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Read again Proceedm% of Gov oxnm(nt dated 31st July 1867, No. 1,751..
iy Read also the following :— -
No. 248,  Pr oceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 3rd October 1867, No. 6,2986.
Read the following letter from T DHARMAROYA MOODELLY, Deputy Collec-
tor, to the Seeretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 11th Septem-
ber 1867. .
1. With reference to the Board’s Proceedings, dated the 15th Augnust 1867,
No. 3,290, diréeting me to submit such exnlanatlon as I may desire to offer,
respecting the transactions mentioned in the Enclosures Nos. 1 and 2 of Mr. Thorn-
hill’s letter, dated the 17th May 1867, I respectfully beg to state the followmg
circumstances, offering at the same time m y grateful thanks to the Board and
Government for the kind consideration they have shown me in gmnrr me an
opportunity for explanation.
<. 1 find from the abstract of the Proceedings of the Government, dated the
8lst July 1867, that further information is desired on certain points conneected
~with my sondnobin the matter of the appointment of certain Stamp Vendors in the
Kistna District. From the two enclosures of Mr. Thornhill’s letter, and from the
manner in which the abstracts of the statements of the parties is drawn up, it is evident
that some interested motives are imputed to me in connection Wlth the appomt—
ment of the Vendors. 1, therefore, think it desirable that all the facls re]atmg to
this subject should be lald before the Board, and which It w111 try to doin as a
concise manner as possible, ‘
3. On the reccipt of instructions from the Board, regarding the introduction
of the Discount system, Mr. Thornhill, who was then on circuit, sent them to me
at Masuhpatam, with an order written in red-pencil on its back that I should with-
out any delay carry out the wishes of the Board. I at once gave pubhcxty to the
; subject inviting tenders for the purchase and sale of stamps under the new system :
Towards the end of March, or the commencement of April, 1 appointed siz Ven-
dors for the siz Divisions A, B, C, D, E, and F, into which the town of Masuli-
patam was divided after the eyclone, by the Honorable Mr. Ellis, as it appeared to
me that such an arrangement could best. meet the requirements cf the public. I
then Submlttcd the list of the Vendors to the Collector. ’

- 4. Just about this time, the Collector’s Serishtadar came' to Masuhpatam
from the Circuit Cutcherry; and inter ceding on behal?of the old Vendor (Basava
 Naidoo, the present petitioner to the Board,) on the Commission system, and who
was his dependent, requested me to devise some other plan, so that Basava N
might not be deprived of the income he was thereto getting. But I show :
the Cn'cular Order of the Board on the subject, and said that the objeet | el
 authority, which was by the new system  to facilitate the supply of stamps to the
pubhc, could by no means be attained by any other arrsmcremcnt than what had e

been already adopted.

In the following month (about May 1866), 1 recelved aT elugu Memoran-

dum (Yadast) from the Serishtadar’s Department, with the signature of the Collec-

tor in the Circuit Cutcherry, directing me to reduce the number of Vendors from

six to two 1 at once sent for the Vendors, and desired them to gwe up their

licenses. They asked me to allow them time within which they ‘could dlspose of
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the stamps in their hands. This was granted with veference to the amount of
stock in their himds, as required in the Board’s Circular Orders.

6. 'The Vendors not being satisfied with the orders issued, petitioned the
Collector, who was still on circuit;  On his return to the Huzoor Cutcherry, that
gentleman sent for me, and asked me about the matter. I then explained to him
all that he required, and showed him the Board’s orders. e carefully read them,

- and marked the principal passages, by drawing lines below them with his red-pencil.
Mr. Thornhill seemed satisfied with the explanation, and did not insist on the
reduction. No orders were passed on the petitions presented by thes Vendors.
The petitioner, Basava Naidoo, whose object was to obtain the license in his sole
name for the whole town, appeared before the Collector, who, however, did not
countenance him, but refused to comply with his request. Although this proceed-
ing on the part of the Collector, showed to me clearly that he did not much care
about the reduction, yet as the Telugu Memorandum (Yadast) sent to me on the
subject, was not formally cancelled, I gave the Vendors a second warning that they
should give up their licenses. ' '

7. Mr. Thornhill took leave in the latter end of May 1866, and Mr, Wilson
was in temporary charge of the district for about two weeks, during which period,

too, the Board potitioner, Basava Naidoo, did not fail to urge his cluim before that
gentleman, But He met with no better success.

8. Immediately after Mr. Chese took charge of the district, which was about
the middle 8f June 1866, Basava Naidoo (petitioner) went up to that gentleman
with an English petition, but obtained no favorabie orders. The other Vendors
also presented petitions to the Acting Collector, that they might not be deprived of
the licenses which were already granted to them. Mr. Chase sent for me, when 1
explained to him what had passed ; and he decided finally that the six Vendors
should be continued, considering that this was a more convenient arrangement to
afford facilities to the public. He passed his endorsements on the Vendors’ peti-
tions to this effect. He also passed a list of the names of the Vendors for publica-
tion iu the Gazette, which must be now in the Collector’s records. In this list,
the name of the Board petitioner (Basaya Naidoo) was included. It must be here
observed that when Mr. ‘Chase passed his final orders, he was £illy swate of. thie
Telugu ‘Memorandum, sent to me by Mr Thorn.hill to reduce the number from six
to two, a8 I explained the matter to him. Besides, the Vendors themselves, who
presented counter-petitions both in Telugu and English to that gentleman, stated
the fact in them. | |

9. Basava Naidoo, dissatisfied as he was with this final order, sent up. & peti-
tion to the Board, with Mr. Chase’s endorsement, about the same time (June 1866).
The Board referred it in the usnal course to the Collefctor fora ¢ brief report,” as
the petitioner complained that he was ot allowed a license 'under the new system,
which was altogether false, for he was the first person appomt(.ad as Stzfmp medor

under the new system, and first received the license, before it was given t& any
OtheriO. As soon as the Board petition was receiwfed by Mr. Tho.rx.lhill, he -Wrote
on a piece of dark Goa-paper an order to me in his own hand-writing to give an
explanation, sending to me the petition along with it. On the same day I sybxmt-

Department '

l

1866, reported, howe ving |
~ tion ;'or such a charge. That gentleman observ

|« 4o make friends at all events in the Cutcherry ; but so.
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ted’hy explanation, returning the petition with Mr..C}mse s order toqix:dm:;s ﬂif; :
publication of the list of the names of Vendors, which ha?l] bee:;l I])(;nh,with Tk
gentleman. . My explanation above alluded to, Mr. Thornhil .slelx: daar glf i
papers to the Head Clerk, who as usual gave them to,the Sensb :11 t d;e iy il s
lect aright, the petition was received from the Board’s oﬂi(lze alf) i Ly e
1866, one or two days after’ Mr. Thornhill’s retarn to N %;Ifflzru Memémndum,;
About the middle of September following, 1 recewed‘ a t e ’L;caiwnature caliing
(Yadast,) from the Serishtadar’s Department, With the Collee (.med‘..t e l‘)eﬁtion jrd
for the explanation. T wrote in reply at once that. 1 had re’ctulr:n e
my explanation on the very day that Mr. Thornhill wrot.e «({ 1 o et 31
A month or two after, T think, an English Me-morandum, in the fo g
was again sent to me, and T replied to it in the same ‘11.1-‘?1m?rt.he bt
then allowed to drop.  Mr. Thornhill took no further notice © g (;d AT
Lo even think of reducing the number of Vendors as origkma t); e £
Telugu Memorandum. In fact, no action whatever was t:: en l-ecenfty e
Board petition, until that gentleman was to leave Masulipatam | :

is acting appointment in Madras. e
i aitllf] ¥ IIiSas liked by Mr. Thornhill for about three years fi.ftel gr g;zleil ?;Iiis(;lto
patam, during which tenure I had his confidence, :?nd he] ;&_ axzrexof Gan;am o
me: but unfortunately for me, he was appuinted Acting %}heté g:m i
the,middle of 1865, during my absence at Madras, apd A bout 7 O s
temporarily. After my return to Masulipatam from Madras, al i
November 1865, he songht my aid now and then in carr;;:ing Iudid néthhg i
cn the istrict, and T heartily assisted him as well as I could. _ ~ thing 1

issued in the several
than simply carrying out the orders which that gentleman l_squ in the sever

i ‘ usal of the Board

fici e | bmit, for the perusal of the d,

Official Memoranda addr essed to me. I bei ;:;EO:; :1 o M CHia ), ‘fx,--om

which they will see that,ho was of opinion

that some Aumbug was going on /in the
I pagie Rl o Uoffige. el cm i iae

12. When Mr. Thornhill returned from Ganjam in about February 1866, the

Wi 15

i "that gent _against
' Collector’s Serishtadar did his best to poison the 1?1;11(1 oflthaf; g_ex;t:la;n:;;e z.xga:r i
| 'me‘ The ﬁtst attack upon me was a report about some delay 1 .a sal 8. LIt

e it was also insinvated
matter was made to assume a very important aspoet, and it was also insmoate

' ‘ o ae o oare Ohage, who was again in
" that T was concerned in some mercantile dealings. Mr. Chase, w:lyg‘ vas ag

n the 27th May
was no founda- -

0 S o Mr. Thornhill took leave
temporary charge of the district after Mr. "AhoTIITE B2 - °
< wever, on recoiving my explanation, that th

=

~ «1ad he once stepped aside to do wrong, 1

+ L Suposed to him, and that
"« opse, T find nearly all the highes?t‘(}utoh?lff}’ Omam]s?:maposedto o
£t it gl"em:deal of enmity exists between him and them.” .

