~ MADRAS RECORD OFFICE.

- Government of Madras.

Novecme DEPARTMENT. -

—r

G.0.No. 264,  _ Pres

/3 7~/¢%¢o

Dated = 7____. //~__‘..» 1867
N A L
" Noi'to be folded or roughly handled

i,



i

Yo < 7

b s L il

i3

T Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,

7th N ovember 1867.

No. 139.  Read the following Proceedings of the Madras Government in the

Judicial Departmenf —

Passing orders on papers, relating to certam]

A}

gfﬁ)cfﬁiﬁﬁ:ﬁmfgvﬁuf 08?1232;? ﬁsﬁsﬁéﬁ >(Here enter 30th October 1867, No, 1 723 )
disposed of by hxm under Act XXVIIL ofj
1860.
No. 140. OrDER THEREON, 7th November 1867, No. 2,641,
t , Communicated to the Board of Revenue
Misocllancous I and to the Director of Revenue Settlement
~ ‘ ~ (True Extract.) -

(Signed) F. H. WILKINSON,
Acting Under Secretary to Government.

i . Judicial Dept., No. 1,723,
To fllfé’ g&lﬁtg? f)‘lxe-:&%r of Revenue Settlement, }‘W‘th Procs. Judicial Dep |

Fzd. S. T. Augustin. -
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department,
Read the following papers :—
No. 275. o Ftr:né OT‘:;:I.HI:. L;HA;‘SE, Es?., Magistrate of Kurnool, to tﬁe Chief Secre-
" g7’ o o, ent, Fort Sé}m‘t George; dated Nundial, 19th August

I have the honor to lay
obtaining the opinion of the
doubt exists.

9. Dr. Andrews, the

the following case before Government, with the view of
Advocate General on the point regarding which a

Superin’cendenf: of the Jail, asked me if the Warrant*
issued to him by Mr. Gompertz, of the
Reven.ue Survey, to confine two villagers
of Chintalayapally for fourteen days bwa.s
legal or not. - ,

% Copy forwarded.

Beaumont, Deputy Superinten

asked under what authority his Assistafl)t, %’Ir. é)ompertie::tzg.Rizsrg:af:u?ez ) and

?f whose letter I enclose) quotes Section 4 of Act XXVIII of 1860, and thf)1 ,(,(;Pfly

is aware (since I brought it to his notice) that Act I1 of 1839 was 1"e calod l‘)‘o e

XVII of 1862, considers that the definition of Act II of 1839 (l‘epeall; a) t'll);l Act
£ Act XXVIII of 1860 is concerned. still holds

good as far as Section 4 0
4. I cannot agree with him, and consider that, Act II of 1é39 being repealed
€ H

tho whole of the last clause of
with a like alternative,” &e., is also repealed, and that, consequently, if the Offic
’ ers

of the Revenue Survey fine ryots under that Section, the .
Magistrate would do, under Section 61 of the Crin;inalnyz)titdls:g (t)}u:ilr fine, as &
they have at present no power of imprisonment at all. ode, and that
5. I think (but this is beside - the subject) that Mr. Gompertz has acted wi
unnecessary severity, for the village of Chintalayapally is more than 70 milz ;Vlth
Kurnool, and to send two persons, in charge of his peon (as he verballv to fd rom
that distance, in default of paying a fine of 3 Rupees, besides fourteen dz}a,7 &3 m(’:)
gonment in the Jail at Kurnool, when the Sub-Jail at Coilgoontla was clos ey atllrlnpls.
and simply because Le wanted (as he again verbally told me) to make an exax: nl ,
inclines me to believe that Mr. Gompertz' temper is such as to unfit him to have En(;:

Magisterial powers of imprisonment conferred upon him.

3, I wrote to Mr.

wmam——

To the Keeper of the Civil Jail at Kurnool.

Whereas Madi Santivadu and Madiga Shingaragadu of Chintalayapally, in the Coilgoontla

Talug, have been fined three (3) Rupees each for non-attendance for survey purposes when dal

called on under Section 4 Act XXVIII of 1860, with an alternative of 14 days’ imprisonmem;y
id, and the gaid Madi Santivadu and Madiga Shingara:

and whereas the gaid sum has not becn pal
gadu bave been ordered to be imprisoned for 14 days, you are hereby required to receive the
gaid Madi Santivadu and Madiga Shiagaragadu into your custody, and carry the aforesaid order

into execution according to law; should the fine be ab any time paid, the prisoners to be at once

released.
Caur VENTURLA, \ (Signed) H. GOMPERTZ,
5tk August 1867. First Asst., Reveuue Survey.

