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TO

- Bis Excelleney
- Sir Qethur Elbank ﬁmloxk,

g 6.OC.H 6,604 ¢,

GOVERNOR OF MADRAS IN COUNCIL,
OOTACAMUND.

The humble Memorial of Coimbatore
CooroosawMIAH, late Tahsildar of Dharma-
purt, Salem District.

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :—

That Your Excellency’s Memorialist has been
reduced in regular succession during the past six
years, from the

Degradation. post of a second
1892 by the Board from Rs225 to 200. Taas Vbl
Bl sad: class Tahsildar, on
1894 by Govt. on appeal , 200 ,, 175. PR3z 225 to fa
1896 by the Board  ,, 175, 150. that o
Enhanced. Taluk Head Ac-
1898 by Govt. on appes’ ,, 150 ,, 50. .o untant on Rs 50,

Vid infra),
ide para 18 (infra) the last of the de-

gradations being a second enhanced punishment from¥Bs

150 to Bs 50 and ordered by the Government of Madras

"in June 1898, as the result of an appeal submitted

' against a previous order of degradation passed by
the Board of Revenue in 1896.

2. The history of this unfortunate case is briefly
as follows :—

3. Your Excellency’s Memorialist was Tahsildar

(2nd class) of Museri, Trichinopoly District, from 1886

. to 1891 In 1891a few of his sub-

g ! BOZIS?B gar;cae:;m;: ordinates in the Taluk office form-

’ Loty -\ dated 22—9—92 ed themselves into a clique and
: No. 6060 Mis: =

A some anonymous and pseudony-

mous petitiong were sent up against him. In 1892,

i the Head Assistant Collector and the Collector held

local enquiries into the allegations and the Collector

Yide Collectors Jramed at first four different

Proceedings dated charges against Your Excellency’s

25-3-92 No.1336.  Momorialist and reported him to

Yide - Collestor's the Board. Subsequently, he added

letter dated 27-7-92 and reported on a supplemental or
No. 364-4.
5th charge also.

4. The Board, after “a very careful examination
of most voluminous records” came to the conclusion




/ / : . ‘ 8
; ¥V, 6,.&,; 2l N § 2 R ve, during which period, charges S Z R |
Your Excellency’s Memorialist and e : <J bo ' diiegRong i = f) isi g1 Oﬁicsr) wa,re ain A
Yide G.0.R.D.  after perusing the fecords relati ; Etrneibeced £) (as reported by the Divisiona B )48 7
dated 8-1-94 No. 16, A hp ? 16 Tecordsrelating i " Y P ;i;‘ - formulated against him by the .
O charge v alone pronounced him | | Lo ¢ ' o v , . Rl  Vide Collsctor's  soyiee S o8008 "Arootand wers: 1
: s e : f % o . M L - : (e Iuls e rt dated 28-3-96  LOlleClor 0 ; i
guilty of all the Jive ;:harges and‘ directed, by way of ll " : o ( 7 TN M & - A‘ ¢ & e B . \:i‘ A ::’: 0. No.2499 to5 reported to the Board without Yg-ur ;\’
Vide G. 0. dated y SPhncement his further degradation ® § /o 1o 72 T i len Brnp s Eecellency’s Memorialist being made | | -~
27:}?4? Nz. 1?2?1 Mis. ' by another grade and he was there- + 1. N e g i e v ¢ [, AT gt o adiilati 1
W, LR add ' iR : A ot ~ > ¥ - . “ . 3 2
: { ,.’»A.‘",".ﬂ.'923‘4'9&;“052168;}?:?]1})0“ traDSferrP'd to Ka]lakux.UChi V‘Jl‘- ll\ _i*‘ - % ™ Lk‘é J‘;:'E & £ P g™ g N oG 0_7},,4 ,thls. Tepo’t M’,}vtthou‘t o
£ R o in South Arcot, ok | - 3 P M T Vide B. P. L. R. motice to Your Exzcellency's Memo- ; ‘\
1 @5‘ el P T A o YO o ke T At . . dated 16—4—90No. . ialist, the Board directed his
‘; \ B Copyphitkin order B hl . e U BTG g Y : & o, Cojf?:oss fusther degradation to the 5th or
:) : g oo 188 3 Eeﬁ-e ated applications subwitted % i ! 1 = | A g, e b0, RR): - t}}e SN . S o
" { by Your Excellency’s Memorialist. N , f : ; il ol U . _ transfer to the district of Salem.

[2]

that the first four charges were not very serious and
were not proved agaiust Your Excellency’s Memorial-
ist; butin respect of the supplemental or the 5th char-
ge, they, without calling for an explanation on the speci-
fic charge and under a misapprehension, believed him
to be guilty and accordingly they
directed his degradation by one
grade, the charge being that Your

Vide para 12 & 15 of
B. P. dated 22-9-92
No. 6060 Mis: .|

] Excellency’s Memorialist  had, A B ding:“"gi‘;‘;; to shift for themselves as best as
through bias,and with a view to satisfy his private ani- ' 31396 & 1-4-96.  they could,for two full years,and of
mosity, heavily fined a Head Constable in 4 criminal ~ -4 cg?{l:,;?ﬁaﬁsz; delays in darkast cases may be
case and remanded him to custody, refusing to aceept . . roviews. (Appendix  quoted as examples.
bail. At thesame time, the Board held that as regards .gfhlzﬂl%“;)n o g
one of the four charges, viz, of delay in enquiring i . A

i ot = v v g mto 10. 7 S list however, set
and mislaying the records in a criminal case. a Talu i Horn Miegisnmts Nttt et
= 5 & ’ uq himself to work and worked hard with a view to
BW%gmpm 17 ot clerk (Srinivasier) was the officer rectify these longstanding evils,
P Mis. dated imari ; ;
22-9-92, i z:::::;;iy ) r;s_sponts:;ﬂ;,. :;fd ithely tr;‘t‘:ezgr‘:::g?x x; submitting in the usual course, an
irected his dismissal. Al - i
The records were then sg;:zimitted to Governm ‘? t Xfb) (8)‘(9.)’&' (10). appeal petition on 3rd June 1895
3. who ] e Y ~ against his degradation; and both the Collector, as
:Elel .‘Sz.?ﬁ;,p‘;ﬁ%f""; s mergy" recorde . em, further &~ /t % well as the Divisional Officer seemed to be satisfied
¥ © action being considered as un- 4y P with his work for some time.
- necessary. W !
‘\.{ J 7}"';:1@9”%“1? Rk : B(t;:;oon a.fterw;.rdf{.the Division
’ A t : tor, 5 >
5. Against the order of dismissal passed by the : Tirukoiur Division, :osure ‘:;"tthE_._ miiﬂmj&iﬂgwmg::; ;
Board, th ‘ ‘ Ly o dated 18—6—95, el AL a
Vide @.O. dated P i .appea]ed. ey D L ' ¢ Ref. on Regr. No.  his Division, made reports to the
: Government, who, without call < s A . 1136 ‘
: s 0, without calling P ik o ; ‘]
25—5-93 No. 1916+ e S8 - E of 1895. Collector,against Your Excellency’s
Mis: for a report from the Board or for | I : . 1 : : X our. ks : , i
. i ! LSRR R ey & - : v & his letter dated  Memorialist, on certain matters of
the records of the case, believed /;(’ 1((;)‘) FRQ AL, Fot s dbtseon. Ceatu V1008 Ko I0E | & : h bei A’lx
 .the ezparte allegations and mis-statements made by P o e (L £F nesnsies <k peti;: 'pet,;' office routine, the report being Yo
the clerk against the Taluk Magistrate in his appeal g i o - R e i L 15_11__52”1 a-  hased on a psendqxfymgus petl-tlo.n.
petition and restored him with arrears of pay, express- Atran  teen ¢ STET & Bl SCcilutouty ardon.. L QUT 1 Mpellonty' Memdrisissh
in ir desire (i ; T - d , ol p3 e een dated  nraved the Collector for an inters
ing their desire (in para 3) to take further notice of Gy E N Vo, Rt ; : 22-12-95 Cur. Regr. i bl o R Py
the conduct of Your Excellency’s Memorialist. 2w o B - No. 5= of 1895. view to beu”' he b ‘Irln exp "":
U ; 1% Appendix No. I1X Mmatters, but t B Lo ector was no
6. The Board, however, protested and represented | B B rss o plea:sed 9 granf 1 A
Vids B.P. dateq Phat, had the records lzeen cailed AT Sy PR B 11, At about this time, the petition of appeal sub-
30—8-93 No. 5082, for and perused, the decision of | T fo . A i 3 Vide G. 0. J.D. mitted by Your Excellency’s Me-
Mis. Appendix I G bmiahi ks : / 1L, ) L y I Ak (Lo . dated 25—9—95 No.
t f hat it OVGPIZ}me_U R AR s I " : ¢ - ' 193:‘-}3 RN morialist was with-held under Sec.
ent from what it was. Government fully admitted - ‘ P e | R Y e P S gl ;
) 7 F i TR . 80 9 A
the force of the Board’s representa- A ~— N 1170“;“?6 il 1113 (2) of B ‘LIemonal Hale

Vide G.O. R.D.#& ¢ti ol il
e By & tions but declined to re open the
matter.

7. Nevertheless they re-opened the case against

o

t » [3]
9. On joining

. Vide B, P. L.R.

i ~« dated19-2-94 No.595

Boutine. A ppendixII.

: B. P. L. R. dated

31—5—95 No. 1364

Routine. AppendixIIT

& Tahsildar's Arzi

dated 13-9-94.
Ref. on No. 6115-94.

Kallakurichi, Your Excellency’s
Memorialist found there, instances
of gross delays and of malad-
ministration of several years' stan-
ding iu almost every branch of
work. The case of the two Rev.
Inspectors viz: Gurusami Naidu and

Ramanujacharry being kept out of their pay and made

and was returned to him for amendment. But before
he could revise and resubmit it, Your Excellency’s
Memorialist fell ill and had to proceed out of the




[4]

12. Your Excellency’s humble Memorialist then
applied to the Board for a review
e ot of their orders; but the application
which was delayed in the Divisional office, Tirukoilur,
Vide B. P. No.j, Jor fifteen months, was finally
8973 s, | rejected by the Board.
21—10—1897
13.  The only course left open to Your Excellen-
cy’s Memorialist was an appeal to Government which
he submitted accordingly in February last. But un-
fortunately for Your Excellency’s Memorialist,
Government has been pleased a second time to enhance

ide G. ;
a.féa}pm 1898.  from the post of Tahsildar on Rs

No. 327/ 150 to that of g Taluk Head
- Accountant on Rs 50 with the remark that he is unfit
to bepntrusted with responsible duties.

14, Tt may be submitted in this connection that
the earliest troubles of Your Excellency’s Memorialist
consequent on the charges framed agaiust him by
Mr. Welsh in Trichinopoly were but the outcome of g
small clique of his subordinates who wished to get
rid of him from Museri and are almost parallel with
those which befell Mr. Gurusami Nuidu, Tahsildar of
Nandial in 1894, and Mr. Kodandaramier, Deputy
Collector of Salem, and which have been favorably
disposed of respectively by the Board in 1894 and by
Government in their orders dated 29-8-94 N, 765, and
20-6-94, No. 1532. J.D. (Vide appendix X| annexed .
Most if not all of the so-called enemies of the Magis.
trate (Vide Mr. Welsh’s letter dated 27—7—92 No_
364—4) have since left Museri and it jg a fact that
Your Exce]lency’s Memorialist was never dislikeq by
the people in general of that or any other statiop.

15. Your Excellency’s Humble Memorialist who
belongstoarespect.able family hasg served Govepy.

Mr.J. F. Price. du"mg which period, he has
» ILR. Farmer, established 3 name fop integrity
2 giﬂ}i;\;si{eme“b““ and ndustry (ag pis ancestorg
3 el L T
»C. H. Mounsey, the Copies of testimoniy]g granted

to and Opinion helq of him by
whom he has servm.i

Y begs leave Approach
© Present memorig] of appeal
: his caseamd fop mercy,

16. 1In conclusion, Your Excelle
Memorialisg Wost respect

Your Exce”ency with th
for g reconsideration of

‘ ney’s Hamblo
fully soljoits Pardon for his

o.r p. anddirect his further degradation

-

Oy’

<

[5]

ind i ion of
intrusion and prays that on a kind conSIde.ratl o
all the circumstances detailed in the foreg;)mhg P %

1 ac
graphs, his past sufferings, long service an (; :Ltrunme
and the utter helplessness of his present ux; o A
condition, Your Excellency may be .gracm.x; {v hpiCh =
i im for he shortcomings wi
to forgive him for all t laiet
itt1 ffended the Board of Re

my have unwittingly o Board ¢
a.ng (Government and to render him justice on the
merits by ordering his restoration.

17.  And Your Excellency’s Humble Memorialist
shall, as in duty bound, EVER PRAY.

The Literary Sun Press, Coimbatore.

. N, T
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/. ~t5> Taking the several orders of reduction seria-
tim, Your Excellency’s Memorialist will next proceed
briefly to submit in juxta-position, the grounds alleged
for each order of degradation as well as his own
explanation therefor.

9 . 6= Asregards the first order of the Board dated
92992 No. 6060 Mis: the grcunds alleged by the
Board and based on the Head Assistant Magistrate’s
Judgment in Criminal Appeal No. 16 of 1892 and
report dated 5—7—92 No. 1663, as well as the expla-
nations are detailed below.

Grounds alleged. Explanation.

(a) On November (a) This petition was a pseu-
' 4th1891the St.H.O. donymous one and is said to
. had sent to the have been received by the Head
Head Assistant Ma- Assistant Magistrate Mr. Mir
gistrate a petition Shujaet Ali Khan in November
charging the Taluk 1891. It was kept confidential by
Magistrate ~ with him until he reported about it to
"having hushed up the District Magistrate in his
the poisoning case Proceeding dated 27th Feb. 1892
which forms the inreplytoan order dated 22-2-92
ground of charge No.48. The first and the ear-
No. II. In Decem- liest allusion to the petition was
ber, the St. H. O. contained in the appeal petition
appeared as a wit- dated 15-1-92 presented by the
ness ina case before St, H. O. and forwarded to the
the Taluk Magis- TalukMagistrate for his remarks.
trate. In the course Till then, he had no idea or
of the enquiry the knowledge whatever about it.
St. H. 0. demurred The Taluk Magistrate thereupon
to answering a applied to the Head Assistant
question put to him Magistrate to be allowed to
by the Court and pervse the petition and other

for this refusal he records. Vide Arzi dated,

* was dealt with by 24-1-92 No. 59, para 4,
the Magistrate un- 25-1-92 No. 62,
der Sec.480 Cr.P.C. and 2-2-92 No. 88. .
and fined Rs 30 or But these requisitions were not ¢
in default, to three o o e b 0h. complied with
weeks’ simple im- and the final
prisonment. ~ He order on the arzi was as follows:—

failed to pay the  ‘The petition is under
fine and was re- consideration and cannot
manded to custody be sent now”

for the night and - i *

sent to jail themext 3rd Feb. 1892.

day but was libera- (Sd.)MIR SHUJAET ALI,

ted on payment of Head Assistant Magistrate.

the fine the same

day. Vide para 12 And it was only at the in- b
of B.P. 6060. vestigation held by the Collector

N O W e




datejd 22-9-92, on 4thMarch 1892 that Your Fx-
s cellency’s Memorialist was allow-

ed for the first and the last time

to peruse it. Further, the Heanq
Assistant Magistrate’s Proceediugs dated 27¢h Feb.
1892 shows that the St. H. O. when examined by him,
did not admit himself to be the author of the petition,
For these reasons, Your Excellency’s Memorialigt
eannot be considered to have been actuated in December

3

of the Taluq Magistrate, will show that the Head
Constable had been guilty of several irregularities in
his investigation of the theft case and had felt himself
nervous about them and had addressed the Superin-
tendent of Police in view to get it transferred to some
cther court, and when he was questioned as a witness
about this conduct of his, (exhibited subsequent to his

1891 by any spite or private animosity against the
St. H. O. on account of the petition in question of
which he knew nothing about unti] more than two
monthsj after December the month In which the
St. H. O. was punished by him.

The dates are very important in this

connection,

(b) The Taluk Ma-
gistrate was not
justiied in  the
Board’s opinion in
dealing with the
Station House Offj-
cer under Section
480Cr. P. C. at all.
The relations exist-
ing at the time be-
tween himself and
the witness were
such as to require
that the charge of
contempt should be
tried by a differ-
ent tribunal; ang

to this end the Ta-

luk Magistrate
ought to have sent
the case to another
Magistrate under
Sec. 482 Cr. P, (.
Vide para 150f B.P,
605 :

. 2§:§%2 Mis:
(¢) The sentence
_Was a severe one,
Vide para 12 ofR P,

. 6066 :

. 2‘5-9:92 LIIS:
based on para 4 of
the Head Assistant
Magistrate’s letter

r 1663
No. S

and 6 of the Heaq Ass
iu eriminal appeal No, 16 of 189

(b) The relationship supposed
to have been existing at the
time between the Taluk Magis-
trate and the Station House Ofi-
Cer, on account of the petition
in question, having been thus dje.
proved, the conduct of Your
Excel]ency’séMemorialist in hay-
ing himself tried the charge of
contempt may be taken tq have
been legal and open to no g}.
jection, It ig hardly necessary
to add that if such g relation-
ship had really  exigted, Your
Excellency’s Memorialiss would
never have ventured ¢, try the
case at al],

(¢) A perusal of para 1] of
Boardy’ Proceedings No. 6060
dated 22-9_go will  show thag
there Was, at the time, ¢
able insubordination towards th
Tabsildar on the part of his She.

ristadar an( others, and that the
Tabsildar

as left withont the
Support of hig authority whjc),
he had a right to expect,”

Further, Paragraphs 2, 3 5

5
IStant Magistrate’s Judgment

‘consider-

e 2

£

W
et

A

referring it as false,) he refused to answer the question
put to him by the Court. It was why a sentence of a
fine of Rs 30 was considered hecessary. It was more
the outcome of a « righteous indignation” than of any
bias or private animosity against the St. H. O, Vide
para 5 of the Appeal Judgment referred to.

(d) Upon appeal
the Head Assistant
Magistrate Mr. Mir
Shujaet Ali Khan,
has quashed the con-
viction holding that
it was not warrant-

ed. Vide para 12 of
B.p, 6060

52-9.93 Mis:
& the Judgment of
the Head Assistant
Magistrate in
criminal appeal No.
16 of 1892,

The grounds upon
which the decision
of the Lower Court
Wwas reversed were:—

(1) that the ques-
tion put to the
Head Constable
and refused to
be answered by
him related to his
conduct and irre-
gularities in the
theft case & was
put for the elu-
cidation of those
irregularities.

(2) that it was
not therefore
“so relevant.”

(3) that the Head
Constable  wag
not therefore
bound to answer
the question.

(d) But Mr. Hall his suceessor
in office, was of a different
opinion and has held that the
decision of the Talnk Magistrate
though inadvisable and wanting
In tact, was quite legal (Vide
paras 3 and 10 of his letter No.
1663

5-7T2°) And it is not free from
doubt as to whether the reversal
of the decision of the Taluk Ma-
gistrate on appeal was quite
proper. The Bombay Ruling
quoted in the appeal judgment
18 an authority as to a Judge's
power to ask irrelevant questions
under Sec. 165 of the Indian
Evidence Act (I of 1872) and
the obligation or otherwise of a
witness to answer them wunder
certain conditions. Under this
Ruling,aJudge is at perfectliber-
ty to ask an irrelevant question
“if he only does so, in order to
obtain proof of relevant Jacts,
and it is only, if he asks
questions with a view to criminal
proceedings being taken against
the witness, the witness is not
bound to answer them and can-
not be punished for not answer-
ing them under Sec. 179 of the
Penal Code-” Applying this
Ruling to the present case, it
will be seen that the Head
Assistant Magistrate was not
quite certain in the first place,
whether the question which was
put to the Head Constable and
which he refused to answer, was

really relevant op irrelevant,

sa A

L ~L - T

PR e P, PO e ¥ Ly

B e

(Vide latter part of para, 3 of
= und the Judgment

the Appeal Judgument)

f'r
o

4

L™

Sl
'
o

A
i




(4) thal his refusal
to answer it did
not in consequen-
ce constitute an
offence underSec.

179 1. P. C. and

(5) that his convic-
tion and sentence
under Sec. 480
Cr. P. C. were
therefore illegal
and opposed to
the Ruling of the
Bombay H i gh
Court in
Queen  Empress
v. Hari Laksh-
man, I. L. R. 10

Bombay 185,

s

Towards the close of para.. 5 of
his Judgment, he admits thag
the particular question related
to the subsequent conduct, of the
Head Constable who was g
party to the proceedings in the
theft case, and thag that conduct
was irregular, and it thy foll-
ows that the question was, in
consequence, quite relevant, ang
therefore one which the witnegs
was bound to answer, Even if
it should be helq as irrelevant
(in which case alone the Rylip
is applicable to the case)there ig
this Magistrate’s own admission
in the same paragraph, that the
Purpose for which the question
Was put to the witness, was nof
with a view to eriminal Proceed-

mygs'being taken against him, but,

“or the elucidation of the irreguiqy conduct of the

witness” as the chief investigating Offi

cer in the case

of theft then ufld?l‘ enquiry before theTaIukMagistrate.
1t follows again in consequence, that, undep the very

same authority quoteq by him,
which the Heaq Constable was
his refusal to answer it wag cleay

Sec. 179 LP.C., and

(e) “In his Judg-
ment the Taluk Ma-
gistrate says that
the St. H. 0. did
make an attempt to
get giddiness if he
could. This shows I
think that'theTaluk
Magistrate had g
distinet  prejudice
against the
St.H.0.” Vide para
13 of letter dated
95-7-92,No. 1663, of
Mr. Hall,

() Tn his appeal
petition against the
conviction and sen-
tence the St. H. 0,
alludes to the pseu-
donymous petition
of Nov. 18 and sug-
gests that the Taluk

the question wag one
bound o answer an(

ly an offence under
the Head Assistant Magistrate’s

(2) A perusal of the state.
ment given' by the Head (Cop.-
stable on 22-12-91 anq formine
part of the records in Mis: casz
No. 3 of 1891 Muser; Taluk
will show thag he did really
allege and feign giddiness and
the allusion to it contained in
the Judgment was not therefore
the outcome or any prejudice
against him but was a fact in
itself.

(f) This has been explained
and  disproyed already undep
item (a) supra. A perusal of the
latter part of para 5 ot the Judg-
mentin criming] appeal N"‘l;T(r)z
will show that the Heag Assistant
Magistrate was himself not sure

O

4

>

1as
Magistrate had that there was any such bia

i i Your
evidently been working in the mind of

jalist at the
judi . Excellency’s Memoria
i e g ti;e in question. That officer

appears to characterize t_:he.feei:
ing more as a.“rightem.ls' mdlgnh
tion’ at the irregulatntles of the
St. H. O. than as bias.

der of the District
ol S e (g) The or 3
i The“sxma.lice ”  Magistrate on the petition Wwas

urged
agiin in a petition as follows:—

ey .
i “ The petitioner did refuse

istrict Magis- .
tt}::t?:;trzlgt-za—g92. to answer questions and thus

it is hard to affirm that the

i i liciously.”
b-Magistrate di¢ act ma :
< Vidil District Magistrate’s Proceedings dated

27—2—92 No. 136.

(h) There was un-
due severity shown
after conviction in
that the St. H. O.
was not let on bail
but was made to
suffer imprisonment

for default of pay-

ment of fine, bail

ing refused.
b?:;gfhat there was (1) This has been found to be

delELy 1n [eleaslllg ullt]ue. Qlde l)a[a ll Of Mr-

i d been paid. 1663.
t;‘ne £ ION'——i‘he foregoing facts will thus §hové th:.:
i .icting and punishing the Statin uER
l(l)]ﬁf’:::rvfor contempt of Court, Your Excglle:oczas:
Memorialist was not a(?tuate(.l by a‘.; dis;:ech hisd
tisfy any private‘ animosxtg a.ifmozf:; r:he s
II;Z?:Z gg:ere};::fle%ﬁ;‘;d security for payment

let on
d have been at once
of the fine, he Shouln; is unfortunate that when

d 27-7-92 No.

(h) The St. H. O.’s a.lle_gation
that he offered bail but 1t was
refused 1s a mis-statement. As &
matter of fact, bail was _never
offered by him nor was it Sy
refused. Vide Taluk Magistrate's

arzi dated 25—6—92 No. 457.

bail and liberated.
submitting his final report date

Welsh)
@—to the Board, the Collector (Mr

i in of his own
1 ake mention therein .
om‘tteiintos d!::ed 97-2-92 No.136,wherein, hte h::
: ¢ v . s
pl'oceelf a(?mitted that the conviction and se; e.* e
h;n:::li Station House Officer were not malicrous.
o

the 2nd order of

rounds alleged for )

3 ad’letlz:ngpassed by Government' and tlhe .explana
fizgnr in respect of them are as detailed below:

‘;ro“nds a“eged, Expl&nﬂtion.
. .
. XCce

sertion of the that the records werelost by the-
as
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respect of these and other facts in his appeal petition.
1t was the clerk himself who first conceived the idea
and connected the loss of the records with Jamabundy.
Vide his explanation reported to the Head Assistant
Magistrate in the Taluk Magistrate’s arzi, dated 13th
November 1891, No. A. His next attempt was 1o
connect it with Jamabundy held at the Taluk Head
Quarters, and it was made at the Collector’s enquiry
held in March 1892. {Vide queries 60 and 61 of the
Collector.)

In his appeal petition to Government, the clerk has
made the attempt for the third time, pushing how-
ever, the time and place of their loss still further, viz.
to some date subsequent to the 28th March 1891
(when he had possession of the records) and to the
Jamabundy Camp Seeplaputtur where the office re-
mained in camp from 19-4-91 to 20-5-91. This
appears to have been done by the clerk with a motive
to makeit appear that the records were kept by the
Magistrate for sometime and for some purpose and
were then lost by him and so to shift the burden of his
own responsibility. There is thus nothing to prove
that the Magistrate had the records with him in Ja-

mabundy camp or that he has wade any such admis-

sion as is alluded to.

5. The clerk goes
a step farther and
suggests that the
records 1n qaestion
had mever disap-
peared at all, but
that theMagistrate
had kept them in
liis own possession
from 28th March
to 12th October
1891. Vide para-
graphs 3, 4, 10, 14
and 19, i, 1i, 1ii of
his appeal petition
1o Government.

&. If so, it is not understood

why when a search was made for
the records by himself and some
of his fellow clerks and when he
knew he was reported in Novem-
ber 1891 as the officer respounsi-
ble, he did not at once reveal the
truth of the matter to any of his

superiors and why he waited nn-

til Februoary 1892, (when the
clique of the Tahsildar’s enemies
had joined him) to disclose what
Le bas alleged. [Vide referen-
ces quoted in the remarks on
point I, at page 14 and in para 11
on page 23 of the Tahsildar’s ap-
peal petition to the Board, dated

30-1-92 ; also the last sentence of para 9 of Board's
U'roceedings, dated 22-9-92, No. 6060 Mis.].