" The Board disposed of the case, acquitting me fully of any improper motives

e the salt transactions, and warning me for my carelessness in the matter. Had it

d imparti ‘Jeration of the Board towards me on
. 3 he liberal and impartial consxderatmfx,‘ 0 d :
n;ttbeit:g‘;;h% vlvofﬂd have then only fallen &' victim to Mr. Thornhill’s severe
“ that ocC 3

displeasure, and the intrigues of his Cutcherry.
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13. After Mr T
‘ . Thornhill?
the chief servants of the Cutlz-h;lll'r;

ret
e urn from leave, towards the end of July 1866
Vas represented to him that I I il

took ever 1
Y opportunity to carry tales against me

sent to the Boar ad concern witl
ard against t1 vith seme of the 3 e

gainst that gentleman. In fine, the mind ‘;“;{":’“10115 ifbi

! nd of Mr. Thornhi

AT, ornhill was

)

matter, T ;
The Cutcherry servants took advanta

furnished with Telugyu M xplain any
)

ge of this, and
. g em St 8, and I was .
thing with patience, WhenO;and? Cd;ku.latm] toannoy me. I sub b S
Telugn Memorandum : was thus in a disturbed state 7 .nnttcd to every-
n:OI;I lgl‘- Thernhill, zalling for m_‘;f @ ot mind, T received a
ral Deput opiion in refe :

e lftaI})’pSol:lI;:ztor, a 1~§1ation of the Collectowsrcslli;;:)
e 1mess unde p . "1811-

gl ‘ asure of ; : €r my charge., ‘ .
¢autious £nd careful in repl im'y superior towards me, I shoceld gl
to him a veply, which. g’ng to his call ; but Unfort; o uld have been very
opportunity was taken’ : ai terwards found, was ealoy] tade y f:0r me, I submitted
ment.  The perusal of’ thm I was at once handed 'over: ed to wrritate him. TFis
remarks against me by Mi S%TGWhat hasty letter I Wrot: the Board and Govern-
sion towards me in tlie mi;xd 10“#““’ necessarily created’ ftcompanied. by severs
its consequences. T freel go_f the Superior - authoritjes an unfavorable impres-
writing a letter of the d Y admit and confoss that I »and I am now suffering
o aa i © aescription to my | 5 was not prad '
under his displeasure, Y superior, particular) Sl suciizhan

m i ' a

. 114;1 T'he people in the Cutcher :
at had befallen me by tlie unfay :
ou

time and the disple

t the time when I

ry did not fe
cel contented ws
rable orderg nted with the misfor
Passed by the Governmen; Owlv'l;lui:;:
)

]?f pay, .'but wanted to go
Y making up some case

prevail upon people

me in the Coﬁrt{ ,'I‘:;'l}:i)ra;le;i:xril:e?ldy -
Thornhill before ho left the district, o -y

rities a.t Madras, affocting my cha;aclz Maionon
regarding the appointment of Vendors er} i
purposely kept back up to May 1867 ,';thh’ .
were four in the Small Cause Court :)f wh'e- gl
while I was in Masulipatam, and élle ret:fh', i

should be here remarked that the suits ref

erred to, istrict. Tt

Mr. Thornhi W i
suits Wercl a]lln(]l:epo-rted me to the Board for writing :’;s ull filed against, e aft
A zmls;ed £;s false and malicious, except onerespfcfifu] letter,
¢, : relati
» ., for the Promissory Notes purchased, w’hizhatmg dto the demand
was decreed agan
Cd against,

me,  Phe cireur )
circumstances connected with this case will be fully explai
Xplained elsewhere

I :
rebef,; to enclose an extract from & letter
: Ocs:v;:ﬁ‘ fl']ro.m Iln y Vakeel marked B

1ch 1t will be seen th &

| ; at the Judee

brought against me were false, and thatg::
i

er
These

B.

declared in the open Court that the suits
was done through enmity.
15. I have now laid before the Board th

: e plai .
facts which can be proved to their satisfact; i plain facts connected with my cqge
® 3

0 if a fair trial is allowed, which am

A

™ }
- |

—
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prepared to stand. I will now proceed to subm
transaction all

among other things, that my name should n
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it my explanation regarding the
uded to in the two enclosures received with Mr. Thornhill’s letter.
act of the depositions of ¢ight individuals

16. In the Enclosure No. 1, an abstr
noted in the margin is given. I would

% .Il: gggal,{}?g(:ham. notice them seriatim. The first man,
8. 8. Nagahoosham. Venkaya, is a relation of the Collector’'s
g : gf 'lga?,‘-i’(i’a)ﬁam““‘“m’ Serishtadar. T entirely deny that 1 had
6. T, I’arimanabnodoo. auything to do with him. He is an
7. T. Sreeramooloo. Ummedwar for employment. For the

distribution of the Relief Fund, the Col-
and T had occasion to report him to the Collector
had, apparently under the instruction
adras, in order to draw a reply from
brother discovered the dark inten-
him a reply, stating,
ot have been mentioned in the letter.
ector was reporting me to the Board
o first time to the allegation that
.r. Venkaya, who was really a
It was thrown out as false
party who propped him-

chow to the Board who was the prime-

8. M. Kolilungam.,

lector’s Sevishtadar employed him,
for misappropriation of the fund. This man
written a letter to my brother af M

But my
it, and also addressed

of some one,
tho latter with a mention of my name.
tion of the writer, and informed me of

This dodge was played at the time that the Coll

in the salt case for delay, and w
1 recommended merchants to tra

beggar, brought a suit that he had lent me 50 Rupees.
atonce. A perusal of the records, and an inquiry as to the
with the payment of the cost of Court, will
mover of all this annoyance, and also how improbable it : .
money from an Ummedwar, whom I once reported to the Collector for misappro-
priation of the Relicf Fund. The suit was filed against me ‘\ﬂ.ftel." I left Masulipa-
tam. Thisisan extraordinary invention without the least foundation. =~

' 17. 'The second had been a Vendor of postago-stamps long bef‘ore.the intr.r.u:v
duction of the Discount system. After the cyclone, there were Teports that he, in
concert with the Head Shroff, (his relation,) Was
stamps Which were missing in the Treasury office.
and scarched his house, but intimation had reached

e my cfforts to detect unsuccessful. He also did n
or 15 Rupees; but his case

as alluding for th
de with my brother.

1 took the Tahsildar with me
him before T left the office, and
mad d not lose this opportunity of

annoying we by a suit for some 20

treatment as the other at the hands of the Judge.

18. The third and fourth have answered that they 7
me or my brother, and I have therefore, no remarks to make. 1 i
gay that at times 1 purchased from fhem petty articles, such as candl
paid for them. - When I left the digtrict, 3 appmnted one f them,]_q’ 3,

chairs, &e. e ek
19. The fifth is the only Stamp Ven
Brother at Madras, and that too was on

had no déﬂihgs elﬁlerwttth
ke, 1 sty hayavey

dor who héppenéfto;lﬁ&m‘hg 1y c “
only one oceasion. _&"is true that

is that 1 should horrow.

vending in bis house damaged
met with the same

es, &e., and |

d any concern

‘ ‘t'{::hp?;Zy‘ did send gram and obtained spirits in returnl. But there is an alloy of an
untruth in his statement. e was instructed to add, I fear fo my injury, that g
waé told by e that my brother would send him, at low rates, whg.t_ever things he
N tad feo ¥ P is, I nover did; 1 d'q not understand why my brother

o B
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should send anything at a low rate to his own disadvantage, : THp

5 furmshed' to me the original letter of this

mflt?, which I beg to enclose (marked C)

addre.ssed my brother when he sent the gravlzll. : Btyl"ill:si]sa:;\(;nbn:x‘f .;]‘i011 h? had
perceive that my name would not have been omitted in the lthc 1;;1 e i
little concern in the matter, or if the gram was sent at my recomr d h:}d A say

. 20. No. 6 deposes that he had no dealings T ml:‘n ;:tlon.

h1? brother was frequently visiting me, though he did not kn y !'02 er; buii that
His brother, No. 7, corroborates this fact, and acknowlede iy e bus.mess.
that he had advanced me 280 Rupe 8¢s, on being questioned,

s, I'Geeivinn- an o d

hi S rder to the % WA

same amount, which was the balance of iy pae s t{:azb i;o(_l;m for the
5 1at No. 7 was my

agent, who usually supplied provisions for my house. When I loft M lipat
: eft Masulipatam

03 the last occasx‘on{ I settl.ed all my aceounts with him, and i

a.vance of Rupees 280 from him on the eve of my leavine th 3 dfm i received an

Lim an order to the Cash-keeper for the same amount, which it bl
Sar g

pay. I hop'o the B()fll'd will find that there wag nothin hui::] Wasl @9 bu.lanCe of my
the transaction, particularly at a {ime when my connefti l‘egl.l il lllfproper n
easad on with the district had

21. No. 8, or the last ono, is

a Moonsiff of th Lhes
Arrack shop. He wasoriginally a © Peita, and joint p

Vendor, and hj

% 5 ¥ ) 18 name was ac . .
St Bratas ! I y cording

in the list prepared for Mr. Chase’s consideration upon his orders gly included

on examination, rejected his name on the o But that officer,
Stamp Vendor too.J I never asked him t: s;:z(iltr;g Itllxl: i:l nt{OOIlSiﬁ' it
supplies from my brother. He says that Appasiwm v:‘rl:n Appasawmy to get
got no answer.. This is strange, and what is stij] hlor}; stx(-)a:: i my brother, .but
that T asked No. 8 to arrange to send money in advance to m g{?r!ilthe allegation,
deprivgd him of the Vendorship because he refused to send thg mo(x)le‘er, _and that L
security. This is altogether a trumped-up story, to which no (.’51’ without some
given even under probabilities. eredence could be
23. From the foregoing circumstances,
with what object Mr. Thornhill submitted Enclosure No. 1 in connection with
“ brief report” called for by the Board upon a petition presented to them b :
Stamp Vendor, who wanted to be the sole Vendor in that large town of'Masulipatgin
I need hardly draw their attention to the notorious characters brought by my
enemies toact in the play, and to the indifferent statements given by these men
as abstracted by Mr. Thornhill. If even these cireumstances were true, there was
nothing criminal in them. For the last four years I ‘have been in the Kistna Dis-
trict, and it is wonderful that I should, about the time of leaving the district, he
a defaulter for the trifling soveral sums of Rupees 15, 20, and 50, for which the suits
were brought, and which were summarily dismissed by the Judge. I must not
trouble the Board with farther comments on the matter, but leave it for their
benign and judicious consideration.