Section 4 of Act XXVIII of 1860, commencing * and
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rocee_dmgs of the Madras Government, Judicial Depariment, i
30tk October 1867,

+ -

- - .
~ From W. BEAUMONT, Egq., Deputy Superintendent, N

Mr. Gompertz committed the two villa
. under the powers vested in him by
December 1864, page 1036,

~ the re?eal of Act II of 1839, which was re
’ .18339. is referred toin Act XXVIII mepel]
- individuals being committed to Jail in defa

-

ot el - ..
In 1t ! simple imprisonment.”

+ vernment desire to afford Mr,
" he may have to make with r
under Act XXVIII of 1860, t6 boi
d \ to be iso
. a d-lstzmce of 70 miles, wher’l the Slun}])p.; zl).si(ln;ed e ureen
) Pr:.esth;y will be requested to call upon M
- nation he may have to off; i
pation ho offer, and will for
Forr Saixt Groree,
,2nd September 1867.

To the Superintendent, Revenue Surrey

£

No. 276.

the Magistrate of Kurnool to your address, with d ket, di
Mr..Gompertz, Assistant Superintendent, I’ZevenueOSc 9", o
‘having committed two ryots to the Kurnool Jajl anduln o
the Deputy Superﬁntendent, Revenue Survey, ac,cordixig;a

of Kurnool ; dated Kurnool, 16th August 1867 0‘N?o’ ;‘8‘3;'3;: o Sorvey, to the Magiimate

With reference t \
o your letter, No. 128, of 14th instant, I have the honor to state that

(ievr:r:f Chintalayapally, in the Coilgoontla Talug, to Jail,
ment in the Fort Saint George Gazetle of 23rd

2. VWith all du i
ue deference it scems to mo that Act XXVIIT of 1860 is in no way affected b
ay allected by

pialeéi by Act XVII of 1862, and that Act II of
¥ to define the mode of procedure in cascs of

ult of payment of fines inflicted on them.

3. Mr. Gompertz, I faney, in hi
, ey ; i
¥, in his warrant sent with the prisoncrs, should have mentioned

Before disposi ‘ .
posing of the legal question raised in the foreroine letter. the Go )
<) o ’ -

g;rsrll)gl ti an opporttfnity of offering any explanation
€ 10 committing two ryots, who were fined

oo days in the Zillah Jail, at
oilzoontla was close at hand. Colonel

r. Gompertz to submit to him any expla-
ward the same, with his remarks to Go-

(S8igned) F. BRANDT,
Under Secy. to Govt.

FrOm Licutcnant (Jolonel % l]p('l‘ nt(fl](](!l)t
Fl J' B PRIE , r
. . STLI‘JY S 1
. . y’ tO thB jl[:h“b Cll.le SCCICtaIy tO G’O"an‘nllcnf I“Ol’t
. S int (}eolge ) dated Cbepa.uk, 3rd Septcmbet 1862 qu 1: 12* 6 ’
a ) N 4 .

I have th ‘
e the honor to acknowledge the reccipt of a letter and enclo f
sures, from

ccting me to call upon ,
for an explanation of hif
ddresscd Mr, Beavmont,

2. 1 beg to submit, with referenco to the legal question on which M Ci
‘hich Mr. Chase

proposes to obtain the opinion of the Advocate G

. : eneral, that i
a doubtful point, having alrcady been disposed of in the’ 0::1 C;t ;z:;l hardly be termed
, 1st February 1864, No. 173. ot Government, dated

From R. E. MASTER, Esq., Officiating Dircctor of Revenue Scttlement, t

s it

Proceedings of Government R
, llevenue Departm
Read the following letters :— ' ™

Goverument, Revenue Department, Fort Saint George ; dated Ma?lrx::o Sicc;)c oy bto
y eccmber

1863, Nos. 1502-83.
I h L d
ave the honor to forward an original letter with enclosures (to bo rotarned) f; ; h
! rom t
Deputy Director of Revenue Settleent, Trichi?

4th December 1863, No. 122,
nopoly, and to request that the opinion of

the Government Law Officer i
Tinnevelly. 8 may be obtained on the question raised by the Magistrate of

-
i ae  nvgems

g e

-\ {

R
Proceedings of the Madras Government, J udicial Department
3

30¢% October 1867.