6. When the Ma-
cistrate was called
on to report what
clerk was respons

sible for the loss

of the records, he
abstained from re-
porting Srinivas-
ier., The inference
seems obvions that
the Magistrate
knew that he him-
self had mislaid the
papers, as other-
wise, he wounld na-
turally’ have re-
ported his Maois-
rerial Clerk (Srini-

6. The name of Srinivasier
had been duly reported as the
Magisterial Clerk responsible,
Vide Taluk Magistrate’s arzi,dat-
ed 8-10-91, No. 638; and arzi
‘dated 13-11-91, No. A, in the
clerk’s own handwriting aud the
allugion to Lim in the orders of
Mpr. Weir thereon. The clerk

hir self admits it ;n paragraphs |

4 ad 16 on pages 13 and 93 res-
peciively of his appeal petition to
Government;vide also para 10 on
page 23, paragraphs 16 to 18 ou
page 27 and para 3 on page 30
of the Tahsildar’s appeal petition
to the Board, dated 30-4-92,

vasier) as the person responsible for their disappear-

ance,
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respect of these and other facts in his appeal petition.
1t was the clerk himself who first conceived the idea
and connected the loss of the records with Jamabundy.
Vide his explanation reported to the Head Assistant
Magistrate in the Taluk Magistrate’s arzi, dated 13th
Novewber 1891, No. A. His next attempt was to
conneet it with Jamabundy held at the Taluk Head
Quarters, and it was made at the Collector’s enquiry
held in March 1892. (Vide queries 60 and 61 of the

Collector.)

In his appeal petition to Government, the clerk has
made the attempt for the third time, pushing how-
ever, the time and place of their loss still further, viz.

to some date subsequent to the 28th March 1891

(when he had possession of the records) and to the
Jamabundy Camp Seeplaputtur where the office re-
mained in camp from 19-1-91 to 20-5-91. This
appears to have been done by the clerk with a motive
to make it appear that the records were kept by the
Magistrate for sometime and for some purpose and
were then lost by him and so to shift the burden of his
own responsibility. There is thus nothing to prove
that the Magistrate had the records with him in Ja-
mabundy camp or that he has wade any such admis-
sion as is alluded to.

5. The clerk goes
a step further and
suggests that the
records in qaestion
had never disap-
peared at all, but
that theMagistrate
had kept them in
his own possession
from 28th March
to 12th  October
1891. Vide para-
graphs 3, 4, 10, 14
and IY. 1, i, it of
Iis appeal petition
1o Government.

5. If so, it is not understood

why wheu a search was made for
the records by himself and some
of his fellow clerks and when he
knew he was reported in Novem-
ber 1891 as the officer respousi-
ble, hie did not at once reveal the
truth of the matter to any of his
superiors and why he waited un-
til Fehroary 1892, (when the
clique of the Tahsildar’s enemies
had joined him) to disclose what
he bas alleged. [Vide referen-
ces quoted in the remarks on
point I, at page 14 and in para 11
on page 23 of the Tahsildar’s ap-
peal petition to the Board, dated

30-1-92 ; also the last sentence of para 9 of Board's

I'roceedings, dated

6. When the Ma-
gistrate was called
on to report what
clerk was respomns
sible for the loss
of the records, he
abstained from re-
porting  Srinivas-
ier. The inference
seems obvious that
the Magistrate
knew that he him-
self had mislaid the
papers, as other-
wise, he would na-
turally’ have re-
ported his Maois-
terial Clerk (Srini-

22-9-92, No. 6060 Mis.].

6. The name of Srinivasier
had been duly reported as the
Magisterial Clerk responsible,
Vide Taluk Magistrate’s arzi,dat-

“ed 3-10-91, No. 638; and arzi

‘dated 13-11-91, No. A,in the
clerk’s own handwriting and the
allusion to him in the orders of
Mr. Weir thereon. The clerk
hir self admits it i paragraphs
4 ad 16 on pages 13 and 93 res-
pec ively of his appeal petition to
Government;vide also para 10 on
page 23, paragraphs 16 to 18 on
page 27 and para 3 on page 30
of the Tahsildar’s appeal petition
to the Board, dated 30-4-92.

vasier) as the person responsible for their disappear-

ance,

¢ /"1



2. Mmgistrate is na-
- turally interested
in  exculpating
If and his

v 1ok to be 1e-
Tied on.

BE. The' Taluk
Ry gistrate seems
from the records of
Mr, Welsh’s  en.

7, &e., to have

'é,alséAppend'ix
XIII annexed be-
g extracts from

wagraphs 7, 8,9
29 ﬁd 10 of Board’s
'B!Z'Geeeding’s,

ks

 para 26 of
= No, 133.8,

“The Tahsildar

dated 1-4-92 N, 89.29,

el t and youq
rk, but has not beey g dilatory Officer.,

toriness in Lis duties

@) Mr. Welsh observes .
& limself an efficient Tahsildny in e
) the Collecto’s Proe

(®.) Reviewing the .
Febrnary 1892, fon the
and there was uttey con
the Taluk in consequenc

[10]

7. The clerk “Srinivasier 18
noue the lessiso.  For, hig posi-
tion and predicament, wepe 1uo
better than those of the Tabsilday,
On the other hand, they were
éven worse, as detailed in pary 6
on page 18 and para 7 o page
32 of the Tahsildar’s appeal peti.
tion to the Board, dated 30-4-92.

8. A glance at the

; e annexed
copies of testimonialg and the
extracts  moted below*

con-
taining the views of Mr. Welsy,
himself and of the Board will
show, that the Tahsildar Ly al-
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IIT) was closed, the clerk wrote the Ma_glsterla.] Dmry
in liis own handwriting and voted thereiu the deu.{)umf:
as part of the records of the respective cases. (lind ;)r
cases the records were temporarily mislaid an efay
hiad to be acconuted for and explained by him, as ]:)_t'
writing the Dajry, he had had the re?ords last 1;1_ |:
Possession before they disap}ieared. tqdhfheip;ﬁgat 11;29
v i . ingly reported the
given by him were according !on I:;l;ree it
sivns as noted in the
5 038, margin,thereports being
oA again in his own hand-
writing. Nota word of
demur was expressed by Illlim at the time or for three
months afterwards as to the s
the entries, even though he knew .that the supem;r
officers had becn attaching some importance to the
affair. Bus, when matters loocked a little serious,
he suddenly turned round and tln-ew. the entu‘;
blame on his superior, the Taluk Ms.xgnstrat..e, lmh
beliind his back alleging that the decisions in bot
cases had not been written on the dates' mdlf‘a&
ediin the diary, that the Magistrate had [kept the
records with himself for the purpose and hence ﬂlﬁ
delay, and that the entries made in the Diary as we
as in the arzis veferred to, "were not quite true or ae-
curate. The records in Loth these cases were Low-
ever finally discovered and produced by the qlgrk
Linself, those in the Natlam case (charge T11) hgmg
traced out and secured from the possession of a f'rlen‘
of his in the Divisional Office. He was further found
to have tuken liome and kept to himself without
authority, some more records n a:few:C%'lSt'S of Refer-
red Charge Sheets and they were delivered up by
him only after he hag left the office’on along leave.
All these fucts and Lis anteccdents point to a chronie
and not merely an aceidental carelessness of the'clvr‘k
it the matter of the custody of important official re-
cords eutrusted to him and in the Zdischarge of his
oflicial duties, und consequently, 1]:e~_1n3rehal;»]e Ha
ture of his explanations in geveral. I\e\'cl't'lfglvbs{
the orders of Government restoring Lim to his post
with arrears of pay aud directing the fu'r'th,er
degradation of Your Excellency’s Memorialist, have
seen based almost tolely bur unfortunately on ihe
many mis statements contained in the clerk’s appe‘né
peti{ion, (but not on any fresh evidence or rec_wl:'di 1?
enguiry) as has Leen fully 1-e;neson:ed u]t‘e&d}: yst‘ae
Board in tleir Resolution, dated 301h Au{.{tist 1 J.,
No. 5032 Mis. It is also o matter for Your EXcelI?n-
¢¥’s kind consideration, {hat while G. O. datedi..:)t‘h
May 1593, No. 1916 Mis. deals with the recor Sll"t,-
lating only fo to charges (T and \ ); pumslm')ell?t 1as
been awarded to Your Excellency’s M‘gmn.rm laff n;
G, O.dated 27th Febrnary 1894, A\n: 893 st.' for ql
the five chavges formula-ed Ly the Collector, in spite

Arzi dated 3-8-9 1, No. 447.
- 3-10-91
] 13-11-91

-of the facet, that the Board had found charges 111

and IV not proved und charge II had Leen with-

‘diawn by the Collector Limsclf.

4. The third order of degradation was passed Ly
the Board «f Revenue on g report made by My,
Castle Stuart Stuart, who framed six charges on the
eve of his departure from India, ona report made
by the Divisional Officer after his trnus[er_ out of the
district was annovneed 1m the Gazette, The char ges

accuracy or otherwise of




~ as well as the explanations of Your Excellency’s M-
- morialist are briefly detailed below :—
CHARGES. *  Expranariow,
: I. That he omit- The omission is mo: denied .
: %q&‘ te show in his  but it was a clerieal and  not ax;
~revenue business intentional ome. The state of
- returns for June & darkast avrears all over NSouth
~ July 1895,149 dar- Arcot had been always unsatis-
kasts pending for factory ; (vide annexed extr:.cis
~'more than six from the monthly reviews of t e
~ ponths. Collector. ~ App. VIII) and the
S Taluk of Kallakurichi was no ex-
- ception. Your Excellency’s Memorialist himself rea-
lized the state of thiugs ‘and was doing his best t;)
- cope with the heavy* files and Mr, Stu;rt had even
~ raised him for it. fanpe
‘ _*Yide _Collector’s f(x»)r July 1895 WZ:‘Z noflgli;su}:(;;
i :queedmgs dated by the clerk tll late o the
JOth October 1894, night of the 9th August (the d
Apperdix X (b) 9 date for thejr despatoh being thfe3
and 10 annexed, 10t1h ) lf‘ihe return was checke
and certified 1 U
- Accountant and Your Excellency’syl\};l];?ncfrﬁlllil;tliizvl
ileg lllw:li 1o time, could only examine the figures brief R
: e ha howgver, U0 reason to doubt theip correo}.y'
o :.essig Iz:.u]d(};g signed the return, () the 10th, the l.)i-
don; n?ous I‘ceer xiade a su.r‘prxse inspection on a psen-
Port and discovered some confusion {
gures. In South Arcoti1 Taluk Head Accountavltz
) 2 are . 1 “ . - 4 . b
Vide Appendix VI, for thzldaé::ll;?ﬁ;lyofl eggil;:;“i]f
7 retuins, but in the npe e
"t b e gk n present jn-
e, Your ﬁxcollency § Memorialiss has beey ve-

ported and punished as ], icer 1
for the inaccurate eutry, e 2 b Pt

I1. That inaccu- The retar

Tate ﬁgure§ were  submitted ;lw?ﬁepzetﬁari]" | 3

furnished in  the (the due date being the 5th) ﬁ};sb i
Incometax return 1rregu]arit,y consists in th . ll'H

fox-Jnly1895. 1_.;ition under the item “e;;e;'"-

wsued,” of 4 numl i

er of easey
d' been prepared by ki

t not Signed or

turn had been put in by the cler
tgr; (:urmg the absence of Your Ex
Talst on circuit and the return wag checked
}Ilrlac:iad 1;Accounta.nt. Your Excellency’s A‘;gtnsri-ﬂi g
I returned from camp only on the” {th anq did‘ it
ave full time for a thorough serutiny, [t o
for statistical purpose . o

‘ ¢ of the retwn t
came to be shown ag issued, .

v the

n‘III.ﬂThat errone- ;[‘he.irregnlarity 18 that in 90
fus' sores were objection cases shown gg «
urnished in the posed,” no regular

incometax retmrn jug i
for November 95, 3 4.gments had bee

s dis-
decisions op
n recorded iy
Atb the same time, the Ins.

. ceting () .
Saw memo of evidencg andgdeﬁtﬁger Vb _that. he

3t 1:,hese 34'cases. Your Excelloney’
o | 00 ill with fever at the time to sjt uap and write ful]
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judgments and hence he briefly [summarized evidence
and passed a regular written order in every case. It
is a fact that he had fever from Ist November 95 and
took medical certificate, after which he did not rejoin
duty till May 1896, thereby forfeiting his claim to
furlough. ' :

1V. That he sub- The work had bheenTnearly
mitted a comple- completed on the 24th March *95,
tion report for two and there was only two days’
sluices in Varagur labour lef to do. The Overscer.
tank without in- was told to wait at the place and
specting the wak see the work out. He reported
after completion.  completion on the 28th. Your
Excellency’s Memorialist was

then busy with collectiors and jamabundy, and could
not re-visit the place for a formal and final inspection
before the official year closed. He represented this
luconvenience to the Divisional Officer and submitted
a completion report on the 29th, which the Divisional
Officer countersigned the next day without oljection.
The work was, however, reiaspected by Your Excel-
lency’s Memorialist a fortnight later and found to be
completed with excess work te the amount of Rs. 42.

V. That he simi- The entire work except a ma-
larly submitted a  sonry trough estimated at Rs. 5
completion certifi- lhad been completed when Your
cate for the cattle-. lixcellcucy’s Memarialist inspect-
pound at Pellaga- ed it on 4th February 1895, The
cheri without in- trcugh was then condemmed as
specting the work the site was marshy and a stone
after completion. one ovdered and the contractor

told to replaster some of the
chunam. He did the replastering and claimed the
amount of the estimate on 28-7-05. Objecticn was
then taken in the Taluk (Audit branch) to the tech-
nical incompletion of the masonry trough and it was
also bnilt by 2-3-95. Your Excellency’s Memorialist
tigned a completion rej ort on 28-8-95, and did so, be-
cause ke was the «flicer who last saw it (i. e. on 4th
February *05).  'lhe Collector gards this entry
as wrong and says that the nawe of the Over-
seer who reported the completion verbally should
have been substituted. Your Excellency’s Memorial-
ist iu the absence of any voucher (r record to prove
the Overseer’s inspection, took it upon himself to cer-
tify the completion. The work was properly finished
and there are now two troughs—cne of stene and
one of masonry—in the pound.

The sixth charge relating to alteration of dates for
the sales of avenue pfoduce has becn settled by the
Board in favonr of your Excellency’s Memorialist on
the Collector’s letter, dated 3-3-96 No. 128—Cur. lhe
loss was general throughout the Presidency and due
to other causes.

Concruston.—It may not be ont of place to submit
here that the administration of theTaluk of Kallakurichi
had been most unsatisfactory for several years owing
to gross mismanagement and almost all its Tahsildars
had successively come to grief in consequence. Your
Excellency’s Memorialist en assuming charge of the
Taluk, grew alarmed ar the state of things and he ex-
amined the voot of the evil and brought it to the
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notice of the Collector thremgh the Divisional Officer,
1t may be quoted as instances that a Revenne Inspec-
tor on Rs.40, against whom there were serious charges

“yeported, was being compelled to work in his Firky

found wmissing. Lhere wero several references

without his salary being passed or disbursed to him for
two full years together, Another Revenne Inspector
against whom also thiere were serious charges formn-
lated and reported by the Divisional Officer, was kept,
in a state of snspense and withont pay, also for two
full years. There were hundreds of cases of darkasts

pending on the registers, the records in several being

: anmd
reports submitted from the Taluk to the di\'ision;\l

office, for which no replies had been received, the
records relating thereto having been lost, if not hll’shec i
up. The Collector seemed at first to appreciate thl
attempt made by Your Kxcellency’s Memnrialfst rr?
remedy the evils and to set matters right, but t]nell)’
visional Officer looked upon it with disfayc 9
apprehending an exposure of his bad

ivision, and the sitnation
Memorialist was rendere i too h
ence and he was reported and
to the 5th grade of Tahsil,

vour.evident]y
SuUpervision of the
of Your Excellencey's
ot for him in consequ-
reduced from the Ath

A g'la.nce at the Collector’s P
pendix IV and V annexed) disj
the two Revenne Inspectors an

roceedings (Vide Ap-

)psing of the case f

1 . some
¢ ways in which far more
n dealt with in Sonth Arcot,

idea of the delays and th
serious ckarges have bee

3. The 4thand the last order of reduction passed

by Government is the resul
( : t of i
against the ordersof the Board ina';haeh?gal i Setieny

The reasons alleged are :— pig: tginnee.
Grouxps, Expraxariox,

Though ~ Gov- A kind pernsal of the fope
ernment might be going paragraphs will ] 4
inclined to leave the first place, tha o i
without interfer- proof whatever 0
eree, the matter of  misconduct in pr
the (_Yndﬁlﬂ.lure re-  secondly, that lrl)e
port, the miscon- Tahsildar he : i
duet of the Tahsil- therefor un}:i:' :’E‘t‘r:impnm;xhed
dar, proved b.V_the sion of the truth of the.mc)lrP 15
records of previons reported against him and ]t;]":({ﬁﬂ
vears, showshim to ] ¥, that he has snffered b
be unfit for the fliciently well
exercise of respon-  thus awarded to
sible powers, such misconduct,

in
t there is 1o
f the allegeq
evions vears ;
vertheless the

also sn-
the punishment
him already for

6. Your Excellency’s Memoriali
permitted to sum up the whole b:-'il:fist o e

_ 3 Y and to submj
a few remarks in conolusion about himself, o

As regards charge 1 framed by Mr. Welsh, it has

been shown that,

1. (a) the Taluk Ma
officer but liad
and good work,

gistrate has not been a dila

. t 2
established a name for pr e

ompt

(b.) the decision in both the cases had really been

“1 n. » :
”ntten by the Magistrate on the day on whicl
18 euquiries were cloged :

1 ¥
% e !
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(¢.) the rccords remained last in the possession of
the clerk (for writing the Diary) before they
were mislaid and he had been searching for
them afterwards,

(d.) the clerk has admittedly no evidence to prove
his alleged svbsequent return of the records
to the Magistrate,

(¢.) the Magistrate had actually no further neces-
sity himself for the records,

(/) hoe did not take them to his camp or mislay
them there as suggested,

(9.) the clerk had been duly reported as tho
officer responsible for the loss of the records
and

(h.) all such reports were in the handwriting of
the elerk himself and were known to him.

On the other hand,

i. the eclerk was generally most dilatory in the
discharge of his duties,

it lLe has been mislaying and keeping to himself
unauthorizedly, important records in other ecri-
minal cases as well, and his carelessness in the
matter of custody of records has been chronic,

iii. he never questioned or reported to his superiors
about the alleged inaccurcy of the entries made
in theDiary or in the reports made against
“him, for several months after they were written
or until he was driven to despair, and then his
last explanation was, that the entries made hy
himself in the official records in each and every
case were incorrect and deliberately untrue,

iv. the missing records were traced out and pro-

duced by himself finally in all the cases,

v. the clerk is equally interested as the Taluk Magis-
trate is alleged to be, in exculpating himself
and,

vi. »anost of the.erparte allegationswcontained in his
appeal petition on which the orders of

(jovernment are based, arelgroundless and un-
troe. -

The probability therefore is that it wus the clerk
and not the Taluk Magistrate who had mislaid
the records. This is also the conclnsion at
which the Board has arrived.

2. (harge II has been withdrawn by the Collector

P

himself and dismissed by the Board as groundless.

3. Charge 1II has been proved by the Board itself to
be groundless, with the remark that the clerk is much
to blame for the temporary loss of the records.

4. Charge 1V has also been found to be groundless
and was dismissed by the Board, with a remark that



[16] *

BEias s was considerable insubordination on the part of
'%:rseubo?dinates towards the Tahsildar who was not

given proper support kg his superiors.

- 5. In respect of charge V, the supplementary
matter, it has been shewn that,

(a) the petition of 4th November 1891 had nothing
to do with the Magistrate’s conduct towards
the Station House Officer in December 1891,
and the Board was under a misapprehension
for want of a specific explanation on the point
and hence their order of degradation by one
grade. This explanation had never been called
Sfor or obtained ;

() such (Soudact was actnated by a “righteons in-
dignation” at certain irregularities of the Sta-
tion Hovse Officer but not by any malice or
bias. The District Magistrate had himself dis-
believed the theory of malice ;

() the procedure of the Magistrate in trying and
convicting the Head Constable was quite legal ;

(d) the reversal of the conviction of the Station
House Officer (Syed Hussain) on appeal by
Mr. Mir Shujaet Ali Khan the Head Assistans
Magistrate, was illegal and opposed to the Rul-
ing quoted by him i the appeal judgment ;

(e) the alleged severity of the sentence of fine was
due to the then refractory couditicn of the

Taluk ;

[(f) the alleged severity a . com.r.ictz)l, 'wé dus
to the Head Constable’s own geglect to offer bai
about which he has made ine®rrect statements |

(9) the Station House Officer has made several mis.
statements in the appeal and complammts made
by him against the Magistrate ;

{(h) the most that can be assumed against the Ma-

gistrate is, that he has perhaps shown an error

of judgment and want of tact. Inalmost a si-
milar case in South Arcot®a Sub-Magistrate

(Sundarier) has been excused ard promoted as

Tahsildar, (CeOsdatad~ s

even though the Sessions Judge as well as the

High Court had ecommented very unfavourably

about him. .

6. The Board has rep‘re;éhted to Government that
 Government bas not had the full records before it,
that its decision was liable to be unduly influenced by
the exparte allegations contained in the clerk’s appeal
ISt petition and that, had a reference been made to it on
Lg. the appeal, “ the decision of Government might have
' been different.”

7. Neverthelcss, Government has been pleased to
order that the matter cannot be re-opened bus
that Your Excellency’s Memorialist be reduced

by another grado in respect of all the five charges
and he was transferred accordingly to Kallakurichi
in South Arcot.

-
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8. With regard to the clhiarges framed Ly Mr. Castle
Stuart Staart in South Avcot, it has been shewn that

affairs in Kallukurichi were in a state cf chaos
owing to maladministration of several previcus
years;

(a)

(b)

strenuous attempts swwere made in right earnest to
remedy the evils;

(¢) this was apprcciated for a time by the Collector
himself;

(d) but Your Excelleney’s Memorialist had not the
support of his Divisional Officer ;

(¢) errors of a purely statistical and technical nature
were magnified and reported against Y our Excel-
lency’s Memoriahst and the Board, while ex-
honerating him from all corrupt motives, has
reduced him to the last class of Talisil, for care-
lessness and inaccuracy ;

9. An application was made {o the Board for a
review, but after a delay of fifteen {months in the Di-
visional Office Tirnkkoilar, it was rejected with a re-

mark that the tone of the application was reprehen-
sible. .

10. The next course open [to Your Excellency’s
Memorialist was an appeal to Government which he
submitted, with the result, that Government has now
unfortunately ordered his further reduction, fremRe.
180 to Rs. 50, observing that though the charges re-
ported from South Arcot are not yery sericus, his
misconduct in previcus years shows, Lim to be unfic for
the exercise of responsible powers and that the pun-
ishment awarded by the Loard is inadequate. But
Your Excellency’s Humble Memorialist begs with the
most profound respeet, to submit that he has already
suffered sufficient punishment for the past misconduct,
and liis appeal to Government Liad reference ouly to
the matter of the Cuddalore report. Vide the latter
half of his appeal petition to Governmeunt, dated 15th
February 1893, .
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CorIES OF TESTIMONIALS &c.,

M. Kenny Esquire B. A, 1873.

P. Krishna Row Esq. 1877,

H. T Clogstoun Esq. 3.C.S.
1877.

8. Ramaswamier Esq. B. A.

1878,

OF
C. COOPOOSWAMIAK.

———— L SR D A~

I have much pleasure in being able to testify to N. Coopoo-
swamy’s character as a hardworking regular, respectful and intelli-
gent young man. He read under me for about 2 years and during
that time his conduct was everything that could be wished, He
passed the Matriculation Examination in December 1872, very cre-
ditably securing a place among the first 30 boys in the second class.
Heisa very good Haglish scholar and writes a nice hand. I am
confident he will give satisfaction in any post to which he may be
appointed as he has the chief requisites for snccess, viz ability and
perseverance. :

(Signed) M., KENNY 3.4,
' Heap Masrer,
G overn ment Zillah School Berhampore,
§ formerly of Coimbatore,

7th September 1873
Hrea Scmoor.

1 hereby certify that C. Coopooswamiah was in charge of the
Rice Depot under me at Kurnul for 9 months, during which time he
gave me every satisfaction. He is very intelligent, hardworking
and trostworthy. He is a member of a respectable family and is a

very promising young man. I hope he will soon rise in the public

service. ;
(Signed) . KRISHNA ROW,
TAHSILDAR OF,

Kurnool,
Ramulcottah.

8th September 77.

C. Coopooswami Aiyar was employed as an English Clerk
for a period of about 2 years and 2 months in the Office of the De-
puty Director of Revenue Settlement, Coimbatore, during which
time he gave entire satisfaction. He has a very fair knowledge of
English. His conduct was good.

(Signed) HERBERT CLOGSTOUN,

17th September 1877, Aa, Dy. Direcror oF REvENUE,
Settlement on
No.

BANAGARAPALLL Special duty.

952.

C. Cocpooswamiah having asked me to record my opinion of
him, I cheerfully comply with his request.
He has been my Head Clerk for the last 4 months.

young man and has that stuff in him which will one day make him
oceupy a conspicuous position in the Uncovenanted Civil Service.

He discharges any work however arduous entrusted to him with
great despatch and to my entire satisfaction. His integrity is above

doubt.

He is a

Tellichery Registrar’s Office, S. RAMASWAMIER,
7th December 1878. Registrar,

-

} (Signed)
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2 ,
A from you that you can supply his place in my office with a clerk
g e Thilutie ¥ 0 ?‘882. C. Coopooswamiah has been my Head Clerk during tjh? five experienced in Revenue work, the inconvenience of his loss will be
months that [ have had charge of the Chengleput Su(;b-DTvm\on‘i Ty :
¢ - i i ains an
D.urmg that time he has worked with grea.t. mdu.sh‘y and p 3. He cannot have Magisterial powers conferred upon him
his work has been thoroughly good. I believe bim to be an honest : E
and reliable public servant until the issue of the next Gazette on the 18th; I therefore
(Signed) A. F. COX, hope T may retain him till that date.
September 1882. Ag. Sub-Collector. @ o3 5 ®
: (Signed) H. TREMENH}T.RE,
e .
E. J. Sewell Baquire M'C‘?.:asz 1 have known Coopuswamiah for two months but have ked : e Ag. Sub-Collector.

ample opportunity to discover his merits. He is quick at mastering
new work and is thoroughly to be depended on for good and quick
work. T shall pe glad to hear of his promotion.

g 2 Caur Urramarror,

H. TRE)IENHEQR/

(Signed) K.J. SEWELL, f No. 706. sl
April 20th 1883, Ag. Sub-Collector. 8 From
—— ¥ § The Collectur of Chingleput.
Chengleput District Collector’s Office, f ‘ J. F, PRICE Esq. M. C. 8. To
Caxp AcrErvANk 8th December 83. : it The Secretary to the
No, 9 E, } Boarp or Revenys
' MADRAS,
J. F, PRICE Esq, 31, ¢, S, 1883, S J. F. PRICE Esq i Srr
Oollector of the Adverting to para 6 of my letter No, 686 of 8th Instant, I
CrzneLzrur DisTRICT, have the honor, on the recommendation of the Ag. Sub-Collector of
5 which I approve, to nominate Coimbatore Coopoosawmi Aiyar Head
The Ag. Sub-Collector Eﬂlerk of the Sub.-CoUe.ctor”s ?ﬂice, to act as Deputy Tahsildar of
CHINGLEPUT. Sriperumbudur vice Pichai Pillay ordered to Mayaveram Town.,
Siz 2. Ceopooswami Ayer has been very highly spoken of by all
. ~ . * the Officers under whom he has served and is a very intelligen’ and

3. Coopoosawmier the Head Clerk of your office has been so
well spoken of by the officers under whom he has sen.'ed, that T
should be very willing to see him nominated to the Act'mg D?pl.Jty
Tahsildari of Sriperumbudur, but I understand that he is unwilling
to go out of the office line and taking him away just now and with
the Sheristadar not in good health, wonld perhaps weaken you too
much. 1f you do not think so, and would wish to nominate him,
please let me hear from you as soon as possible on the subject.

o * * *

——

Chingleput District, Sub.Collector’s Office
12th December 1883.

