigqt].the MgNatures of the
Tahsildar were those contained ip my Proceedings No. 1 ]it ¥ ub(,"’e order of the
1891, and ags they were stated to he under preparati'on whi &ted,th(z 17th March
transferred from the taluk, it woulq be naturally sy o o that Tahgilqar was
been issued Immediately aftey Jjg Successor had assun?ed cl o thex would have
as a matter of fact, they were not issued by the Present Tah';'ﬁl\:'lge of his office : but,
1891, d.e., not until after tWo months hag elapsed from, the dl ar until the 79z May
n which he was requested to jggye them, though he Was perf !:;5 ?f e Procooding
ment operations were in Progress and that, ¢hq delay iy, { cogaLy Ware that Settle-
most prejudicial to Settlement work, o asuing “,‘0 mstruction was
sildar is embodied in hig cir ctions jssyeq by the Tah-
3

C.&D. and a copy of it w - pproaerence on (), No. 705
personally asked this Tahsildg il Appendlx It (10), In May 1891, 1

1 * why he had Naris : .

n {n)crl g)Foce(i(flllggsdeafftl 361, d .: e had 110%1;:2;:3(11 ;l;)t; mStr:cjt‘]emi? ;mithinfd
wished himse 1€ trans L oy Phed that e
that they would be shortly jeen s AHON of thos Pl()ceedm

26th May 1891, T had ¢},

! | sible re v Vanmyankylay, on the
even then issucd the okt ¢ reason to Suspect that the %‘ahsildur had not,

17th March 1891, anq b, fore requestod 1 - cedings No, 196
: 2 requested > b
the 26th May 1891 (copy of Which forpg j&ppondil)r: R’%I £ 0. 329, dated
orders he might have issued ge officials in (i e liu 'opics of an

instructions contained ip PI‘OCOGdin(rg N ' in obedience 0 the
this the Tahsilday replied in hig o v 1261, dated the 17¢), larch 1891.” o

(copy of which forms Appendix v ,.rw‘t] hich he fome. d the 28t} May 1891
his circular No, 705 C.&D., dateq )tle 11;’:‘27 11\11(;; ];29%)”‘ at:dod ot only 4 copy of
that he had been asked to 4 ‘ > only

y dated the

¢e to facilitate the s

1Camped gt ‘gs 4 M“]uyal,ﬂm and ®

' 2, No. 717. 3
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i X 1 i in compliance
in office and himself had issued fIOI.II tune} to t:;:]ee r;, s pren-
Pl:edecessor sts made by the Supervisor. Copies of these e
SR Hvae B ‘e}lrldin(r me copies of these latter' orders wh e
sk vy (10).6[ 1 };16 with the copy of his circular 1n.struct]1101zst,hv(;' i e
e l:?(il toasgng the Tahsildar induced me to bghgve t-?)ut it s e
he had been as tfle village ’Ofﬁciﬂls just as the former hr% ] .(1332 B B i
tho e or'o recgivin«r onths st gy 1691, the ftf]SI- d. 40, L c’ircu]ated a
i T‘gS7 C.&D., and its enclosures above ref en? Lol owon Stpc
e £ 0 14 G ol Bl A e
Vv e < ’ . sl classific . ) he
1(;11}0 ?ifl?tlrarl?el:::qcotiloli,ilinthglllil;’g:; az\lf(l)llil(?h I therewith sent the dates on which they
irecting

T N 5C.&D., dated the 18th May 1891.
Tt e gaildscs circu]ar,. eT((]?‘ IZL(();]){ f.rom ’th: Menons with the dates
“1 5 1a ecely
It would appear from those lists rece

; lar order, and

I 1 S copy of my vernacu el
7 entered (copies of which, together wi f the said 27 Menons

;1]:101”‘ ('Ei':sglbuti(bm}) e Appon’dixb\Z}I) ?1]1?12 }Tgs\i'r(())te his arzi, datt(}ed the’(? SCth-clglf;)l"
. 2E 2 . s t 1€ 1. e thﬂ.t 1e sai

received the P'ahsildar’s (,11(,111«:1[‘ a e dugadeine: to believ Ripupica i doriitow

891, No. 1287 C.&D., by which he ind the date of tha
/1“;(; 11;001;) iasugTEg all_’the Tilges of’ﬁma%llslel;if;:;'emy circular of the 1st June 1891

cceived it even at » the Tahsildar has yet
;‘-011110] Ofeltll ILIJII':IE:;:,\(EI n(?\te;'ci?)w’:iﬁag. I do not kno“{)uv:hfit(iﬁltlfel fact that the Menon
iad be ¢ ]

issued the circular fo f the Meneni Qf hlfltﬁ hﬂ; ’Written explanatwn fl'llnléhed l;yl'
) f his taluk, stated 1n is failure to prepare desamw
of one of the amsams § i ing his ‘111 vt DR O
him so late as the 3r 'denreceivgd thecircular and th "& 3w
accounts, thalt heel(;zgszle(g’e;t s Buf my Proceedings No.

been expressly r .

though
1 has not .?/L’f done $0,
Febr J 189 ’ to report on the said BIGIIOII’S all?%gﬁlovﬂ,i . : ' | ;

a. 2 of m P s has not up to
he was reminded of the fact % 1? i:)abelieve tﬁat the Sald} clflc 1tlllla?arClassiﬁers have
27nd M40 havehrg?gor to all the Menons, thoug 1f athe articular Menon
Gt hoon, Bauoe ok blofa'the written explanation ;) ich tO(I))k place with the
now left the taluk! C;)plles significant correspondence V;’ll; Board with my letter
el gy X anq 3 lt i flready been submitted tOI g facts above set forth I
Ta]wilda(f Ondtl‘;’(:;lsuk']eciil; 1“8133 from which and from the
No. 61, date 1 Apr y

w f
that the first case o

‘ ill be pleased to see

: [ rriment will

trust that the Board and Gove

n. i t he deliberately
Tahsildar’s misconduct, of which I have to 00111}31312;:‘7511;‘3? I had expressly
the Tahsildar’s m g OF:

. h oINS ‘ti()n o tions
5 sue the instruction : f the operati
delayed for about two m(?nth'?l toe miSubordinates in the inter eszi (Zake some action,
asked him to hﬁu: tohall ]ufie‘;l t}fglapse of two months he chose
of this party ; that, when a

. : t, when this
of his taluk; that, !
he did 1ot “issuc the instructions to all tho M(sln(()):llsthe subject, he answered in a

stione ] ns; and
i8si as found out and he was quebhlond been issued to a/l the Meno S
GPNCI v, d to beliéve that they ha be erroneous and he was & :
manner to mislead me Wkoqusutly found to 610 oh more than four months
that, when this belief was ? . ‘}le((ll from answering thoug d he was subsequently
explain, he dcl}bemtely reﬁrfut asked for his ?xplanat‘mn 1“. ot of the instructions
have elapsed since he was 1? an three occasions. The o fJGt}l m, 50 as to prevent
s o, o 'hl3St11 tql;:vants what was required Oemlzz of the Tahsildar’s
was to explain to the villa e ance, which, in consequ delay and friction
then:_ beut;f ablen:&lg}eya di&gnori‘he ’I"ahsildar sought to cause g
~naction, ey e 7 : 5 ich I shall se
i u:llla%pgy suc?;fder?éxt case of the Tahsildar’s nf]ilscoi]dyl;c;f‘en;htllle operations
6. Second Case.—The ' h 1891, i.e., five days il 1891, Z.e.
: R h March i Apr L
forth is the f()llown}g ;—; i 311€ht;1({;;];‘vanﬁd taluk, up tl()ggie dl‘ftte}:i th% 7k Mareh
Olf t.hts partyt]\:re;fet ;allrl (t)a received my Proceedings No. ;
about a mon

3 . o) e t “ 1 V < g L b
1 8S 1 3 ;Sk ' b b I . 'h d t

s ot B8 Tahsildar was
i S operations T

i 1 facilitate those g ko ot .

dinates with a ‘t,t?“{l to mtil after two months fm'm thatba(%7 86 complamts

comply even par ially v o Jiking vl

engaged in submitting to his .

; aining ““ sanction
‘ect of obtaining ““ sanc
: soed object of ; e S
ifi . ty, with the allegec id taluk for assisting the
ain assifiers of this party, wit . alawandd .
ﬂ{mnllst L Qldtbbl(lex?ébof (}umlastajl Menons in Walaw
for the appointm
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Revem_w.f?ettlemqnt' Partg/..” These complaints appear to have been submitted by
the Divisional Officer, without any reference to me, to the Collector who thereu on—
also without any reference to me but on the dpse dizit of this Tahsildar—passgd his
Proceedings Ne. 339-R/Genl., dated the 8th May 1891 (copy of which has already
been submitted to the Board as Appendix Q to the memorandum submitted with
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 Pdlghat taluk where Settlement operations were lately in progress.”

He also added: ‘“ At the same time from the numbers of complaints received ongy

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 to my subordinates
against the detention of amsam officials longer than was absolutely requisite for
carrying out the work of Settlement.”

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 already 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 directed the
amsam officials to render the Settlement 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 the
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 (Classifiers ; 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 ary instance in which the
Classifiers ¢ took undue advantage of their position an demanded more than
legitimate assistance ”; and expressed my desire to be furnished with the particplurs
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 g;,vored me with 7o reply up to date, 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 Collector
had apparently been induced to believe 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 be
furnished 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— a procedure wholly unprecedented so far as I
am aware and subversive of public policy. Seeing that the Collector has not
adopted either course so far as [ am aware, 1 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 mnecessary to refer to me or to furnish me with any particulars, were
perfectly groundless. I am constrained to believe that, whi?e submitting those
complaints, the Tahsildar must have heen aware that they were perfectly ground-
less or else he would presumably have submitted them to me, as they concerned
my immediate subordinates. His object in submitting them direct to the Revenue

5
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officers was firstly to prejudice the mind of the Collector against the Classifiers
and secondly 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 needlpss friction. :
In this connection I beg also to invite special attention to the following

significant dates :—

Settlement operations were started in the Walawandd taluk on 2nd March
1891. :
ting complaints to the Revenue officers against
Classifiers and requesting sanction for appointing Gumastah Menons were dated
Yth, 11th, 12th, 17th and 20th March and 2nd, 10th, 11th, and 15th April 1891. 7

My Proceedings, asking the Tahsildar to issue certain instructions to e:i : 13
village subordinates with a view to facilitate Settlement operations, were date

17th March 1891. ;
Collector’s Proceedings, disposing
submitted by the Tahsildar and declining to sanc

tah M s, were dated 8th May 1891. : ; J . )

f elll\or?dq, tller'l‘aflsildar’s cir(;{ﬂar, embodying the instructions t;z:(}rllftau‘lle;lg 11 ek

Proceedings No. 1961, dated the 17th March 1891, was dated 18 tal‘ly ; 11' !
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, i.e., only.l51 gglysz' eaftilr'l : ?e:it}l{ezleifg
operations were started in his taluk, up to thc? 15th Apri ’a«;e::i T ubmitting
after Settlement operations were started, the Tahsildar was engag

i nplai ith a view to prejudice
behind my back numerous complaints to the Collector wi 1eW
him again};t the Classifiers and to obtain his sanction for appointing Gumastah
M 83

i (i’i) That ten days after he submitted the first ang. aboubtT : xilgg{;h t;t):tf;jetill:
submitted the last complaint he received my Proceedings ft e e
17th March 1891, in which he was expressly asked to issue (fr a e o
all the amsam officials of his taluk with a view to facilitate the prog

t' . N )
Bog 01(35;';1 }1(‘)}[:2{ he did not do so until ten days after he received the Collector’s

; : N8 ;
Proceedings declining to sanction his proposal o appoint Gunﬁxsta? Llll?:?llelii) =
(iv) That the delay in issuing those instructions wa(s1 tlllle é)ollector )
desire to issue them to Grumastah Menons, whom I}Gth0p§ . tt: d by him and not
permit him to appoint on the strength of the complaints submi

b lzsrngaEZ?tbl\;T;&T (;ie??b(lerateiy delaying the issue of instructions which he

was asked to issue with a view to facilitate the progress of Set?%fmengf(ﬁggﬁtwﬁ:é

he obstructed those operations and caused friction, as the \il v?fg(i i ey

knowing the nature of the duties required of them, resented thfe 1? v‘illlag% servants

of this party which necessitated harder work on the part of the

than they had been accustomed to perform. he Tahsildar’
The above conclusions are also supported by the fact that the . &R C&F 7

application for sanction to appoint Gumagtah Menons was madi ggrtthe,, :‘llllggeg
fg{ound that they were requirefi) ¢ for assisting Revenue Settlemen £ ay, reciat%d
I had expressly disapproved of the Tahsildar’s proposal which I readi 3; : g? e tok
at its real value. It cannot be supposed that the Tahsildar was 1gnorati: & o - 50
that raw Gumastah Menons would not have been of the slightest usg nltnMenons gWhO
Revenue Settlement Party, which can only be assisted by p%rmagl e Tehiling
have knowledge of their amsams and their accounts. If t erelor o i
really wanted Gumastah Menons to promote the progress of Settlement op -

. were required to
he ought to have applied for them on the ground tha(t)ftgleg;r o dinar)(rl A

1 i i ischarge

assist or relieve the permanent Menons 1n the discharge of t

duties and thereby to enable the latter to render proper ass1stgvréiz t:et}‘lﬁrggvgnfg:
Settlement Party and not on the ground that the new men 2(1

Tahsildar’s reports, submit

of the complaints against the Classifiers
tion the appointment of Gumas-
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; Proceedings cancelling my order of suspension
| which he also erroneously dec
village officials, whereas
' force, and even now have the power to

e e o
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8§  Boarp OF REVENUE (LaN
ad been

March 1891 and No. 2842, dated the 4th April 1891, re§pectlve1y, h s
forwarded by the Special Assistant Collector, Malabar, with his endorsement, date
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 had read all the vecords, 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 which 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, if 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 suspending officer for report,

records, &c., and on ex-parte statements, many of which in this case the public

records conclusively proved were false. In the present case, the su§pended
Adhikari does not even appear to have prcferred any ap!)eal, for, if he 1'1§xd, it would
naturally have been read in the Proceedings of the Collector cancelling the sus-
pension order, nor did the Collector call for the connected papers, most of which

were in my office, or for any report, or,

in fact, make the slightest reference to me. 1

have served with over a dozen Collectors and have mever experienced such treatment,
1 beg further fo submit that it was a

which, I submit, is quite unprecedented. 1 i
ot even deem it necessary that his

reat grievance to me that the Collector did 1 . : that b
g S . and reinstating the Adhikari, m

lared that I had no power whatever to punish the
I had full power to do so under the special orders then in
fine them under the orders subsequently

issued by the Board, sHould 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(ff communicated to this Tahsﬂdar, whose knowledge of
the contents of the Proceedings he did not fail to make insolent ase of z_&f@erwarfis,
as will be seen. 1t has been “tated above that the results of the mquiries which
I asked the Tahsildar to make into the (lassifier’s (:O‘mpl.amt,, but which he
entrusted to his 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

Dbt 1 hi . No. 2842, dated the £th April 1891. It has also been
ahsildar, with his arz1 2o , date 2P e Collector by the Divi-

stated above that these very reports were su mitte _ by the
sional Officer, with his endorsement, dated the 20th April 1891. "This on its face
by supposing that the reports

seems rather strange and can be accounted for only :
forwarded to the Collector by the Divisional Officer must be copies of the report
submitted to me by the Tahsildar. It is also not clear how the DlVlSl()Il&l Oﬂ}cer
came by these copies unless it be supposed that they were submitted rby the T ah-
sildar. = If so, may I respectfully ask what necessity there was for the Tahsildar to
adopt this extraordinary procedure ? The Adhikar: was suspended by me p_endmg

The result of the inquiry was

result of the Tahsildar’s inquir and report to me. ] ; ‘
received by me on the 8;111 Aypril 189%, 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 on me. The impatience
exgibited by the Tahsildar and the fact that neither the Divisional Officer while
forwarding the papers to the Collector, nor the Collector while passing orders on
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 0y order of suspension, are, I beg to
submit, very significant and I trust the Board and Government will interpret it
correctly and take such notice of it as it may be deemed to be deserving.

8. Fourth Case.—On the 25th March 1891, I had to forward with my Pro-
ceedings No. 2058 of that date a complaint preferred by one of my Classifiers
regarding the apathy shown by certain®

* Viz., of Perur amsam. village officials to the Tahsildar for early

inquiry and report, To this the Tahsildar replied in his arzi No. 2909, dated the
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Zti;ﬁaggayoﬂlii?all; tslv?a:' etl;'?a Clz:ssalﬁer’s complaint having been found to be true, the
B e oh § ported to the Duwisional Ofiicer for punishment. That the
5 har should have taken so much time to reply to my Proceedings, which
ti((a) ay he dfmll]st have known would be injurious to the interests of Settlement opera-
be;?, arl; dt gt he should have reported the results of the inquiry which he had
5 haas eh y me to mak.e and report to me to the Divisional Officer with a view
1 ve the village officials concerned punished by that officer, ignoring me
altogether, appeared very strange, and I therefore asked the Tahsildar to explain.
The Tahsildar explained (in his arzis Nos. 1317 and 2075, dated the 1st June and
:‘anlOctober' 1891), but in a most impertinent manner, quite unwarranted and
- insolent, which I cannot but attribute (for the Tahsildar’s explanation clearly
& proves this) to the Collector’s Proceedings erroneously declaring me to have no
power whatever to fine village officials having been communicated to the Tahsildar.
I reported the Tahsildar’s impertinent conduct to the Collector in my letter
No. 1820, dated the 120h 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 menths
have since elapsed, the Collector has not had the courtesy to comply with my request, or so
far as I am aware, to have taken the slightes! notice of the Tahsildar's insolent letter to
me, which one Member of the Board was pleased to describe when I placed it
before him as being that of a Tahsildar to one of his Revenue Inspectors and most
improper, and the Tahsildar has been thereby distinetly 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, 8s is generally done in such cases, and
that he has also nof chosen to take the slightest notice 80 far as I am aware of my com-
plaint regarding the unprecedented manner in which the Tahsildar behaved towards
me, I am relunctantly 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 VIIL, 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 misrepresentation of facts which the Tahsildar
made with a view to support one of the
i Menons * who refused to go to the
field Wlth. the Classifier and contended that the only orders he had received from
the Tahsildar were to furnish the Classifiers with the necessary accounts and not
to work with the Classifiers in the field. This contention of the Menon was made
ti,)t a time when the Supervisor was on leave and the Chief Head Classifier of the
: arty was officiating for him. As the Chief Head Classifier was not aware of the
act that the Supervisor had already requested the Tahsildar to issue and the Tah-
8%(18.1: had already issued orders to the Menons asking them to work with the
P assifiers in the field as provided for in the Settlement Manual, published under the
uthorl&? of Government, he foolishly pelieved that the Menon’s contention was
true and therefore wrote to the Tahsildar, requesting him to issue the orders in
question. 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 forwarded 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 should work 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 l'ahsildar, dated
the 8th March 1891, No. 844, on which the order €0 am0s8 officials was based). Tt
was in his fya,dast, dated the 14th March, that the Supervisor made his first request
for issue of an order of that kind and this yadast the Tahsildar sent to the Menon
3

* Of Nitirimangalam.
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for compliance. It was, therefore, too i
! S, the premature for the Supervi
a complaint on the 15th id ’c 14 : Pervisor to have mad
orders.I’)’ 1 1dem that the Tahsildar fajle to issue the necessar;
As I then had not the insight into this Tahsilday
. : 4 b ar’s r b
since obtained, I believed what the Tahsildar stated :atncflS ;gfrl(larglll{}l ?.Ct("l. tl}at I have
Supervisor for his conduet in my Proceedings No. 162, dateq th}e QE’II{ItIIXd".ded the
On receipt of these Proceedings the Supervisor brought t¢ my not'b L 1‘11.1891:
No. 196, dated the 2nd May 1891, that his first yadast to the Tahqi]dlw in his arzi
one dated the 8th March 1891, No. 844, to which alone the Tah'b:ﬂd . }mb not the
to refer and in which he requested the Tahsildar to order the amsm 1ad chosen
furnish the Classifiers with the necessary accounts whenever they Werznll.e((’;ﬁic 1a11s fto
red ror

o~

Settlement purposes, but another, dated 26/4 February 1591, y, 793, in which 1 .
o ) ‘hich he

expressly requested the Tahsildar to order the Menons to remain wj e ol
until the work in his amsam was completed.” - Copy ofa;ﬁewgil the 'Ua;smh‘ers
yadast referred to, No. 793, dated the 26th February 1891, wasg sulpcr"lsi)rs first
Wwarded to me by the Tahsildar himself with his arzi No, 1987 Q (g):B(luently for-
28th May 1891 (vide the first paper in Appendix IIT 4o this re ;Ort)" dated the
Tahsildar's misrepresentation not been deliberate, but due to forletf 1 Slitie
first yadast, he would have corrected his false report on discovering tlu SEON 0 the
Copies of all the papers eonnected with this case.form Appendix IYg = PRl Bt
In this connection I beg to invite special attention the Con‘c]. &
of the Tahsildar’s arzi, No. 2920, dated the 14th April 1891, which fu- Ing sentence
papers in Appendix IX, which runs as follows : — ! orms one of the
Gu» “ ‘t!;%ui{ are well aware tl;:gamsam Oﬂioéz.hr; ga.:t(i multifarious works ¢ attend to, and, yn]
mas enons are appo L1n places w Settlement is i s » and, unless
ot aﬁrél gggrl:ﬁve workmwﬂl%uﬁer oA work is in Operation, hoth Settlement
This arzi was written by the Tahsildar ¢ duy previy, .
submitted the last of the nun{arpus reports to the Col]l)ector ietga?(fi ‘ialfe} on which he
against Classifiers and the necessity for appointing Gumastah Merrllb the complaints
never said a word about those reﬁorts, but made me belieye that I ons, and IZ'Ct he
fresh suggestion and hence I replied that ““ I was unable t, i ortle} Was making a
The above facts clearly show that the conduct of thel'rl‘ah .ils proposal.”
disingenuous and erafty and I request that it may be deserving] sildar was most
10. Sizth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s miscond%lg;; noft.xcqq,
complain, is the most impertinent tone of a letter which he wrot ,to w]u'ch I must
of this Party on the 2"_71:11 April 1891, € to the Supervisor
On the 20th Apzil 1891 the Supervisor had to call upon the Menon of g certa
: certain

bl Pattambipal]jpm, amsam* for explanation

left the Class; .21 8510, Why 'he

engaged on Settlement work and attended to his ams;ﬁsﬁsikv:;itg P he was
usual memorandum from the Classifier which he knew he ought tolout; getting the
occasions as preseribed by the Settlement Manual, The Rcveget on all such
secured from the Menon a cfg)y of the Supervisor’s requisition and r}ue Inspector
same to the Tahsildar for orders as to whether the Supervisor had th ‘)rwe}rde.d the
call upon Menons_ for e;planation whenever they attended to theire authority to
and added that, if so, it would be impossible for him to get the ﬂntluam work,
amsam work-. This extraogdinary action of the Revenue Ins ectormd'oldo their
spirit by which the Subordinate Revenue Officials of this taluk hay II)SC oses the
to regard this party. Thereupon, without having the patience t : eenhtaugl‘
Menon’s explanation called for by the Supervisor was not for at(;effi(? t a::t ;h.e
ey work, but for doing so without getting the prescribed memoraﬁlig : ﬂls
Tahsildar wrote a most impertinent and bombastic letter (o ok 7 tum,tl e
with copies of connected papers forms Appendix X), which runs : copy together

“Tf you insist on my Menons attend; to Settlemer 1 :

othar (\(t]m}ll y imp{wtmtlt works /for{whic}:nlg n?liﬂ{cs;onsiblg?l; '“EiKogg’cﬁggz(ichi}xgso:frgﬁfér
tantly, to issue orders to my subordinate: FEA : 5 Y pelied, 3
tion will have a bad effect on Settlement 0;‘(‘7’2")/ [(r{)ii:_(’gmd you (mstructlons. Zhis I need hardly men-
The above letter besides being most impertinent and bombastic in tone also shows

the Tahsildar’s impression that it was completely within his power to produce ¢ g
bad effect on Settlement operations ” by his action. * It is significant that the above

——
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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 exrroneously declaring me to have
no power whatever of punishing village officials. A
L1. Seventh Case.—The Collector having declined in his Proceedings No. 339 R.
Genl., dated 8th May 1891, to sanction the Tahsildar’s proposal to appoint
Gumastah Menons and the Board having decided in its Proceedings, 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
have, as pointed out at para. 7 supra, and haying thereby been disappointed in both
@his attempts to obstruct the progress of Settlement operations, the Tahsildar
resolved to resort to a third course, of which I must now ecomplain.

On the 1st September 1891, the Menon of one of the amsams of the quawanéd
: A ed on classification work

taluksgile., of Arakkuparamba, informed the Classifier enga Y

in that ng,gam that hia had been ordered by the Tahsllg;% i BDSCERSnale fnonit

Settlement“work from 6 a.m. to 10 am. every day a"d,th“t e aruiC esior

attend to that work only from 11 .m. from the 2nd September 1891 [vide Ag’ll){el.l'
rk is

dix XTI (1)]. / The*Tahsildar was perfectly aware that the nature of our w
such thu(.t )o]ur men work from 7 to }1)2 and from 3 to 6 daxly and that by withdraw-
ing the Menons from the Classifiers up to 11 o’clock A.M. d,a_lly he would successfull
obstruct our work. I forwarded a copy of the ,Meﬁon s report to thehTahsﬂdar
with my Proceedings No. 1486, dated the 7th November 1891 [copy of which fmi‘ms
Appendix XI (2)] for report as to whether he had given _t}.le Menon tl}lle_m::rg:it on
In question ; if so, what explanation he had to offer»for issuing such m% lllf ox;s
which sorious]y interfered with the progress Q? Sgﬁt}?ment 0perat{gnﬁs :}? t, h Il;o (i
what explanation the Menon had to offer for informin _the_ Classifier that he had
['ahsildar replied in his arzi

received such instructions. To these Proceedings the

P ) - 1 [vide Appendix XI (3)] to say that he
No. 2371, dated the 70t& November 1891 [vide Append soin(th)e - S b S

had given the instructions to the Menon that he had to do )1 .
revenue administration of his taluk, which he falsely said }i?’d bte enS ;‘Zﬁﬂ’gﬁ
affected and fallen in arrears on account of the Menons attenc mg 1(:ltation ik
work and that he had asked his Divisional Officer to ‘deg;se n %Otn%e Eesriad’ o
me some plan by which the Settlement and revenue works mig 8 eiarinbusl
without prejudice to either. - It will be noted that the T -éx:}?sNove n?ber 189 13:

-and craftily concealed the fact that, on the very previous;day*, :
he had on his own motion issued a general circular to all Menons to_this effect,

. A dix XII (1) the
and not only to the particular Menon referredn t?;mrgggéeAIi)r{)e:or:sultatio(n )With

Board will be pleased to see that the suggestio ! ]
me some plan gy which the Settlement and revenue works Ifugl')ll_t be c:fr(l)ef% on
without prejudice to either,” was made by the Tahsildar to his Division 4 <(3ier
in his endorsemeut No. 9665, dated the 26th September 1891 (copyha}i};en e )%
with which he forwarded, ¢ for informatfo.n,” copy of a report from the enin 0
Vettattur amsam, representing his inability to attend to his revenue Wordaon
account of his having to attend to Settlement work from 7 4. to 6 p.m. every day.
This report and the Tahsildar’s endorsement thereon containing the above sugges-
tion were forwarded to me by the Divisional Officer with his letter No. 941, dated
e 6th October 1891 Em’de Kppendix X1II (2)] to be favored with my views as to
the hours during which Menons should attend on Cl&ssl_ﬁers. In the aforesaid
letter the Divisional Officer added that ¢ numerous complaints were _rece{ved from
Menons that they could not do their regular work on account of their ll)e}ng taken
away for Settlement work,” that he thought “most of these comp aints were

3 . G Sk et
g » 7 t would be better if some definite mstructions
frivolous,” and that * nevertheless it w neo with ithe: Divisional

could be drawn up jointly by him and 1}16-” In complia
Officer’s request, I expressed to him my views 11 my letter No. 1496, dated the 7th

_ : : Appendix XII (3)] which were that there
B aled g0 B ISR W forn]tshm[l)g when the gril age officials should work

was no necessity for prescribing exac s oot torthe M :
ith the Classifiers, but if he wished there was no objection to the Menons of his
M ha O . he Classifiers from 7 A.M. to 12 noon and

division being instructed to work with t ussit e n an
from 3 to 6 Pfi{ In reply to this letter, the Divisional Officer informed me in his
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letter No. 789, dated the 21st November 1891 copy of which £ "

(4)] that he agreed with me “in considering that }trhere was ngr?:cfsgﬂeynffigs{g

mstructions regarding the particular hours Menons should att ifiers ”
and that he was instructing the Tahsildar accordingly., e e

Before receipt of these instructions from the Divisional Officer the Tahsildar took~

upon Jamself to issue a general circular to all the amsam officials -
ordering them not to attend to Settlement work from 6 to 10 AT:l:VIrZrOfd;us tg]uk’
of this general circular, dated 9th November 1891, No. 10837, which is };n M0 4
yalam with its translation forms Appendix XIII (2). T trust further commentaot
my part is unnecessary.

The seventh case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct, of which I must complain, is
3 N

therefore—

(i) that, on the 1st September 1891, he, without an referenc {
Divisional Officer, took uponp himself to instruct the Meion of Asﬂ?l)uin :r(;lx‘n}‘::;
amsam not to attend to Settlement work from 6 to 10 a.y, every day and-Pthereb 7
seriously obstructed the progress of Settlement operations, : y

(ii) that, in his endorsement No. 9665, dated the 26th September 1891, in
which he suggested to his Divisional Officer the desirability of. his prescribiné in
consultation with me the hours of Menons’ attendance on Classifiers, he deliberately
withheld the fact that he had himself prescribed those hours so far as the Arakku-
paramba Menon was concerned 25 days before he submitted his suggestion ;

(1ii) that, having submitted the said suggestion to his Divisional Officer, he
without awaiting the orders of that officer took upon himself to issue, without any
authority, a general circular on 9th November 1891 to all the Menons in his taluk,
ordering them not to attend 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
impede Settlement work and that, had he referred to me, I should certainly have
objected in the public interests ; and :

(iv) that, though this general circular was issued on the 9th November 1891,
he most carefully failed to make any mention of it in his reply of the 10th
November 1891 [Appendix XI (8)] to my Proceedings No. 1486, dated the T7th
November 1891 [Appendix XI (2)7], which he wrote the very day after he had
issued the said general circular and 1n which he stated that he had ‘instructed only
the Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam to absent himself from Settlement work from
6 to 10 A.m. In writing that reply he could not have forgotten what general
circular he had written the very day before, and, in concealing this conduct, he was
guilty of grave duplicity and cunning. :

The above facts clearly show how glaring .the duplicity and insolence of the
Tahsildar was in respect of the operations of this party. I complained of it to the
Divisional Officer in my letters No. 1496, dated the 7th November 1891 [vide
Appendix XII (3), para. 6]; No. 1546, dated 12th November 1891 [Appendix XT
(4)]; Nq. 2368, dated the 26th February 1892 [Appendix XIII 1)]; and No. 2370,
of the same date [Appendix XT (5)]. I¥;l r(g)l]y the Divisional Officer informed me
that he had forwarded my letters to the Collector, who, though almost six months
have elapsed since the date of the first of those latters, has not, so fur as I am aware,
laken any action on them. He has not had the courtesy to reply to me or favour me
with any expression of opinion, but kas systematically treated my complaints againg
this Tahsildar with contempt.

12. Eighth Case.—On the 2nd September 1891 the Tahsildar in his capacity as

*Viz.. Kulatbur Taluk Magistrate summoned the Menon

e ; of one * of the amsams to appear before

him as a witness and the Classifier on whom the Menon was attending and to
whom the summons was shown permitted the Menon to leave Settlement work for
the purpose of attending the Taluk Magistrate’s Court, and furnished him with a
memorandum under rule V (3), section VII, of the Settlement Manual, showing
the date on which the Menon was permitted to leave Settlement and attend the
Taluk Magistrate’s Court, and requesting the Magistrate to note, at foot of
the memorandum, the date on which his services were dispensed with by him.
On the memorandum being shown to the Tahsildar-Magistrate exception was taken

S
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by him to the wording of the memorandum and he scribbled in red ink across the
memorandum the following remark :—

“ Classifier’s permission is not required for the Amsam Menon to attend a court of  justice

according to its summons.” -

¢ This pompous Tahsildar, I may remark, is constantly describing himself as
“the court.”

The matter having heen brought to my notice, I addressed the Tahsildar
pointing out the rules on the subject, but the result was an arzi from the Tahsildar
couched in a most extraordinarily insolent and impertinent lone, attempting to support
himself by ahair-splitting and strained interpretation of the Settlemlent R_u%les with
a view to put me in the wrong. Copy of this Offel}SIVe report toget lle" Wlﬁ %Oples

% of the correspondence that led to it forms Appendiz XIV. I trust t :at t A
and Government will take the most serious notice of the Tahsildar’s arzi, dated
21st November 1891, Reference on C. No. 2393.(): & D., which, I beg to submit, he
would not have dared to haye written to his Divisional Officer 01('i to tt?e Collector
or to any other officer in my position. He would not have da}re tot dave written
to me in this tone had he not felt confident that he would 1.)e supported.

18. Ninth Case.—The next case is also one of the Tahsildar’s impertinence and

ol - . a he 4th and 5th September 1891
strained mterpretation of Settlement Rules;meoil otf 2he PR A = ) (i

taluk absented himsel.f from Settlement
work without obtaining the necessary

«plain his absence
' ifie d when called upon to explam. ice,
i R Hospital Assistant to obtain a medical

stated that on the 4th he had to go to a ; :
certificate and that on the 5th hegwas detained by.the I‘ahsildar. asI,a lil:ilgggugrc;g,
requested the Tahsildar to inform me if he ha'd detained th?bhden(:;wmndl?m ;i (;
if so, why he had not furnished the Menon with the prescribed m £ of the (ia in
this the Tahsildar replied that he did detain the Menon on a porti By a}s’ i

. : . . : 1 moran
question and that he did not furnish him with_the prefzcg;ze;lo ?rllsite ES G Atk

was not bound to do so under the Settlement Rules. ) .
tion to this reply—Tahsildar’s arzi, dated 18th November 1‘89 E—Er?&i‘izglgi{gei’rﬁg
XV (8)] which is couched in the most insolent and unpardonable omtz Bl e
interpretation which the Tahsildar puts upon the Settlemen i = nnanided and
gut me in the wrong. All the papers connected with this case are app

orm Appendix XV. 2 :

14. Tenth Case.—The next case of the.Tahsild_al"s r!usco.n(fllt.lctt, (f behl:ﬂc: {);n :}:
complain, is about his deliberate delay in levying fines inflicte wg;e stavted in
Menons for neglect of Settlement duty. Since Settlement OperathﬁlS L Rl diie
the Walawandd taluk I have up to daté only fined 5 Menons, thoug

~ had to excuse as the obstruction
sorerdputiiialimncrac Uf o Shalisbis Who?lldir’stt)wn misconduct. As I found

caused by them was mainly due to the Tahs gy ,
that the }”I‘ahsildar was no}; prompt in levying the fines inflicted -F}ﬁnn;erg:sgﬁ?
Menons, I asked him to report the date of his levying those ﬁn‘e?iwr:s To one of
able time, and, when he failed to do so, I had to send him remin ed.I beg to sub-
these reminders, the Tahsildar sent me a most insolent answer dan desd ngcessar
mit a copy of it (vide Appendix XVI) for such orders as may be ‘:ﬁ' Eoce infli ct(}a’ d
«  About the Tahsildar’s wilful and inordinate delay in levying the I complained
by me with a view to promote the interests of Settlement operations, P
to his Divisional Officer in my
(Appenlc}ix XVfII), todWhidi) he iixforme 3
he Collector for orders; but these orders . :
:1: aware, though more than two months have elapsed since Idmadirg:e ?;lzfzp::l?}f;
As usual the Divisional Officer did nothing on my complaints L i ref:s Iy/mow The
Collector for orders and the Collector as usual did nothing so jlb?)ﬁ‘icer it might, I
Tahsildar being the immediate subordinatfl‘)f Zheerl?;‘i,tlfégnﬁimself o sogco;n-
think, have been expected that he Woumdnx?nd:;'vth g e w0 I Duner

; 4 1 1 te . g
fle:c?,l }I t(ifg: i(%n’ebggag‘?isilr?] (;r](?ve:?sri(;nt will draw the only possible conclusion in

respect of the treatment I have received. ;

* Pulakkattiri,

. 2366, dated the 26th February 1892
e dane that ’my letter had been forwarded to “
have not yet been passed, so far as I |
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15. Eleventh Case.—The next instance of the Tahsildar’s misconduct, of which
I must complain, is about the attempt made by him to deprive the Supervisor of
his authority to summon amsam officials to appear before him and furnish’ inform-
ation for Settlement purposes.

On the 10th October 1891, the Supervisor had to issue a notice * to the
Menon of Panamanna amsam asking
him to appear before the Supervisor at
: Cherpalcheri on the 14th idem with
certain accounts and to furnish certain information which was necessary for Settle-
ment ({)urposes. The Menon deliberately disobeyed the Supervisor’s notice and on the
very day that he was required to appear before the Supervisor submitted a report

* Appendix XVIII (1).

to the Tahsildar informing him of the@

t Vide Appendix XVIII (2). fact of his having received a notice from
; the Supervisor and requesting orders as
to how he should act in the matter. On receipt of this report the Tahsildar did
not issue any orders to the Menon, but forwar(}ed a copy ot the Menon’s report to
his Divisional Officer in continuation of some other report, of which I have no

knowledge, with the following remarks :—

“ Summonses to village officials issued even hy courts have to be sent through Tahsildars and
not direct. The Settlement Supervisor’s procedure in issuing direct, instead of through me,
notioes to Amsam Menons compelling them to appear at distant places from their amsams, o as to
suit the convenience of Settlement subordinates, is irregular and inconvenient I think” [cide
Appendix XVIII (2)].

The Divisional Officer thereupon forwarded to me the Menon’s report and
Tahsildar’s remarks above referred to ¢ for favour of remarks.” These remarks
were furnished in my letter No. 2423, dated the 20th February 1892 [wide
Appendiz X VIII (6)]. In this letter I brought prominently to the notice of the
Divisional Officer the unwarranted methods adopted by the Tahsildar to obstruct
Settlement operations and the gross misconduct of the {Ienon (and I beg to invite
special attention to the facts clearly set forth in this letter) and requested him to
inflict exemplary punishment on the Menon and to instruct the Tahsildar that his
suggestion that Settlement notices should be served through him eould not be
complied with. In reply to this letter the Divisional Officer merely inform:d me
that he had forwarded wy letter to the Collector ‘* for orders.” No orders have yet
been received and none have been passed by the Collector, so far as I am aware, though
more than two months have elapsed since I made my request. I trust it is unnecessary
for me to ask the Board and Government to consider how the Settlement of Malabar
is to proceed if this is the way in which the representations of the officer entrusted
with the work are to be treated. Z

16. Twelfth Case.—The next case of the Ta}-xsildar’s misconduct, which I beg
to bring to notice, is about his readiness to receive and forward false complaints
from his subordinates against the subordinates of this party to his Divisional
Officer.

On the 3rd November 1891 the acting Menon of Kodur amsam preferred a
complaint to the Tahsildar stating that he had been abused and his amsam records
thrown down by the Classifier for the Menon’s failure to give certain information

which ought to have been, but which was not, forthcoming in the Menon’s accountsih

The Tahsildar prompt!y forwarded a copy of the above complaint to his Divisional
Officer with the following endorsement [vide Appendix XIX (1)] :—

“This complaint was handed over to me by the Menon when I went to the amsam for
jamabandi work. The Adhikari corroborated the Menon’s story. The Settlement subordinates
treat amsam officials as their subordinates and this leads to much frictional and unnecessary
correspondence, If the Menon’s allegations are true, the Classifier is guilty of a criminal offence.”

The Menon’s complaint and the Tahsildar’s remarks above yeferred to were
forwarded to me by the Divisional Officer “ for favour of remarks” and I furnished
him with those remarks in my letter No. 2455, dated the 3rd March 1892, copy of
which, with copies of its enclosures, forms Appendix XIX (2) to (24), and to which
I beg to solicit careful attention. From this appendix it will be seen that the
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Menon’s complaint was perfectly groundless and the Adhikari’s corroboration
referred to by the Tahsildar was purely malicious. That they were so could have
been easily ascertaiffed by the Tahsildar had he chosen to do so, as he was in the
amsam, where the matters complained of were said to have occurred, and as the
complaint was handed over to him in person by the Menon ; but the Tahsildar
evidently saw that it would not suit his purpose to ascertain the truth of the
complaints preferred by amsam officials against Classifiers and therefore forwarded
a copy of it to the Divisional Officer with 'the endorsement abovg quoted, of wh}ch
I trust, it will be noted that the concluding senfence was a distinet suggestion
for the prosecution of the Classifier—a public servant—-on the false statement of
another public servant.
® I beg here to observe that t
has been threatened with prosecution,
concluding sentence of the Collector’s

his is the second time that a Classifier of this party
the first threat being that contained in the
Proceedings No. 440-P/Genl., dated the 1st

: d, on the strength of a false
May 1891, wherein Mr. Dumergue was pleased to record, on
rep?)rt submitted by this '[‘a.hsil?lar, that  the subordinates in ﬂl]e' Settlement I;art !
should, after the present instance, be warned that if false comp a}ntsi were n()lq ¢, 1t
would be necessary to protect amsam officials by instituting criminal proceedings.

It is also significant that the Collector should have:‘reme;rk:ge[i;lb ;]risinP ;'Sfffgitl]lgz
above referred to that the Classifiers of this party = :L‘:f tll; ot the Telisldar shonld

amsam officials aré certainly not their subordinates, RE ¥ 88 Heraent cihon.
echo this statement in his endorsement under reference tha §

dinates treat amsam officials as their subordinates.” I respectful!); ﬁt;:)r:ﬁz utll(xiat bl:;
is obnoxious to public policy that one sef of Government ien B S
threatened with criminal prosecution at the hands of another set on b 0
one-sided and false statements and that village servants, Wth alée’tﬁiseﬁl i M 1;
placed by the authority of Government as set forth in St l:t 1 e o Bmm sty
temporary subordination for Settlement purposes to the Settlement ’ _

be thus deliberately impressed with a sense of their complete, mde.pend;mc:. .
17. Thirteenth Case.—The mnext case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct 1s one
tia, : between the Subordinate Revenue and

wherein he has sown the seeds of discord t ‘the progress of Settlement by issuing

Settlement (Mfficials with a view to obstruca ot il 7 40 i T

* Vide Appendix XX (1). officials ordering them mot t% usle such
respectful expressions as ‘‘arzi,” © reports,” &ec., when addlr‘fssmgere :3&;’2;:25
Classifiers, but to address them in the same terms as they themse :ies vtvhe G o
by the Classifiers, and instructing them thaut they should not be under ik wal; pomoR
that they were in any way the subordinates of Classifiers. This ((ilrcuh Rl g
on the 10th November 1891, i.e., the very day after the Tahsildar ha

g : k from 6 to 10 A.M.
eneral circular ordering Menons not to attend to Settlement wor
gverK day and on the same day on which, when called upon by me to state Whelbes

the Arakkuparamba Menon’s allegation that he had been personaliy lpsifrul(;lt:((ii rlx)1}(;
him not to attend to Settlement work from 6 to 10 A, was true, he 1IOTI S
that that particular Menon had heen so instructed by him, craftily supprosung toe
fact of his having instructed the Menons of his tall_lk on the very daﬁ Greogzrnmen:
likewise as pointed out at para. 11 supra. 1 leave it to the Board an S e
to judge whether there was any necessity for the Tahsildar to issue his taluk £
witder reference after Settlement operations had been in progress (1inl 18 ﬁi) or
nearly 9 months without such a ecircular and what hls. motive coul: 3 I?rlvs(:ru?;?:dnal
issuing it directly he was called upon by me to explain why he 3 ad 1 ithout o
Menon not to attend to Settlement from 6 to 10 A.m. every day W y
e to me or his Divisional Officer. ; 5 AL 5
refer((a)r;cthis misconduet of the Tahsildar I complaln?d to the Dli;}?naloog?ﬁ?rhnll
my letter No. 2410, dated the 29th February 1892 (Ag?pegdzx.th th)e’a S c i
respectfully solicit careful attention; but I was only ffz‘w ore - ;;S A 01-%1 Ers
reply that my complaint hlzad bee;tz fo;z%arded tzstelzle ch;oll‘l;ztg) . e];';;: and.up bty ﬂ“mq];
I am aware, have not yet been pa B L
::)orfea;bf;?z two months l’uwe elapseg, v i havel;md no_answer. Copies of papers connectcd

with this case are appended and form Appendix XX.
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18. Fourteenth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct is in con-
, 3 nection with another general eircular *
: Appendix XXT (2). issued by him incitfy %/ze village officials
to be disrespectful to the Supervisor by wrongly informing them that the Supervisor has
no authority to send orders to them and that they should not use the word
“ submit” when they have any occasion to correspond with him. This circular
was instantaneously obeyed by the amsam officials who forthwith changed the
form and tone of tgeir correspondence with the Supervisor in accordance with the
Tahsildar’s distempered wishes.

Of this misconduct of the Tahsildarg co:inpll?insd in my letter No. 2391,1
¢ ated the 27th February 1892, to his
t Appendix XXT (5). Divisional Officer who irjlrforme(i me 1iv
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 pass any orders, through more than two
months have elapsed since I made the complaint. Copies of papers connected with
this case form Appendix XXI. 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 fo the same respect as a Tahsildar or Deputy Tahsildar—
I must ask the Board and Government to decide how Settlement operations are to
make any satisfactory progress.