-
. ———

2. It appears that the Assistant Director of Revenue Settlement in Tinnevelly imposed
fines on certain ryots, and in default of payment sentenced them to imprisonment under Section
4, Act XXVIIT of 1860. . Mr. Silver considers that as Act IT of 1839, which is quoted at the
end of the Section abovenamed, has been repealed by Act XVII of 1862, imprisonment can no
longer be awarded under that Scetion, and is of opinion that the sentence should have been passed
under Scetion 67 of the Indian Penal Code.

3. I do not myself sce how the repeal of Act IT of 1839 can affect Section 4, Act XXVIIT

ot; 1860. The former enactment is quoted merely to define the mode in which the fine is to be
The authority for awarding the imprisonment is derived, not from it, but from
0. AsfiwrasIam able tc judge, Section 67 of the Penal Code
ed under the provisions of that Code by a Magistrate or Criminal
the fines are imposed by an Officer who is not a Magistrate,
As, however, the question has been raised, it is desirable

commuted.
Section 4, Act XXVIII of 186
is applicable only to fines impos
Court. In the present instance,
under the authority of a special law.

that it should be authoritatively settled. )
4. Evenshould it be decided that T am correct in supposing that, notwithstanding the repeal
onment may still be awarded under Section 4, Act XXVIII of 1860,

of Act 1I of 1839, impris

in commutation of a fine imposed under the same Section, it will nevertheless I think be advisable,

in the contemplated amendment of the Act, so far to modify Section 4 as to ‘avoid in it any

allusion to the repealed Act 11 of 1839. .

From CLEMENT DALE, Esq., Government Pleader, Madras, to the Secretary to Government,
* Tevenue Department, Fort Saint George ; dated Madras, 81st December 1863, No. 171.

I have the honor to ackn
under the date and number noted in the

evenue Department. .
' margin.

utes, it is stated *¢ relative words in an Act of Parliament
e+ (words of refe Statute) will make a thing pass as well as if it had been
«« particularly expressed in the Act itself : verba illata inesse 'vident.ur. Clauses of reference,
+¢ jncorporating provisions of former Statutes take eﬂ‘ect.as fully as if they had been repeated
¢¢ and re-cnacted in the body of the latter Act with relation thereto.” I camnnot find there has

n the matter rcferred to me, the former Statute

been any decision arising in a case where, asi
containing tho words referred to has been repealed, probably because a doubt as to the effect of
o

guch repeal upon the subsequent Statute has not been raised. I am of opinion, notwithstanding
the repcal of Act No. IT of 1839, that, under Scction 4 of Act No. XXVIII of 1860, the same
xist, agthough the words of " Act No. II of 1839 referred to had been repeated and
Act No. XXVIILof 1860.

3. T do not think, however, that in any proceedings Act No. II of 1839 should be named.
I am of opinion that the proper mode would be to refer to Act No. XXVIII of 1860.

4. I returnthe original papers forwarded to me.

12th December 1863, ?To. 2272, R

9. In Dwarris’ Treatise on S:at
rence in asubsequent

powers now ¢
re-cnacted in

-

Order, 1st February 1864, No. 173.
Communicated to the Acting Director of Revenue Settlement, with reference to his letter of
8th DZ:‘;mber last, No. 1502-83. Copics of the correspondence will also be sent to the Revenue

Board. (True Extract). ' .
(Signed) C.G. MASTER,

Dy. Secy. to Gout.

Colonel F. J. B. PRIESTLEY, Superintendent,
hoe Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint
h September 1867, No. 1865-52.

Memorandum of the 2nd instant, the accom-
First Assistant Superintendent, Revenue

From Licutenant

Revenue Survey, to t
George ; dated Kurnool, 30t
In submitting, as directed in your
iginal letter from Mr. Gompertz,

No. 277.

panying or

owledge the receipt of the Proceedings of Government -
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30th October 18617.
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A g e o o m e
-~ e

S t

_alternative of 14 days’ impri
ys’ lmprisonment i
in default of payment of the fine inflicted '

(Rupees 3) h
pees 3) had attracted my attention, and, on the 20th of
N e of August last, I had remark-
8. » n a Memorandum® _to the De- |
1()}01); Supe.rmtendent under. whom Mr
pertz is cmployed. Mr. Gompertz, in

* No

and considerati
ion of the cir
cumstances
of the cas
se,

2. In neglecting
: to make him 1
of Jail in whictljx im e imself acquainted wi
) . wit 1
prisonment according to durationl (itxﬂll i r: les regarding the class
cht to be carricd out, M
, r.