From 4

The Sub-Collector of
CHINGLEPUT.

To
The Collector of
Cumvererur Districr.,
Reference— Your letter No. 9 E. of 8th Instant,
Sir

My Head Clerk Kuppusaier, is, T find, desirous of accept-

itnghiihe appointment of Deputy Tahsildar if you should offer it
0 him,

What he wished to decline in i
: preference to his
pointment was a Taluk Sheristadarship, T have much p;?::::r:?;

recommending him for the Present promotion, As T understand

J. F. Price Esq. M, C. 8.

hardworking official. I do not consider that any of the Taluk She-
ristadars of the District are fit for the particular appointment which
becomes vacant and I wish therefore to give Coopooswami Ayer a

trial; three months will give an opportunity of seeing what he is
likely to turn.

3. He has passed all the necessary tests. I enclose a state-
ment of these and Coopoosawmy Ayer’s Service Register,

* * * o7
(Signed) J.F. PRICE,

Collector.

e

H T,em,,h,’xe' Esquira C. Kuppusawmi Ayer during the last four months has fully
e proved his claim to the high character he bears. He is unwearying
in work, and yet does it both quickly and well. His knowledge of

Revenue business is very exact,

He is honest and unassuming.

7th June 1884, (Signed) H. TREMENHERE,
CHINGLEPUT. 4dg. Sub-Collector.

(Here enter)

1884, Chingleput Collector’s letter No., 198 dated 17th April 1884
to the Board of Revenue and Board’s Proceedings Mis, No 3602



S, Russell Esquire M. O, .

1884, :
. You have forwarded yesterday evening,

The Hon,"H, E, Sullivan 1884,

Colnel A, T. Cox
15th Regiment M, N. I, 1883,

4

dated 30th April 1884, anq No. 17
ting C. Kuppusamier ag Ag. Sub-
gleput Distrigt,

86 dated 1st March 1883 appoin-
Division Sheristadar of the Chon-

—_~ :
Cuixarerur,

21—6—84,

Sheristadar,

Iam very well pleased with the list of perding Papers that

You have worked very well
during my short stay here and under difficulties, \‘

* * *
' may say that the office
under the circamstances,
dar was absent on leave
office and I myself was a

To

* *
generally have done as well as they could
considering that the permanent, Sherista.
and that you had bug recently joined the
complete stranger to the District.

(Signed) 8. RUSSELL,

M. R. Ry. Ag. Sub-Collector,

C. KUPPUSAWMIER,
Ag. Sub-Dn. Sheristadar.
S——
In a letter addressed to C, Kuppusamj Aiyar, by the Honorable

H. E. Suallivan late member of Councij Madras,
He writes:—

My good friend.

I am delighted to help your fathers son.
friend of mine—a man of superior intelligence,
work thorughly and honest]
word of complaint,

He was a great
who always did hig

footsteps.

* #* & *

Ooty. } (Signed) H, E, SULLIVAN

28—7—84,

To
Mr. C. KUPPUSAWMI AIYAR,
Sriperumbudyr,

Dear Sir,

I shall have much pieasare in bringing
fore Mr. Price for your earnest and hearty end
for supplies for the 15th Regiment when m
Chingleput District. In consequence of onr
had an unexceptionably hard time of it, but yo

you prominently be.
eavours in arranging
arching throug), the
having cholera, you
u never failed yus.

I wish you every good luck in the

ay of advancement
which T hope will be as speedy as you deserve,

I remain
Yourg truly.

(Signed) A. T QOX 15th M, 1.

———

PALAVERAM,
16th February 85,

o

1885,

a
8l Tremeuh;ra Esq. M. C

H. B, Befmer Bsq. M. C.8.

H, Tremenhg-e Teq M. C. S,

0y

A, Pinto Esquire 1883,

.8,
1886,

15th June 1885.

OO0TACAMAXD.
M. R. Ry.

C. KUPPUSAMI AIYAR Avl.

Tam glad to hear from your letter that you are well, and

that yon have been getting on in the Public Service until now you
are acting as Tahsildar.

I am sure that in this, as in your previons appointments,
you will practise the two virtues of every respectable offcial; viz
honesty, and hardwork. With kind wishes, yours,

Very faithfally.
(Signed) H, TREMENHERT.

In a letter written by Mr. H. R. Farmer Ag. Collector of
Trichinopoly, to the Board of Revenue in 1885, nominating C. Coo-
poosawmniah for the Perambalur Tahsildar he says:—

I have selected the best man I know of. Ho l}as worked un-
der me for 7§ months, and I can speak highly of his industry, capa-
city, and general character. He is the son of the late Narayana
Ayar, Sheristadar of Malabar and Bellar'y and the nephew of pen-
sioned Dy. Collector Vencatesiayer of Coimbatore, I e'nclose the
usual nomination roll for Coopoosawmiah. The .Board will see thftt
he is 30 years of age, has 10 years service, .of which 4 years are in
the grade of Tahsildar or in grades qualifying for that post and has
passed all the necessary examinations for the post of Dy. Collector.

* * * * *

He is more likely than any man I know of to get through the ac-
cummulated arrears; when I get acenrate figures showing what the'se
arrears are, I shall be able o decide whether some extra special
hands should not be applied for to help him.
* * » ¥ *

1f the Board know of any one whom they consider more worthy of
promotion and better fitted to cope with the exceptionally heav’y
work of the office now vacant, I shall be glad to accept the Board’s
nominee.

* % = - b

SAIDAPET,
5th November 1885,

[ have known C. Coopoosawmier from his infancy. He has
worked under me as Ag. Tahsildar of Trivellor? for many months.
He is honest and energetic, and deserves promotio.

(Signed) A. PINTO,
. Dy. Collector.

—_——

Baraug,
6¢h June 1886.
Knppusawmi Ayar, _
I am very much pleased to hear that yon have heen appoin-

1 Tahsildar, and feel sure you will mamtain the high standard of
;;:uo;tly 257 i;]dustry which you had when I knew you.

Yours traly
(Signed) H. TREMENHERE.



W. P, Austin Esq. M. ¢, §. 1387,

T. M. 8waminatha Aiyar Egq.

M.C

P. Ramachangys Row Esq,

. 5. 1883,

M. C. 8. 1839,

Colonel H. M BARNE
.M. T
IV. Madrag Pivneery g
1890,

O R,
IV. Madrag P

KEATE,

ioneers 1890,

Here enter:—

e long fill 4 far higher appoint-

with him, I am throughly satisfied

TRICHINOPOLY. 5 (&:

(S

o Harch 1553, }~'8%¢d) T. M. SWAMINADIA AIYAR,
A4g."By. Collector.

TRICHINOPOLY
My Dear Sir, Mar 11, 1889,
* ¥
I have my g ¥

h . -
ch pleasurg iy tforming you that T have formed a

high opinion
of :
getic officer, a,ndyct);l Z;Hic}ency s an intel]igent, induartrions ener-
bress my confidence that go long as you main-

tain youp charaet
er for strigt ‘e :
pibigle Country with ¢p partiality ang uprightness, yon will

@ edit to yourself ang advantage to the state.
M. R. Ry, _ . Yours suicerely
C. Cooroosany Arvap (Slgne_d) P RA;ACZ\;D:A Iéols; it
Averga], g . 4dt. Coliector.
Tahsilda, of Musiy;,
e —
TOTTIYAM,
The Bt 8—1—90.

24 .CuppuSWami Iyer, Tahsildar of Musiri Taluq
glment through hig Taluq and has rendered me

difficult » €pecially at Musiri, where there was some
Y about water; theps has been no hitch of any kind.

iformly giyi] and obliging. A

(Signeq) H. M. BARNETT CoroNEL,
Commandant 1V. Pioneers.
——

C. Cuppuswam; 1
ful and obliging when
camps in his Digtrict w
trouble he tool

yar, Tahsildap of Musiri was extremely help-
the Regiment passed throngh his Taluq. The
ere clean and well looked after, and the

to arrange a1, : ially water
be: i 5¢ about supplies and more especially w
emng readily available for the men, rendered their march throngh

hi :
is Talug much "More easy and comfortable than would otherwise
have been the case,

(Signed) C.R. KEATE Liut.,
Aa. Qr. MasTER,
1V Pioneers Tottiyam.

8—1—90,

Colonel E, H. EYRE,
). Madras Pioneers, 1890,

olonel E. H. EYRE,
8 (i!adm Pioneers, 1890,

Colonel E. G. Blenkinsop ]
1V Madras Pioneers 1890,

Air Shujaet Ali Khan Esq,
% 'M". ¢, S. 1890.

Mir Nalain Ali Khan Eeqy B. A
1890.

7

1st Madras Pioneers.

This is to certify that C. Cuppuswamy Iyar, Tahsildar of
Musiri made satisfactory arrangements regarding supplies &c. at
Tottiyam.

Camp Tottiyam, } (Signed) E. H. EYRE, Colonel,

20th February 1890. Commandant 1st Madras Pioneers-.

1st Madras Pioneers.

This is to certify that C. Cuppuswamy Tyer, Tahsildar of
Musiri made satisfactory arrangements regarding supplies &ec. at
Mausiri.

Camp Musiri, } (Sigred) E. H. EYRE, Colonel,

21st February 1890. Commandant, 1st Madras Pioneers.

The arrangements made by C. Cuppusamier, Tahsildar of
Musiri regarding supplies &c,both at Musiri and Tottiyam have been
in every way most satisfactory. Supplies have been abundant, good,
and cheap. He has been civil and attentive throughout.

Camp Totiam,} (Signed) E.G. BLENKINSOP Coroxzr,

Commanding Detcht..

3rd March 90 4th Pioneers.

Camp Rayacottah,
20th June 1890,
Drar Sir,

I am sorry to hear that you are troubled by the unscrupulous
clique of your enemies, but I am sure Mr, Jardine will soon discover
the true state of things. I do not know him, or, I should be very
glad to write to him Nor can I now, I am sorry, send you a testi-
monial as 1 have left your District. But you may use this letter in
any way you please. I believe you are perfectly honest and trust-
worthy and very active and hardworking. You are one of the best
Tahsildars that I have had to deal with. The very fact of your not
having asked me for a testimonial while I was leaving you and
while every body else secured one will show to Mr. Jardine that
you depend more on your own ability and character than on any
thing that others may say of yon. T should indeed be very sorry
should Mr. Jardine’s want of knowledge of men and things at Mu-
sirl caused you any trouble or inconvenience,

Yours truly,
(Signed) SHUJAET ALL

My Dgear Sir,

We hear that thingsare just now not very pleasant to you.
Please write how they really stand in full detail. Brother will do
all he can to help you, He has wished me to write and tel] you
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this because he believes you innocent and that your enemies are
merely trying to get you into trouble,

I am

q}iA_DRAS, } Yours traly,
25th July 1890 (SBigned) MIR NALAIN ALL

———

Coimbatore,
14—8—90.
My Drar Kurrusau: AIYAR,
% * * #

. Subbaraya Aiyar Esq, 1890, I am very sorry your name has not been sent up to Govern-
ment for Deputy Collector’s position. 1 think you should work
your way. Itis a sheer illuck that you have been so long in your
present position and I am anxicus that you should get out of it soon,

* * * *
(Signed) H.SUBBARAYA AIYAR,

Deputy Collector, nowof Coimbatore
Jormerly of Aviyalur Division where
Coopusawmier was Tahsildar of
Perambalore in 1886,

ﬂj»:g @/,‘&/

APPENDIX,
1. The Board’s protest and representations made in 1893.

« In its Proceedings dated 22nd September 1892, Mis. No.6060, the Board

ordered the reduction of Kuppusami Aiyer, Tahsildar of

Board's Proceedings  Mugeri * * * ¥ and in connection with the charges made
g:ut"d AR against him, having occasion to consider the conduct of his

s Magisterial clerk—one Srinivasier—directed his dismissal. The
grounds of that decision are set forth in the Board’s Proceedings quoted above,
which was the outcome of a very careful examination of most voluminous records

* #  and many of them bear members’ notes on the margin”.

9. “By G. O. dated 25th May 1893, Mis. No.1916, the Government upon
the appeal petition of the said Srinivasier, set aside the Board’s decision in his

case as ¢ based upon erroneous assumption and on no evidence”. * . .

3. The Board observes “that the decision of Government was passed without
any reference to the Board, upon the ez-parte statement of the appellant and so far
as the Board knows, without any records. * hock 0 7 * The Gov?rnment
order speaking as it does, of the Board’s erroneous assumptions and findings un-
justified by evidence, practically amounts to a kevery. cénsire, n thfab body, :.md
this is passed, without allowing it an opportunity of justifying its acb.lcfn and with-
out (as it believes) a full examination of therecords on which the decision censured
was based”., ¥ * % The Board “ would respectfully urge upon Government
that in cases of appeal it will be more conducive to the interests of the public
service if a reference is made to the Board before its decisions are set aside. Had

this been done in the present instance, the Board ventures to believe that the

decision of Government might have been different”.

£ * * * * * >

3. “The matter cannot be re-opened now but His Excellency the Governor in
Council desires to dis-avow anyintention of conveying any censure to the Board of
Revenue for its action by the order passed in this case and has

G. 0. dated 8th January 0 qoubt that the matter received the most careful attention
1694, HakJh . o at the hands of the Land Revenue Members of the Board”.

*11. Heavy arrears in South Arcot in February 1894.

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated 19th February 1894,
No.595. Routine.

On the Revenue Business statement of South Arcot, dated 3rd February 1894,
63
NO.—P-;;" :
Resolutwon.

+  Recorded with the following remarks :—

9. <« Arrears have increased in nearly all offices, the largest increase being in
the Sub-Collector’s and the Head Assistant Collector’s offices”.
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this because he believes you innocent and that your enemies are
merely trying to get you into trouble,

I am

MADRAS, } Yours traly,
25th July 1890 (Signed) MIR NALAIN ALL

——

Coimbatore,

14—8—90.
My Dear Kuprusaur Arvar,

% * * *

H, Subbaraya Aiyar Esq. 1890, I am very sorry your name has not been sent up to Govern-
ment for Deputy Collector’s position. 1 think yon should work
your way. Itis a sheer illuck that you have been so long in your
present position and I am anxioas that you should get out of it soon,

* ¥ % *
(Signed) H. SUBBARAYA AIYAR,
Deputy Collector, nowof Coimbatore
Jormerly of Ariyalur Division where
Coopusawmier was Tahsildar of

Perambalore in 1886,

o fo v/

APPENDIX,
1. The Board’s protest and representations made in 1893.

@ In its Proceedings dated 22nd September 1892, Mis. No.6060, the Board

ordered the reduction of Kuppusami Aiyer, Tahsildar of

Board's Proceedings \useri * * * ¥ and in connection with the charges made
dated 30-8:93, No.803 against him, having occasion to consider the conduct of his

oy o Magisterial clerk—one Srinivasier—directed his dismissal. The
unds of that decision are set forth in the Board’s Proceedings fluoted above,
which was the outcome of a very careful examination of most voluminous records

+ *  and many of them bear members’ notes on the margin”.

9. “ByG.O. dated 25th May 1893, Mis. No.1916, the Government upon
the appeal petition of the said Srinivasier, set aside the Bo,:,ar(‘i"s de(ilsmn ;n his

case as ‘ based upon erroneous assumption and on no evidence”.

3. The Board observes “that the decision of Government was passed without
any reference to the Board, upon the ez-parte statement of the*appellant and so far
as the Board knows, without any records. * ¥ v ' The Grov?rnment
order speaking as it does, of the Board’s erroneous assumptions and findings un-
justified by evidence, practically amounts to a.severez ce.1151.1re i th:ab body, ?.1]1:1
this is passed, without allowing it an opportunity of ]ustxf.ymg its act.u?n and with-
out (as it believes) a full examination of the records on which the decision censured
wasbased "o ¥ * * The Board “ would r.espectflﬂly .urge upon Governmer.nt
that in case’s of appeal it will be more conduclv? to tl.le. interests of -the public
service if a reference is made to the Board before its decisions are set. aside. Had
this been done in the present ingtance, the-a Board ventures to believe that the
decision of Government might have been different’.

* * * * * * *

3. «The matter cannot be re-opened now but .His Excellency the Governor in
Council desires to dis-avow anyintention of conveying any censure to the Board of
Revenue for its action by the order passed in this case and l.1as

G. 0. dated 8th January 15 doubt that the matter received the most careful attention
ook Y at the hands of the Land Revenue Members of the Board”.

11. Heavy arrears in South Arcot in February 1894.

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated 19th February 1894,
No.595. Routine,

On the Revenue Business statement of South Arcot, dated 3rd February 1894,

63
No. Per.

Resolution.
«  Recorded with the following remarks :—

9. <« Arrears have increased in nearly all offices, the largest increase being in
the Su.b-Collector’s and the Head Assistant Qollector’s offices”.
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abstracts and Registers are properly kept and that the entrieg are posted in them
from time to time. 2 e *  He will examine the accountg prepared in
the Taluk and sign all such returns ag are sent to the Deputy Collector in charge

of Treasury”. Vide para 22 of Board’s Standing Order No,218. Vide also para
22-A extending the order to the case of Heaq Accountants.

1 T 1194
Vide also Circular No, Dis a7y Of 1895 of the Treasury Deputy Collector,

and Collector’s Proceedings South Arcot, dated 9th November 1895, Ref. on
No. 3o of 1895.

VII. i Inaccuracieg in Returng,

Eztracts from the monthly reviews of the Collector of South Arept showing the
inaccuracies in and the unreliable X

character of the Busine ¢
delays in the District, s8 Beturns and the gross

(1) Para 3.4 The Head Assistant Colle

Vide Collector’s Pro- ; i
ceedings, dated 20tn  C°F Of the returng Previously submitteq

March 1894, on the  Parg 7. « The Board
Regurn for February :
1894.

Vide para 8 of Colleo- . i X
tor’s Proceedings, dated Pendmg at the beglnnmg of th

19th May 1894, No, 125 including ¢q icati
on the Return fur Aprii g mmumcatlons fro
1894,

COMeS up to only 155, Thepe Were 761 orders for disposal

in March bug only 422 i, April. This is remarkable, For
he figures are oPen to grave guspio:
evidently incorrect. The Taluk office Tindivangm requi

(3) “The chief feature not
the increase in old arrears especiall

18 said to be du

iceable in the retu
Y in Tindivanam,
@ to the fact that the

Vide pafa 8 of Collec- s hal
tor’s Proceedings, dnaed of Kallakurie
20th July, 1894,1 0,16 : .
on the Return for June PAPers pending i, ea
1894,

Vide para 7 of Collec- for the mouth y

tor's Proceedings, dated and thig ig explain
20th August 1894, No. Piained by the Statement, ),

203, on the Return for 14Y€ 1O maintained Persona]
July 1894, should be Stopped at once,

out of the grooye ip wh
should be punisheq jf they fail to keep out o

at the gumastahs

registers, This irregularity

] The gumastahs must be drawn

;ch they have hitherto been moving and
it”.

: ; .(5) “The Cuddalore Tahsildar’s return
Vide para 8 of Collector’s Proceedings, i evidently Incorrect. The clerk concerned in

425 » 4
dated 19th September 1894, No'Tr.’ on the Preparation of the Incorrect return should
the Return for August 1894, be fined Re one”

5

(6) “The number for disposal was less than in the previous month in all
the Talisildars’ officos. * » ¥ It is explained that the 1ncrease in the
, number for disposal is due to the inclusion of
oevef,diﬁgp:r;“:dm;e;o(gcg(ﬁ::“‘lj;s;j.,lanr: many papers which were discovered when an
682 o; the Return for September 1894.  arrear list was obtained from each clerk. The
Ver.’ fall in ‘the number for disposal’ from 642 to
294 in Cuddalore and the rise from 199 to 286 in Bhuvanagiri are very striking.
In the absence of satisfactory explanation the Ag. Collector cannot but believe
that the returns have been carelessly prepared and are therefore unreliable”,

(7) “In Vanur, no petitions are shown as pending for more than one year,

d 7 of (’ouector’s P di 8, Ei [ ar Of i iuupul am iu his I‘etu!‘n
v i e pal‘a Tocee ng A :
ovemper i gz coeoim 3 are pend n w1 y
datod 28rd N 'y .v. ) : 2 ’

1894. 5 N g
the Return for Octoberl18 was 1naccurate. Such mistakes are serious”.

(8) Instances are given of gross discrepancies in the returns in several

offices as compared with their previous ones

Vide para 1 of Collector’s Proceedings, and «gsuch mistakes lead to the inference that
1464 . : 2
dated 23rd June 1895, No--—, on the the number of pending papers in each office is

Return for May 1895. not correctly calculated”,

(9) “In the Panruti Deputy Tahsildar’s office the number for disposal

el bt was only 82 (smaller than in any other office ex-
a [W:] n .
Vadsphsedof Qallevtor's B 2565 = cept that of the Sea Customs Superintendent’s).
dated 28th October 1895, No.

,on
the Return for September 1895,

Ver. It is rather difficult to believe that the figure is

correct as Panruti is one of the heavier Deputy
Tabsildars’ offices”.

VIII. On the state of the Darkasts in the District. of
South Arcot.

(1) “The number pending over one year in Kallakurichiis excessive. It

Vide para 4 of Collector’s Proceedings, has come to the notice of the Collector that dar-

dated 19th April 1894, No. Gi‘?: onthe kasts for the coming Fasli are being omitted
Business Return for March 1894, in some of the returns. This is irregular”,

"8 2 Para 5.—%The Tahsildar of Kallakurichi disposed of only 20
darkasts out of 1710. OFf the number pending3 494 are more
A :?‘goll‘::;::’g If:f than 1 year old. This state of things is simply disgraceful, The

ceedings,dated 19th  largest number pending appears to be with the village officers.
May 1894, No. 128, This proves want of striet supervision by Tahsildars”.
on the Business Re-

turn for April 1894 - Pgpg 6,—s 14 appears to be the special feature of this district
that there should be unusually large numbers of darkasts and
transfer razinamahs pending”’

(3) “In Tirukoilur there were only
Vide para 4 of Collector’s Proceed-

ings, dated 20th June 1394, No. 141, on 109 darkasts for disposal. This s satisfactory
the Business Return for May 1894, if the correct number has been given”,
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(4) “In the Deputy Tahsildar’s office Tittagudi, it is rather curious to
find that ogt of 666 darkasts pending, not even one 18 pending for over one
year. In Tirukoilur, the number for disposal shows an increase and the Tahsildar

“The work done in the District was most unsatisfactory under ‘Darkasts’.”

(11) “The Head Quarter Deputy Collector and the Head Assistant
Vide para 4 of Collector’s Proceedings, Collector are requested to see that the unsatis-
2266 factory way of the Tahsildars dealing with

explains that in the previous returns certain darkasts and dated 25th September 1895, No.

Vide para 5 of Collec-  many Transfor Razinamal '
A i 1 ky g 1 were omitted. He blames the
19th September 1894, clerk and the Head Accountant, The Deputy Collector (G.

No. 323 o the Busi. D-) Tirukoilur is requested to enquire into and dispose of the
okl for August  DALEET. O'n the whole the disposalhof darkasts still continues
1894, to be unsatzsfaotorg; throughout the district. Al officers shou ld
make strenuous efforts to reduce the unseemly state of the arrears under darkasts”.

: , N (5) “The real fault for the enormous
Vide para 5 of Collector’s Proceedlensgas, pendency of darkasts appears to be with the
dated 23rd November 1894, No Vor? Village officers”. -

on the Business Return for October 1894,
(6) “The disposals under the head (darkasts) were unsatisfactory. The

Vide para 5 of Collector’s Procesdings, 4€lay of the village officers is causing heavy
dated 8th January 1895, No, 12, arrears in almost all offices and Divisional offi-
i g y A n

er, . 1]
the Business Return for Novembey 1894, cers should adequately punish them”.

N. B.—The return for November shows 450 darkasts as pending on 30th Novem-

ber 1894, but the return for December shows 1414 as the number for disposal on
1st December 1894,

(7) Instances are given of gross discrepancies in the returns as compared

Vido para 2 of Collectors Procosdings, wilt;h'their predect?ssors in several offices of the
dated 26th March 1895, No 72!, onthe QiStTict. “In Vridhachelam out of 1812 dar-
kasts 377 are shown as disposed of but only

1038 are shown as pending. The above remarks

show that the returps are carelessly prepared and J amabundy cannot serve as an
excuse for the submission of incorrect statements”,

Business Return for February 1.895.

Vide para 5 of Collector’s Proceedings, (8) “The Tahsildar of Vridhachelam sta:tes
Aol 5l Aol 1o0 e 3\35’ e ue that the exact numbep of darkasts pending
Business Return for March 18;;. ca.mm)t i TAoerumel  tnihis e

villages are settled”.

Vide para 4 of Gollectors Prog 2 30) (9) = Ii': i8 not easy to believe that the num-
dated 23rd June 1895, Nold64 & ber pending over one year is ‘Nil’ in Tlnd.x-
Business Rotarn for Ma l‘gg’é vanam and Ulundurpett, 2 in Villupuram, 8 in*

Tiravannamalai and 5 in Cuddalore”.

e (10)_ “The Qhengam Deputy Tahsildar says that he found many old
arkasts not included in the previous returns, It jg strange that whenever there is a
Vide para4 and 7 of Change of officialg i is generally found that some papers

Collector’s Proceadin 8, : . - :
dated 99th July 1855’ Were not included in the business returns. This does no ¢

No. lv D BB s:,y much for the check exercised by officers in the preparatici)n

ness R(:;:'nrn for June i the returns. Head Accountants especially appear to ”e

2988, 'ghorant of the contents of the returns certified to by them”.
* * * ™ - & B

Ver, * .
on the Business Return for August 1895. darkasts is put an end to at once”.

(12) “It is noteworthy that in the heavy Taluk of Tindivanam, the

| . number of darkasts for disposal was smaller

Vido para 5 of Oollactor’s Pr;ceegmgs, than in the Ulundurpett Deputy Tahsildar’s
dated 9th Ootober 1895, No. Ver.” office. In the Chidambaram Taluk no darkasts
sthe Businoss Return for September 1895, are pending with Rev. Inspectors. Thisis pro-

bably due to the incorrect nature of the returns submitted”.

ATTITUDE OF THE COLLECTOR OF SOUTH ARCOT IN
i DECEMBER 1895.

« The Tahsildar can submit whatever he has to say regarding Taluk adminis-

ion to his Divisional Officer. It is quite unnecessary for him to come to Cudda-
i ~ lore to see the Collector for that purpose. He should ex-
Oollector’s °'d°3'29(i,“ perience no difficulty in *compressing in writing” the actual
Our. Regr. No"ﬁt‘.’ state of things referred. The undersigned declines to receive
of 1895. communications from the subordinates of Divisional Officers

behind the back of the latter officers”.
(Signed) A. E.CASTLE STUART STUART,
Collector.