19. Fifteenth Case.—As an instance of the evil effects produced by the afore-
said circular of the Tahsildar I beg to bring to the notice of the Board the
following :—

On the 12th February 1892 the Supervisor issued a motice 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 tﬁe 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 .. 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 as possible.

Not being satisfied with thus insulting ﬂze Su‘l‘)er:i.sor”t:;:list A(‘tllhikaéi ac’cut_z]ly

A sent a ‘ motice o the Supervisor

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

g)eon) 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 Cutcherry, to the Settlement Supervisor.

“Tt is learnt that Paran has been sent with information that this amsam kolkaran Koppu
Nair was retained with you without owr (honorific lural) permission. Reply should be sent
below showing what the cause is of your doing so. o-day urgent accounts have to be sent to
the taluk and others. For havﬁig caused obstruction to this report had to be sent to higher
authority (presumably to the Tahsildar). One kolkaran being engaged with the survey work
there is only one kolkaran for work in the amsam. It beingso the peon should have been takJa
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 my letters

No. 2356, dated the 25th Febw‘y 1892 [Appendiz XXII (5)] and No. 2506,
dated the 10th March 189.2‘]‘;4 : XXII (7)), to both of which I beg to invite
special attention, in 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
it to the Collector for orders; but no orders, so far as I am aware, have yet been passed

3

~
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‘. i December 1891. Copies of these letters form Appendix XXIII
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:

§ by the Collector, and none have been received, though upwards of two months have

i ei};psed. To the second letter not even the usual reply that it *has been forz.varded to the

§ Collector for orders has yet been received, and 1 am not aware that any notice has been

; taken of the matter. All the papers connected with this case are herewith sub-

l
1
!
1

mitted and marked as Appendix XXII. z :
90. Sizteenth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s misconduct 1s one of

strained interpretation of Settlement Rules made with a view to obstruct Settle-

inent operations and of extremely wanton impertinence towards the Supervisor of

i this party. ,

f ~ On the 5th December 1891 the Tahsildar wrote o the Supervisor as follows :—

i i hat the attendance of the Menon and a peon is
A Pt gl Lo Ly A t for inspection in the amsams. [/ see no

) insisted upon when you or youi Head Classifier goes ou : '
provision for this in the Settiment Rules. Please let me know if the .pr:}slence of thf L(;lg;u;r; 8]'31[133,3
eon is absolutely necessary and what work these are expected to do in the course ol y
lassifier’s inspection.”

To the above letter the Supervisor replied in his letter No. 1643, dated the 9th

essity of the Menon and a attending
he time of their inspection could have
ompletely by the fact that the
No. 192, dated the 30th May
ldar himself furnished to me
h is the seventh of the
in which classification

That any honest doubt as to the nece

on the Supervisor and Head Classifier during t

existed in the Tahsildar’s mind is dlsproved_most ¢

Supervisor had jnformed him at para. 2 gf his yadaislt_

(a mistake for April) 1891, copy of which the Ta SId 5
_with his arzi No. 1287, dated the 28th May 1891, and whi

. : / h ams
i’ 3 f has s Appendlx IH’ th:z;gﬁill\'{azngr}lfstﬁi ge(:t?g]ient Officers fqr the present

¢ has been completed are no mor casion of the inspection by the

Sopt for.u, fuin. diye, Lindn | S0n i g Ogettlement operations had been in

= | . : S3aly
e R Akl e shz{glc‘le('z]‘l'gr',['ahsﬂdar was perfectly aware what

! ooress in the taluk for over 9 month d
L gv‘asg' really necessary to forward the Settlement work. - I rfequﬁeslfsggl:r‘gslei n?}?:::tinag;%
4 Government will interprét correctly fche real motlvedo : e it
letter towards the Supervisor and will pass such orders & y :

necessary. : 4 3

21. ySevenleenth Ouse.—The next case of the.Tahsﬂdar’s 11?12%0?&20;1;0?:2 1;)3.
glaring duplicity similar to that brought to notice at pgri;- L O8 croularto all’
relates to his suppression of the fact of his having 1ssueS ttlg s o 6 1o
the Menons in the taluk ordering th to Settlem

10 A.m. every da(?r. o ae 8 ber 1891
In hi i, dated the 25th Novembe . ! L
to mer:chl;i aizlif(:,work in a certain amsam was suffering owing to the absence of the

: - u. In this arzi the Supervisor
Menon-under the orders of the Tahsildar from 6 to 10 A.M tohl:a \;e o s € ttie

added  to add to this difficulty the Tahsildar appears il frodn
village officials of this amsam (as also of others) to attend to therf? nlllss?]lga:vwit‘h my
6 to 10 A.m. every day.” I forwarded a copy of this arzi to the f' d him to report
endorserhent No. 1641, dated the 28th November 1891, and requestec &

“whether “he had, as alleged, ordered the Menon of Pu]ak_kattiri “’i’sﬁlgaior?tﬁgg itg
amsam work betvs,’een 6 and ’10 A.M. every day s o t‘l}‘S the (;P? I?;e d instfuctions

his arzi No. 2530, dated the 30th November 18(? lt’o t}}lfi"z relxllzgfe :ngrk from 6 to 10
“to.the Menon of Pulakkattiri amsam to atte%nal Officer having recently intanated

: . x K . *visl
A till the arrears were cleared, but hlshgrgzaitlement Department he had counter-

em not to attend

No. 1502, the Supervisor complained

- to him that that time would not suit t

nded his orders.” : Ii
g By this arzi the Tahsildar deliberately attempted to lead e tot b'ea;:;(:d—to his
(1) that he had instructed only the Menon Bk ickarihad
amsam work from 6 to 10 . every day, whereas he had in fafit icau%t}): ﬁl:‘,?:gbzr
all the Menons in his taluk to do so by his general cu'culgdr, Zie S oot e
1891, No. 10837, 1.6., 21 d-ays_befo?e the dfatehpcfh%:s %agforzl‘thé Tahsildalg when
Supervisor distinctly stated in his arzi, cOpy I?agvistsue 3 such a general circular ; and

he wrote his arzi under reference, that he g

O
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92. Eighteenth Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s miscontduct is his
deliberate and impertinent refusal to furnish the information which the Supervisor
required for Settlement purposes in connection 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 but also those of others and takes for himself certain profits
thereby derived. The Classifier who was engaged in classifying this desam requested
the Supervisor to obtain all the particulars connected with this anicut and to ascertain
whether the appropriation of certain profits derl_ved thergfrom was with or without
authority. The Supervisor forwarded the Classifier’s arzi to the Tahsildar with his
endorsement 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 three months have since

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

January 1892, i :
Of this impertinent conduct of the Tahsildar towards the Supervisor and of his

refusal to furnish the information requir .
the Divisional Officer in my letter No. 2424, dated the 1st March 1892, 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 for 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. o y y
flam 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. If so, I hope the Board and Government will be
pleased to note the treatment I am receiving. If Mr. Batten is not acting under
any instructions, he is apparently afraid of the Tahsildar and too timid to taks

effective action to promote the public interests.

Copies of papers connected with this case form Appendiz XXV.

93. 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 January 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 issued 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 Meénon having
stated that he had received no such orders. Though reminders have been sent to

od for Settlement purposes I complained to .

ol

s
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(2) that the instructions issued to the particular Menon were intended to be 4 expedite this report in my Proceedings No. 1993, dated the 16th January 1892, °

obeyed by him only “till the arrears were cleared” and not after that when he ; No. 2417, dated the 29th February 1822, para. 8, and No. 2598, dated the 22nd
should devote all his time to Settlement work, whereas the instructions which that J March 1892, copies of all of which have been submitted to the Board with my letter
particular Menon received were the same as those contained in his general circular ‘ quoted above, the Tahsildar has uot yet submitte d the report called for, though more

in which no such condition was stated. ' than four months have elapsed since he was first requested to submit it.
_ It should also be said in connection with the said arzi of the Tahsildar that the \; In Proceedings No. 2134, dated the 30th January 1892, copy of which, together
Divisional Officer’s intimation referred to in it was to countermand his circular issued ! with copy of the Tahsildar’s arzi, to which it is a reply, forms Appendix XX VI,
to on the Mpnons and not. that alone issued to the particular Menon of Pulakkattiri I requested the Tahsildar to report the result of an application which he said he had
as was ambiguously stated by the Tahsildar in his arzi under reference. ¥ made in his arzi, dated 4th December 1891, No. 2463, to the Deputy Su]i)erintendent
. i The above is a very typical case of this Tahsildar’s duplicity, whose cunning for the return of list of railway lands as also of that .wluch he said he had made to
}' is only equalled by his unparalleled insolence and I complained of it to the Divisional his Divisional Officer in his arzi No. 114, dated the 25th January 1892, on the same
. Officer in my letter No. 2384, dated the 27th February 1892.[ Appendix XXIV gpub]ect, and informed him that, unless the said list of railway lands was recelvefi,
\ (3)], to which he informed me in reply that he had forwarded it to the Collector for? the preparation of the necessary statistics for the scheme report of the Walawandd
! orders. These orders, so far as I am aware, have not yet been passed by the Collector “ taluk could' not progress. To this also 70 reply has yet been received though more
and I have received no reply though upwards of two months have elapsed. Copies of 3 then two montha'and-a-half ‘have elaps.ed gl has. e requeIs s sull)mlt be
papers connected with this case form Appendix XXIV. | As the report and the list of railwa lands are necessary, TCQ}_leStlf? hat the
: Board may be pleased to direct the Tahsildar to submit them with any explanation

for his deliberate refusal to reply to my Proceedings. The
Board was recently pleased in its Proceedings, Mis. No 3358, dated the 6th-April
1892, to request the Collector to instruct the Tahsildar to comply promrtly with
all requisitions from me; but #f this order of the Board has been promu gated no

effect has yet been given to it by this Tahsildar. , i

94. Twentieth Case.—The next case of the Tahsilda]x;’s misconduct 1stc his

ructi : rations by not setting right the revenue accounts as
gli):;zltlé;l(;)ny (icfhes%tc}::'l(lle?; (i)tgelgroceediggs, Mis. N%). 4230, dated the IGt{z October
1890. Of this I have already complained to the Board in my letters No. 1666,
dated the 8rd December 1891, and No. 2071, dated the 25th January 1.892; On
these letters, the Board has already passed orders in its Proceedings, Mlsé I\to. l;76,
dated the 5th January 1892, and No. 3358, dated the 6th April 1892. Up o dale

no result is apparent. E . Ees
95. Twenty-first Case —The next case of the Tahsildar'’s misconduct ils 1113
deliberate disobedience of my instructions to have desamwar -accoul(lits openel ‘and‘
the obstruction thereby causéd to Settlement, of which I have already comp f.ltr]xle t
to the Board in my letter No. 61, dated the 7th April 1892, on which 1 request tha

early orders may be passed. I I g -
26. Twenty-second Case.—The next case of the Tahsildar’s mISCODd(lllct {ﬁ'tle

most disparaging and disrespectful manner i which h‘e‘habltua“y ol g’“ dlc YA

speaks o% me and my subordinates behind my back. This complaint 1s based on

hearsay, but I have every reason to believe it to be true. I have no doubt the / :

. st t, and, so long as he is in the taluk
vk ey e it

it mi i i ecessary _ e
;1{13:111%}12)36]'3:11223]%;0;1)12“;3;1?5 :clacords bqrewith submitted, which I think prove
at least he would not be incapable of the misconduet rclzferrig t<-). jeailin
27. Besides the above twenty-two specific cases, 1 cou cite several others m
which this Tahsildar has wilfull)zl obstructed the progress of Settle.meritI .operatlo}r])s
by granting long leave to permanent Menons, by appointing acting enons who
ayere unable to furnish the information required for the Setf.ler‘nent purposes, by
irequently changing the acting Menons of an amsam, by permitting thl?; l\glen‘(l)_nsi to
appoint their private clerks as their substitutes to assist the C]ass1ﬁ(fl's, y ec llcmlI:g
to grant leave to Menons who were really sick and unable to Oblant) “;‘;1' s ty
delaying to appoint acting Menons when 1)33-111ane11t Menons were unable Otit (]e;( 3
Settiement work, &e. ; ‘but I trust I have cited Sllﬂ‘lCI.ellt cases to conwll)ufethne t?ar
and Government of the open hostility dzlsplayed against the Settlement by those from

i i t to enable me to
whom I. as head of this party, have a right to expect loyal suppor
ca:'r 01’1t the policy of G}:)VGI)‘fr;ment. Without that support neither I nor any other
Settﬁafnent Officer can perform the work entrusted to them an:ll I must therefore
-earnestly ask that necessary and immediate orders may be passed.

he may have to offer
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attend to the pymash of Kanni Palliyal
yal lands from to-morrow, 2nd Septemb ki i
goz ? to 10 A.Mf I therefore beg to inform you that 1 shall _b’e able topattenflr’om(;‘ altngi ldfl i:y
om to-morrow forward and request you will allow me to do so until at least I finish measuri'ng.

Kanni Palliyal lands.

APPENDIX XI (2).

Proceepives of the Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South C
’ anara
1891, No. 1486. , dated 7th November

Read report from SHANGUNNI NATIR, Menon of the Arakk
o ) upa h

Classifior C. 8. SUBRAMANI IYER, datod Ist September 1891 > = o

: Q

Copy of the report read above will be communicated to the Tahsildar of W. i
) aha 1
requested to state whether it is true, as alleged, that he directed the Amkku;:nglflﬁ? Avrvxlllslel?
Menon 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 Settlement,
2. If the allegation is true, the Tahsildar should submit any explanati
,une I 8, ¢ planation he may have to
offer for issuing sach instructicns which seriously interfered with the j -
operations in the amsam aforesaid. 4 : SO Solilmant
3. If the allegation is not true, the Tahsildar is requested to obtain the M i i
in writing for making it and to submit the same for orders. T
(Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART
Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara,

To the Tahsildar of Walawan4d.

APPENDIX XI (3).

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanad, to the Special §
Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, IOth‘pNe;':rzmb?:li%lgf

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

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your Proceedings No. 1486, dated 7th instant, i
to state that it is quite true that I izsued instruotiog;xss to the Arakkuparamba Au;sgllf’&[l;foegl{(;
attend to his revenue works from 6 to 10 a.m. from 1st September last, as I found on that da
when I visited the village that the jamabandi accounts of fugitive cultivation for current fas‘l);
were not ready as they should have been for my inspection and that the ordinary amsam work
was not attended to on account of the Classifier insisting on the Menon to do the Settlement work
from 6 in the morni= z to 6 in the evening to the exclusion of all other works. As such a state
of things, if allowe: 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 EIenon that he
should devote a portion of his time, least 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 Officer to devise in consultation with you some 1:1)171 b
which the settlement, the survey and the revenue works may be carried on without prejll;dice t{’)
any of them, I am supposed to complete all jamabandi accounts for current fasli before the end
of this month, but this year, throngh the absence of the Menons on settlement and survey works
this work is thrown back considerably. The Adhikaris cannot be made responsible foryacoou ’
WOI.‘ks and their time being wholly taken up by collection of revenue they cannot also be madé®
available for amsam account works even if it i8 permissible. Further, ithe Adhikaris are. as a
rule, not possessed of much capacity for writing and account works. v f

APPENDIX XI (4).
From A. B. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Off
Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector o}) Malabar, dated Uoin(:eblz;,tg;hl'gst‘i ﬁgvlelﬁg;

1891, No. 1546.
With reference to para, 6 of my letter No. 1496, dated 7th November 1
honour to forward copy of the Walawanad Tahsildar’s ;eport, Referenczn(l)nell"). I%%l ,2g7liaée&t[1)1e
: b y.

dated 10th November 1891, )
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2. It will be observed that the Tahsildar admits that he took upon himself to remove the
N’[enon of the Arakkuparamba Amsam from the Classifier between the hours of 6 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.”” == i

3. Thg Menon failed to obtain from the Classifier the .m_emorandum prescribed in rule
V (3), 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 fro

his regular work with the Classifier between the hours specified. The Tahsildar cannot urge

ignorance of the Settlement Rule as his attention to it has been frequently drawn and he has

himself notified it to the village officials. This removal of the Menon from the Classifier durin

hours when his services were specially nccessary was made without any reference to me and
ither sought nor obtained your sanction for

m what date he permitted the Menon to resume

Believe I am right in assuming that the Tahsildar ner

his obstructive instructions to the Menon.

4. The Tahsildar’s excnses are (1) that the
accounts of shifting cultivation for the current fas !
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 t-nable and the secongfiigbﬁﬂlutely untrue. : o

5. The Arkkuparamba amsam consists of the three desams of Puttur, Alanallur and
Arakkuparamba. The classification of this amsam was commenced on the 1st August 1891.

On the 1st September, from which date the Tahsildar admits that he removed the Menon for 4
k had been in progress in the amsam for one

hours a day from the Classifier, the Settlement Wor. :
month, bug: of the 81 days in August, the 2nd, 9th, 16th, 23rd and 30th were Sundays, the 23rd
“ was the last Saturday but one ”” and the 19th was another authorised holiday on account of'the

t required by the Classifier

Sravanam. On these 7 days i t the Menon’s services were no
e oo ot he b ainly did no Settlement work on those days. On

and he was free to do what he liked He cert .
the 6th August, the Classifier was unable to do any work, as the Menon chose to abs.eﬁtRhlmself
without obtaining the requisite memorandum on the ground that he was engaged Wltth i}/enue
Inspector. Again, on the 13th August, the Setthment work was stopped,,, begause feh' enon
absented himself on the ground that he was suffering from stomach-ache. opy of his own

report to the Classifier, dated 13th August 1891, is appended for your infqrmatiun (marked A):
hich the Menon’s services were not required

thus, in addition fo the 7 days in August during W t C
by the Classifier as those dg,’ys Wel‘egsunda'ys or authorised holidays, on two other dairds the
Menon absented himself from his Settlement duties ; thus, out of 31 days in August, the Menon
was with the Classifier on 22 days only.

90th, and 27th were Sundays, the 14th, 15th and 16th

6. Again, in September, the 6th, 13th, n

were Onarﬁ holidayslz,nd the 19th * was the last }?‘aturdufy butt 0&1‘3- b ?111] ﬂll?fe d8 d%: t;:rfhg:ﬁgg
s 3 1 was 1ree t0 Ao wha e l1Ke

services were not required by the Classifier and he i tho Menon absented himself from

ition to these days,
no Settlement work on those days. In addltl(:)lll‘k eor holf g’ i M4t.as T A

the Classifier, there laying Settlement w

the 2ndsséept:am§;r}) ¥ I(%: ayla.iﬁ absented himself on the 8th and 9t._h Scptember on the plea that
he had gone to taluk cutci hese days also the Classifier was.the’refore unable to
do his work. On none of these oceasions did the Menon_obtain the (_Jlusmﬁer s memorandum,
permitting him to leave his work, and on none of them did the_ Tahsildar furnish the Mengn
with the similar memorandum required by the rules. Thus, in addition to .the 8h days in
September 1891, on which the Menon’s gervices were not required by the (lassifier, those days
being Sundays or authorised holidays, on two whole other days and two ha'lf other days the
ﬁenon absented himself from Settlement duty. dgh‘?s, out of El'lf 301%33178 mhszgﬁ;ﬁtf:ﬁggg

enon was with t i - and during many ot those ays G
he Classifier only on 19 days; & S gT a.hsilydar’s P hetraatian

the Classifier after 10 o’clock A.m. in consequenc
gust and September, the Menon was with

7. Tt will thus be seen that, of the 61 days in A €

Classifier only on 41 days and from the 1st September only for certain hours every day after
10 o’clock a.m. During these two months the Classifier never had the Menon s services on 20
days and never during any of the 41 days that he did attend was .he required by the Cl&:SSlﬁer
to work from 6 a.m. to 6 o’clock p.m.  The Menon could 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 statement of the Tahsild t the ordinary amsam wor: k was not attended
to because the Classifier insisted on the Menon Oinﬁ Se%%gql_elitf wpﬂﬂ}}& é'ﬁﬁa?{g{h; to tl;g

3 1 ysolu e other excuse tha e jamé ccoun

exclusion of all.athar-sack s abecTTEly W - t ready was no fault of thg Classifier, nor is it

ifti tivation for the ¢urrent fashiwere no )
s B ;l‘;e N)[eno; by s.ttending to his Settlement duties could be said to have been pre-

vented from preparing these accounts. Presumably they could not be correctly prepared without &
personal inspgcti[())n bygthe Menon of the lands on which such cultivation Ocilflrrgdid Had the Menon
attended to hisSettlement work and regularly accompanied the Classifier to theield, as he was bound
to do, he would have been afforded the very best op ortunity of qu{ectly preparing these and other
accounts and of bringing them into agreement with the agtual conditions of the lands, The Classifier
has to inspect every field in the amsam and the Menon, if he had rightly attended to his Settlemen

Menon had not prepared “the jamabandi
i” and (2) that “the ordinary amsam work

apparent how

s e
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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 Tahsidar of Walawansgd
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 ¢ ezamine behind my back in connec-
tion with the alleged fraudulent erasures and interlineations in certain Wynaau
records. 2 "
- This Tahsildar has openly boasted that he expects to be made Huzur Sheris-
tadar of Malabar, but on what basis this expectation is founded 1 am unable to
state. I respectfully submit that his misconduct merits public exemplary punishment,
‘the nature of which I beg the Board and Government will take into their ecarliest
consideration. This Tahsildar and his family are wealthy janmis of the adjacent
taluk of Erndd and in common with other persons, offici and non-official, in this
district it is their desire to obstruct by all means the progress of the Settlement
‘which will bring about the most remarkable revelations. It is for Government to

P

determine whetheér 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 imposed is more than 1 or any othey officer can
accompfish. I respectfully request that this paper and 1ts'appendlces may be
forwarded to Government at once for consideration along with the other papers
- eonnected with Mr. Dumergue’s attacks which are under disposal by Government.

e

" . APPENDIX VIII (12).

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Talisildar of Walawandd, to the Special Settlement
Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 2nd October 1891, Ref,

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

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

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

orwarded to you, and the Revenue Board Proceedixigs declaring that Settlement Officer had the -
0

power to fine village officials were not passed. u 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 &id
procedure were, I respectfully beg to state, quite in accordance with the then esisting order on
the subject. ' .

2. With reference to (Emm. 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 report, from pressure of my other work, If you were in a position to realize the amount of
work 1 had on hand at the time in connection with the general administration of the taluk, I am
sure your remark about the delay would have been diffecrent. When village officials disobey my
orders issued in such cases I can only, as 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 cases
15 of doubtful legality. -

i -
et ¥ .
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3. With reference to the concluding paragraph of your Proceedings I beg to state that I
am not aware of having given you any just cause for complaint up to this and I can assure
you that I will continue to do the very best to promote the pu}r;lic interests.

APPENDIX VIIIL (13).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South
grmulrgé 9to the Collector of Malabar, dated Camp Shoranore, 12th October 1891,
0. 1329,

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

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

of the Perur amsam, Walawanid taluk. I forwarded the complaint with connecte
the Tahsildar of that taluk for * early inquiry and report.” i

3. Some five woeks 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 Diyisional 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.” ‘

5. On the 28th 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

papers to

- weeks had been allowed to elapse béfore 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 village officials of Perur amsam arose gartly
from pressure of work in the taluk and Part y through failure of these officials to appear before
him in time to give their explanations,” and that he had adopt.ed‘ the Procedure to which I h:ad
referred as he was “ under the impression that the power of punishing village officials rested with

the Distriet Officers.” i
" 7. Having received the instructions of the Board on the subject of the powers of Settlement

Officers to punish village officials I addressed the Tahsildar in my Proceedings No. 1239, dated

29th September 1891, copy of which forms Appendix A.

8. On the 3rd instant, I received the Tahsildar’s reply, Ref. on No.
October 1891, copy of which forms Appendix B. .

9. The docket runs: “ Reporting on the expressions used in that Office Proceedings No. 1239,
dated 29th September 1891.” The whole tone of the communication is most ob]ecylona})le. The
Tahsildar would not in my opinion have addressed you or any Divisional Officer ilﬁ 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.

2 4
2075 C.&D., dated 2nd

APPENDIX X (3).

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawandd, to the Supervisor, Revenue
Settl)c;ment Party, dated Perintalamanna, 27th April 1891, Ref. on C. No. 3512 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 fo the exclusion of
their other equally important works, for which I am responsible, I will' be cczngpelled, however
zeluctantly, to issue orders to my subordinates to disregard your instructions. This I need hardly
‘ﬁention 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 officials to get
through both Settlement and general administration works smoothly and without causing incon-

veniences to both.

s co—

TRANSLATION OF APPENDIX XTI (1).

Report from SHANGUNNI NATR, Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam, to C. 8. SUBRAMANI
IYER, deputed to do Settlement work in the said amsam, 1st September 1891,

Since Ist August I have been doing duty with you in accordance with your notice and
attending to work daily from 6 a.m. in the morning to 5 or 6 P.M. 10 t'he evening. Onp reporting
to the Tahsildar this day that I am not able to measure Kanni Palliyal lt_mds and prepare the
amsam accounts on account of your not permitting me to do so, I am divected that I should
: 6
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work, would also have been able to inspect every field. The field 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 correet pre-
aration 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
prepared before the Classifier ever entered the amsam? So far back as 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, &q., and made special reference to 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 punish‘
ment if they failed to obey his orders. His threats appear to have had little effect. g
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 Sth
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 1891, the Menon reported to the Classifier 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 T'ahsildar makes no mention of this in his explanation. = Ile merely observes
that he visited the village on the 1st September. The Menon also admits that he went to the
taluk cutcherry on the 8th'and 9th September and as his excuse Agpenglix C was furnished to
the Classifier. ~ This appendix is noteworthy, It contains eopy of the ahsildar’s order No. 3518,
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 month
following each 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 fm: the quarter ending June 1891 during
July 1891 and for the quarter ending September 1891 in the month of October 1891. This
order was therefore no excuse for the Lfenon 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 August was untrue. He should have gone before 3lst July 1891 with his accounts for
the quarter ending 30th June 1891 or not until October with his accounts for the quarter ending

30th September 1#91. His going in September was not authorised by the records which he sub-
mitted as his justification. As the 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' Tahsildar 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 hg.vmg obstruot'ed. the 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 preveuted 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 second 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 ;[‘ahsildar of that taluk will

find it diffioult to adduce sound reasons to support his gaseous asseverations. Qt
ou

w
——————

11. So far as the Menon is concerned it is conclusively establishod that he was absent with

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 none of these
days did he obtain the requisite memoranda from the Subordinate Revenue officials, the Tahsildar
and Revenue Inspector to whom he says he went. If he was called away, as alleged, on the 6th
August by the Revenue Inspector, he should have obtained the memorandum from the Classifier
and a similar memorandum from the Revenue Inspector. On the 13th he did no work sayi

he had “stomach-ache.” This may or may not have been the case. On parts of the 1st and 2n§
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 Tahsildar to go there before the 31st August, though no such order was produced and the
Mahsildar furnished him with no memorandum, the only order produced in jus_tiﬁcation of his
absence shows that he ought to have gone either before the end of July preceding or not until

October.

/

.
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12. As regards the Revenue Inspector, he failed to give the Menon the requisite memoran-
dum on the 6th August 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 hours of 6 and 10 o’clock A M. and thereby obstructed the progress of the Settlement. -

3 (2) I_ie 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 &th 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.

14. For his absence from Settlement duties on the 6th August and 8th and 9th September,

I have fined the Menon 1rupee. On none of these dates had he permission to léave the Classifier

and for none of these days has he produced any memoranda showing when he was permitted (t)(i)f

resume his Settlement duties by the Subordinate Revenue officials, to whom, he sdys, he went.
I have taken

his absence on the 13th August, when he says he was suffering from stomach-ache,
AR eave and for his

no notice. For his absence on parts of the lst and 2nd September without 1 or 1
k a.m., the responsibility-

absence from Settlement work on succeeding days from 6 to 10 o’clock . 1
rests with the Tahsildar whom I must ask yog to be good enough to deal with. I shall be obliged
by your furnishing me with a copy of your order in respect of the Tahsildar at your early con-
venience for the information of the Board of Revenue.

PR

No. 1547.

Copy communicated to the Tahsildar of Walawanéd 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 the letter, copy of which is now communicated, so far as they concern the Menon.

3. The Tahsildar is requested to see that the fine is duly levied and to report the fact to the
undersigned for his information and communication to the Board of Revenue before the 10th
December 1891.

A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,

(Signed) Ma]abal‘ and SOllth Ca.na.ra.

Special Settlement Officer,

APPENDIX XI (5).

From A. E. 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, T havo the

honour to request that I may be favored with a copy of any orders that may il e

on the misconduct of the Tahsildar of Walawan4d that was established in that letter.

2. In this connection I would invi attention to copy of his unauthorised general order

No. 10837, dated 9thmnNovvc:1(;beruivslgi,y:gr all the amsam officials of the Walawandd faluk

forwarded with my letter No. 2368 of this day’s date, which read with his explanation, Reference

n No. 2737 C.&D., dated 10th November 1891, copy of which was forwarded with my letter
0. 1546, dated 12th November 1891, is very significant. E
3. Tt will be remembered that T 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 Ist September 1891 in
consequence of express orders issued to him by the Tahsildar. The latter answering my reference

ss of the Menon’s statement and explained

on the 10th November 1891, admitted the correctness ! ¢ g
that ¢ to save himself from being blamed by his superiors he had issued an order 1t19 the Mpnpn,
&c. He deliberately concealed from me the fact that on the very day previous to his submission
of this explanation, viz., on the 9th November 1891, he had issued, without authority, a general
circular No. 10837 to the same effect to all the amsam officials in his tal(tilk. 3>

it wi ;1 writing to you his endorsement, Reference on
gy v il R e gf ch report from the Amsam Menon of

C. No. 9665 M., dated 26th September 1891, on copy © -
Vettattur amsam, forwarded with your letter, Reference on 941 Mis, W., dated 6‘3,171 October 1891,
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the Tahsildar merely suggested, for your orders, that « it T
tion with the Settlement Ofﬁce’r, the hours of Workingl’-‘ :ﬂglga];"e:fgﬁ ‘t;?) };Ziscnbe, n consulta-

of the 26th September issued orders himself to the Menon of Arakkupa

ines in which he hoped you would d ' X
whole subject was sugjud);ce. pass orders later on, though ho knew perfectly well that the

5. The Tahsildar’s duplicity and insolence 1 thi tt i
ask you to be good enough to ta.ie the most serious noﬁc!:ﬁf f: g o glaring that I must

APPENDIX XII (2).
]

From J. K. BATTEN, Esq., Acting Special Assistant Collect :
Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 'Camp Mélép:ljm(g’, (ti(t)h%ztosliic%lms i iagrier

I have the honour to forward, herewith, the Walawandd Tahsildn.
C. No. 9665 Mis., dated 26th September 1891, on copy of the rel?or'?lﬁfnf flfedf;“m"nf- Ref. on
Vettattur amsam, Walawandd taluk, stating that he is not able to o any ,ymg:;}’f‘?volryll{enon lof
,as he

- has to attend on the Classifier daily from 7 s.m. to 6 » . for Settlement, wop

ith your views

2. I have the honour to reﬁuest that you will be good enough to favour me w
may issue the

as to the hours during which Menons should attend on Classifiers, j
necessary orders to the Menons, ¢ S GhigE Rt 1

3. Constant complaints are received from Menons that they o :
account of their being taken away for Settlement work. I thyinliL uxggztdgfﬂ;ﬁggmg‘dm' work on
frivolous. N everthpless, it would he better if some definite instruetions could b .&3 complan.ltg i
by you and the Divisional Officer. ¢ (rawn up jointly

APPENDIX XII (3).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlome |
South Oanara, to the Special Assistant to the Collector ofmﬁf;ﬁbg:ﬁ i{:{ 3’%]’.‘1’“’ and
7th November 1891, No. 1496, » dated Coimbatore,

With reference to your letter, Ref. on No, 941 Mis. W., dated 6th
honour to make the following remarks. : October 189 I, I have the
2. The standard rate of work fixed for each Classifier in my partv i
and garden per diem, exclusive of Sundays and other authorizedy hrz)lid{y‘: l‘?lf‘)h;ox;es 1w(cit, dry
classification of soil, enumeration of the taxable trees, collection of complete ini’ommtiolzlxo > esd'the
the area classified, occupied and unoccupied, and the writing up of the Sottlementregm: ng
Eight hours a day are required for this work *which cannot be performed unless th, regﬁter-
officials, or at least, the Menon, with their accounts, are in attendance on the Classifiers e village

3. As in other parties, it is found that Settlement work can best he d ;
working from 7 A.M. to 12 o’clock noon and from 3 to 6 o’clock P.M‘.j %ﬁet}ff(’, tr!;&g}fws‘ﬁ‘ﬁ“
attendance of the ryots is more easily secured and the field work proper can be perfo éﬁg the
greater ease. In the afternoon all account and registry work is finished, s with

4. The following extracts from the Settlement Manual issued under e

Board and Government prove that the necessity of the Karnam’s presence wfilsllf :;:ghcolx;txﬁ()f 1
been fully recognized and provided for. Rule iXVI, section 6, chapter VI, authorize 8311 er has
“to summon the village officers with their accounts in view to the classiﬁci;tion and WS
of lands in their respective villages.” Rule VII, section I, chapter TV, requires tiegllsihdtlon
(Menon) to “accompany ” the Classifier in the field, whilst he is engugell izil clasqiﬁ: e ammg
registry of holdings. Rule XX, section 6, chapter VI, requires Karnams to iixiserta }ontan
revenue accounts the corresponding sarvey numbers and letters, which they cannot do 11 -

work with the Classifiers. By rule V (2), section 7, chapter VI, “willage officers o un} ess they
attend Classifiers and to afford them all necessary aid am} information.”” Rule V (336 nmtl_nd 24
chapter VI, directs that Karnams shall not, as a rule, “leave the village so long as the (sgc 1‘?3 7
are at work in them unless they are summoned by the Tahsildar op other competent autt? Ss§tex;§
In such cases “they should be furnished by the Classifiers with g memomndmnp showin tl;) n'lyi
of departure” and * the summoning officer ”” is required * similarly to furnish the ngam: 3 t-ltﬁ
a memorandum of the date when they were permitted to return,” These rules clearly plac “:tlh
Menons at the disposal of the Settlement Officers during the progress of Settlement o )yerlat' S¥he
their amsams. i gl

5. Such being the case the necessity for preseribing exact hours when the vi

shall work with tl?e Classifiers is not appz‘rent. In no other distriet in the P:els?d:agcl:;gfn Oﬁf?rﬁ
Settlement operations have taken place or are in progress has it heen fonnd necessary to go lsco

s s e T
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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.m. to 12 o’clock noon and from 3 o’clock ».m. to 6 o’clock P..
every day excepting Sundays and authorised holidays during the progress of Settlement work in
their villages. As neither the Classifiers nor the Menons possess watches, I am afraid the fixing
of definite hours may lead to complaints regarding unpunctual attendance, &e. Moreover, on some
days, owing to rain, &ec., it might be found necessary to somewhat vary the hours. As the |
classification of most of the amsams of the Walawandd taluk has been completed, the suggestion ‘

of the Tahsildar under reference would appear singularly inopportune.

6. In this connection I forward, for your information, copy of a report (Ap_pend’ix D), dated
1st September 1891, i.c., some twenty-five days grevmus to the date of the Tahsildar’s suggestion
to you, from the Menon of the Arakkuparamba amsam to the Classifier with whom he"was

employed on Settlement work. .
; I% will be observed thsft the Menon . states that he had been ordered by the Tahsildar to do

Rvork unconnected with the Settlement during the hours of 6 to 10 o’clock A.m. every day from

the 2nd September onwards. Some of the hours when the Classifier specially required his

ices i hsildar to state whether the Menon’s allegation is
ookl Feataaf doh gy (;L;sire to offer for his order which apparently

true, and, if so, to submit any explanation he may des . A .

was based on no authority ?romp you and was certainly given, Ilf l%li,len at all, “;;ltho}g; any
reference to me or the public interests. ~On receipt of his reply, I sha tciﬁzmu'f:}i:if d;vrl i );oiu
on the subject with a view to necessary action being taken to prevent this e

obstructing the progress of Settlement work. : g ,
7. T agree witfryou in thinking that most of the eomfla.mts of the village officials referred

] i . The fact that a large number of days has
s o e R fnvoloziy wor?: «;lSving to theg absence of the village

been lost by the Classifiers being unable to do : .
officers lbms a'.}fr:tracted the attention %f the Board to whom I Sh"‘]lll squIglt (ai’i}:;igefi irgilf:%?g}ig: ?;
conclusively prove the want of co-operation on the Pi“:tﬁ)fht eS ttlll rcx)lrent officials.
the Walawan4d taluk from the Tahsildar downwards with the o § dniii

8. No practical difficulties can arise in the conduct of _ordmsi,{ry ret"gn(t)l% :ilglrs wgﬁsgonle
progress of Settloment operations in any amsam if the Bubordinate h?vgnttl Sk fvehscal el haz
show a loyal desire to overcome them, ~If the Menon 1s att:,entlllwire to his seforeﬁlmre e b
his accounts in fair order, the Classifier would rarely I'f’?qml'%h g Asc‘il};Yﬂl{‘Z'i might carry on during
during which there would ordinarily be several holidays. The Ts et of | & Seltloniat aand
this time routine work and by a policy of friendly 00"i'll’ef“f(‘11°“ onu .?lll’n power to impress this
Revenue subordinate there should be no friction. I have done a kl . ilar action in respect of
fact upon my men and shall be glad if you will be so good as to take sim

our subordinates.
i 9. As rogards the issue of joint instructions I shall be happy to aéiopt mgi g O?hglgz ttlizonll):;:
in thio public interests of your division and which may be).mﬂaccor l?gize
Manual which so far as Settlement work is concerned is Zu{ﬁ?en 4 9:‘ I;h t -APpendioes A, B and
; 1 t letter is herewith returned. 1 request tha 4
C malyobggrﬁggdoissrzogn)::tlilc‘m with it and that they may be returned to me at your oary
convenience.
‘ EBOLS

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

5 1 tine Spec : L
PR 3 s Mt St Canar, dted Gamp Perintlumamna, 21st November 1891,

No. 789 Dis. o
With reference to your letter, dated 7th November 1891, No. 1496, T tl;lavgl; 28y f,‘f’ .v

state that, under the cireumstances mentioned by you and as you state t}mt ¢ gssue et |

the taluk is almost complete, I agree with you that thgrle mlgﬁ no ne;esmtxnforming e

regarding the particular hours Menons should u.ti:eﬂdt t(in ats er}:. am info

ur of the hours which you name as necessary for Settlement work.
9. T am issuing instructions to the Tahsildar that the rules of the Settlem

strictly attended to.

ent Manual must be

APPENDIX XIIT (1).
Tl i Beq., Special Settlement Oﬁ‘icer,' Malabar and
T A O Gpeci Assisiaat Collcor o Malubar, dated Coimbatore, 2th
February 1892, No. 2368.
i to vour letter No. 789 Dis., dated 21st November 1891, I have the honour
Wlﬂ(ll r?ferf{’;fl‘; iﬁfﬁrmation, copy of a general order No. 10837, (}aggdtQ:lél ‘lfk‘"’e.mber 1891,
B s ,hor '_{‘ahsildar of Walawanéd to all the amsam officials o af = without your
ms?lfgrig)" otr gny reference to me, though it seriously affected the progress of Settlement work.
au ;

\
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9 It will be remembered that, in his endorsement, Ref. on C. No. 9665 Mis., dated 26th
September 1891, on copy of the report of the Amsam Menon of Vettattur amsam, forwarded with
your letter, Ref. on 941 Mis. W., dated 6th October 1891, the Tahsildar merely suégested for your
orders, that it would be better to preseribe, in consultation with the Settlement officer ;:he 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.

3. I am sure you could not have been aware that the Tahsildar had in the meanti
obtaining your orders on the subject taken upon himself to issue, on the 9th Notggrl?:rbleggxie
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 that)
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. I take this opportunity of requesting that Appendices A, B and C to my letter No. 1496
dated 7th November 1891, may be returned as requested at para. 10 of that letter. :

APPENDIX XIIT (2). .

TRANSLATION.
No. 10837.

Order from the Walawanid Taluk Cutcherry to the Amsam Officials.

In response 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
replics received that some of them urge that they 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 renderin%llawful and necessary assistance for the survey and settlement work,
they are not to neglect all their duties allowing them to fall in arrears. The Menons who are
engaged in the survey and settlement work should attend to their legitimate duties from 6 to 10
A.M. 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.
(Signed) 8. ANANTA PATTAR,

PERINTALAMANNA,
Tahsildar.

9th November 1891.

—— —

APPENDIX XV (3).

R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawandd, to the Special Se
il Ofﬁo{r, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 18th Iﬁovemb«fxt']elt?git
No. 2428. :

In reply to the queries contained in your Proceedings No. 1559, dated 16th instant, T beg to

g follows i—

Xoport 8 v 1.—The Menon was not detained by the Tahsildar on the evening of the 4th instant
Instructions 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
o assessed in the fasli. ) }y

ry 2.—The Menon was engaged with the Tahsildar from 8 to 9 .x. 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 Settlement 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 vxllafge; 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

from the Classifier and produced it before the Tahsildar. The

isi orandum
the requisite mem ted with the fact that the Menon was engaged with the Classifier

i ot made acquain
gi‘:llllsxl'l %Jal:ev;a:hg former was ordered to appear or when appeared before ‘I'ahsildar.

Oy
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APPENDIX XVL

From M.R.Ry. 8. 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
i been received at the treasury up to date, the
. Ara?:kuatfrn'b fines inflicted by you on these two Amsam
B e Menons have not been collected.

2. In. al! 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 this is not feasible as pay bills

of village establishments are received at the treasury generally with remittances long after the
date fixed by you and much useless and unnecessary corres ondence results in consequence. All
%in which the fine has to be collected.

-, this can be avoided if no particular date is fixed by you wit

APPENDIX XVIL

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Seftlement Officer, Malabar and
South Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 26th

February 1892, No. 2366,
I have the honour to bring the following facts to your notice and to request that the
necessary orders may be issued to the Tahsildar f Walawanad, so that fines lawfully imposed by
me on village officials may be duly levied within a reasonable date after orders for their infliction

have been passed. o

2. By my Proceedings No. 1595, dated 90th November 1891, the Menon of the Pulakkattiri
amsam was fined Re. 1 and the Tahsildar was requested to levy the ﬁn_e and ,-.eport tl}e fact by
the 10th December 1891. He 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 had not been received and that therefore the fine had not been Jevied. Up to date I have

received no intimation regarding the levying of this fine.
v ; dibs ber 1891, the Menon of the Pulommontol

3. By my Proceedings No. 1732, dated 10th Decem
amsam was fined Rs 2 aﬁd the Tahsildar was requested to levy the fine and report the fact by
the 10th January 1892, It has not been reported up to date. P B

4. By my Proceedings No. 1896, dated 5th January 1892, the Menon of the & BEUNAIS
amsam was fined Rs. 3 'angd the Tahsildar was requested to levy the fine by deduction from the

Menon’s next pay bill. Up to date the levying of the fine has not been rep‘orted.

5. Onithe 29th January 1892 T requested the Tahsildar in my Proceedings N°i)2“4 ‘]’If i
date to report whether the fines imposed on the three Menons above mentioned hadF gen collected
and credited in the accounts. In his reply, Ref. on C. No. 180 0.&D., dated 9th 3 : I‘}l:m');(i892,
the Tahsildar stated that “ the pay due to the Menons referred to has g?t yet been disburs and
consequently the fines inflicted on them have not yet been collected. _N # reqion ﬁfwen fo
explain why their pay has not yet been disbursed, but, if the statement > i e Wob 1?5}? e
that the Menon of Pulakkattiri amsam has received no pay since the 20th November he

; ' tol amsam has received Do pay since the
upwards of three months ; that the Menon of Pulommon B e e B

10th December 1891—a period of some two months and a half ; and t!

bala amsam has receivedpno pay since the 5th January 1892—a per19d of some seven weeks. I
do not know whether you are aware that the poorly paid village ostablishments of the Walawanéd
taluk are being thus kept out of their official salaries for weeks and months to_gether, but with
that subject I am not personally concerned beyond bringing the fact to your notice. am l}ow-
ever interested in seeing that fines lawfully imposed by me are duly eollg)oted by the Tahsildar
of Walawan4dd within a reasonable time. His alleged reasons for not having yet collected these

particular fines cannot be accepted as satisfactory-

et

© 6. I must therefore ask you to be so good as to instruct the Tahsildar to levy the fines
referred to at once and to report the fact of %is having done so to me. I should also be obliged
by your passing such orders to your Revenue subordinates on the subject as will render the neces-
sity for a repetition of similar complaints in future improbable.

—

APPENDIX XVIII (2).

Report from the Panamanna Amsam Menon.

i isi i in this amsam. Wh
The pymash of gingelly and revision survey work are in progress in th Ay
this is so f};ecnived a notice yesterday from the Supervisor to be presexit in hgs office at Cherpal-
cheri to-day, Wednesday the 14th, with certain amsam accounts. As I am d8c>ubt whether I
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could leave the amsam, considering the pressure of work on hand, I request th t g
with an order in connection with the notice above referred to, ~ uest that T may be furnished

(Signed)

KOMAN NATR,

14th October 1891, M
enon,

Ref. on No. 10266 Mis.

True copy submitted to the Special Assistant Collector in continuation of thi
Ref. on No. 10113 Mis., dated 14th instant. Summonses to village officials issued ?vgxiﬁ l(;; ﬂiﬂﬁz
have to be sent through Tahsildars and not divect. The Settlement Supervisor’s procedure in

issuing direct, instead of through me, notices to Amsam Menons, compelling them to appear at ¢

distant places from their amsams, 80 as to suit the convenience of Settlement subordinates, is
irregular and inconvenient I think. :

(Signed) 8, ANANTA PATTAR,

Tahsildar,

Warawanap,
23rd October 1891,

Ref. No. 1021 Mis,

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

(Signed) J. K. BATTEN,

Cavicur, i i
Acting Special Assistant Collector.