#3. Lshall now proceed to state, briefly, the facts of the suit referred to by

artner in an

the Board will be pleased to judge

My, Thornhill in his Enclosure No. 2. I shall place before the Board the plain facts

as far as Irecollect. About the middle of the year 1864, my brother at Madras

;

Government, Revenue Depariment, ¥
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- would have met the same fate as the other ‘!t!ise:s have
' he diserepancy in the statements of the evidenco ot
- absurdity of the claim, are apparent on the very face of it.

that, on the payment of the last instalment, the receipt was returne

: man that came to me and received the 400 Rupees, the last

s A AL A AN AT I
e
A e
i s
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i otes for
wrote to me to say that he purposed to purchase Government Promissory Notes fo

i | ided I paid him the
Alow-merchants at Madras, provide ;
i A el mat Masulipatam. I, consented to it, and spoke

to that effect to the plaintiff,* and told

3 1 Y was
* Ho is no Stamp Vendor; nor has he any con- Ljm that if a receipt of Ifly brother 4
nection with the office. pro el 1 would pay him the amoun

: 0
by instalments. To this the plaintiff agroefl, and about tv:oIn:})ll(l)’:illZ B;)f;;r,ul;inll "
duced a receipt signed by my brother, showing the amounl e
namely, 1,000 Rupees. This was in June 1864, when the liqu e ol
In ﬁv:‘, months, I believe, I paid the whole 1,000 Bupees by s:gg iy e
ments, the last being in October 1864, when, I think, about " cla,lls i
at once on its being urged by the plaintiff that -he had to Yflef o et
from clsewhere. After the whole amount was paid, the recelpb, :;'wr sibinti
fully kept by the plaintiff, was delivered to me for ret.m'n tQ my bro kgt

24.  These ave the facts of the case. Every time the Qaymen : Occasion’by
was noted on the back of the receipt produced, and taken again on eacl; S
the plaintiff or his son. 1 was not aware Qf any charge having be}fi;ls;l ek
mission, &e. ; nor wasany demand ever made to me, as thehpurcbeen ity
by my brother, If any such sum was really due, it w01§‘1d a\r(?i t.o Sl
receipt of my brother, or the merchant would not.; h.avo retllfmi (3
after the whole amount of 1,000 Rupees entered in it was disc a,rg.t . el

95. All on a sudden, after a lapse of two and half. years, Z sul que Sl
surprise and without my knowledge, for some commission, c.f,ﬂe:: i T
This case was decreed against me, not from inquiry of the mcr;t: 0 i Va:k ; e
the oath of the plaintiff, who being a merchant of respectabl ; y,c g’them. g8
thought would not declare an untruth in an open Court (tiotp C:S e
old man (plaintiff) swore from pressure outside, and 1 had to pay

i i recular inquiry, this suib
| g e s nd o :t tl;:a hands of the Judge.

for the prosecution, and the
The first witness, (the

Pt T iti anybod
Head Shroff,) who appears to be more sanguine In his c}epcl))sm:;x) e’;lz:;lbﬁ‘:;yl%g,
else, states that the last demand was made a year ago, that1s abou

' : ¢ . The former states
But the plaintiff says that I was repeatedly asked for the moncy s EART

¥
amount through the merchant’s agent

& . . 2 'nt'
note showing that 100 Rupees was still due ; but the::ztffel‘l l?nili‘l;‘:szﬁ 31;: 53; e
! ‘ IR t the pla , i
97. Moreover, it is a fact bayond doubs tha P i s TR
25 Ak e e aen Tiie father’s
it on the back of the receipt with his own hand-writing. (He ma.nag“ |
p s i to me. !
irs.) The Head Shroff never came et
gy 28). Further, it could be proved that tho ?lmntl its against the other. Under
been in good terms for a long time, one bringing sults agains

the Tead Shroff could not have gone up to plaintiff and asked

: i stances & N
;}:;eset:l;‘:‘:ll;:;mse the; notes for me at Madras, as the Tead Shroff states in his dep
nium

1 i lain tiff
i ; od on important point. The p
itio o here, there is a great falseho‘
s:;::;' thivlc spoke 120 him direct, and asked him to purchase notes, whereas the Head
B

ff and the ITead Shroff h:ive not
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Shroff says that fie was the
arranged with the plaintiff
about the mediation of the
is a wonderful concoction.

«29.  The other two witnesses for the plaintiff were his o
all, a reference to the records will shew that the [e
made himself so notorious, and that I had to recom

person spoken to by ine,
for the purchase.
Head Shroff in the

and that he then told it and
The plaintiff does not say a word
matter as alleged by the latter. It

wn Gumastahs. Above
ad Shroff, by his bad conduct,

: : mend his transfor both to Mr.
Thornhill and Mr. Chase. T conld not have, thercfore, used him in the matter to

 purchase notes for me, as he was not in my confidence. Should the Board be

pleased to send for the receipt, the whole transaction will appear clear to them, as
well as the amount I was desired to pay. i

30. In conclusion, I most res
prolixity of this letter, which was
before the Board the whole of th
that a perusal of the papers will convince the Bo
wantonly assailed, and that ordinary things
th}'ougll sheer malice, and with an int re me wholly.  However, T had the
misfortune unintentionally of incurring the severe disbleasure of Mr T]x(;r 1 'lt;( d
ultimately the disapprobation of the Board and Government, [ .therefn L ant
humbly beg that the Board will be pleased to view my 1,1nfortm‘nat'e ca,se with(;r\e" m(')s
and relieve me from my present degraded position, by recommending to bc:;ezgif
ment to restore me to my former grade and position, VI beg to assure Sm Boarj and
Government that I shall make it my constant study to dinschargo the duties that

may be assigned to me with every care and precaution, and to the satisfaction of my
superiors, TS .

pect'f'uﬂy beg that I may be pardﬁned for the
unavoidable, as it was my anxious desire

to lay
e facts connected with my

case. 1 am confident

ard that my character has been

were made matters of importance
ent to inju

———

Excrosvre No. 1, A.—~Memorandum from Mr, Chase,

—

Excrosvre No. 2, B—FExtract from ‘a letter,

i i
——

Exerosure No. 3, C.—Letter from a merchant with translation,

Forwarded to the Acting Collector of Mudras,} for his observationsl,

No. 249,

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 17th
No. 6,757. :
Read again letter from Deputy Collector Dhurmaroya Moodelly, dated 11th Sep-
tember 1867, recorded in Board's Proceedings, dated 3rd October 1867,
No. 6,296.
Read also the following letters :— |
From W. WILSON, Esq., Collector of the Kistna Distriet, to the Secretary to the
Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 26th August 1867, No. 298.

: L. I have the honor to enclose, in
EJ ¥ £ 4 . s .
B°§”§9% Procecdings, 15th August 1867, No. original, the papers called for in para-

graph 1 of the Government Order,
No. 1,751, dated 31st July 1867.

October 1867,
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Proaeedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue ‘l)epartmmts 5
i 13th December 1867

[ e il 5 e " ' lly, and
9. These are (first) explanation given by T. Dhurmaroya Moodel y‘,» 7
R : : [r. Chase. : R
d) a list of Vendors approved by Mr. C e ey 0
809;. );‘here exist on record no orders of Mr. Chase ‘passed ‘('m zl};(l:(;;]lagizor and
&attér seems to have been settled in personal con’fgrence between »

e Treasury Deputy Collector.

; ) ~ -

Excrosurs Nos. 1 and 2.—Original papers.

e ereel 0 4o the Secretary to the Board -

From T. A. N. CHASE, Esq., Collector of Kurnool, to tze Sr;cﬁri;ag; sy
e Revenue, dated on Circuit Markapore, 28th ung\ s 29(’) vl
In reply to Proccedings of the Board of Revenue, 'mi-n 5o ;ihg e
ast, T have the honor to inform you that, :t)eyo;l& rappol %endors‘ el
IAuth&’in 1866 as Collector of the Kistna Digtrlct,-several Stam'p‘ e récol’l i

so‘::é" I forget how many, were appointed to ‘Guntoo_r, I have ‘

anytt,ling else on the subject ‘whiicih toqk place.

.Co‘llect()r of Madras, to the Secretary to ﬁi‘le“ g

From G. THORNHILL, Esq., Acting 867, No. 333.

Board of Revenue, dated Sydapet, 9th Of:tober ”1 d’s Proceedings, dated

1. T have the honor to acknowledge the o piiljoi%seﬁatioﬁé, a lottor of

s Jo. 6,296, forwarding to me, for my 0Dbsel 1on -The letteris -
3rd October 1867, No. 6,296, _ o s Moodelliar. ~The le

obl UGLO b_y ‘T, thlmaroya 00 rt'_ sub‘m_i ttod 'by

_exp anation addressed to the Board

: e e =0 in enclosures in a i‘&p’? o S

a reply to a call for explanation of certain enclosures it % = ‘ Board, and
are?gmgofizcto: of :1?63?Kistna;§’nistrifct on a petition refer red by the il
- m ity i A

0 e : 6ardvslwroceedlng§,vﬂated6thJuly 186.7’ Noil? ,23& d, from interested : v SRR

|3 ho potitiones alteged thas Dburmaroya Moodelher W% B0 L K :

moﬁ‘iés aljpéinted a large number of persons as Stamp Vendo e.d ia{ely e

' the matter was limited to questioning a fow of the R Lt inquiry was not,

; thelateDEP“ty Collector hﬂod left th@ di&jtl’i(ﬁt, aﬂd o mor? 0 g o i i ]

A e T e possible. P s o hioh were |

5 ?nde; 'th?[f:i(;;f:ume c':f inquiry mention was m*."di;%f.. iert:;un @%@‘JY 1 i SR
brought against the Deputy Collector before he lett the G Srhment boad by the '
et .ﬁ?&}f these sults related to the purchase of a Grovprnmen #r-%iémiﬁyx;ron :

Jeputy Colleotor through his Shroff, and the refusal to e ek e

"4 ook T was thereforo lod to examino tho rosord, and to fumish an abstrack of 6

By 1 these two points, namely, the improper apPOUEHEE- by me, the

ngalal'g‘ﬁn“m' -
all but two, but

P ,gl‘ 3‘{)1"1”2107 relates to the receipt and dxgllao»al of the petition reported
ERTREERIIN L i S SR | |
letter of the 17¢h May 1867.