IX

22-X11-95. IR g

X. TESTIMONIALS OF GOOD WORK DONE BY C. COOPOOSAWMIAH.

; (a) Trichinopoly.
M

C. Cuppuswamier the Tahsildar of Museri has been in charge of that
Taluk since October 1886. Heis a very industrious and
T. M. Sweminafh intelligent officer and manages his office in a capital manner.
l%lsysfr e He has passed the Special Tests required for a Deputy Col-
lector’s place and I have no doubt that he will ere long fill a

far higher appointment than the one he now occupies. I am thoroughly satisfied
with him.

TRICHINOPOLY, (Signed) T.M.SWAMINATHA AIYAR,
8th March 1888. Ag. Hd. Assist. Qollector.
(2) TRI0HINOPOLY,
[ May 11, 1889.
: My Deat; Sir, : * . ;
I have much pleasure in informing you that I have formed a high opinion
of your efficiency as an intelligent, industrious and energetic
EsI; liz“bwhs"‘i%g;?ow officer, and to express my confidence that so long as you main-

tain your character for strict impartiality and uprightness,
you will serve the country with credit to yourself and advantage to the State.
Your’s sincerely
(Signed) P.RAMACHANDRA ROW,
Ag. Hd. Assist. Qollector,



8 ) e S
To (3)
M. R. Ry.
C. Cooroosanr Alvag Avergal,
Tahsilday of Musers.
Drar Sig,

Lam sorry to hear that you ape troubled by thq un

Mir Shujaet Ali Khag JOUT €nemies, byt I am Sure Mr. Jardine
Bsq. M. C. 8. 1890,  the true state of things. [ do 10t know him, or, I should be
very glad to write ¢, him.  Nor ¢ap I now, T am sorry, send

you a testimonial as I haye left your district, Byt you

Way you please. I belieye you are perfectly honest 5

(Signed) SHUJARET ALL

Mi Nalain Ali Rnag ""10° how they relly gtar o W full deta), Brother will do a1l
a, B. 4, 1890, he can to help you, " e has wigheq me to wrj

Mabras,

Iam
25th July 1890, }

: Your’s truly,
(Slgned) MIR NALAI{‘I ALL

“C. Kuppusamier has proyeq himself ap, efficient Tahsi]
* W.H. Welsh Esq, mattors”, Vide parg 96 of Coll
92,

LC 8 192 25th March 1892 No.133-6.

* * * %®

: dar in revenye
ector’y Proceedings dated

* * *
(b) South Arcot,

Vide para 8 of Collector’s Proceedings, Tahsildar
dete 196 Sptamber 1504, o, 425

on the Busines Roturn for August 1894 ‘
South Arcot, " ) reduced his o]

Vide para 5 of Collector’s Proceedings,
dated 26th October 1894, N .%22 - on}
er,

: (2) “In Kallakurichi ¢, disposals were
the Business Return for September 1894,

satisfactory”.

(3)_ Para 4,—« The work done in Kalla-

urichi wag Satisfactopy”,
Vide Collector’s Proceedings, dated 25tk I y

January 1895, No.vl:?, on the Business Para 7.« In Kallakurichi the work
Return for Decomber 1894, burned out wag fore satisfactory than in the

9

(4) ““The disposals were satisfactory in Kallakurichi, whers the number
of papers more than one year old was reduceq from 27 to 177, Vide para 2 of

Collector’s Proceedings, dated 23rd February 1895, N o.%f_,on the Business Return
for January 1895.

(5) “The disposals were satisfactory in Kallakurichi”. Vide para 5 and 6
of Collector’s Proceedings, dated 26th March 1895, N o.%,on the Businesg Return
for February 1895,

(6) “The disposals were satisfactory in almogt, all the offices, The num-

ber of papers over one year old was reduced from 13 to 3 i Kallakurichj while
in other offices it is almost stationary”,

* * * & »
“The number disposed of was satisfactory in Kallakurchi”, + * Vide

para 3 and 6 of Collector’s Proceedings, dateq 24th April 1895, No, %f_, on the
Business Return for March 1893,

(7) “The work turned out was satisfactory in Kallakurichi, » ¢ o
The number pending for over one year is ‘nil’ in Kallakurichi”, e * *
Vide para 2 of Collector’s Proceedings, dated 23rd June 1895, N o.%?’, on the Busgi-
ness Return for May 1895,

(8) In submitting to the Collector, the Tahsildar’s arzi, Ref, on No.581s
dated 25th August 1894, explaining certain discrepancies in the Progress Report of
Minor Irrigation Works for J uly 1894, the Divisional Officer (Mr. Rajaratna

Mudaliar) writes :—

(9) On the Tahsildar’s arzi, dated 13th September 1894, Ref, on N 6.1,}4}1,
regarding the chaotic condition of affairs in the Taluk, the Divisional Officer
observes as follows in his letter, dated 8rd October 1894, N 0.1674 :—

“It must however be said in justice to M, R, Ry. Kuppusami Aiyar that
after he took charge he distributed the work of the office among the gumastahs

may rest assured that all good work that he may perform wil be duly appreciated
as soon as it makes itself visible”. Vide Collector’s Proceedings, dateq 10th Octobep

1894, Nogo "
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(11) In his review on the inspection of Income Tax records
ter ending 31st December 1894, the Divisional Officer obseryes -

“Q@eneral. 1t is satisfactory to note that the assessment of the Taluk has
received attention this year inasmuchas there is an increase of Rs.1054 over that of
the last year. The Registers are neatly kept and objection petitions except in
some cases have been promptly disposed of, The assessments began late owing to
change of Tahsildars and hence there was delay in collection, Tt is hoped the

present Tahsildar will set matters right”. Vide Dis, No.2230, dated 30th Decem-
ber 1894.

for the Quar-

(12) On the business return for O

ctober 1894, the Divisional Officer
observes :—

(13) In the matter of Survey work, Mr. Hasted Assistant Superintendent
of Survey writes :—

and examination of the karnams, and
same. He has been a great assistan
in the progress of the Survey work”
November 1895, No.1%8,

has taken g great
ce to me and 8eems to
. Vide hig letter to ¢

(14) The Divisional Officer writes thereon s
“It is satisfactory to note that the Tahsilday
vey school and rendered assistance to the Assistant Sy

sional Officer’s order, Ref. on Exe_g:mof 18952,5;iated 29th ,on Collector’s
letter, dated 15th November 1895, No of 1895,

® Lt
* Ver.

perintendent” Vide Divi-

arrival in the Division, Hig touring
LG, 516, ™% inspoction o vilagas tho

heavy arrears in Krishn
of them, The undersigned tenders him h
will follow his example”,

(2) OntheD.C.B. gt

has been excellent and
rough. - Moreover, though he found
agiri, he has cleared

18 thanks ang trusts

tement of Land Revenue,

Krishnagirj Taluk, for ¢
March 1897, the Collector (Mr. Mounsey) remarks :—

“The balance in the

Ag. Collector is also glad to note that the Tahsildar h

collection of the balance”, Vide Collect,
(3) In his remarks on the D. C.

Taluk, for the month of June 1897, the

+ &

Para 8.—« A1 ¢

and the Acting Collector
9th July 1897, No.3663.

+ Statement of Langd R

same Collector obgerye
¥ B

he Tahsildars have done thei

is much pleased with it”,

venue, Dharmapuri
8 i

* »
r collection work splendidly
Vide Collector’s order, dated

evinced interest in the Sur,

w-

11

THE INHABITANTS OF SALEM
VERSUS
DEPUTY COLLECTOR Mr. KOTHANDARAMIAH.

Judicial Department.
PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

following paper :—From the District Magistrate, Salem, dated 26th
Read the follo
A.
1894, No. Ex.
! Order, 20th June 1894, No. 1532.

; : is criminal appeals which the Deputy Magis-

The delay in the _dxg:,:”‘l,:;l:;:;. Whenp}f; found  thatiin consequence of
trate allowed to occur 1sn s il el i agamst.c‘
the extra work thrC;:_Vﬂ Ordina.ry work was falling into arrears, the Deputy Magis-
Manikka Moodelly lst: represent the state of the case to the Dist.rict Magistrate
i clfgrti‘;fly;asdoubbiave made arrangements fmidhi; reh}f.f. t]i[e ::; :g
who wou d is and the District Magistrate should draw his attenti
blame for not doing this an

the fact.

i ined in the memorial, the petitioners
the other allegations containe
= As e of the fourth paragraph of G.O. dated 29th March 189:;
ileles gm:; ?afozzd informed that the Government after a complete and t.horoug
N0.7§5, :I‘;ol:rlmébers does not consider it necessary to take any further action.
enquiry 1

(True Extract)

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.
Order, 29th March 1894, No.765.

*
*

*

*

i ining for consideration is the conduct of the
P 0'11% 1(}:::::'01;:0; ll:yma(‘:‘rm Igothandara.mayya Garu, The Sessioxfs
b e othe co’nclusion that he exceeded his powers in the w?rse of his
Judgf’ 'has com:d?; the income of Hari Chetti and -Muthusami Muthali, a.nd that
i S ess and great want of tactin his interview with Vakxl- Bala-
he.ghowed Ove';fag(;::emment concurs in these remarks and regrets that his zeal
I.ms:;:g;pectseworthy of high praise should have led the Deputy Collector into
tullle(;e grave indiscretions.

XII Magisterial Diary.
Proceedings of the Madras High Court dated 10th December 1862.
* * #* & *
*

with
Para 2.—“The entries in the diary are to be record;;linandt:;tees;::ce o
initials of the Magistrate on the same day that the proce gts ey
g mm? ' n the part of the principal officer of the Magistra s
Gk Ommssx:z]l: :ecord and produce it for signature, is to be duly noti y
prepare

Magistrate”.



7. * * 173

98 0ot folloyy that no blame 444 X
in whoge charge the rezords Were placeq by ¢ ’ Altacheg ¢, the Clerk
*

B “ Srinivagiep attemptg ¢, deny that he wrot
he did write it

8. * *

Second perioq of delay, »

The despatop, f th d e . | ' |
© despatch of gp, Técords aftey, they wep. f ; . 5
the Talug Magistrag, haq Signed they ke 011.11 s W;as dela;yed f:r a week afte;

9. * L3 * 6 . .
The Boarg merely noteg In thig Connection the animyg

. -0USe Officep Syed Hussain, against the Talyk
In thj .

“In the Matter of ¢} records in
q Magistrat,e’s Clerk
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e B i GOVERNOR OF MADRAS IN COUNCIL
T CAMUN
| 00TA D.
.y The humble Memorial of Coimbatore
» =y CooroosawMian, late Tahsildar of Dharma-
| ¥ puri, Salem District.
P [ 3 : Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :—
a | i = That Your Excellency’s Memorialist has been
M t i f . ;{ a2k PR reduced in regular succession during the past six
¢ ns M R e L A years, from the
LIk} } 4 ‘ _ : 4 ¥ Degradation. e S post of a second
Doy 0 d i . : | & 1804 by Gort. on appeal , 200 ,, 1% R 225 to that of &
,. i RPN e Ve e gwhanced. " Taluk Head Aec-
') ) : & ‘ . "f; 1608 by G“,’iv;f“lj?!l’g"(‘h;}m)lw n 5. countant on Rs 50,
N AT 4 } H 3 e ; the last of the de-
' | gradations being a second enhanced punishment fromRs
_ l | f:“rl,:: ’ 150 to Rs 50 and ordered by the Government of Madras
! 190, \' ' b ) in June 1898, as the result of an appeal submitted
1 against a previous order of degradation passed by
‘ , the Board of Revenue in 1896.
é 2. The history of this unfortunate case is briefly
9 as follows :—
i i 3. Your Excellency’s Memorialist was Tahsildar
anlligN (2nd class) of Museri, Trichinopoly District, from 1886
J 3 i L ‘_r!‘ K to 1891. 1In 1891 a few of his sub-
: ; ;. ” M ,’,’:0‘:9:;1“;: ordinatesin the Taluk office form-
£3 (i ¢ ‘liv ﬂtﬂ&;) ;2“.—9—92 ed themselves into a clique and
( l i ¥ * g some anonymous and pseudony-
2 e < ’ mous petitions were sent up against him. In 1892,
i 8 the Head Assistant Collector and the Collector held
; } X local enquiries into the allegations and the Collector
-fl'} Vidé Ciledtoss framed at . first four different
iy Proceedings dated charges against Your Excellency’s
;2 ¥ : 25-392 No. 1336 Momorialist and reported him to
. i Vide Collectors [he Board. Subsequently, he added
L 8 , llsstte; Gcrted 27-7-92  and reported on a supplemental or
‘ b 2y ine 5th charge also.
k a
£ 4. The Board, after “a very careful examination
of most voluminous records” came to the conclusion
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that the first four charges were not very serious ang
were not proved agaiust Your Excellency’s Memoria].
ist; butin respect of the supplemental or the 5th char.
ge, they, without calling for an explanation on the speci-
fic charge and under a misapprehension, believed him
to be guilty and accordingly they
;i«i’e. 1:;::;‘1122;_195_ 3; directed his degradfition by one
No. 6060 Mis: grade, the charge being that Your
Excellency’s Memorialist _ had,
through bias, and with a view to satisfy his private ani-
mosity, heavily fined a Head Constable in & criminal
case and remanded him to custody, refusing to accept
bail. At the same time, the Board held that ag regards
one of the four charges, viz, of delay in enquiring into
and mislaying the records in a criminal case, a Taluq
Vide, pars A of clerk (Srinivasier) was the officer
;321—’9_6820 Mis. dated px-imar.i]y res.pnnsib]e,. m?d .they
accordingly directed his dismissal.
The records were then submitted to Government
Vide G.O.R.D. dated Who merely recorded them, further
24-11-92 No. 5113, action being considered us un-
necessary.

9. Against the order of dismissal passed by the
Board, the clerk appealed to

251?_ gg- g;'d‘ll;i‘é Govemmentf who, without calling
Mis: for a report from the Board or for
the records of the case, believed

the ezparte allegations and mis-statements made by
the clerk against the Taluk Magistrate in his appeal
petition and restored him with arrears of PaY, express-
ing their desire (in para 38) to take fnrther notice of

the conduct of Your Excellency’s Memorialist,

6. The Board, however, protested and represented
Vide B.P..dated that, had the records lfeen cailed
30-8—93 No. 5032 for and perused, the decision of
Mis. Appetitiz & Government might havebeen differ-
ent from what it was. Government fully admitted
the force of the Board’s representa-

Vide G.0. R.D. tions but declined to re-open the
dated 8-1-94 No. 4.
matter.

7. Nevertheless they re-opened the ease against

Your Excellency’s Memorialist and

Vide G.O.R.D. after perusing the records relating
dated 8-1-94 No. 16. .

to charge v alone promounced him

guilty of all the five charges and directed, by way of

enhancement, his further degradation
Vide G. O. dated

27-2-94 No. 823 Mis.
& B.P. L.R. dated
23-4-94No, 2168 Mis:

by another grade and he was there-
upon transferred to Kallakurvchi

in South Arcot,

8. Copy of this order was furnished only on 5th
December 1894 after repeated applications submitted
by Your Excellency’s Memorialist.

:.‘I:’-:’.!“.t}..ﬂﬁ-f & ;-‘A\‘ " ".'
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9. On joining Kallakurichi, Your Excellency’s

Vide B. P, L.R.
dated19-2-94 No.595
Routine.AppendixII.

B. P. L. R. dated
81—5—95 No. 1364
Routine, AppendixIIT

& Tahsildar’s Arzi
dated 13-9.-94,

Ref. on No. 6115-94.

Ramanujacharry

Vide Collector's
Proceedings dated
31-3-96 & 1-4-96.

and extracts from
Collector’s monthly
reviews. (Appendix
No. IV,V,VI,VII and
VII1 annexed).

Memorialist found there, instances
of gross delays and of malad-
ministration of several years' stam-
ding iu almost every branch of
work. The case of the two Rev.
Inspectors viz: Gurusami Naidu and

being kept out of their pay and made
to shift for themselves as bestas
they could,for two full years,and of
delays in darkast cases may be
quoted as examples.

10. Your Excellency’s Memorialist however set

himself to work

Vide annexed ex-
tracts. Appendix No.
X (b) (8),(9),& (10).

and worked hard with a view to
rectify these longstanding evils,
submitting in the usual course, an
appeal petition on 3rd June 1895

against his degradation; and hoth the Collector, as

well as the Divis

ional Officer seemed to be satisfied

with his work for some time.

Vide Proceedings
of the Dy. Collector,
Tirukoilur Division,
dated 18—6—95,

Ref. on Regr. No.

1136
=—— of 1895,

Ex eur.

& his letter dated

1233
17-10-95 No. e

Vide petition da-
ted 15—11—95,

&Collector's order
thereon (dated
22 —12‘;95 Car, Regr.

No. T’et of 1895.

Appendix No. IX
annexed,

But soon afterwards,the Division
al Officer apprehending an ex.
posure of the mal-administration of
his Division, made reports to the
Collector,against Your Excellency’s
Memorialist, on certain matters of
office routine, the report being
based on a pseudonymous petition.
Your Excellency’s Memorialist
prayed the Collector for an inter-
view to enable him to explain
matters, but the Collector was not
pleased to grant it.

11, At about this time, the petition of appeal sub-

Vide G. 0. J. D.
dated 25—9—95 No.
1998.

& B.P. L.R. dated
17—1—96 No. 80
Routine.

mitted by Your Excellency’s Me-
morialist was with-held under Sec.
III 3 (2) of B. Memorial Rules

and was returned to him for amendment. But before
he could revise and resubmit it, Your Excellency’s
Memorialist fell ill and had to proceed out of the
district on a long leave, during which period, charges
(as reported by the Divisional Officer) were again

] ,. formulated against him by the
,.,,‘,f,‘ft"dat‘ig"g“;‘fgé Collector of South Arcot and were
Ref. C. NO.";’**;”O;% reported to the Board without Your

er.

Eircellency’s Memorialist being made
aware of the fact.

Vide B. P. L. R.
dated 16—4—96 No.
1783 Mis:

2598

& No. SonANoBE
dated 8—6—96.

transfer to the d

On this report and without
notice to Your Ezxcellency’s Memo.
rialist, the Board directed his
further degradation to the 5th or
the last grade of Tahsil and his

istrict of Salem.
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12. Your Excellency’s humble Memorialist then
applied to the Board for a review
of their orders; but the application
which was delayed in the Divisional office, Tirukoilur,

Vide B. P. No. JOT fifteen months, was fina)l y

5973 uis,  rejected by the Board,
21—-10—1897

On the 24th June 96

13. The only course left open to Your Excellen-
cy’s Memorialist was an appeal to Government which
he submitted accordingly in February last. But un-
fortunately for Your Excellency’s Memorialist,
Government has been pleased a second time to enhance

vide G. 0, r p, 20d direct his further degradation
dated /gJune 1898.  from the post of Tahsildar on Rs
N 31/, 150 to that of a Taluk Head
Accountant on Rs 50 with the remark that he is unfit
to be‘e:ztmsted with responsible duties.

e
14, It may be submitted in this connection that
the earliest troubles of Your Excellency’s Memorialist
consequent on the charges framed against him by
Mr. Welsh in Trichinopoly were but the ontcome of a
small clique of his subordinates who wished to get
rid of him from Museri and are almost parallel with
those which befell Mr. Gurusami Naidu, Tahsildar of
Naundial in 1894, and Mr. Kodandaramier, Deputy
Collector of Salem, and which have been favorably
disposed of respectively by the Board in 1894 and by
Government in their orders dated 29-3-94, No. 765, and
20-6-94, No. 1532. J.D.(Vide appendix XI annexed ).
Most if not all of the so-called enemies of the Magis-
trate (Vide Mr. Welsh’s letter dated 27—7—92 N o,
364—4) have sivce left Museri and it is a fact that
Your Excellency’s Memorialist was never disliked by
_the people in general of that or any other station.

15. Your Excellency’s Humble Memorialist who
belongs to a respectable family has served Govern-
ment long and faithfully for upwards of 21 years

during which period, he hus
=Mr.J. F. Price.

LE. Farnior. established a name for integrity
i Iremevheere  ynd industry (as his ancestors
, 5. Russel. r
' E. L. Thoroton. have done) as will be seen from

» J. J. Cotton.

R o the copies of testimonials granted

to and opinion held of him by
the several eminent officers under whom he has served
and whose names are noted in the margin. And it is a
facy that Your Excellency’s Memorialist who has been
depending during all his service, entirely on his salary
aud salary alone, now finds himself suddenly plunged
in poverty and misery in the closing part of his official
career; and it is in respect of these acts of degradation
that he now most respectfully begs leave to approach
Your Excellency with the present memorial of appeal
for a reconsideration of his case and for merey.

16. In conclusion, Your Excellency’s Humble
Memorialist most respectfuliy solicits purdon for his

X bide A&?%&ﬂqzm“

Cﬂ%.tltf %/;ﬁj)ﬂm;véx.

¢
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intrusion and prays that on a kind consideration of
all the circumstances detailed in the foregoing para-
graphs, his past sufferings, long service and character
and the utter helplessness of his present unfortunate
condition, Your Excellency may be graciously pleased
to forgive him for all the shortcomings with which he
my have unwittingly offended the Board of Revenue
and Government and to render him justice on the
nierits by ordering his restoration.

17.  Aud Your Excellency’s Humble Memorialist
shall, s in duty bound, EVER PRAY.

Aleollrmict.

A0H A

P

Tue Literary Sun Press, Coimbatore,
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/- 45, Taking the several orders of reduction seria-
tim, Your Excellency’s Memorialist will next proceed
briefly to submit in juzta-position, the grounds alleged
for each order of degradation as well as his own

explanation therefor.

2. %6 As regards the first order of the Board dated
22—9—92 No. 6060 Mis: the grounds alleged by the
Board and based on the Head Assistant Magistrate's
Judgment in Criminal Appeal No. 16 of 1892 and
report dated 5—7—92 No. 1663, as well as the expla-
nations are detailed below.

Grounds alleged.

(a) On November
4th1891the St.H.O.
had sent to the
Head Assistant Ma-
gistrate a petition
charging the Taluk
Magistrate  with
having hushed up
the poisoning case
which forms the
ground of charge
No. II. In Decem-
ber, the St. H.O.
appeared as a wit-
ness ina case before
the Taluk Magis-
trate. In the course
of the enquiry the
St. H. 0. demurred
to answering a
question put to him
by the Court and
for this refusal he
was dealt with by
the Magistrate un-
der Sec.480 Cr.P.C,
and fined Rs 30 or
in default, to three
weeks’ simple im-
prisonment.  He
failed to pay the
fine and was re-
manded to custody
for the night and
sent to jail the next
day but was libera-
ted on payment of
the fine the same
day. Vide para 12
of B, P. 6060.

Explanation.

(a) This petition was a pseu-
donymous one and is said to
have been received by the Head
Assistant Magistrate Mr. Mir
Shujaet Ali Khan in November
1891. It was kept confidential by
him until he reported about it to
the District Magistrate in his
Proceeding dated 27th Feb. 1892
inreply to/an order dated 22-2-92
No. 48. The first and the ear-
liest allusion to the petition was
contained in the appeal petition
dated 15-1-92 presented by the

St, H. O. and forwarded to the

TalukMagistrate for his remarks.
Till then, he had no idea or
knowledge whatever about it.
The Taluk Magistrate thereupon
applied to the Head Assistant
Magistrate to be allowed to
pervse the petition and other

records. Vide Arzi dated,
24-1-92 No. 59, para 4,

25-1-92 No. 62,

and 2-2-92 No. 88.
But these requisitions were not
' complied with
and the final
order on the arzi was as follows:—

“The petition is under

consideration and cannot

be sent now”
* * *

3rd Feb. 1892.
(Sd.)MIR SHUJAET ALI,
Head Assistant Magistrate.

No. 305 dated 6-2-92.

And it was only at the in-
vestigation held by the Collector
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dated 22-9-92.  on 4thMarch 1892 that Your Bx-
Mis: cellency’s Memorialist was allow-

ed for the first and the last time

to peruse it. Further, the Head
Assistant Magistrate’s Proceediugs dated 27th Feb.
1892 shows that the St. H. 0. when examined by him,
did not admit himself to be the author of the petition.
For these reasons, Your Excellency’s Memorialist
cannot be considered to have been actuated in December
1891 by any spite or private animosity against the
St. H. O. on account of the petition in question of
which he knew nothing about until more than two
months] after December the month in which the
St. H. O. was punished by him.

The dates are very important in this

connection,

(b) The Taluk Ma-
gistrate was mot
justified in the
Board’s opinion in
dealing with the
Station House Offi-
cer under Section
480Cr. P. C. at all.
The relations exist-
ing at the time be-
tween himself and
the witness were
such as to require
that the charge of
contempt should be
tried by a differ-
ent tribunal; and
to this end the Ta-
luk Magistrate
ought to have sent
the case to another
Magistrate under
Sec. 482 Cr. P. C.
Vide para 150f B.P.

6060 .
No. 55993 Mis:

(c)‘ The sentence
was a severe one.
Vide para 12 of B.P.

6060 3
NQ_ é—z.m Mis:
based on para 4 of
ti.o Head Assistant
Magistrate’s letter

1663
No. 5792

(b) The relationship supposed
to have been existing at the
time between the Taluk Magis-
trate and the Station House Offi-
cer, on account of the petition
in question, having been thus dis-
proved, the conduct of Your
Excellency’sfMemorialist in hay-
ing himself tried the charge of
contempt may be taken to have
been legal and open to no ob-
jection. It is hardly necessary
to add that if sucha relation-
ship had really existed, Your
Excellency’s Memorialist would
never have ventured to try the
case at all.

(¢) A perusal of 'pa.ra, 11 of
Boards’ Proceedings No. 6060
dated 22-9-92 will show that
there was, at the time, “consider-
able insubordination towards the
Tahsildar on the part of his She-
ristadar and others, and that the
Tahsildar was left without the
support of his authority which
he had a right to expect.”

Further, paragraphs 2, 3, 5

and 6 of the Head Assistant Magistrate’s Judgment
in criminal appeal No. 16 of 1892 and the J udgment
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of the Taluq Magistrate, will show that the Head
Constable had been guilty of several irregularities in
his investigation of the theft case and had felt himself
nervous about ther and had addressed the Superin-
tendent of Police in view to get it transferred to some
other court, and when he was questioned as a witness
about this conduct of his, (exhibited subsequent to his
referring it as false,) he refused to answer the question

‘put to him by the Court. It was why a sentence of a

fine of Bs 30 was considered necessary. It was more
the outcome of a  righteous indignation” than of any
bias or private animosity against the St. H. 0. Vide

para 5 of the Appeal Judgment referred to.

(d) Upon appeal
the Head Assistant
Magistrate Mr. Mir
Shujaet Ali Khan,
has quashed the con-
viction holding that
it was not warrant-

- ed. Videpara 12 of

6060 :
B.E: m Mis:

& the Judgment of
the Head Assistant
Magistrate in

criminal appeal No.
16 of 1892.

The grounds upon
which the decision
of the Lower Court
was reversed were:=

(1) that the ques-
tion put to the
Head Constable
and refused to
be answered by
himrelated to his
conduct and irre-
gularities in the
theft case & was
put for the elu-
cidation of those
irregularities.

(2) that it was

not therefore

“so relevant.”