. Gompert
- z appears to blam
" arising from ignorance of :}, and 1 shall take steps to pre
L] : i i
1e rules and regulations on tﬁ vent similar occurrences
e part of Surv i
vey Officers ;
’

but with the opini
pinion expressed by tl i
entrusted with 1o y the Magistrate of K :
powers under Act XXVIII of 1860, ;i‘;r;‘;(’:v‘;’_‘ 11“3\5?“053 for being
rich Mr. Gompertz, 1

’ think '.lth reason l) ams I I)err t d
. W com 1 1 W'
b 1 ¢} Z, W1 ll all eference to state tl at I dO not concur

On referen
ce to the record
of cascs taken cognizance of by this Offi
1is Officer since first

. invested with authorit i
y under it (a period of 3 years), I find that
3), at, cacept in the two

L

cases now under considerati
tion, 1}
Rupeoa and t 1dera y 10 has nev .« e
S o that : . er inflicted ¢
that the’ powers undcerx:ﬁ,']t Xl two Instances only. I trust Ia heavier fine than two
is Act have been hitherto exerciseg]iy-:})o permitted to say
vith temper and jud
judg-

" ment by the Survey Officc
y Officers, to whom they have been entrusted, and
! , and very frequently

{ under circum
stances of an
: i no
+ preciated by, Officers oft otheya%ce amd obstruction unknown to, and
r Departme o, and ther
nts. ’ 1crefore unap-

N

its enclosures, one of
, © s them bel X
. me, as desired by Governmen, ntit dolc‘tet from the Superintendent
, to explain why I sent two men to the ?e.‘i(‘mle Survey, calling on
o Jail at Kurnool, i
, instcad of
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. A J RT [y ES . l‘ 'l ‘St kSS'SI 2[][1} S
(l [} Lrs 41831 perintendcnt Re cenue S 19 y ‘
y urve ’ tO . BEA‘\

MONT, Es
, Esq., Deputy Superi
September 1867. y Superintendent, Revenue Survey; dated C C
’ amp Coilgoontla, Ith

1) y tl]l
St 'y

ha. ing t} i i -
\j em Conﬁned in ﬂlﬁ COllgOOﬂtla Sub Jail WlliCh W

i 2. 'The call for thi ion 1
the Collector of this I;'i::r;?]?mt'm'n e o too lat parn
I have the honor to inform .otmth“hmh he says that I *¢ \'erbr;lfm'ph of o letar from Mr. Chase,
a private conversation at thi bl'mdzl e ormation to W{'lrllformwln o v facm’
publicly or privately, I am no; a 1-.Sttﬂnd, and though L am P‘"'P&::(; tho ity a2 ghven him if;
conversation, and that, havia use(xl ?16 surprised that Mr. Chase s ? hoond to amything I state
e trucgﬂ it, he basnot (doubtless from fo,-xould have made uso of th:x,t
s of o B andu;b I told M¢, Chase that the two e lulucss) glven it entre
me. It it also true that I t(’ﬁd ki aim T e at any ofher mo lmcn i s gn
the "Zst of the conversation whi:{x wtal;o'ugmzn ey (ﬁu?;flf:ndmg s i
| o te o s e anbatonct ue Tollom , scems to have forgotten
e Sab Tt e B :Z :? 1I had scnf: two men into Kurnool, i
ot S, 2 oy v 15 b by fomvisonnd Tor 14 0 's, instead of confining them in
e or terms under a month. I rcpl.}iezl a?d e o oy
e st T ot the eont one, I zflxoul(l, of course, carry it out t ot 7
e pmﬁculr'xcment in Sub-Jails, and I was glad tlm B
et . i dl:.lcnse et aotics was vcry,,a hat T had not been better in-
which wou ,bAO far more effcctually given g;;‘:::g:igm‘; .ﬂ“d e o
: ‘ cot in Kurpool than

T v
| f
. e - ae .
" PR
P Y

P oceedings'
inas of the . :
gsof ,‘,‘]}Iad; as Government, Judicial Depart ‘
partment,
1

S

e
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roceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department
50th October 1867, | o 5

s

f
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. by confinement in & Talug Sub-Jail, which was not (and with good reason) nearly so‘much dreaded
‘ ed.