C
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9. The petition wag g
 when returned, the petition
and overlooked. They were not
to the Head Clerk, i
later period, that ¢ iti
and found it in
« disposal,

-
ex

Vendors, an

his dealings with some

Was made into the allegatio

8 translation b,
2. In pa

ragraph 6 of n, ¥ letter
& would appear from
allegation wag not groundless,” gnq 1
has now advanced i

13.
bond, I h

Fwrote that ¢

ave only to refu

* to my abstract of the cq
ings, 6th July 1867, D

aragraph 25 of-

urmaroya sty
case was decreed, not on

will, however, see that the
three witnesses ; the third

t originally ¢
Collector stateg

siderable wealth

17th May, Paragraph 8, he waq

Masulipatam, and ig father-in.J,
now Head Shyofr himself,

formerly
W to the

ent by me to
and hijs p

its merits, hug on the

lous in all his dq

MMW\M‘\‘M-—‘ b e S

lanation were

)

tes in p

harged f,

He

first wi tnegs

T O

the Deputy ol

ndisposed

almgs ; as's

ad Shroff n the C‘

Revenue Depar tm;nl, b3

e i

lector for explanation, and

Put by me into my drawer
puty Collector, given by
: ex-ishtadar; and i

1t was only g finding,

g S E i d
the notion ofn}{iﬂ’ :lit 4
les ; Whether D}yyyp 3

his'
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13th December 1867.

to
s anation of Dhurmaroya

is nothing, I venture to think, in t'he exp]anatll:)ll of my letter of
a Therel}?yntohl: 1OIC;i,nion that I expressed in paragrap

cause me to modi

to
f : they do notappear
ne May.Tl losures A, B, and C are herewith returned ; they

17.  The enclosures A, ‘

demand any notice.

» i ers,
Excrosures Nos. 1 to 8.—Original pap

ent
: 1,751, the Governm
ly 1867, No. 1, . District the
- er under date 3lst ‘Ju the Kistna District
b e dozge;btain from the Acting Col1"3(31505'8(131f stated he had subffﬂtted
deeiped e Bo‘mi Deputy Collector Dhurmaroya MCEO rtgin Stamp Vendors in the
i e “}rlhll; 11{1 tli)e subject of the appointment o f:);ecé They also desired tf:t
to Mr. Thorr.l 1350 “hase’s orders on the same su : lace relative to the
Kistna District with Mf‘(:, (x/vlf;t he remembered to have t:k:-ztllx)er with the Deputy
0 e Wol‘:lg :ifp(};oard' would sibmit these papers, tog ;
nd that the ! " : ' vern”
o o lanation, with their own remarks. - formation called for by Go
Helotion b oxp bove recorded contain the in Gollector’s answer. It appe:.hrs
2. The papers abovi W39, v n the Deputy Co lace when the
. Thornhill’s views o had taken place v
ment, as well adel‘ );I;:](;tion is & mere statement of th;tthat it contains no sort of
s SO-Called B:I were appointed by Mr, C%‘ase, anatwr. Mzr. Chase has unfor-
SiX Stan?p Ven }Ql‘ Deputy Collector’s conduct in t%xe mlf and the Deputy Collector
' EPUIIION OF o t pn of what passed between himself 2 tively whether or not the
tunately o recouei}-mt it is difficult now to ascertain k?ose: ll)eing“ ew to the district
on the subject, Sodelliz;) crately took advantage of Mr. Cfaissi[ . Thornhill, for whom he
o 00“'9‘:;01' him to set aside the known views of Mr. d
in order to induce has now submitted,
was officiating as Collecté);’l-ig conduct, which the Deputy Col};act;):t forth in the cross
T dOfench rir:‘WS of Mr. Thornhill were fu Z;]er efore, he must hmfe
he points out t{latS: lle: {7endors to Mr, Chase, at(lld tha;, the subject ; but as now
s ‘ the a o m final orders o ket “ that
petitions from he passed his own fin . lanation shows that
sedn Svhr Of;Ih emT::?:;ll;ll,I the Deputy Collector Sf ofgregxepnumb Gitap Vend.qrs
oA Y AR rtained, and that dusng
Mr. Thornh Dirigitd bt only two sho  were re-appointed.
had directed tha roya Were re-appoin
from 11_;110 gt e ger originally proposed by Dhurl?iﬂl]:z:n made fully aware Of
his absence the num ing, however, that Mr. Chase ha inated six Stamp Vendors
.4 Even AR Thornhill, and that he s b R
wa op’im;_l : helg T jtrhe t;Wn because he diﬂ’el‘edl m;d‘ Mr, Thornhill’s letter of
instead of two fo g Mectss o sl R e der date 31st
T ty Collector is yment Order under g
e e e L sl e crnant mads i Rotitin, Noi 9,347
i el Syont. 10 shevw. that fhe AR e Mr. Chase, 3
Jaly 1567, 9‘ | "lit Collector had induce ‘e »? was not without foul} -
o ﬂmr 'thf(? ifa):gs‘ Z';\e Sowears, as Stamp Zenggfrf;ntage of his official position,
nominate  his fr : Collector had also taken ; i '

! De uty Collec i stly due. 3 .
tlon) and thﬂt the topevade the payme‘nt Of money Jtu C):)'Ilectﬁr has ent}re]y ‘:fal]ed
e ¢ ill is of opinion that the Deputy d the Board concur in the

SR R Thornh‘ rt of the charge against h.xm, anh S Deputy Collector
to clear himself of thl; an consider it to be established tha
: pA himh ! e ¥
view taken by




~ 13th December 1867.

- that he used kis official influence to oblige some persons who were connected with
- his brother in this manner, and others who had pecuniary transactions with himself.
' They are further of opinion that his conduct in connection with the purchase of the
- Promissory Notes and his refusal to pay what was justly due by him is highly repre-
- hensible, and that he has committed a breach of the orders of Government. From
‘j:_':the‘*ad‘countof the tr@t,xsagtion., as gathered from th
appear that, early in Sﬁi;Athe Deputy Collector applied to his own subordinate,
. the Head Shroff, asking him to obtain, through his | ’
- lipatam, Promissory Notes of the five per cent. loan to the extent of Rupees 1,000,
 and that theso Notes wore 50 obfained, and partially paid for by instalments through
- the Head Shroff during 1864, Should this account of the transaction be correct,
- the Deputy Collector has ‘obviously obtained pecuniary benefits Btk s 6
J s y paid Rupees 1,000, leaving unpaid

an g  ; but evén from
of the matter, it is clear that he received
iderable advance of money from a Sow

| s Deputy Collector, and who was the f;

oL e ather-in-law of the Head Shroff

either for his brother or himself, a con-

_On s, 1th Db 1507, No 907,

Lriisce}“‘lgﬁeéué; { 1. The Government observe 7'.‘,I_ge.'ﬁ

e Dhurmaroya Moodlly basing buen op
i G i ‘pointed to the public service as a Clerk
$l ) . in 1852, beecame Tal k Sheri i

- 1853, Tahsildar in 1854, Sub-Colleetor’s I e il o

L | Sheristadar in 1856, Naib Sheristad
.~ in 1858, Deputy Collector, 4th class, in ) » Naib Sheristadar

" inJune “‘galljgwing on transfer to
2. In January 1861, he w
ular establishment for gener

¢t was recomme

the Inam Commissioner's Department,

tties, and in August following his removal for
the Board, and sanctioned by Government in

e he

nment have

- his incompetency ; with the roquest
~ another officor might be sent in his stead. In the same month o Was Bennetorre
- to the Treasury charge of the Kistna District, from which he was agalﬁremoved
in January 1867 for incompetency, an“d unsatisfactory conduct in a matter relating
 to the change in the Government price for salt, when at least his negliocence

inyolved a loss to Government, and he was at the same time reduced from the

' 3rd to the dth class of Deputy Collectors, About the same time very improper
conduct on the part of Dhurmaroya Moadelly,

ent, and m

for the task was reported to Government

in writing privately to the Civil and

g D TEL sl R ‘ i e
 (Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, w

e proceedings in Court, it would*

father-in-law, a Sowcar at Masu-

1,997, In November following he was appointed
b give satisfaction. In October 1862

car who resided in the town_when he

ect contravention of the orders

larch 1859, and promoted to 3rd class

as sent to Tanjore as a Deputy Collector on the

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
13th December 1867

Session Judge, reflections on the Board, the Collector of the District, and the
superior officers employed in it, was brought to the notice. of Governmex_lt, ‘tf).ut
they deemed the punishment they had already awarded to him to be sufficient for
the requiremants of the case as it then stood. : . : 3

4. The correspondence now before Government originated in certgm peti-
tions to the Board, and the facts proved and admitted by Dh.urmaroy.a Meodelly
indicate a spirit of insubordination, and a laxity of conduct in pecuniary ma.tt’ers
of much the same kind as formerly came to light in Tanjore, which, in the ofinion
of Grovernment, .stamp Dhurmaroya Moodelly as altogether unfit for retention 1in
the influential and responsible post of Deputy Collector.

5. The Government resolve accordingly to remove 71 Dhurmaro.ya Moodelly
from the appointment of Deputy Collector, but they desire to secure his re:employ-
ment in a more subordinate office, and the Board of Revenue will consider and
report how this can best be effected.

(True Extract.

(Signed) W. HUDLESTON,
Seeretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue.

,, the Accountant General.