(3) that the Head
Constable  was
not therefore
bound to answer
the question.

(d) But Mr. Hall his successor
in office, was of a different
opinion and has held that the
decision of the Taluk Magistrate
though inadvisable and wanting
in tact, was quite legal (Vide
paras 3 and 10 of his letter No.
1663

5_7*_95.) And it is not free from
doubt as to whether the reversal
of the decision of ths Taluk Ma-
gistrate on appeal was quite
proper. The Bombay Ruling
quoted in the appeal judgment
is an authority astoa J udge’s
power to ask irrelevant questions
under Sec. 165 of the Indian
Evidence Act (I of 1872) and
the obligation or otherwise of a
witness to answer them wnder
certain condittons. Under this
Ruling,aJudge is at perfectliber-
ty to ask an irrelevant question
“if he only does so, tn order to
obtain proof of relevant facts,
and it is only, if he asks
questions with a view to criminal
proceedings being taken against
the witness, the witness is not
bound to answer them and can-
not be punished for not answer-
ing them under Sec. 179 of the
Penal Code” Applying this
Ruling to the present case, it
will be seenm that the Head
Assistant Magistrate was not
quite certain in the first place,
whether the question which was
put to the Head Counstable and

- which he refused to answer, was

really relevant or irrelevant.
(Vide latter part of para. 3 of

the Appeal Judgment),
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(4) thal his refusal
to answer it did
not in consequen-
ce constitute an

offenceunderSec.
179 1. P. C. and

(5) that his convic-
tion and sentence
under Sec. 480
Cr. P. C. were
therefore illegal
and opposed to
the Ruling of the
Bombay High
Court in
Queen Empress
v. Hari Laksh-
man, I. L. R. 10

Bombay 185.

Towards the close of para.. 5 of
his Judgment, he admits that
the particular question related
to the subsequent conduct of the
Head Constable who was a
party to the proceedings in the
theft case, and that that conduct
was irregular, and it thus foll-
ows that the question was, in
consequence, quite relevant, and
therefore one which the witness
was bound to answer. Even if
it should be held as irrelevant
(in which case alone the Ruling
is applicable to the case)there is
this Magistrate’s own admission
in the same paragraph, that the
purpose for which the question
was put to the witness, was not
with a view to criminal proceed-
wngsibeing taken against him, but,

“for the elucidation of the irregular conduct of the
witness” as the chief investigating Officer in the case
of theft then under enquiry before theTalukMagistrate.
It follows again in consequence, that, under the very
same authority quoted by him, the question was one
which the Head Constable was bound to answer and
his refusal to answer it was clearly an offence under

Sec. 179 I.P.C., and

the Head Assistant Magistrate’s

decision and Judgment to the contrary on appeal,
were opposed to the Ruling quoted by himself and
were therefore illegal.

(e) “In his Judg-
ment the TalukMa-
gistrate says that
the St. H. O. did
make an attempt to
get giddiness if he
could. This shows I
think thatjtheTaluk
Magistrate had a
distinct prejudice
against the
St.H.0.” Vide para
13 of letter dated
5-7-92,No. 1663, of
Mr. Hall.

(f) In his appeal
petition against the
conviction and sen-
tence the St. H. O.
alludes to the pseu-
donymous petition
of Nov. 18 and sug-
gests that the Taluk

(¢) A perusal of the state-
ment given' by the Head Con-
stable on 22-12-91 and forming
part of the records in Mis: case
No. 3 of 1891 Museri Taluk
will show that he did really
allege and feign giddiness and
the allusion to it contained in
the Judgment was not therefore
the outcome or any prejudice
against him but was a fact in
itself.

(f) This has been explained
and disproved already under
item (a) supra. Ajperusal of the
latter part of para 5 of the Judg-

P 16
mentin criminal appeal No.7gqs

will show thatthe Head Assistant
Magistrate was himself not sure
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Magistrate had
evidently been
prejudiced thereby.

(g) The St. H. O.
urged “ malice ”
again in a petition
presented by him to
the District Magis-
trate on 22—2—92,

that there was any such bias
working in the mind of Your
Excellency’s Memorialist at the
time in question. That officer
appears to characterize the feel-
ing more as a‘““righteous indigna-
tion” at the irregularities of the
St. H. O. than as bias.

(g) The order of the District
Magistrate on the petition was
as follows:—

“The petitioner did refuse
to answer questions and thus
it is hard to affirm that the

Sub-Magistrate di¢ act maliciously.”

Vide District
27—2—92 No. 136.

(k) There was un-
due severity shown
after conviction in
that the St. H. O.
was not let on bail
but was made to
suffer imprisonment
for default of pay-
ment of fine, bail
being refused.

(i) That there was
delay in releasing
him even after the
fine had been paid.

Magistrate’s Proceedings dated

(k) The St. H. O.’s allegation
that he offered bail but it was
refused 1s a mis-statement. As a
matter of fact, bail was never
offered by him nor was it ever
refused. Vide Taluk Magistrate’s
arzi dated 25—6—92 No. 457,

(7) This has been found to be
untrue. Vide para 11 of Mr.
Hall’s letter dated 5-7-92 No.
1663.

Coxcrusion:—The foregoing facts will thus show that

in convicting and punishing the Station House

Officer for contempt of Court, Your Excellency’s

Memorialist was not actuated by a desire to sa-

3 b tisfy any private animosity as in fact no such ani-
mosity ever existed, and if only the Station

House Officer had offered security for payment

of the fine, he should have been at once let on

bail and liberated. It is unfortunate that when

- v , submitting his final report dated 27-7-92 No.

. ‘ ‘124'_ to the Board, the Collector (Mr Welsh)
omitted to make mention therein of his own
proceedings dated 27-2-92 No.136,wherein, he has
himself admitted that the conviction and sentence
of the Station House Officer were not malicious.

. . _ : .3 The grounds alleged for the 2nd order of
¥ degradation passed by Government and the explana-
E tion in respect of them are as detailed below:—
g Grounds alleged. Explanation,
1. Exceptthe bare 1. Nor is there any evidence |
assertion of the that the records were lost by the-




Tahsildar Magis-
trate, there is no
proof whatever
that the records in
the two magisterial
cases to which
the main charge
against the clerk
relates, were lost
by him.

Tahsildar Magistrate. (Vide
para 7 on page 32 and para Il
on page 23 of the Tahsidar’s
appeal petition to the Board
dated 30—4—92). On the other
hand, the entries about these
cases in the Diary of the 28th
March 1891, in the handwriting
of the clerk Srinivasier, furnish
some evidence, that at least for
writing up the Diary, the records

in question were put into and remained last in his
possession and custody on the 28th March 1891 and
immediately after the Diary was

Vide para 7 of closed and before they were mis-

B. P. dated 22-9-92

No. 6060 Mis. laid. The clerk admits this and

does not deny the genuineness of
the entries in the Diary as he has denied that of an
endorsement under his initials and relating to a search
made by him for the missing records.

2. Heallegesthat
after completing
the Diary, he re-
turned the records
to the Taluk Ma-
gistrate to enable
him to write the
decision (which he
asserts had not
been written) and
an allusion is made
to what seemed to
be an admission
made on the part of
the Taluk Magis-
trate during the
course of the Col-
lector’s investiga-
tion held in March
1892 in answer to
his questions No.
60 and 61,that the
records were
on theMagistrate’s
table and therefore
in hispossess-
ion aud were lost
from there.

- 2. This is an ingenious attempt
of the clerk to shift his respon-
sibility. But the allegations are
misleading and untrue. In the
first place, it is not true that the
decision ha’ t been written.
For, the entry of the word “Pro-
ceedings” (as forming part of the
records of the case) at the foot
of the Magistrate’s Diary of the

28th March 1891

Vide entry in
the Magistrate's
Diary dated
28—3—91 & Pro-
ceedings, dated
10-12-62 ofthe
MadrasHigh
Court. Appendix
No. XII. annexed

Vide also para
4 on page 18 and
para 249 on page
19 of the Tahsil-
dar’s appeal peti-
tion to the Board
dated 30-4-92.

and in the hand
writing of the
clerkSrinivasier,
is some evidence

of the Proceed.
ings having been
read by him and
added as part of
the records, sin-
ce, if it had not

been wwritten, it could not pro-
perly be read or recorded as
such in the Diary. Comments

Vide latter part
of para 17 on the
5th ground in the
clerk’s appeal pe-
tition—page 104
of the annexed
copy.

seem to be nn-
necessary on the
clerk’s explana-
tion that “such
entries are made
as a matter of

course and that Magistrates usually write Judgments

after they are pronounced’’,

As a matter of fact,

the Proceedings had been written already and the
Taluk Magistrate had no further necessity for the



records which were therefore never returned to him
as alleged. Further, in a statement given by the clerk
on 4th February 1892, before the Head Assistant
Collector and Magistrate, he says, “I have no evidence
to prove handing over the Kamalapuram records to the
Tahsildar and I don’t remember there were any pre-
sent then; nor were there any when Tahsildar gave me
the records in his house. ” As regards the so-called
admission in answer to the Collector’s queries No. 60
and 61, it is respectfully submitted, that the clerk
explained to the Collector that after writing up the
Diary, he had left the records in question on the
Magistrate’s table and he could not therefore be held
answerable for the loss of the records, as there were
then, several clerks and Karnams around the table, on

S the 2ccount of the Jamabandy business
11 . .
cmeg:o,:, inquiry‘ The Collector appeared inclined to

Vide remarks o : >

p&lges P i e favo? this version and asked the

Tahsildar's appeal Magistrate whether on that expla-~

e e R S was able definitely to fix
the responsibility on the clerk him-
self but on no others. The answer to

Vide para 11 on : : § ;
page 23 of the Tap.  UNIS question’was in the negative,

sildar's appeal peti-  subject however to the proviso that
tion to the Board . i F b
dated 30-4-02, the clerk’s explanation was true and
there was evidence to support it. It
does not thus amount to an admission that the records
were really placed by the clerk on the Magistrate’s
table and were lost from there and in Jamabandy
camp as he wishes it to be understood.

3. The Magistrate 8. The Proceedings was a short
had no time to one not more than two pages in
write the proceed- length and could not have occu-
ings and he kept pied the Magistrate for more
the records with than ten minutes at the most.
him for the pur- It is therefore absurd to suppose
pose. (Vide pages that for a month he had no time
30& 110 of the an- to write it and thut he had
nexed copy of the therefore kept it for more than
clerk’s appeal to six months!

Government.)

(a) Partly owing (a) Jamabandy work com-

to the pressure menced only on the 13th
of Jamabandy April 1891 i.e. 16 days after
work, the disposal of the Kamala-

puram cases.

(b) But  mainly (b) The son’s marriage took

owing to the place only on the 30thApril
arrangeme n t s 1891 4. e. more than a month
for his son’s after the cases were dis-
marriage, posed of and no special

arrangements had to be
made for it.
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4. The probabili-
ties are, that the
Magistrate did not
record his decision
and that he took
the records with
him into camp
with the intention
of writing the
judgrients and lost
them there. That
the Magistrate had
the records with
him in camp seems
clear from his own

- admission before
Mr. Welsh in his
reply to  that
officer’s 6oth and
61st questions, that
there were a num-
ber of Karnams

and other -clerks
near his table du-

ring Jamabandi.

4. It has already been ex-
plained that the decision had
been duly recorded and that the
Magistrate had no further ne-
cessity for the records after the
28th March 1891. There is not
an iota of evidence that the re-
cords were returned to him by
the clerk on or after that date
or that he ever took them with
him into camp and lost them
there. The first Jamabandy
camp subsequent to that date
was Seeplaputtur, whither the

office moved
on"}l’)ﬁgﬁ{@;f%::‘f: only on the 19th
14, pura 4, page  April 91 which
33 S e was the date on
dur’s appeal peti- which the clerk,
fontoihoBoe for the Brat
also the clerk’s time, intimated
sravelling alloW- the loss of the
April 1801, ~ records, and he.

was sent back to

the Taluk Head-Quarters on the
21st idem for making a search

there for the missing records and a search was also

actually made there, These |facts have been proved

by oral as well as documentary evidence on record
though the clerk has made several mis-statements in
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respect of these and other facts in his appeal petitiou,
1t was the clerk himself who first conceived the idea
and conuected the loss of the records with Jamabundy.
Vide his explanation reported to the Head Assistant
Magistrate in the T'aluk Magistrate’s arzi, dated 13th
November 1891, No. A. His next attempt was to
connect it with Jamabundy held at the Taluk Head
Quarters, and it was made at the Collector’s enquiry
held in March 1892. (Vide queries 60 and 61 of the
Collector.)

In his appeal petition to Guovernment, the clerk has
made the attempt for the third time, pushing how-
ever, the time and place of their loss still further, viz.
to some date subsequent to the 28th March 1891
(when Le had possession of the records) and to the
Jamabundy Camp Seeplaputtur where the office re-
mained in camp from 19-4-91 to 20-5-91. This
appears to have heen done by the clerk with a motive
to make it appear that the records were kept by the
Magistrate for sometime and for some purpose and
were then lost by him and so to shift the burden of his
own responsibility. There is thus nothing to prove
that the Magistrate had the records with him in Ja-
mabundy camp or that he has made any such adnis-
sion as 1s alluded to.

5. The clerk goes
a step further and
suceests that the
records in question
had never disap-
peared at all, but
that theMagistrate
had kept them in
Lis own possession
from 28th March
to 12th October
1891.  Vide para-
graphs 3, 4, 10, 14
and 1Y, 1, §i, 1ii of
his appeal petition
to Government.

&. If so, it is not understood

why when a search was made for
the records by himself and some
of his fellow clerks and when he
knew he was reported in Novem-
ber 1891 as the offiser responsi-
ble, he did not at once reveal the
truth of the matter to any of his
superiors and why he waited un-
til February 1892, (when the
clique of the Tahsildar’s enemies
had joined him) to disclose what
Le has alleged. [Vide referen-
ces quoted in the remarks on
point I, at page 14 and in para 1L
on page 23 of the Tahsildar’s ap-
peal petition to the Board, dated

30-1-92 ; also the last sentence of para 9 of Board's
Uroceedings, dated 22-9-92, No. 6060 Mis.].

6. When the Ma-
cistrate was called
on to report what
clerk was respon-
sible for the loss
of the records, he
abstained from re-
porting  Srinivas-
ier. The inference
seems obvious that
the Magistrate
knew that he him-
self had mislaid the
papers, as other-
wise, he would na-
turally have re-
ported his Magis-
terial Clerk (Svini-

6. The name of Srinivasier
had Leen duly reported as the
Magisterial Clerk responsible.
Vide Taluk Magistrate’s arzi,dat-
ed 3-10-91, No. 635; and arzi
dated 13-11-91, No. A, in the
clerk’s own handwriting and the
allusion to him in the orders of
Mr. Weir thereon. The clerk
Limself admits it in paragraphs
4 and 16 on pages 13 and 93 res-
pectively of his appeal petition to
Government;vide also para 10 on
page 23, paragraphs 16 to 18 on
page 27 and para 3 on page 30
of the Talisildar’s appeal petition
to the Board, dated 30-4-92,

vasier) as the person responsible for their disappear-

anuce,
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7. The Tahsildar
Maogistrate is nao-
turally interested
in exculpating
himself and his
statement is there-
{ore not to be re-
lied on,

~ 8. The Taluk
Magistrate seems
from the records of
Mr. Welsh’s en-
qniry, &e., to have
 been a most dila-
- tory individual.

work, but has ﬁo%. be

Vide Conduct Re-
gister (annexed) of
Clerk Srinivasier.
Vide,alsoA ppendix
XIIL annexed he-
ing extracts from
paragraphs 7, 8, 9
and 10 of Board’s

Froceedings, dated 22-9-92 No. 6060 Mis.

#la)  Mr. Welsh observes :— T think je Jeats pz‘-nred‘_”'- -
himself an epicient Taheildar in revenue mafters”—Vide,
para 26 of the Collector's Proceedings, dated 25-3-92,

No. 133-6.

() Revieiving the work done in the Musers Talok in

February 1892, when
and there was utter

the Taluk in consequence, Mr. Welsh observe

“The Tahsildar must at an early date, hring back—’h
file to its former condition when i was distinguishvd
pmm;{ot disvosal of o'vfs'mnces"—‘Vide,Coll‘ectoz"SPquediqgs
ated 1 22, 3 L

d -4.92,No. 89-

ot ’ 3 { &l 4 \ d s

(v.) Para 15 of Board’s Proccedings, dated 22.9.92,
No. 6080 Mis. regarding the high character for industry
always hoz‘@e‘ by Knppasami Aiyer the

and integrity
Tahsildar. -

4

(&) TnclasureTXto the appeal petition of Kuppnsami
Aiyer submitted to the 33
prospects hie had of being made a Deputy Colleeto;-.

9. On the whole,
the  prolabilities
‘are nll against the

 Magistrate and in
- favour of the clerk.

_ Coxcrustoy.—The foregoing facts and references will
liow that on two cceasions, viz, onee on 2%-3-01. when
the enquiry in the Kamalapuram eases (charge T) was
closed, and agnin on 22-3-91
inthe Natham or Vendamy

on pages 27 and 28 and pages

7. Thoe clerk "€rinivasier s
none the less sp.  For, his posi-
tion and predicament were no
better than those of the Tabsildar., o
Un tho other, hand, they were
even worse, as detailed in para 6~
on page 18 and para 7 on page
42 of the Tabsildar’s appeal peti- -iE{
tion to the Board, dated 30-4-92.

8. A glance at the annexed
copies of testimonials and ﬁlq
extracts mnoted below® eon

hereas, > =" 7 SAUSCNSE

Clerk Srinivasier has had E S
warnings (one being of suspen=
sion) and 4 fines awarded to him,
and out of these 8 punishments
7 were for pross delays and dila-
toriness in his duties. L5

Ay

3 e

T 1‘ L-\,
&

=

the charges were being enquired into. :
confusion and want of discipline in

2 Wi

by

on $0-4-92 showing the

{(1-B)3
and 56 of the annexed copy of the
Iphsildars appeal petition tothe
Board will show that ithe_reverse
is the case. O e

9. A perusal of para. 5

» When the enquiry
attr wurder cass, (charge
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T1T) was closed, the clerk wrote the Magisterial Diary
in his own handwriting and roted therein ‘the decisions
as part of the records of the respective cases. In borh
cases the records were temporarily mislaid and delay
had to be accounted for and explained by him, as for
writing the Dairy, he had had the records last in his
possession before they disappeared. The explanations
given by him were accordingly 1eported then and there
on three different ocea-

Arzi dated 3-8-91, No. 417.  sions as npoted in the
X 3-10-91 ,, 638. mavgin,thereportsbeing
5y 13-11-91 ,, A, again in his own hand-
writing. Nota word of

demur was expressed by him at the time or for three
months «fterwards as to the accuracy or otherwise of
the entries, even though he knew that the superior
officers had been attaching some importance to the
affair. Bus, when matters looked a little serious,
Lie suddenly turned round and threw the entive
blame on his superior, the Taluk Magistrate, and
bebind his back, alleging that the decisions in both
cases had mnot Dbeen written on the dates indicat-

‘ed in the diary, that the Magistrate had  kept the
records with himselt for the purpose and hence the

delay, and that the entries made in the Diary as well
as in the arzis refeired to, were mot quite true or ac-
curate.  The records in both these cuses wero how-
ever finally discovered and produced by the elevk
himself, those in the Natham case (charge I11) being
traced out and secured from the possession of a friend
of his in the Divisicnal Cffice.. e was further found
to have taken home and kept to himself without
authority, some more records m a few cases of Refer-
ved Clarge Sheets and they were delivered up by
him only after Le had left the officelon along Jeave.

All these foets and his antecedents point to 2 chronie

and not merely an accidental carelessness of the clerk
in thie matter of the custody of important official re-
cords entrusted to him and in the Xdischarge of his
official duties, and consequently, the unrehable na-
ture of his explapations in general. Nevertheless,

the orders of Government vestoring Lim fo lis post

with arrears of pay and directing the further
degradation of Your Excellency’s Memorialist, have
been based almost solely but unfortunately on the
many mis statements contained in the clerk’s appeal
petition, (but not on any fresh evidence or records of
enquiry) as has Leen fully represented alceady by the
Bourd in their lesolution, dated 30th Aungust 1893,
No. 5032 Mis. 1t is also a matter for Yonr Excellen-
¢v’s kind consideration, that while G. O. dated 25th
May 1593, No. 1916 Mis. deals with the records re-
lating only fo fwo charges (Land V), punishment lias
been awarded to Yonr Excellency’s Memorialist in
G. O. dated 27th February 1804, No. 823 Mis. for all
the five charges { ormulazed by the Collector, in spite
of the fact, that the Board had found charges 1
and IV not proved and charge 1I had been witli-
diawn by the Uollector himself.

4. The third order of degradation was passed by
the Board <f Revenue on a report made by Mr.

Castle Stuart Stnart, who framed six charges ou the

eve of lis departure from India, cn a report mmade
by the Divisional Officer after his transfer out of the
district was announced iu the Gazette.  Thoe clun ges
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as well as the explanations of Your Excellency’s Mc-
morialist are briefly detailed below :—

CHARGES.

I. -That he omit-
ted tc show in his
revenue  business
returns for June &
July 1895,149 dar-
kasts pending for
more than six
mwonths.

ExprLAxATION.

The omission is mot denied ;
but it was a clerical and not an
intentional one. The state of
darkast avrears all over South

Arcot had been always unsatis-

factory ; (vide annexed extructs
from the monthly reviews of the
Collector.  App. VIII) and the
Taluk of Kallakurichi was no ex-

ception. Your Excellency’s Memorialist himself rea-
lized the state of thiugs and was doing his best to
cope with the heavy files and Mr, Stuart had even

*Vide Collector’s
Proceedings dated
10th October 1894.
Apperdix X (b) 9

*praised him forit.

by the clerk till late ou the

night of the 9th Aungust (the due |

date for their despatoh being the

and 10 annexed.  10th ) The return was checked
and certified by the Taluk Head
Accountant and Your Excellency’s” Memorialist hav-
ing had no time, could only examine the figures briefly.
He had however, no reason to doubt their correot -
ness and he signed the return.  Ou the 10th, the Di-
visional Officer made a surprise inspection on a psen-
donymous report and discovered some confusion in
figures. In South Arcot, Taluk Head Aeccountants

are held primarily respousitle
Vide Appendix VI. for the accuracy of figures in

. returns, but in the present in-

stance, Your Excellency’s Memorialist has been re-
ported and punisned as the sole officer responsible
for the inaccurate entry.

I1. That inaccu-

rate figures were submitted on the 4th Auguss

furnished in the (the due date being the 5th). The
incometax veturn irregularity consists in the exhi-
for July 1895, bition under the item “ & lists

wssued,” of a number of cases in
which G notices had been prepared but not signed or
issued pending a detailed comparison with the confi-
dential note book which had been snbmitted to the
Divisional Office on the lst and had not been return-
ed till the 9th of the month. The fignres in the re-
turn had been put in by the clerk at the head qnar-
ters during the absence of Your Excellency’s Memo-
rialist on cirenit and the return was checked by the
Head Accountant. Your Exeellency’s Memorialise

had returned from camp only on the 4th and did not

have full time for a thorough scrutiny. It was low,

for statistical purposes of the retwim, the G notices

came to be shown as issued.

III. That errone- The irregunlarity is that in 90

The return was prepared and

ous figures were
furniched in the
incometax return
for November 95.

saw memo of eviden

objection cases shown as “ dis-
posed,” no regular decisions or

judgments had been recorded in

34. At the sawe time, the Ins-
pecting Officer admits that he
ce and definite orders in ali of

these 34 cases. Your Excellency’s Memorialist was

too ill with fever at

the time to sit ap and write foll

, The fizures :
for July 1895 were not furnished
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judgments and hence he briefly summarized evidence
and passed a regular written order in every case. 1i
is a fact that he had fever from Ist November 95 and
took medical certificate, after which he did not rejuin
duty till May 1896, thereby forfeiting his claim to
furlongh. :

1V. That he sub-
mitted a comple-
tion report for two
sluices in Varagur
tank without in-
specting the work
after completion.

The work had been nearly
completed on the 24th March ’95,
and there was only two days’
Jabour lefs to do. T'he Overseer
was told to wait at the place and
see the work out. He reported
completion on the 28th. Your
Excellency’s Memorialist was

then busy with collections and jamabundy, and conld
not re-visit the place for a formal and final inspection
Lefore the official year closed. He represented this
inconvenience to the Divisional Officer and submitted
a completion report on the 29th, which the Divisional -
Officer countersigned the next day without oljection.
The work was, however, reiispected Ly Your Excel-
lency’s Memorialist a fortnight later and found to be

completed with excess work to the amount of Rs, 42.

V. That he simi-
Jarly submitted a
completion certifi-
cate for the cattle-
pound at Pallaga-
cheri without in-
specting the work

The entire work except a ma-
sonry trough estimated at Its, 5
had been completed when Your
Excellency’s Memorialist inspect-
ed it on 4th February 1895. The
trough was then condemned as
the site was marshy and a stone

after completion. one ordered and the contractor:

told to replaster some of the ,
chunam. He did the r:plastering and cluimed the
amount of the estimate on 28-2-95. Objection was
then taken in the Taluk (Audit branch) to the tech-
nical incompletion of the masonry trough anlit was
also built by 2-3-95. Your Bxcellency’s Memorialst
rigned a completion reyort on 28-3-95, and did so, be-
cause he was the officer who last saw it (i. . on 4th
February *95).  The Collector regards this entry
as wrong and says that the nawe of the Over-
scer who reported the comil;nion verbally should
Lave been substituted. Your Excellency’s Memorial-
ist in the absence of any voucher or record to prove
the Uverseer’s inspection, took it npon himself tu cer-
tify the completion. The work was properly finished
and there are now two troughs—one of stone aud
onie of masonry—in the ponnl.

The sixth charge relating to alteration of dates for
the sales of avenue produce has been settled by the
Board in favour of your Excellency’s Memorialist on
the Collectur’s letter, dated 3-5-96 No. 138—Cur. The
Joss was general throughout the Presidency and due
to other causes. ;

ConcrustoN.—It may not be ont of place to submit
here that the administration of theTaluk of Kallakuriehi
had been most unsatisfactory for several years owing
to gross mismanagement and almost all its Tahsiluars
had successively come to grief in consequence. Your
Excellency’s Memorialist on assuming charge of the
Taluk, grew alarmed ar the state of things aud he ex-
amined the root of the evil and brought it to the
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notice of the Collector through the Divisional Officer.
It may be quoted as instances that a Revenue Inspec-
tor on Rs.40, against whom there were serious charges
veported, was being compelled to work in his Firka
without his salary being passed or disbursed to lnm for
two full years together. Another Revenue Imspector
against whom also there were serious charges forma-
lated and 1eported by the Divisional Officer, was kept
in a state of suspense and without pay, also for two
full years. There were hundreds of cases of darkasts
pending on the registers, the records in several being
found missing. ‘There were several references and
reports submitted from the Taluk to the divisional
office, for which no replies had been received, tho
records relating thereto having been lost, if not hushed
up. The Collector seemed at first to appreciate the
attempt made by Your Excellency’s Memorialist {o
remedy the evils and to set matters right, but the Di-
visional Officer looked upon it with disfavonr.evidently
apprehending an exposure of his bad supervision of the
Division, and the situation of Your Ixcelleney s
Memorialist was rendere i too hot for him in consequ-
ence and he was reported and reduced from the dth
to the 5th grade of Tahsil.