6th November 1891,

APPENDIX XVIII (6),

rom A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and Sout
From A Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 29th Februar?r
1892, No. 2423,
In returning, herewith, the paper forwarded with your endors_ement, Ref. No, 1021 Mis,
W., dated 6th November 1891, I have the honour to make the following remarks :—

. dealing with the general question misc_d by the Tahsildar of Walawang
in hig R.E;fogs No. 10%66 Mis., dategd 23rd 61ctober 1891, it will, I think, be instructive to se(:
forth the facts connected with the Panamanna Amsam Menqn’s report to the Tahsildar, dated
14th October 1891, on which the Tahsildar’s Ref. on No.. 1026(} Mis., dated -23rd October 1891,
purports to be founded, These facts I have taken special pains to ascertain and they will, I
trust, afford you further insight into the methods that have been adopted in the Walawan4d
taluk to obstruet the progress of the revenue settlement,

3. The work of classifying the Panamanna amsam devolved upon Classifier B, Nagoba Rao,

a Telugu Classifier, who cannot read or write Malayalam. In his arzi No. 1035, dated 1st October
1891, the Supervisor reported ;—

“ At the recent inspection of the Panamanna amsam by me I discovered that in the classi-

fication registers particulars of tax-paying trees remain to be written in respect of certain gardens

in the several desams of the amsam.”

The Classifier explained that he had been unable to enter the necessary particulars as the)

Menon had ¢ informed him that the information was not fortheoming from the amsam accounts,
especially the treo register.”” 1As the Classifier could not himself read the accounts which were
in Malayalam he had to accept the Menon’s statement as true. The Supervisor, who is a Malayali,
was not satisfied with the explanation and therefore sent for the Menon and his accounts which
he examined “ with the result that he found that the 1nformat1pn 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 account properly.” Yet thig
man_ has for upwards of ten years been the Menon of this amsam. A post for which, in my
opinion, he is totally unfit. The foregoing facts explain sufficiently why it was necessary
in the public interests for the Supervisor to have required th%s Menon’s personal attendance,
1 now proceed to disclose the misconduct of this Menon before his attendance could be secured,

e
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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 serutinized on the 14th
idem. The notice was duly delivered to the Menon on the 13th 1dem and it was returned
endorsed by the Menon in Malayalam: ¢ Received 13th October 1891, (Signed) Koman Nair.
Panamanna Amsam Menon.” Nothing 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 bound 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 deputpd. to the
amsam, thereby causing further delay and public expense) with the necessary information, To

this communication also, the Menon paid no attention.

D 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 inter alia required to state
why he had failed to submit the explanation previously caHedl. 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 receipt of the Supervisor’s No. 1269, dated 29th October 1891 ;
the Menon submitted whgs;t t;g)urporfxzdlgco be his exlll)lanu.tion called for on_the 18th October 1591,
u.e , eleven days previously, This explanation was to the eﬁ"ect that he did not obey ’i‘he previous
orders as he had been prohibited from leaving the amsam \’V‘lthO}lt the orders of the ah.sﬂdar or
Deputy Tahsildar, adding that he had reported to tl.ne luhsl.ldar that h.e haﬁ Eecelved the
Supervisor’s notice to appear before him, but that, in spite of this, the Tahsildar ha personally

ordered him not to leave the amsam ! ) S R
8. On receipt of this impertinent reply the Supervisor again communicated wi e Menon
in his No. 1318, dated 2nde ovember 1891, copy of which is appended (marked C). The
Supervisor asked him to explain inter alia— L h
(1) When the Menon asked the Tahsildar for permissitilé 1f;o.((ibey the Supervisor’s notice
2 ittedl vived by the Menon on the 13th idem. ;
o l(gt)h\%lt;}% ?1:1 ?;;gtzdficiefﬁ:;zche ad been ordered not to leave the amsam without the
Tahsildar’s permission, he failed to report the fact when acknowledging the receipt of the
Supervisor’s notice of 10th October. ¥ g y
f (3) Whether he had in fact obtained the permission he said he had applied for.
(4) If so, when ? : DY, Bl 1l 12 S oheervod
9. The Menon’s reply is dated 3rd November 1891 (marke . In this it will be observed
he stated (1) that he apgl{ed to the Tahsildar on the 14th October to obtain Per?;:isllof(li to .obgy
the Supervisor’s notice of the 10th idem which he admitted he received on the 13th idem; (2)

i i t the alleged order of the Tabsildar prohibiting his
dottons B bOforreevai'Eﬁts1 leave, asgile hoped to have received that permission

departure from the amsam without ) coLVe
Bog)n; but (3) that up to 3rd Novem{)’er 1891 he had not received the Tahsildar’s reply. :
10, I must now ask you to be so good as to examine the Menon’s report to the T:(};Blldaf.t’
dated, 14th October 1891, on which the Tahsildar’s Reference on N 0. 10266 Mis. v:'ias m [e. :
will be observed that the Menon says nothing whatever about his having been prqlu'.bzéeﬂfrﬁr[n’ leaving
fiis amsam by the Tahsildar nor does the Tahsildar allege t’hat he had so prohibite ; ‘t"' - t"}'l"’z’ :’l‘:"
does the Menon ask to be permitted to obey the Sqﬂermsor s notice, He merely s t}des' ath e
pymash of gingelly crops was in progress, also revision survey work, and that, consi lering dese
matters, he is in doubt whether he could leave the amsam in obedience to the Supervisor stor t(}ir’
and asks to be furnished by the Tahsildar with orders. The purport of this rpf(g‘egicé 31 he
Tahsildar by this indolent Menon on the 14th October 1891 is manifest. He raise culties
which he wished the Tahsildar to consider would justify him not leftvm-g his amsam.
1i. The Menon is thus clearly convicted of the following public uusc.aonduot —
(1) Giving false information to Classifier B. Nagoba Rao, of whose ignorance of Malayalam
t'l?e Menon took advantage in stating that the information he required regard certain gardens
was not available in his accounts, whereas, as a matter of fact, it was available and n{v[vas subs.e-
uently discovered to be so by the Supervisor to whom the Menon stated that he, the Menon, did

not understand his own acecounts. pny '
(2) Having disobeyed the lawful orders of the _Supervmor.lssued to hmlt ﬁlm th?f 10th
October and which he admittedly received on the 13th idem by failure to presen self with

i ts on the 14th idem, .
b WO‘;’; Having again disobeyed the Supervisor’s lawful orders of the 18th October, which he

d with contempt.
i (‘Z; Having, in reply to the Supervisor’s No. 1269, dated 29th October 1891, sent the

i tion, in which he asserted that he had been instructed by the Tahsildar
ggﬁzﬂff; :oftatl:)elzgsg&giz :31[11;;;!11 V\VviZ(lzwutetil:asTa.hsildar’s leave and that he had on 14th October
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7. I must ask you to be good enough to direct the Tahsilda i

Ind., dated 10th November 1892, and togissue in its place an ord;rti(:lfgrl:;?ilghltigr&?f iy flﬁo?s2
that they should address the Head Classifiers and Classifiers of the Settlement De urtx(;ge: i 0:3118
same respectful manner as they address the Revenue Inspectors, failing which thI:a wilelnbm v
ished, and I request thut the Tahsildar may be directed to submit, for my informat)i,on a . pun;
his cancelling order and that you will take such further action regarding his re ea,tedcopyl,)lq
misconduct in respect of this department as you may consider necessary, ¥ S

8. I invi g . :
February]ilggg .o.lso mvite your kindly attention to para. 6 of my letter No. 2391, dated 27th

APPENDIX XX (1).
TRANSLATION.
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 so

5 : - el m
officials use such expressions as “arzi,” “report,” &e. This is not correct. Amsam off?oizl[:s:alﬁ
address Classifiers in the same terms as they themselves are addressed by the Classifiers. It js
certain that amsam officials are not the subordinates of Classifiers, ;

(Signed) S. ANANTA PAT
10th November 1891. Tg‘lj:iﬁi’ar.'

APPENDIX XXI (2).
TRANSLATION.
No. 11644,

From the Walawan4d Taluk Cutcherry. Order to all the Amsam Officials,

It has come to our knowledge that the Settlement Supervisor sends orders to the amsam
officials. I'he Supervisor has no authority for this. .The use of the term omuulgflsean (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,

APPENDIX XXI (5).
From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South

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

1892, No. 2391.
1 have the honour to forward, for your information and the favour of necessary acti tract
from arzi No. 1855, dated 14th January 1892, from the Supervisor of this part);' wiélgnéoziéls.agf
enclosures A, B and C therein referred to.

2. Enclosure A is a true copy of an extraordinary general order, No. 11644, dated '
December 1891, issued by the Tahsildar of Walawanéd to all the amsam officials of tﬂat tallitlg "‘

whereby he has publicly and officially insulted the Supervisor and has deliberately incitoec
village officials to be disrespectful to that officer vyho holds an honorable Position li.?l :h); gﬁﬁ;ﬁgﬁ
Department of trust and responsibility not inferior to that held by the Tahsildar in the Revenue

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 aut%xority 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 osuouwlgflesme (submit) is not only
grossly insulting but subversive of official decorum and proper subordination,

o O S R 4=
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4. Enclosure B is a 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 h.im 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 gmd 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

: upon himself to issue to the village officials tending to obstruct the progress of Settlement work

in the Walawan4d taluk and ealculated to create serious friction, it is expedient in the public

interest that this Tahsildar should be expressly prohibited from issuing any more general orders
e Settlement officials or their work without

to his village officials in any way connected with th X :

having prev?ously obtained your special authority. Iam confident that to promote public cordial
co-operation and to further the public 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).

.R.Ry. AIR, Supervisor, to the Special Settlement Officer,
i MMRaIEi)};r tillfd gﬁ%%ﬁx?a?gitgi Cherpalcll)leri, 17th February 1892, No. 2229,

I beg to submit, herewith, for such action as may be. deemec.i proper, an order (marked A)
to me in ogriginal with literal translation from the Adhi_kan of Trikideri an}Sﬁm, iillte(«ii the 16th
instant, and received this day at about 10 A.M. In this order the Adhikari has ck e 'tﬁpoél Ln‘e
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. : Vs,

2. On the 12th instant I issued the appended notice (marked B) to the officials of Trikideri

i i i 1d azmash the amsam on the dates therein specified and
i i g thaf;{l v;gume on those dates. This notice was accompanied by

required that the Menon should atte ]
an%ther to the ryots. which I required the_ village officials to serve on as many of the ryots as
possible and return to me before the 18th instant. ;

pointed place of meeting, but the Menon was

3. On the 13th before 7 o.m. I went to the ap

not ready although I had summoned him to appear before me at half past 6 A, a(lilddevg:lhafter
I waited for him for about half an hour he did not turn up. I therefore éJr](H:ee ’_F Wld ltl;]y
work with the assistance of the few ryots, whom I chanced to meet in the he 1 OWélll‘ tS he
close of the work the Menon joined me at about 11 A, and, when askedhvy hy esciin:; eao?’the
explained that his house was five miles distant from the appointed place, w 1:11 :v}f; o e
desams of the amsam I had arranged to azmash that day. He also added that he ed some

k with the Menon and at about 12

time for the amsam peon who did not arrive. I did some wor . .
I dispensed with hig services asking him to return early on the next azmash day which was

Monday, the 16th instant. §o1¢ vask 8 opl anied by one of the
+ me ab past 8 only, accomp ‘

amsa‘ttll ;ﬂ%its,d :ngg?l }Er:?(?: '.E‘:i:ga:i mgVe worked till about halt i)ast 12 when the Menon and
the peon were left to their amsam work. i : 1d

5. On the 16th yesterday the Menon attended in time. ‘We were engaged u‘:ﬂth:o ﬁeiv, but,
for want of information about a certain survey number, which the Menon was gnabted : hg - 2bm9,
my work was delayed. I was anxious to examine that survey number as I e(()iu' 9 8 dai :}11'9
Yere some mistakes. No ryots were available and my peons were employ: t e ﬂlll IO
demarcation stones for me. Just then at about 9 A.M. the Menon sew at & dis anc1(:ld : aémsam
peon, Koppu Nair, going to the Adhikari. He called the peon over to us, but he ﬁo no IC(:II;S
as he was going to the Adhikari; however, he was it & 'sic?ind ':ﬁmfhbylzgss csgggd b thg
called him and he accordingly attended. He was acquaintec wi Ife wanted to go, but I

: - i ation.
survey number in question and gave me the necessary inform

i i ble to give me the information which I had no
detained him for some hours as I knew he was a raﬁoe e e v e

f getling on account of the Menon’signo ; L
ﬁﬂ%fraioﬁﬁ Oafgerwargds an }individual, named Paran, came to us and Raﬁd gmt thte lt&ﬁlhii(&;lrll'llimq
gsent him to call away to him the said kolkaran. Thereupon I sent word by xntmn 0 i 91 5 ikari
that I detained the kolkaran for some hours. I left the field at about quarter pas when I
sent away the Menon and the kolkaran. oy :

i .o T worked in Kuttikod desam of that amsam, and; when 1 wasemployed in
the ﬁiidTltlllz ﬁ?ﬁf}?fri’s order in question, which Was sent by a private individual with no cover
b
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applied for that leaye which he was expecting to receive soon, whereas, as a mattor of tact, his own
reference to the Tahsildar of the 14th October proves that he was raising objections in the hope
that he might receive orders not to obey the Supervisor.
For such gross misconduct, 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. I now come to the general question raised by the Tahsildar who “ thinks” 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 asfisting 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 fol)
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 canuot for the most part be anticipated days before it is required and the service of
large numbers of Settlement notices upon them through’ the Tahsildar would not only he most
inconvenient to him, as the time of his limited taluk peons establishment would be tully occupied
in effecting service and this would give rise to natural comjplumt on the part of taluk officers, but
the unavoidable delay would be most inconvenient to the Settlement Department and prejudicial
to the public interests. The particular case in question is an excellent example. The Menon
wrote to the Tahsildar on the 14th October 1891, but, up to thc’3rd November 1891, the Tahsildar
had sent him no reply. It does not appear when the Menon’s reference of 14th Oetober 1891

actually reached the Tahsildar, but probably on or about the 15th idem. The Lahsildar’s
reference to you is dated 23rd October 1891. If the Tahsildar’s wishes were complied with,

weeks of valuable time would of necessity be lost and there would b,e the possibility of comstant
friction arising owing to delays on his part to serve the Supervisor 8 notico— delays which with
is 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 {o the village accounts will have to
be served by the field settlement peons Government has provided him w1tl‘1 for the purpose. In
this particular instance the distance from the Menon’s house to where the b_upervmor 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 that it is 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 wl.nlst the_Classxﬁer 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 necessary for Settlement purposes. In view
of these facts, lg must ask you to he good enough to instruct the Tahsildar that his suggestion
‘that Settlement notices should be served through him by his revenue peons cannot be complied
with, as such procedure would not only tend to delay Settlement work and create friction, but

would be most troublesome and inconvenient to the taluk officials,

APPENDIX XX,

From A. BE. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South
Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector o Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 29th Februdly

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 deliberately gone out of his way,

publicly and officially, to insult the Head Classifiers and Classifiers of the Settlement Department

and has stimulated the village servants to become disrespectful and insubordinate.

3. The Tahsildar “ observed ” on the 10th November 1891—and the date of his observation
is important as will be seen—that when occasion arose for the village servants to rfaply to qoti9eg
sent to them by the Settlement officials, some of the former were so unmindful of their own dignity

&
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/ and importance that they had actually been guilty of i i i
. guilty of the heinous offence of havin
respectfully to some of the latter in the form of “arzis ” or “reports.” Teixeo Ta;::illd%rlxﬁgig

| exercised by this evident absence of a sense of equality, if not of ‘superiority, on the part of his

o———

Jive rupees dependants that he considered it necessary t 1 ic edi i

: y to promulgate his bombastic edict. In this
he assumes the tle of an instructor in the seience of official etiquette and informs the village
servants that their em loyn}ent of such terms as “ arzi ” or “ report ”’ in replying to the Settlement
officials is incorrect. e gives them his lordly permission to address those officials in the same
;V?l’tag the)"t are thpn(;selvei) addressed and to inflate them with a superlative appreciation of their

Xalted positions winds u enunciating his dictum that the villa i

the subordinates of the Clltjlss{ﬁers. i B o i R

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

the 9t{z Noverr}ber 1891 that this Tahsildar issued his unauthorised general ordezt- llttltol.t ?61530711

" removing all village servants from the Classifiers during certain hours. Tt will also be remembere(i
that it was on the 10th November 1891 that the Tahsildar submitted to me his 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
Febr,ua.ry 1892, It is highly su gestive that it was on that very date, 10th November 1891, that
the Tal}slldnr should have issued his general order No. 10782-Ind., under present review. These
facts distinetly conviet the Tahsildar of having done all in his power to sow the seeds of discord
between the Subordinate Revenue and Settlement 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 Head Classifiers and 30 Classifiers whose salaries range from 60
to Rs. 15 per mensem. Among them is a graduate of the Madras University, 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 twelye
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 subordination 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 of 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 classifieation staff and the village officials and has himsplf circulated his
translations throughout the taluk. He is precluded therefore from pleading ignorance and he
must be held guilty of deliberately attempting to foment discord by his order under review. It is
scarcely necessary for me to do more than to recall your attention to a few of the rules which
distinctly imply the temporary subordination of the village servants to the Classifiers while the
latter are engaged in the amsams on Settlement 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 field ; rule V, clauses (2) and (3), chapter VI, p. 66,
makes it obligatory on “ village officers” to attend upon Classifiers and “to afford them all
necessary aid and information.” It prohibits village officers leavin%‘ their villages so long as the
Classifiers are at work in them unless they are summoned by the Tahsildar or other competent
authority, in which event the village officers are required to obtain permission from the Ingsi-
fiers and to be furnished with a memorandum showing the date of departure and tl_Je summoning
officer is similarly required to furnish the village officials with a memorandum showing when they
were permitted to return to the Classifiers. Rule XXX , chapter VI, p. 60, requires certain action
to be taken with respect to the adjustment of the revenue and Settlement accounts and uutl}orizee
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 Head
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

cials 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 part courteously to the Classifiers

in the same form as they use in replying to references made to them by the Revenue Inspectors,
Their attitude has, however, in some cases, changed since the issue of the Tahsildar’s order. I.
append, for your information, asample (marked %})_ One of the Classifiers had sent the usual

“mnotice” to the Adhikari of the Pulikkattiri amsam requesting him to send the amsam kolkaran,
Acting on the evil council'of the Tahsildar the Adhikari replied 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 have 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 theiy 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 ask 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 i
others when I learned that it was addressed to me and I accordillx)gly recelpve&rinﬂ.peons kb

7. The above are briefly the facts connected with the case. It wi

that for about 3 hours on the 16th instant I utilized the services“gfu 011):23 Ocl;fs ‘;xl;tae(lixofliofin then;
Trikideri amsam without the Adhikari’s permission in the discharge of the public duties witilmlif. 0}
I am entrusted. For this conduet of mine to which the Adhikari has objected, T am calledw b
by him to submit an explanation on the ground that one peon being employed iy connectio up‘(;ﬂ
the survey work there was only one other available for the ordinary amsam work that t;hazl iy k
has been obstructed by me by having utilized one of the amsam peons for my work and tl:v (:rI
should have had his previous permission for such utilization. x

8. As stated above, my inspection of the amsam was commenced on th ;
since then up to date the field surveyor did not do survey work in that amsam :slts}fg relelclgi?lgtv:;g
all with me. No amsam peon was consequently employed during that time on survey work.(]
The field surveyor testifies to this and his statement is appended (marked C),  Op the 13th i'ynstuntw
therefore, both the kolkarans were available to the Adhikari, none having heen employed that day
on either survey or settlement work. The 14th being Sunday, no work wag done by me in tha{
amsam. On the 15th one kolkaran was present with the Menon (zie 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 ouly acting for them. On the 16th yesterday one of the kolkarans was with me for
about three hours and this morning none was available at all. It 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 hourg on two days
when one of them was employed with me, the other having been completely at the Adhikar’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 set apart
for survey work, his amsam work was obstructed by me as I called 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 if is not necessary to obtain such permission, The
Settlement officials have been made competent to summon direct the officials of any 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
may or may not be subordinate. I hold, therefore, that I Wwas quite right in having required the
peon to attend on me without the previous consent of the Adhikari, who himself could 1ave been
made to attend on me if I wanted. Kven supposing that my view is not correot it will be
observed that, under the circumstanoces aboye explained, it was impossible to obtain the Adhikari’s
consent previously, but, however, as a matter of courtesy, I informed the Adbikari through his
man, Paran, that I retained the kolakaran for a short time with me and he should have accepted
this message in good parts.
~__10. Under these circumstances I trust that the Special Settlement officer will be pleased to
hold that my conduct in having utilised the services of one of the amsam kolkarans of Trikideri
amsam_for a few hours on the 16th instant in connection with public work ix not in any way
blameable.

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

12. There are several points on which T take objection to this communication,

(a) The first and the most important of them is that, even supposing that T w
in having retained the amsam peon,phe had no authority to eall up(I;l}l) megfor an exp?:n:{f:ng
The official position of the officials of an amsam towards the Supervisor of Settlement Party
conducting Settlementppe{afions in that amsam is one of sub ination and not of superiorit 4
If, therefore, the Adhikari thought himself entitled to eriticize my conduct, his proper oourg’e;
should have been to report thq matter to his immediate superior, the Tahsildar who wonld have
taken steps to ,have the same nvestigated by the Special Settlement Officer to ;vhom alone I an
subordinate. 'The Adhikari, therefore, chose to ignore his relation to me as a public servant when
he addressed this objectionable communication, whereby he has subjected me to great indignity
. . (8) Secondly, he addressed his order *to the gettlement Supervisor,” g‘l‘hins is against.:
?Sﬁi:ilngxqus%eé :lu%:) n}:;?oeqdutn'gas i: does fron];I a]n Ailhikan’ who is & subordinate, it is greatly
. unications to i alayala ordi
addressed To M.R.Ry. Settlement Suplel:r‘irisl;lr, Avel?;’a.l.?’1 #¥ any *q94s snd ubordinates are
(¢) ']:‘hlol'dly, he says “the amsam kolkaran was retained with you oflmes without our
mg(gim‘g-: t}‘i)lermmSlOD{ kgf;:a ::ls‘:)r azxe atsspmgs suﬁeriority over me. In Malayalam he should have
sai e amsan < retained with you omges wi a@&aH issi i
is how the Tahsﬂdarfandhmys?f addfess each otlf;r. P RS R il
(@) So much for the order. T next beg to invite the Special Sett] / i
to the remarks recorded by him on my noticeg(Appendix B) a?ud the mta;rggxl'l Ez? ?ﬁ?;hstgi?lilt;(\)’z

been received,
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. 13. The above facts clearly show that the Adhikari of Trikideri amsam, Trikideri Nair
Vittil Chok_ra:unm Nair, has grossly insulted me in my official capacity and has shown himself
to bq of opmnion that {he Supervisor of the Settlement Department is subordinate to an Amsam
Adhikari. T feel much aggrieved in this matter, if, as already remarked by the Special Settle-
ment Ofﬁeer. 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 I
have only to represent my grievance to the Special Settlement Officer who will redress it immed;i-
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 Walawan4d taluk.
»

* *
i *

APPENDIX XXII (2).

From Trikideri 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 (honorific plural) permission. Reply should be sent
below showing what the cause is for your doing so. To-day urgent accounts have to he sent to
the taluk and others. For having caused 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 the peon should 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 Walawanad Taluk.

It is h i ash and ratify the classification of lands as-
AN A i RO azsl?g'ned l?y the C);a.esiﬁer and the Head Classifier

Kaﬁ“ulv;vanakurissi and a portion of Mongotu on the 13th for Settlement purposes in the marginally-
it d the dates specified against
Chemenanur, Pummokod and the rest of Mongotu onthe noted desams on I
15th. B s each, the Menon should be with us on those

shiramangalam, 16th. : dates and not go away without our permission
i S till the azmash of the amsam is over.

Kullikkolu, 18th. .
2. Notice to be served on the ryots is here-

; : i d returned
with sent. It should be served on as many land-owners in each desam as possible an
to this office before the 18th instant duly obtaining their signature on it with those of the amsam
officials in token of its service. A general notice should be given to all. kel - o
3. As any objection which the land-owners may wish to make should be made to us at the
time of the azmagh the ams:m oﬁeio?als will be held responsible for the evils arising out of the

omission to give notice to the land-owners.

4. Spades also may be required as the soil may have to be examined by digging. -
5. This should be returned b the peon duly signed. The Menon should be present on the
road leading to Pélghat through guuwa.nakurissi at 6-30 A.M. to-morrow.
CHERPALCHERT, ] & : (Signed) M. DAMODARAN NAIR,
& Supervisor.

12th February 1892,

APPENDIX XXII (5).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South
Canara, to the Special Assistant Collect?)r of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 25th February

1892, No. 2356.
i i = for your information and such action as you
In forwarding the marginally-noted papersmay g:) e Doty th K B the b
interests, I have the homour to express my
opinion that the misconduct of the Adhikari

* Extract from arzi No. 2229, dated 17th Febmag 18‘27)%,
0.
of the Trikideri amsam, Walawanid taluk, ag

from the Supervisor, Revenue Settlement Party y
with copies of its enclosures.

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

2. T shall feel obliged by your furnishing me with a copy of your orders on lthe subject.
0
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APPENDIX XXII (6),

From M.R.Ry. M. DAMODARAN- NAIR, Supervisor, to th, i
Malabar and South Canara, dated Camp Kuruvan;balam,eﬁtshpi%ﬁchslegggmﬁ Lt 2%gi: §

I beg to state as follows,

2. At para. 2 of my arzi No. 2229, dated the 17th February 1
. . = . ’ 8 <
:l?tilsl idem, I sent a notice to the villa%e officials of Trikideri argsamgzérlsziﬁggksg ttlllxat’ ont thz
g ak amsam and return to my office before the 18th idem. MT'his notice has not b s Od
ack up to date. The village officials have therefore disobeyed my lawful dipecti iy e
wish any longer to have communication with them. Nk ok

.

.

APPENDIX XXII (7).

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART Esq., Special Settlement Offiee
1 . ) “ r, Malabar and South
o to the 8 T, and Sout
ana,ra to. ‘ he ' pecial Assistant Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 10th March

In continuation of my letter No, 2356, dated the 25th February 1892, T have the honour

* Arzi No. 2384, dated the 6th March 1892, g?l;gf_ ?l‘:;(: ‘; ff‘;'l"lt.h‘” ‘ l;’0111(;11‘111icution from the
18 party disclosing econtinued

miseonduct on the part of the village officials of the Trikideri amsa f

I must request you to be so good as to take necessary action at g veryn;;)ﬂ;h;utvgalawanéd taluk.
2. The arzi referred to at the beginning of para. 2 of the enclosure to thi 1'

of th d t it oar 18 letter formed one

supra? papers forwarded to you with letter No. 2356, dated the 25th February 1892, quoted

APPENDIX XXIIT (1).

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanad. t .
Settlement Party No. VI, dated Perintalamanna, 5th b:csgiiupfgg;orhljfeveg&e
) . .

29311 Mis.
I understand from my village officials that the attendance of th i
insisted upon when you or your Head Classifior go out for inspection ixf tﬁeﬁsﬁﬂg : s(?: nlg

provision for thisin the Settlement Rules. Please let mo know if the
;szeon is absolutely necessary and what work these are expected to g;e?gntcﬁeo‘f b M?n?n ond
ead Classifier’s inspection. ourse of your or

. APPENDIX XXIV (2).

From M.R.Ry.S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawan4d, to the Spec:
) L , pecial Settloment
(())nfﬁl%g:)r., %?;lgl:}a‘l'&aﬁd South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 30th N. ovember 1891, Ref.

In referenee to para. 2 of your Proceedings No. 1640, dated the 28th ;
that I had issued instructions to the Menon of Pulakkattiri amsam to z::t:?; %olt?igg dkeaie
work from 6 to 10 .M. till the arrears were cleared, but my Divisional Officer havin 1f‘ecventtlm
intimated to me that this time would not suit the Settlement Department, I haye oountic;an;a;?ie'c}l’

my orders,

——

APPENDIX XXIV (3),

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Settloment Officer, Malabar and Soutl?

Canara, to the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, dat :
1892, No. 2384. ar, dated Coimbatore, 27th February

In continuation of my letters, Nos. 2368 and 2370, dated 26th F
honour to bring to your notice another insta;}gg of the duplicity of the ffﬁﬁzrlffg%i’glﬁzzzg ¥

2. With his arzi No. 1502, dated 25th November 1891, the Supervis o
that the Classifier then employed in the Pulakkattiri amsam waspbeing? I;ngﬁgll;t :ﬁsﬂo&%hfg
his work on aceount of (1) the permanent Menon being ill and having applied for 14 days’ leave
(2) the incompetency of the substitute and (3) because the Tahsildar 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 a.m. every day, '

N
i e

AR
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3. With my endorsement No. 1641, dated 28th November 1891, I forwarded copy of the
Supervisor’s arz1 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. The Tahsildar replied in his Reference on No. 2530 C.&D., dated 30th November 1891,
in which he wrote :—

“1I 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 arzi, copy
of which the Tahsildar had before him when he wrote his reply, dated 30th November, quoted

bove, that the Tahsildar appears to have given orders to the village officials of. this amsam as
also to others,” &e., the Tahsildar carefully concealed the fact that he had by hm.gexaeral 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 Pulakkattiri amsam. : g

6. As pointed out in my letter No. 2370, dated 26th February 1892, this Tahsildar behave’d
in exactly the same way when asked to report regarding the Am}xkuparamba Amsam Menon’s
absence, concealing insthat case also the fact that he had all the time ke;if both you and myself

November 1891.

in the dark regarding his unauthorized general order No. 10837, dated 9t

7. There is nothing in his reply No. 2530 C.&D., dated 30th November 18?11’_&’ 'h':z
that he had issued any such general order and his explanation that h,n’.vmg recent gr re??“led :
intimation from you ¢ that this would not suit the Settlement Department ” he had ooug ermf aed
his orders is so cunningly worded as to give no indication that the countermanding order refe

to anything but the case of the Pulakkattiri Amsam Menon, Further comment would appear to
be unnecessary. 7

e —

APPENDIX XXV (2).

NAIR, Supervisor, to the Tahsildar of Walawandd, dated
18th December 1891, No. 1709.

Mis. No. 11531, dated the 14th instant, I have the

From M.R.Ry. M. DAMODARAN
Cherpalcheri,

With reference to your Reference on

honour to state as follows. e
: . ‘ iver 7’ 1 lladikod amsam
2. T understand that there is an anicut across the “ Thuppanad river ” in Ka
which is reported to have been constructed some years ago {)’y a Mussalman, nzlmedinlim;%::l hi-(:
Sahib, pattadar No. 268 of that amsam, by means of which the pattadar not Ot v nec%e 4 with
own wet land but also those of others in the amsam. For purposes of Settlemen conf ¢
this amsam it is necessary to have information connected with this anicut. I 1:hel‘<i3f Ol'g TRquen
you will be so good as to furnish me with complete information regarding the same II you aro'in
a position to do so. Information on the following heads Kmong others is necessary- e
(a) In what yoar it was constructed and whether it was constructed with the parmiseion

of Government or not. i Y 47435
() If permission was granted, whether it was granted free or on payment of any rem
tion ; the exteli and nature of remuneration, if any, should be known. i
(¢) Whether he is obliged to fulfil any conditions as long as he derives benefit from this
anicut. '
3. As the field operations connected with this amsam have almost been OQmPIGtedLI hope
you will give me the information at your earliest convenience if you will ever give me the same
a

APPENDIX XXV ().

Reference on Mis. No. 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) 8. ANANTA PATTAR,

14th December 1891, Tahsildar,
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APPENDIX XXV (6).

Proceepivgs of the Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 26th February
1892, No. 2373.

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

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

2. The Supervisor apparently sent the Tahsildar a reminder on the subject on a 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 the 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 Tahsildar, the Supervisor need have no further
communication with him oun the subject, as, on receipt of the Supervisor’s reply to this Proceedings,
all necessary action will be taken by the undersigned.

5. In future in writing to the Tahsildar on any subject, the Supervisdr must be particular to
use no expressions likely to cause offence, Thus the 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 the provocation received

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

APPENDIX XXV (8).

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

March 1892, No. 2444,

I have the honour to bring the following facts to your notice for the favour of early action.

2. Classifier M. 8. Koneri Rao was en aged in Settlement work in the Kalladikod amsam
of the Walawanéd taluk in December last. %)n the 8th December 1891, in bis arzi No. 260, copy
of which with translation forms Appendix A, he brought to thevSuipervisor’s notice the existence
of an anicut across the Thuppanad river 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 hii‘ﬁldorsement 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 constructed and what, if any, income Government derived or is
deriving on its account ” and requesting the 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 scribbled in red ink across the
paper. It runs as follows:—¢ Ref. 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

not clear.”

5. The Supervisor replied in his letter No. 1709, dated 18th December 1891, copy of which
forms Appendix B. Having received no answer from the Tahsildar up to the 13th January 1892,
the Supervisor sent him a g?st-card, No. 1829, dated 13th January 1892, requesting the Tahsilar
to send an early reply. Up to yesterday the Tahsildar had not taken the 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 .SuEervisor to hold no further communication with the Tahsildar on
this subject as I cannot permit him to be insulted any longer by Mr. Ananta Pattar.

7. I must request you to be so good as to order this Tahsildar to furnish the Supervisor with
the requisite information at once and to report the fact of his having dome so0. I shall feel
obliged by your requiring the Tahsildar to submit fo You any explanation he may desire to offer
for his culpable neglect to answer the Supervisor’s urgent reference. His disregard of three
communications on the subject which would not have been made had there been no necessity

will, T hope, meet with your grave displeasure,

=

ul
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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. A perusal of the
Classifiex’s arzi and the Supervisor’s endorsement, both of which the Tahsildar had before him
when he penned his “ Ref. on Mis. No. 11531, is conclusive proof of the fact. Unless, therefore,
the Tahsildar wishes to be credited with inability to comprehend plain language, he must be
held responsible for the disingenuousness of his crude criticism.

. S

APPENDIX XIX (1).

. To the Taluk Cutcherry, Walawanéd.

Athrayil Kunju Nair, who has been appointed as Acting Menon of Kotur amsam, submits
as follows :y—Iu achordance with the otderl,)pdated 27th October_ 1891, No. 10374, I went to the
Adhikari on the 81st idem, and thence we together to the Classifier and afterwards took charge
of the records from the permanent Menon, Thappunni Nair. I remained m{h the Clgs}flf}fr
and attended to my work on that day. On the lst an('l'the 2nd November vivenll:I xgn -1(:
Classifier for work and on the evening of the 2nd the Classifier told me that there w‘i)u "ﬁ‘ e Wq;;h
only after the noon of the 3rd. On the morning of the 3rd, when I went to the Classifior wi

1 i to get him the patta and pymash numbers
records for the preparation of the register, he wanted me orgg i no{) s A

of a certain paramba having fruit trees, and, as the sa ] .
' i ‘ told him that the paramba might be
therefor having been made in the counterparts of pattas, I to wi;:;t aghed II{)uow e Jughis

one for which janna had not been fixed. Thereupon he said * whaf 3 aopa
be of no service to me in my work.” In reply to w}llxmh ItatlskedTllll;Ilrll ﬁg“;:y ;31;);1(‘1‘ ﬁgﬁeef?hﬁg
patta and pymash numbers of the paramba without the ; mi;he o otk T wil fhiove you out ™ :

orders did you come here to work with me ? Jf you sit : i
threatened me most disrespectfully and threw the amsam records into thehcougfy&ll‘)(: fgr I;;‘g‘eer(:
up the records and standing a while by his side returned. I, therefore, humbly beg

per bearer as to what I should do in the matter. (Signed) KUNJU NAIR,

3rd November 1891. Acting Menon.

e

. . . for orders. This com-
. True copy submitted to the Special Assistant Collector oft%gaillz:;)::mogor JHiABaE Work.

laint was handed over to me by the Adhikari when I went to . 4
The Adhikari corroborated the M}:'enon’s story. The Settlement subordinates treat gl;nnsg;n 0%029}']1:
as their subordinates and this leads to much frictional and unnecessary correspon :

Menon’s allegations are true, the @l gifier is guilty of a criminal offence. i
(Signed) 8. ANANTA PA%ahsild’

PERINTALAMANNA, ‘ o ar,

7th November 1891, .

—_—

Ref. No. 1075 Mis. D.

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

smarks, ;
iz (Signed) J. K. BA_TTbN,
| Acting Special Assistant Collector.

APPENDIX XII (I).
To the Office of the Second Revenue Inspector.

The Menon of Vettattur amsam submits as follows :— e ..
As the Classifier of the Revenue Settlement has commenced work in this amsam on the rd

£ this September and as I am engaged in work with him from 7 s to 6 p.v. every day froxp
3het ?::dsigem, I have not been aﬁg to measure the Kanni Palliyal up to thls.in.ne, zlﬁgbcin ttﬁn:
account I am also prevented from measuring the gingelly cultivation, &e. t;Am? 1 lsdp;‘s : he11 §
reminders will be sent by coolies when the accounts are not received u; = r?i ::s g 1?1 e?i be
liable to pay the coolies in that case which is very grievous to me, I beg for y in

ot . (Signed) SANKARA MENON,
15th September 1891, ¥ ¥ Menon.
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Rélport No. 322, _
Submitted for perusal. Requests for drders to the Adhikari to look after the Menon’s

* work also.

(Signed)  D. GOVINDA MENON,
ond Revenue Inspector.

e

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 prescribe, 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." a
PERINTALAMANNA, ° (Signed) 8. ANANTA PATTAR,

26th September 1891. * - Tahsildar.

From A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and
Malabax, to the Collector of Malabar, dated Coimbatore, 13th May 1891, No. 283.

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the copy of your Prooeedings No. 339 R.,
dated 8th May 1891, and to thank you for directing the amsam officials to render the Settlement
officials all the necessary assistance as preseribed 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 Walawandd taluk and the entertainment of such men is ot approved by the
Board of Revenue. Iam at a loss to understand why the present Tahsildar of Walawandd
should have recommended the employment of these men, for, on a suggestion of the kind recently
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.

3. Bach 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 a month. There are fow amsams of greater
extent. - Consequently, provided the amsam officials give the requisite aid, each set of amsam
officials would not be required to assist the Classifiers 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 ofﬁqqus 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 advantage 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 village 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, my
subordinates will have no cause for complaint, and, 1f I find any of the latter endeavouring to get
the village officials to do mire than their legitimate duties, they will be punished. I may add,
for your information, that I have had the greatest Possible difficalty in getting correct figures for
several amsams and this difficulty has been mainly caused by the apathy or ignorance g3d
incompetence of the village officials concerned. Many of these persons do not appear to be
accustomed to hard daily work in the sun, and, when required to perform it, are ever ready to
prefer 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 valqelesss. I trust therefore that you will not
permit 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. hqs
been preferred to my knowledge relates to Ayyakkat in the Pélghat taluk and that cemplaint is
being thoroughly investigated. T have myself prosecuted one of my Classifiers for falsifying his
diaries and cheating and succeeded in getting him convicted. As you are aware, the operations
of the Settlement I%epa.rtment are always viewed with dmfa.vgr, and where, as in Malabar, the
village officials are themselves frequently interested in obstructing our work as far as they can,
it is natural to expect groundless complaints on their part,

R

" e R

s e,

£
Y

D R SN
Boarp oF Revenue (Laxp Revenve), 141a Decemser 1892, No. 717. 43

R R A A e s I T

No. 284.

Copy, with copy 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 Clasx:xiﬁer thaf, if 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,
i A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
® gnedépeciul Assistant Colleetor, Nilgiris and Malabar.

——— i

Reference on the above, dated 9th June 1892.

: 3 : 4 ill be referred
Mr. Stuart’s complaints acainst the Tahsildar of Walawallc}d i §
to the Collector of Mglabar for report, which should be submitted together with

the explanation of the Tahsildar.

: NA MUDALIAR
(Bigied).., F BAIARAT Secreta,ry.

To the Collector of Malabar, with Mr. Stuart’s letter :
and 26 appendices (to be returned).

i
: f\ .
V.
REaD ~the following letter from A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq,
=" Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, to fei eBre a"fy
to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement and Director oh tAle _1(311)813'2,-
ment of Land Records and Agriculture, dated Coimbatore, 7th Apri ;

No. 61 :—

In continuation of my letter No. 2246, dated the 13th F;ebl'l(iﬂr 9(13(8)312; :gg
with reference to Board’s” Proceedings (Revenue Sef‘;tlemlenta tﬁn i B Stbo
Agriculture), dated the 1st Mareh 1892, Mis. No. 2092, I\II w,lv 5e91 A dated the 20th
that, of the fifteen statements, which, in my letter No. 1591, letler auoted
Nov:amber 1891 (copy of which was submitted to the Board with :)n as 5 f(111 sty
above), I requested the Acting Collector of Malabar to be sos g(;l e
me, or to direct the Tahsildar of Walawandd to fumlsg “1‘:’ for etfuinishef{) bl;, e
nine statements, viz., Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 13 ag I F, }:vere 1892. Ref. No.
Tahsildar with his vernacular arzi, dated the 29th e.rualg Hootor Sithihis
2554 C.&D., and one, viz., statement No. 7, by the Acting Co fok statorabits
letter No. 805 Genl., dated 26th March 1892. (Of the remaining 1 vte ti?ee’in ine
viz., Nos. 1, 2,11, 12and 15, the Tahsildar promised to furnish the las :

i he Board is pleased
course, but the first two, he says, he cannot urnish, and, unlt.ass t
to issuzr the necessary o’rders, th’ere is appiu’e"tly not the slightest prospect of my
being ever furnished with them. Erspis : “h
2. The reason assigned for the Tahsildar’s inability to furnish me with state-

ments Nos. 1 (Desamwar statement showing the area, Government, Inam and

: icultural statistics
Poramboke) and 2 (Desamwar statement showing the latest agricu )
of the taluk), such as population, number of houses, cattle, pat,i;asgnfd rzyoff))c eicﬂllft
¢ desamwar accounts Eave never been maintained in the tal“k(i I bz ¢ N opinvite th%
to show how far this excuse of the Tahsll.dar can be acceptfh Ky gr R -
special attention of the Board to Appendices I and II tof tll? 2 o5 r; ol
true translation of the 'l‘ahsildar’slarzi 3113 (?bst;::ecopy OF, 208 g
rred to, respectively, and to a3
s a;).ovfhrifea co ,of rrr: ]ett’gxf',. No. 1591, dated the 20th November 1891,
i) tha Py }(;tor to be so good as to furnish me, or to direct the

e Sl Ol R B
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communicated to the Tahsildar with the Collector’

the 30th November 1891, but that from that dat: i;r;goilslzmg%ﬁ’ 1;.{0' 4298, dated
when he sent me all the statements that had up to that date I v et
for a period of #hree months, the Tahsildar prepared on] m_:aen L i
promised that three more, which he admits can be prepared i};omlil Stdtfments ¥’
would be furnished in due course. I may here observe that these t)le .
have not yet been furnished, though more than a month hg, ] B hanty
promised to furnish them ; ® elapsod: since he

(i1) that the Tahsildar so ambiguously worded his arzi .
me to suppose that his inability to fugnish D}I’G with the T:I;Z;iz?nmes:h: i Ph sy
Nos. 1, 2 and 7, was due to his not having the necessary records%n ?hzn;:ﬂfi? }c’llzi’:
, tha

these records were in the Collector’s office and that therefore he had submitted a

report ((m ;lnel subject to the Collector ;
iii) that whereas, as a matter of fact, the records i
were only necessary to prepare one statemen,t, viz., No. 7, I\lxlﬂ]c‘il g;);lector’s e
prepared and furnished me from the Collector’s office, and his inabil?t ac: Ogdmg]{
the other two statements, viz., Nos. 1 and 2, was really due to the 'cal{;ko - dn
not having been prepared desamwar, which fact it did not suit the T ;icgloun?s
purpose to state plainly in his arzi to me for reasons stated in para. 3 z'nfra Gt dar’s
(iv) that the Collector, to whom the Tahsildar reporte(l.his inal;'l{md
prepare statements Nos. 1 and 2 on account of the reason above referr adltlty b
not apparently (.lcelp 1t necessary to take any other action in the matt ¢ bo’ e
merely communicating to me the Tahsildar’s representation., e

3. As regards the Tahsildar'’s excuse that “staten

furnished as desamwar accounts have never been maintaix;::l] tisil bl:nt(i]fkc’f,mn(zlt o
apparent impression of the Collector that the only action that was nec £ t],l e
zmn to take in the matter was to merely communicate to me the facte?:lmry .
Pahsildar had reported to him his inability to furnish the accounts in qu ?t e
the ground' ‘tlxa.t taluk accounts had never been maintained desamwar% e('i3 s Yo
direct the Tahsildar to immediately get his taluk accounts prepared de:sa]n not to
fl:]IiHISII _m;a Wlttltl ttllxe s}t}atements required for Settlement purposes, I thinl?“iarnzzg
0 oint ou : . ) : >

o %’hg sibject et oard the following facts to enable 1t to pass necessary orders

(i) Government decided that desams and v A
village administration and that Settlemex:‘t register{::fxggll(siaﬂls S(l;ould be the unit of
and not amsamwar ; prepared desamwar

(ii) that when Settlement operations were ext
the first taluk in the Malabar distlx)-ict that was brou(;'}‘l‘iel‘i‘ctlgrtlii e};ilghat taluk,
several serious difficulties were experienced in bringing the Settlementpel:at-mns’
into accord with the revenue accounts owing to the latter not hayin b b
tmne(‘l desamwar, and I brought them to the notice of the Board ? een main-
No. C. 143, dated the 18th September 1890. The Board was thereup g m]y s
communicate a copy of my letter to the Collector of Malabar ¢ w.lt;’n 111) eased to
that arrangements might be made for examining the accounts of h id} the request
the other taluks and for setting them right where necessary 1, : 0 danges, &e., in
Party begm%v v}vork gl tl]mse taluis_” Y betore the Settlement

(i11)) When Settlement operations wer
I issued detailed instructiqns to fhe Tahsildar (z)fet}:(}fz?(tigl({ll:oint}ig Wa]av}"f’-"éd taluk,
was required of him and his subordinates to facilitate the PTG _ml?é’l im of what?
operations in his taluk. A copy of these Procee dhigs ’Obl‘)hglo dt 1e dSettlemcnt.