,, the Examiner of Claims.

«» T. Dhurmaroya Moodelly, G. O. only,

Exd. S. T. Augustin,
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No. 6, 206 : Vi 1
Pnodnnnmcs or TiE BIARD OF Ramﬁum datel 31-3. O..tober 1887« .

~§
f to‘the Beard of Revenue dated Kndra.s 1lth Septemb\,r 1867'—- T,
- With reference to the Board’s Proceedings, dated the 15th August 1867, No. 5
: dn: eémg me to submit such expla,natmn as I may desire to offer, ‘respecting the brammta_qx_m
mentmnpd in the Enclosures Nos. 1 and 2 of Mr. Thornhill’s letter, dated the 17¢h Bi&y 1‘36 i
‘taspectfuny beg to state the followi ”'g- circumstances, oﬂ’ermg at the same time my tha

~ to the Board and Government for the kmd consideration. they hawe wi me in givi

opportmnhy for etpl.@na,tmm.

2 I ﬁud from ﬂm!ﬁastract of tho Procee«hngs of the Gav" nme
ed with
the appomtment of certmn Stamp V endors in the istna |
oenbill’s letter, and from the manner in which tha abstrmtb of the sta ok
b ‘n up, it i is emdent. that some interested m tives are in puted to me in connectio
f‘zg. ; ntmcnt of theVendors 1 therefore think it desxmble that al relating
sh uld be laid Lefore the Board, and which [ will try to do in as a goncise manne
Py 0n ‘the receipt of instructions’ from the Board rega.rdmg t.he mtz‘oduetlml
system, Mr. Thornhill, who was then on circuit, sent them to me &ﬁ Mmhpam’
o ten in red-peneil on its back that I should without any delay.‘
£ once gave pu'bhmty to the subgeet mvﬂzmg ﬂend for th
“gystem.  Towards the m;d of Marc) o com
1 ,the siz Dzvmpns A, B“'C A am’l'»
' on«oumble Mr.t Ellis, a8
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7. Mr. Thornhill took leave in thg latter end of May 1866, and My, W ilson was in tcmpomry‘
charge o° the Distriet for ahout two

wecks, daring which period, too, the T
Naidoo, did not fail to urge Lis clain

oard petitioner, Basava
1 before that gentlem

an, but he met with no better success.
8. Immediately after Mr, Chase took
June 1866, Basava Naidoo (petitioner) wen
7" obtained no favourable orders. The other Vendors 3 also presented petitions to the
““‘!n,t they might not be deprived of the licenses which were already granted to th

gant for me when I explamcd to him what had passed; and Le decxd
should be continued, considering that this was 8 & mo
6o the pubhe He pnssed his endorsements on the V.
a list of the names of the Vendors for publication in
tor's record<’ In this list, the name of the Board
" must be here observed that when Mr. Chase passed his final orders,

5 Memorandum, sent to me by Mr. Thornhill to reduce the number from $iX to two, as I explained

the matter to him. Besides, the Vendors themselves who presented counter-petitions both in Telura
and English to that gentleman, stated the fact in them, 3

charge of the District, which was about the middle of

tup to that gentleman with an English petition, but

Acting Collector
em. Mr Chase
cd finally that the six Vendors

ore comemont arrmgcment, to afford facilities (
endors’ petitions to this effeet.

Jthe Gazette, which must be now
petitioner (Basaya Naidoo)

He also passed {

in the Collee-*
was included. It |
he was fully aware of the Telugu

!
:
.l

9. Basava Naidoo, dissatisfied as he was wit
{ with Mr. Chase’s endorsement about the same time (June 1866.) The Board referved it in the

usual course to the Collector for a ** briof report,” as the petitioner complained that he was not
allowed a li¢ense under the new system, which w

as alto"etber fa]se for he w
as th
appointed as Stamp Vendor under the now s_ystem aud ﬁrbt rece ¢ first person

b this final order, sent up a petition to the Board

ived the license, before it was given
to any othcl‘. ‘f,,' .‘f ey

10.  As soon as the Board petition was received Ly

' dark Goa-paper an order to me in his own handwr:tmg to ¢
petition along with it.  Oun’the same day I submitted my
Mr. Chase’s order to the press for publication of the ljst

passed by that gentleman. My explanation above alluded to, My Thornhlllesr:ziztlﬁm h;d“h:"n |
papers to the Head Clerk, who as usual gave them to the Scrlshm dar. I T roo] ea: wi cQta l::
petition was received from the Board's office about tho end of July 1866, one or two davs vs‘Mr
Thornbill’s return to Masulipatam from leave. Abous the middle of September goll‘o cr : I
received a Telugn Memorandum (Yadast) from the Serishtadar’s Dopart wing, 1
signature, calling for the explanation. I wrote in reply at once that T
with my explanation on the very day that Mr. Thornhil] wrote fo me about the g thar 1
or two after, I think, an English Memorandum, in the form of a_reminder, wae i b toome &
and Treplied to it in the same manner.  The matter was thep allowed to drap, Mo ﬂx()rnhxll
took no further notice of the matter, nor did he even think of reducing (he PR Vendm 5
originally required in the Telugu Memorandum. In fact no action whatever wag taken Wik
upon the Board petition, until that gentleman was to leave M&Buhpatam recently ta i}ak@ up }rm
actang appointment in Madras.

s Onding to me the

rning the etition with
of' the n.tmes of V. ;

had returneq the petition =

11. I was liked by Mr. Thornhill for about three years after I
which tenure I had his confidence, and he was extremely kind to me; but unfortunately for me, he
was appointed Acting Collector of Ganjam about the middle of 1865 during my absence at Madras,
and Mr. Chase succeeded him temporarily. After my return to Masulipatam from Madm abouft

e/ T
P 2

"+ . the middle of November 1865, he sought my aid now and then in earrying out certain ref‘qms in
_rﬂw ML S

G

s well asI could. T did nothing more than simply carry-
S0 Qtirict, a; 3 h;;ﬁli{,,zszl:iiclleg:; {1‘3sued in the several Official Memoranda addressed tm
e TR I beg to submit, for the perusal of the Board, a Memorandum from
Ak Mr. Chase (A), from which they will see that he was of opinion
G - : that some Aumbug was going on in the office.

ment with the Cdl!eetor’sl 2 o

Joined Masnhp\atam durmg 3

=
.

Y o

A

S e ke

B - = e

——

b £ 1S
h G
.
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‘ 12 When My, Thornhill returned from Ganjam in aboub’ Febrnary }866, fhe 2011;:?0:, :
Serishtadar did his Lest to poison the mind of that gentleman against me, 'The first a %impl:, r;
me was a report about some delay in s salt case. The matter was made to asdsu!]nc”a. ve{;fr i
tant aspect, and it was also insinuated that I was concerned in some mercantile dealin :h@ Ay Wlay
who was again in temporary charge of the District after Mr. Thornhill took 10&‘7010!; . aueh
1866 reported Lowever, on receiving my explanation, that there was' no fou‘nf a fOﬂ ks %:
charge That gentleman observed on that oceasion as follows:— .

4
* Had he once stepped aside to do wrong, T feel he would have endeavoured tlo mgk:hfr;}:?};:t ‘
“¢ gll events in the Cuteherry ; but so far from this being the case, I find ne&rbyt-l i ‘inm an d
* Catcherry officials are opposed to him, and that a rrrmt deal of enmity exists betwe
¢ them,”’

The Board dlsposed of the case, acquitting me fully of any xmproper motxves Il:;he]f':zf-tflm:; g

-actions, and warning me for my carclessuess in the matter. IHad it not been ff.w':'h nemﬂ b

impartial eongideration of the Board towards me on that occasion, ?Would\ ha?e ien only I ;

victim to Mr. Thornhill’s severe displeasure, and the intrigues of his Cutcherry. e i

‘ 13.  After Mr. Thornhill’s return from loave towards the end of July 1866, the ccllu:f ::::;at

of the Cutcherry took every opportunity to carry tales azainst me. It was rePrljS:“tenﬂ:mam i

I bad coneern with some of the anonymous petitions sent to the Board against that ge v igs lum

fiue, the mind of Mr. Thornhill was completely pmsonud a.ga.mst me. I could get no :]Cld b

to explain any matter. The Cuteherry servants took advantage of this, and {1 wis n(:e s i

nished with Telugu Memoranda calculated to annoy me. = I submrxtte oM :-};ndum a8

patience.  When I was thus in a disturbed state of mind, T received a Telugu 5“‘0 S Pt

M. Thornhill, calling for my opinion in reference to the transfer to the General e;m; Jl’n 3 (,harge’ i

a relation of the Collector's Serislitadar, of a portion of the talook tappal busmess \énhe Sl

Considering the time and the displeasure of my superior towards me, 1 Sh"“id tavhxm.a R
 cautions and careful in replying to his call ; but unfortunately for me, I submw::ke r: g o) Lk

wh;ch 1 afterwards found, was calaulated to irritate him, This oppﬁi‘f"m“iyh“t""; ) l’etbe!‘ i wr;) o
1 ve ht‘ha Boequ and Governmmt Tho peruaul of the somewha t Q:ls jn unfavonrahio
acconﬁm ;ed by semre remarks agamsﬁ me by Mm Thornh;ll necessiinly ﬁrf:; esuﬂ'enng i A

i lmpressxcm townrds me in the minds of the superior authorities, and &n;nnw 4 atter of the' ’w.u:';;; |

quences, T freely admit and confess that 1 was not prudent enough *‘I‘mg Wl cien

b desenptmn to my superior, particularly at the time when T was under lus dlsp ety

efaﬁe )

{ 1'4 The people in the Cutcherry did not feel contented with the m1 o:;I‘I:;; :’1;::} I:zi ?)mimc

me ﬁy the unfa,wumhmordera passed by the (mvernment which caused my r(iwwnfgu' % utter
s reduction of pa,y ; but wanted to go further in view to insure mryém Iy m i
king up some case against me, affecting my character. Thg ;‘cco ‘falfa o
pon people, Who are ever ready for such work, u;g‘ T}m i
oo Th’exr object in doing thxs, was to give some material Mtod a.ﬁ’eetiln "
biémnt on wluch to ground a complmnt to bhc zmthorxtxes at i m, i i