After this, the conversation dropped. ‘
5. ThoughI think I have stated cnough to exoncrate myself from any charge of indiscre
a ro- '

tion, it would pefhaps be well to detail the circumstances of this case : they are as follow

6. 1 reecived a report from the Deputy Surveyor in Chintalayapally (backed b, S'buk
* from the village authorities) stating that none of the ryots of that village would attendyor sueers
d that most of them would not even attend at the village Chavady to sign the n(:‘tzzy ‘
pe served ; and upon this report 1 summoned the ryots whose names wenre sent in be
Before my peon returned, I received a second report to the same osff'eci:y
had come to the Chavady, and .demanded that the Ameex’x .
demand their assistance. A day or two after this, my peon
pamed ini
ht a bukecr to this effect from the Reddi. 'l‘llich:(:oiozz,djg i}?z:: |
and abusive language, but as the Tleddi said nothing of

£

' purposes, 0
. which has to
. tho village authoritics.
; with the addition that some few ryots:
. ghould read the Act empowering him to

returncd, stating that he had served the summons, but that the men
d to attend;

Le also broug
. gome of the men gammoued pad used foul
this, 1 donot lay very much stress oD it.
' 7. On recciving this report 1 proce
nes on certain Tyots; the two sen
ture to think that, had 1 had any discretio
n carrying out my sentence in such a way that 1
from the commission of similar offences. .
I beg to be allowed ‘to point out with the greatest respect that an appeal lies
ent, Revenue Survey, and to the Board of Revenue, but not N
to the Cullector, of whem Tam entirely independent. I cannot but tkink that the Collector has no'
wer cither 10 question 13 decisions, or to call on me fur my author:ty (though, of comse, as 3
autter of courtesy, 1Y iuformation he wightwanb would always beat once afforded) ; but I sholﬂu:‘
is had he not thouzht fit to make certain jnjarious Teflections on tho‘ _
crnment have thought proper to entrust me with.

powers Gov
‘thout proper inguiry, and I trust that the

refuse

eded to-the village myself, and after a-careful inquiry, °
o amongst the number, and I still ven: A
at discretion would have been wisely
4 would have the greatest effect in

t to Kurnool wer

“jmposcd fi
1 in the matter, th

exereised 1
«deterring others
8. In conclusion,

from my decision to the Supcrintend

Len 1O potice of th
i whizh [ had excrciecd the
arks of which 1 complain Wer¢ made too W
given may convince Government that they were quite undeserved.

have ta
mannel
Thw rem

»cxplmmtion now
‘ r———

30th October 1867, ‘No. 1723:

foregoing letters, tho Magistrate of Kurnool requested that”
1 might be obtained as to the legality of certain’
o First Assistant Superintendent of the Revenue
d of by lim ander.the provisions of Act XXVIII of 1860, in
.ed two villagers of Chintalayapallyto peimprisoned, in defauls of p,g,y. )
1fr. Chase argued‘that, Act 1T of 1839 having been repealed "
oo of Scetion 4 of Act X VIII of 1860 isalso repealed, and °
cnue Survey fine ryots ander that Scetion, they must ‘
i of ‘the Code of Criminal Proceedure. The Magis-
Gompertz had treated the villagers in question x\Zth ‘
e District Jail at Kurnool, a distance of "
idiar'y Jail at Coil-

No. 275 OrprR THIRLON,
[n the first of the
o Advocate {yenera

sthe opinion of th
1 by Mr. Gompertz,

1g3 taker

"‘pl‘()COC(lil
a case dispost

Surveyy in
ch he sentend
of 3 Rupees:
Just Cla

“whi
ing o fine
“the whole of the

. that, if the Oficers of the ?.ev
Clevy guch fincs under Section 6
.'traté also P .+ tod out that Mr.
..+ gending them to th

soverity 1n 8€
< from their village, while-tlicre was 2 Subs

upwm‘ds of ! ‘ :
t hend, 1n which they could have been confined.
been directed to call upon -

goontla close 4t cen o
-9, 'Tho Suporiutcndent of Revenue Survey, having
nitted a letter from Mr. Gompertz, in which .

z for cxplmmtion, has sub
that persons geritenced tomore than7-days$’ imprison--

he was not aware
'imprisonmLiB o Subsidiary Jail, and dofends ihe scntences -passed
1 that they were T ulsite as an cxample. Colonel Priestley