-arch 1891, fom_:s Appendix III. A perusal of Dras 4 o -9 ;,f tl’ atle) the 17th
will, I trust, convinee the Board that T distinetly requested the gl 11380 “roc.eedmgs
the Karnams of al[ the amsams in his taluk to prepare accou]:lt !;r to instruct
separalely from their present amsam accounts,” and that | & .’ﬁs ﬁ“' each desam
the names of those accounts which I wished him to haye r£%l-eﬁa EX Fionad
Settlement purposes. I was under the impression that thg ’l‘g,?: 1d esamvivar for
these necessary accounts prepared desamwar as requested untils})eizxgs lem‘r
when one of mz Classifiers brought to my notice that_the revenue accounter f891’
amsam in which he was engaged had not been prepared desamwar and in prpff}‘z

> (5) My Proceedings No. 2417, dated 29th

A
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of his statement submitted in original his takid to the Menon asking him }to
explain his omission to prepare the accounts of his amsam desamwar and the
Menon’s explanation. Copies of the file

* (1) Classifier’s takid to Menon, dated 30th of'corres[.)ondence* which tpok place on
November 1891, with Menon’s expla- this subject form Appendix 1V, from
which the Board will, I hope, be pleased

T o

nation at foot. é

() Mﬁ' Proceedings No. 1810, dated 19th to see that the Tahsildar has admitted
ecember 1891, his disobedience of orders, but has at-

(3) My reminder No. 1993, dated 16th Janu- tempted to justify it by saying (firstly)
A that the instructions 1issued were mot

G T Reus a, Be, & 640, #e clear ; (secondly) that the Menons were

206th January 1892. otherwise engaged and (thirdly) that he
plied by me with the

February 1892. had not been sup )
(6) Tahsildar’s arzi No. 320 C.&D., dated requisite quantity of stationery ! I leave
1\gth March 1892. 59nd - 16 80 the Board to judge frqm the 'E‘)alp?'lis
(7) My Proceedings, No. 2598, dated 22n whether the attempt made by the Tahsil-
March 1892, dar to justify his disobedience of my
tone of his arzis to me 1s

ted his offence and whether the g
i 1 ; be taken of this Tahsildar’s
e AR Proceedings No. 1961,

misconduct. I may state that the instructions 1s:1t1:g,13i$ syed by thia ’I‘ah_sil dar,
bordinates.

dated the 17th March 1891, have all been deliber

and he has conducted hims,elf most insuli':lngly towards n}le %rtgrlg}irnsgbedience to
On- this subject I am separately submitting & reP(ilrt tOIt lzrsonally complained of
the command of His Excellency the Governor, to whom 1 p ress of Settle-

some of the friction caused by this Tahsildar’s obstruction to the prog

ment work in his taluk.

Board with this compk :
4. I regret to have to trqu:zg ;&Zre, taken the slightest notice of similar

Mr. Dumergue has not, so far as d 3 tive but to
complaints% have a,lrea’dy made against this Tahsildar, I :3v?nn?haélfii?;ests of the
ask the Board to issue such orders as it may deem necessary d opp osition offered

work I am required to do in the face of the most unprecedente
by this Tahsildar.

orders has not aggrava
not most impertinent. I request that ser

omplaint, but, as

APPENDIX L
ecial Settlement

. 8
From M.R.Ry.S. ANANTA BATTAR, {Tahsildar of Wf};%g?!ﬁijf’. o e eab54 C.&D.

th February
+ Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 29 | 1 Rid Giills ckor’s order

The statements which havo up to date boon propasel, & BCEENC 1501, dated the 20tk

I:Iio. 4298, l;lated 30th November 18911; endorse(ild Fiin
idem, are herewith f ded as per the appended 1St. . bered
I beg to submit'?:ll;::,x of the rgnl;ainingp Eta.tements referred to 11.11 lygurs égit?;, 3111135:0’;1;: X,

11, 12 and 15, which can_be propared from the taluk records, Witk po P’ 0
regards the others a report has been submitted to the Collector direct Zrom &

—

W
APPENDIX IL

ial Settlement
_F. DUMERGUE, Esq., Acting Collector of Malabar, to the Specia
e J'Ozgoer, Malabar and South a.;mr:,lcxllgted (Oalicut, 26th March 1892, No. 305-R/Gl.

In compliance with the orders issued from this office on y °uf lﬁter:;NZ' 51 52 ]fg dgteii02(it:;5h
November last, the Tahsildar of Walawanéd {epoﬁﬂtﬁg:%?g‘;‘teﬁelig an(z;.15’ S o rwaeded in
and 14 were forwarded to you on the 20th ultimo; urnished . abisunts have neyer

due course and that statements 1 and 2 cannot b;e e ainintainedsie e talek. .
* Paddy, 1st and 2nd sort. The price lists fpr the district (staifement.
ﬁlcfi do. No. 7) prepared in this office for the marginally-
Hoﬁ,s},.gmm, noted grains for 18 years are enclosed.
? 12 -
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APPENDIX IIIL

ProcerpinGs of the Special Assistant Collector, Ni}giris and Malabar, dated 17th March 1891,
No. 1961.

In this office letter No. 1692, dated the 24th February 1891, the Collector of Malabar was
informed that, under orders of the Board of Revenue, the Settlement 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 therefore requested to issue the necessary orders to the taluk and village
officials of that taluk to render the members of this party the necessary assistance and to furnish
them with such records and information as may from time to time be required for Settlement
gurposes. The Colleetor has intimated to the undorsifgned that the necessar{ instructions have

een issued through the Divisional Officer. Tt is therefore presumed that the Tahsildar of Wala-
wandd has received these instructions. The Officers of this Party are now employed in the amsams g
about Shoranore, which has temporarily been fixed as the head-quarters of the Supervisor of this
party.

2. As it is 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 issue a circular to all the amsam officials of his
taluk requiring them to render all lawful aid to the Settlement officials by furnishing the latter
with detailed information and rendering available to them the revenue accounts without which the
Settlement registers cannot be 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 required to perform this duty, failing which they will be severely punished. The
Tahsildar will now be furnished with extract from the Settlement Manual published under the
authority of His Excellency the Governor in Council so far as they relate to the village Karnams,
from which he will understand the nature of the work required from the village officials. The
Tahsildar is therefore requested to impress upon his village subordinates the imperative nature of
these requirements and will warn them that, should they be remiss in the execution of these
public duties, they will not ouly be severely punished now, but will have little chance of being
retained in the public service when the reorganization of the village staff is undertaken along
with the introduction of the Revenue Settlement. It should be clearly pointed out that from
the dates on which the Classifiers begin Settlement operations in the respective amsams assigned
to them for work till the dates on which they may lem:o .the amsams, the amsam officials are not
at liberty to leave the Classifiers without express permission previously obtained.

3. All the Classfiers of this party have been authorized to summon the village officers with
their accounts and any disregnrtlm of such summons will be dealt with as provided for by law.

They have also been instructed to furnish the village officers, when summoned by the Tahsildar

or other competent authority, with the re%:fisite memorandum as provided for in rule V (2) of

section VII, chapter VI, page 66, of the Manual (vide extracts appended), and the Tahsildar is

requested to adhere strictly to this rule when these officials are permitted to return to their

respective amsam.

4, The attention of all the village officers in the taluk sbgld be specially drawn to rules
XXVI, XXIX and XXX of section 6, chapter VI, of the Manu. It is most important that the
grand total of the revenue demand, as entered in the classification register on the basis of the*
wnformation furnished by the Menons, should tally with the total demand according to the Karname’
accounts and in aceordance with the figures reported by them to the taluk. The experience
already gained in the course of the Settlement operations in the Palghat taluk showed that no
reliance whatever could be placed on the information furnished by the ifenons of that taluk. In
the first place the total revenue demand for the amsam, as recorded in the amsam accounts,
did not tally with that reported by the village officials to the taluk and which was subsequently
reported to this office. Secondly the grand total of all the figures furnished by the Menons
in respect of each land entered in the o%ussiﬂon.tion register did not tally with that of the amsam
accounts and the Menons were unable to satisfactorily explain the discrepancy. This state of
things was due to the facts that the Pattaya Prathis had not been duly corvected according t@
the fasli changes, the alterations having been carried out only in the totals of each patta, but
not, in respect of the detailed items which make up each patta, and that correct accounts of
shifting cultivation had not been maintained. The Menonsshould first be instructed to see that
agreement between their accounts and those furnished to the taluk is established especially in
respect of the figures affecting the shifting cultivation and tree tax.

5. The above are onlg a few of the numerous mistakes which the village Karnams are
likely to make while furnishing information from the revenue accounts to the (lassifiers ; but the
experience already gained by the latter in conneetion with the Settlement operationsin the P4lghat
taluk and the numerous difficulties which they had to contend against have taught them how best
to overcome them. The Classifiers are required to obtain accurate information and this is not
possi\_wle unless the village officials give correct details. The Tahsildar should therefore instruct all
the Karnams of all the amsamsin his taluk to prepare the accounts for each desam separately from
his present amsamwar accounts. The total figures for the several desams must necessarily tally
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with 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
repared the desamwar accounts and when the totals of these accounts tally with the ampamuvir:r
gures, the preparation of the Settlement accounts will be rendered p(gs_slb%? and mi1 djﬁhii y
will be experienced in arriving at correct figures. It was also obser\n;J in Pélghat t }?t ara-
palam registers were not available in certain amsams and that, even where available, }; tlely ;verfi
almost invariably found to be inaccurate, this tending to prove the utter incompetency of the loca.

i i i ion. I ' here th t
revenue subordinates. These accounts require speou:il ;:Jtt;;gﬁll)(;lrl . ml; (f:::;l v{)yefl: 4 ,Ie:y a% hr;:e

available for ready reference, they should be prepare ;
' . el must be tested and they should also be prepared
such accounts are available, their accuracy uiszndfs Zg chifting cultivation acoounts also. In

desamwar. Similar remarks apply mutatis mu . :
eany amsams such accounts wexr-g) Zot available, and, even where available, the details and totals

under each erop were not forthcoming. ! 0
i the Tahsildar an idea of what
6. It is hoped that the ab oneral remarks will convey to’ -
is requiredlin((l)lzhe uﬁdersfggegvfrgsts that the Tahsildar will ma.l;e suc]; t?g]a.sngfnﬁ?;lt: allﬁl:espz(:
of the accounts as will facilitate the progress of the Settlemen d%ﬁext'; by g s
agreement between the grand total of the classification register and tha
must be insisted upon. y -
7. The villago offsals should be retiuireg to pay n?fﬁ%:%ﬁnhﬁ :g:‘g; s A
i i an ~renb: Y1 .
g?lilf(f?ibgiﬁf:fgr:‘;ghtf vfzal, ::ff;,;“iands, ghe Classifiers should be informed of the several

g be required in desams, where
olasses of lands under which each of them falls. They slgmfl(()ir a;:.:h OI;Z:} of the, railway lands,

i ate lists for each desam an s
g, it o, propiw et 1t o b LS Sy (o, Wl uh e i
should also be specially noted in the separate l(llst;ﬂ ‘:)r:l'l;;etiese seI.)arate R T\ fei

- ill flicials should be require SHDI ; dai
Wherg alc‘gr?szii;agt:dolisgl?oi the whole taluk should be Elre ar?it‘i ﬁni(lidsubv?lﬂgt%‘: :z tllllii :&1 t;ar::l 1!:1:1(‘1;
in due course. "L'here are numerous other accounts which the Tahsi ﬁs sk iy o
to the undersigned in connection with the Settlement opem.tu::::3 ;ﬁnts which' the wlingo offcials
separate instructions will be issued later on. '_.['he desamwar o of the accounts in the taluk
should now be called upon to submit will facilitate the prepara il:.l;)e G e tal o el
where they should be carefully checked with the information ava e s
9. Similar remarks apply to the case of Government escheat lands on which janmabhog

. 2 l11
is now collected on behalf of the State. The rate and_amount <if qum%phogreami;:zz leXegesgg-atg
be recorded against each item of land entered in the classification Teg

itted th h the taluk. In the
disscnar sl o ok Thads how'd sjes o preparefi anﬁa:ugﬁégtsy belt;(r)lugoommenoed, but not

case of lands regarding which the ot lnqull1;ybeen commenced, separate lists should be

OSeibiblon, o Ju Reepork of ¥O R 0 gy {}}M&?lector of Malabar may be addressed on the

: hat the Escheat Depu ; : : .
:z%ss;gy }Xaga?fﬁeiosteﬁm :asess‘:)f escheal,)t which the taluk and village officials think require

special mention should be separately reported. o A el ol
i i ted to communicate (W.lth.t e mecessary Ord ‘
%hemllg;of;%gzgs%:a:h? %:;u?yq‘};zlfsﬂd%r of Cherpalcheri, in whose jurisdiction Settlement
. A. E. CASTLESTUAR’? STUART,
(Slgne(sil))ecial Settloment Officer, Nilgiris and Malabar.

———

APPENDIX IV (1)
To the Kuruvambalam Amsam Menon.

i toherry to have the garden and wet land
Have you not received orders from the taluk cutCherry > 4
assessment,y&o., prepared desamwar separate P If 80 when did you receive that order? Have

you prepared your statement accordingly ¢ Let me know this sharp.

KURUVAMBALAM, (Signed) N. N. BALAKRISHNA ga]:;}s%}'er.
30th November 1891.
Reply-
1 never received such” orders. I was on leaveé, being ill. When I refgmed i
leave, there was no desamwar accounts prepm'ed. (Signed) VARIAKUTTI,

Menon.
30th November 1891. enon
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APPENDIX IV (2).

* PRrocEEDINGS of the Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South C
1891, No. 1810. anara, dated 19th December

Read Supervisor’s endorsement No. 1642, dated the 9th December 1891, & bmitt;
alam Menon’s expla.nat’ion for his failure to keep desau;walr :‘l;céﬁgt':{uruvam-

e

Copy of the paper read above will be communicated to the Tahsj] '
early inquiry and regzrt. tdar of Walawan4d for

2. In this Office Proeeedixiga No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, the necessary instructions on'
ah

the subject were issued to the Tahsildar and in his vernacular order to g] the vil ials i
his taluk, dated 18th May 1891, the Tahsildar promulgated the orders, which,mhl:vggvgffcézlzgé
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 man
village officials have up to date done so 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 Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara,

APPENDIX IV (3).

Reminder No. 1993.

- The Tahsildar is requested to expedite the submission of his reply to this Office Procoedings
No. 1810, dated 19th December 1891

CorMBATORE, (Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
16th January 1892. Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara,
To the Tahsildar of Walawanéd.

APPENDIX IV (4).

From M.R.Ry. S. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawandd, to the Special Settloment
A Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 26th January 1892 Ref.
on C, No. 95 C.&D. , tief,

- In reply to your Proceedings No, 1810, dated 19th December last, I be to state ¢
of m vxllgg}; ofﬁ{ials has been able to prepare dessmwar accounts ag yet as (isired by ;:;f.no?g
the ﬁ};ﬁt place no clear instructions have been given as to what .&ccounts should he reduced into
desamwar., Secondly from the beginning of Settlement operations all the Menons had to work
uninterruptedly with Classifiers every day which left them no time to attenq to this special work.
When the Seftlement 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 commenced,,
the annual jamabandi work of the taluk which is now being conducted by the Sub-Collector. Thé"
collection og revenue which commenced from October last jn this taluk ﬂas also stood in the way
of the Menons in preparing the desamwar acoounts. U8 you will see that since the commenose
ment of Settlement work in this taluk there was hardly any time for the Menons to undertake
the writing of desamwar accounts. As soon as the gressure of work is lessened I shall issue
sh orders to the Menons to set to work in reducing the amsamwar accounts into desamwar and
I request that I may be furnished with clear instructions as to whioh of the village accounts you
wish l}:odPe 8o handled. I also beg to request that the requisite amount of stationery may he
supplio
2. I take this opportunity of bringing to your notice that the marginally-noted accountg
Z already contain the desamwar particulars anq
; : §ni§:ny. Prathi, 3. Paramba register, | presume that, what you now desire me to do
; p—— is to group together all lands in each desgp,
with the assessment thereon in cach separate book, I beg to know if this view is correct,

o
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APPENDIX IV (5),

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

Read arzi from the Tahsildar of Walawanéd, dated 26th Jan. 1892, Ref. on C. 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 Offic Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, which was

translated 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 inability of the village servants to carry out those
instructions, viz,—

a (1) that “no clear instr
into desamwar (sic) and
(2) that “ since the commencement of Settlement work in the taluk, there was hardly any

time for the Menons to undertake the writing of desamwar accounts.”
Neither of these excuses can be accepted.

3. It will be remembered that one of the excuses personally tendered to the undprmgped by
the Tahsildar for not having taken necessary action to issue the instructions contained Jl.il'thls
Office Procecdings No, 1961, dated 17th March 1891, until 18th May 1891, was that the Tahsildar
wished himself to draft the translation in Malayalam and that his order to the village sﬁ}'vmﬁs,
Ref. on No. 705 C.&D., dated 18th May 1891, was accordingly drafted by hﬁmse # )
then entertained no doubt as to the clearness of the instructions, for presumably _ehcou not
have translated what he did not understand, nor did he give the undersigned the slightest hint
that he did not understand the instructions which he had translated. Moreover his own trans-
lation, to which he is referred, is peifectly clear.

4. The second excuse is obviously absurd. All the Menons have not bqen simultaneously
employed with the Classifiers since t)lrle commencement of Settlement work in thefWalaw;né(:
taluk, but some have been employed for a few weeks at one time and others fort: ev:i ‘tvlfet St l?
other times, It is certain that, assuming that the amsam aeqounts were COITeC t:nd at the

onons were acquainted with their desams—and this may very likely be an unwagtm eil' peries 3
tion in the Tahsildar’s taluk—each Menon could have prepared d.esamwar accounts totm ifl ainsam
accounts in a few days had he chosen to do g0, or had the Tahsildar taken the leas drou e to see
that the provisions of his own circular order, dated the 18th May 1891, were obeyed.

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

the date,of they issue of the Exstruetions regarding desamwar accounts and of a month ﬁitder 11;; %ame
to the knowledge of the undersigned from other sources that desamwar accounts h nx(')t' ueien
prepared for a particular desam and until the Tahsildar was called upon to explain the (I;a i
omission that, E)r the first time, the Tahsildar reported that in no single instance haf(ll‘ esi?:in e
accounts heen prepared for the two reasons alleged. It was clearly the duty of the Tahsildar—
had those reasons been real—to have brought the facts to notice months ago.

6. What is ently required j tified copy of all the revenue accounts for the fasli
written up desa.mlggr and thqe Tahslislld:rciirrequested to make adequate arrangements to supply
such accounts for Settlement Purposes without further delay.

, 7. Tt is not the function of the Settlement Department to provide the Revenue Department
With stationery. If the Lahsildar requires xlxlmre gtationery than he has been supplied with, he
should submit his indent to the office from which he usually obtaius his supply.

8. It is observed that the Tahsildar has not noticed in his arzi under reply the remark of the

uctions have been given as to what accounts should be reduced

) ived any orders regarding the
Kuruvambalam Amsam Menon to the effect that he had never recexvee d tz believe that he had

ion of d i led the undersi )
Preparation of desamwar accounts, ’11;}1: 1;?)1351(1)‘1;5, dated the 185111 May 1891, to all village

enies that any such orders were communicated to hip,

: ; ; : - ials cannot be held
The Tahsildar is requested to report on this point. Of course, village officials cann :
responsible for disobedience of orders if they have not received them. 11118 re]ipons}l)blhty n such
cages rests with the Tahsildar or other Subordinate Revenue officials if they have been remiss i,

1ssuing the orders.

circulated his general. order, Ref. on
servants. This particular Menon q

: A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART,
(Slgrga;)lgcial Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Cunara.

13
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APPENDIX IV ().

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanéd, to the Special Settlement
gfﬁcﬁgohgg%m and South Canara, dated Perintalamanna, 6th March 1892, Ref. on C.
0.8 &D.

Referring to para. 6 of your Proceedings No. 2617, dated 29th February last, asking me
to prepare desamwar accounts, I beg to forward, herewith, a list of all revenue accounts now
maintained In amsams and to request that you will be good enough to let me know if all these
accounts require to be written desamwar and if not to mark out those that are so required. Had
clear instructions heen conveyed in your Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, as to
what accounts you desired to {e prepared desamwar, instead of leaving the Tahsildar to guess it,
some little progress could have been made by this time in this direction.

2. I respectfully beg to state that my translation of your Proceedings referred to in para. 2 @

supra could not possibly contain more information than what was conveyed in the Proceedings
themselves and the Proceedings were unfortunately not quite explicit regarding the accounts
required to be written desamwar,

List showing the particulars of registers that are being maintained in the amsams attached to
the Walawan4d taluk cutcherry.

. Pattaya Prathi register , . .o
- Register of daily collection No. 13

Description.

No. 1. Register of wet lands .. .. . AR T3 T T -
» 2. Register of paramba lands A T ‘e e i b3
» 8. Marapalam register to bring to account the taxable trees from out of

the under-aged trees i «b 4 & e
» 4. Register showing the extent cultivated under each crop
» 0. Register of mines and quarries . . o .o .o fa
» 6. Patta transfer register No, 4 . .o o 6:d e 3

7

» 8 L { Y ) . W .
» 9. Theruttu showing the abstract of collections from each individual .
» 10. Register of kist collections o e A oo i :
» 11. Register of rent rcll No. 23 s L oy s vi “
» 12. Register showing Government lands rented on pattam o

» 13. Quit-rent register e i i 55
» 14. Register showing railway lands rented on pattam . , i "
» 15. Cowle register . , oo e

Pt bt et et e bt et o ot ok ot et e 3

(Bigned) 8, ANANTA PATTAR,

8th March 1892. Tahsildar.

APPENDIX IV (7).

Proceepings of the Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara, dated 22nd March
1892, No. 2578,

Read arzi from the Tahsildar of Walawanad, dated 6th March 1892, Ref. on O. No. 320 C. & D.
0

e

The Tahsildar’s attention will be drawn to paras. 4 to 9 of this Office Proceedings No, 1961,
dated the 17th March 1891, wherein it is very clearly stated that the

Pattaya Prathi, Reﬁister of cowle lands,
Shiftinﬁ cultivating accounts, 0.  of quit-rent lands,

Marapalam register, Do.  of Government escheat lands,

Register of raillway lands,

should be prepared desamwar. These instructions have been embodied in the vernacular eircular
No. 705 &&B., dated the 18th May 1891, which the Tahsildar himself issued on the subject.
In the face of these facts as also of those pointed out in this Office Proceedings No. 2417, dated
the 29th February, the Tahsildar’s present contention that the iustructions issued in this Office

Proceedings No, 1961, dated the 17th March 1891, were not clear cannot be accepted,

5
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2. The accounts specified in the beginning of the preceding paragraph form items Nos. 7, 2,
3, 14, 15, 13 and 12 of the list submitted with the Tahsildar’s arzi under reference, and the
Tabsildar should have them written up  esamuwar without further delay. It is presumed that all
the information contained in item No. 1 (Nilam register) is contained in item No. 7 (Pattaya
Prathi). If not, it should also be prepared desamwar.

3. The Tahsildar’s reply to para. 8 of this office proceedings, No. 2417, dated the 29th
February 1892, should be expedited.

(Signed) A. E. CASTLESTUART STUART.

To the Tahsildar of Walawanad. Special Settlement Officer, Malabar and South Canara.

» Reference on the above, dated 25th June 1892.

|

~
§
|
¥
¢

Forwarded to the Collector of Malabar, for remarks, in continuation of Board’s
reference, dated 9th June 1892, on G.R. No. 3979 of 1892.

(Signed) P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
; Secretary.

To the Collector of Malabar, with papers in original (to be returned).

s s
™

he following letter from H. BRADLEY, Esq., Acting Collector of

Ritany—t ,
«Eﬁ_ to the Secretary to the Commssioner of Revenue Settlement
gfﬂalg?:éctgr o; tllgcf;epa)z"tment of Land Records and Agriculture, dated

Calicut, 23rd August 1892 :—
i ded to me with the
I have the honour to return the papers (will follow) forwar

Board’s aszfercnces on General Register No. 3247 of 1892, dated 25th June 1892,
and No. 3979 of 1892, dated 9th June 1892, together with letter Ref. on No. 873
C.&D .dated 11th August 1892, from the Special Assistant Collector, forwarding
re.port.s’ Ref. on C. No. 1237 C.&D., date‘d 29th July 1892, and Ref. on No. 1102

C.&D ’, dated 29th July 1892, from the Tahsildar of Walawandd.
ial Assistant Collector has entirely refrained from expressing any
opini?)'n ']Il‘l}):snSﬁ?: lgoiu::l?ttail;sue between the Settlement Officer and the Tahsildar,

but has merely confined himself to explaining that all the papers referred to him

i 1 1ssued, were sent on| |
Tahsildar for orders, upon which no orders have been issued, |
:)oy tfnltlae Coail:::tor for instruc,tioils, and to taking exception to Mr. Stuart’s personal ,

himself. He states that he received orders, both written and verbal,
?:;fsliﬁ?%lumergue to forward all such papers to him. Under th'e mrcumstancex’s,
as Messrs. Dumergue and Stuart are both so much senior to l.ll'm, Mr. Batten’s
action in sending on the papers without comment appears justifiable. I cannot
help thinking, however, that, if Mr. Batten had stopped the very first symptoms of
insubordination on the part of the Tahsildar by a sharp reproof, the whole of this
correspondence would never have taken pla'ce. Mr. Batten has not stated when he
received the orders from Mr. Dumergue just referred to, but they cannot have
been given before the present Tahsildar began to take part in the unfortunate
glispute between Mr. Dumergue and Mr. Stuart.
3. I propose first to deal with Mr, Stuart’s first letter, dated 7th April 1892,
No. 61, Board’s Geeneral Register No. 3247 of 1892, which formed the subJect_ of
the Board’s reference dated 25th June 1892. I.n this letter Mr. Stuart complaing
that the instructions contained in his Proceedings, No. 1961, dated 17th March
1891, calling upon the Tahsildar of Walawandd to cause the Amsam Menons to
pre z’xre certain statisties desamwar, and that the requests made in his letter to the
Collector, dated 20th November 1891, No. 1?91, were neglected, and that. t}_le
Tahsildar’s conduct was insulting. Mr. Stuart’s complaint, upon the whole, is in
my opinion well-founded. In his Proceedings, dated 17th March 1891, Mr, Stuart
i:szsueéJ certain instructions to the Tahsildar of Walawandd which were communi-
cated to the Amsam officials by the Tahsildar on the 18th May, and yet it came
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to Mr. Stuart’s notice soon after the end of November that the M enon 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 J anuary 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
to apply to the Settlement Officer for a supply of stationery for the preparation of
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 demand for stationery appears
to have been an intentional piece of impertinence. The Tahsildar then wrote his
letter, Ref. on €. No. 320 C. & D., dated 6th March 1892 [Appendix IV (())% in
reply to a Proceedings of Mr. Stuart’s, No. 2417, dated 20th February 1892, This
letter is most impertinent and its tone most improper, a.n_d the Tahsildar must be
supposed to understand the meaning of what he was writing as he elected to write
the letter in English.

4. To turn to the portion of Mr, Stuart’s letter to the Board which deals with
his own letter to the Collector, dated 20th November 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 F ebruarr. One C'Ou(lld only g)e
ar promised to supply

supplied from the huzur, and this was done. The Tahsi
3 others, but explains that this promise was lost sight of, and the other two he
reported himself unable to prepare. These two accounts were (1) a desamwar
statement showing the area, Government, Inam, and Poramboke, and (2) a
desamwar statement showing the latest agricultural statistics of the taluk, such as
f)opulation, number of houses, cattle, pattas and ryots. Mr. Stuart, in para. 2 of
iis letter, charges the Tahsildar with deliberately leading him to suppose that these
statements could and would be prepared in the Collector’s office. In my opinion
this charge will not stand. I cannot see why it shpuld not have suited the
Tahsildar’s purpose to state plainly that the accounts desired had not heen prepared
desamwar as Mr., Stuart hints in para. 2 (iii) of his letter, and the Tahsildar’s
letter appears to have been despatched when he was absent from head-quarters.

5. With regard to para. 3 of Mr. Stuart’s letter, I have to point out that in no
yortion of his Proceedings No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891, did he direct the
I}'ahsi]dar to instruct the Menons to prepare Nos. 1 and 2 of the accounts called for
in his letter, No. 1561, dated 20th November 1891, and that Mr. Stuart has not
succeeded in showing that these two accounts cogld be prepqred from the taluk
accounts. He has, however, chosen to obscure the issue b mixing up the accounts
called for in the Proceedings of March with those called for in the letter of
November, which appear to me to be perfectly separate matters. The result has
been that the Tahsiﬁlar, in his explanation, Ref. on C. No. 1237 C. & D., has
avoided all allusion to the accounts called for in March. T have no doubt that he
thoroughly understood that he was called upon to explain both the matters, but

having no satisfactory explanation, he has gladly seized the opportunity given to
him by Mr. Stuart. The whole file received with Mr. Suart’s No. 61 was sent to

i

the Tahsildar and he must have known that there were in reality two charges

against him in respect of two separate sets of accounts.

6. With regard to accounts Nos. 1 and 2 (vide para. 4 supra), I consider the
Tahsildar’s explanation satisfactory to a certain degree. Asto No. 1, this being
an unsurveyed district, accurate areas of Government, Inam and Poramboke lands
could not be given, though the areas under cultivation might have been supplied.
As to No. 2, desamwar statistics of population, houses, and cattle could not have
been given. Now that the census figures are supplied, statistics of pqpu]atmn and
houses can be furnished. Statistics of pattas might have been supplied, and I do
not understand what Mr. Stuart wanted when he called for desamwar statistics
of ryots. Thus some part of the statistics called for in accounts Nos. 1 and 2 of

Mr. Stuart’s list might have been supplied.

e e S
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. .. 0. The Tahsll_dar has chosen in para. 5 of his explanation to state that “no
xqstructlons were 1ssued 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
Wanting 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 prepare the two first of the accounts called for in

Mr. Stuart’s letter, No. 1591, dated 20th November 1891, may be accepted, but that

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, I think,
be most convenient to deal with them one by one in the order in which 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 -Tahsildar. He draws
special attention to the first four papers of Appen({)ix III to his letter, which are
copies of orders issued by Mer. Kunhambu, but he entirely omits to mention that
the next four papers of the same appendix, which are copies of orders issued by
Mr. Ananta Pattar to the village officers, are quite as peremptory 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 his advent to“the taluk therefore falls to the ground.

: 10. The first specific charge against the Tahsildar, in Mr. Stuart’s own wor.ds,
15 ““that he deliberatel delayed for about two months to issue instructions which
I had expressly asked Kim 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 be erroneous and
he was asked to explain, he deliberately refrained from answering, though 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
fI‘ahsﬂdar d}d not take charge of the taluk until 31st March, a fortnight after the
issue of the instruetions referred to, He has therefore to account for only six weeks’
ana}»noi.: 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 eircuit with the Collector until 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 dela ying the issue of his instructions to the Menons
while he was waiting for the orders of the Collector u pon connected questions raised
by his predecessor. There may have been some friction caused by the Menong
not knowing what was expected of them, but the Tahsildar cannot !)e blamed for
this, seeing that Mr. Stuart’s proceedings was not written until, according to his own

showing, Settlement operations had been in progress in the taluk for fifteen days,
: 14
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where he obtained this phrase from. The

With regard to the charge of misleading the Settlement Officer i i ' Mr. St himself 1 t_stated

. . b to the belief that r. Stuart himself has no state i

the instructions had been issued to all the Menon s w: ly pl . which I can find it is 10 the abstracts of the correspondence read
o gk only place in which I can find 16 80,6 o) dated 8th May 1891.  Upon this

Mr. Stuart was not misled for more than 24 hours, for he shows that he received the in the Collector’s Proceedings,

MTahsildar’s ¢ misleading” arzi on the 31st May, and on the 1 : : slender foundation Mr. Stuart has built up & theory of deliberate obstruction against
= g6t b Juthvo e inshodl 218 the Tahsildar for which I can find no justiﬁcation whatever. In my opinion the

circular to 27 Menons to ascertain when they received the Tahsi 95 2
18th May. Whether these Menons had recezved this circular 031111((1):1;)?1 (3:‘((: glggholslzhe ' Tahsildar is entitled to be acquitted on the second charge.
when the Tahsildar wrote his arzi received by Mr. Stuart on the 31st there can l})ré 12. The third case against the Tahsildar is connected with Mr. Stuart’s Pro-
no dpubt that it had been issued to them [vide M. Stuart’s Appendix V’I (4)] and was eedino.'s No. 1953 datec{f 17th March 1891, by which he suspended a certain
received l?y them all by the ond of June. The Tahsildar’s Appendix I (¢) also shows ay o cAdhikg,ri fm: n)isco’nduct towards 2 lassifier. Mr. Stuart complains that the
that the circular had been received by all the village officials in the taluk by the 7th Tahsildar made no reply to his Proceedings until 4th April, that he entrusted the
June. This portion of Mr. Stuart’s first case is therefore bad. The Tahsildar does . inquiry into the caseptz the Deputy Tahsildar and that the Collector passed his
not appear to have intended to mislead him, and the Tahsildar appears to have bee b Plf})cegdin s, No. 440 P./Genl ated 1st May 1891 (disposed of in Board’s Pro-
perfectly correct in stating that the circular had been #ssued to the Menons Th[eb ceedings %\T:) 5497, dated 4th August 1891), reinstating the Adhikari upon the
statement that the Tahsildar deliberately refrained from replying to Mr. Stuart’s call Tahsilﬁa’r’s Yatiarl forwarding that of the Deputy "ahsildar without any reference
for an explanation is incorrect, as the Tahsildar replied to Mr. Stuart’s No. 1810 . to the Special %ettlement Officer. With regard to the Tahsildar’s delay replying
dated 19th December 1891, and his reminder No. 1993, dated 16th January 1802 in to Mr é’mm’s Proceedings, it mus be remembered that he did not take charge of
his arzi, No. 95 C. & D., dated 21st January 1892. Mr. Stuart’s further Bt el the taluk until the 31st March, and he re lied on the 4th April. Under the circum-
No. 2417, dated 29th February 1892, was replied to by the Tahsildar in his zu?zi’ stances, there was no excessi o delay. ith regard to the mquiry being made by
No. 1956, dated 24th April 1892. : the D ' sty Tahsildar, there was nothing in Mr. Stuart’s Brogeedlngs to imply that
e : Py * 1rm o7 : ke the inquiry; it is obvious that, if the
11. The second charge 1s that between the 7th March and the 15th A il he desired the I'ahsildar himself to m& y ’ o ats Satdd
1891 the Tahsild bmitted to his Divisional Offi i g ke, Tahsildar had reall :ved the deliberate plan of obstructing the Settlement
10 Tahsildar submitted to his Divisiona cer behind Mr. Stuart’s back @ , ahsildar had really concerv 7 of his letter with regard to this particular

‘1 oted to him by Mr. Stuart in para. { _ ]
2fttslgb;;ge(%vould hav}:a held the inqulzry himself gmd not entrusteéi it todhls de.puty%

. A gl"eat portion of Mr. Stuart’s remarks on this case 13 devot(;el?t%r a IISCélStSl(;)inlot
Mr. Dumergue’s conduct in jssuing his I"rqceedl_ngs, I_\To. 44 tt/ :}:1 .,O 1381 : :

May 1891, without oference to him. This 18 entirely iyrrelevant to the complamts
it » " Pabsild f no reason why the Collector should not

succession of complaints against Mr. Stuart’s subordinates. Mr. Stuart further
complains that the Collector on the ipse dizit of the Tahsildar issued his Proceed-
ings No. 339 R./Genl., dated 8th May 1891 [ Appendix I (4) to the Tahsildar’ "
report]. Mr. Stuart then addressed the Collector in his No. 283, dated 13th May
1891, to which he complains he has not yet received any reply. He states that

the Tahsildar in addressing the Collector * concealed ” the fact that he had already - against the Tahsildar, and T know © ded by Mr. Stuart without
: e ~ , ; . ‘ . s ) 1o had been 1rregu1ar]y suspen y Mr. A 1
informed him that Gumastah Menons were not needed. Mr. Stuart further says “ ZEf:lfﬁti?x;h&eA ﬁ}.;ltl;gn’ I‘}’I:gn lELhe third charge therefore I consider the Tahsildar is

that one of the Tahsildar’s objects in submitting these complaints was ¢ to get his =
proposal to appoint Grumastah Menons nominally ¢ for assisting the Revenue Settle-

ment Party ’ as he said, sanctioned ” . . . which he was deliberately desirous.to

have effecteld wifth a vio;:w E\OI obqstruct '{)hc pr(igres.; of Settlement”operations and to

create needless friction. r. Stuart bases this charge partly on tl .t that the 1 ¢
complaints against the Classifiers began on the 7thbM:£rch.) He ]llzsfu:t;;ulreutly of to Mr. Stuart to whom lrle hagl been ai;_l:(aidi;cloal;f}i)g:; érgﬁgnt a8 ¥ meolent mamner
forgotten that the pr osent Tahsildar only took charge of the taluk on tllw 31st of to explain his conduct the Tahsildar (i‘elpéJune o L ond October 1 891, respectively.
that month, so that, with the exception of the last four, all the complaints quoted by in his arzis, Nos. 1317 and 2075, dated 75 o Tahsildar’s conduct to the Col- | _.
him were made by Tahsildar Kunhambu, who was of such great assistance t0 him

titled to be acquitted. 2 4
i 103 '(1)‘116 fox(xlrth case is a com lJaint that the Tahsildar fild noth refp%&r to
Mr Séliart’s Proceedings No. 2058, ated 25th March 1891, qqtll t{ng f';t of tay (i
tha.t the Tahsildar forv?fa.’rded his report on the case to the Divisiona cer instea
hat when called upon

' d th
Mr. Stuart further complains that he reported ! B o hes soeived no
lector in his letter, No. 1329, dated 12¢h October 1891, to whi¢ A»: Pustesgue’s

in the Settlement operations at their commencement (vide para. 4 of his letter). I can ‘ ' e subsequent conduet to |

see no reason why the Tahsildar should not uddress( his }l.)ivisionul Oﬁict‘r 2vhon he reply. ~Mr. Stuart attm})utleitthe ;{)&]ﬁig(%gg&iggt 1:(§1 notice the Tahsildar’s conduct ‘,

has complaints to make-against the Classifiers, but as a matter of fact, the Tahsildar’s failure to reply to e s crr’licate his Proceedings referred to in the last para- !

reports are not really (}()lu})laints a,gainst the Classifiers; they simply detail the a.n(l. P ]nsﬁ(()lmls?l?{l 9 'f‘(l?mr}i“;hsildar’s explanation for such delay as there was

difficulties experienced by the amsam officials in obeying both the Settlement an gml’hl i telhtla vf: t’;eProceedincrs of the 25th March is that he did_not take

the Revenue authorities, and ask for relief by the appointment of Gumastah Menons, | L ym%{l 931 :Ma&aﬁ‘ and that he Jdid not get the explanation of the Adhikari n

Mr. Stuart’s complaint that accusations were made against his subordinates behind cll11arge ugnltil 256’011 April Under the circumstances there was no great delay on

his back therefore falls to the ground. I can see no ground for Mr. Stuart’s ;c - cf{if The Tahsi dar was, I think justiﬁed in reporting to his Divisional Officer

objection to Mr. Dumergue’s Proceedings, No. 339 R./Genl., dated 8th May:. It is u}ielil he recommended the Sellaie officials for punishment. The Collector hahd ((l)nly |
couched in perfectly general terms, and it practically conveys a warning to the 9W ently issued “his Proceeding‘s? dated 1st May stating that Mr. Stum‘tl ad no |
Settlement subordinates not to be too exacting in their demiands, and to the Reveny¢ - 1 recth 01% %5 punish village officials, and the Tahsildar reported thell‘ezu t Off 1}118

subordinates to assist the Settloment as far as possible. As for Mr, Stuart’s letter < Ry i ZO My, Stuart and to the Divisional Officer on the same day. Thet rst Oht e

No. 283, dated 13th May 1891, I enclose a copy of it and in my opinion it requires A igt(%ersyto which Mr. Stuart objects, No. 1317 C. & D, dated 1st Jun?t,tls pgl‘ tzgs

no answer. 1t was lodged in this office. There was no concealment by the Tah- { not intended to be impertinent. Judging from the other lettel_'stWI“il ;T; by ®

sildar in addressing the Collector of the fact that Mr. Stuart had stated that ‘ Tahsildar, I pelieve that it was, but read alone 1t may 1ot be intende H% etsoI,

e ot Menons were unnecessary because the 21st April, the dato of Mr. Stuart’s e e Ttter of the 2nd October, No. 075, is a most IMPTOPer A 1 e ok

Proceedings to the Tahsildar, was subsequent to the last of the Tahsildar’s reports J have never met with or heard of anything of a similar n{a\tlérf; v;‘z(z)% v da(li' to

on the subject, which was dated 15th April.  The charge against the Tahsildar 4 an officer in Mr. Stuart’s position. The Tahsildar S‘i'l}_'s telarelt for%vritinu itn eTh'O

quoted in inverted commas supra is absolutely without foundation, There 18 “ be impertinent, and, if it is considered s0, expl\rfis.sesstuzltiésgletter, No. 1§29‘, datga

nothing on- record to show that the Tahsildar ever applied for Gumastah Menon$ 1 explanation is, I consider, unsatisfactory-

« for assisting the Revenue Settlement Party.” The applications, so far as I can finc

out, were always made for the purpose of giving relief to the Amsam Menons, an 41
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1891, upon a report from another Menon stating his inability to do his revenue
on account of having to attend to Settlement work, suggesting that some plan

12th October 1891, was received in this office It has not been repl; |
¢ - s | plied to, and I a : ’ work . \ Rl
:}:{al;le zo]_ :E_er any qulanatlon. I‘he_ tone of the Tahsildar’s explana;:ion upon; : by which the settlement and revenue work might be carried on without prejudice
18 case 18, 1n my opinion, somewhat disrespectful. { to either, should be devised by the Special Assistant Collector and the Settlement