{ 1
s




» 15. 1 have now laid befors the Board the plain fucts contiocted with my case, facts which can
. be proved to their satisfaction if & fair trial is allowed, which Lam prepared to stand. 1 will now

proceed to submit my explanation, regarding the transaction alluded to in the two cnelosures
received with Mr. Thormhill’s letter. '

16. In the Enclosure No. 1, an a‘bstracvt‘ of the depositions of eight individuals noted in the

xrfa.rgiix is given. I would" notice them seriatim. The first man,
Venkaya, is a relation of the Collector’s Serishtadar, I entirely
deny thag L had anything to do with him. He is an Ummedwar
for employment. For the distribution of the Relief Fand, the
Collector’s Serishtadar employed him, and I had occasio’ﬁ'to
report him to the Collector for misappropriation of the fund.

o, fles e had, apparently under the instruction  of sOme  0ne, !
writton a letter to my brother at Madras, in order to draw a reply from the latter with“ T

‘of my name. But my brother discovered the dark intention of the writer, and informed me of it
and also addressed bim a reply, stating among other things that my mm;e ghould nob.have beel;‘
mentioned in the letter, This dodge was played at ths time that the
to the Bonrd in the salb caso for delay, and was alluding for the fes
I recomnmended merchants to trade with my brothar, Venkaya, whowas really a beggar, brought a
suit that he had lent me 50 rupees. - Iﬁﬁ%?-‘l‘»‘.l‘l@ out as fulsc at once. A perusal of tl’xe 'rec:tds'
and an_inquiry as to the party who propped him with the payment of the cost of the Court, will shox:r
to the Board who was the prime-mover of all this annoyance, and also how improbab?:ri; is that L.
ghould horrow money from an Ummedwar, whom I once roported to the Collector for misappro- :
priation of the Relief Fund. The suit was filed against mo aftor I left Masulipata : pr :
* extraordinary invention without the least foundation. ek > lpat;a.m. Thm_wrgr;x

. K, Venkaya.

. . Nagaboosham,

o 5. Nagaboosham.

» V. Chioa Ramasawmy.
8. Poyadaya.

L Padmangboadpo.

.+ 1 Sreeramoonloo,

. M Kolilungant.

O

Q5SS e e

Collector was reporting me
t tivie to the allegation thas

' 17. The second had boen' a Vendor of postage-stamps long befors the in&&luctior; o th;}'%
Discount system. After the cyclone, there were reports that he, in concert with the ﬂéad Shrof

- (his relation,) was vending in his house, damaged stamps which were missing in the Treasury office,

1 took the Tahsildar with me and searched lis house, but intimation had reached him before I lof
Jhe office; and madeimy ehorti 0 detect wusuccessful. He also did not lose this ODPﬁtunity of
antioying mie by p sait for somo 2 9% 15 xuses; bnk Lis caso met with the same treatment as the
other at the hands of the Judge. : o e P !
18. The third and fourth have answered that they had no dealings eithor with me or my
brother, and I have, therefore, no remarks to make. 1 must, however, say that at times ,i.'ptmu'

T o e i AT 5
7

T

chased from them petty articles, such as candles, &e., and paid for the 2. When T Iefs the Distriot,

" T appointed onc of them, No. 3, to sell my gha;ins; &e. : et T
‘ 19. The fifth is the only Stamp,Vendor who IE“PP'@“s.tO have had any eoncm‘n mﬂ! my
brother at Madras, and that too was on only one occasion. It is true that the party did send gram
and obtained spirits in rcturn. DBub there is an alloy of an untruth in his statement, 1le was
instructed to add, I fear, fo my injury that he was told by me that my brother would send him,
at Jow rates, whatever things he wanted from Madras. ’.Fhis, I never did; T do not undeﬁmcm
why my brother ghould send anything at a low rite to' 1{18 own disadvantage. My'bro@hg';f hag

furnished to me the original letter of this man, which I beg to

encloge (marked C) with translation, and which he had Sddeenoid -::,
my brother when he sent the gram. By this the Board will fnc pleased to perceive thntmynamo’
in the letter, if I had had any little concern in the matter, or if the |

C.

would not have been omitted

ram was sent at my recommendation, ‘ i |
3 90. No. 6 deposes that he had no dealings with me or my brother, but that his brother was

frequently visiting me, though he did not know onzp‘hﬂt business. Ilis brothe‘r, No. 7, corrobo‘.ra;tes
Ebhi fac;t, and acknowledges, on being questioned, that ‘he had advanced me 280 rupees, recexv;n'g .
an order to bl!éfi@ashkeeper for the same amount Whl.Ch was the balance of :ny pay. _I_gdm;lb
that No. 7 was my agent, who usually supplied provisions for my house. When 1165t Masuli-

~~
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* was originally a Venlor, and hisname was accordingly included in the list prepared for Mr. Chase’s

£ Gowm}j@nﬂ?mmzseory Notes for 1,000 rupees from one of his fellow-merchants at. Madras,

A f:ﬁah'kﬁéhfﬁé:,f he produced a receipt sizned by my brother, showing the amount T should pay upon

TN e AR TS SRS NSNS THN AR MR Bt 22 (AP K ¢l 42 Mt - -4 PN IS o0 5 AL s A A

.patam on. the Jast occasion, I settled all my accounts with him, and received an advance of Rupees |
280 from him on the eve of my Jeaving the District, and gave him an order to the Cashkeeper for

the same amount, which was the balance of my pay. I hope the Board will find that there was

nobhmé‘ irregular orjimproper in the transaction, particularly at a time when my connection w_iifh

the Dmtmct had ceased.‘ A

21, No. 8, or thelast one, isa Moonsiff of the Petta, and joint partner in an Arrack Shop. He

consideration upon his orders. But that Officer, on examination, rejected his name on 'j,h‘} ;grf-}gﬁfl ot
- that a Moonsiff could not be a Stamp Vendor too. I never asked him to speak to lis relation ©-7%
i _Xf)ﬁdéamﬁ}?d ‘zet supplies from my brother. He says that Appasawmy wrote to my brogher, but &
. got no answer.  This is strange, and what is still more strange is the allegation, that T asked
" No. 8 to arrange to send money in advance to my brothor, and that I deprived him of the Vendor-
ship, beéaus‘g he refused to send the money without some security. ~This is altogether a trumped-up
gtqry,_ht'q_wﬁi%h no eredence could be givenvev_ex; under probabilities. Lt gt~
92, From the foregoing circumstances, the Board will be pleased to judge with what cbject
. ﬁ%omhll submitted Enclosure No. 1 in connection with a *“brief report” called for by the Board
" upon a petition presented to them by a Stamp Vendor, who wanted to b the sole Vendor in that
e _t;?ﬂ'ge town of Masalipatam. I need hardly draw their attention to the notorious charactors brought

% ‘ }y my enemies to act in the play, and to the indifferent statements given by these men as ﬁ}?ﬁtrf‘e??d

by Me. Thornhill. If even these cireumstancos wers true, there was nothing 'm‘i_mim’tl ‘__in t;’@?j
For the last four yéars, T have been in the Kistna District, and it is wonderful that Iysi‘mu!:_d? about

the time of leaving the District, be a defaulter for the trifting several sums of Rupees 15, 20 %}%d

50, for which the suits were brought, and which were sammarily dismissed by the Judge. A Mﬁ
_ mottrouble the Board with further comments on the matter, but leave it for their benign and judi-
“ . cious consideifatiol,l4:' (R S e o Che Tl
25 Lohall ow proceed tosiie, oy, the fats of the suiésafored fo by M. Thorehll
his Bnclosure No. 2. I shall place before the Board ihe plain facts as far as I recollect. About
the middle of the year 1864, my brother as Madras wrote to me fo say that he purposed to purchase

&

‘provided ¥ paid him the amount through the merchant’s agent at Masulipatam. rlwmented to"‘tﬁ
i el S and spoke to that effect to the plaintiff; * and f‘told: him thattfm v
f y conmaramp Vendor, nor 248 12 yoagipt of my brothor was produced, I would pay him the amownt.
3t o by instalments, To this, the plaintiff agreed, and about two

it, namely, 1,000 rupees. This was in June 1854, when the liguidation commenced. In five
months, T believe, I paid the whole 1,000 rupoes by several monthly instalments, the last being
October 1864, when, I think, about 400 rupees were paid at once on its be bl Kfl&f i
plaintiff that he had to meet calls upon him from elsewhere. Adfter the whole amount was paid, the
t, which was carefully kept by the plaintiff, was delivered G T

tho payment, Was m
ach occasion by the

&ﬁ' B

These are the factsiof the case.  Every time

ek of @ receipt produced, and taken azain on e

was not aware of any charge having beon made for commi
made to me, a5 the purchase was arranged by iy brother

- would have been noted on the receipt of my brocher, or the

'»ﬂté;i‘;he;receipﬁ"a‘ﬁéi‘ the whole amount of 1,000 rup es in i

95, All on a sudden, after a lapse of two and half years,

without my knowledge, for some commission, &o., as due from m iiis 0ass ¥ e

| menk Srim inquiny ofthe mesieof o cas, b o ths onitofebg piiatiEwhe i e
' of respectability, my Vakeel hastily thought, would ﬁwawlm;%%thm an open Court to please

others. But the old man (plaintiff) swore from pressure outside, and I had to pay the amount.




}

- 26, Should my Vakeel have patiently waited for a regular inquiry, this suit would have met
the same fate as the other cases have at the hands of the J udge. The discrepancy in the statements

: ?f the evidence for the prosecution, and the absurdity of the claim, are apparent on the very face of
it. The first witness, (the Head Shroff, ) who appears to be more sanguine in his deposition than any- 3

i

o

- that T had to recommend his transfer both to Mr. Thornhill and Mr. Chase. I.’°°‘,11d

- well as the amount I was desired to pay.