A glance at the Collector’s Proceedings (Vide Ap-
pendix 1V and V annexed) disposing of the case of
the two RRevenne Ingpectors and passed on the eve of
his departure from India, is sufficient to form some
idea of the delays and the ways in wlich far move
gerious charges have been dealt with in South Arcot.

5. The 4th and the last order of reduction passed
by Government is the result of an appeal submitted
against the ordersof the Board in the third instance.
The reasons alleged are :—

FROUNDS.

Though  Gov-
crnment might be
inclned to leave
without interfer-
ence, the watter of
the Cuddalore re-
port, the miseon-
duet of the Tahsil-
dar, proved by the
records of previous
vears, shows him to
be wnfit for the
exercise of respon-
sible powers.

ExpraNaTioN,

A kind perusal of the fore-
gomg paragraphs will show in
the first place, that there is no
proof whatever of the alleged
misconduct in previous years ;
seeondly, that nevertheless the
Tahsildar bas been  punished
therefor under a misapprehen-
sion of the truth of the charges.
reported agaiust him and third-
ly, that he has suffered also su-
fliciently well, the punishment
thus awarded to bim already for
such wisconduct.

6. Your Excellency’s Memorialist may now be
permitted to sum up the whole briefly and to submit
u few remarks in counclusion about himself.

As regards charge 1 framed by Mr. Welsh, it has

becen shown that,

1. (a) theTaluk Magistrate has not been a dilatory

»”

officer but had established a name for prompt
and good work,

(b.) the decision in both the cases had really been
written by the Magistrate ou the day on which
the enquiries were closed,

e
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(¢.) the records remained last in the possession of
the clerk (for writing the Diary) before they
were misiaid and he had been searching for
them afterwards,

(d.) the clerk has admittedly no evidence to prove
his alleged sobsequent return of the records
to the Magistrate,

(e.) the Magistrate had actually no furthor neces-
sity himself for the records,

(f) The did not take them to Lis camp or-mislay
them there as suggested,

(9.) the cierk had been duly reported as the
ofﬁ;er responsible for the loss of the records
an

(h.) all such reports were in the handwriting of
the clerk himself and were known to him.

On tho other hand,

i. the eclork was generally most dilatory in the
discharge of his duties,

ii  he has been wmislaying and keeping to himself
unauthorizedly, important records in other eri-
minal cases as well, and his carelessness in the
matter of custody of records has been chronic,

iil. he never questioned or reported to his superiors
about the alleged inaccurcy of the entries made
in the Diary or in the reports made against
him, for several monthisafter they were written
or until he was diiven to despair, and then his
Jast explanation was, that the entries made hy
himself in the official records in each and every
cuse were incorrect and deliberately untrue,

iv. the missing records were traced out and pro-
duced by himself finally in all the cases,

v. the clerk is equally interested as the Taluk Magis-
trate is alleged to be, in exculpating himself
and,

vi. most of the exparte allegations contained in his
appeal petition on which the orders of
(fovernment are based, arelgroundless and un-
true.

The probability therefore is that it wusthe clerk
and not the Taluk Magistrate who had mislaid
the records. This is also the conclusion at
which the Board has arvived.

-

2. (harge II has been withdrawn by the Collector
himself and dismissed by the Board as groundless.

3. Charge 1II has been proved by the Board itself to
be groundless, with the remark that the clerk is much
to blame for the temporary loss of the records.

4. Charge 1V has also been found to be groundless
and was dismissed by the Board, with a remark that
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there was considerable insubordination on the part of
his subordinates towards the Tahsildar who was not
given proper support By his superiors.

5. In respect of charge V, the supplementary
matter, it has been shewn that,

(a) the petition of 4th November 1891 had nothing
to do with the Magistrate’s conduct towards
the Station House Officer in December 1891,
and the Board was under a misapprehension
for want of a specific explanation on the point
and hence their order of degradation by one
grade. This explanation had never been called
Jor or obtained ;

(b) such conduct was nctuated by a “righteons in-
dignation” at certain irregularities of the Sta-
tion House Officer but not by any malice or
bias. The District Magistrate had himself dis-
believed the theory of malice ;

(¢) the procedure of the Magistrate in trying and
convicting the Head Constable was gnite legal ;

(d) the reversal of the conviction of the Station
House Officer (Syed Hussain) on appeal by
Mr. Mir Shujaet Ali Khan the Head Assistant
Magistrate, was illegal and opposed to the Rul-
ing quoted by him in the appeal judgment ;

(e) the alleged severity of the sentence of fine was

dus to the then refractory conditicn of the
Taluk ;

(f) thealleged severity after conviction was due
to the Head Constable’s own neglect to offer bail
about which he has made incorreet statements ;

(9) the Station House Officer has made several mis-
statements in the appeal and complaints made
by him against the Magistrate ;

(k) the most that can be assumed against the Ma-
istrate is, that he has perhaps shown an error
of judgment and want of tact. Inalmost a si-
milar case in South Arcot, Sub-Magistrate
(Sundarier) has been excused ard promoted as
Tahsildar, (&D+ . 4
even though the Sessions Judge as well as the
High Court had commented very unfavourably
about him.

6. 'The Board has represented to Government that
Government has not had the full records before it,
that its decision was liable to be unduly influenced by

. the exparte allegations contained in the clerk’s appeal
petition and thut, had a reference been made to it on
the appeal, © the decision of Government might have
been different.”

7. Nevertheless, Government has been pleased to
order that the matter cannot be re-opened bus
that Your KExcellency’s Memorialist be reduced

by another grade in respect of all the jfive charges
and he was transfeired accordingly to Kallakurichi
in South Arcot. .
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& With regard lo the charges framed by Mr. Castle
Stuart Stourt in South Avcot, it has been shewn that :

(a) affairs in Kallakurichi were in a state cf chaos
owing to maladministration of several previous
yeurs;

() strennous attempts were made in right earnest to
remedy the evils;

(¢c) tLis was appreciated for a time by the Collector
himself;

(d) but Your Excellency’s Memorialiss had not the
gnpport of lis Divisional Officer ;

(¢) ecrors of a purely statistical and technical nature
were maguified and rejorted against Y our Excel-
lency’s Memoriahst and the Board, while ex-
honeratiog him from all corrupt motives, has
reduced Lim to the last class of Tabsil, for care-
lessness and inaccuracy ;

9. An application was made to the Board for a
review, but after a delay of fifteen {months in the Di-
v.sional Office Tirukkoilur, it was rejected with a re-
mark that the tone of the application was reprehen-
sible. -

10. The next course open ;to Your Excellency’s
Memorialist was an appeal to Goveinment which he
sulaitted, with the result, that Government has now
unfortunately ordered his further reduction, fremRs.

&0 to Rs. 50, observing that though the charges re-
ported from Routh Arcot are mct very sericus, his
misconduct en previcus years thows), him to be urfit for
the exercire of responsible powers and that the pun-
ishment awarded by the goard is inadequate. But
Your Excellency’s Humble Memorialist begs with the
most profuund respect, to submit that he has already
suffered sufficient punishment for the past misconduct,
and Lis appeal to Gouvernment had reference ouly to
the matter of the Cuddalore report. Vide the latter
half of his appeal petition to Government, dated 15th
February 18u3.

s T



Cories OF TESTIMONIALS &c.,
.' - OF
~ €. COOPOOSWAMIAR.

M. Kenny Esquire . 4.1873. - Thave mucb pleasnre in being able to testlfy to N. Coopoo-

P, Krishna Row Hsq. 1877,

. Ramaswamier hsq-

ewamy s character as a hardworking regular, respectful and intelli-
gent young man. He read under me for about 2 years and during
that time his conduct was everything that could be wished, He
~ passed the Matric 1&"on Exawination in December 1872, very cre-
dﬂ;ably securing a place among the first 80 boys in the second class,
Heisa very good English scholar and writes a nice hand. I am
~confident he will give satisfaction in any post to which he may be
- appomtad as he has the chief requisites for succese, viz ability and
peraeverance, % ;
(ngned; M. KENNY = A., :
Hrap Master,

G overn ment Zillah School Berhampore, .

7th September 1878 & Jormerly of Coimbatore,
L Hicm Scmoor,

1 hereby certify that C. Coopooswamiah was in charge of the
Rice Depot under me at Kurnul for 9 months, during which time he
gave me every satisfaction. He is very intelligent, hardworking
and trustworthy. He is a member of a respectable family and is a
very promising young man. I hope he will soon rise in the public
service.
(Signed) P. KRISHNA ROW,

Kurnool, TAHSILDAR OF,
8th September 77. Ramuleottah.

; G.\.Coopobswami Aiyar was employed as an English Clerk

for a period of about 2 years and 2 months in the Office of the De-

puty Director of Revenue Settlement, Coimbatore, during which

‘time he gave entire satisfaction. He has a very fair knowledge of
 Euglish. His conduct was good. -

{Signed) HERBERT CLOGSTOUN,

17th September 1877, Ad, Dy Dmne'ron or Revexur,
Settlement on

BANAGARAPALLL g0 Special duty.

i

No. 952.

20, Cocpooswammh having asked me to record my opinion of

18‘8' him, 1 cheerfullycomply with his request.

He has been my Head Clerk for the lask 4 months, Heisa
young man and has that staff in him which will one day make him
occapy @ conspicuous position in the Uncovenanted Civil Service.
He discharges any work however arduous entrusted ‘o him with
great despatch and to my entire satisfaction. His integrity is above

doubt. w ) A 4

‘Tellichery Registrar’s Ofice, } (Signed) S. RAMASWAMIER, -
lth Uecember ldf& chzst,-ar'




J.F, PRICE Esq, ¥, C. s, 1883,

H, TREMENHERE Esq.
M. 0.8 1883,

. 1 haye known Coopuswa
amplg OPportunity o g

ing the gope; - ’ :
togbim, “Ppointment of Deputy Tahsildap if you should offer it

(Sigued) A. F. COX,
Ag. Sub-Collector.
—

- wiah for gty months but have had
18cover his merits, ‘He is quick at mastering

:ZVL work anq fs thoroughly ¢, be depended on for good and quick
TE. I sha oe glad to heqp of hig Promotion.

(Signeq) n J. SEWELL, |

April 20tk 1883, Ag. Sub-Collector.

—

Chenglepug Distriet Collector’s Office,
No.o g Caxe ACHIRVAN( 8th December 83.

From
J.F. PRICE Esq.

Collector of the
To Cufxorepor Districr.,

The Ag. Sub-Collectoy
Cnmaurnr.

‘ Chinglepyt District, Snb.CoHec!or’a Office
From 12th Decemper 1 883.
The Sub-Colfector of X

I CBINOLEPUT_
X0

The Collector of
Cmnaupo'r Distgyer,

g Referenge.. Your Jettey No.9 B, of 8th Instant
IR .

My Heagq Clerk Kuppusaier, 18, I find, desiroys of accept-

J. F. PRICE Esq. M. C. 8.
1883,

&

H. Tremenhere Esquire

M. C. S. 1884.

ice Esq. M, C. 8.
J. F. Price Esq 1664,

3

from you that you can supply his place in my office with & clerk
experienced in Revenue work, the inconvenience of his loss will be
much lessened.

* * % -
(Signed) H, TREMENHERB,
A4g. Sub-Collector,
——
Caup Urnnnwx,
17—12—83,
No. 706.
From
The Collectur of Chingleput,
To
The Secretary to the
Boarp or Revenve
' MADRAS,
Sir

Adverting to para 6 of my letter No, 686 of 8th Instant, I
have the honor, on the recommendation of the Ag. Sub-Collector of
which I approve, to nominate Coimbatore Coopoosawmi Aiyar Head
Clerk of the Sub-Collector’s office, to act ag Deputy Tahsildar of
Sriperumbudur vice Pichai Pillay ordered to Mayaveram Town,

2. Ceopooswami Ayer has boen very highly spoken of by all
the Officers under whom he has seryeq aud is a very intelligent and
hardworking official. I do not consider that any of the Taluk She.

triul; three months will give ap opportunity of seeing what he is
likely to turn.

3. He has passed all the necessary tests.. I enclose state-
ment of these and Coopoosawmy Ayer’s Service Rt
* * - p

(Signed) J, F. PRICE,
Collector,

——

C. Kuppusawmi Ayer during the last four months hag fally
proved his claim to the high character he bears. He is unwearying
in work, and yet does it both quickly and well. Hjg knowledge of

Revenue business is very exact,

He is honest and unassuming.

(Signed) H. TREMENHERE,

7th June 1884, 4g. Sub-Collector,

CHINGLEPUT.

(Here enter)

Chingleput Collector’s letter No, 198 dated 17th April 1884
to the Board of Revenue and Board’s Proceedings Mis, No 3602



8. Russell Esquire M, C, 8.
1884,

The Hon, H, E, Bullivan 1834,

Colnel A, T. Cox
15th Regiment M, N, 1. 18835,

4

-

dated 30th April 1884, and No. 1786 dated Ist March 1883 appoin-
ting C. Kuppusamier as Ag. Sub-Division Sheristadar of the Chen-
gleput District,
CmixerePUT,
2]1—6—84.
Sheristadar,

L am very well pleased with the list of perding papers that
you have forwarded yesterday evening. You have worked very well
during my short stay here and under difficulties. 3

. *

* * *
T may say that the office generally have done as well as they could
under the circumstances, considering that the permanent Sherista-
dar was absent on leave and that you had but recently joined the
office and I myself was a complete stranger to the District.

To (Signed) 8. RUSSELL,
M. R. Ry. Ag. Sub-Collector,
C. KUPPUSAWMIER,
Ag. Sub-Dn. Sheristadar.

—

In a letter addressed to C. Kuppusami Aiyar, by the Honorable
H. E. Sullivan late member of Council Madras.
He writes:—

My good friend.

~ Tam delighted to help your father’s son. He was a great
friend of mine—a man of superior intelligence, who always did his
work thorugh]y and honestly and against whom' I never heard a

word of complaint, I am glad to think you are following in his
footsteps.

* *# * ¥

Ooty, i . E. SULLIVAN

28-73"—84. } (Signed) H. E

To
Mr. C. KUPPUSAWMI AIYAR,
Sriperumbudur.

Dear Sir,

I shall have much pleasure in bringing you prominently be-
fore Mr. Price for your earnest and hearty endeavours in arranging
for supplies for the 15th Regiment when marching throngh the
Chingleput District. In consequence of our having chéféra, yon
had an unexceptionably hard time of it, but you never failed us.

. I wish youevery good luck in the way of advancement
which T hope will be as speedy as you deserve.

I remain
Yours troly.
(Signed) A. T COX 15th M, 1.

S— |
'

PALAVERAM,
16tk February 83, }
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H, Tremenhere Esq M. C, S.

1S85.

H. R. Former Esq. M. C. 8.

1885,

~ )

A, Pinto Esgnire 1853,

H. Tremenhere Esq'. M. C-l SSéG.

15th June 1885.

O0TACAMAND,
M. R. Ry.

C. KUPPUSAMI AIYAR Avl.

Tam glad to hear from your letter that you are well, and
that you have been getting on in the Public Service until now you
are acting as Tahsildar.

I am sure that in this, as in your previous appointments,

you will practise the two virtues of every respectable official; viz
honesty, and hardwork. With kind wishes, yours,

Very faithfully,
(Signed) H. TREMENHERE,

——

In a letter written by Mr. H. R. Farmer Ag. Collector of
Trichinopoly, to the Board of Revenue in 1885, nominating C. Coo-
poosawmiah for the Perambalur Tahsildar he BayS:—

T have selected the best man I know of. He has worked un-
der me for 7} months, and I can speak highly of his industry, capa-
city, and general character. He is the son of the late Narayana
Ayar, Sheristadar of Malabar and Bellary and the nephew of pen-
sioned Dy. Collector Vencatesiayer of Coimbatore, I enclose the
usual nomination roll for Coopoosawmiah. The Board will see that
be is 30 years of age, bas 10 years service, of which 4 years are in
the grade of Tahsildar or in grades qualifying for that post and has
passed all the necessary examinations for the post of Dy. Collector.

* * * * . iy
He is more likely than any man I know of to get through the ac-
cummulated arrears; when I get accurate figures showing what these
arrears are, I shall be able to decide whether some extra special
hands should not be applied for to help him.

* ¥ *® * *
1f the Board know of any one whom they consider more worthy of
promotion and better fitted to cope with the exceptionally heavy
work of the office now vacant, I shall be glad to accept the Board’s
nominee,

* *® * * = 3

Saroarer,
5th November 1885,
I'have known C. Coopoosawmier from his infancy. He has
worked under me as Ag. Tahsildar of Trivellore for many months.

- He is honest and energetic, and deserves promotion.

(Signed) A. PINTO,
Dy. Collector.

Baraug,
6th June 1886.
Kuppusawmi Ayar,

I am very much pleased to hear that you have been appoin-
ted Tahsildar, and feel sure you will maintain the high standard of
honesty and industry which you had when I knew you.

Yours traly,
(Signed) H. TREMENHE RE.



W. P. Austin Esq. M. C. 8§, 1387,

T. M. Bwaminatha Aiyar Esq.

M. C. 8. 1888,

P. Ramachandra Roy Esq.
M, C. 8. 1889,

Colonel H. M. BARNETT,
1V. Madras Pioneers
1890,

Lr. 0. R. KEATE,
1V. Madras Pioneers 1800,

<N

Here enter:—

Mr. W. P. Austin A

g. Collector of Trichinopoly
e confirmation of

e : C. Coopooswami Aiyar in his
PPowtment as Tahsildar of Musiri, sanctioned in G. Q. No. 5852

dNate(;Q:’;Oth September 1887 Communicated in Board’s Proccedings
0. 9966 dated 22nd Ootobep 1887. (Vide Takid No. 47 dated

Col ichi .
sawimi Aigar, ollector of Trichinopoly to C. Coopoo

Memo by
recommending th

ment than the gpe

with him, I am throughly satisfied
q‘gzaogigg};gslén}(s"&“d) T. M. SWAMINADHA AIYAR,
' ‘ Ag, By, Collector.
TRICHINOPOLY,
My Dear Sir, Mar 11, 1829,
*

: yourself ang advantage to the state
0
Yours suicerel
M. R. Ry. i 4
e g; i A (Signed) p, Rayacmannra Row
; 0SAMI A1vaR Ag. Hd. At. Colleclor.
Avergal,
Tahsildar of Musirg,
e —
TOTTIYAM,
8—1—90.

ere has been no higel of any kind,
He has been uviformly civil ang obliging,

L 4
(Signed) H, M BARNETT Corover,

Commandant 1v. Pioneers.
prondoad

C. Cappuswami 1

: yar, Tahsildar of Musiri was extremely help-
ful and obliging when

-abli the Regiment passed through his Taluq. The
camps in his District were clean and ‘well looked after, 4nd the
trouble he took to arrange about supplies and more especially water
b.emg readily available for the men, rendered their march throngh
his Talug much more casy and comfortable than would otherwise
have been the case,
(Signed) C.R. KEATE Liut.,

AG. Qr. MasTER,
8—1—90. IV Pioneers Tottiyam.

in Ali K £qy B. A
Mir Nalain .-\hll;“.:f\n Esq,

7

18t Madras Ploneers.

This is to certify that C. Cuppuswamy Iyar, TahSﬂd;r oi
1 -ETRE, : sardi lies &c.a
].g’l"-““" ,‘;i-o‘,f,,,,, 1890, prociri made satisfactory arrangements regarding supp

Tottiyam.
Camp Tottiyam, } (Signed) E. H. EYRE, Colonel,

90th February 1 890. Commandant 1st Madras Pioneers:

1st BMadras Pioneers.

E This is to certify that C. Cuppuswamy Iyer, TihSild;r offi
. EYRE, ¥ i ies &c. a
1 m‘iﬂ ?’iaﬁm' 1880-  risivi made satisfactory arrangements regarding supp
Musiri.
Camp Musiri, } (Signed) E. H. EYRE, Colonel,

t, 1st Madras Pioneers.
o1st February 1890. Oommandant, 1st Ma

The arrangements made by C. CupP“samiel." i s

Colonel B. G. Blank;;;‘&? it segarding supplies &ec,both at Musiriand Yottiyam have been

Mo 'MuSl:r; v%ay most satisfactory. Supplies have been abundant, good,
n ev

i d cheap. He has been civil and attentive throughout.
and ¢ -

: i E. G. BLENKINSOP Coroxzr,
el Totxam,} e Commanding Detcht..

4th Pioneers.
3rd March 90

Camp Rayacottah,
20th June 1890.

o ‘ h crupulous
, I am sorry to hear that you are ;{rozbledd' béy :; ,-191 :::n d,'i)c(,ver
i it i ure Mr. Jardin

e Sh;ij'ﬂz: g'hlg:;n it Lo y::t: Z;iril::r,s.b “t[ ti: [zost know him, or, I should be ver'y
S b iine to him Nor can I now, I am sorry, send y(?u a tBSt:l-
glad. t;) i 1 have left your District. But you may use this letter in
fae_ e u please. I believe you are perfectly honest and trust-
sl yg vgr active and hardworking. You are one of the best
WOl‘ﬂ_ly - thabyI have had to deal with. The very fact of your not
Tah?lldarsk d me for a testimonial while I was leaving you and
}mv'mg‘ sl body else secured one will show to Mr. Jardine that
A 5; on your own ability and character than on any
L dependthl:‘:r may say of you. I should indeed be very sorry
thmg{dﬂ;\?f‘ oJardine’s want of knowledge of men and things at Mu-

:::ucaused.you any tronble or inconvenience.

Yours traly,
(Signed) SHUJAET ALIL

e e

Drar Sig,
My We hear that thingsare just now not very pleasant to you.

write how they really stand in full delail. ¥3mther will do
P111e?se n to help you, He has wished me to write and tell you
a 16 Cca v



8

this because b i
e believes yoy in
: no .
merely trying to get you into troub]ceent o e Sy S

_jl |
: 25th July 1860 } : Yours traly
" (Signed) MIR NALAIN ALL
* — =
Coimbatore,
My Dgaz Kurpusaur Aryag, .
* . g ; \

H, Subbaraya Aj
yar Esq, 1890,
Tam Very sorry your name has not b
e

ment
for Deputy Collectoy’s position, o ol A

I think you should work
have been so long in your

(Signed) H. SUBBARAYA AIYAR
Deputy Collector, nowof Cotmbatore
. Sormerly of Ariyalur Division where
Coopusaromier was Tahsildar of
Perambalore in 1886,

- cla s

e

APPENDIX,

I. The Board’s protest and representations made in 1893. ~

«In its Proceedings dated 22nd September 1892, Mis. No.6060, the Board

. ordered the reduction of Kuppusami Aiyer, Tahsildar of
afﬁg&“‘go“_gg{fﬁ.“s%;z Mus.eri - : o : * and in 'connection .with the charges made
against him, having occasion to consider the conduct of his

Mis :

e Magisterial clerk—one Srinivasier—directed his dismissal. The
grounds of that decision are set forth in the Board’s Proceedings quoted above,
which was the outcome of a very careful examination of most voluminous records
* * and many of them bear members’ notes on the margin”.

9. “By G. 0. dated 25th May 1893, Mis. No.1916, the Government upon
_the appeal petition of the said Srinivasier, set aside the Board’s decision in his
+ase as ‘based upon erroneous assumption and on no evidence”. * - s

3. The Board observes *that the decision of Government was passed without
any reference to the Board, upon the ex-parte statement of the appellant and so far

as the Board knows, without any records. * = g * The Government
order speaking as it does, of the Board’s erroneous assumptions and findings un-

justified by evidence, practically amounts to a severe censure on that body, and
this is passed, without allowing it an opportunity of justifying its action and with-
out (as it believes) a full examination of the records on which the decision censured
was based”. * o * The Board “ would respectfully urge upon Government
that in cases of appeal it will be more conducive to the interests of the public
service if a reference is made to the Board before its decisions are set aside. Had
this been done in the present instance, the Board ventures to believe that the
deecision of Government might have been different”.

* * * * * * *

3. “The matter cannot be re-opened now but His Excellency the Governor in

Council desires to dis-avow anyintention of conveying any censure to the Board of
Revenue for its action by the order passed in this case and has

%Bg;d;“d&h‘r anuary o doubt that the matter received the most careful attention
y 0.4 R. D MIS: 3
at the hands of the Land Revenue Members of the Board”.

11 Heavy arrears in South Arcot in February 1894.
Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated 19th February 1894,
No.595. Routine.

On the Revenue Business statement of South Arcot, dated 3rd February 1894,
63

Resolution.
Recorded with the following remarks :—

9. ¢ Arrears have increased in nearly all offices, the largest increase being in
the Sub-Collector’s and the Head Assistant Collector’s offices”.



2

8. “Papers of more than a year’s standin
Sub-Collector’s and Head Assistant Collector’s
standing in the two latter and in the General
many of those of the former classin the
appear from the separate list forwarded |
2 and‘l 3 years. The Collector is requested to take steps for reducing these arrears”

4, “The list abo‘v'g referred to'likéwise shiows that the disposal of a very 1 .
n}1mber of. papers of a yea;"s standing and more in the sub-division i del "5:1 &
ding receipt of replies from the Tindivanam Tahsildar it v §
taken of the Tahsildar’s neglect in the matter”. :

g are numerous inthe Collector’s,
offices and also those of six months’
Duty Deputy Collector’s offices and
ollector’s and Sub-Collector’s offices
y the Collector to have been pending for

III, Heavy arrears in South Arcot i
Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Reven

’ | No.1364.  Routine.
On the despatch of Revenue Busin

ess {
31st March 1895. and old arresrs for the Quarter ending
Resolution 1=

* *

n March 1895,
ue), dated 31 st May 1895, °

* *

| 7. “The Board has fioted these detailg in order to

serious features of the arrear list now submitted, but ¢
]

which show that business is ver i
; Y much in arvears ¢ all :

frick. - S the maiy s e
rict 'As the ]am.afbaﬂdl must now be over, the Collector sh b oﬁcw of the Dis-
attention to clearing off these old arrears in hig ould give his special

*
* *

81ve prominence to the more
here are various other items

# ¥ * A 3 allowed to continne”.
IV . .
Payment of galg,
Ty dela
 Revenue Inspector Gurusami Naidy's yed for two years,

period of suspensio

b e T ?chober 1893. From 12th Octobgr 189!;ex
lector of South Arcot 4 when he rejoined hig duti

dated 31st March 1¢95. have been on leave without -

pay should be passeqd”.
(Signed) A, E. CASTLE STUART STUART

pired on the 11th
until the 1st April
he will be considered to

: Collector.
, A.nother instance of similay dela .
Proceedings of the Collector of South e

Areot, d .
Read the following :— o0t dated 1ot April 189,

1. Letter from the Deputy C :
y Collector Tirukoilup. 2289
20th November 1893, with records. rikottar, Ref. on No. 722 of 93, dated

9. . 6316

3 This office Ref. on N¢ “Eng, °f 93, dated 20¢h December 1893.

ot Sta:planatm? furnished by Ramanuja Aiyengar, dated 9th January 1394
ement of the same date and order placing him under suspension |

Due notice should be, _

Pay. From 1st April 1894 his -

-~

-

‘*che asked to b

3

m Ramanuja Iyengar, dated 21st February 1895, requesting

4 Petitition fro nd this office reference thereon to the District Medical

allowed to retire a
tgfiibc:ar, dated 21st February 1895.