When the Tahsildar’s circular, dated 9th November, was

14. The next charge is that the Tahsildar with a view t ~ Officer in consultation,
who refused to go into the field with a Classifier, deliberately n(:issx":epgg;etan?eglgmtn’ : issued to all his Menons he had received no reply whatever to his reference to the
It aﬁ ears that on the 26th Februar 1891, before the present Tahsﬁdar e dails. ‘ Divisional Officer. The Tahsildar explains that his order to the Arakkuparamba
taluk, the permanent Supervisor of Mr. Stuart’s Partv applied to My Kufzha eb o ) Menon was issued because that Menon was in arrears with his revenue work and
or(!er the Merl‘?ns to remain with the Classifiers unti{ the work in ea;ch ams i 5 that he was not aware that the hours fixed Hiy:him woulgi»mterferq it gettllement
finished. During the absence of the Supervisor on leave a certain Meno ;lani.was { work. The Tahsildar says that his order made no dlﬁt’arenpe fpatig ety emelxll A
to go mto the fields with the Classifier, and the Tahsildar sy " e g R work of the amsam and bases this statement on the Menon’s diary (enclosure to the
refusal on the ground that the order issued by his pl‘edecessorm()i?a i%thle? i-gs:]l}? a Tahsildar’s demi-official to the Collector, dﬁtﬁd 4tt}}11 Bf%?;;ﬁfﬁgg;ée?%é); 1:1;(13 2{
3 « » 4 ] - W1 e
;(é(gilrlllfl’.‘eS?lIe;z?:o: vaZloﬂk ﬁrthset ﬁeids.d 'r{hl:s ietﬁortltgi? et ut first %y fisg 5 | ;‘ﬁnﬁ}(;lﬁfas? ;?ds}é?xa:h:t t}'ll(‘eh]i%eggsa;ezgn: is incorrect, as, although the Menon’s
Su e;?visolz3 from leave that th tll'a:] s d‘y 1erelcjl T}le rTetun'1 of the p rmanent “' diar seenzrs to have beenyir.litialled by the Classifier opposite the entry for nearly every
h P ¢ s of hi de S TS he S A a’hsﬂdar explains that i d y't 1 tai te signed g’ the Classifier that the Menon worked with the
© was not aware of his predecessor’s order on the upervisor’s first yadast. I do | illy » 17 8l80 contains a note signed by lassification duty and it is not at all clear
not see why this explanation should not be acce{:ted. Mr. Stuart and hig acting 3! Classifier on the days when there was ¢ the enclosures to the Settlement Officer’s
Superwso.r were mistaken and I do not see why the Ta}xsﬂds_u'. should not also have f that there was Fhls duty daily. Mor§ovef546 show that the Menon was sick on the
made a mistake. Mr. Stuart accuses the Tahsildar of being disingenuous and crafty, i roport, dated 12th November 1891, Oci 9th September at the taluk cutcherry and
but I do not consider he has substantiated his case. He points to the Tahsildays | 13th Au,r?:ust and absent on the 8th gp e thgse dates. The Tahsildar explains
arzi, No. 1287 C. & D., dated 28th May 1891, one of the enclosures to whicl was yet the Classifier has initialled the diary nee some hours for the attendance of
the Supervisor’s first yadast, as proving that the Tahsildar knew of its existence ' $hat in asking the Divisional Officr to an:abo there was no necessity to mention
but this arzi by no means proves that the Tahsildar knew of the existence of the Menons upon Classifiers on the 26%]h Sf[;‘tﬁa ?;:;:amba Mot 4 o t{is 6 doabt
yadast wheP he wrote his ,arzi of the 14th April, No. 2920, as My, Stuart would | the instructions given by him t}(l).t 9 gral cIi)rcular upon a subject which he had
suggest, 'l he Tahsildar himself says that he did not kno“_r of the yadast when he . . he is justified ; but, mn 1ssu§nig 12 fgex; receiving orders, the Tahsildar was assum-
})assed his arzi of the 28th May, as he did not look at the list of enclosures, and, if ‘ referred to his Divisional Officer ekor wn he did not possess, and which he would
10 had really deliberately kept back the existence of the yadast of the 26th February | 1ng authority which he must ha.weD_nf) ional Officer had been stronger and more
I cannot see why he should have sent a copy of it to Mr. Stuart with his Jast arzi, | faedly have doed o do 3 hlri‘h l’}7‘15111(:r,ildar says that he issued this circular dond
Under the circumstances I consider that the Tahsildar is entitled to be acquitted P n ;zgeigi?lze?ngf;tbﬁ' ﬁ;t;ﬁﬁe adm(ianis?ration- owever this may be, the circular
on this charg‘e: g - was quite unjustifiable. The Tahsildar, moreover, showed his d}smﬁg‘ er}xluofu s_rlless;n
. 15. The sixth case is that the Tahsildar wrote an impertinent letter to theSuper- ‘ his arzi of the 10th November, No. 2371 C. & D., to Mr. Stuart in tl 1%;:{ e fai : do
visor without examining the facts of the matter. The Supervisor of My, Stuart’s | state that he had issued a circx,ﬂar on the previous day instructing a egonﬁegono
Part ‘called upon a certain Menon to explain why he had left the Classifier without ‘ that which Mr. Stuart found fault with in the case of the Arakku ararfnh ias; enerai
obtaining the memorandum prescribed {:y the Settlement Manual. The Reyenue i It is true that the Tahsildar informed his Divisional Qﬁ’icetrlp rlxl gliﬂ:,};gnt Wzﬁ going
Inspector obtained a copy of the Supervisor’s requisition and sent it to the Tal- | - circular that he had ordered the Menons of the BULSRE 3 3% 1cd : of his circular
sildar, who addressed the Supervisor in a very improper manner. The Tahsildar’s on to do revenue work from 6 to 10 a.m., but he did not seﬁ 8 co,lt)mn of the hours
lettter forms Appendix X (%) to Mr. Stuart’s r eport and it appears from it that | nor mention it and he made no reference to the {act ;ha%etfoieq%;:- Batten. Upon
the th_sxldqr, without taking the trouble to ascertain the nature of the Supervisor’s Bl which should be set apart for Settlement was a;,l refIE Ksildar issued a most improper
requisition, informed the lattor'that, if he insisted on .the Menons’ attending only to ‘ the whole it is, T think, SUfﬁCIGH_ﬂ_y Proved t,hatt ehil?z the matter was pending the
Settlement work to the exclusmr} of their other duties, he would be compelled to { order without consulting the Divisional O}flh ielg i;” roved that it was the Tahsildar’s
1ssue orders to his own subordinates to disrogard the Supervisor’s instructions, | orders of the latter ; but I do not consider tha'lciar 'tskes exception in his explanation
which would haye a bad effect upon Settlement operations,  The Tahsildar endegy. £l IHESSE O,b struct Settlement. The Ta ;%o 10837. dated 9th November 1891,
ours to justify this by quoting a letter of the Supervisor’s.  In a most disingenuous : 11;2 BE. tStuaiu-t S translation of his -cn'c:x‘lgrt 10 in the morning” has been translated
manner he has neglected to state that the Supervisor’s letter was subsequent and H i ‘Sg"t 3518““’ e e e s?am work” has been rendered “ legitimate
written in_answer to his own. This explanation, in my opinion, aggravates the { o I by Th(ia;(ia:}a Izln(;l;l;lng '1:11;11 ' lafAtlthailo.h the circular did not say 6 to 10 every
lahsildar’s .oﬁonce., and I consider that he deserves severe censuro fop threatening work. A seliat .qltn de(i o 0 that meaning. The second objection 1s
to do anything which would have g bad effect on Settlement operations, B | é?,ﬁg;%%;;ntwa g e i :

() | 17. The eighth charge is that, when the Tahsildar, in his capac;flil}; (%iag;?}ilg:-

‘ Magistrate, summoned one of the Menons to appear as a lxvvltnesg;an RNy
under whom he was working furnished him with the usua }Ixx'lemto e
rule V (3) section VII, of the Settlement Manual, permitting him

i : hich the Menon was
ment and requesting the Magistrate to note the date on w . A
permitted to return. The Tahsildar seribbled across the memorandum in red ink

16. The seventh is a charge of deliberate obstruction to the Party.
September 1891, the Menon of Arakkuparamba informed the Classifier th(z)trtl ]fi}o:eh]a%t
received orders from the Tahsildur to ghsent himself from Settlement work from 6 to
10 A, daily, and to attend to his revenue work.  On the 7th November Mr. Stuart
called u(;)on the Tahsildar to report whether he had done $0, and, if so, to esplain

hi&:l conluct,dan(}i thie Tahsildar, on the 10th November, admittod having done so, n in
and explained that he had been obliged to do so as he found that the Settlement Bl N v R arv to enable a Menon to attend a sum-
work was interfering with the revenue work of the taluk. Tn making this report : Bl glgzst}flfogxlfilflf:;solf)(;';?;fcséon i\?h}l nsnti(;istsa dressed the Tahsildar upon the subject
the Tahsildar on.uttesi to state that on the previous day he had issued a circular to ‘ i ek A i i.n S .letter S eavs C. & D, dato d. 9t l\oYember.
all the Menons directing them to absent themselves from Settlement work from 6 to , Phis letter. which for[}:) ¢ Aispandts XIV, (5)to Mr. Stuart's letter, is a most insolent
' ; 15

10 Ao Previously to this correspondence with Mr. Stuart, the Tahsildar had
addressed the Divisional Officer in his endorsement, No. 9665, dated 26th Septembey
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one. If written by an equal, it would have been obviously ;

annoyance, but from a Tahsildar to an officer of Mr. Stuart’s Ztalxilc{ier? (t] G:(ti izoa cﬁ:ﬁ:
of impertinence 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 reauired

- no permission for the Menon to attend the court is not strained. The Tahsildar

of course should have furnished the M ith -
given by this Clsaier, ished the Menon with a memorandum in reply to the one

18. The ninth case is similar to the last. The Tahsildar detained a cortainyg

Menon from his Settlement duties on the 5th September 1891, an

upon to explain why he had not furnished him w?th the prescri’bcddnre,::ﬁ;azﬂzﬁg
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, datéd 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 'ustif);
his conduct, thereby aggravating his offence. ]

_19. The tenth case is that the Tahsildar was not prompt in levyi S
imposed by Mr. Stuart on certain Menons, and that ll(I)) adde)'cssed uﬁ ?I%pt})ﬁigggt
lettag to the latter officer. On the 20th November Mr. Stuart fined a certain
Mendh and requested the Tahsildar to report 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.
Stuart’s letter), explained that the pay bill of the village estab]xs)hment had not been
received. On the 10th December Mr. Stuart fined another Menon, requesting the
Tahsildar to report the colleetion of the fine by the 10th J unuary,’ an:{ on the 6th
January Mr. Stuart fined another Menon. Up to the 26th February the levy of
these fines had not been reported. The Tahsildar expresses regret if the Board
considers his letter of the 15th December insolent. He further explains the delay
in the collection of the fines by the dilatoriness of the village officials in sending
in their pay Dbills; but Appendix X (f) to the Tahsildar’s explanation shows
considerable slackness in the collection of these fines. The latter part of para. 13
of the Tahsildar’s explanation is most impertinent. He draws attention to what he
is pleased to term the violent hurry exhibited by the Settlement Officer in sending
him reminders and ’tho threat used by that officer in his Proceedings forming
Appendix X () to his letter. 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 a 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 (4)] to the Tahsildar’s letter, is justifiable and it should not be open to the
Tahsildar to ecriticise it.

20. The next charge is that the Tahsildar attempted to prevent the Supervisor
from summoning Amsam officials to give information for Settlement purposes. On
the 10th October 1891, the Supervisor issued a notice to a certain Menon to appear
before him at Cherpalcheri on the 14th. The Menon on that day reported to
the Tahsildar the receipt of the notice and asked for instructions how to act. The
Tahsildar forwarded the Menon’s report to the Divisional Officer in continuation of
a previous report remarking that summonses to village officers ought to be served
through him. In the Rrevious report [vide Appendix XI (a) to his letter], he raised
the question whether Menons could be summoned by Classifiers otherwise than
through him and announced that he had directed the Menons not to obey any
notices which they might receive otherwise than through him. The Divisional
Officer approved of the Tahsildar’s action, a most unfortunate order in my opinion,
as whatever might be the merits of the case, the Tahsildar’s action must o{))struct

| . &
\the Settlement. Mr. Batten was evidently dissatisfied with his order, for, when the
‘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 repeats the facts and

A
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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 summonses 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. Stuart’s letter has ignored the
fact that Mr. Stuart states that he does not and obviously does not know the
nature of the Tahsildar’s first reference to the Divisional Officer and of course of

the latter’s orders thereon.

21. The twelfth charge is as follows. On the 3rd November 1891 a certain

Menon complained to the Tahsildar that the (Classifier had abused l}im_ and throwu
@is records across a courtyard because he could not supply certain information.
The Tahsildar forwarded it to the Divisional Officer with certain remarks (vide

Appendix XIX to Mr. Stuart’s letter) stating that it was corroborated by the

Adkihari. He made no inquiry into it, and when it was inquired into, it was found
been guilty of misconduct himself.

to be false and the Menon was found to have b Ity la :

The Tahsildar’s error appears to have been 1n submitting ﬂ,le %)}Ilnpsam}? with
general remarks against the Settlement officials without 1nquu‘5h AR e ett. elrlne"t
does not appear to have been prejudiced at all, and if there ZS ,ete“ :“(‘jy 1 arm
done by the Tahsildar’s action, it is, I think, for the Spf,}CIal ssistant Collector
and not the Settlement Officer to find fault. The Tahsildar’s explanation is neither
satisfactory nor respectful.

99. The next case is that the Tahsildar issued a circular to the Amsam officials,

L.P., instructing them that they are not to
dated 10th November 1891, No. 10782 M.P., n i tl%ey prperiers b Sl st

address Settlement Classifiers by arzi or report, : 1
the terms used by the Classiﬁg;s themselves as they are not ’chelf1 Stu}..)Ol‘;llna:.:es.
It is noticeable that this circular was issued on the very same day as{6a u;z)ruc 'Il‘r}llg
Menons not to attend Classifiers between 6 and 10 A (de P‘:fa- t*"’g:] Vil e
Tahsildar explains that there was ill-feeling between th_e et .erfnen e 11 ?tge
officials and that he thought it would improve matters if he informed the latter

d he takes credit to himself for

that they are not subordinate to the former, an
refrainix?g from communicating the purport of two orders from the Collector passed

t likely to
early in May to this effect. He must have known that he was no Y
im 1¥ove the i’elations between Settlement 'and Village oﬂiclafls hby Chll? ‘éltl(')‘;‘,l:ir (simd
if he really thought it his duty to comn;umcate the purpor(ti 0 t'teb (f) rt‘; Novenrlb(;lx‘-s
of May to village officials, he most certainly ought to have done1 d o sy
The explanation is, in my opinion, disrespectful in tone and aggr e

Tahsildar’s misconduct. 1 It vefors to a circular, dated
- imilar case. reters )
23. The fourteenth is a somewhat siml heildar to the Amsam officials

15th December 1891, No, 11644, issued by the Tahsilda
informing them that ‘the Supervis,or has no authority to issue orders to thes-aud

. . T i he Supervisor. The
directing them not to use the word submit” in addressing t :
Tahsildar explains that, on the 1st May 1891, he addressed report Mis. No. 325,

asking for instructions as to the relations })etwieu Suge;‘;i‘;ﬁfi tz;n(tio\gls]:eg% :ﬁﬁselz;
1 h 1 yisors have n ) ;
to which the Collector replied that Super b 3 derstanding

- ¢ 1
Revenue officials. He goes on to say tha ba i brdni e il ofiters,

) ‘ unt a
%lelleframed for nearly 7 months from comn ¢ towards the latter, he thought it

'visor became very insolen ; .
t, as the Supervisor o tﬁe Tahsildar bas no authority to withhold any

tor’ i communicated to Village officers, and to
opsigripkithe Hig Tecton ke der should have beenacommumcated at

is discretion in this manner. The or i
glsl‘Zeh lisf at all. The Tahsildar goes on to quote, as th?é%g tll\lT:)s Yggéd al;ed z(n)x:]y
ustification, a letter of Supervisor’s dated 14th J AnEANy: b3 g e
if Mzr. Stuart’s, dated 29th February, No. 240, utterly obyious o § e g,ct l? 1ese
letterz; were long subsequent to his circular, an(}l then enlt)els 1]11121(:3 ?nala 11)‘; eitu on
the misconduct of the Supervisor. .Uf coursei }IIOWG\I’?tl;‘[e 9;1 Ko vthat }; o ,Cir (ies
not justify the Tahsildar’s misbehaviour, and I have ld R _c|t1 ar
and the one related to in the last paragrap 'vgertill??;nt s e rate inten-
tion of causing annoyance and trouble to the Settien 8

necessary to gublish it.  Of course
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24. The fifteenth case is made up of examples .
circulars. Mr, Stuart complains thaf the Supefvisogfrg}é:iszfiu}:ﬁ ? { the Tahsildars
from a certain Adhikari to whom he had issued a notice, The A(Illl1 p](zrtl.nent i
reply in red ink accross the Supervisor’s notice. IHe also called y llthan wrote his
by a notice to explain why he had detained the amsam peon Ii(zn- ebspperwsor
these incidents could nof have occurred unless the Vil age‘ofﬁc 4 Of }’lous that
sw#l)port from the Tahsildar. The Supervisor also complained ,tﬁrz it sure, of
officers of the same village had not returned up to the 6th Maycl, & ke Village
them on th.e 12th February for service before the 18th, The Tza,hx-:?‘k;1 Otlce'sent i
that there is no SFeciﬁc charge against him in this case, and draw.c;1 ta ' points out
letter from himself to his Divisional Officer, Mis. No. 1739 dated ui:lfentlon P
in which he recommended that the Supervisor’s complai’nt against tﬁday .
officials should be allowed to drop. The chief point about the ﬁattes i le -
anvmus against the Supervisor exhibited in it. .18 the strong

. 25. In case No. 16 Mr. Stuart alleges that the Tahsil ‘ .

interpretation on the Settlement Ru]esgand behaved with dil;.nl:l)aﬁe?ma ooy
towards the Supervisor. The Tahsildar addressed the Supervisor aﬂk.pert}l iy
state what work was done by Menons and peons when they went oyt v;;ltglg‘ ]1.1m &
the Head Classifier, as he could see no provision for this in the Settlemen;; Rm -
Mr. Stuart considers that as Settlement work had been going on in the tal l? .-
9 months and the Supervisor had informed him 6 months before that the <rie i
of the Men_ons would be required at the time of inspection by the Supervisservmes
Head Classifiers, the Tahsilgar must haye known that the attendance of the ](&)Ir e
and peons was necessary. I do not think there can be any doub that the ’I‘a.h:s;itlaél1 e
?bjectxon was takgg with the intention of annoying and, if possible obstruct‘c:u‘sj
the Supervisor. The Tahsildar says that he required the Menons ang eons lfl:f:

when the Village officials would be required by hi Thi i
! el quired by him, 118, of cou
;Fd, Sltf tl:: Sul‘;ﬁrvggr_s .con(lh(l)ct was irregular, the Tahsildar ‘hou;gei";s\’: zggﬁﬁ:s(gi
I. Stuart or the Divisional Officer, Tahsildar’s l¢ :
Bl cer., The Tahsildar's letter to the Supervisor wag

26. In the next case the Tahsildar is charged with duplicitv :
suppressed the fact that he had issued a eircular tog the Menonsg I()lircé(ﬁ{inmthtg fiis
to attend to Settlemenif work from 6 to 10 a.m. daily. In consequencegof an; 5
plaint from the Suprvisor, Mr. Stuart addressed the Tahsildar requestin hinOT-
report whether he had ordered the Menon of Pulakkatiri amsam to fttendl to
amsam work between 6 and 10 Ay, every day. The Tahsildar replied in I'O
arzi, No. 2530, dated 30th November 1891 ; that he had issued instructions t t;: X
Menon to attend to revenue work from 6 to 10 AM. till his arrears were ¢l . de
b}xt had withdrawn them as the Divisional Officer had told him that thc e}? oy
did not suit the Settlement Department. = Mr. Stuart asserts that the 'I'a}e"ldmn"ﬁJ
reply implies that these mstructions had been given to this Menon on] m}l e
they were general an(_] the Supervisor’s letter which stated that the weiré . lereals
was before .the Tahsildar when he wrote his urzi; that the instl)':mtion g‘f nct‘ga

enon consisted of the general eircular only, in which the limit “u‘;t'i) tl]s
arrears were cleared ” was not mentioned, and that the Divisional Officer’s 1 d u:
were to counterman‘d tlge circular and not only the order to the Pulakkatiri IV(I):nzl;l ;
as implied by the Tahsildar. The explanation given by the latter in para. 19 of
» his letter is most impertinent in tone and the excuse that he did not gfer- to his
circular becauste Mr. Stuart did not ask him about it is simply quibblin The
Tahsildar’s objections to the translations of his circular in 10837 %ated lgﬂ;h Ma
1891, are frivolous as stated in para. 16 supra. Undoubtedly the Menons wer}o;
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 ¢ eyer morning ” in one place.and * ever day”
In another is silly.  The contention that the wording of tﬁe circular implies tgat
the order contajned in it was to be followed only until the jamabandi aceount
were completed is untenable, ' st

s e e e e e ~—~
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27. 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 thp SupeerS.OP-
The necessity for the information sought is not apparent and the points on which
it is requiredy are not clear.” The Supervisor again addrqssed the TI'ahsildar in
December 1891, explaining the necessity for the information and the points on
which it was required, and the Tahsildar did not reply until the 17th of May 1892.
The Tahsildar does not attempt to explain the extremely discourteous tone of his
endorsement, but says that he thought that he was justified in returning 1{; to the
Supervisor in the same manner as the Supervisor sent it to him. This explanation
cannot be accepted. The Tahsildar’s endorsement was insolent in form_ as w,fflll asin

fdanguage ; the Supervisor’s was an ordinary endorsement upon a zli)ubordma;t?i s e'It‘tier
asking for information. The explanation for _the delay may be taicccép ed. rm
Tahsildar is clearly guilty of sending an offensive endorsement to the Supervisor.

i e 1 that the Tahsildar neglected to reply to
g o e chargeCdl 19th December 1891, and 2135, dated

Mr. Stuart’s Proceedings, Nos. 1810, dat : .
30th June 1892. The bﬁ;'st letter is,closely connected with the charges contained

i o ith at the commence-
in Mr. Stuart’s letter, No. 61, dated 7th April 1892, dcago.“g@l it 26tk Tavrisey

ment of this report. The I'ahsildar points to his ]ot’ger; .

1892, as the angwer to the former Prloceedings' _This letter quotles }t}lirljlr;‘cee(lié%%s
and Mr. Stuart replied to it in his Proceedings, dated 29th e i dy {7 é
No. 2417. In this he pointed out that_ the ‘I'ahsildar hac%) lllot Xigsfm M:non.
portion of his Proceedings No. 1810 referring to the Kl;;u;;iil;nNz ,a?r,nQO C.&D., dated

In replying to Mr. Stuart’s No. 2417, the Tahsildar, . =Sl
6th DFaichOISQQ, did not mention the Menon, and, in replying to the last, in his

5 ; drew the Tahsildar’s
No. 2578, dated 22nd March 1892, Mr. StuaxivtI rf)ré(::l aﬁ?sr% STOT. dated Tth Aprd

attention to the subject (vide Appendix IV to A

1892). The Tahsiljdar (explaizﬁxp that he did not mention thertlﬁuﬁ;’:?ggeag;
Menon in his No. 95, dated 26th January 1892, because l}e.re.po (?t a very satis-
the Menons had time to prepare desamwar accounts, This 18 ::ier Scntainod a0
factory explanation, but as the Tahsildar complied ‘Ylth -the remlé No. 1986, dated
Mr. Stuart’s No. 2578, dated 22nd March 1892, in his rep Olil- Ziluieh t6%ent
20th April 1892, it may be accepted. The Tahsildar attnbutesg218t alan oversigh};
to Mr. Stuart’s Proceedings, No. 2135, dated 30th January 1892, to

in his office,

29. In his twentieth case Mr. Stuart charges
Settlement by not setting right the revenue accounts aST
in Proceedings No. 4230, dated 16th October 1890. The ntly irrelevant,
the subject of these Proceedings and his exp]&"atlon 15 conseqlllet v};r mav have
His attack upon the Settlement subordinates 1s unnecessary, as, whate Vidbatt: Ay
been their misconduct, the Tahsildar is not justified §= mlsbel_lavmﬁ 76. dated
the Board has already disposed of this matter in its Iroceedmgﬁ os.m o
5th January 1892, and 3358, dated 6th April 1892, no further re
necessary. i } s No. 61

30. The twenty-first case is the matter referred to in Mr. Stu}? ia O.e £
dated 7th April 1892, dealt with in the beginning of this lotter—the chargo of
ilure to prepare desamwar accounts. The Tahsildar’s statement gll g RS Sl
did not ask for any of the desamwar accounts till the end of 18¢ 11)5 no doubi:e
(vide his Proceedings, No. 1961, dated 17th March 1891). There canthet the Tah.
1 think, in the mind of any one going through the correspond(-i:nce taOf‘ﬁcerf -
sildar neglected to prepare the accounts called for by the Sgtt el?’enPrdceedin o
nearly a year and that it was not until the receipt of Mr. Stuar sts e hgﬂ,
No. 2417, dated 29th February 1892, that he realized that the s s
to be prepared. He then set to work to protect himself agam:]' anly }(i afg;(at s
neglect that might be brought against him by asking for mslflmglczilonsi Ir;é] 1sh i
No. 320 C.&D., dated 6th March 1892. The fact that the Tahsiidar ot * dlghat has
not furnished desamwar accounts is no defence for the neggect gt e Walayvanéd

ahsildar and the manner in which it has been introduced appears to me Imper-

T
tinent. The Board is aware that Mr. Stuart found the Plaghat z;(écounts very

hsildar with obstructin
el 181direc‘ced by the Boarg
ahsildar has mistaken

R h— - o T R R T,
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defective and it was with a view to remedy the defects th
accounts for the Walawandd taluk. X at he called for desamwar

31. The twenty-second charge is a general one based
Tahsildar denies it. He must, of course, be acquitted of ?t. St
32. The general charges made in para. 27 of Mr. Stuart’s |
passed over without notice. They are answered as satisfactor?l; gt: rtlrlr:)a) (il . be
in para. 25 of the Tahsildar’s letter. e v
33. The best portion of the Tahsildar’s defence is contained i o .
letter and Mr. Stuart’s. The Tahsildar points out that the D?w;ﬁnll)flr%f;is ‘Of hﬁ
the Collector were aware of all that was going on and never blamed }.cu' and
Mr. Stuart hints that the Tahsildar would not have behaved as he didn}m,dmll
not felt certain of the support of his superiors. I cannot help thinking t1 lat t]lOO
whole of this dispute might have been prevented had the Special Assist lat C l1e
lector been a stronger and more experienced officer. How far My. l}utfzg:l “f:l;

' bound by the Collector’s instructions 1 am notaware. That the Tahsildar addressed

Mr. Stuart many times in a most insolent and improper manner—sa e :
bably unparalleled inthe history of this and every ot%ler%istrict li?lelt‘heaPTe‘lx}Em .P”'O'
there can, I think, be no doubt; and it is equally certain that towards ts]‘1 encg——f-
1891, he did every thing in his power to obstruct and annoy the Set tlomentle f({““ 10
He may have received more or less provocation, but, if so, it was his duty t . ;le S;
his Divisional Officer and not to have issued suo mofu such circuli 0 ac ;}re.\'s.’
referred to in the seventh, eleventh, thirteenth, and fourteenth char I"Os }i?} a: : 105;1
his communications to the Settlement officials and to Mr. Stuart ﬂ%l(i of 1 ek oy Ot
explanation shows that he is quite unable to realize his official positio I:IS pxle:fnt
he requires some sharp lesson to bring him to his senses. It is for ﬂlc B m'l((l md
Government to decide how the Tahsildar should be punished, but, in ¢ (??l' é‘.“
of the fact that in no single instance was he censured by his’ su ),criol.(_)ni»u : era ;im
course of the misconduct with which he has been charged, I IVent 8 tuu?]‘g 1?
mend that he should be dealt with as leniently as possible, - Full ululr'o. tO l‘(,COILIO
given to whatever form of punishment is inflicted upon him s()P tliuf'flt ‘cafnrce
of the example to others, who might feel disposed to attempt A ¥ ‘1(, r::} -
opposition to the Settlement, may not be lost. I cours

34. T have myself dealt with an instance” of impertinen .
Tahsildar in re_latlonAto Mr. Stuart which came befgrc me sil‘;n:l]lfrtl;;rta?fcguf
joined the district. copy of my Proceedings No. 883 R. G 156
1892, is enclosed. enl., dated 18th July

35. During the course of his letter, No. 161, Mr. Stuart :
number of letters were sent by him to the Speciazl Assistant Co(;?:(:glgll::h'gmgvg
him the stereotyped answer that his letter has been sent on to the (ollect orgbut
has never been answered. These statements are true. The followine is a list of
letters from Mr. Stuart to the Special Assistant Collector referred by the latt(.zr to
the Collector for orders and now pending in this office :— - Y

NO, 1496 . .. .- . .. S 7th NOV lqg
g éggg R T Rt B A S el 1 | ,,1'
” .. . .. e LA . 26th E‘eb. 1892.
”» 2370 . . : LR . .. 26th
» 2366 BRI e, Bk, Ty

2423 e ”» » o
9 . . .. s . -.29th ”
2410 i
T} .. .. .. e L) ..29th » ’”
” 2391 . .. " .0 LI .o 27th ] )
2356 b G I - she [t o a1 e SIS O
2384 TR A eran L
N 2506 : .. 10th Mar.
» LI .- . L .. .. ar. ’
» 2444 . .. .. W okt .. lst ” :’

. 2455 Gt 5 S ITSNIR 6F YT
These letters form appendices to Mr. Stuart’sletter, No, l6rl, dated 30th April 1892.
They are' practically all complaints against the Tahsildar of Walawandd, with
the exception of No. 1546. have not submitted the originals. I think’it my

- duty, however, to submit this letter, which is é)laced in the records with a con-

fidential demi-official letter from the Tahsildar, dated 4th December 1891, for the

e
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perusal of the Board. I make no comments upon it as it is I think necessary that
it should be sent to Mr. Dumergue for explanation. - Mr. Stuart’s letter appears to
have been endorsed to the Tahsildar for full and early report by Mr. Batten in his
own handwriting, but this endorsement was not issued from the office as the letter
was called for by the Collector. 'There are also a cumfer of arzis from the Tahsildar
to the Special Assistant Collector which were all forwa.rded 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.

36. I regret the length of this report. The papers upon which it is based are
voluminous, and I have endeavoured to deal W}th them as thoroughly as possible.
The Board has found it necessary to call for this report by urgent reminder, and
I therefore beg to state that the Tahsildar’s report was not recemgd in my office
until the night of the 12th August and that the vernacular appendices to 1t have

since been translated in the office.

’ ENCLOSURES.

’ Rv. S, A PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawandd, to the Collector
From M.R.Ry. 5. ANANT al Assistant Collector, Maldpuram), dated

: he Speci
of Malabar (through the PPFLcH ‘Ref. on C. No. 1102 C. & D.

Perintalamanna, 29th July

I bee to acknowledge receipt of copy of Revenue Board Proceedings (Settle-
ment, Land Records andbAgricuIIzure), dated 9th June 1892, No. 3979, with their
enclosures (herewith returned) forwarded to me with your endorsement, Ref. on
C. No. 3063 R. 92, dated 14th June 1892, and to submit the following explanations
regarding the various charges brought against me by the Special Szttleglexat l?ﬁicel:,
Malabar and South Canara, in his letter to the Board of Revenue, 1ate 30th April
1892, No. 161. Many of these charges are I beg to submit, only foery, vaguely
stated, and consequently considerable difficulty 15 experienced in refuting them

effectually. :
i i he Special Settlement Officer

2. Before proceeding to enunciate these charges the Sp
i he Board (vide para. 4) states that my predecessor
at the outset of his report to the (vide p gt o A

i is time i t orders to the village servan
i e S rival, began to obstruct Settlement

the Settlement Supervisor, while Z, on my ar ’
operations, and dll'aws the attention of the Board to the four orders lssue’d by my

redecessor which form the first four papers to Appen(_hx III to Mr. Stuart’s report.

f the Board were pleased to refer to the papers which form Appqndlc/es I1I (),
III (6), II1 (7) and IIT (8), to Mr. Stuart’s report, and to Appendix I {g) to this,
it will find that I also promptly issued similar orders to village servants asking
them to render every assistance to Classifiers and warning them that any failure in
this respect would {e seriously noticed on requisitions made by the, Supervisor
my orders should have been ignored and

from time to time. I do not know why 1 ]
those of my predecessor should alone have been prominently brought to the notice

of the Board by Mr. Stuart in the body of his report.

® 3. (Quse No. 1.—The charge in this cases that I with a view to obstruct Settle-
ment work ¢ deliberately” delayed for about two months to issue instructions

i i ial Settl ¢ Officer’s Proceedings, No. 1961, dated 17th
ooptained in the Specis VCRomel uk ; that even af’ter two months I failed

1891, to the Village officials in the tal L er tw
fgaggllxllmuni’cate the above instructions to all the Village officials in the taluk ; that,
when my omission was found out and I was questioned by the S_pecml_Settlen;ent
Officer Iyanswered him so as to mislead him to beheYe that I had issued instructions
to all the Village officials, and that when the Special Settlement Officer found out
his mistake and I was asked to explain I failed to tender 1f:mytt}xplatnta.’ic:ilon.vﬂil‘he

1 jal Settl t Officer containing instructions to the aoe
Proceedings of the Special Settlemen B e Arpeadis’ 111 go

i dated 17th March 1891 (cop { 1
gﬁf’lg:iaﬁ?: elet‘féf to Board N (r). 61, dates 7th April 1892). These were received
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in the taluk office on the 19th idem, but absolutel nothing
predecessor in respect of these instructions though h); stated ?nvl‘;?: o(xi'gle]fs bt?: ?]‘Y
Village officials that these were under preparation. I took charge of this taluk 1e
the 31st March 1891. The same day I addressed a lettey copy of Which foron
Appendix I (a) to my Divisional Officer ] enclosing copy of tgle Special Set‘tlen,:,]:
Officer’s Proceedings above quoted, and requested that [ might be favored at u;
early date with copy of Collector’s instructions (the same being not forthcomi; inl
this office) referred to in the opening paragraph of the Special Settlement Ofﬁc{-rer’s
Proceedings above quoted, so that I might issue the necessary orders to the Village
officials in conformity with both instructions. In the first week of April 1891, the
Collector hap})ened to come on a tour in this taluk as scarcity threatened to over-
take it and th
backward state owing to adﬂversity of season, was pending disposal. I then
personally explained to the Collector tl.nat sev.erftl complaints which were received
from the %illage officials bringing to notice their mability to attend to thejy revenue
work owing to the Settlement Classifiers having insisted upon them to attend to
Settlement work only were submitted for orders to the Divisional Officer by m
predecessor with a strong recommendation for the appointment of Gumastah Menons
to give help to the Village officials in places where Settlement work wag then in
progress and that I also submitted some similar complaints but that no orders were
passed. I also explained to the Collector thflt extra help would he necessary to the
resent village staff if the instructions contained in the Special Settlement Officer’s
i))roceedings, No. 1961, dated 17th°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 gl the
papers were received from the Divisional Officer. In the' meanwhile I had to attend
on the Collector in his famine tour till the 20th April 1891, and had therefore
to entrust the preparation of circular instructions to Village officials on the lines
indicated by the é)pecial Settlement Officer to my bherlstad.ar. Collector’s Pro-
ceedings, dated 8th May 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix I (6)] disposing of
the whole question referred for orders were communicated by thq Divisional Officer
to me only on the 14th May 1891, a"dg on the 18th idem, I issued my circular
instructions [copy of which forms Appendix 11 (10) to Mr, Stuart’s report to Board ]
to all the Village officials. I signe(i) the circular prder on the 18th May 1891,
A list, which forms Ap endix I (¢), 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 a// the Village officials received my circular and that
the latest date on which it was received was 7tb June 1891. "There is no ostal
communication to the majority of villages in this taluk and the practice fol owed
was to prepare a few 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 I 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 officials really proved
¢ prejudicial ” to Settlement work as now stated by the Special Settlement Officer,
I respectfully beg to ask why the fact was not brought to the notice of my superior
at the time, and why the Special Settlement Officer delayed reporting about it for
nearly a year ? He complained against me of so many other things to my Divisional
Officer and Collector that his omission to complain about this delay and the conse-
uent obstruction seems to me to be very significant. According to the Special
gettlement Officer’s own showing, the Settlement work was in rogress between the
17th March 1891, the date of his circular instructions, and lStg May 1891, the date
of my issuing these instructions to Villagga officials, only in twenty-seven out of
sixty-four amsams in this taluk [vide Appendix VI (2, 3 and 4) to Mr. Stuart’s report]
and therefore the work in thege twenty-seven amsams alone could have suffered if
at all for want of these instructions. A list is herewith submitted [vide Appendix I
(d)], partly compiled from diaries kept by the Menons and initialled by Classifiers

e question of suspending revenue collections, ‘whiel, was in a veryt )
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and partly from information furnished by the Menons, showing the date on which
the Classifiers commenced and completed their work in each of the twenty-seven
amsams. It 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, a week
or two before the Special Settlement Officer issued 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 arrival. Therefore the
work in these twelve amsams admittedly suffered no obstruction till my arrival on
1st April 1821. There were only fifteen amsams therefore where the work could
have suffered if at all. Strict orders were issued by me to these fifteen villages to

o render all assistance to Classifiers [vide Appendix III (6, 7 and 8) to Mr. Stuart’s
~report]. If the Settlement work could have proceeded on satisfactorily in twelve

out of twenty-seven amsams enumerated by the Special Settlemenii (()ifﬁcertwlx;thout
his instructions and on the instructions issued from the taluk, o not know,

I respectfully beg to submit, how the work in the ren.laining fifteen amsams could
be sgid to {avegsuffered p,recisely under similar cu:cux.nstances. _ The Spe:lcml
Settlement Officer states that he was misled into believing that c1r0}11far or ders
were issued to a/l the Village officials when they were not issued, because 5 orw_arugd
to him along with copy of this circular order copies of certain other orders iss

. 'l k. On these facts I leave it to Board'to
s P i i el e Special Settlement Officer copies

judge if I acted in any way by forwarding to the -
3)f certain other ordezs soyasyto misleadghim. As a matter of facif" e srléc(ljull?r
instructions were issued to @/l villages on the 22nd May 1891, as 1&) fﬁ'g Al Z
public records, and I respectfully beg to submit that I am not Ofien s %n
of having-either deliberately de{ayed or misled the Special be}t Srflle Aribs e
the matter of issuing these instructions to the Village officials. ane . Ii G601

Settlement Ofticer himself admits in his letter, No. 1546, of 12th OV(im ell') S
to the Divisional Officer and in several other communications that I publishe

it 4 : : rer to th
throughout the taluk his instructions to the Village officials. M a:clfviggl:)as*;

: ; the delay up to 31st ]
first charge is that I am not responsible for it the{l elgy from 1st April to 22nd

took charge of the taluk only on that day ; ; 4

May, the gdafe on which the }cr:ircular order to the Village officials aﬁ_tu?;g’hl]ifiolgg’
office, was caused firstly by my having to attend on the Collector in IZ g
secondly, by my having to wait for Collector’s orders, to whom I‘Ilydp;or st
myself Kad referred the question, and, thirdly, by the time require

the Special Settlement Officer’s long ProceegiGHSgs an R
among the sixty-four villages extending over squar 8. ] :
case of the Mex}lron who stagted that he had not received the circular instructions of

tfully bege to draw the attpntion

of the Board to the list[ Appendix I ()], from
in question was receiveg bl;rpthe Adh.iS(z)mg-i owing to the absence of the NIIenon :so %1(1;3’
as 30th May 1891 and that this fact was reported to the Special Sett 81?31036 dated
in my arzi, No. 95 C. & D., dated 26th January 1892, and Mis. No. o Somien
29th April 1892 [copies of which form Appendices I () and L (f )g' d et P d
Settlement Officer has not stated his reasons for suspecting that hﬁ ¥ 1sstl;lte
his instructions to Village officials even on the 26th May 1891, although as a\IIIilﬁ e
fact the instructions were in course of circulation then among thovarions, t "3
officials. In this connection, I beg to say a few words about the circular m; {}I]lc;
tions issued by the Special Settlement Officer. These instructions required tha

. : . to Classifiers, that agreement should
the Village officials should render all assistance Oun:sssal,ngr éaluk acg;ounts and that

be maintained between the several village acco ! I
amsam accounts should be written desaxﬁwar. Several orders to Village (I)lﬂilclals
were issued by my predecessor and myself directing them to renc(llerhevery elp ;;o
Classifiers before the issue of the general circular instructions and there was 01111 y
a single instance where assistance was not rendered and the offer_lderi1 .wxlzlr:hpu‘ljillh] ed
for their failure with suspension. There was not a single case 1}111 w t;tc : le) age
accounts were found to disagree with the taluk account’s’ and Btl e ’SI‘ € of both the
village and taluk accounts was found to be * excellent” by Mr. Twigg, when he

did the jamabandi of my. taluk in fasli 1301, the year of Setﬂeme‘ll; operations,

d for circulating the same
In respect of the
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The omission to prepare desamwar accounts forms a separate charge, and it has
been separately answered, :

4. Case No. 2.—The complaint in this case is that T submitted, from 7th N

to l5t‘l‘1 April 1891, to the Divisional Officer, behind Special Set’élomen’tn()fl’}ifgg’l;
back, “ several foundless complaints” against Classifiers with a view to prejudice
the Col]ector. against them and with the ulterior object of getting Gumastah
Menons 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 submitted my appli-
cation for the same to the Collector. The number of complaints which the
Village officials brought against Classifiers and submitted to the Divisional Officer

for orders without reference to the Special Settlement Officer, from 7th March to

15th April 1891, was thirteen in all.  Six of these complaints [{co ies of which
form Appendices 1T (@), 1I (3), 11 (e), I (), II {e), anh 11 (/[)(] vIv)ere 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. 23971 dated
7th March 1891, 2485, dated 11th March 1891, 2476, dated 12th Marcl, 1891 2560
and 2561, dated 17th March 1891, 2255, dated 20th March 1891, and 2676 Mis.
[copies of which form Appendices 11 (g), 1T (%), 11 (¢), IT (), 11 (%), and 1I (2)
without any reference to the Special Settlement Officer, From nd to 15th Apri
1891, T submitted five such complaints with my reports Nog, 2752, 2904 Mis., 2867
906 and 3203, dated 2nd, 10th, 11th and 15th April 1891, respectively, Co’pios of
two of these con(lip]uints and of my teports 2752 and 906 form Appendices 11 (m)
II (), 11 (o), and 11 (7). The other complaints having been submitted in originai
with my endorsements thereon, I am unable to submit herewith copies either of
the complaints or of my endorsements, All these complaints contained allegations
that the Settlement Classifiers did not permit the Menons to do thejy revenue work
and that they were compelled to worllc from morning to evenine with Classifiers.
Iy predecessor in submitting the first batch of complaints to thohl')ivisional Officer
brought to his notice the extreme difficulty of getting through revenue work as the
Menons and peons were wholly employed on Settlement duty and urged the
appointment of Gumastah Menons at once. I respectfully ?)og to invite the
special attention of the Board to my predecessor’s report, No. 2391, dated 7th March
1891 thich forms Appendix I1 ( gg], which will show how bittel'ly my predecessor
complained of the conduct of the Settlement Classifiers in insistine on the Menons
to do anly Settlement work and how vehemently he advocated the g ppointment of
Gumastah Menons only a week after the Settlement operations were started in this
taluk though the Special Settlement Officer would have the Board to beljeve that
my predecessor never did anything of the kind, that ho was all that could be desired,
and that every complaint against Settlement subordinates originated with me, In
the fame rep()rt my predecegsor c]early p()illt()d out how diS&éfl‘OllS it would prove
if the Classifiers were permitted to tie down the Menons by taking depositions from
them almost in the terms of a bond to do only Settlement work to the exclusion of
all other work. Acting on the precedent set by my predecessor, T submitted such
complaints as were 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 Settlement
Officer, that it was my predecessor who first proposed the appointment of Gumastah
Menons, and that I simply followed the example set by him. The Special
Settlement Officer blames local officials for having made inquiries into the village
officials’ complaints against Classifiers without first referring them to him. In his
case No. 12 against me he, however, blames me for not making inquiries into a
complaint brought against a Classifier. The Special Settlement Officer states that
illage 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 officials were not allowed to attend to revenue work by Settlement
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Classifiers and the proper authority to whom complaints from Revenue subor-
dinates should be referred seemed to me, as it did to mg’ predecessor, to be the
Divisional Officer. The Special Settlement Officer states that my object in referring
Village officials’ complaints against Classifiers to the Divisional Officer was to get
Gumastah Menons appointed  for assisting the Settlement Party.” Thig 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 applications 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 Wanteg Gumastah Menons when appointed to relieve th_e
permanent Menons to enable the latter to attend to the Settlement work. That this
was my idea will be apparent from a perusal of my circular order, No. 7335, dated
6th June 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix II (¢)]in which I ex ress_ed in
unmistakable terms as follows:—* That the Settlement work woul seriously
suffer if the permanent Village officials even including peons were not on duty; that
such of them as were on leave at the time should return to duty at once, unless
prevented by sickness; that leave would be granted to permanfanlt mﬁn forg%yd on
production of medical certificate, that such of the V1llag9 officia §ﬁw o fai fd to
return to duty on receipt of the order or to produce medical certificate v‘g)u be
dismissed the service.” These being the facts I could not .underst(;land ow‘r‘the
Special Settlement Officer stated thatP Gl:mz’x’sta{l ggr?fn:eiv;ri:i?lﬁ?li; tgz’oﬁlg?h tfl(l);
assisting the Revenue Settlement Party. o v Pme i
ninous Settlement papers to find out who used the expression ““for assisting
:I?;ull%evenue SettlemcntpPI;l'ty E am%AI ﬁmil.th(}?bo)rds IO iige(}gg ;gq;léit?;ﬁ;mblgg :g
Jollector’s Proceedings which form Appendix I ( A 0 T8 1y !
;Js(l)(uafilcthcr the attaci made on me by the Special bettlementdOfﬁuer WaSIJ ustl(zgialf)le
under the circumstances and whether my having only rep_eqte' a I)roPosat_ :niz ;“y
my predecessor six times in the interest of revenue admlmstxatlé)n C'OIIISSI tlzle zta;.
stratagem and a deep plot”, to obstruct Settlement work. The1 pec:: ek sn;en
Officer does not even suggest a motive to me for obstructing Settlement work before

hardly a week in this taluk. ! >

t{}gz?ntlzferl{ gf Gumastah Menons was dated 2nd April [copy of ;vlélcgl form:-

Appendix II (0)] and the last dated 15th April 1891 and the (i)egllat Ae rilellnse{;ll

Officer’s Proceedings disapproving of sucﬁ a%)pomtlilve:g{ v;?:egaite; P ii; tedpmy ool
1 1 ; 18, a

ooRyr ek forms dppendiz EO Tll?e charge that I concealed from the

i 1vis 1 Officer. ! .
2)13}1)1152330303? 4?11:3 toDllgtl;;ll (Xlgril 1891 what the Special Settlement Officer communi-

cated to me only on the 21st of that month is a phys?fal mﬁposzblhty . I humbly

pray that the Board will be pleased to exonerate me from this ¢ arge. :
5. Cuse No. 3.—The charge in this case so far as it relates to me is not, I submit,

quite clear. All that I can find stated against me is that instead of making an

Bl ; y - : ht by a Classifier against certain
inquiry myself into certain complaint bXI}(i)ﬁgge & ):) ey refg(;rred by fia

* Panamanna. Special Settlement Officer, I entrusted

: o my Deputy Tahsildar; that I failed to report the fact pf placing the
?lﬁiﬁtlsg t;f th)i’s vilil)agg under suspension as o_:‘dered by the Special Sstt}llen.lent
Officer and that, with a view to get the Adhikari’s suspension cancelled ari) ther ebyI

to cause obstruction to Settlement work, 'I submitted a report to the : l\nsg)ina
Officer without any reference to the Special Settlet}lent Officer befo.reI tS hat officer
could communicate his orders to me. The Proceedings of t_he §pecm ettlemgnt
Officer in which he asked the late Tahsildar to place the Adhikari under suspension
and to inquire and report on the Classifier’s complaint against ?he Adhikari were
dated 17th March 1891, No. 1953 [copy of which forms Appendix IIT (2)]. These
P}()ceedings were received in the taluk on the 19th idem, that is, two wee s before
I eame to the taluk. Mr. Kunhambu (my predec‘esso_r) sent these Proce'edm-gs th_e
: were received to the Deputy Tahsildar, Cherpulcheri, with his

. tl : erEre
Tg;];, d§())'._7 (l)iy C & D [copy of which forms Appendix III (3)] for early inquiry

The first application that I submitted for the
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complaints preferred by the (Classifier against

it g

and report. Mr. Kunhambu also issued the order of s | 1
: PR s B ‘the Special Settlement Officer that the

?fi:ne al)'rt copy of which forms the Appendix III (e)]. pg;‘l}sllé)rbteo t};e %,dhl]_ian t]}e 1] the V}illage officials was true and that recommendation for their punishment was
his veport [ copy of which forms Appendix LI (4]}, dated 25rd Mosch, 107 % | submitted to the Divisional Officer. The Special Scttlement Otoen, in B i
at the Classifier’s complaint was false and requested ‘“ that arch 1891, stated o ceedings, No. 345, dated 26th May 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix VIII (6)
taken to have the suslpensmn of the Adhikari cancelled and to ] early steps may be ,j | to Mr. Stuart’s report] asked me to explaim why I submitted the recommendation
before the Divisional Officer” as the Deputy Tahsildar enterg) e the whole matter 8 for the punishment of the Village officials oricertiod o o PhMsinng, bfiosr #40
ained doubts as to the 1 had nothing to do with the mem%ers of the Settlement Party, instead of to him, and
’ ting on the matter. As the Collector

also to explain the delay of 5 weeks in_repor

g‘owers of the Special Settlement Officer to suspend or dismiss the villa e ohief s
. which forms Appendix IV (f) ]

his report of the Deputy Tahsild i | 1
March 1891, but he togk io aztib;n 311') (:;ai .recgzrctagebl}; tlz)vr;i,lrei%%cessor on the 25th ' ‘ | had, in his Proceedings, dated 1st May 1891 [ copy of
dNay after I joined this office, I received the Special Sett]enll)ent Oml, t’hat 15, the next ¢ already decided that the power to punish village officials was vested in the District
0. 2077, dated 30th March 1891 copy of which forms Appendi CflerPl'oceedmgs, | ~ Officers and not in the Special Settlement Officer, I informed the latteg‘ accord-
i | ¥ ingly in my report No. 1317 C & D, dated 1st June 1891 [copy of which forms

me to expedite the report called for in his P i (¢)] requiring
P in his Proceedings, dated 17th Mareh 1891 Appendix VIII (7) to Mr. Stuart’s report] and stated that the delay in foportens
£ work in the taluk. Apparently, this explanation seemed

~

No. 1953. It was on recei i
: pt of Proceedings, dated 30th May
came to know that a case of this nature was pendi arch 1891, that I first B d by press
is, three days after my arriyal, I reported topthe lSnPgt;Cia?g tt}gle dth April 1891, that X)ashz?rgsiatis%el()ll eti?:rgl;)ecial Settlement Officer, for I never heard anything from
o vement Officer, in my | 4 i' him for about three months; but in reality it was not the case, for, on the 29th
: fter receipt of Board’s Proceedings

: . » Speci ffic ]
September 1891, the Special Settlement Officer, a e Villago ST, st e s

No. 2842 Mis. [copy of which f i
[copy ich forms Appendix IIT ( /)] the result of inquir{ into ,
‘ declaring that Settlement Officers have pOV‘{?r %III (11) fo Mr. Stuart’s report]
dix .