‘bation of the Board and Government. 1 therefore most humbly beg
4o view my unfortunate case with leniency, and relieve me from my Pre=>
xecommending to Government to restore me to my former grade and posihion. - that may be
Board and Government that T shall make it my constant study to discharge jpe SRR St

It

_that my character has been wantonlyassailed, and that ordinary things were mado m the misfortun¢
- tance through sheer malice and with an intent to injure me wholly.

v

B |
o the Acting Colloctor of Modras, .» £

‘ bod.y e;lse, statos that the last demand was made a year ago, that is about December 1863, But the
plaintiff says that T was repeatedly asked for the money. The former states that on the payment of ‘

the last instalment, the receipt was returned to me with a note showing that 100 rupees was still
due; but the latter is silent on this point.

27. Moreover it is a fact beyond doubt that the plaintifi°'s son was the only man that came
t°; me fmd received the 400 rupees the last instalment, and credited it on the back of the receipt -
with his own handwriting. (He manages his father’s affairs,) The Head Shroff never came o pige

28. Further it could be proved that the plaintiff aud the Head Shroff have not been in good
terms for a long time, one bringing suits against the other. Under these circumstances, the Head
Shroft could not have gone up to plaintiff and asked him to purchase the notes for me at Madras,
as the Head Shroff states in his deposition. Even here, there is a great falsehood on important
point. The plaintiff states that T spoke to him direct and asked him to purchase notes, whereas the
Head Shroff says that ke was the person spoken to by me, and that he then told it and arranged
with the plaintiff for the purchase. The plaintiff does not say a word about the mediation of t}e.‘z
Hea.d :‘bjh;-off in the matter as alleged by the latter. It is a wonderful concoction. &
7w 20.. The other two witnesses for the plaintiff were his own Gumastahs. Above all, @

to the racords will show that the Head Shroff by his bad conduct, made himself so notor'!'ou:,h &?j’
not have,

therefore, used him in the matter to purchase notes for me, as’he was not in m¥ confidence. Sho -
the Board be pleased to send for the receipt, the whole transaction will appear clear {0 them,

30.  In conclusion, I most respectfally beg that T may be pardoned for the P’“‘:;fﬁzﬂg
letter, which was unavoidable, as it was my anxious desire to lay before the Board the ch

~ » B )
facts connected with my case. I am confident that a perasal of the papers will convince :;eimpor-

i)

However, 1 had the misforfun
, and altimately tha dwpz
that the Board will be pleas

resent deg A
T beg to assure the

unintentionally of incurring the severe displeasure of Mr. Thornhill

assigned to me with every care and precaution, and to the satisfaction of my guperiors:

—

Excrosvre No. 1, A.—Memorandum from Mr. Chase.

‘Excrosuze No. 2, B-«W*m“w' B

Excrosure No. 3, O.—Lettei-’fr_ém l@W‘ﬁfh‘fW‘m‘ s«
J -. : § . o il i
~ Forwarded to the Acting Collostor of Madras, for his obs
e e S (A tre Copy and Extract.) e
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6, His explanation is offered in the letter under review, and it does not ‘appear to me that it
requires many observations, as, althongh very lengthy, it doesnot contain any satisfactory expla-
nation on either point.

7. Paragraphs 5 to 8 show that I disapproved of his appointing a large number of Vendors
from the first, and directed the discontinuance of all but two, but that during my absence the origi-
nal number was re-appointed.

8. Paragraph 10 relates to the receipt and disposal of the petition reported on in my letter
of the 17th May 1867.

9. The petition was sent by me to the Deputy Collector for explanation, and, when returned,
the petition and his explanation were put by me into miy drawer and overlooked. They were not,
as stated by the Deputy Collector, given by me to the Head Clerk, and by him to the Serishtadar;
and it was only on finding, at a later periol, that the petition was still on the file as undisposed
of, that I searched and found it in my table drawer.  No one but myself is to blame for the delay
in its disposal.

10. In remarking on the replies to the questions put by me to the Stamp Vendors, and those
inmncdia,te]y connected with them, the Deputy Collector denies his dealings with some, and acknow-
ledges them with others. No searching inquiry was made into the allegations that his motives in
granting licenses were interested as shown above in paragraph 2 ; but by his own showing, his brother,
who never had any dealings with Masulipatam before Dhurmaroya became Deputy Collector,
traded with one of these Vendors, and he himself employed the brother of another as his confidential
Agent; the latber when first asked denied having any money dealings whatever with the Deputy
Collector, but the fact that he had received the balance of pay due to him, and that he had been
Dhurmaroya’s Agent was so notorious that when questioned he could not entirely deny it.

11. Inparagraph 21 Dhurmaroya rather derides the notion of Appasawmi, the brother of Kot-
lingam, writing to his brother for supplies; whether Dhurmaroya asked him to advance money or
not T do not know, but he certainly supplied Appasawmi with hisbrother’s address, as I saw it myself
written in English in Dhurmaroya’s own handwriting with a Telugu translation beneath it.

12. In paragraph 6 of my letter of 17th May, (Board’s Proceedings, 6th July,) T wrote that
"¢ it would appear from the replies to the queries that the petitioner’s allegation was not ground-
“Jess,” and T do not think that anything T. Dhurmaroya has now advanced is calculated to alter

the opinion I then formed.

13.  With respeet to the transaction in connection with the purchase of the bond, I have only

to refer to my abstract of the case published in Board's Proceedings, 6th July 1867. Dhurmaroya

states in paragraph 25 of his letter that the case was decreed, not on its merits, but on the oath of
the plaintiff. The Board will, however, see that the complaint was supported by the evidenee of

A plaintiff and threo witnesses; the third witness produced the account of the plaintiff's agent at

Madras to show the amount originally charged for the notes.

14. The Deputy Collector states in paragraph 25 that the plaintiff swore from pressare from
without, T can only say that T know no one'less likely to enter into a suit of this nature to further
the ends of others. He is a man of very considerable wealth, and very cantious in all his dealings;
as shown in my letéer of 17th May, paragraph 8, ke was formerly Head Shroff in the Collector’s
"Treasury at Masulipatam, and is father-in-law to the first witness against Dhurmaroya, who is now

. Head Shroff himself. i 4

15_, ,_It”is true, as stated by Dhurmaroya in pamgtg,ph 29, that 1}6 ébmplained t) me zigo,insf;
this man, and asked me to transfer him to another post, but he was never able to substantiate any
charge against him, and I never heard a complaint against him from any one else. |

16, There is nothing-T venture to think in the explanation of Dhurmaroya to cause me to
modify the opinion that I expressed in paragraph 11 of my letter of 17th May. :
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through his Shroff, and the refusal

No. 6,757.
Procrevixas oF THE Boarp op REvESCE, dated 17th Cetober 1867,

Brad sguin’ Jotget: from Deputy Collector Dhurmaroya Moodelly, dated 11th September 1867
i N ]

. recorded in Board's Proceedings, dated Srd October 1867, No. G,206.

Read also the following letterse—

From W. WILSON, Esq., Collector of the Kistna Distriet, to the Sccretary to the Board of Revenue E

dated Masulipatam, 26th August 1867, No. 208.

‘l . I yon ‘ - - ,; s
Poard’s Procs., 15th Angust 1807, called fori havp tha-hosiourio ienclose, “in Onb'na]' the. papece
No. 5,200, alled for in paragraph 1 of the Government Order, No. 1,751
| dated B1st July 1867. '
9. These are (first) explanation given by T\ Dhurmaroya Moodelly, and (second) a list of Vendors

approved by Mr. Chase. ' '
3. There cxist on record no orders of Mr. Chase passed on this subject: the matter secms to

have been settled in personal conference between the Collector and the Treasury Deputy Collector.

Excrosvres Nos. 1 and 2.—Original papers.

From T. A. N. CHASE, Esq., Collector of Kurnool, to the Secretary lo the Board of Revenue,
dated on Circuit Markapore, 28th August 1867, No. 264.
In reply to Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, No. 5,200, dated 15th Angust, I have the

honour to inform you that, beyon
Kistna District, geveral Stamp Vendors, of whom some, I forget how many,

toor, I have no recollection of anything else on the subject which took place.

were appointed to Gun-

From G. THORNHILL, Esq., Acting Collector of Madras, to the Secretary to the Board of

g Revenue, dated Sydapet, 9th October 1867, No. 333. | g ‘

¢ to-acknowledge the receipt of Board’s Proceedings, dated 3rd October

1867, No. 6,296, forwarding to me, for my observations, & letter of explanation addressed to the
y g The letter is a reply to a call for explanation of certain

T. Dhurmaroya Moodelliar. for on
f:(;l::uzs in a report sflbmitted by myself as Collector of the Kistna District on a petition referred -

by the Board, and entered in Board’s Proceedingg,
9. 'The petitioner alleged that Dhurmaroyd Moodelliar had, from interested motives, appointed

.o ioto the matter was limited to question-
umber of persons as Stamp Vendors. My inquiry in o qu
i:;a:g;: of the pefsons immediately concerned; the late Deputy Collector had left the District, and

a more formal inquiry was not, under the circumstances, possible. o
8. In the course of ingquiry mention was made of certain suits which were brought against

the Deputy Collector before he left the District,

4. One of these suits related to the purchase of & .
to pay the proper premium on

ovamine the record, and to furnish an abstract of it for the Board's information.
5 0;, these two points, namely, the improper appointment of Stamp Vendors, and the trans-

Jotion relating to the purchase of the bond a8 roported by me, the Deputy Collector was directed

1. I have the honou

it, and I was therefore led to

to give his explanation.

d appointing, during the time I acted in 1866 as Collector of the

Government bond by the Deputy Collector !

dated 6th July 1867, No. 4,285, !

' No. 4,006.