, 59
5, District Surgeon’s Certificate, Il e e Rl 1 B b

District Slll'geon’s letter; NOZO, dated 20th January 1896.
: 18 « The Deputy Collector Tirukoilur reported against M. R. Ry. P. R:alrlxa-
Order :— 1 gn d Grade (old scale) Revenue Inspector Kallakurichi Taluk,
Iyengar AL him. Before the paper came on for disposal,

. . us charges againsb B, 7
1 vani)ll(::ved togretire on pension. He was sent to the District Medical
e a

: ified that he was unfit for further service in his post
and Sanitary : ; oretired. But on a careful perusal of the records
and he Was a?cord,l_n gly Ql;iev:vz(: ;21::1& that though it was undesirable that he should
connected with' Bis caS::)r the evidence in support of the more serious charges
po a Revenue .lnSILe_c w:ere not such as to justify dismissal. He has since been
formulated agamsf» l'mt Medical and Sanitary Officer to be fit for further work in
certified by chestnigl(; have therefore ordered his transfer on equal pay to the
‘&iiﬁe';?;i:’;hsmp of g Talgk offiee”
sideration of his long service 1 have been willing to give him
_in the manner above mentioned, it is necessary that for the
6;";;8 bsdr prought to notice by the Deputy Collector and much
prought home to. him, Ramanuja Iyengar sho_uld be pumsh.ed,.
der that he will be suspended from date of relief at Kallakurichi

nuja
formul

. «Though in con

4 locus jac intert
misconduct whic
of which has been
and I accordingly Olf’
to 25th March 1896". o ) A B. CASTLE STUART STUART,

Collector.

luk Head Accountant is the Officer held primarily

A Thes'iI;)aie' for delays in and the correctness of returns in
respon

South Arcot .

o of the Taluk returns the Head) Accountants concerned failed to

(@) “ I{) SOT certiﬁcate as to its correctness. In Vridhachelam the Head

annex the u-s?i-anéd the return after the clerk had annexed the certificate. Thisis

Ecppunia 2 absurd. The Head Accountant will devote personal atten-
Vide para 2 of Collec=  tion to the correctness of the return and will sign the

tor’s Proceedings, datel certificate himself. If it is subsequently found to be incorrect

lgg; Apﬁlthlgsimb::; he will be held responsible. His predecessor was fined Rs.10
on the

Genl. ' i hen appending the
I for not checking the returns himself apd t p
lg’::m for Mnrch 1594 certificate. The Head Accountant will now show cause why

he should not be similarly dealt with”.

it Head Accountants are warned that they will be fined for each day
(b) “The oy ksl 08 delay in the submission of the return. -
0 tl

Vide para 1 of Collect iy 425 They should see that the clerks prepare it in
dated 19th September 2893 T Y

. .4 M
the Business Return for August 1894, s
on

«The Sheristadar is the Chief Accountant in the Taluk, an.d will be held
(¢) 1 the correct preparation and punctual transmission of all the

N fOI‘ns to be submitted to the Huzar. He will see that the several

periodical retur



: 5

1 } | (6) “The number for disposal was less than in the previous month in all
abstracts and Registers are Properly kept and that the entries are posted in them | the Tahsildars’ offices. A g ; - Dl el e e
from time to time. . = = He will examine the accounts prepared in g , huxmber for disposal is dus to the i
the Taluk and s§§.rc11 all such2;et1£t§s as are sent to the Deputy Collector in charge ' oov,g}:g:l;atgda?ﬁﬁio(gcgﬁ:ctfggi,l;}: many papers which were discovered when an
of Treasury”, ide para ot Board’g Standing Ordep No.218. Vide also | . . i
22-A extending the order to the cage of Head Accountants, 3 s ' 67?:' il T ety AL L M S T

g Vide also Circulap No. 119

fall in *the number for disposal’ from 642 to
294 in Cuddalore and the rise from 199 to 286 jn Bhuvanagiri are very striking.
In the absence of satisfactory explanation the Ag. Collector cannot but believe
that the returns have been carelessly prepared and are therefore unreliable”,

5 | ¢ = (7) “In Vanur, no petitions are shown as pending for more than one year,
VII. Ina.ccura.cie i i/ but the Tahsildar of Villupuram in his return
S In Returng. e : i p
‘ Vide para 7 of Collector’s Procee ings,

1894, No, 898 says that 3 such are pending with the Deputy
Sxtel Shed i ovamber, 1004, *Yer. 1" Tahsildar. If g0, the Vanur return  * .

the Return for Octoberl834. was inaccurate. Such mistakes are serious”.

onRly veviews of thy tiget .
maceuracies iy, ang the unreligjl, ctor of South Areot showing the

character of the Bus;
delays in the Distries. of usiness Returng and the grogs

.

(1) Para 3.« pq Head Assigtant Collector is requested to expedite

the issi A
Vide Collestor’s Py g BFbmxssxon of the report on the alleged unreliable charge-
Sedings, dated 20ty ter of the retypng Previously submitteq ¢

March 1894, on the Para - M
fseg:m for F;bruary : gl

(8) Instances are given of gross discrepancies in the returns in several
offices as compared with their previous ones
Vide para 1 of Collector’s Proceedings, and “sych mistakes lead to the inference that
464 : . : ;
dated 23rd June 1893, No. Vor.» ©O0. the the number of pendmg”papers 1n each office ig
Return for May 1895. not correctly caleulated”,

(9) “In the Panruti Deputy Tahsildar’s office the number for disposal
was only 82 (smaller than in any other office ex-
cept that of the Sea Customs Superintendent’s).
It is rather difficult to believe that the figure is
correct as Panruti is one of the heavier Deputy
Tabsildars’ offices”.

. March 1894,
| Vide para 3 of Qolles. ¢h 1804.  Aqo

tor’s Prooeedings, dated pending at the b
19:h May 1894, No, 12 includin icati
ok Rl Aprii udi g communlcatlons from othe

1894 comes up to only 155,

i disposal
m March byt only 492 in A vl Thic ; r disp
such a large Taluk the figures arg open 2 ° 18 remarkable, or

: g to grave Suspicion g
evidently incorrect. The Taluk office Tindivanam requires a thopg

Vide para 4 of Collector’s Proceedings,
dated 26th October 1895, No. 2365 on
the Return for September 18985,

nd the retyry is

VIII. On the state of the Darkasts in the District. of
South Arcot.

(1) “The number pending over one year in Kallakurichiis excessive. It

Vide para 4 of Collector’s Proceedings, has come to the notice of the Collector that'dar-

dated 19th April 1894, No. GLO?: onthe kasts for the coming Fasli are being omitted
en

Vide para 8 of Collec- )
tor’s Proceedings, dateq O Kallukumcbl also Says that g thorough ex
on the Return for Jupe >

i 1 f th turns. This is irregular”.
gumastah ig being made, Ty Business Return for Marep 1894, In some of the retur ’
s e ter S PR e (2) Para 5.—% The Tahsildar of Kallakurichi disposed of only 20
" . 1710. Of the number ending, 494 are more
(4) “The figureg furnished by the Tahsildarg of Tirukojlyyp and Kallky richi - Vils paiis K0 darkasts out of 17 p

Vide para 7 of Collec- ot the, H?Ollth under reyiey greatly vary
tor’s Proceedings, dateq and this is explained by the statement

20th August 1894, No. B
203, on the Return fop have not Maintained Personal registers,
d at once, The gumastah

% P than 1 year old. This state of things is s%mp]y di§graceful. The
&Zﬁﬁ}’;ﬁﬁ&f f;:h largest number pending appears to be with the village officers.

May 1894, No. 128, This proves want of strict supervision by Tahsildars”.
on the Business Re-

tura for April 1894. Para 6.— 14 appears to be the special feature of this distriet
that there should be unusually large numbers of darkasts and
transfer razinamahs pending”

* July 1894, should he stoppe

out of the groove i which they h
should be punisheq if they fail to keep out of i,

| ' (5) “The Cuddalore Tahsildar’s return
Vide para 3 of Collector’s Procoedings, is evident]y Incorrect.

The clerk concerned j
¢ 425 : : o
dated 19th Septembser 1894, NO'TE’ on the Préparation of the Incorrect return should
the Return for August 1894, be fined Re one”,

(3) “In Tirukoilur there were only
Vide para 4 of Collector’s Proceed-

ings, dated 20th June 1894, No. 141, on 109 darkasts for disposal. Thig '8 satisfactory
the Business Return for May 1894, if the correct number hag been given”,




(#) “In the Deputy , Tahsildar’s office | Tittagudi, it is rather: curious to

find that out of | 666, dar
year. In Tirakoilur, the nymber for disposal

Vide para 5 of Collec-
tor’s Proceedings, dated
19th Soptomber, 1894,

,,,,,

5 ,
No. ;OT.'! On'the Bugi-

ilggi Retnm for égggat

make strenuous effortg to reduce the unseem

kasts pending, not even one is pending for over' one
: 4 shows an ing :
,:t;:l_lau;‘s ,ths;t”m t.he.. previous returnsre::t:izd ;::kz::: 11::;
: clerlzanl(‘iatt,lzeet‘H i i omitted. He blames the
Dy Tirukoilug o Afcountant, * The Deputy Collector (G.
matter. ' Opn th:;s r;quested o enquire into and dispose of the
to be unsatis Whole the disposal of darkasts still continues
faclory throughout the district, A 6ficers should

. Vid -
o ide p;”;s of Qallactor’s Brocsedings, . (5) The real fault for the enormous
7a16d,83rd November 1894, No 888~ Pendency of darkasts appears to be with the
on the aninm‘mtn’n for Qctober 1;3‘;' V!llage Omcemu.

(6) “The disposals under the head (darkasts

) were unsatisfactory. The

Vide pars.5 of Col - ;
o Pollectar’s Procsedings, -delay of the village officers is causing heavy

dated 8th January. 1895, No, 12
the Business Raturn, for Nommber'v, 1

o, /ou ArTears in.almost all offices and Divisional offi-
894, cers gshould adequately punish them®.

(7) Instan i
. M, Ces are given of gross discrepaneiesin the returns as compared
d; ide paza 2 of Collector’s Proe Hines Wwith their predecessors in several offices of the
;tp.d 26th March 1895, No ;;’rl ,onthe iStrict, ¢ 1In Vridhachelam out of 1812 dar-
usiness Roturn for Fobruary 1305, kasts 377 are shown as disposed of but only

show that the returns are care198311038 oy aa pending. - The above remarks

excuse for the submission of inco

Y Prepared and Jamabundy cannot serve as an

Vide para § of Collector's Proceedings, (8) “The Tahsildar of Vridhachelam stat.és

q;;mtq 24th April 1895, No, 9\::,911 e that the exact number of darkasts pending
Business Return for March 1895, annot be ascertained in his Taluk till all the

Vide para 4 of Collector’s
Proceedi
- dated 200 Juna 1995, No, 1464

villages are settled”’.

(9) “It,is not easy to believe that the num.

ings, .
ber pending over one year is ‘Nil' in Tindi-

00 the

Bysiness Retnrn for Mayia;if vanam and Ulundurpett, 2 in Villupuram, 8 in

. (10) The,
darkasts not included in the pre

Collector’s Proceadi
dated 99th July 1895,

1
No. Ve on the Busi-

ness Return for J
Tgs, T e pme

Vide para 4 and 7. of

Tiruvannamalai and 5 in Cuddalore”.

Chengam l?epuby Tahsildar says that he found many old
£ Vvious returns. It isstrange that whenever there is a
caange o_f‘ officials. it is generally found that some papers’
Were nob included in the business returns. This does no t
8ay much for the check exercised by officers in the preparation
9f the returns. Head Accountants especially appear to be
'glorant of the contents of the returns certified to by them’’.

. . » . *

ly state of the arrears under darkasts”,
~—

e iy
h_-ﬁdn Al ot e o4

v

« The work done in the District was most unsatisfactory un‘def y Darkasts'. ke
(11) % Fho Hoad Quarier, Doputy Oolloior jand the Hedd Assistant
B g v Wﬁff‘*‘*""gé&-‘é"’ m?g lector are requested to see that the. unsatixs-
Ripovetiod 1895, No. by actory way of the Tahsx};da_rq” dealing with

on the Business Return for Angust 1695, darkasts 1s put an end to at qpgel, |
(12) “It is noteworthy that in the heayy Taluk, of Tindivanam, the
I LR ARE . nomex ot dutkasts ok, disposl. was, wpeler
para 5 of LOrO0 o -~ asgs 7., thanin the Ulundurpett Deputy Tahsildar’s
dated 28th October 1895, No. Vet “office. - In the Chidambaram Talukno darkasts

i iy addaey aity Sl Y QY . | da
Ag“'m‘hm“mm i are pending with Rev. Inspectors. Thisis pro-

bably‘due‘wi the iticorrect nathre of the returns submitted”.
CauiiRET & L9l ©OT DULIB-RETEETL . 100 Ay dnek v a P Gy
IX ‘ATTITUDE OF THE COLLECTOR OF SOUTH ARCOT IN
; DECEMBER 1895. [ St Tty Do s
y regarding Taluk adminis-

«The Tahsildar can submit whatever he has to sa,
¢ration to his Divisional Officer. It is quite unnecessary for him to come to Cudda-
Sgreew lore to see the Collector for that purpose. He should ex-
muM'v.’a.'aé' o erience no difficulty in compressing in writing” the actual
Cur. Regr. Nb.a%’:%’. P eto )'(*)ff‘(‘:.hi'ngs refg{'red. The undersigned d.e(.;li‘nes to receive
communications from the subordinates of Divisional Officers

of 1895.
i#d the back of the latter officers”. . G i BRSNS RN RN S 1
o {Sigried) A. E.CASTLE STUART STUART,
: Collector.
22‘XH'95- ——___- LR Q| = | TR, ‘ 3
DONE BY C. COO POOSAWMIAH.

X. TESTIMONIALS OF GOOD WORK
(a) Trichinopoly.
S et (1) 2 e (S
oo e - Ly mghgildar of Museri has been in charge of that
" Cuppuswagf:kth:infea_Othﬁéi' 1886. Heis a very industrious and
iitellizent officer and ‘ihéll;ia“ges his ofiice in a capital manner,
He has passed the, SB?‘E"‘{ Tests required for a Deputy Col-
lector’s place and I have no doubt that he will ere long £ill a
ont than the one he now occupies. I am thoroughly satisfied

o k. Swaminatha
Aigar Esq. M, O. S.
1888,

far higher appointm
.th h. ’ oF g 3 | Add L
Sl (Signed) T.M.SWAMINATHA AIYAR,

sgzm nrah 1888, } Ag. Hd. Assist. Collector.

1k R L bt LA TR &
2) TRICHINOPOLY,
Miy 11, 1889,
Y5 MyDeal;Sir, g A * o . e
I Have uck pleastire it {uforming you that I have formeda high opinion
of your efficiency as an intelligent, industrious and energetic
O¥ ficer, and to express my confidence that so long as you main-
in your character for strict impartiality and uprightness,
ourself and advantage to the State.
b Dkt Your's sincerely
(Signed) P.RAMACHANDRAROW,
Ag. Hd. Assist. Collector,

P. Ramwhe“d"gal{

Eeq: M. C. 8.1889:

you will serve the country with credit to y




O R TRy 5 g

gs, - e
datec 19¢h Septomber 1894, 5, 428 ) Tabsildar of Kallakurichi a

on the Busines Return for August 1894,
South Arcot,

g —
To o
M. R. Ry. -
C. Cooroosany Arvag Avergal,
Diii g Tahsildar of Musers,

Lam sorry ¢, hear that, you are troubled by the

; unserupulous clique of
Mir Shtgaet Ali Khan YOUT enemies, but T g sure Mr, Jard; i i
Esq. M.

. 8. 1890, the true state of things

men and things a4 Museri caused you any trouble op Inconvenience
: Your’s truly,
(Signed) SHUJAET ALL
My Dpar Sig,

©

We hear that things are just now n

Mir Write how ¢ lly st gb L Aty e
ir Nalain Al €Y really stand 75 Ui detal, i
oA 1:;9 th Khan R o y Jull detai] Brother will do all

e P you. He has wished me to write and tell yoq

b use he belj i ?
are merely trying to get you inte tmsg}::ves Jou mnocent and that your enemies

; Mapgas, } Y ’I:ml
our's truly,
5th July 189 (Signed) MIR NALATN ALL

2 Kuppusamiep has
®'W. H. Welsh Esq.,, matters”, 1

1de para 26 of Collector’ 1
L C 8, 1592, 25th March 1999 130.133-6. ector’s P‘roceedmgs dated
. b e * ¥ s *
e
(b) South Arcot,
Vide para 8 of Collector’s Proceedin (1) “On the whole th

e work done by the
nd Vridhachelam was
ficer hag considerably

S ——
Ver, ’

Satisfactory. The first o

reduced hig o]q arrears’’,
Vide para 5 of Collector’s Proceediugs,

%

duted 8 652 Sl '
ated 26th October 1894, N°'Wr. , on} (2) «In Kallakurichj the disposals }BYQ
the Business Return for September 1894,

satisfactory”.

(3) Para 4,—«

~

The work done in Kalla-

5 urichi i n”

Vide Collector's Proceedings, dated 25th Phibes Batlsfactory ;
January 1895, No.ég, on the Business | Para 7.—« 1 Kallakurichi the work
Return for December 1894,

turned out wag more satisfactory than in the
Previous months anq the Tahsildar promises to
_J clear off hig heavy old arrearg soon”.

bl =0 :
IR
17 P R R e g 7 ey

9

i i ichi, where the number
¢ isposals were satisfactory in Kallakurichi, . .
(4)01"31‘2;;11118&9 year old was reduced from 27 to 17”. Vide para 2 of
of papers m

412 5
llector’s Proceedings, dated 23rd February 1895, No., -, onthe Business Return
Collector J .
for January 1895.

5) “The disposals were satisfactory in Kallak;;iichi”. Vide ;.)ara 5 and 6
: : ’) i ted 26th March 1895, No.—'ﬁ,on the Business Return
of Collector’s Proceedings, da

for February 1895.

i 1 t all the offices. The num-
“ The disposals were satisfactory in almos . The nur
(fx?s o‘r;l;reone pyear old was reduced from 13 to 8 in Kallakurichi while
in oi?]felx)'?ﬂices it is almost stationary”.

» * . .
L 3

1 1 g s ¥ Wi ade
i tisfactory in Kallakurchi”.
« The number disposed of wa.f: sa i S AR
ara 3 and 6 of Collector’s Proceedings, date p N W
p

Business Return for March 1895.

. . . '
(7) “The work turned out was satisfactory in Ka.llal't’l,mch.l. o . :
The number pending for over one year is ‘ nil’ in Kallakurichi”.

1464 %
Vide para 2 of Collector’s Proceedings, dated 23rd June 1895, No.5.~, on the Busi
10e pa

ness Return for May 1895.

ildar’s arzi 5878
(8) In submitting to the Collector, the Tahsildar’s arzi, Ref. on No.23]

e in di ies in the Progress Report of
4, explaining certain dlscrepar}mesm _
e 2I5t}'lgj:i§zuv}éiksef§r July 1894, the Divisional Officer (Mr. Rajaratna
Minor Irri

Mudaliar) writes :—

the Progress Report”.

Ta 6118

9) On i i tember 1894, Ref. on No.531%,

he Tahsildar’s arzi, dated 13th Sep Ref

ga d'ng( i);h clf;agtic ci;ndition of affairs in the Taluk, the Divisional Officer
e :

;:)se:v;s as follows in his letter, dated 8rd October 1894, No.1674 :—

“ Tt must however be said in justice to M. R. Ry. Kuppusf’ﬁ:: :luyr:zs::l?:
he took charge he distributed the work of the office amf)ng Ty
after he t work from them in a much more syatematic 1.nanne s
and—began & g';h:v Divisonal Officer was very glad that the 'lta.hsﬂdar (11 tl}ieir
flfe(fieoifz:zm'.l‘ahsildars were sadly wanting in method in getting work from
e
subordinates”.

(10) The Collector wrote thereon as under:—

“«The Ag. Collector is glad to notice !;hat the Deplfisz7 '(ll)olzec:}?: g:)r:li :;)c;
C. Kuppusami Aiyar due credit for his efforts to dl.S ribute ; i
i Ry: . tp in a more systematic manner than had previously been one.. e
e 1h t all good work that he may perform will be duly appreciated
e a?:m':‘]l‘:s ?tselt' visible”. Vide Collector’s Proceedings, dated 10th October
as soon as 1t m

217
1894, No-E—n;'



' ®
11
10 k: THE INHABITANTS OF SALEM
(11) In his review op the inspect; of T T XL VERSUS . "
on of Income Pax records for the Quar. 2 . t. KOTHANDARAMIAH.,

ter ending 31st Decomber 1894, g, Divisional Officer ohgerygg .. g £3 DEPUTY COLLECTOR M:. KOTHAND N ol e

- Geneml.h It is satisfactory ¢, note that the assessment of the Taluk has g .
received attention thjg year Inasmuchgg there ig ap 'icrease of Rg,1054 over that of 3 ! OVERNMENT.
the last year. The Registers ape Beatly kept ang objection petitions except in H - PROCEEDINGS OF THE WADRAS GOVER!
Some cases have heen Promptly digp,, o

; me ith referenqe 4o the
tors”, Vldg order Ref, No, Per,» dated 204, February 1895,
(13) In the matter of Survey work, My 4 .
of Survey writes :— » . Hasteq Assistant Superintendent

“The Tahsilday was ve

i ssisti :
and examination of the karnams, and hag b Sting to Supervise the schoo)

reat
came-  Ho has beon 5 gregy assistance g pyq and seims to ealk:fa tl‘::::: O'VZ Z::
i the progress of thel (§3ﬂrvey Work™. ' Vide his letter to ¢ Cong 7y h
November 1895, No.3—. ector, dated 7t

sional Officer’s order, Ref. op. 610 of 1895
. Ex. : ) dated 29thN
letter, dated 15¢), November o OVember 189

995, Wo. 24 ¢ 105, T el
e —————
(1) “The upge - (¢) sa1
€ undersigneq hag much Pleasure in Doting that M
sami Iyer the new Tahsﬂ.dar of Kn.shnagm has workeq eXceedip IR- I:{l .Kupll’:s
arrival in the Division, i touring o« 3o Well since
& L Thornton Eeq, : , 8 has been excellent and
1. C, 8. 1896, ;nﬂpectlon of villageg thorough, Mo ver, be found
avy arrears ipn rishuagiri, he hag cleared off

of them. The undersigned tenders him hig thanks &nd.tmits ® great Ty
will follow his example”, RSt - Other Tahgildars

(2) On the D.C.RB statemen ue, Ty
March 1897, the Collector (Mz. Mounsey) remarks . Kri Dagry Taluk, for

»
their collection work splendidly.
", Vide Collector’s order, dated
9th July 1897, No.3663,

{
. ]
N

?y 1894, No. Ex. A.

| i6 strate, S 1 26th_
of :—From the District Magistrate, Salém, dated
A , . . pet :._..Fi'om t
Read the following pa

 Order, 20tk June 1894, No. 1532.

is criminal appeals which the Deputy Magis-
: , of his criminal appea . S Somblansia oF
The delay in ﬁh’_ .ﬂig?regr' votted. When he f?und ‘that hm cox;:e;}“ei‘;‘:ic.
trate allowed to zccm' l:n him by his duties in connection with zh: qlgzput %ﬁ i
k thrown on I y work was falling into arrears, | AT
the extra work U s his ordidary work was o ase to the District Macistrate
G odelly his ordidary work wa of the case to the District Magis e
i s i Y6 e Shico 5 ients for his reliéf. He w4s to
trate’s clear duty was to ;?Lave thade drrangements for his reh:.f- Ty
who would £hen no fl?’u and the District Magistrate should draw his '
doing this : '
hhm fot nob :

okt the other ‘anégﬁtio:’xs contained in the ihemgr;a;lt, hth;{ 5:;;:1;:;:3
the 6t 0. date y
2. As regards rth para,gra.ph of G. : ; :
will be given a ;;opy doifg::ne? li];hasa,t. the Government after a complete and Wi S
b ) an 1
No.765; Judicial,

ters does not consider it necessary to take any further action.
irv into matters : a
i (Trio Extttot)

PROOEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.
Order, 29th March 1894, No.765.
H

B - v
: ini ideration is the conduct of the
: remaining for considera _
4. The only questlolll;gv Ry. G. Kothandaramayya G?,ru. The Seisfn;r;:
Salem Deputy Cou;c tor,nclt.lsion that he exceeded his p;wers in l;htzhc;ﬁ?r:: o
st i Chetti and Muthusami Muthali,
Judge has come to income of Hari Che nd Mu : : SR
enquiries regarding th:;:z?i great want of tactin his kmter:luew g,::;ht}?;#ll;lis s
. i 8 and re
he showed over-eagern curs in these remar "
kxe'ishnayya.. The Go":n;?;?;hc;:aise should have led the Deputy Collector into
; rthy
in other respects wo

these grave indiscretions.
v

Magisterial Diary.
o . Madras High Court dated 10th December 1862,
Proceedings of the ; ; . A
*

ttested with
4 : e to be recorded and a:
—<The entries in the diary ar inis Eaks Dliite. and
Pa;ati- Marlg‘istrate on the same day that th: f;ocﬁglglzg:rate’s pCoux,'t €
the initials of the f the principal officer of the .

2 b art of the p : 2 oticed by the
i omlsm; & ;:'l; all)ld produce it for signature, is to be duly n

rec

Magistl‘ate"-



f

12
XIII.
conduct of clerk Srinivasier.
I T A
f ':gin P,,k S""Twauﬂ" ¢ delays and conduct, the Boayd observes as
2 Ollow. : 006641“ Itm::;s date;i .:%d September 1892 No.6060 Mis : —

: no

;n wh:se charge the resords Were (l):l::l t:ayttxll;: b;::;igt:z‘:che: o htal;edo llzrk
” for this delay.

17 Srini .
B Gt i vasier attempts to deny tha

8. * * *

b he wrote this, but it is clear that

6 e
second period of delay, » ('J.lex-k .S rinivasier is primarily responsible for tg?

The despatch of th,
® records
the Talug Magistrate haq ai;fnt:; tt?: Y wero found, wa delayed for a week after

9, * * *

.
u’:?e Natham murder *thjg case, the Talug M, . s e

blame i . gistrate’s (]
“me in allowing them ¢ b e efl,'}t was greatly to
17 "HOIdingastheB SN oL

Wors e 6 'thy mact Doard doeg thqt the scandal us bo erred to
0 to thy gligence if thin dalous el Js e
regard to the fact that he hasllot 8 Worse—of the (lerk Sle'i:iva:ierve df h d
, and having

and endeavoured t, shift upon hig snp‘:::; i -garding his hand-writing

himself, ¢ : ;
he Board orders hig Immediate d;s;fji:ifbe blame Properly belonging to
S e o T
-

H, F. Clogstoun Esq. M.C.S.

8, Ramaswamier Esq, B. A.

Cories OF TESTIMONIALS &c.,
OF
C. COOPOOSWAMIAR.