:E{)ﬂ Hfi(ézgslﬁ;int of I;hq .Clasi;igqmr against the Adhikari. " On the same date I
0o m 1visiona ¢ : also :
Ap e_ndix 111 &7) together Witclf rcggﬁ;hirfrg loztofr?écigéz [copy of which forms f Proceedings [copy of which forms Appen
Tahsildar, Mr. Subramania Aiyar, who is dead requested e sl eputy l severel criticisi}]g my’ procedure in submitting direct to the Divisipnal _Oﬂicer the
suspension cancelled and to place the whole matter befor(i 1epf)(3i(3'?§iessof 8) get the ‘: T recomn}lfendation for thé) punishment of the Village officials who failed in t})de i
onal Officer for ; formance of Settlement duty and laying down certain 11§2:u581$§530£ 1}1)2’ dgzllt]e dagfﬁl

i 0 roceedi submitted report
On receit of these Proceedings I submitted my rep 17(12) e ‘Mr, Btuarvs report%

October 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix VII .
to the tone of[ wlh}irch the Special Settlement Officer has mow taken exception.

respectfully beg to submit that I am not aware of any rule prohibiting me from

ire ) icati i i eonal Officer on such matters without the
directly communicating with my Division X R the A T

intervention of the Special Settlement Officer. 1 .
object to my procedur}a in referring to him such matters i tIOI;gzg: lgﬁzn{dfeg
my report to be disrespectful in any way to the Special Settlemen tion’ I bee to
is so considered I beg to express my sincere regret. In this ;ogn&efD dated %nd
state that I submitted to my Divisiona ¢ t No. 2 Oi I asked eor definite
October 1891 [copy of which forms APpendlx I‘é (9)] llnsz‘;lgll:menis()fﬁcer; oo il
orders regarding my position in relation to the gecm I also submitted to my

along treated me as one of his own direct subor inates. ¢
P 1891 [copy of which forms
o. 2128, dated 8th October [ II)JZ i e

reasons stated above. Thus it will be clear, I submit
?)B'k the Diaput Tahsildar to make the inqui,ry nor did It (;)12::2 ﬁzml‘gatt}tl%tbl ot
1?smna Officer on my own motion to get the suspension cancelled Ll"f] efore the
:lll)lg 1vte arsi‘ si;at_;a(cll by the Special Settlement Officer, but solely at the rcwx ltultenor
Deputy Tahsildar. A porusal of my xeport [Appendix I1T (9)] o the Divisionad
i b ,fthmz 2 gf l;cru§t, convince the Board that I did not wish in the ]1 i
Thg S em'] ‘1’ : l;31 1kari to be cancelled as stated by the Special Settlom > togst. the
17 phee evsiement, Officer never wanted, in his Procoedings, No 1753, du
B nor m any other Proceedings subsequently sent b h, dated
< coulc(l) 1e 'si)lispensmq of the Adhikari should be given to him and Zh H?’ v
g ept(i)'fﬁll )lr)e rest e}thgr on my pyedecessor or on myself for notm(‘ie ek
Rt enI:i:d }; : g to 1nvite the special attention to the fact that th Agl}:]i e
% on the one-sided reFort of the Classifier and without an; réferlenan
ce

to the District authorities and befo i
; re taking an : i
himself. g any explanation from the Adhikar; Divisional Officer report N i et
Appendix IV (%) requesting for orders as to the proce | .
WEgn instructi(orzs“ onqgenera% matters were-issued for my guidance by the Sp emﬁﬂ
up to date. The

ferences 1 have received no reply

i 3 d throughout this case i_n comformity
Board will thus be pleased to see that I acte mt)o gwhich hug specm] i

with Collector’s orders and that my procedure t h
Officer took exception was not questx};)ned by my direct superiors even though they

were made fully acquainted. .
7. Case No. 5—The charge in this case is that I deliberately m’i’;el;risggﬁg

3 5 > , ith i to suppo C
certain facts to the Special Settlement Officer with a V1ew0n theplI;t April 1891,

Menon who refused to go to field work with the Classifier. g
. that is, the day after I took charge of this taluk, I received Special Spttlement
oth March 1891 [copy of which forms

Officer’s Proceedings No. 2079, dated 3 : : & ey
Appendix IX (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report] forwarding certain complamla.gafr'ls e
Menon of Nedirimangalam, The Menon was then called upon to explain his zon-
duct and he stated that the order [copy of which forms Appeudix V (a)] }cSSlll)ef to
him by my predecessor simply required the production of village accgu? ] (f olllve
Classifiers and not to go to field work. I referred to that order and found the
Menon’s statement to be true. The Supervisor gz.lso endorsed ‘ehe cogectnegs of t,he
Menon’s statement by stating that in the Tahsildar’s order ‘“he did not find that

the Menon should work with the Classifier.” I then wrote my report Mis. No. 2920,

dated 14th April 1891 [copy of which forms ApgendiX 1X (3) to Mr. Stuart’s

: . : ¢ to the Special Settlement Officer, the
report]. - When I submitted this repor 501, Mo, 793, was not brought to oy

Supervisor’s yadast dated 26th February 1 s

6. Case No. 4.—The complaint i i i
plaint in this case is that I re e
1at I reported to my Divisional Settlement Officer. To these re

Officer for punishment certain Village officials :
Settlenlx)entl Classifier although the (%omplaint Wzgor:ég: esot?)lp,]]?:lfed against by a
g?:t(:)lrt % : ISgPOClthSettlen,en-t Officer ; that when I was called u ono i B g A
o hifnmelnans e d“i]'y I submitted my report to the DivisionalpOﬂ‘i = t}_IO‘Spemal
hss meit ey 1 gi‘;re Im; mpertinently, and that there was inordinatec?lr’lmsmad e
Dilser. Mo 205§)038~ tod the complaint. The Proceedings of the Speei IeSay here
TS ’S tua.;'t’ , raé e .25th March 1891 [copy of which forms Ap cuti' ik
officials was fs repod ] wlth.Whl.ch the complaint of the (lassifier a e VI!I (4
the faluk ‘beforo T joined 1o G oas. ooy (0 ihe late Tabi iRt the, FLSE®
5% . . n the 1 ;
]o:ined Nthlg 8tgl2uk, I called upon these Vil]ageﬁ&?ilaltizl ) xtl;:? 1:} four days after
gr']eg » A [(’OPIY of which forms Appendix IV ( a)]. The Vill i c&"‘.imt in the
aile of re.rll1 : e}f ?xp anation, I issued to them order No, 2909 dlt a (; ;1 cials having
E?)(t); y_g w 1;:}1. Or%]ls ApPend}X v (M%directing < s ate % f1;1Apr11 1891,
ml em g) wt }:rl fg(il 18 situated about 30 miles awaypgfc?rlx.l ’3orft, 1111?‘011]1 ¥y
E;)PYelsf) .whicrlll fo(:'m: tﬁpﬁeﬁggxl?gfl’(ctﬁm lgenon %ent i Tug Writt‘;s e?‘;;]a“a:?jl;
efore me anfi gave anothgr explanati()m. [conytl(:? 31}321? ?gll th'ZMen‘(’i’} afpeared
The Adhikari submitted his explanation on the 26th A rﬂ"inssgl ppendix IV (7)),
forms A.ppendlx IV (e)J On the 7th May 189] pI reporte Ry A
2009 Mis. [copy of which forms Appendix {’III (5)’ B Mr? - ;nre;zt]Nt%
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notice. I joined this taluk only on the 31st Mar :
the receipt of the yadast of 26tﬂ February 1891,0;1n(118i§c)1v;r£l it)is’ e ffu ot it
fully beg to submit, that this yadast was not brought to m, nn: ‘ault, o
my report on the 14th April. ~ The Special Settlement Oﬂicg’r (;10(-, L
aware of this yadast when I wrote my report, from the fact It)h(*tzulmes ity
sent to him copy of this very yadast with my report, No, 1287 (,?& ¥ SUb@qucntl
May 18911. 1 hg office copy of this latter report, forwardiy to tl %), d_ated‘ b
ment Officer copies of various orders issued to village ofﬁcialg; reg 1‘((31.. I)e(ll&l i
work as required by him, was drafted by my clerk and I paid no meun ) Seftloment
to the_ sub‘]ect.of its enclosures as there was no necessity for .It)drt} ?ular attention
itself is herewith submitted as Appendix V () for perusal ’11‘}' b 0 ce Sap%
that the charge that I made deliberate misrepresentation of f: o ms 1t will be seen@
humbly pray that the Board will be pleased to acquit me ofd:l R s e
incidentally al]qdcd to the a;momtment of Gumastah Menong i 1z%t chargc.T Lo
dated 14th April 1891, to the Special Settlement Officer andnt}m‘y 27 ok,
intended as an a]pphcutmn_ to that officer for the app()intx’nent fmt report was never
The report simply dealt with the complaint brought forwarq lO Gur‘nust.u‘h A
certain village officials and there was therefore no nccessit( ny‘a Classifior Sgaures
;-izggrt eltthii'l to other clomplamts'made by the village oﬁiciﬁlcoér,l:ie t: it et this
Divis(i)gna(l) o f% )proll))osa to appoint Gumastah Menong already snf other Classi-
deny embbaticﬁfy t{lénc}}’xalzgadt);egge(:; a?‘ddgn.yse]f. - tllereforeyre”lll"izégfl(id }fz)"ﬂ;‘(;
g " disingenuous gnd crafty ” in my Z‘,ondri,wt.

8. Case No. 6.—The complaint in this case ;
. . 8, ] ! 18 case 1s that t}
;)ifn :;:’\1;1011 r{?\(})rms.‘; Ap_pc;nc}uc X (3)to Myr. Stuart’s report] to .ti(f(énle ?f S letter [copy
e M 1e Specla b@ttlexllcnt. Officer having omitted to 53 gt g o
1(()):;:_1 e letter dm the body of his report I beg permission qtl:()to o m]y e
portion omitted, so that the Board ma judge by read; * Mtnaeibe: naeotiis
:. therefore have to request that you wil{, fle good enoy :1! '€ the wholo letter :—* I
;pc:hcy lthmh' will enable the amsam officials to get tlléx,-()lu«t:]) P}llrsuc ety liberal
“ %"el!{era administration work smoothly and without causimro'] o §ettlcmeM Sl
s 125 portion of my letter, I venture to submit, clearly ‘l'll(f'i l_lltmnvomoncc_ to both.”
lal no Government work should suffer by the amsam ocﬂtil i SR ex e
solely on one particular work. In judging' the tone aly being employed

Board may be pleased to read the Supervisor’s letter ? Fmy letter beg that the
0 me [‘f"py of which forms

Appendix X (4) to Mr. Stuart’s report], in whic

T ’lPht_a.t during the progress of Se&lengént ;’l‘]’ﬁ;uﬂ;: ii"ollowmg passages oceur:
especially the Menon, are at the disposal of this departmen? nd o eam. ite officials,
:Ll;rallaible for your ordinary amsam work at the sacrifice of S:tl;flsﬂmt they will not be
ane iflavedbeexi temporarily deputed except in very urgen g nb(llnent work for which
» under these circumstances, you see me insisting o, ¢ I\UIlaVoldub]o Tt
much fof their time and energy as is necessary to Scttlemei-ot lenons devoting so
cause for. complaint, and if in éonsequence of tay so doing, the ey ool p”
shidwd ! 1 éﬂ:xv(;r’n (l)t ltic el":r lY because proper arrangemeny are noi’ mab(gf bza " Illb;f;;
fanotions if vossibl 10 fllg ;te‘“‘t objection for your Menong performing < rletb!fm"?‘ $

s e possible, but 1 ¢ 10uld certainly object to thejy doing tl g multifariou
ement work for which their services have heen specially. efm &k tho mogloet
:nd‘ proper conduct of which I am as much ro.qponsiblopa: luoy le‘nt and for prompt
213:1102 work.” The followmg passage occursin Sy )ervisox.?; 2 310 for the adminis-
v April 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix k (1) to 1\(}I’u ast, No,. 128, dated
the menon of Pattambi Palliprom. ¢ #r0)wemes em,);ét;::fm? Separ) 18
£ 21gie

SIBIOM @AM @O el g o) :
OQQ—)% 10) 1 86) QO_JOQJ},@"?;@ @Qm@rjﬁagﬁmo

&

(The l\IGnon may smb .
1y remember that we (Supervisor . :

:Vlam'lft.he Classifier was at work in an x(lmsrz)lm he 311533023?}:1 Rl ki, the:

tlil él 0 any unavoidable cases such a thing was found necessax(') e;lny ﬁmsam A

o Ulassifier’'s memorandum.) After this, is it necessary for meyI rzs;e%:}dlf btl?m

) ully beg

.

s ST §
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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. I
respectfully beg to state that I do not consider Supervisoras my superior. What I
intended to express by my remarks ¢ that this will have a bad effect on Settlement
operations” was that Setflement would suffer if 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
Swork from 6 to 10 ., from 1st September 1891 on my own responsibility ; (2) that
I deliberately withheld this fact from my endorsement, N 0. 9665, of 26th September
1891, in which I asked my Divisional Officer to prescribe in consultation W}th the
Special Settlement Officer the hours of Menon’s attendance on Classifiers ; (3) that
withont waiting for orders from the Divisional Officer I issued a general circular on
the 9th November to all the Menons not to attend to Settlement work from 6 to 10

‘% dai - - uine of the general circular was not mentioned by me
A.M. daily, and (4) that my issuing of the g H November 1891, and that

in my report to the Special Settlement Officer dated 10th N
ore 1 licity and cunning. With reference to the first
AVr T S ST draw the %ttention of the Board to my

head of the charge 1 respectfully beg to g i
report, No. 2371 C & D, dated 10th November 1891 [copy of which forms : ppen-
dix XI (3) to Mr. Stuart’s report], wherein I have stated fully the lieéz.son or (rin)Ir
asking this particular Menon to do the revenue w.ork from 6. to AM. an f
intended that the Menon should follow the {nstructlons .only till the pressure o
work in the amsam was lessened. Nowhere 1 any of his numerous (iommlllgmcaa
tions did the Special Settlement Officer inform me the hours for (Classifier’s VZO: dall)l

it is therefore unreasonable, I submit, to presume that I was aware, as 8 3. g (-, %r
the Special Settlement Officer, that (lassifiers worked fron‘x‘ 7 to 12 A.M.. (almth A ;)h

p.M. daily.  The Special Settlement Officer states that ¢“I falsely said that the
revenue administration of the taluk was seriously affected and had fallen in arrears

i f of the

t of the M 's attending to the Settlement work.” In prool o
E;L’Sf%(;u:vhzt I Ztat:(imlnbeg to sub%nit, herewith, reports from myI I(subO{dellnate)s
copies of which form Appendices VII (a), VII (4), VII (¢), V1I}(d), V ](;e), reg {1' .
I1 (g), VII (%), and V1L (2)], which will clearly show that revenue wor bwta..«i b {
in arrears. 1 can submit several more complaints of the same nature, bu ;:d

ici ¢ revenue work was really in arrears,
the above ones are suffiicient to show tha e oo D haa, ' Tt

that my statement was not false as stated by the Speci :
my ha\}r’ing given an order to the Menon of "Arakkuparamba amsam tolwork toﬁ Inlz:
revenue arrears from 6 to 10 .. did not in the least obstruct the Sett] femer} wor.
in that amsam, as stated by the Special Settlement Officer, will be c_lftiaar 1 %‘ }'ﬁ e(l;i?nce
is made to the diary kept by the Menon and initialled by the Classifier. s diary

| itte ) 1 last. It will show that the Menon worked
B e+ e bl A e assifier. With reference to the second

" even on all holidays and Sundays with the Cl >

head of the chargg that I de]ibg;‘ately with!le_k_i the above facts in my :e{l:)ox:ﬁ (:s%fi;ed
26th September 1891, No. 9665, to my Divisional Officer, 1 beg \;:o f ?ter 9,1{:1 - is
report was only an endorsement on a report from the Menon of : ?11: af ucu a5 m,

xpressing his inabiliti to do revenue work as his time was wholly o; esls)it ;n
doing Settlement wor and that therefore there was, I submlt{ n;)hn Menoz o(;
mention in this report the fact of having given an OrdeI:‘ fro % g
another amsam (Arakkuparamba) about doing avsitls ok it fito. 10 40
Complaints from village officers about the delay in 8t9 e pyrill?:t v‘:ras t%e T840 62y
vation to get numegous }(l)nly af{:er 1st Sgﬁtse{)nelgl;ni n&masrous e PO s ihek

: s only when such com .

ﬂy;l::}:;ecgs;ir to I}Iflove the Divisiogal Officer to address the Special Settlement

i 's attendance on Classifiers. With reference to

Offcer to give the jiougs of Moae o own res ibility fixed 6 to 10 a.m. f
. ponsibility . for
t{xe t(llurd }:eﬁdo(;f :él\?egﬁiewgw‘:o?ll{mi)gfgfeH;quipt of Divisional Officer’s orders and
tl'eh ezpjeference to the Special Settlement Officer, I beg to state that no orders
l‘;v;:'ix(l); been received from the Divisional Officer to my reference dated 26th
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" September 1891, about prescribing hours of Menon’s attendance on Classifiers till
the 9th November 1891, and numerous complaints having been received in the
meanwhile from village officials and Revenue Inspectors about their inability to
attend to jamabandi work owing to the Menons being fully occupied by Settle-
ment work, I in order to prevent further complaints and solely with a” view to

complete the pymash of modan and gingelly crops before they were harvested and
removed from the lands bona fide and-in the interest of revenue administration
issued on 9th November 1891 a general circular Elcopy of which forms Appendix
VII (5)] fixing 6 to 10 a.m. for revenue work. The Special Settlement Officer’s
attributing motive to me in issuing the circular is, I beg to submit, quite unwar-
ranted, and nothing was more foreign to my mind than obstruction to Settlement
work. The English translation of my circular order [copy of which forms Appen-
dix XIII (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report] is not quite correct. I never used the words
“legitimate” and ‘‘every morning” which are found in the translation. The
expressions I used were ‘‘ amsam work” and ‘6 to 10 A.m. in the morning.” By
introducing the words  legitimate” and ‘ every morning” in the English transla-
tion it was evidently intended to convey to the Board that I considered Settlement
work as not the ““legitimate” work of the village officers and that I wanted the
village officials to do the revenue work from 6 to 10 A.M. every day and not till
the pressure of the revenue work was lessened as I had intended. The very day
I issued my general order I intimated the fact to my Divisional Officer in my
report Mis. No. 1084 gcopy of which forms Appendix VII (/c);], giving fully my

reasons for the steps I had ‘taken. I respectfully beg to invite the special attention
orted to my Divisional Officer of what I had

to this report. The fact that I re
done without a moment’s delay wilf, I humbly trust, completely exonerate me from
and frequently made against me by the

the charge of duplicity so vehemently ] ) 8
~ Special Settlement Officer. Having communicated to mK Divisional Officer the

fact of my issuing such a general circular I thought that there was no necessity to

intimate the same to the Special Settlement Officer also.
10. Case No. 8.—The charge in this case is that I justified by strained inter-

retaticn of Settlement Rules the following remarks:—¢ Classifier’s permission
1s not required for the Amsam Menon to gttt(md a court of justice according to
de on a memorandum furnished by the Classifier to the Menon of

its summons ”’ ma
Kolattur Amsam when the latter attended my court, and that m{ report to the
(5) to Mr. Stuart’s

Special Settlement Officer [copy of which forms Appendix XIV
olent and impertinent in tone. In this case

report ] was most extraordinarily ins
arate memorandum to the Menon as required by

the Classifier furnished no SGRI )
Settlement Rules. What the Menon presented to me in ““ court ” was the duplicate
of my summons as Magistrate [vide enclosure to Appendix XIV (1) to Mr.

co
o , on the back of which the Classifier scribbled the words * Uppila-

Stuart’s reporgj ;
air, Menon of Kolattur Amsam, now engaged with me in Settlement

pettai Kunju Na
operations, is this day permitted to leave the amsam to attend to the Tahsildar
istrate’s court, Walawandd, No. ni/, dated 2nd September 1891.

Second-class Ma
ﬂgistrate is requested under the Settlement Rules to return this

The Tahsildar-Ma i
memorandum noting at the foot the information when the Menon’s services with

him were dispensed with.” I beg permission to leave it to the Board to decide
whether I was or was not justified in making my remarks above quoted in my:
capacity as Taluk Magistrate and whether my interpretation of the Settlement Rules
was strained or not. If my reply is considered objectionable I beg to express my

In this connection I beg that the Board will be pleased to peruse

sincere regret. )
the Proceedings addressed to me by the Special Settlement Officer [copy of which
forms Appendix XIV (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report]. I beg to state that the Classifier

acted, it seems to me, improperly in seribbling on the back of the summons sent b

a court. 1 beg to state that I deserve no blame whatever in having styled myself
¢ pourt ? when I was sitting as a judge and trying criminal cases. There was no

- ustification, I beg to submit, for the Special Settlement Officer describing me as
¢ pompous Tahsildar.”
9.—The charge in this case is the same as the previous case, viz.,

11. Case No. me |
strained interpretation of Settlement Rules and the objectionable tone of my report

A R R
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of 18th Nov i
Mr. Stuart’serzlll))::tisgk Nt O't _2(14,28 Ecop}’ of which forms Appendix No. XV (3) to
to decide if I int 8 stated 1n the previous case it is for the Honorable Board
both the. aboxe erPTfIBthd the rules wrongly and if my report is objectionable. In
S ey Casses L Interpreted the x‘-ules 'accordjng to my lights and not with a
it III]) i e ; pecial Settlement Officer in the wrong. In deciding about the
e Noy 4 POlt‘ s, I would respectfully beg to invite the attention of the Board to
16thyNovémbCO}11atned in Specml.Settlement Oﬂice_r’s Proceedings, No. 1559, dated
L dclt 891 [:popy of which forms Appendix XV (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report],
g 18 mc‘tly msiuated that no control was exercised over village ofﬁciaPs
$hne v ki Wvl’—t}? ‘lemark quite unwarrani_:-ed _and unc_alled for. The query runs
“leavi;m thei 1ether village officials are ordinarily permitted to walk about the taluk
aving their amsams whenever they like without having obtained previous leave
or unless they are summoned away by competent authority.”

2 121; _Uasle No. 10.—In this case the charge is that there was deliberate delay on
fo{-’ 111)a§~] )l.n evymg fines inflicted by the Special Settlement Officer on the Menons
8 ._e{i ;:ct of Settlement duty and that when reminders were sent I replied the
lél'))fl(ll?l Settlement Officer insolently in my report Nos. 2632 and 2412 C & D, dated
: ll December 1891, In his Proceedings, No. 1294, dated 7th October 1891 [copy
(1) which forms Appendix X (a)] the Special Settlement Officer inflicted a fine of
} l:;lll))ee on the Menon of Panga amsam and requested me to levy it and report the
lac before 10th November 1891. On the 11th November 1891, that is, the day fol-
owing the date on which the levy of fine was fixed for reporting, the Special Settle-
lwlzent Ofﬁce}r forwarded to me Proceedings No. 1529 [ copy of which forms Appendix
X (4)] asking me to report if the fine was levied and also to explain why I failed to
;‘eport befo_re the dat.e fixed by him and threatened me with serious consequences
for my fa;lure. His remarks on this occasion were as follows:—* Instructions
1ssued to him (Tahsildar) are intended to be obeyed and the Tahsildar will under-
Btapd that any continuance of the attitude he has for some time assumed in respect
of instructions from the undersigned can have but one ending.” In reply I reported
on the 13th November 1891 in my No. 2376 [copy of which forms Appendix X (¢)]
that the L{)ay of this village official as well as of some others for October was not
?lsburse as they failed to collect arrears of the previous fasli. This explanation
IE’I‘ the non-levy of fine was accepted by the Special Settlement Officer, vide his
Xroceedmgs No. 1558, dated 16th November 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix
: (4)].  On the 13th December 1891, I reported to the Special Settlement Officer
g{le levy of the fine in my report No. 2414 C & D [copy of which forms Appendix
3 (e)] Inrhls letter, No. 1546, dated 12th November 1891 [copy of which forms
& I::}t)lendlx XI(4) to Mr. Stuart’s report] to the Special Assistant Collector, the Special
1e ement Officer stated that he had fined the Menon of Arakkuparamba amsam
thzui)sgharll')d requested me to collect it and report before 10th December 1891. Op
e ecember 1891 he sent me a reminder, No. 1747, asking me to report if
e fine was levied and why I failed to report before 10th idem. In reply I sent
Ky re%qrts Nos. 2632 and 9412 C & D of 15th December 1891 (copy of which forms
ApERTLL XVI to Mr. Stuart’s report) in which I stated that the pay bills were not
recely ed and that much unnecessary and useless correspondence ensued by fixing a
articular date for collecting the fines and reporting thereupon, as amsam officials
}1bm1tted t11e1r. bills only with remittances. It is to this report he now takes excep-
tion. I leave it to the Board to decide if this report was insolent. If it is so
cons1de1:ed I beg‘ to express my sincere regret. A statement [which forms
Appendix X (f)] is herewith submitted showing the names of amsam officials fined,
the dates and numbers of the Special Settlement Officer’s Proceedings under which
they were fined, the dates on which the pay bills were received at the treasury and
the fines were collected and reported to the Special Settlement Officer. The delay
in_collecting fines, I beg to submit, was entirely owing to the delay in the sub-
mission of pay bills by the village officials concerned and not through my wilful
and deliberate neglect as stated by the Special Settlement Officer. 1 respectfully
I')eg to draw the special attention to the violent hurry exhibited in sendine me
reminders about the collection of these fines and to the threat used by the S[?ecial

Settlement Officer in his Proceedings which form Appendix X (4).
19
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13. Chve No, 17 : Jaint is that I
donriva LN I, —Jtr this case the compiai - aﬁe‘h /
‘/’" Yy e H"/"" visor of his authority (o sammon vill ,u{a‘ld w

’Ilv ore ,Il'fl} l .
- - Dotore : 4l the particalar case P
Spoe, /fﬁﬂvvllrr‘r tor dend wit e pe . ¥ BII’W :
pocial Set termons ¢ Mhicer, 1 beg to place certan facts l‘/l;;': ’2 e gth (l ‘

convinee the Board that the charge is perfe wely groundless.

1891 the Menon of Paral Amsam sent in a report [eopy of "'/’;.:;, ”’:'Ie,. d%

Jrer arnsan

XI¢ "l) ] stating that he was required to go to anot bject- 2,

attend on a Classifi sty '
wwifier, and requesting me ¢ with the

report I submitted to the Divisional Officer on the 14th idem, G doubt thHo
remarks :—¢ Submitted to the Special Assistant Collector for u)"‘(](.'rn. kgry: gtt(’nd ;
[enon from his amsamn the ¢

competency of Nlassifie way a } 37
on the C]uisiﬁerui(l-Il?:H:lfiil('er:“:ltsl::::,l::::rl. r ’I‘h"o Settlement Manual is ﬂxlc"‘t] -m}rom
point. In the present case the Classifier wants the Menon to travel 18 miles e
the amsam to do some Settlement work. Further the Classifier has tuk.('n U}] 2
himself to summon the Menon without my knowledge. This is highly irregu lae
and should, I think, be stopped at once. "Pending your orders, I have asked .tl
Menon not to go to this Classifier.” Subsequent to this, the Menon of Panamanna
amsam submitted a similar report [copy of which forms Appendix XVIII (3) to
Mr. Stuart’s report] stating that he was required by the Supervisor to attend &
Cherpalcheri, 11 miles from his amsam. As no orders were passed by t_ho
Divisional Officer on my previous reference, I submitted this report also to him
with the following remarLs :—“True copy submitted to the Special Assistant
Collector in continuation of this office report Ref. on C. No. 10103 Mis. date
14th instant. Summonses to village officials issued even by courts have to
be sent through Tahsildar and not direct. The Settlement Supervisor’s yrocedure
in jssuing direct instead of through me notices to Amsam Menons cumpvl‘ing them
to appear at distant places from their amsams, so as to suit the convenience ©
Settlement subordinates, is irregular and inconvenient, I think.” To the first refer-
ence, I received on the 27th October 1891 the following reply from the Divisiond
Officer :—* The Tahsildar’s action in ordering the Menons not to obey the (lassi-
ficer’s orders summoning him to a long distance from his amsam is uppr«vmrd.” The
Special Settlement Officer never compluincd of this order of the Divisional Officer
though he now complains of my having given occasion to that order. The Boar
will kindly perceive that in making this reference to Divisional Officer, I was
soley actuated by a desire to promote public interest which I bona fide though
would be seriously affected if Settlement subordinates were to remove without my
previous knowledge village servants from their villages to distant places to s
the convenience of the former and not to cause obstruction to Settlement work ©f
to deprive the Supervisor of his power to summon village officials as was imagine

by the Special Settlement Officer.

14. Case No. 12.—1In this case the charge is that T showed great readiness to
receive and forward false complaints from my subordinates against the su s
dinates of the Settlement Party to the Divisional Officer. Durin?_v; the whole tim€
the Settlement operations were going on in my taluk, I submitted but Of e
complaint of a eriminal nature (intentional insult) from a Menon against a (lassifier

and that was the one referred to by the Special Settlement Officer, and I do no
know how the Special Settlement Officer stated that I showed great readiness “g
eSS m

receiving am} forwarding complaints. The Special Settlement Officer charg
with not having inquired into this complaint before I submitted it to the Divisiond
Officer. If I had only done this the Special Settlement Officer, I submit, WO
not have sparqd me at all, for he wou{(l have instantly churg:‘d me as he I&
actually done in other cases with making inquiry into complaints against his
subordl.nates behind his back. Whether a cnmplm’nt is false or true can onty
ascertained after inquiry and no inquiry having been made ‘hy me into this com”
plaint I do not think the Special Settlement Officer was right in presuming that the
complaint was false. I cannot refuse either to entertain complaints when presente
or to keep them without taking any action when received,

15. Case No. 13.—In this case the charge is that I caused misunderﬁm"‘“n%

between amsam officials and Settlement subordinates by issuing circular [copy ©

‘ 7.‘ &
14vn Dpcysnes 1699, X -
made 8 T g

o fssue instructions on the sull) boll owing
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which forms Appendix XX (1) to Mr. Stuart’s report] to all village officials
ordering them not to address Classifiers by arzis, but to address them in the same
way they themselves were addressed and instructing them not to consider them-
§elves as subor.dmates of Settlement Classifiers. The following are the facts that
induced me to issue the order in question. Immediately thé Settlement operations i
were started in the taluk, both Classifiers and Supervisor commenced to treat

Amsam officials with great disrespect and as their own subordinates. Indeed, one ' |

Head Classifier, who was acting for the Supervisor, officially wrote to my predecessor,
so early as 22nd March 1891, that is, 10 days before my arrival in this.taluk, that |

|

7
/
/

'

a certain Menon should be prosecuted criminally and punished for disobeying a

glassiﬁer’s notice [ copy of this letter forms Appendix XIIT (a)]. Of this treatment
everal village officials frequently complained to me. Some of these complaints, I
referred to the Divisional Officer who submitted them to the Collector. In disposing
of one of such complaints the Collector made the following remarks so early as
2nd May 1891, that is, two months after the Settlement operations were started in
this taluk :—¢ The facts of the case appear to be that the Classifiers most unreason-
ably insisted on the Menon’s copying certain notices late one evening, lo§t his
temper when the Menon said hé would make the copies next morning in an
unwarrantable tone of superiority. The Adikhari took the Menon’s part and no
doubt a squabble ensued, but it was brought about entirely by the arrogance qf
the Classifier, who must remember in future that amsam officials are certainly ngt Lis
subordinates.” In disposing of certain other complaints brought forward by village
officials against Classifiers, the Collector, so early as 8th May 1891, remarked as
follows :—*¢ At the same time from the number of complaints received on the subject
there appears to be ground for considering that the Classifiers take undue advantage
of their position and demand more than legitimate assistance.  The Special
Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and Malabar, is, therefore, requested to 1ssue strict
injunctions to his subordinates against the detention of the amsam of'ﬁclals longer
than is absolutely requisite for carrying out the work of Settlemer}t.” _ T'he above
facts, I beg to submit, will clearly show that Classifiers, owing to their misbehaviour,
were getting on very badly with the village officials even at the outset of Settle-
ment operations and that the ill-feeling, if any, was not causc_ad, as the Special
Seitlement Officer would have the Board to believe, by my circular dated 10th
Novembey 1891, that is, 8 months after the working o the party in this taluk
commenced and when the classification was allmittedly completed in this taluk as
stated in Special Settlement Officer’s letter to the Divisional Officer, para. 5,
No. 1496, dated 7th November 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix XII (3) to
Mr. Stuart’s report]. Although the Collector said in so many words that village
officials were not the subordinates of Settlement Classifiers as early as 2nd May
1891, I refrained from issuing instructions to them to that effect for eight months
solely to avoid giving any possible room for misunderstanding. 1 was, however, |,
compelled to issue instructions to this effect in my general circular only when the
treatment of village officials by Classifiers became unbearable. It was on the 3rd |
November 1891, that is, a week before the issue of the general circular that the !
Menon of Kodur amsam complained of ill-treatment (which amounted to a .crmunal
offence) he received at the hands of a Classifier. The Menon of Neminl amsam
gomplained officially that Classifier abused him using very coarse language [vide
Appendix VII ()], and I thought it was high time to instruct village _o_ﬁ‘icmls .that
they were not subordinates of Classifiers in accordance with Collector’s instructions.
Further I respectfully beg to state that I am not aware of any authoritative _rule
prescribing the form of address between village officials and Settlement Classifiers,

16. Case No. 14.—The charge in this case is that I issued a general circular

to village officials ineiting them to be disrespectful to the Supervisor by £ Wrongly
informing ” them that the Supervisor has no authority to send orders to them. The
re as follows :—So early as 1st May

circumstances under which I issued the order & ; :

1891 I referred to my Divisional Officer in my report No. 325 Mis [copy of which
forms Appendix XI‘}, (a)] wherein I sought for certam instructions as regards the
official relations of the Supervisor and village officials as one of the Revenue
Inspectors raised that question. In his proceedings, dated 18th May 1891 [copy

|
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forms Appendix XIV (2))'the Collector remarked as follows:—¢¢ 7% Supervisor
certainly has no authority to issue orders to Revenue officials.”” But for fear of creatin p
any misunderstanding, I withheld this order from communicating to the village
officials for nearly seven months. In the.meanwlnle, the Supervisor behaved
himself very_ insolently towards village officials and publicly insulted them on all
possible occasions. He used to intimidate them by saying that their appointment
rested on the  tip of his pen,” meaning of course that he could get them dismissed
if he chose. That Supervisor was capable of such conduct will be evident if a
reference is made to one of his own letters to the Special Settlement Officer, dated

14th January 1892, No. 1855, para. 3, copy of which was sent to my Divisional

Officer (which forms Appendix XXI. to Mr. Stuart’s report). In this letter the

Supervisor described village officials as l)eggm'ly-p‘aul, il.l-edu(:ated Adhikaris and
Menons of a taluk,” and the Special Settlement Officer himself, I am sorry to say,
styled them as  5-rupee dependants of the Tahsildar ” (vide para. 3, letter No. 240,
dated 29th February 1892, copy of wh.i(.'h forms Appendix XX, to Mr. Stuart’s
report). When I saw that village officials were ab_usod by Lj]assiﬁcrs and Super-
visor, I thought it was time to issue cil'.(:ulul' mstructions to village officials on the
lines laid down by the Collector in his Proceedings dated 18th May 1891. In
the absence of any authoritative rule laying dm\jn the form of address in official
communications between village officers and the Supervisor, L respectfully beg to
state that I do not deserve blame for following the instructions issued by Collector
on the subject. I may mention in this connection that this Supervisor (Mr. Damo-
daran Nair), while employed in the Wynaad talu_k, took upon himself to grant
leave to village officials, that while employed in Pdlghat taluk, he struck a
taluk peon for no other offence than that t'he peon went with his shoes on in the
presence of the Supervisor, that the Supervisor had to settle the peon’s case out of
court, that it was this Supervisor who wrote what I cannot but characterize as a
very objectionable memorandum to a Moplah Adhikariin my taluk abusing him for
his ignorance and for wearing shoes in Supervisor’s presence, for not attending to
his (Supervisor’s) personal wants and comforts, and for the Adhikari’s transacting
official business in the amsam cutcherry while the Supervisor was holding office
there. I believe this matter is now before the Board. I 1'()5}1‘)(}(ttf1|l]y' beg to invite
the special attention to the objectionable tone of several letters the Supervisor
wrote to me. Indeed, the tone of his letters to me became so outrageous that the
Special Settlement Officer had himself to remind him not to write offensive letters
to me, in his Proceedings, No. 2373, dated 26th February 1§9‘3 [copy of which forms
Appendix XXV (6) to Mr. Stuart’s report] in which the Special Settlement Officer
made the following remarks :—‘In future in writing to the Tahsildar on any
subject, the Supervisor must be particular to use no expressions likely to cause
offence. Thus the last ten words og 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 the provocation
received by the Supervisor.”

17. Case No. 15.—In this case there is no specific charge against me requiring
an answer. The case relates to an Adhikari of which I reported to the Divisional
Officer in my Ref. No. 1739 Mis., dated 11th May 1892 [copy of which forms
Appendix XV (a)]. b

18. COase No. 16.—In this case it was stated that I strained the Settlement
Rules and showed wanton impertinence towards the Supervisor. The facts of this
case are these :—The Special Settlement Officer stated, in his letter, No. 1496, dated
Tth November 1891 (copy of which forms Appendix XII. (3) to Mr. Stuart’s report],
to the Divisional Officer that classification was almost complete in this taluk, and

that there was therefore no necessity to preseribe hours for the Menon’s attendance
on Classifiers. But in December 1891, I still found the Menon and a peon engaged
on Settlement duty. On inquiry I found the Supervisor and the Ilead Classifiers
wanted the Menons during their inspections. As that was the time for kist
collection and preparation of annual jmnah:mdl accounts, for which I was being
hurried by the Sub-Collector (Jamabandi Officer), I courteously asked the Supervisor

-
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whether th? services of a peon and the Menon were absolutely necessary for his or
Head Clasmﬁer:’s mspection, and if so what work these village officials were expected
to do. I was induced to write this because the Supervisor did not choose to inform
me that he was employing the Menon and a peon on Settlement duty. In his
yadast dated 30th April 1891 [copy of which forms Appendix III. (7)to Mr. Stuart’s
report] the Supervisor stated that he did not know when his inspection would
commence. But when it actually commenced, he failed to let me know about it,
and so I had to write the letter complained of, and I beg to leave it to Board to
judge if I had shown “ wanton impertinence ” towards Supervisor in so doing. In
this connection, I beg to state that it was only at the beginning of Settlement
operations that intimation was given to me for a month or two that Settlement
work was being carried on in such and such amsams on such and such dates, but
this practice was altogether abandoned by Settlement Supervisor and I had to write
to him continually for this information so as to avoid clashing of Settlement with
Revenue work by drawimg away the village officials by each of the departments
gE:Opies of my letter and of Supervisor’s reply form Appendices XXIII. (1) and

XLIL (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report]. The above information was systematically with-

held from me by the Supervisor. If previous intimation had been given to me,

as it should have been, of the places and dates where thg Settlement Party was
working in the taluk no cause for complaint Would have arisen at all.

19. Case No. 17.—In this case the charge is that I sulg)rc?ssod the fact of having
given a general circular to all the Menons in the taluk ordering them not to attend
to Settlement work from 6 to 10 a.m. every day, when I was asked to report a.boug
issuing such instructions, and that I was therefore guilty of “glaring gphmty.
The Special Settlement Officer, in his endorsement, No. 1641, dated 28th November
1891, requested me to report if I had issued instructions to the Menon of Puzhak-
katiri Amsam to attend to revenue work from 6 to 10 a.., and I beg to submit
that I deserved no blame for failing to give what was not asked for by him. It is
true that the Supervisor’s arzi to which the Spec
forwarded to me by him with his endorsement above quoted, but I beg to state
that as 1 was answering the Special Settlement Officer’s reference o me, I took no
notice of the Supervisor’s reference to him. 1 respectfully beg to deny emphati-
cally the charge of ¢ glaring duplicity ”’ so frequently levelled against me by the
Special Settlement Officer without any justification. I have already pomted above
that my circular to the Menons about 6 to 10 A.M. was communicated to my
Divisional Officer the very day it was issued. In this connection I again respect-
fully beg to invite the attention to another incorrect English translation of my

. p : 5 . | d
circular [ which forms Appendix XXIV. (1) to Mr- Stuagi;;sIrsé)ﬁgas X gi\gelrou:; \

the words ‘‘ from 6 to 10 a.m. every day.” The expressi
in the morning.” Tt is much to g’e reyéretted, I bgg to submit, that what I never
said should be put into my mouth by the Special Settlement Officer simply to
make his case stronger against me. In another translation [which forms AI‘)‘pendlx
XIIL (2) to Mr. Stuart’s report] of my circular the expression ux_sed was '‘ eve
morning” and not ¢ every day™ as given in a previous translation. All that I
stated in my circular ordér was that the Menons should attend to amsam work
from 6 to 10 A.M. in the morning. Of course, I intended this to be followed only

#till the jamabandi accounts were completed as the preamble to the order clearly
indicates. This circular order was issued only when classification was almost
completed in the taluk and it remained in force only for about three weeks, after
which it was cancelled, vide order No. 2492, dated 27th November 1891 [copy of
whith forms Appendix XVII. (a)].

20. Case No. 18.—In this case the complaint is that I did not give the Super-
visor certain information regarding a certain anicut in m ta,luk. The Supervmqr
forwarded to me, with his marginal endorsement, the C]gsmﬁer s Tamil report. Th}s
report was very unintelligible and none who knew Tamil and to whom I showed thig

report could exactly say what it meant. I therefore returned to the Supervisor,

with my remarks, in the same manner the Supervisor sent it to me. On the Super-
i licit information, I issued orders to my

Visor again writing to me giving more exp
20

ial Settlement Officer refers was |
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Record-keeper to collect all papers relating to this ani

;)rflﬁ;,ﬁz;li I(I)]fs i;zlxlgz(()llk})d? tzi.lmsam to search fog any rec:rr(llx: ‘tl}tm?t:l(liig?}:obzoff }11?] Yl]]{lg‘g

o N, t}p) I(;i] he m;der to the village officials forms Appendix ‘(){7111010 il

plc s inform‘]tq alghat Tahsildar [copy of which forms Appendix‘XVII'I(ab)%

i g af &on as regards the anicut from the persons who truct )'t
e residents of that taluk. This accounts for the delayci(;??t:‘l:fis(ilinlg

the information till 17th Ma y
y 1892, when I co : i
could get from my office in my letter No. 22I§gu[lgxf;tegftgvgilcehs 1;(;;:;;1?' 1“ Zugii
ppen

XVIII (e)].