. "Mr. Gompert
‘Lo states that
sment could be
{py him on the_ groun

P

VoA,



. Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Depariment,
A 30tk October 1867,

PR JEPON

states that the apparently disproportionate aternative of fourtecn days’ imprisonment
in default of payment of the fine inflicted had attracted his attention ; that hoe
remarked upon it ; and that Mr, Gompertz, in his reply, has convinced him that he

AN

‘ f -
acted with due deliberation and consideration of the circumstances of the case. . - - & _ %
He considers Mr, Gompertz to blame in not having made hinsclf acquainted with : oo (\\\ N 1@ Y &
the rules regarding the class of Jail in which imprisonment for short periods should \\ ?\é 3 ‘\ o Nl \k R\
becarried out, and reports that he hastaken steps to prevent similar occurrences arising }"‘\“ 5 '\ R ';‘ %%0 '{e NN E‘
from igrorance of rules and regulations by Survey Officers. Colonel Pricstley adds ’ . ~ =0 § b\ S - K % b & x ‘\ix§ 4
that the powers under Act XXVIII of 1860 have been hitherto exercised with temper - R ST R NN N N y
. . . . ¢ (N ~ R E \ h o §\ :A\, :
and judgment by the Officers of his Department, and frequently under circumstances % RN N N N :
of annoyance and obstruction unknown to Officers of other Departments. N s Al SR IN \ Q o \ X
3. The Governorin Council docs not consider it nceessary to refer to  $hio - N 5\ R ?\\\ A =§ i\ \‘Q - \
Advoc ) . . L . e e _— ~ ‘ =~ & .~ Nadua gl 2N ? .
vocate General the legal point raised by the Magistrate of Kurnool. The question | ST IR SRR 5, , ?
of the legality ofthe procecdings of Survey Officers under Scetion 4 of Act NXVIII \(\‘ \‘ Ny ;\\‘ Ny - \\( : y
of 1800 was raised in 1864, and the opinion of the Government Pleader was obtuin- &\ j g }\\?\\m {\5 % k@ \ R
‘ed thercon, and communicated to the Dircetor of Revenue Scttlement, aud to the ‘ %'j &\ N 3 % ’ S N \\ % «§ ‘\
. Board of Revenue, A copy of tho - j\\ d \\& %R %\, ' \\‘ 7(5‘ !
* Dated 1st February 186%, No. 173, - Froceedings* of Government on the sub- < U S : §
jeet will now be furnishied to the several N -
Magistrates in the provinees. Dy
4. The Governor in Clouncil accepts Mr., Gomperts's explanation of the course : ;o ‘ ' ‘f i
7777 taken by him in sending the two villagers to the District Jail, instead of the Subsidli- O G N ;
-ary Jail. It appears that this wus done by Mr, Gompertz in iznorance of the rules , 1 , \@ O
in force, and, as the error-has been pointed out, the Government feel sure that it will ‘ { o
-not be repeated by any Officer of tho Survey Department, E =
5. Mr. Gompertz, however, committed g further error in sending the villagers \' : \ : N
to Jail, without, in the first instance, enforcing the payment of the fine by tho issuo 0 ‘ ‘ Q\ \\:\
of a warrantof distress and salo of such property as might have been found. ' ! : \Ja\ ’ i
C.  From the report originally submitted by the Magistrate, the Government . ‘ : N
had reason to apprehend that these errors had not been due

Magistrate may in some degree have misunderstood what pagsed between himself P

«entircly to ignorance. - \ | %g
As, however, adverting to Mr. Gompertz’s explanation, it is possible that tho } o N

o ‘ n
and Mr. Gompertz, tho Government accept the statement of the latter gentleman '

‘but, under all the circumstances, they think it de

| l
sirable ‘that the Supcrintendent ' ) : &
should takean carly opportunity of transferring My, Gompertz to another District, , (\ , RS
) (True Extract). : \ | N S
) . '
As - e
. | " : N arrm
l/% et ‘y ' ———
s \ 1‘ i
"Chicf Seerclary. 2 | , \ ;
'1 N NI N
. . H ' i e
To the Superintendent, Reven G-Su*rvcy. ! ! ?
»  Magistrate of f ™ ! ‘\ \é
y  Revenue Department, o ' ' % }g . %
. i ~
iExl. J. II. Burns, . ‘ \
)

‘:,/Cj r/ ] \ - e T E
A . | e
i */('7 - ‘///’/d'"'/,é;’{(“’:" . - o g TR
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