I have much pleasure in being able to testify to N. Coopoo-
swamy’s character as a hardworking regular, respectful and intelli-
gent young man. He read under me for about 2 years and during
that time his conduct was everything that could be wished, He
passed the Matriculation Examination in December 1872, very cre-
ditably securing a place among the first 30 boys in the second class.
He is a very good English scholar and writes a nice hand. I am
confident he will give satisfaction in any post to which he may be
appointed as he has the chief requisites for saccess, viz ability and

M. Kenny Esqnire B. 4, 1873,

perseverance.
(Signed) M. KENNY .4,
Hrap MAsTER,
G overn ment Zillah School Berhampore,
& formerly of Coimbatore,
Hice ScmooL.

7th September 1873

I hereby certify that C. Coopooswamiah was in charge of the
Rice Depot under me at Kurnul for 9 months, during which time he
gave me every satisfaction. He is very intelligent, hardworking
and trustworthy, Ile is a member of a respectable family and isa
very promising young man. I hope he will soon rise in the public

P. Krishna Row Esq. 1877

service,
(Signed) P. KRISHNA ROW,
s Kurnool, TAHSILDAR OF,
8th September 77, Ramuleottah.

s C. Coopooswami Aiyar was employed as an English Clerk
577 £or a period of about 2 years and 2 months in the Office of the De-
puty Director of Revenue Settlement, Coimbatore, during which
time he gave entire satisfaction. He has a very fair knowledge of
English. His conduact was good.

{Signed) HERBERT CLOGSTOUN,

17th September 1877, A, Dy. Direcror oF REVENUE,
Settlement on

BANAGARAPALLL Special duty.

No. 952.

C. ‘Cocpooswamiah having asked me to record my opinion of
1878 him, I cheerfully comply with his request.

He has been my Head Clerk for the last 4 months, Heisa
young man and has that staff in him which will one day make him
oceupy a conspicuous position in the Uncovenanted Civil Service.
He discharges any work however arduous entrusted to him with
great despatch and fo my entire satisfaction. His integrity is above
dounbt,

Telliehery Registrar’s Office,

7th December 1878. Registrar,

} (Signed) S. RAMASWAMIER,



A, F. Cor Esquirg MC.8

{ H .
1882, = C. Coopooswamial has been my Head Clerk during the five
: 8 that [ haye had charge of the Chengleput Sub. Division-

(Signed) A. F. COX,

Septembor 18g9, Ag. Sub-Collector.
B3, fow '
» Rewell Bsquire 3.0 g,
X ko ol T 1 T have known Coopuswamiah for two months but hyrp had
i OPportunity to discover his merits, He ig quick at mastering

p (Signed) 1 J. SEWELL,
April 20th 1883, Ag. Sub-Collector.
—
Chenglepnt Disiriet Collector’s Office,
Caxp AcnErvask 8th December 83.

No. 9 g,
J- F. PRICE Eey, yy, ¢ S, 1883, s FAE T
i Esq.
Collector of the
CuexcLerur Districr.
Te :
A ] The Ag. Sub-Collector
% CuixGLepyy,
Sir ;
g = ® | *
3. Coopoosaw th
well spoken of 1, o g 1ead Clerk of your office has been so

h I
shoulq be. very willing to geq him nominated to the Acting’DBP“t’

riperum.budnr, but I understand that he is unwilling
office liue ang taking him away just now and with

* * *
Chingleput District, Sub.Collector’s Offico
From 12th December 1883.
The Sub-Coliector of S
H TREMENBr\nﬁ Eéq' o Carxererur,
. C. 8. 1883,

The Collector of
CamarLeppr Districr,

Reference— Your letter No, 9 E. of 8th Instant,
Sir

[

My Head Clerk Kuppusamier, is, I find, desirous of accept-

it:gbfhe appointment of Deputy Tahsildar if you should offer it
him,

J. F. PRICE Esq. M.C.S.

H. 'I‘rex-nenhep?M ¢

J. F. Price Esq. M. C, 8.

3

from you that you can supply his place in my office with a clerk
experienced in Revenue work, the inconvenienco of his loss will be
much lessened.

3. He cannot have Magisterial powers conferred upon him
until the issue of the next Gazette on the 18th; I therefore
hope I may retain him till that date,

* : i %* ®
(Signed) H. TREMENHE}IE,
: Ag. Sub-Collector.

Canp Urramarrug,

17—12—83,
No. 706.
From
The Collector of Chingleput.

% The Secretary to the

Boarp or Revenve

~ MADRAS,

Sir ‘

Adverting to para 6 of my letter No. 686 of 8th Instant, I
have the honor, on the recommendation of the Ag. Sub-Collector of
which I approve, to nominate Coimbatore Coopoosawmi Aiyar Head
Clerk of the Sub-Collector’s office, to act as Deputy Tahsildar of
Sriperumbudar vice Pichai Pillay ordered to Mayaveram Town.

2. Ceopooswami Ayer has been very highly spoken of by all

-

the Officers under whom ke has served and 18 a very intelligent and

“hardworking official. I do not consider that any of the Taluk She-

ristadars of the District are fit for the particnlar appointment which
becomes vacant and I wish therefore to give Coopooswami Agor'a
trial; three months will give anp opportunity of seeing what he is
likely to vurn.
3. He has passed all the necessary tests. I enclose a state-
ment of these and Coopoosawmy Ayer’s Service Register,
® * 2 &

~ (Signed) J. F. PRICE,
: Collector,

————

0. Kappusawmi Ayer during the last four months has fully
proved his claim to the high character he bears. He is unwearying
in work, and yet does it both quickly and well. His knowledga of

Revenue business is very exact,

He is honest and unassuming.

- e/
7 Signed) H. TREMENHERE,
ltChH{;E:E]l’iiji’ sy g Ay, Sub-Collector.

(Here enter) -
Chingleput Collector’s latter No. 198 dated 17th April 1884
to the Board of Revenue and Board’s Proceedings Mis, No 3602



£. Russel] Esquire 3, g, S,

The Hon, 11, E. Sullivan 1884,

Colnel A, T, Cox

15th Regiment M, N, 1. 158, for supplies fop the 15th Regiment )
I

4

dated 30tp April 1884, ang No. 1786 dateq Ist March 1883 appoin.
ting C, Kuppusamier ag Ag. Sub-Division Sheristadar of the Chon-
gleput Distrigt,
e
Cuixorror,

21—6—84.
Sheristadar,

To (Signed) 8. RUSSELL,
M. R. Ry. Ag. Sub-Collector.

C. KUPPUSAWMIER.,
Ag. Sub-Dn. Sheristadar,

Iam delighteq ¢, help your father’s son, e was a great
friend of Mine—a map of Superiop intelligence, who always did his

* * %

*
Ooty, i ' V
28~;~84. } (Signed) . E. SULLIVAN
St
To
Mr. C. KUPPUSAWMI AIYAR,
Sriperumbudur,
Dear Sir

I wish you every good Inck in the way of advancement
which T hope will be as speedy g You deserye,

I remain
PALAVERAM, Yours truly,
16¢h February 85, } (Signed) A, T COX 15th M, 1.

S —

5
I5th June 1885,
Oorscaarany,
M. R, Ry.
C. KUPPUSAMI AIYAR Ayl
H. Tremenhere Esq M, ¢, §, Tam glad to hear from your latter ghat Jou are well, ang
l’éss._ that you haye been getting on jn the Puabli Service nnti] now you

are acting ag Tahsildar,

I am sure thay in this, gq in yogp previogs Ippoiatments,
3 you will practise the bW virtues of eYery respectat,
3 , honesty, ang hardwork, With king Wishes, youps.
Very f’aithi’u?ly.

g e
(Signed) g TREMENGERE
»

H R. &mﬂ' Esq. M. C. ?éss In a lettep written by M., H. R. Farmer A,

ricbinopoiy. to the Board of Revenne iy, 1885, 'nomiua(;ing C. Coo.
Poosawnnah fop the Peram balup Tahsilday he B2ys:—

der me {oy 74 months, ang | can speal: hizhly of his 1ndusry, capa-
city, and genery] character. g jg the som of (n. late Narayang
Ayar, Sheristada, of Malabar ang Bellury and the "ephew of pen-
sioned Dy. Colleetor Vencatesiayer of Cui;nha.’;om, I enclose the
usual nomination rol] for Ooopoosawmiah. The Board wij) see that
he is 30 years of age, has 10 Years service, of which 4 years are ip
the grade of Tahsildar or i gradeg qualifying for that post anq hag
Passed all the uecessary €Xaminations for gl Post of Dy. Collectop,

g what thege
arrears are, I shal] be able t, decide whethep some extry Special

* ¥ % ® *

Sarosrer,
» 5th November 1883,
A(\Fb‘&w Esquire 1883, I have known 0 Coopoosawmier from hig infancy, He has
worked under me as Ag. Tahsildar of Triveliore for many months,
He is honest ang energetic, and deserves Promotiox,

(Signed)  A. PINTO,

Dy. Collector. ;
L S

Baraug,
6Lk Tupe 1886.
Kuppusawmi A yar,
3 ge & ; 7
s PR S T RIS b sy
Lonesty and industry which you had whep [ knew you'.
Yours tryly,

: (Signed) 11, TJ:HMENHL}HE.



W. P. Austin Esq. M. C. 8. 1387,

T. M, Swaminatha Aiyar Bsq.

M. C, 8. 1888,

P. Ramachandra Row Esq.

M. C. 8. 1880,

Colonal H. M. BARNETT,

1V, Madras Pionoers
1860,

Lr. C. R. KEATE,

IV, Madras Pioneers 1890,

Here enter:—

T Me(xll?o by Mr. W Py flustin Ag. Collector of Trichinopoly

mmending the confirmation of C, Coopooswami Aiyar in his
appointment as Tahsildar of Musiri, sanctioned in G. 0. No. 5852
dated 30th September 1887 communicated in Board’s. P rmednpy
No. 3066 dated 22nd October 1887,

26th pctober 1887 from the Collector o
sawmi Aiyar,)

roceedings
(Vide Takid No. 47 dated
f Trichinopoly to C. Coopoo-

—

C. Cuppuswamier the Tahsi
; sildar of Masiri has been in cBarge
?i ::Si,Taluk since October 1886. He is a very industrious afd
igent officer and manages his office in a capital manner. He
has passed the Special '

Tests required for a De ”
‘ puty Collector’s place
::L‘:l: :‘h"'ve l:.lc: doubt that he will ere long fill a far higher appoint-
an :
B eoune he now occupies. I am throughly satisfied

TRICHINOPO : 9
8th March JSE&I'\‘:F,}(S]gned) T M. SWAMINADH A AIYAR,

Ag. Dy, Co’lllector.

—

_ TRICHINOPOLY,
My Dear Sir, May 11, 189,

* :
g * *

bigh oplinl‘izzeo?ﬂzlgrplzs?m iy inf°"f‘i“8‘ you that I have formed a
getic officer, am{ to e" clency as an intelligent, indurtrious ener-
S e xpres.s 2y conf?dence that so long as you main-

your character for strict Impartiality and uprightness, you will

serve th . )
A ¢ country with credit to yourself and advantage to the state.
o

M.R. Ry, i Yours snicerely
(Signed) P. Rawacmaxoea Row

C. Cooroosant Aryar Ag. Hd. At. Colleclor.

Avergal,
Tahsildar of Musiri,

———

TOTTIYAM,
8§—]—90.
Th ot
ﬂccompan? :e:;er, 4 pﬂppllswaml Iyer, Tahsildar of Musiri Taluq
ed the Regiment through his Taluq and has rendered me

assistance in hi .
b5 e 1;1 his power, especially at Musiri, where there was some
¥ about water; there has been no hiteh of any kind.

He has been uniformly civil and obliging. /
v

(Signed) H. M. BARNETT CotoNtL
Commandant 1V. Pioneers.

A ——
ful and("b?'"l.-’lmswami Tyar, Tahsildar of Masiri was extremely help-
b fg'"_g when the Regiment passed throngh his Taluq. The
::g?lrl’)ie:l:l:o?]:tri“ were clean and well looked after. and the
Ketais st t(? arrange about supplies and more especially water
g readily available for the men, rendered their march throngh

his T g
is Taluq much move easy and comfortable than would otherwise
Lave been the case,

(Sigued) C.R. KEATE Lint.,
Aac. Qr. MasTER,
IV Pioneers Tottiyam.

8—1—90.

s.

¥ Madras Pionee

£. G. Blenkinaop
lonel Yuncers 1 890,

< Shojaet Ali Khan Esa,
Mir ShO 5. 1890,

Mir Nalain Al ll'\;iz .

7

1st Madras Pioneers.

This is to certify that C. Cuppuswamy Iyar, Tahsildar of
Musiri made satisfactory arrangements regarding supplies &c. at

Tottiyam.
Camp Tottiyam, } {Signed) E.H. EYRE, Colonel,

90tk February 1890 Commanda’nt. 1st Madras Pioneers:

18t Madras Pioneers.

This is to certify that C. Cuppuswamy Tyer, Tahsildar of

Musiri made satisfactory arrangements regarding supplies &c. at
Musiri.

Camp Musiri, } (Sigred) E. H. EYRE, Colonel,

015t February 1890. Commandant, 1st Madras Pioneers,

The arrangements made by C. Cuppusamier, Tahsildar of
Musiri regarding supplies &e,both at Musiriand Tottiyam have been
2 y most satisfactory- Supp]ies have been abundant, good,

He has been civil and attentive throughout.

} (Signed) I. G. BLENKINSOP Coro~EL,

in every wa
and cheap.
i

m 1

Camp Totiam, Commanding Detcht..

3cd March 90 4th Pioneers,

Camp Rayacottah,
20th June 1890.

DrAr SIR, :

I am sorry to hear that you are troubled by the unserupulous
clique of your enemies, but T am sure Mr. Jardine will soon discover
the true state of things. I do not know him, or, I should be very
glad to write to him Nor can I now, I am sorry, send Fio test.l-
monial as 1 have left your District. But you may use this letter in
any way you please. 1 believe you Arb perfectly honest and trust-
worthy and very active and bhardworking. You are one of the best
Tahsildars that I have had to deal with. The very fac(.’; of your not
having asked me’ for a testimonial while I was leaving y'ou and
while every body else secured one will show to Mr. Jardine that
you depend more on your OWR ability and cfharacter than on any
thing that others may say of you. I should indeed b-e very sorry
chould Mr. Jardine’s want of knowledge of men and things at Mu-

qiri cansed you any trouble or inconvenience,
Yours truly,

(Signed) SHUJAET ALL

p——

My Drar SIR,
We hear
Please write how the

all he can to help you

that things are just now not very pleasant to you.
v really stand in full detail. Brother will do
He has wished me to write and tell you



<y

8

this because he believes you innoee

merely trying to get you into tronble I Youy ehpig st

_MADRAS, I am
25th July 1890 } ; Yours traly
(Signed) MIR NALAIN ALL
Coimbatore,
14—8—00,

My Dear Kurrosamr Arvar
3

& * * 'xﬂ

Lam very sorry
s ¥ yoar name has not he
e way'Delp:.ty Co]lecto.:’s position, | thi:: Y “}; - 'G"ve""
bividn 13 a sheer illuck that you sl e
present position and I am anxious th
8 % at y

H. Subbaraya Aiyar Esq, 1890,

have been o long in your

ou shoald get out of it soon.
® % ;

(Signed) H. SUBBARAYA AIYAR
Dfeputy Collc:clor, nowof Ooi‘ml;::tore
ormerly of Aviyalur Division where
Coopusarcimier was Tahsildar of
Perambalore in 1886,

Wl

T ——
REVENUE DIpT

i
Rk

¥

g .

3.

6.

7

»

G -
e
KXTRACT ¥ JOM THE CONDUCT REGISTER RELATING TO THE
MUSERI TALUK. o
SRINIVASIER :—Gumastah ﬂ
—— ¢
Punishment. By For
Warned by the Head Assistant Collector... Alterations and erasures in the
in Order No. 1270 dated 2-7-89. return of small pox.
" by the Tahsildar on 81-7-39.... Delaying the D & B returns for
Vide Collector’s Circular No. 86 Juge 1889.
dated 16-7-89.
Fined Rs. 0-8-0 by the Tahsildar on 30-7-89.... Delay in sending all the D& B
returns for June 1889 in time.
,, Rs. 0-4-0 Do. in January 1890. ... Delay in sending the season report
properly addressed toT. D. C.
,, Rs.0-8-0 Do.  in February 1890. .. Keeping heavy arrears of papers.
Warned by the Head Assistant Collector... Delay in the submission of a
in Order No. 1871 dated 7-8-90. certain application for refands.
Warned Do. Do. inorder No. 920... Delay in the submission of the
with suspension.  dated 25th May 1891. Income-tax aud Opium retarné.
Fined Rs. 5-0-0 Do. Do. 27-10-91 ... Delay in the preparation and
submission of the Taluq esta-
blishment batta bills  from
January to August 1891,
\
\






o
e — :
!
2. )
| % y e an
| 4 ol Rerend, Auns pa :
y l
{ e Redlioth 1788, dated 36t nph | 1..:,;/ ML‘M e foa d op bcypu B e A PO ¥ :
| = R : : 3&-1556_ Ge a4 ). -q¢ . s 8l B o)
% { : * CRETG: O reductn,: %+ i . ; . 4 s 5 sy "‘-k
i and ®he date ©of the G.0. = COMC TR N ; X 2 X .
‘ { :
rt 3 “ﬁ &
;0. Lo” bhe pPost- oI faluk Head Account, nt / :
[ N j' (( ﬂM"" ; fM
‘5_ hey a bben Satd < ST ..‘.L,BOI ¥y tj’b e o ol il(i h “ f“ o=
i
¥y ¥Ry O DO ‘ | ‘ I | sk
g / | allord sone £round IorTy 1avourabls f %24422 57116th
L | -3 L, ‘..‘ Jv ‘_ , . . . M
Wﬁ | n'considura?iof o1 The Present, ré%iew / Ay ' = Z:é?fda
it ( - o by 2, >~ w : il {8 | S y. ‘w
| xR, - LA Aq0s L ; /&hljiij;ix/ff
4 . J
{ . b w :
4 2 . 2l .
4 , Petiticn., Orders ardwrcqucStEd a8 to v} 4411”' :
‘ o : : Ll e
E Wﬁether The board ey be asked T'O cal] Zw- /M
B | 3
: Coyec & @
| ior a repors Irom‘uhe Collector OL 8alé;
i _ R s i
i WOrR @hd ‘%7@ilklp
{*{ On The pet, “itioner’s ‘\ponduct QUTIRE the ?fi?(w/‘ﬁ LA AN
i e YT,
& Period in “uestion, op Whether
e
; Petitioner BaW be - Anfbrnsd that, i)

L Bhes mau.»swmi ?
axd WIS oy
GOVerhent b Sucdul MM o W

. W&« m-SMM-\:M ‘b‘f- m. !

885 "ho SUllicient

PR . T

Tu Téconsider the Orders
-

s T
C

| i 4 % 'yqlu?wlt-l
it mmwnwm'
ngw% Rhio R I

Setamont Wak: | Vhadk i




/, o

! . w‘fu A—ta U Mancse ol
L l}-L’ a(LFBmLo-f @-D\P-L‘\NV\.L.

._} QMAM? ‘-“V o ‘FO'O* {»m {7
_i 'BM w*«hwwh

9 wW& bkut»l-u bm
f?‘ g} wmb PN L»M"-w W
[ ;ba— daeiorin ol
W—YM{WMHM A
1 Wt %WM w.d..«r»b'(bﬂ
MWM%M a..\
‘;q,;e hqu Stundnasers
w %umz,m Avad o fave
;I&M.TMWMM
a, Wil M»Mmmm 'h‘vbwt‘.
2y

AﬁmM vorv o d bhi £ ovdhy
{ /(ﬁt"""«'fﬂ* Mﬁ»v’wﬂh o veeiveln

r

& M*QWNM poe

Wh b&i%@gwwyh
hni v i o apercts e

3 Aa-m{,w& \z‘r,-‘m -L»M.b&ﬁ

g 6 m/?&/z_/ia A frm\(uwc(,c

{ )“"’\/ ’é"‘[\‘\' A .
b i




1 S oma. S0 d A 26092 Dt Sandradanmta
e of At ode A dpaks A eftad
| ﬁ m“%o\%‘z" w-M'{?\:W(”’{'\L

T—— ’%r = R
j
?
-

P oen 12 o+ v B P (At

~y 2 f e ad m Jan W‘zéf‘_ 4.
\/\A:.,\q\\ok..lv—?—qz.lw. 'JR_.._/%,U\)'TL

%WA—W AR Gondlavet -

// Pt A b R ’@q.;. A &-\-qb 4

San idt v iy Wni BER g An ol ik
7/" lov:l/ 2z ‘ :
%z kclV/ 2 15 2-9L W%M A—8 g

b

feaur Ao it s Urnecs 1
Vs i&u& . Ve Skt (.; ' h.um#u-» M,
v I¥ A G. :

oA M-Cbﬁ%ﬁhu’m AryriA,
Mk rwﬁ‘./uuv ; ﬁ-ﬂ*

. gt s /
o, Wesedy ¢ ‘hM‘,-j- ﬁ—/t‘w//uw ‘
TNTONN W ey
Aﬁ\(w-a OOy o {}/)(l WSA}




' o | | |
| Ao dorn e & 6 o6l S e 358 yudl d A5 aay 1

B aoatiet woh Buh by S g T TTT M

H:H g . N O ". qu "*—M" 3 o~

5 ! d’mﬁx - ﬁumh ‘

¥ b %M Y “W‘.‘-s:%um aee

| Utetec M e etod il it . |

S LTV TR L T T
i k oA sk a2 b oA, inanly
F} #"d bL'—‘!rM du Ao \,\.___.L .6 wo

4

e SR S W

R R : |
L | RN b p

i ‘g = "ka""*g‘rc"a' | PO 3 At

!

A Bk Oove qasde b ot
B um b gl db docy g
o, & A S S 1,,,,&“ R o
¥ mihdi it e
¥ AT o Tl vy Coneakan,
mth\.\-—w B0 e, e Ao
W e, Tt |
o ’-"L" T “ﬂ“- “r—f—- - ?YMW l’

Crpin i g el e e

{' ¥ o
n‘co 35 ??“M

d. 27-2-9%
) B P o b eea

% |
L. R.A23-4-qL - &

Tt W SIS SO

S s e Ut Sandns I,

>
R

U 040 piodan. oveliy Libar
%w%m “—{M%M
A X b qushe o sk

Ly

R R A R
At Trtpinnad oy |
U toea Rts dna Dt Atean :
A M o B P Yeqeuv>




el g B4 RSN P V"Mh:ﬁ
A M s e BTy
j,)‘ M‘*r’xv%w‘ |

B AW gy M{ux
P Al ba vl o a (A::

'QMAMV"“"“ o bt o

e iy D s by

A

whodt i A Bhod b Bviam

Urargalastdas T Do wedvotdh

ke, d&@m, o fpe frotabit,
WWM :

Skodiw oo Wa X Hoat
P, TSP Mnau bl i
Aot QAN ALY b AD
ey o AR Crlheti |
veportk, d.2e-3-9 bovegaved b
dove 8ot T b At foon
SAA R Ao AR P YR |

Mpuld Gb B Frme g ¢ i ‘



Codle edurgy vepat T Boass
ke Sa b aR b ki
by o i in
o beprigeans b D e s
eatiliastissanalab. Aas ta .
Poo ) 4R T (LR)Wa: 3%‘13*'1'-'“-ﬂ~ti:;£~’ %mj;h

v, A0+ 68 301 -n-97- [V

P2 q‘\gW\M d Ll-10-97) w RAm. /FM L 61_% B.P. fQ—/QJ%’ 2 |}
> P30 A\ -1 & [

o




RN 4 ey - B T R R T r— i O
. 3 : w_ ﬂ‘ /J - < . s ¥ f ol
. 1 s { W
1 %4
] F
N :

. W st B oot Ko
fe had a fronle prcdyy
(Vde AL Eico > 22. K /. 715
il F o) 6 g s )
U A e Lot guu%,'l ‘
Rii ppoeg, i 552 Lo ok ‘
sl di9) B Titeec by hN brolol, |
Yorhow Low P ongs Cowan bofm
CHRE Sy R e
Poes WG e, - AL Cace:
2y acnt Lo WO s R A
AP v ffruolsy Uended.(g0
§13 b2y Nrvgs F), & foor
bl afCorivards , lisPaln,
Vol S0 AL AP O A N TN /uw«/»z,,.»
b U T ant Corzeec loon
Ban Gt lST 2a o
CSok anh . otk
Slte : fo o lhael M ]
£ M Lof L rconliei,
Chisin drw/mu bt 65 Tale, b
sl 06 ik vens % !
E Bl (58, 15068 gr./A,.;fj
A 2ccnd, P UWE Coaas »fam,/

//\4\ K tnrslatte tGrees ca lte Y |

At d /{ B Frr g ¢ Huhen,




/.: p7 ol ] ; ’ \
Al_ M ﬂ»’{ﬁ 2 41 ‘1 N e 3‘@( (‘,f’_,-(,\‘ Le 1
" G AP T e

: Af’ P&z Ty PP pATL ),
M Apllgl i .
Tabiitlnnn [ Vede BNRYLD |
0o, 985 &S0 22 2/-&}@
W) il iciic A
lenwes folilin, Coetcd n
h&/,’-% Z;u_% wap O AL
AI N Pt B, AN £
DT Lok .
ALl Moo de il
Ao i SRR Al W
2 [kl Bial ao T atutiar
2 A.u}// i e M- 4
2 WV A oA o o
h Mf i Bl A |
VS DV - D S . }
A, {ZVW . Ax en. ac o)—tf.?(
Dode a Pagads 8w
W Co 3arS v~ pas 5 vF
ﬂ Ao /u,ﬁ&inu« Zeo>r
IS LN b i Kl
Boid- S i e uox-ﬁgkg, :
& Enffrat ol felitin ||
Gl B diay 9V le £ gre

~

:



% 9 o

A A /%( M&AM y Crre §
Juk _ _
b k 3

™

r copied
examined
signed

Fiven for copying
=

asamw G.O., No.

‘77} "

|/ Oupar or Goverwumyr

o7 GovErNMENT.

'VJ:«YJM//LJ" Rl

W A{ : L’("—{ t\\:urmm WITE DITTO. .

Nkl

<5
‘: * JAPRERS NOT FWILED UF,
s ‘ IN ORIGINAL.
’— L
J
p EL

ERING MBANT PO DRSPATCH

|
!

N.Bi—
A == Copy in full,
B = Not to be copied.
P = Copy sabstxact only.
« = Copy neacing only.




	Image00095
	Image00096
	Image00097
	Image00098
	Image00099
	Image00100
	Image00101
	Image00102
	Image00103
	Image00104
	Image00105
	Image00106
	Image00107
	Image00108
	Image00109
	Image00110
	Image00111
	Image00112
	Image00113
	Image00114
	Image00115
	Image00116
	Image00117
	Image00118
	Image00119
	Image00120
	Image00121
	Image00122
	Image00123
	Image00124
	Image00125
	Image00126
	Image00127
	Image00128
	Image00129
	Image00130
	Image00131
	Image00132
	Image00133
	Image00134
	Image00135
	Image00136
	Image00137
	Image00138
	Image00139
	Image00140
	Image00141
	Image00142
	Image00143
	Image00144
	Image00145
	Image00146
	Image00147
	Image00148
	Image00149
	Image00150
	Image00151
	Image00152
	Image00153
	Image00154
	Image00155
	Image00156
	Image00157
	Image00158
	Image00159
	Image00160
	Image00161
	Image00162
	Image00163
	Image00164
	Image00165
	Image00166
	Image00167
	Image00168
	Image00169