21. Case No. 19.—In this case the charge is that

Offi : Ir ]
?:g‘lllil?eli; f))zﬂlg?r’sz }.Troceedmgs, dated l9tﬁ December elf;;?d ;?( )relp;%’othe S 3((3)131
A Pentzlix XIX @) 1'155' In the first of the above Proceedings[copy of wl ful] ic l
o, YT .l(a(/l:] the Special Settlement Officer asked me to II"L?’)O” ]ncn orms
hye m% S ervi:o 1 ug to date prepared Desamwar accounts, Hel b nfuw nu(a,ln()ir

Kuruvan?balem r j\) en orsl(\alment,, No. 1642, dated 19th December 1891. s Oli'wgtr; le
b e ll)usa,n‘x ! enon’s exp]a.nathn for the failure to.ke;e ), ]3.11“ 1fxg
whomsk \;vas buw'f roceedings were received in my office during Chri p Desamw 'ar
was busily engaged with the preparation of the mmua% .b’“]'l':{:::ll:li‘{]n()llda) :;

di accoun

as the Sub-Collector wanted to begin jamabandi imuwdiate]y alibe the Christ
: or the Christn

holidays. Mr. T'wigg commenced the jamabandi in the second week of J 1892
> ) anuary W

148

and I was moving with him constantly 1
t : ¢ . constantly in the taluk till 7th Fe . .
dl:g ??zl;]i?)‘;?ar% 18.? 21 Iﬂrep lied in my report No. 95 [Copy}:)fb\:lb'r};mf‘) 180,
> 1e Special Settlement Officer with reference to his P::-:ncl( (;:fl e Agg::(i
eedings,

19th December 1891, No. 1810, that “ none of my village official bl
, cials were able

repare Desamwar accounts ”’ :
{ p ar accounts ” for the reasons given therein. 1 cannot understand
. annot understanc

10w the Special Settlement Offi rt

: A Cer NOwW re )

answer his i)’ruceedmgs of 19th l)egembernllgzilﬂ Nt?) tl;(él%oard fash: Senin i
- . .

to

to

In my reply to the

q ociﬂ.l S ttle s fice .
o ettlement Officer I made no particular mention of the failure of the Menon
» of the Me

S E 0 pl‘epa!‘@ I_)bﬂanlw u 1
’ ~y 18 none

mply because I had

of

the Menons in my taluk w

he ¢ as able to prepare D e v

: : al 3 esamwar ace

Special Settlement Officer again wanted inf(lm'naticm u]ll)?uttutl::u l‘}):,llll(t)&” f 1\( aorsbre
» Menon of Kuruvam-

of which forms i .
ich forms Appendix I. (2)] giving the necessary information. As regards the

I

list of Railway lands i )
ay lands required by the Special Settlement Officer in his Pr ceedings
. ocee y

No. 2135, dated 30th Janua
: ry 1892, I beg to state tl i
3:2 ?ﬁlﬁx{{ey Il)IQpartmex)t under Collector’s orders un(iat\:{:‘jue l]mts robigsian
in January 1892 the clerk who was in charge ((;rfl ttlllgcvgf l;e zﬁturl]e}?
sts throug

to
to
an

oversight delayed their submissic :
i ¢ ssion to the Special Settle i T i
were, however. submitted to the Special Settlement Oﬂli;glrozrtl :l)f; ‘2021' o }hewllé%t;
nd June

with my report No. 1110 [copy of which forms Appendix XIX ()]

22. Case No. 20.—In thi

. Ly P! s case the charge 1 :

operat : . ge 18 that [ : :

cge(ll'iilnt?snsl\lf({ nfztg Setlt\ililf I(‘llght the Revenue accounts aso}(‘)lsi‘;;géfidint h}(; S“(tit’]enll’igf

SRR o s ot SR aﬁfie(} dl(?ﬂl tOkctober h189(). The Board’s I())::l)‘cezdings

Officer allud in hi 0t know what ace oot ttle
alludes to in his report. I believe they are th:unNt:rfllilﬁib{r)ibl(l):;;esztct(];zrfg

If this be correct, I beg to
y gz to state, that " : \ r
y the accounts were set right so early as October

last and :
vollector (4 explanation, dated 24th March 1892, No. 230, was submitted to the

Collect. 24
ctor (copy of which forms Appendix XX. with one enclosure). I respectfu

1y

beg to invite attention t 3
o this report wherei
were thrown in v ort wherein I have clearly sl seulti
my way by Settlement subordinates and }X)S](;;r({}ﬁ?:ed:gg:gfg

discredit the Reyenue administration

remarks of Rabh o In this commecti ¢

taluk f;rofas?iml;gll) (;ollecg_)r, Mr. Twigg—who did the Lalr?r?uall jlzfﬁa{:;rgllim:? tt]}n'ii

declared by the S e .eizasr ing the state of village and taluk accounts which were
Speeial Settlement Officer to be incorrect Mr. Twigg’s remarks are

as follows :—*¢ Admsam accounts
generally.—The accounts. generally were excellently

kept and show that much pains have been taken.” .

* * & Goneral

remarks.—On the whole, th iti
o, , the condition of the taluk and vill 3
extremely good and the taluk seems to be in excellent order,” i ';ﬁ aell)(z)b:: ?gfnav:l?:
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were made on completion of jamabandi in February last after a careful serutiny of

these accounts for 18 days.

93. Cuase No. 21.—In this case the charge is that I deliberately disobeyed the
Special Settlement Officer’s instructions to have the Desamwar accounts opened and
1 thus caused obstruction to Settlement. It was in his Proceedings, No. 1961, dated
17th March 1891, that the Special Settlement Officer first asked me to instruct

Karnams to prepare Desamwar accounts from their Amsamwar accounts and these
lage officials on the 18th May 1891. As

instructions were communicated to the vil

Settlement operations were in full swing from March to October 1891 as also the

Survey sub-division work and the pymash of modan and gingelly cultivation, the
reparation of Desamwar accounts up to

®enons had hardly any time to spare to the é) d
the ireparatwn of annual jamabandi

that date. When these works were close ar
hich lasted till the first wee of February last. In the mean-

had also to be attended to, earlier in 1891 as the
collection of a portion of revenue of the previous fasli was suspended owing to scarcity.
Further, the gpecial Settlement Officer did not ask me for any of the Desamwar
accounts till the end of 1891, and I therefore thought that there was no pressing
necessity to take this work in hand as the Mgmm’s time was fuily occupied other-
wise. There were also other causes that stood in the way of preparing the Desamwar
accounts. Beyond stating that Desamwar accqunts shou]q be repare(.] from Amsam-
war accounts the Special Settlement Officer did not specify the particular accounts
91, when the Special Settle-

he wished to be so dealt with. On the 19th December 18 t
ment Officer asked me, for the first time, 10 his Proceedings No. 1810 [copy of which
ficials prepared Desamwar accounts,

forms Appendix XIX. ()] how man village © I
I replie {;im in my rel()o)r]t No. 95/Cind D, dated 21st January 1892 [copy 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 attend to 1t and secondly
that no clear instructions were issued as to the accounts Wln_ch reququd to be written

in his Proceedings, No. 2417,

Desamwar. In reply the Special Settlement Officer,

-1 oodh I ¢ § which forms A pendix XXI. (a)], informed me
dated 29th February 1809 [copy et yIz)f all the Revenu(; accounts for

that what he wanted was that ¢« g certified cOp l
the fasli written up Desamwar,” without further delay. As several accounts were
hich could not be of the slightest use to the Settlement

maintained in the amsams W 14 b g
Department and as the preparation of all these accounts would cost much time,
ete list of all the Revenue

i .. I thought it better to submit a compl .
e e tho emsamd o cial Settlement Officer and to request him to

accounts kept in the amsams to the Spe ) ot
3 - sred to be written Desamwar. This list I sub-
mark those that were actually require 0 Pated 6th i %(;Opy o

‘ttod with 1 . 320/C and
mitted with my re ort, No / B the Special Settlement Officer’s Proceed-

; i i S 51 ived : -
forms Appendix XX I ()] q Marglrll liegc;év[copy of which forms Appendix XXI. (¢)]

. . .’ 2n ’y SN

1'}%;‘5 gl‘qr(;ezt'ﬁ):x,- ed?lti‘:-gd2particular8- I brought to the notice of the Divisional Officer
all the correspondence that passed between me and the Special Set't]el(rluéx‘ltuOfﬁce,r
regarding the reparation of Desamwar accounts, and in reply I receive X ect(:ix: A
Proceedings, No. 423-R/GL., dated 25th April 1892 (copy of which forms Appen
XXI. (d)]in which I was asked to intorm the Special Settlement Officer that E;'epa‘ra-
tion of Desamwar accounts by the Eresent.sl‘aﬁ would occupy some months.” The
Board will be thus pleased to-see that I did ot deliberately disobey the Special
Settlement Off eer’s instructions and the prepa,ratlon_ of Desamwgr accounts was not
T e with simply owing to causes over which I had o control. dIn this
connection 1 respectfully beg to ram 458 st? egli:alr:ttiﬁgtl(i):: (I)f‘iltglixea? (:;Zliuktong]‘:

. - - eIl «
following significant fact. The Settlem P d yet up to date % ey enlaais

leted before they were extended to this taluk an
zgg:}:x:t: of the following village accounts, which I have been asked to grepare for

this taluk, have not yet been prepared and furnished by the Palghat Tahbsildar:——

accounts commenced, W
while, the Revenue collection

5. Fugitive cultivation.

6. Escheat lands.

7. Lands paying quit-rent.
8 Inam lands.

1. Pattaprathi.

5. Nilam.register.

3. Cowle lands.

4. Railway lands. |
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vide his letter No. 5276, dated 4th July 1892 [copy of which form % X

(¢) . 1f the Settlement operations of Palghat l;alllx) could have suéefe%pﬁﬁ({iﬁsﬁi{(f
tion by the non-preparation of Desamwar accounts, I do not know, I respectfull .‘
beg to submit, what special circumstances existed in this taluk which obstructczrl
the Settlement work for want of these accounts. These accounts are, I beg to
submit, too numerous and some of them are very bulky that they could not be

prepared Desamwar without much time and labour.

24, Case No. 22.—In this case the charge is that I spoke disres ectfully and
disparagingly of the Special Settlement Officer, his subordinates, and the Settlement
operations both publicly and habitually. This charge is stated to be founded only
on hearsay evifi)ence. I deny the charge in fofo. 1 am not
submit, for what others stated. In this connection I beg to state for the information
of the Board the following fact. No sooner the Special Settlement Officer submitted
his report accusing me of the above charges (the report was dated from Cherpal-
cheri—the head-quarter of my Deputy Tahsildar) than the Settlement Supervisor,
in whose handwriting a portion of the report was written, began to spread the news
in my taluk and he publicly stated that I was going to be reduced as a Taluk
Sheristadar. Hearing this news a pensioned first-class Sub-Judge wrote me a letter
coptaining 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 valuable 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, I humbly trust, convince the Board how
facts were distorted with a view to put me in the wrong.

25. With reference to the remarks made in para. 27 of the Special Settloment
Officer’s report, wherein I was accused of having obstructed the progress of Settle-
ment operations by granting long leave to permanent Menons, by appointing acting
Menons who were unable to give the necessary informations, b fyrequently changing
the acting Menons, by permitting the Menons to appoint their private clerks as
their substitutes to assist the Classifiers, by declining to grant leave to Menons
who were really sick and unable to dé any work, and by delaying to appoint acting
Menons when permanent Menons were unable to attend to Settlement work, &ec.,
I beg to state that the charge being of a very sweeping nature, I am unable to meet
it adequately and I can onfy show to the Board in a general way that I never did
anything of the kind. The Board will kindly observe from Appendix II. () to my
report that I, instead of granting long leave to permanent Menons, insisted upon
such of them as were on %eavo so early as June 1891 to return to duty at once to
assist Settlement operations and threatened them with dismissal in case of failure :
Appendix XXIII (), which is copy of a letter I addressed to the Supervisor, will; I
trust, convince the Board that I was not guilty of the charge of which I was accused.
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 those
amsam officials.. From this it will be clear that I did not want to grant leave to
the village officials in whose villages Settlement work was going on: Appendix
XXIII (4), which is also copy of another letter 1 addressed the Supervisor in
which I requested him to let me have a list of the amsams in which the Settlement
work was completed and also of the amsams in which it was progressing so that
I might decide whether memoranda should or should not be given to the Karnams
when they were summoned by me for Revenue work. I was obliged to address
this letter to the Supervisor as I was com letely kept in the dark as to the places where
the settlement work was going on and I had therefore constantly to askthe Supervisor
for 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 Settlement
'subordinates and what difficulty I had to administer one of the admittedly most
troublesome taluks in this district. I am not competent either to grant leave to village

officials for more than a fortnight or to ap(goint substitutes. Both have to be done,
as the Board is aware, by the %)ivisional flicer. If the Special Settlement Officer

had given specific instances wherein 1 did all that he said I had done, I should
have been able 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
]éroduction of a medical certificate.” Nowhere in his report to the Board does the
pecial Settlement Officer make the slightest allusion to the motive which must
have actuated me to obstruct Settlement—a charge so persistently and vehemently
made. In one place he, however, states that “I and my fagnly are wealf.:h
janmis of an adjacent taluk,” and it is our desire in common with others, officials
and non-officials, to obstruct Settlement as it will bring out “ remarkable revela- |,
tions.” I admit that my family owns extensive property, but I respectfully beg to |
submit that I have no fear whatever that that fact would in any way aﬁegt mX |
soffigal position or that Settlement would bring out any i remarkable revelations, \
as is imagined b;{ the Special Settlement Officer. It is all very easy to make
insinuations, but*l beg permission to challenge my accuser to produce an iota of
evidence to show that I acted in other than honorable Waffs during my service
extending over twenty-one years. My work was favorably noticed by a}l thg
Collectors and Divisional Officers under whom I have had the honour to serve an
even Mr. Stuart himself noted with approbation the good work I did mhconue(iz;tu?cn
with the Wynaad Settlement when I was Tahsildar there. In a le‘fitel:ch efvvﬁ‘o e to
Mr. Winterbotham [copy of which forms Appendix XXIIL. (¢)] he made the following

ks ¢ is uni Shoing to your notice the good work per-
remarks: ¢ I take this opportunity of bringing to ¥ b nbdwiartha

formed by the Tahsildar Mr. Ananta Pattar and his subo i gyt

appended list during the time th(ﬁr were u\%der my orders. Tlli; v;’:;lav;f i vy
Vi tamabandi = naad was unusua ) h

with the last jamabandi of the Malabar-Wy L {his sequifed um divided

Settlement was introduced at the recent J amabandi, ;
attention both in and out of office hours.” What could have induced me to change

front now and obstruct Settlement in Walawanad from the very day I set my foot
there, I can only leave the Board to find out.

26. Before closing this I beg to place certain facts whic
t and discourtesy

convince the Board with what contem A .
Special Settlement Officer. e for thepﬁ_rst time found fault ‘lzlt]\l?meaZgnatIl-lI?;
which he had seen perhaps a thousand times before.wlule int : to);lr]le [c'o Pt
remarks about my signature contained in a PrO.Ceed‘mg§ he i ol I?i}ero-
which forms Appendix XXIIIL. (d)] are as follows :—* It is o.lzserl\ 911 A (g
¥1yphic seribble purporting to be the Tahsildar’s signature 18 W lﬁ ycan gwn tin
1¢ 1s unable to sign his name L S

h, I humbly trust, will
1 was treated by the

so that it can be read in Englisl

future in his vernacular provided the latter is legible.” f[.‘ll}s,.III:espectfelall'l(laymg(ei%-
to submit, cannot fail to convince the Board how most trivial tnng(;»fﬁvzer g
subject of offensive remarks against me by the Special Settlement i
letter [copy of which forms Appendix XXIIL (¢)] which the Specia 5 i

Offi vy Divisi hich the latter communicate
cer wrote to my Divisional Officer and W oo ngainst me an d 'y

Y
.
e

T s ———

explanation, the following disparaging remarks Wereahsildar 8 Walawansd an 41

subordinates without any justification :—** That t.he 'Y

his subordinates should not have taken action w}ulst the b
put down by the Survey Department were being remove . ‘_
purposes, ¢.g., blocking up water-courses, only prove their unfitness for their respective

ficials knew next

oundary stones recently
d and used for private

y ‘tion. i f the amsam otficials
official position It is undoubtedly true that many o iy that the |

to nothing of what is going on in their amsams, and it is equally ¢

Tahsildar’s visits to spots off the main lines 0

¢ roads are like those of the angels.
so long will Government |

i te i i to continue : .
As long as this state of things is allowed to 4 and unwarranted will be

interests suffer.” That this attack was quite unmerite
evident if a reference is kindly made to my €p '
Appendix XXIIT (/)] submitte(i, to the Divisional Officer. I strongl{ Plo’(ifﬁted
against such remarks being made by an officer who, I thought, was not m irect

] ks wd ing any inquiry. I also took
aperior, in ignorance of facts and before making 2
official suj g 15 roceedings instead of

e Ly . : ) ding me
objection to the Special Settlement Officer’s sending No. 269 [vide copy of my

memorandum as directed in Board’s Standing Order ) ‘
' f his communications to me as well

report forming Appendix XXIIL (g)]. Inmosto 5

lanation [copy of which forms |

[

\K
]
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- 9. In conclusion I most respectfully beg to repeat that T

e
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as to my Divisional Officer, the Speci
pecial Settleme :
\ 1111111vira§ra'ntedhpersonal remarks of which I i?rgg%a?lﬁgefom;de I]I)l.os.t offensive and
wilﬁ) egnlxg the tone of my replies I earnestly and respectfully b i g
| pleased to consider the violent language e

1 il
ment Officer towards me. On one or two occas?o:: ys used by the Special Settle-

b ot ok 60 g’ bl TREAT Eok ad the Special Settlement Officer

L Of this: ;
o - Divisional Officer [co%y of my report forms Appendix th)}illgﬂl ((,3‘())311 Pkﬁnﬁd tsotgle
- () ). 1e Settle-

; | ment subordinates had not been influenced by the atti
| attitu ¢ i
:}fglgoggcﬁ; assur_nf;d towards_ me frqm thye very ou‘cs(e};3 IWe}:rlnd;l;Tee t?l‘)ecml o ‘
el veln}ls ehaved himself either towards me or my sul d‘_‘i‘t none of t y
! B ;)rr.np (zluilps would have been consigned to oblivion In)(')cr I{mtcs and
By T }1lenS stnlp with the local Revenue officials as laid ;iowns'ea(} B!
o with’ e Settlement Party commenced from the very first t tm Ff i
| s positive contempt and as their own subordi e
e rdmates and this was very

R————

27. Several of the cases brought agai
gainst me by the i
?ﬁfgs r:(])a:lt: t? smz?ll personal matters and matt};rs ong)I?i(itiil(ImS:’::ﬂgncnt i s
e full 4 o tc(imequndence and mte?pretation of Settlemént LR ?S it
obstructed}:ch eg (i eave it to Board to decide whether they could 1 o B
‘ e real Settlement operations as was repeated] T Myl
Settlement Officer. B ) B O, Ghe S{)Odul

28. Copy of every correspendence that pas ‘
sed b .
| %tgitgg?lgﬁg O()fgﬁ(;r‘twerf from the very conlnlenl(;)exnent gfxvl‘)’ﬁleir:ter(]ll?c e ’th'e_ Sppcml
'; 6 e ¢ ork.rom. time to time so that they might knowol B
e instznces WorI 1{)11g in this taluk apd how I was harassed 1 .ltow tlxe e
e i Conec:(v)e;s Thamed for anything done by me either by 1t Not in one
the Settl spretie ere were some delays in furnishin .y.my l.)lV}Sl()rnul
sttleinent:Officersy- bt they sxoes puf ¥ g certain informations to

¢ ely out of S0 :
from pressure of other work in the taluk, buty I respeggfutfﬁ;b:ggo Itl(()1 (Ill 24 cm}ltm] and
eny that these P

delays“were ““ deliberate ” as pointed out by the Special Settlement Off;
icer.

act so as to obstruct Settleme o

X ¢ nt. On the contrary, I dj b BSOS B
ziz(:‘rds forming appendices to this will prove to helyp, tlmdld o my power os the
every way by issuing strict and timely orders to Doogrose of Settlement in

: i m rdi
n my anxiety to see that my taluk administration ydis(li1 bl?:)(th:&t;:}s. tlt Pl
r

certain orders to my subordinate : i
. . s to attend t ~ or that I issued
slightest obstruction to the Settlement wo:k. °[hand not with a view to cause ‘;‘1«10

1 :
for the last five years I have Leen a Tahsild have twenty-one years’ service and

f 1 Ya « g ar and l 11 :
of Chirakal, Wynaad, Calicut and Walawan4d, givinémcrgni(l})rlzgg sli?tlt ];0 ft(_)ur taluks
: staction to my

superiors. I most humbly beg f 881

e g for permission to state ; i

%‘Vr;: Btm1tsfccirtune that I was transferred to this taluk vtrllellc that it was Shin &
arted and when the relation of the hea en the Settlement wor{

:
|
|
‘ Collector became strained i d of the Sett] i
. ; SO hes ement Party w
i ) my case in the hands of my sup elriortsl.lese humble representations I beg ‘thol tlllezt:\lr:
F

APPENDIX IV (). !

Proceepines of the Collector of Malabar, dated Karimala
H

e

1st M
Read the following papers :— ay 1891.

Endorsement dated, 20th Apri
: pril 1801, of the Special A ssisf
f:irt : ionrgercz r:g:p OZYIZ‘LD‘:;&HM rg ahsild }?r,s report, ff;:zt(llnt‘lg?lli?ftor, lﬁ[a}ab{\}r, forwardin
cor seburding € 4  1dem, Ref, . 284 -
A the Adhikari and Menon o Pazlfmanz; zllnnﬁlo;]nt & Clamtder B NagOb&OR"'S‘;:é:i‘;};t
by i .
oczoigin st,ﬂd%ted li?tlg March 1891, No. 1953, of the Special Asg;
and 31 aber, placing the Adhikari of Pansmanns Lug Bmstant Collector, Nilgiris
nduct towards Classifier B, Ragoba Roa. % under suspension for gross

i APPSO
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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, Wa!a.wané,d taluk, “ for
ross misconduct towards Classifier B. Nagoba Rao’”’ and has at the same time called upon .the
iienon of the same amsam to show cause why he should: not be' severely pun;shed fo’: having
failed to give Classifier B. Nagoba Rao the necessary assistance 10 the execution of his public

duties.

These Proceedings were passed on the report of the Classifier and in anticipation of inquiry.
But the inquiry which has been made, as desired by the Special Assistant Collector, in the
. t foundation and was therefore

resence of the Classifier, shows that the report Was entirely withou

‘alse and malicious. bly insisted on the"

3. The facts of the case appear to be that the Classifier most unreasonably insisted on the
Menon copying certain notices late one evenin%, lost his temper i ti]eblM ftano: ;?lglhgn?g;};ld
make the copies next morning, and addressed the Menon in an unw}?rran 9‘ 3 8nt 3 wag brou gt
The Adhikari took the Menon’s part and no _doubt that a squabble tc:nrsu_e ,fu}clure e lpes s%.m
about entirely by the arrogance of the Classifier, who must remember iz

officials are certainly not his subordinates. the conduct of the

4. Such being the circumstances of the case a8 ('alicited. by inquiry .

Classifier in not contenting himself with a report to _hls 1m1pedmt8 sﬁpe:lgr;vﬂﬁx ?f;dcg}]z::l%:;‘;
but sending a copy of that report direct to the Special A§smta1;1ﬁ *to' ec.ow Finally, the falsity
not justified by any urgency, shows that he had some ulterior 0 ]05 l(l)lnvéﬁe 'L 3th Marc,h, oS
;)lietl{(; t(ﬁuﬁwlqint is still further proved by the fact that it was ma h(i) n the L Pasamanna o

arch the Classifier had assured the Depui:_zf11 Tgf}_’flisclil:;,il?réhvzt S 3 10 complaint o PTG

questioned him regarding the conduct of the ams¥
against him. . .

5. On the merits of the case therefore the order passed by the -Spem}a;l iss;isﬁuné(glgf:ﬁ:
must be set aside and the Adhikari must be reinstated. At the same time thieh :r . El et
bound to observe that the order was iu itself ultra vires. Any ¢ %mplaéntsuv:t :est with the o%cers
amsam officials will be inquired into pron:f)tly, but their puu};hmen' 111110 doubt that punishment
of the district, who are invested with jurisdiction over them. b (:;r:l:s oedinates in the Settle-
will be duly inflicted if such complaints are proved to be true, 'fuf : e su S et
ment Party should, after the present instance, be warned that, if false comp )

bo necessary to protect amsam officials by instituting criminal proceedings-

y ‘ UMMERGUE,
(Signed)  J: W Acting Collector.

To the Special Assistant Collector, ﬁ[nlabar and Nilgiris.
»

» - alabar.

(True Copy-)

Forwarded to the Tahsildar of Walawandd for information and guidance.
(Signed) ~ J- K. BA’_I‘TEN,
6th May 1891 Acting Special Assistant Collector.

——

APPENDIX 1V (). .
ankd, to the Special Assistant

Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawand
From M.EAy Collector, dated 8th October 1891, Ref. on C. No. 2128 C.&D.

i itted to
i : Jast, copy of which was already submi
AL e Ijto. %{20%9,1&1?030%%&0%}Bt??llsgd 2n21 ixll)stanii, the Special (fettle;:;;t glf}‘i:gez
: . iy e ver complaints are made 4g
o ot o 2 i, e el i 2o
e . !

%13;;;32 ogmnute from m){) 1dir{>0‘cbs;z(upertiorts},1 'Isrz%;ﬁs%et’&lzgx fﬁ%ﬁggr’rgowzfﬁ ::fer Hireghyo
| i - e ; . . .
pelient. I,Idhggso‘:t);nz)(ﬁﬁaig{solt} geﬂéi]ec;nent srl)lbordinates against village officers and to direct

i i i :ghment to him instead of to my superiors.
me to submit my recommendation for their punis e B g

to request that the Special Settleme g i
that ?n }u!tl\lfr?a ]ﬁfsgoo(;m%uict}tions m?y betism}t n:rtn d;;?gtigx?s?%oﬁtt}t};ﬁﬁ% Iinszuzﬂgg;!:}'uscl}lt?sgo:g
:r(:et hu'tl;.‘the%;gggu?: 111]3)3 23?111;23 ‘:)(;r t%?ﬂpéggl()Setﬂement.Ofﬁ cer o}f1 dimcﬂy':ongfmtlgﬁ%%ng swith
me on s:cﬁ matters 1s found very {nconvenient as I am driven to the necessity ng you

inquiry &




Juy 1804, T bog to submit this roy explanation tegarding the non '
| | -preparation of certain states

‘been prepared desamwar as directed by him, and so I worded my report ambiguously %
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now and then with references whenever I find occasion to di
views. All this can be avoided if the Special Settlement Oici)i(if fsr ::l(imcll i Ratllampab Ofoar's
you and not direct to me except on matters routine. oo gomumumisnte throngh

From M.R.Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tahsildar of Walawanid, to th
(through the Special Assistant Collector of Malabar) dated V%Coﬂeetor of Malabar
1892, Ref. on U. No. 1287 C.&D. ’ alawanad, 29th July

n returning herewith the papers forwarded with your foot-
July 1892, on copy of Revenue Board’s Proceedings, Reference 01;:1 (g:ng'(;i '{\12(? g‘éi;?.:idated i
s , dated 25th

ments requ.n'ed by the Special Softlement Officer in his letter N
1891, copy of which was forwarded to me for compliance. 0. 1591, dated 20th November

9. Out of 15 statements required by the S ecial Settleme )
with my report No. 9554, dated 29th FebruaryP1892, and pro;llgsgiﬂi:: T I dﬂubmltted to him 9
viz., Nos. 11, 12 and 15, in due course. In this report, I also stated tl:t:tl 3 more statements,
submitted to the Collector regarding the other statements, viz, 1, 2 and 7 % separate arzi was
Collector, dated 99th February 1892, Ref. on O. No. 2554 C.&D., para. 3 o, n 1111)- report to the
ments Nos. 1 and 2 could ot be prepared as no desamwar hocounits’ Were me ﬁt‘“}ed that state-
statement No. 7 could only be prepared from huzur, as necessary materials d?(lln ained and that
taluk. The Special Settlement Officer’s present complaint, so far as it concern not exist in the
that, I so ambiguously worded my report No. 2554, dated 29th Februar 1§9$e’§°€ms to be
snduced to think that my inability to farnish him with statements Nos. 1 2{mdt7 , that he was
not having the necessary records and that these records were in the dolleetor: w?; due to my
my inability to furnish statements Nos. 1 and 2 was really due to the taluk aecoir?ts (fc,)tvﬁ:fr}?as
- vin

respectfully beg to state that report No. 9554 (.&D., dated 29th Febr 0 :

gaid to have been ambiguously worded, was prepared and submitted to tﬁgr}ér,leig:f gl?,:lh A
Officer by my sheristadar, while T was absent in Calicut to attend the Taluk Beard Me t,ement
the 29th” February last. The omission to prepare desamwar accounts formed a se ae(? tmg e
against me in the report of the Special Settlement Officer to the Board of Revenue ﬁaigde 30(3L oy
April 1892, No. 61, and 1 explained that omission in my report No. 1102 C.&D_: dated 29?1]1

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 12
No. 1 is the desamwar statement showing the area of Government, inam and poramboke In

this district, there is no register of poramboke }naintained. As regards the Government and
inam lands, there are two registers * maintained

in the taluk which purport to give
information, the extent of each item of permanently-assessed wet an({) gr&)rden 1agnds, li?;;;%igglmr-
but on carefully examining these registers, I found the columns headed * Desam and egtenty g
omitted against innumerable items of lands pymashed in early times in several amsams, and 50
these registers proved practically useless for preparing statement No. 1. T 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 eaph
containing 600 to 700 pages, relating to 98,994 1tems of lands, lying in 318 different desanf
T earnestly beg that a reference be made to & Pattaya Prathi book, so that some idea ma 'bs.
formed asto the extent of difficulty of prepanng statement No. 1 from it. No. 2 is the lstya,te‘i
ment showing desamwar pepulation, houses, cattle, pattas and ryots.* The census of 1881 was
not taken desamwar, The census of 1891 was tul.(en desamwar, but its result has not yet been
communicated to the taluk. At present, there is no record in the taluk to give dZsamvzﬂar
population. The census of cattle was never taken desamwar at any time, and unless a fresh
census is now ordered, desamwar particulars of cattle cannot be obtained. "Pattas were issued
only amsamwar and they could not be split.desamwar. At present, a patta comprises all the
lands, owned by a single individual, lying 1D 80 RIESAT, without any reference to desam in
which the lands lie. These were the reasons for my stating that statements Nos. 1 and 2 could
not be prepared in the taluk., There are materials only for preparing desamwar statements of
houses and ryots.
4. As regards the non-pre aration of statements Nos, 11, 12 and 15, I respectfull
state that the clerk who wusp cr}l)trusted with their preparation, through m; Overgghf, dgl:;gdti(;
and, no reminders having been received from the Special Seftlement Officer, the matter was lost
mihh.of 1l now. 1 greatly regret the delay. The statements Nos. 11, 12 and 15 were
submitted on the 25th July 1892. '

¢ Nilam register, Paramba register.

L
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5. No instructions were issued to d i
C \ prepare desamwar accounts as suggested by the Special
%eté:lemegt l\(I)fﬁcer in his letter No. 143 A., dated 18th September 189g()g: In oi.)rrcular grder,
: ef. Ogh . No. 68'11 R., dated December 1890, jssued from huzur, Tahsildars were required only
o see that all fasliwar charges were entered in the Pattaya Prathi against each item of land, that
£ym%h numbers were entered in the Pattaya Prathi, and that nilam and paramba registers were
hept correctly. These instructions, which were received during my predecessor’s time, appear to
ave been carried out as far as possible. I was transferred to this taluk only in April 1891.

From J. K. BATTEN, Esq., Acting Special Assistant Collector of Malabar, to the Collector
of Malabar, dated M#lépuram, 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 O.&D. and_ Ref. on C. No. 1237 C.&D., both dated 29th July 1892, called for in your
ondorsements 3063 R-02, dated 14th June 1892, and No. 796 O.&D., dated 5th July 1892.

ahsildar as having been sent to me for orders,

apers, as well as
§o. 161, dated

3 There are certain papers referred to by the T
without orders having been passed. I have the honour to state that all such p
those referred to by the Special Settlement Officer in his letter to the Board
3uth April 1892, as having been sent by me to the Collector for orders, have been referr(fdd bty me; [
ates of |

from time to time to the Collector for orders. 1f necessary 1 can state the numbers an

my references to the Collector.
3. The Special Settlement Officer makes certain remarks regarding me in paras. 14 and 22
of his letter to the Board, No. 161, dated 30th April 1892. He states that I have
myself to be effaced” and that he presumes i i i
Tahsildar to the Collector, instead of dealing with them myself, T was acting U7 .
ne’s instructions. He continues: “If Mr. Batten is not acting under any instructions, he
» apparently afraid of the Tahsildar and too timid to take effective action t0 promote the publie
interests.” 1 respectfully beg to take exception to these remarks. I did, as @ matter of fact,
receive instructions, both written and verbal, from Mzr. Dumergue to forward speh pa}gers to_ham 3
but as the charges were so serious that I could mot, if T considered them ostablished, have myse 1|
adequately dealt with the Tahsildar’s conduct, I should have in any ©ase reforred them for!
the decision of the Colleotor. The Special Settlemors Ofiooe’s suggestion that 1 may havo heet
afraid of the Tahsildar is, I respectfully beg to submit, most uncalled for and injurious.

Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and
13th May 1891, No. 283
your Proceedings, NO- 399 R.,

fhicials to render the Settlement
I they obey that

From A. E CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special
Malabar, to the Collector of Malabar, dated (oimbatore,

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of copy of
dated 8th May 1891, and to thank you for directing the amsam 0
officials all the necessary assistance as preseribed in the Settlement Manual.
direction, nothing more is expected or required of them by this department.

ment of (Grumastah

2. As observed by you, there is not the slightest necessity for the appoint
Menons in the Walawandd taluk, and the entertainment of such men is not appl‘OVGd of by the
Board of Revenue. I am ata loss to understand why the present Tgahsildar of Wnla.wa.né.d
should have recommended the employment of these men, for i 'of the kind recently
made to me by him, I pointed out that there was no necessity for
An extract from my Proceedings, No. 162, dated 91st April 1891, containing My
subject 18 appended for your information. .

ister for 175 acres—wet and

" 3. Bach Classifier is required t i it his re !
et shd white B, e gdimu‘y month, each Classifier

dvg—daily. Taking 24 days as the number of working days in an or

ald complete some 4,200 acres in 8 month, There are few amsame of greater extent.
i g flicials would not

quently, provided the amsam officials give the requisite 8id each set of amsam 0
be required to assist the Classifier for glore thanez 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 conditi : ms, with which many of thom appear to
quai onditions of their ame/t "q "y ot Jive within the Jimits of their

be inadequately familar. loreover, some of these officials S
ect.

jurisdiction—a course which I believe is opposed to explicit orders on the subj
o of their position or

4. T am not aware that the Classifiers have taken any undue advanta X
have demanded more than legitimate assistance. Striect instructions have been _lssued frequently
on the subject, and if any suoh case were established against any of the Classifiers, I should be
lad to punish them geverely. I am again issuing strict orders on the subject and should be glad
inates you would kindly furnish me with

{f on receipt of complaints against any of m subord
particulars, so that the necessary inqui)rries andy action may be {aken, 1may state that 1 have been
22
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8. I append (marked B, C and D) copies of papers submi ' Rl
.ol e o W i })en?hels s;u mitted by the Menon to th ; | 4 14. For hi 1 :
: : : » 18 \ o the (] ‘ . For his absence from Set

LT e T Rl w1 o ey el T * RCT g s i e A S e
- 8 ofore the 31st August,” that he was therefore goi utcherry with all the : and for none of these dates has he produced any memoranda showing when he was pe mitted to
;ﬁiﬁaﬁteno If,x(lltilst%a,t I:ie 1;\;}Zould return ,for Settlement work on the gt}lxnigdg};ere (‘) to-morrow the 8th ‘ resume his Settlement duties by I1?,he Subordiglate Revenue of’ﬁciulsg to whom he su?y; he went.
. disobeyed the Tahsildar’s order, if he ever xeceived such, direet; n his own showing ‘ Of his absence on the 13th August, when he says he was suffering from stomach-ache, I have
y directin ‘ taken no notice. For his absence on’ parts of the lst and 2nd September without leave ,and for
6 to 10 o’clock .., the responsibility

taluk cutcherry “ before the 31st August ” and it i bi
gust ”’ and it is not apparent LCUIg bim to go to th ‘ :
P how his disobedience justiﬁes his absence from Settlement work on suceeeding days from
rests with the Tahsildar whom I must ask you to be good enough to deal with. I shall be obliged

his absence on the 8th and 9th Septembe
ptember.
9. In Appendix D, dated 4th September 1
. ptember 1891, the Meno ' o :
sison o Taed o b Beientngt e T whete ok the 11;1-:1;31-'(26(1;0 the Classifier that the . by your furn_1shmg me with a copy of your order in respect of him at your early convenience for
he was in attendance on the Tahsildar on those days, admittedly witholullt %‘;Ptembeg was because the information of the Board of Revenue.
ving obtained leave.

It is significant that the Tahsildar makes no mention of this i
. . th i 1
s o it th Vg o 4 Svtomtr. The St s g ‘
utcherry on the and 9th September, and, as hi Hmits that he t O >
to the Classifier. This appendix is notéworthy. It cgntfis: c:(fe’ Appendix C was furnjfﬁgd ¥ \" ;
Py of the Tahsildar’s order r From Méléi&gﬁegé &§AN§4A1 I}))ATT%%’ r{lf 12?“‘1“ (zlftvgagw'&lgli Talul:i’ fgtlfhl\? S‘pe(%al
cer, alabar an ou anara, date erintalamanna, ovember

No. 3518, dated 24th Apri : . : :
ate pril 1891, in which the village officials, to whom it is ad Seihct i
1591, Ref. on C. No. 2371 C.&D.

gllgls]tz Ifffoﬁgil.:kupam}l:lba);r:re ’dire(:;edhto take all their accounts to the taluk cutch i
L ing each quarter” and this is explained by the instrueti cherry “in the i .
submitted “in th t ( ;i , Instruction that th s
e months of October, January, April and July.” It is manifest tha?,th?}s“i‘tlflglge I beg to acknowledge receipt of your Proceedings, No. 1486, dated Tth instant, and, in reply,
i to state that it is quite true that I issued instructions to the Arakkuparamba Amsam Menon to
m 1st September last, as I found on that day,

should have proceeded to the taluk cutcherry with hi

U y with his accounts for the - ]

’(]ll‘uleng July 1891 and for the quarter ending September 1891 in thqujléflfill‘leg;h 1(1)g el > attend to his rev k f e

his order was therefore no excuse for the Menon to leave his Settlement work f(():ltzo Eﬁr tSI()Ik | e, Shat tho jamabun 20
e talu

when I visited the village, that the jamabandi accounts of fugitive cultivation for current fasli
n and that the ordinary amsam work

were not ready, as they should have been, for my inspectio
the Menon to do the Settlement work

cutcherry on the 8th and 9th September 1891 Moreover, i
. e ) ' 1 . , if there was no oth .
iu?]ecttfihe g{' HOR s excuse in Appendix B that he had been directed to go to the ?:Zh?l;d; rto;]] e 4 was not attended to on account of the Classifier insisting on
efore the st Aungust was untrue. He should have gone before 81st Jul utcherry | f P2 ¥ . Triakr 8. LAgReL G 18 ) Y
e s for tho quastor ending 30th June 1891 or not until Octob st July 1891 with his ‘ rom six in the morning to six in the evening to the exclusion of all other works. As such a
quarter en ding 30th September 1891, THs Loing i Baptatbis wa;) n(j)l;: ;m:}l: his accounts for the state of t.lung.s;, if allowed to continue, cox.ﬂd not but .seri(-)usly interfere \‘v1th thel re\fel.lue adminis-
o sbosittod as his justification. As the Settlement work in hi uthorised by the records » tration of this taluk, for which I am primarily responsible, 1 deemed it necessary, in the public
1st August 1891, the Merols Eailurado meintain e revenns 1n his amsam did not begin until ' intorests and to save myself from being blimed by my superiors, to issue an order to the Menon
e e sl adni wssiadk b W o hlz}ge:lllltl)l(;c:dlqan?ot be attributed to ' th(:i_t he sh(zlulél devoie a portion of his time, least inconvenient to Settlement work, for }lluslleg{tmlllate
: i ke ; KGO8 ‘ ordinary duties. If fugitive cultivation is not inspected when the crop is on the land, their
i 11(()1 The seconfl orderkof the Tahsildar contained in Appendix C is the best refutation of th pymash and azmash become very difficult and both Government and ryots’ interests suffer. In
ahsildar’s general remarks regarding Settlement work having obstructed the ordina o 3 several amsams where Settlemént work is in progress these works are now sadly in arrears owing
ﬁc;rk(; As bettlf.n(’%t tﬂ)eratlgn(? s:'ffeot every item of land i.n an amsam it is difficult 11;‘37 s::an gﬁ to the Menons’ services not being available and the p’rogress of revenue collection is also affected
w'tﬁ lt]tsl eléglagf?" st b(;me:h uty are prevented from doing their own work. ‘T'heir presence <, , by the same cause. I have asked my Divisional Officer to devise in consultation with you some
i o Classifiers enables them fo acquire a much more intimate knowledge of their a - plan by which, the settlement, the survey, and the revenue works may be carried on without
than many of them ever possessed before. In the second order referred to, the Tahsildar Eauup rejudice to any of them. I am supposed to complete all jamabandi accounts for current fasli
that certain accounts for fasli 1300 (which expired on 30th June 1891) ha,d ok Backs writItmtmes Eefore the end of this month, but this year through absence of Menons on settlement and survey
e;(lm on 3rd Augugt ]'891-—hthci date of the order. As Settlement operations in Walawan4d i’;lsﬁ ! works, this work is thrown back considerably. The Adhikaris cannot be made responsible for
only commenced during the last few weeks of fasli 1300, even the Tahsildar of that taluk will 1 account works and their time being wholly taken up by collection of revenue, they cannot also
1 be made available for amsam account works, even if it is permissible. Further the Adhikaris
! are, as a rule, not possessed of much capacity for writing and account works. :

ind it difficult to adduce sound reasons to support his gaseous asseverations.

11. So far as the Menon is concerned it is conclusively established th P
having obtained the requisite memoranda from the Classifier on the thzgg Ygtshags v \thhout —
of th.e o qnd 9nd septomber, and the whole of the 8th and 9th September. On n ugusf’ s |
ocensions did he obtain the requisite memoranda from the Subordinate Revenue gfllliiig.]s-t-h:ﬁe :

)

REesrecTED SIR,

"Pahsildar and Revenue Inspector—to whom he says he went. Ifh i
on the 6th August by the Rovenue Inspector he should have obtain:d“tlszz (:gllr;id e by 1 1 i A
(Classifier and a similar memorandum from the Revenue Inspector. On th 13:1mndm'n e 3 firont e NGt Il ot ¢ infomation, 8 disry kepy by 2 S
saying he had “ stomach-ache.” This may or may not have Been the c‘;Sf; 13:? ?)ldtno ;votxi::, i Afrgkltmpalll'am}m a.txixsu(rln tWho was}}ftely fined by the Bpeaia) Bettlamant Officer for alleged nogoct
T arts of the ! of duty, showing the dates on which he (th n d with the Classifier on Settle-
ment work. The entries in the dig.ry Svéreeixﬁ(t(i,;.lﬁ:(% g;stlfe %Tgs:iﬁgl and lfe cottflsd I(izt therefore
lish Mr. Stuart’s

ill, I ‘trust, completely demo e tt
* T : statement, made in his letter * to Mr. Datten,
Aty ot dated 12th November 1891, No. 1546, that the

1st and 2nd September, he says, he was attending the Tahsildar - : :

the Classifier’s permission. He received no memorandum from thea'lll‘ihz(il{:;:frs heded hnOt e

9th September 1891, he went, he says, to the taluk cutcherry on the alleged g.'I'Ounlzl ihitsltl}; zl\]ng
a

now repudiate their correctness. I'his diary W

been ordered by the Tahsildar to go there before the 31st Au /
x g - ; gust, though no such order was ‘N
P s, o Tabier ik, bim i, 2 Samoredi e oy crle predce 1 Moo, worked. ety 41 out o 01 days i Augos, i Sopemes L, Fustir (b ity
L et it poiir e oug ve gone either before the end of July / g conclusively prove the very contrary of Mr. Stuart’s assertion that the Menon did no Settlement
i - s ' . 1 pwork on S_undays and other authorised holidays. Except for 3 days in September the Menon
s § regar: s~th9 Revenue Inspector he fal’led to give the Menon the requisite memorandum 3 worked with the (lassifier on all holidays. ny T am now to make an official rl\?ort to you,
on the 6th August if, in fact, the Menon was with him on that day. 1 through Divisional Officer, refuting Mr. Stuart’s allegations made against the Menon in the
13. As regards the Tahsildar the following facts demand notice :— 4 < g &bge quo’ggd, ol [(‘iore tha}? HRay s o s WL ot % th?i exfisltlence 4
: . ¥ this erushing evidence and ma t f i frain f ting to the Board of Lievenue
betweeé %c%ev}‘:;:ﬁgu;fag tﬁgsl% }cln?cll'ggllioxeg t:zﬁ%‘;;’:bﬁrfﬁstlsi(ie%tetx}xllber 1891 from the Classifier 8 as he has t%reatened to do azd t?ﬁsozixmgll{cli‘g rml:limgzﬁ ;ﬁpc;l;] lfgkvga.rd position. If I am
(2) He failed to obey the instr.ucisions igsued tlo him ine Tes 2@?3? . th' < Sptﬂeme"dt; o 3 S to’make o Ofﬁ'oml i gyt P o
to village officials whom he took off Settlement work not only OIII 1st angrgﬁéf I‘Sgt;pi[;m%ll"a:nd i Mr. Stuat’s letter and its enclosures. ;
succeeding days from 6 o’clock to 10 o’clock but also on the 8th and 9th September. K Theg 2o renéatlin’S'
(3) His excuses for his action are both untenable and one is absolutely untrue. 1 RespeYc 4 lr’t bedient servant
will (4) His general remarks are opposed to the facts as proved by his own orders to certain : B <+ Xioguof 008 0 )
age officials and to the nature of Settlement and ordinary amsam work respectively. | 8 EIEDIALARATE S sl s PATTAR"
. ; 4th December 1891. Tahsildar.
t 3 23
4
}
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. e s S
inundated with complaints against the village offici
t the cials for faili
G0 L A S aacy el Wk i bt ot lling to do what they are required to
 iongo cgmp laf::: sa:d i?n}yﬁagend t.ofth;a1 duties therein specified I;nyaﬁ':)]gr&t'y of Government.
laint, a nd any of the latter ende R rdinates will hav,
more than their legitimate duties, they wi i avouring to get the vi aleiado
b s, they will be punished. T get the village officials to do
T ot i s gt o Gt o o e g
ol can y the apathy or ignoran ; tovera’ amsams, and this
il conerud: any ofthseperonsdo ot sppe o b e o e Sy ok
o P A i XS are ever ready to prefer ground] ard daily work in
¢ t ubordinate Reven .groundless complaints which
g&z‘tzm&ﬁ?u;l:fu:femoﬁeil l:opelessly incorrect and have bee;]l ep(;f?&zlz tgvmw not unfa.vorab]](;r_
complaints against my mzm,e:eﬁflg’ glmt g' o v;igl not permit y0§isel?ybo(}§vﬁmment to be
: . p ey have been duly ¢ elieve an h
cmpas et b s pty il o e 1., 528
and that complaint i . 0 my knowled
:ulmve e(xlnly:aéitgx;loseﬁ:l;e% on_t::t :é my Classifiers for pfalgif).m bil;;g d?ho,roughly investig:te%.e.
ment are always vgiew d on'“h . As you are aware the operatioy ?nes and cheating and
o ¥ ed with disfavor, and where, as in M n.labns of the Settlement Depart-
mselves frequently interested in obstructing our work as f; ar, the village officials are
expect groundless complaints on their part. 8s dar as they can, it is natural to

Proceepinas of the Special Assistant Collector, Nilgiris and M

alabar, 21st Apri
; ) pril 1891, No. 162,

9. The undersigned, whilst admitting that many duti s
pn&ble to support the Tahsildar’s recommendation thay.’t Gﬁlne:stiivﬁe upon village officials, is
in places where Settlement operations are in progress. HEach Classfémna' should be appoinied
month in any one amsam, and as he has to inspect and deal with eve er 18 rarely more than a
of opinion that the attendance of the Menon, which is nee ry field, the undersigned is
opportunity (which many Menons much need) of becoming famﬂiai” Will afford the latter an
amsam, and of qualifying to be permanently retained when the revi;‘mh évery portion of their
carried out. There is no reason why the Menous should not perform tﬁn- of village statements is
with the Classifiers, and the necessity for going with the Classifiers throu ﬁlihordm“y duties whilst
enable each Menon to bring his revenue accounts into good order and tg e whole amsam should
acquainted with existing conditions. 0 make himself thoroughly

(Signed)  A. E. CASTLEST
. 3 UART ST
Special Assistant Collector, Nilgiris agf ﬁ'fl’aba.r

From A. E, CASTLESTUART STUART, Esq., Special §

S 4 7 ? ) tt
South Canara, to the Slsecml Assistant to the Coll o: O}Gﬁentb()ﬂicer’ Malabar and
12th November 1891, No. 1546. oot alabar, dated Coimbatore

With reference to pars. 6 of my letter, No, 1496, dated 7th N
honour to forward copy of the Walawandd Tabsildar’s report, Ref ovember 1891, T have th
10th November 1891. » tel. on No. 2371 C.&D., dateg

2. It will be observed that the Tahsildar admits that he took upon hi
Menon of the Arakkuparamba amsam from the Classifier between t}Il"”lll mmself to remove the
A from the 1st September last, the time which, in the plenitu 2nd e hours of 6 and 10 o’clock
describes * as the least inconvenient to Settlement work’ of his ignorance, the Tahsildar

i

3. The Menon failed to obtain from the Classifier the mem :

(3), section VIL, chapter VI, of the Settlement Manual, permi ttizm@um %l':*wnbed in rule V
hours mentioned, nor does the Tahsildar Pretend that he attempt edg him to be absent during the’
the Menon a similar memorandum showing from what date hg to obey that

his regnlar work with the (Classifier between the hours speci eléel'm'i‘tted the Menon to resume
ignorance of the Settlement Rule as 'his attention to it has been fr he Tabsildar cannot urge
himself notified it to the village officials. This removal of the ﬁenozqﬁf,nﬂ’ drawn and he has
hours when his services were specially neceam Wwas made without a mfthe Classifier durin
believe I am right in assuming that the Tahsildar neither sought, ny reference to me, and
for his obstructive instructions to the Menon. nor obtained your sanction

4. The Tahsildar’s excuses are (1) that the Menon had not prepared “ .
accounts of shifting cultivation for the current fasli” and (2) that «the ordin&r;he o ot
amsam work

rule by granting

$
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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 st August 1891. On the
1st September, from which date the Tahsildar admits that he removed 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, 93rd and 30th were Sundays, the 22nd was
the “last Saturday but one,” and the 19th was another authorised holiday on account of the
« Qravanam.” On these seven days in August the Menon's services were not required by the
(lassifier, and he was free to do what he liked. He certainly did no Settlement work on those
days. On the 6th August, the Classifier was unable to do any work as the Menon chose to
® gbsent himself without obtaining the requisite memorandum on the ground that he was engaged

the 13th August the Settlement work was stopped,

with the Revenue Imspector. Again, on s
because the Menon absented himself on the ground that he was suffering from * stomach-ache.”
pended for your informa-

Copy of his own report to the Olassifier, dated 13th August 1891, is ag

tion (marked A). Thus, in addition to the seven days in August during which the Menon’s
services were not required by the Classifier as those days were Sundays or authorised holidays,
Qettlement duties. Thus out of 31

on two other days the Menon absented himself from his
days in August, the Menon was with the Classifier on 29 days only.

6. Again in September, the 6th, 13th, 20th and 27th were Sundays, the 14th, 15th, and

16th wers the Onam holidays, and the 19th was the 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 we(?,k on those days. In addition to these days, the Menon
' Jement work, for half-a-day on the 1st

absented himself from the Classifi reby delaying Sett

and half-a-day on the 2nd gegiemf;’,fhe A bsented himself on the 8th and 9th Sgptember
on the plea that he had gone to the taluk cutcherry and on these days also the Classifier was
therefore unable to do his work. On none of these occasions did the Menon obtain the Classifier’s
memorandum permitting him to leave his work and on none of them di(.i the thsﬂdar f-urpish
the Menon with the similar 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 whole other days and two half other days the
Menon absented himself from Settlement duty. Thus out of the 30 days in September the Menon
was with the Olassifier only on 19 days, and, d many of fhose 19 days, he only attended the
Classifier after 10 o’clock A.M. in consequence of the Tahsildar’s unauthorized instructions.

7 Tt will thus be seen that of the 61 days in August and Sep'tt’:mber, the Menon was with
Classifier only on 41 days, and from the 1st September only for certain hours every day after 10
o'clock A.m. During these two months the Classifier never had the Menon's services on 20 days
and never during any of the 41 days that he did gt-tend was he required by the Classifier to work
from 6 A.m. to 6 p.ar. The Menon could have utilised the 20 days on which he was not with the
Classifier in working off any arrears that may have accumulated owing to hlﬂer"il‘evmmdleneg-
The statement of the Tahsildar that the ordinary amsam work was not attend tltlo, - use ;
Olassifier, insisted on the Menon doing Settlement work from (;1 A to 6 1:1..u. to the t:x; :ﬁ;i?;l. of
all other work is absolutely untrue. T that the jamabandi aecoun! '(t) mgt
cultivation for the current fasli were not ready was 1o fault of the Classifier, nor 18 1 :ﬁ‘ﬁn
how the Menon by attending to his Settlement duties could be said to have beeqt rev;en ml

reparing these accounts. uld not be correctly prepared mHa(Z‘il t}? P"L?Om
nspection, by the Menon, of the lands on which such cultivation oce e e - ex:von
attended to his Settlement work and regularly accompanied the Clﬂsﬂlfﬁer to ﬂe eld a8 ih e
bound to do, he would have been afforded the very best op ,rtun];ty o o?rrwdiyt', prep;n:;shnsse
and other accounts and of bringing them into agreement Mtlltl[ the slo}ttiln }f:(lll y 1}(:;11 omez e ti;
The Classifier has to inspect every field in the amsam.ﬂnd the Menon, if he had nght.y. led 1
every field. The field inspection 18

his Settlement work, would also have been able tf2 nEpok noon every day, and the Tahsildar's

done he Classifier between 7 o'clock A.m. and . 3
aotionb);nt removing the Menon from 6 to 10 © °.1°ck. a.m, from the rgl;ﬁzﬂ erhqgtl;it :;)é&a; .
facilitated the correct prepamtionl i et g}})g:::;n i:o‘i:u;gsrtrii?nt to 1’11:;11;1'6 why thp.ez
' ttlement work. s -
ﬁ«tﬁﬁ? %aghgogrggr;::p:fﬁ%efom the Classifier €Ver entered the “msﬁm 1;‘)6810 fartﬁack gs It‘ ﬂ;
March last I instructed the Tahsildar in my Proceedings of that date,&co- a 1 ,:5‘8 . s‘i‘ uI]: fe:
accounts, the Settlement Rules so far as they affected wuageT%ﬁh"fr;si ld;ratnool:‘;lo whsP(f‘z; o thns;
ence to the shifting cultivation accounts at para. 4 thereof, ol 5 toa 11 the village officials which
tmstrootions until the 18th May 1891, when he issued a OOt K7 i M,,mvzfeas T
has not been fully obeyed either by them or the Tahsildar ’mmlal *  stual preparation of in
haa ot beom 17 oheT e i ssued instpustons OB L e St atnsd Tk wich
revenue accounts to this and other village Oﬂi"’ﬁ'islothnreg &?X;’Peaz to have had little effect.

punishment if they failed to obey his orders.
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Proceepings of the Collestor of Malabar, dated 18th July 1892, No. 883 R./Genl.

Read endorsement, Reference on 481 Mis.-W., dated 15th July 1892, by the Special Assistant

Collector, forwarding, for the orders of the Collector, letter No. 1104, dated 20th June
1892, from the Tahsildar of Walawanéd.

The Acting Collector is surprised that the Special Assistant Collector should have allowed
such a preduction 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
could 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 Settlement Officer as of the Special
Assistant Collector.

8. The Tahsildar will, in future, 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 are many pieces of imper-
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 instructed 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 Supervisor to arrange

is work so as 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 order shows a
disregard of official decency, to say;nothing of ordinary courtesy which is almost inconceivable.
The Tahsildar is warned that a repetition of suc

> : h conduct, if brought to the Acting Collector’s
notice, will be followed by his immediate suspension.

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 Tahsildar.

7. The Special Settlement Officer will of course issue such instructions to his subordinates
as will prevent a repetition of this most unseemly correspondence.

] There can be nothing to
prevent the Supervisors from letting Tahsildars know the dates on which they require the
services of village officers.

(Signed) H. BRADLEY,
Ag. Collector.

R il
@

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 simply 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
alawandd, 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 o% the Walawanad
Tahsildar 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 IIL to IX. are forwarded to Mr.
Dumergue for reference and return.

(Signedy  P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
: Secretary.

= W
91

Boarp oF REVENUE (LaND ReveNnvg), 14TH DECEMBER 1892, No. 717.

i i _W. F. DUMERGUE, Esq., LCS., Acting
REAp—thf)' ft? glc(i;wﬁrilg(ig?t%zicfl?gpgly,‘ to the Secretary to’ the Comxmsc.lmﬁnerrgs
R:;Svgnue Settle’ment, and Director of the Department of Land Lieco

and Agriculture, dated 20th October 1892.

1 regret the delay which has occurg‘ed iggglyélgflf;;g:cl:dgl;nlgio;ia?;pégiet:ﬁ
; tember :
Bom:d;s I’I\I}%cet;gllnogséfdi;g%% .211?5 S}f;)s i unavo’i.dable owing :Od lﬁ‘,li};s change of
?{?Dg(;?n?;fnent' and pressure of work in con.nec:lor: \;:11'2;1:3; Ii);e:f;: Walaw;mz’xd g
tter of alleged obstruction t0 Se : that the
f tlQe. glrzlﬂ%a:'n ?ﬁstrict, it %s conceded by the present Acotilrrllg (?ﬁl;igoflever it
% Jial Assistant Collector and myself knew all that Wfa,s'6 hgi‘s cg-cumstance A
pe:umd the Tahsildar. It is, I submit, obvious from i
:1(;1(; Tahsildar’s conduct was sanctioned by his Superiors,
erated. t differ
exon?im\‘LVith recard to the Special Assistant Qollector, I {egrcchhgﬁatagkrrﬂxle déing
't.l e view taken by the present Acting Collector, ﬁ’ 1O,Batten culpable. MY,
gxoalzl 1\Ilr Batten acted under my insttxiuctl(})lészi ilziogvsitholl‘l.t o abordination to his
3 Sk 4o AW han I ¥
it cOU{lﬁlun rot hﬁ‘(;?lc%t(lj\(llr()t?;;tmze also must be entirely exculpated and the
superior officer. .
. ssponsibility rests on myse]f. Iread
whoh@a4 r(;;‘ll)l(;nsucstign s therefore limited to MY condui‘c% ?I"?tsw;(}fgt lé:stezti 17{1‘1
de lare(}l by the Madras Grovernment, 1 para. 0 B s e, Lo sdiddta
i 1;;52 No. 624, Revenue, to be unpardﬂlmme, and ford leThe Board is further
,]{ulle cm‘un’litte;l 1 h,ewe already been censured qnd. P“m-ﬂ“; b dated 23rd July 1 892,
a?v‘:i'e that the Madras Government refused, in 1ts order,

3¢ ] O v f ' |

i s been finall
der the Madras Government, the question of my c;)rtl}d:((:)tr dl;z;: e a};
Rgcidcd and cannot, I submit, be re-opened here. Against th

i 'l ing for a full
Government I am preferring an ap cal to higher auf:hoi lltydzi:nc}) Sg:laz;n%y g(»} hiis
inquiry into the subject of my con uct, w}}wh wasB na?dyhas. I();alled B e
mgnt "1 June 1892 and in respect of which the Boar
lanation in September 1892. . : 054
i a6 If, after alconsideration of these facts, the BoardIu}e';l:ie St((;tt(:gglerix:s]zv?s)hes’
ment :st.ill,requires an explanation from me, not only am 1 ready

:«anosal of the case
but the Board is also aware that severall months ago, before the disposa y

e ol fter judgment
I repeatedly sought for the inquiry which has been instituted now atier J o

has been passed. : ' e s
y A Bﬁt if T am to furnish an explanation NOW, uthell‘izda; : nlﬁaa:gdl:ithou ek
tially connected with the case which have not been 8 P}ﬂe e ok cgs: £0 the Board’s

anable to offer an explanation. For instance, t . Mis. No. 76,
I’f(?(:eedings (Revenue Setltlement, Land Records fa’“dthAgl::u}:;%r:g’ also are copies
dated 5th January 1892, are absolutely necessary fofl szfn?wall? Socounts.  On  this
of correspondence regarding the preparation © (ée but I regret that I cannot
subject I addressed the Board, I think, more than Ortlhei' > ocords for which, in the
Five the precise reference. There are also some 10 but. in order to avoid causing

ent of an explanation being required, I must aPPLY ) ieation until I have been
pi ecessary trouble and delay, I will reserve my app 1ch Board’s Proceedings
a{; eltl(l)l r;,tudly carefully the papers which form 'enc!OSItxreSntéJ f;o(lauminous.
?mder reply, and are, as the Board is aware intricate & .

he must be entirely

———

Resolution— dated 26th October 1892, No. 8333 Mis. ésettl.?g'gg Mr. Dumergue is
With reference to his letter, dated QOthh'OCtOi:}: the B’oard’s Bt s o
requested to returnl the records forwarded to him ¥

v " ¢ te ber 1892-
Glenpal Register X0- 1775 (zgtiieiir;d S RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,

Secretary. -
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Resorurion—dated 14th December 1892, No. 717.

At para. 4 of his letter, No. 161, dated 30th i
: A .
Settlement Department, Mr. Castlestuart Stuart lg;*lsl Itigeg’ftﬁ G Bo?,rd? in the
:Emnst the Tahsildar of Walawandd taluk, M.R.Ry. S. Anaot oWing indictment
e advent of the present Tahsildar those operations of ’31: I;aétttt?r iy
(@) Of the Settlement Party. partment began to SUffeinf?l?g y m]?)g;,

. . ; serious obstruet; o :
unwarranted misconduct, of which T proceed to setuggﬁx};’ (;aneg tfo tEls most
o e most

glaring cases.” This letter and another on the sa i
1892, No. 61, having been sent to the Collector of Iﬁfal:%gie%’r izf)%‘itnhtf tflﬂ
with the

Tahsildar’s explanation, Mr. Bradley replied in his letter dated 23rd A
r ugust-

1892. This was sent to Mr. Dumer i
nt tc : gue with the Board’
September 1892, which is answered by his letter date((l)aggtli ggiﬁ%ichsgg g

2. The Special Settlement Officer has made agai
2 against th i
::Ill]ore Oli1 less deﬁqxtg charges_. Ir_1 his report, the thing Ceoﬁ‘ei}ézﬂ(%ar t&venty -two
Itla?eh (i\{[ arges seriatim, and it will be convenient to retain them ixa:} sl with
whic r. Bradley, following Mr, Stuart, has set them forth, s ander 1g

CuArGE L.

7 (a) Delay in issuing instructions to vill : "

0 ﬁce{l’)s s s dntan 1otk M ;932’ Z,Zfl officers in pursuance of the Settlement
Misleading Mr. Stuart i . 2 &8 ”

‘z's e ) g Mr. Stuart in regard to the tine when the Tahsildar's orders T

3. Mr. Stuart’s complaint is that the Tahsildar’s ¢i Shias it
tions was not issued untilp May 18th, and that, Whe:irllrtsh(;3 l'i?;}}:ilicfaf?l;()dymg ot
on the ,38.th May, that orders had been sent out on the former dateeported e,
fact the circular had not reached many villages by June 1st. My Br :1118 S it Y s
that this charge is not established, and the Boar(g, agrees with him aqu)‘rrIc‘onS{ders
took charge of the taluk only on March 31st, and the subsequent délay i:;dea]fﬂtdiir
accounted for by the Tahsildar (h)q ora; fh};

y round that ;
proceedings had to be translated, and t}%rat refere;ie 1ﬁlaed Sﬁéﬁfniiggeogciﬁs
e

Collector. The circular is said to have left
g the tal
%ﬂoreover, the Acting Collector points out that the :plll)lgn?lfiﬁgg ’:)on Bllways 22nd’.
itzter, N 0. 161, dated 3.0th April 1892, show conclusively that up to April ‘3rétlv tuart’s
this Tahsildar had assisted the Settlement Party as effectively as his? prédeclés;g ",
T

(b) Explanation—para. 3.

. Cuarce II1.

That from March Tth, 1891, to April 15¢h ;

3 pr by the Tahsild, i i .
repo?ts against the Settlement sizbordz’nates, and m‘gz'ngl ﬂ?er z:a; ;;cgpze‘f ™ sending up
Menons, unknown to Mr. Stuart, with a view to obstruct the wor/cpo.];"t/ce ;le.lyof sy

4. Upon this charge the Acting Collect : '
to an acquittal. The Board concur% with M(i'l.' ﬁgsgig;rs tl}\lﬁ- ngml,d o is entitled
in this case go round in 4 circle, and are of no value in i)rovin' thuil i 1? arg’uD}qxillts
intended, by what he did at this time, to obstruct g 1;‘?; ofathe epg;?:};SIL'Ig

(b) Printed as the last Appendi connection with thi
letter, No. fﬁﬁsdatggeél‘l(;‘tllf Epﬁriggm" Complaing thalt highlfet::i?wMtl.\'IoStgggt
*  dated 13th May 1891, was not ans;were(i

by the Collector. This complaint is nof ‘Teasonable, for the letter did not require.

an answer.
Cuarce III.

Delay and irreqular procedure in inquiring 7 '
an Adhikari smpded by {;ﬂr. Stu;rzgf,' wmquiring into, and reporting upon, the conduct of

© 5. Mr. Bradley acquits the Tahsildar of miscond :
however, that the Tahsildar was out of order in repor’c?ng]'1 :Z thg‘]%?vﬁggzgl%)zfégf l;;

sl
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the matter, instead of to Mr. Stuart, from whom the order to inquire emanated.
The Board observes 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
@ Proceedi - : Assistant Collector.” ~ Upon the Tahsil-
S N e Nay 060l dar’s report the Collector () reinstated

Appendix 1V, (f) to Tahsildar’ : g P o
o WAoRTabs dage HErort the Adhikari, whom Mr. Stuart had

suspended ; observed that the order of suspension was ultra 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.

Stuart’s ]n'oceedz'ngs, dated 25th March 1891, reporting
ending an impertinent answer to Mr. Stuart.

6. In regard to this matter the Board agrees with Mr.. Bradley in thinking the
Tahsildar must be acquitted except in respect of his letter to Mr. _Stuart,
: dated 2nd October 1891, which the

® Appendix VIIL, 12. Acting Collector rightly describes as most

improper, adding that, in his official experience, he has never met vc'rith,. or _heard
of, anything similar. So far as the Board knows, this communication 1s, for
insolence of tone from an inferior to a superior officer, happily without precedent.
The following sentence is a sample of the whole : —* 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 state, quite in accordance with the then existing orders on the
subject.” The inselent tone of a passage such as thisis not purged by the introduction
On October 12th, © Mr.

of a few conventional words of affected humility.
Sus : Clths icati
(& Appendix VIIL, 13, Stuart forwarded this communication to

the Collector, but received no reply to
his complaint. Mr. Bradley cannot say wl

1y this letter was not answered. About,
this time, the Tahsildar went a step

(d) ? " f Sl . o e
sz%jid.af%i 8th Ogtober 1801, Tahsildar’s . g,;4h 1 +in writing to Mr. Batten a

ppendix I'V. (%). d TR .

2 % letter (@ (not an arzi) in which, after
asserting his independence of the Special Settlement Officer, he ‘ requests” that, for
the futl_lre, the Settlement 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 incon-

; ) venient.” It is truggthat, at this time,
Mr. Stuart’s titte had been changed from Special Assistant%ollector to Special
Setthmept Officer, but his official relation to the subordinate Revenue officials in
the districts to which he was appointed was not thereby altered. Mr. Batten sent
no reply to the Tahsildar’s letter.

Neglecting to reply to Mr.
to the Divisional Officer instead, and s

- () d.e., Other than routine.

N CuarGE V.
Deliberate misrepresentation -0f facts in a certain matter.

7. As regards this charge the Tahsildar’s explanation is sufficient.

Cuaree VL .
¥ Writing an impertinent letter to the Supervisor.
8. In the letter ® referred to, the Tahsildar said that, in ceri:lifir(ll circum-
: b stances, he would be compelled to issue
() Appendix X. (3), dated 27th April 1891. orders éo his subordinaf:es to disregard
the Supervisor’s instructions, and added : ¢ this, I need hardly mention, would have
a bad effect upon Settlement operations.” Upon this Mr. Bradley says that the

Tahsildar’s explanation aggravates the offence. This is true.
24
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Crarce VII.

Deliberate obstruction to Settlement work by 4ssui : ‘

- "ment e by issuing, on his own responsibility, a
circular order to Menons not o atlend the Classifiers between 6 and ]'O'A{u 4 ;?;??{’_, 4
genuously concealing the fact of its issue. N e

9. Mr. Bradley i . PN
-~ T, considers that the issue of the cireular i .
. baly a e ;
improper, and that the Tahsildar’ ot 1 B uoog. was most
L e Tahsildar's conduct in the matter. was disingenuous
11s 15 one of the most serious charges of obstruction against the Pahsildar.
| %

(») Appendix XL (1), st September 1891, ]Ifeali’éﬁlgithaflon szptember 1st, 1891,0)

| ; S8 orders to a certain villag
gfi‘tigefonpt ttl(l) attend to Settlement work but to perform his ordinary dzllzxdsﬂtlrlo%ﬁ
i the morning. Upon hearing of this case Mr. Stuart ® called up(;n the

15 P, ‘ Tahsildar to explain. The Tahsildar
‘ppend.m XL (2), Tth November 1891.  jn an impertinlent letter, 1((:) dﬁi](:cslﬂ]d(?tll;
(©) Appendix XI. (3), 10th November 1891. November 1891, replied that l';e had
_ : : ; issued the order to the Menon i i
10n félclgrlr‘}:ietxifs: ovfi (}a'us l(c)rdmary work, and added that he had addressed tlxel?)ilxgrdi?di

Y, w to arrangements being made with Mr. Stuart b e

] Hang o : whic

settlement, the survey, and the revenue works may be carried on V};it]il(:tl(tll )tllgf

@ Appendix X1, (1), 26th Septomber 1891. ju ;lice to s of them.” "T'he Tahsildar’s

s _ reference @ 'to the Divisional Officer here

?%}:?IZ‘;: %)ev;iz svg:illt)te(flnfon getrl)ctlember 261;1]1, 1891 : it suggests that certain lhglurlqbfﬁf
| or Settlement work. While this, matter w ‘ ispos

Ao . : nent } this matter was under disposal

y Mr. Batten in consu_ltatmn» with Mr. Stuart, the Tahsildar took upon himslclf to

(&) XTIL. (1), 9th November 1891, issue, on November 9th, 1891, a circu-

1 : , ' lar, © to all Menons, that, from 6 to
P nﬁ;h?)}; sgft%lm(in%tter'll(‘ll to their ordinary duties, disregarding calls from tho
A ThePBoard o 10‘1)1v1s1mm1 Officer presently issued very different
exblisnidiia L afd h ;{BI:V.Gb‘ that Mr. Stuart’s call upon the Tahsildar for
i Gl I%d i ;b‘hsme’ of an order in this sense to one Menon is dated
Biciect the il okl -t?t l]b dar’sreply is dated November 10th. These dates
VA A 5 ?: }t e mrcul.ar of the 9th was sent out atfter receipt of Mr.

P ings ; but, however this may be, the abstention of the Tahsildar, in his

reply to My, St ' ; De, the abs )
gerr)l 3’0118' Stuart, from all allusion to this objectionable cireular was most disin-

faith 1 i 1 3

woﬂ]l.m tﬁz 1:;5318(2 (})lﬁ ?ekoucular, or.of ignorance as to it;s probable effect on Settlement

b L Md egtlmr(j}yn,t-bat its effect would be seriously to delay the operations

conductp'n }i : r. ; uart complained to the Divisional Officer of the Tahsildar’s
) , in his letters datgd ) 7th November 1891, No. 1496, ®) 12th November

e v ) _ 1891, No. 1546, ™ 26th Febru ;
Al B R ) N b, 0t Cl o
i gt X AL (9). 0.2370. All these letters lie (i) undis-

r rmdley s Report, para. 35. posed of in the Collector’s office. T

‘ 5N Cuarde VIIL
& Wiriting to Mr. Stuart in an insolent manner.
10. The document referred to here forms Appendix XIV. (5), and is dated

: . 21st November 1891
Adverting to your proceedings, No. 1288 e CR At
5 : R 28, NO. , dated Gth October last, T 1 . P
ﬁi;ﬁgk&mﬁ,ﬁg P‘atm ‘;:zigugh wclre intended t)o be understood m\l;??nt?hfg';g’m??; It is quoted in the
) erstood then i either of the sense A ) 1

interpreted in para 4 of your pr@egdi"x?g,:s-m)t piihier of thoseutes I8, whigh SR {nargln' fl\( Ir : {ira(!_

PR ; ) ey s

ot %h Iram no{,\ quite certain if the Settlement Rules are binding on courts, but assnuming 3 Y ay 8 0. 11:; that l't
. oy (in-e. the particular rule quoted by you simply required the Menon when he was 1s%a piece of lmpertl-
. thzo{l[z nto r;ht»um a nmrporandum _f1-qr_n the Classifier, noting qn_ly the date of departure NENCE 11111)3.!‘&11 eled
hims 1; ~£F rom the amsim and nothing more. If the Glassifier had simply contented 3 o A

for n.la\' r:’:rmr“:;'as‘i";?g ;’f:“ ﬂ\tlﬂ gla«}’n xl‘eqniroment, there would have been no oceagion in his experience.

A S all. ut inste b doi :  Classifor pk £y . ¥ :
;!’nmmons itself without ts.king‘zﬁ: t,rgutt»l‘dl:f ftnl:'(xl\tlst‘d“a(s]((;::;t:;d :::Zr’:l;xo:;\dld?nt:; ]x\‘oofﬁ:,ldg ttas dlfﬁcultto under-
ag’ tilget}:l;lzgll:::‘:\ﬁ 11‘[‘1’(1 pm-miit‘f,ad thﬁ Menonto leave the amsam and to attend t‘\d%mu—t stand how a subor-
-4 ould not_enforce the attendance of the Menon without the Cla e dinate N
permisgion. In this, the Classifier was not, in my opinion, warranted. sifie's dinate could v 01’.1-
of )’g;xrlpﬁ?ézat-funy b?I%hto diﬂ'gr from your interpretation of the rule as stated in para. 5 ture t o address his
eedngs. ¢ word ‘¢ permitted’’ oceurring in the rule can cnly relate supe 1 ¢
the swmmoning offcer and ot to Classifier. g y relate to tOIIl)‘erlor in such a

-

Sir,

i .
T'he Board is unable to believe the Tahsildar’s protestations either of good .

‘v‘»
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Cuarces 1X. axp X.
Sending impertinent replies to Mr. Stuart.

11. These are charges similar to the preceding one, and differ from 1t only
in degree. The communications form

Appendix XV. (3)® and XVL ®)  Mr.
Bradley rightly holds tha{ the %;ahsisldar’s
.planati ooT .. In cennection with this matter Mr. tuart
e SRR complained to Mr. Batten in his letter,
EF ppondix il Coted 26th February 1892, No. 2366.0)

This was sent on to Mr. Dumergue, who did not reply.

@) 18th November 1891.
(b) 15th December 1891.

o

Onagrce XL "

Preventing the Supervisor from SUMIN

oning Menons except through the Tahsildar,
and encouraging the Menons to-disobey the or v

ders of the Supervisor.

12. The fact that the Menon concerned disregarded the Supervisor’s sum-

mons @ and thereby hindered the work .

(@ Menon’s arzi to the Tahsildar, Appendix  of Settlement, is quite plain, and the
. XVIIL (2), 14th October 1891.

agrees with him, fhat the Tahsilday’ ;
‘At the same time the Board observes that Mr. Batten’s end %
October 1891, confirmed " the Tahsildar’s action in telling the Menons to disregar

(Classifiers summonses to places far from their amsam.© Upon this mattefr
= ! also the Special Settlement . Officer @
(e) Tahsildar’s explanation, para. 13; Col- complaine d'to Mr. Batten, who sent on

lector's RE R the letter to the Collector. This is

¢ action in this-matter is {uite indefensible.

) Appendis XVIIL. (), No. 2423, 20th Feb. . hior reference!® which lies undis-.

1892,

(® Mr. Bradley’s para. 35. posed of in the Collector’s office.

Cuarce XIL

Sending on a fulse complaint against @ Classifier without inguiry.

13. In this case the Tahsildar’s explanation is not. satisfactory.

Cuarce XIIL

Issuing a-general cireular to village officers not to use, in writing to'Ulasszﬁers;:gtoc;/f
respectful teyms as « qrzi,”’ &e., and telling pillage officers that ﬂfeg/ are in_no wag

dinate to Classifiers.

he ol (1) § .. ao40d November 10th; 1891, the day, it is

e cn*eula.r R anpaen 2 d-aobserved, on which the Tahsildar wrote to

4 () Appendix XX. (1). Mr. Stuart about the houré (;f Sett}ement

work. In his ex lanation (para. 15) the Tahsﬂ_dar_ relies on the Collector’s pro-

ceedings dated ‘Zd)d May 18&1)1, but i)t ;s one thing to recite jsusfa Ifacé 11% s(iiflings;ﬁ(gl

of a complaint that the village officers are not the subordinates o the Cla 1 i
another to incite village officers to insubbrdination, whlch was t.hen nei:essary 413 fec

of addressing to them such a circular as that of which ’Mr. Stluar’ct Justly comghaims.

Upon this charge the Board regards thg. Tﬂhill;]fltﬁ ?nefdjngn:nldma gagrav.i(;:: = isli;

~ R o = 2 £ s c

Moreover, as found by M. Bradley, it is (l)j‘li'zfigal ek e By, Srulit

(i Appendix XX, No.,, 2410, 99¢th Feb. 1892. wrote (.i) to- Mr. Batten with the result

' (i) Mr. Bradley’s para. 35. that his letter was sent on to the Col-

A Jector, in whose office it is still pending. )

Acting Collector considers, and the Board. .

orsement, dated Q7th
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Issuing another cireular to village officers istructing them that tke Supervisors had
no authority to send orders to them, and telling them mnot to address Supervisors by the
word © submit.” :

"15. This circular, which forms Appendix XXL. (2),is dated 15th December1891,
: and is of a piece

() Tahsildar’s explanation, Appendix XIV: (b). AL et 16 srhahh

Proceedings of the Collector of Malabar, dated 18th May 1591 {he last charge re-

Read reference on C. No. 325 Mis., W., dated Tth May 1891, from the Special Assistant ates. In.hls defence
Collector, Malabar, on Walawanad Tahsildax’s report, Reference C. No. 3617 Mis., dated the Tahsildar quot es

} k Cp s o
1st May 1891, forwarding, for orders, copy of Settlement Supervisor’s circular to the ¢} o Collostor's .

Classifiers, ; i : G : ;
The Supervisor certainly hasno authority toissue orders to Revenue officials although proceedlngs dated®
Clagsifiers are authorized to summon the village officers. But the order in this case is 18tl M )

addressed to Classifiers and the explanation would probably be that a copy was sent mer_ely .1 ay 1891 ;
for information. No notice need therefore be taken. A copy of the rules on the subject which certainly does
in the Settlement Manual is forwarded for information and all that the Tahsildar need do nobinskite kit 5

is to see that it is strictly followed so that there may be no ground for complaint. justity his action.

. J : M. Bradley is of
opinion that this circular was issued with 'the deliberate intention of causing
annoyance and trouble to the Settlement officials. The Board agrees with the Col-

. leictor. This matter
also was reported ‘b
+ (v) Appendix XXI. (5), No. 9391, 27th February 1892. by Mr. Slt)uart to
. Mr. Batten, and was,
by him, sent on to
’ : . Mr. Dumergue, (©
( Mr. Bradley’s para. 35 who failed to ‘pass

: _ orders thereon.

CuarcE XV.

That the effect of this circular was 10 induce village officers to write impertinently to

the Supervisor.

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.

Mr. Stuart reported the matter to Mr.
@ Appendix XXII. (5), No. 2356, 25th Feb- Batten in two letters @. The first Mr.

ruary 1892. Batten sent on to the Collector, who
Appendix XXIL. (7), No- 2506, 10th March  5assed 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. CrarcE XVL

Putting. a strained interprelation on Seitlement Rules.

17. In this case Mr. Bradley considers that the Tahsildar’s obj ection was taken
- with the intention of annoying and,
Appendix XXTIL (1), if possible, obstructing the Supervisor.

The Board agrees with him. J

CuarcE XVIL

6" Suppressing the fact that the Tahsildar had issued Ris circular of November 9th.
[Appendiz XXIV. (2).]

18, This is dealt with at para. 9 suprd. Of the Tahsildar’s explanation, Mr.
Bradley says it is impertinent in tone and simply quibbling. This matter was
: 3 reported ©® by Mr. Stuart to Mr. Batten,

(&) Appendix XXIV. (3), No. 2384, 27th Feb- who forwarded it to Mr. Dumergue.

ruary 1892. The letter is one of ‘those still pending
() Mr. Bradley’s para. 35. in the Collector’s office. ®)

-
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Cuarce 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.

(a) Appendix XXV. (5). The Supervisor replied, ¢ indeed, in an
() Appendix XXV. (2), 18th Dec. 1891. equally improper manner, but Mr. Stuart
% ‘pre“%‘-" EXY.18). noticed this in his proceedings © of 26th
Eigusadin XY (T) Ho-84 2 February 1892. Asregards the delay the

Tahsildar’s explanation may be accepted. About this matter Mr. Stuart wrote to
Mr. Batten on 1st March 1892.@0 This letter is also in Mr. Bradley’s list at para.

“ 35 as undisposed of.

Onarees XIX., XX., XXL

Delay in the matter of revising accounts.

920. It is clear that the Tahsildar failed to have the Amsam ac?o.unts Prepared
Desamwar as required by Mr. Stuart, and it is clear also that, in explaining his neglect
oA e X 23 : to do so, in his arzi to Mr. Stuart,  he
ppendix XXVLI. (1), 25th January 1892. .1 expressions which, addressed to a

superior, are not to be excused. That the object sought by the Settlement Officer
was a very desirable one may be admitted, and the present _Collect_or, Sgtlsﬁed of
the advantages which will accrue from the introduction of this modification the
srstem of village accounts, has consented to its being carried out 1m the taluks of
the district in which classification remains to be completed. It means, however,
a very great amount of extra labour to the Menons unless the work is carried out
at such a time of the year as will admit of the accounts in the new form being
R}'epared 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 lotter of 13th February 1892, that his
application to Mr. Dumergue for statistics in regard to the Walawandd taluk had
been entirely neglected, is shown in Mr. Dumergue’s letter, of 7th March 1892,
to the Board (Board’s Proceedings, 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 urgently required, there was nothing
to prevent him applying for them months before he did. 1t wpuld, moreover,
have been in accordance with the general practice to offer some assistance from the
Settlement office in the preparation of the statistics required.

21. The last charge is of a general character. It is not proved and the Tahsildar
denies it. :

92. The presence of a Settlement Party in a taluk inevitably causes
erable amount of hindrance in the progress of ordinary revenue work, owing to 13he
fact that the Classifiers are absolutely dependent on the Menon for all mforma(';lqn
as to the existing registration, rate of assessment, &c., of each md1y1dual field in

he 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 absolute necz_eﬁsuy
of giving the head of each Settlement Party & large share of control over the vi _agg
Menon, upon whom the progress of his work 80 greatly d_egends, has been r(te;cc())gélilse
by Government and this authority is conferred by _g1v.mg.t.o Sqttlelsnetrtll (;ex_'s
the rank of Special Assistant to the Collector of the district 1n W.hlc}i off em(ig b13
proceeding. The arrangement has hitherto been found as SUItabtﬁ asS Ctotil i ‘i
devised. Its proper working, however, of course,.dep.ends upeon “38 ‘f? eme}?
Officer and the Collector and Divisional Officers working in harmony. ({ arlas {, e
Tahsildar is concerned, the papers before the Board show, however, that he has ||

been guilty of very grave n]isc()nduct n connection With the Setﬂenlel;fi Officers alld P\
9

uses a consid-

-
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" that not one of them was answered by Mr. Dumergue. Mr. Stuart quotes al
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Stuarf:, has been most
sue, without authority,
to the village officeys

. : . attit ’
Settlement Party had, if not for its object, at all events, the .eﬁectu gfe rte(t):;?lli(rilz :}‘e
: r the

rooress of the Settlement in the Walawandd taluk. The B
girc?ﬂars were promulgated by the Tahsildar with full knovﬁzﬁg?{dﬁl t}]at these
So far as the Tahsildar’s explanation is concerned, he has failedcin hi 1‘:“' effect.
shelter himself behind orders issued by his superior officers, On thel : 2hte‘nipt to
Mr. Bradley urges in extenuation of his misbehaviour that, thro‘lghouto _tel iand,
the Tahsildar was never once reprimanded by those in authority over himl Slflourse,
they were aware of dwhat was going on. JdSome W(i]ight The , although
(Collector’s recommendation to mercy upon this ground. 1t ghe 2
in the Tahsildar’s favour that the manner in which Mr, St“al'tu]a(}ig}-i(::ég ?lli]o“ ed
more than one occasion was far from calculated to enlist his willin;servigfl;s 6
behalf of the Settlement Department, but nothing can justify ox excuse such raovn)
misconduct on’the part of an officer in this position, who has had UpWar{(Iis j&
twenty years' official experience. After a full consideration of all the circumstances
of the case, the Board is of opinion 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
about the Tahsildar were disregarded by the Divisional Officer and th

Settlement work in his taluk. His behaviour towards My,

: insolent, and his is
(a) Rcsf(%;r%dst;)}fé Charges V1L, XL, XIIL,and ¢ 4 o circulars (a)

in regard to their

complaints
e Collector

“alike, Mr. Bradley, at para. 35 of his letter, gives a list of no less than thirteen

ecommunications addressed by Mr. Stuart to the Divisional Officer, and b “him
forwarded, under the Collector’s order, to Mr. Dumexjguo. These letters bear dates
ranging from 7 th November 1891 to 10th March 1892, and show that if the work of
Settlement was to proceed smoothly, they needed prompt attention ; but it‘a{)pea.rs

e these
Jetters in his communications to the Board.

94. In connection with the Special Settlement Officer’s letter No. 1546, dated

12th November 1891 ;

(b)
Resrecren Sin, Mr. Bradley for-

Herewith I beg to submit in original for your mfmmat‘lon a dl'm'_v kept by _the war dCd a deml-
caparamba amsam who was lately fined by the Special Settlement Officer 301 b
?ﬁf’;‘i{‘eg‘fa A;:Jg\ilcl):; of duty showing the dates on which he (the Mcnon) was engagod official,® dated 4th
with the Classifier on Settlement work. The entries in the diary were initialled by December 1891, ad-
the Classifier and he could not therefore now repudiste their correctness. Tlm} diary dl‘CSSBd bV T ah&l
will. I trust, completely demolish Mr. Stuart's statements made in his letter (is now . AL~
Wit}’l the Collector) to Mr. Batten, dated 12th November 1891, No. 1546, that the dar Ananta l’attar
Menon worked only 41 out of 61 days in Augnst ard SeEtenl})er_last- Further the to Mr. D
diary will conclusively prove the very contrary of Mr. Stuart's assertion that the Menon S PR eI U,
did zxo Settlement work on Sundays and other aut‘honscd holidays. E’S("{Pt for three  and bearlng appa-
days in September the Menon worked with the Classifier on all boldaysTIf I om now to tly, M I
a’ke an_ official report to you through Divisional Officer r.efu.tmg Mr. Stuar?. s allega. Y€1 Y, ) 8 Dumer-
Itr"ons made against the Menon in the letter above quoted, it 18 more than likely that gue’s lllltlﬂ,ls under
]\}r Stuart will come to know of the existence of this crushing evidence and may -
therefore wisely refmi{; f"’";l.rel"’l?}“g to ﬂf “d"“d (;‘i l(e;\:e;‘l fue; zinh: qh’.m :lh?a“‘“id date 6-12-91. It
us save placing himself in an awkard position.™ equired to make z .
Z‘; %?iiz;la(ll trlcl‘pol't on Itfhe subject, I request that the diary may be returned with M. shows that the (.301-
lector had not failed

Stuart’s letter and its enclosures.
to consider, though
he had neglected to {

I beg to remain,
Respected Fir, .
Your most obedienf servant,

PERINTALMANNA, (Signed)  S. ANANTA PATTAR, answer, the com-
4th December 1891. Tahsildar,  plaints made by Mr.
Stuart. The fact

that the Tahsildar was allowed to address the Collector demi-officially 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 Walawandd. His failure to notice the Tahsildar’s conduct
was, in these circumstances, to condone it, and lent colour to any supposition the
Tah,sildar may have entertained that the Collector would support him in his mis-
doings. This letter, together with the Acting Collector’s report, was referred to
Mr. Dumergue by the Board (Settl.ement Department) by its Reference dated 2nd
Se};tembel‘ 1892. Shortly after this, Mr. Dumergue was appointed to act as Judge

Y be allowed to the *
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' Lisr to the
of Trichinopoly, and was therefore no longer undqr the] ];10 all\(lll I’I)fllguleigh}; main-
reference quoted is his letter dated 20th October, 1111 “:i sich i i ke
thins that his conduct in this matter having been alreacy ju ﬁe added, however,
by Government, the subject is no more open to dls.(ﬂlzbw.n‘ e )lan;iinll e
that if the Board, in the Settlement D.epal'tment,-.Stl e*?(lil;e The ]Iioé,r d’s object
him, he would furnish it upon receipt of certan rgczxd iiioims gt A
“in making the reference to Mr. Dumergue Wwas to atto

. - . and the offer
explain his conduct as it appeared from 1\(?: (}zzadgg}disciig(ﬁf ’ 122tter taihor
having been declined, the Board, not, being ‘1P ted him to return the records.

. » its order ues
as Mr. Dumergue is no longer under 1ts orders, lfe(ilt 7ot
In these circumstances the Board resolves to su n'lerned

"disposal o far as Mr. Dumergue’s conduct 1s cone ;

(True Extract.) }
W. 8. MEYER,

b
Signed "
(Signed) Ag. Secretary.
.
. -
L Fl ™
. " T
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. :

gee " , Settlement
Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Sett ‘
i and Director of the Department of Land Records and
., Collector of Malabar.

-

Agriculture.

- PRl e

Exd. BE. Fernandoz.
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