ProceepiNags oF THE Boarp or REvENUE, dated 12th June 1866. :

Read the following letters :— FES e ;
From G. THORNHILL, Fsq., Collector’of the Kistna I)'strict, ¢o the Sseretary to the Board
of Revenue, dated Nizampatam, in Repalli Taluk, 28th April 198" i
1. I bave the honor fo forward copies of correspondence regarding the late rige in the
moquoly price of salt, between myself, the Deputy Collector in charge of Treasury, and the

Salt Deputy Collector. S

2. On the occasions of my absence from hesd-quarters, the Depuby Collector in charge of
the Treasury has general instructions to open all public telegrams to my address, and, when

necessary, to take immediate action on them. '
3. On the 25ih of March, | was at Rapilly on Jummahbundy.
Secretary to Board was received at Masulipa am late in the evening of the 25th,

the Deputy Collector in his letter,) stating that the monopoly price had been raised,
i instant, to one Rupee and eleven Annas per

A telegram from the

* Original enclosed,

under cover, by the Deputy qulector“in charge of the Treagury, with a red p
effect, that the requisite orders to the different Sait Divisions had been igsued by him, at onces
1t only, therefore, .
Deputy Collector in charge of the Salt, who was at that time at Chinna Ganjam, in the extreme
gouth of the District. , . S i LA
4. A few days Jater T was informed, that great delay had oceurred in the
of the orders issued by the Doputy Collector, directing the levy of the iner
; ag_wﬁ%eaps of salt had been purchased, at Mungenapudy and. Bunt ain]
petween the receipt of the telegram, ab Masulipatam, on the 23th, and its
above-nemed stations. il T R L
5. 1, at once, directed the Salt Deputy, who had, in the meantime, returned to Masulipae

bransmission
rate :

tam, to ascertain and report to me ‘ £
tor in charge of the Treasury had roached the salt stations, and the extent of the sales.
had taken place between the 25th, and the receipt of these orders. g
6. Mr. ‘Maﬁﬂﬁﬁn@kg“-iuhﬁm&g me, that \‘Hejﬂordelrs of the Deputy C 11 ?ﬁiﬁf}‘“h& a read
Manopuds 1 on the svening, 9., 51 the £th, and Bustursly on the morsing o
28th ;’-“gmi‘i@ﬂ_sales. a5 below, had taken place on the 26th and A
s QR oL On 26th... G 4 XA TR
e AR On 27"‘“1.,.‘ s n. gl .;”' zhﬂﬁp‘, I
Frpat 1 v}&tBuntmnﬂzy.- i o .““
L e G L e
besides the ordinary re u e
9. Ithen called on
transmission of the orders
unsatisfactory document.
8. Adverting to his i‘"‘i“m’fb‘mf”‘gﬁimt
Mr. Marjoribauks to ascortuin the rel M
i Pﬂ.‘tﬁiﬁka&t’lﬂf‘ His reply, and the statemen
fully Wiihﬂt ﬁajdribmkat in exoneratin

‘which

R S“Pﬂl‘ t&mﬁem of m apudy

v

(as stated by
from 24th

maund. The telegram* was forwarded to me,
encil remark, to the

the date, and hour, at which the orders aft,}m ﬂéﬁ%ﬁi@oll&qi

remained for me to communicate the intelligence to Mce, Marjoribanks, the A9
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" tance of ouly sixteen miles, by special messenger early on Mouday moraing, the rise
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| 8 The Board wil oborye that the Depaty Collctor
{mﬁndal!m, places much stress on the fact that the order
. makes a cons; iderable show of the inguiries made by hi

Fel T N S S L Y,

in charge of Tféuu'!- T. Dw%l
 were duly posted on the 26th, and
it the Post Office. 1t does not appeat -
t acted on, that the only proper course.

ghb ing Salt Divisous, at oned'._' by "

10 bave occurred to him, orif it ocourred to him it was no

. in a matter of that kind, was to send out orders to the p

" 10, He received the tolegram Iate on Sunday creing, the 250, ffarming i ikt th

price had been raised from tﬁe».m,i’; Aay one, vmh o'rdi?m;;wm st have been sure that
the intolligence might be known early nest day to the merchants, and

iy - ¢ ders 5 M [ {t‘.tdiihm;o‘,‘“. e ey e |
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’ | ny of Vot applications (ag erchace wins
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8. Oa the 28th, the Superintendent of Mungenapudy reported to me, that the order in
ot ;mtmwnmeelv&dby him on the night of the 27th, at 9 o’clock, an(!"_g{s‘l'he‘ard,f‘iﬁ‘ ,m“,'"f'a; s
~time, that certain mercha erohants, relations of the ‘Superiutendent, were allowed to purchase saltat
L R - the old rate, 1, at ones, sent for the Mulky® Pt
b n ngn‘::g;:h" l"d"w’ on the 26th, four covers to writer and examined him, and thnin‘v'v“eni ov’*ggi N
iy to the Post Office, and tere examined the writers
~ 1ia the presence of the Inspecting Postmaster, Mr. Honner. The evidence could not tpeclfy -‘"’,““1‘; 4
 covers were despatched, on the 26th, to the address of the M ungenapudy Snpkrin!endehl.%m :
meh information is forthcoming in the Post Office. Hewever, for lnrﬁbéﬁnﬂoimlmon, j_tn,"_qr&e}'-’
~ was posted then and there o the Superintendent of Buatumilly, to report when his order had.
W, When ntisfactory information could not thus be arrived at, T went up to the _SmPefiﬂ'
tendent of Police, Captain Hoskins, and consulted with him whether my examination of the mer-
~ chants alluded 1o above could be legally sustained. The result of the interview renolvad imfl[
. into the following eonjecimres : — » :

| "L ‘ftmight be p')ﬂa‘ib]e that merchants n,is‘ht. h‘,“e‘ : recefved le{egrams ,dfr‘ee(fl'm_n
~ their agents at Calcutta ang Madras, ‘ 5

TRE oY Or, they might have, without an y knowledge, made the purchases as “’“a!'» e
' IIL. Or, the Mungc-napudy Superintendeat being ‘;q' g@l&ﬁj&tﬁ:%ﬂd party infer ESW, ;!
such, might have assicted the merchants by not giving poblieity 1o the order on fhet?.: of

-

GO R

its receipt,

Ou these several points, T have not abandoved my inguiries. A full report will be submite -
ted at their close with the record, when only, 1 fear, we will be able to state whether there w '
really a loss ta Government ; for sales according to the old rate, must have taken place between
the date of receipt of the telegram at the head-quarters, and the date of the._receipt'ﬁf the .
orders in the interior, not only in Mungenapudy and Buntumilly alluded to above, but also in-
~ other Cota qfcgmmmmd Nizampatam in this District, as will be the case in othe

 Districts, as there w: s no delay bere in the despatch of the orders.

s

(Signed) G. THORNHILL,

A Excno!;;a No. '2.> » o
Esq., Deput ¥ Collector, in eba;ge Ofﬂie Salt Departmen&

strict, Bapatla or elsewkere, dawd Mmlgmmdy,% April

With reforence to your letter of the 17th instant, 1 have the honor to_enclose

by me _ﬁ'hm"Obin'ham"Kgishnamab, Salt Superintendent of Mungenapud Tegar
onshig, and other points connected with the sale of salti&s, . .o A
You will observe from the statement that one of the merchants is a Brahmi
thers are relatives of the Superintendent, but are merely distantly counee
 between members of their respective families, Syt S
ht connexion would have actuated the Superintend
mer y ne g publicity to the order on the- day of its receipt,”

received it a day before aﬁr‘i‘c;knowlcdgment by him, I do

knowledge °f~‘!i¢§:'- . y upright conduct




. ! p .
] ion i : ‘ teherry letter box till i
5. My own impression is, that the orders wueon;t, put Lntc'.ftth:-f-‘::,,cuf t-{o 25th ultimo. ) Inquiring at the same time whether [ would take sovereigns in payment ; I told him I could not
rribalive 2ol irbbe ghoitioke P‘”““ 3 U ‘thc bdula ed forwarding the ! ake sovereigns, and that if he came back with cash to the Division Catcherry at n oon he could
bt Sy i .Vlu.ky Azt 8 have the heaps, after Paying the money at the then prevailing rate. He accordingly came, paid
S R 1f the brother of cash and currency notes for two heaps, and took passes in the name of Palacrutti Sriramulu,
tion to the fact of the man calling himsell the bro : A R g 5 ! ; ; i

| St S e b, u;?:;:.n ket about 7 A. M, on the 26:h ultimo, for two T S 76 came on behalf of that merchan.  Tadapilly Seicamulu s ok retion:

' Tadapilly Sriramulu coming to the Sa pe MR Teeasury Deputy i 3. Again at noon, on the 27th March, the second party, Majaty Nagabhushanam’. and a little
ReBE Pt ol = e e AR recewed' Rt v ding to the = , * While after the Brahmin, Vadapilly Sriramulq, accompanied by.a son of Guggala Subbaroydoo, came
Collector, and certainly many hours before the thpnty Collector's order. acoor % ngordinlfi to me ; f,he former party purchased two heaps, and the latter a single beap at the old rate. I had
Wony Lolisicesim Sh“}m{' R it e halt S'uponmenden " ening- not received up to that hour (3 P. ) any order from the Deputy Collector in charge of the
course of post, the post leaving Bunder for Mungenapudy and Bantamilly late "i'{i . o Treasury or elsewhere, or any news from the merchants, about the increase of the rate of salt: a

ille S ’ i ome  wit : owledge tomd _ rumour, however, eith i ised

R s o g R e e e e e
BT o TRt S HEDEERA s bt e O i A eind, sence of any direct order. Late in € evening,
Rtk i e T B T e i e . st e e e,

, just then available im, 0 the sovereigns were declined, o i g ; was increased to Rupee 1-11.0 per Indian 5
::;:’ ':::ﬂ:i:g back to Bunder, and r ebarning with cask and currency notes. All this, w.;x‘z ; 1 I am sure that, till that moment, not one in the village here knew any thing of the matter, since
3 § 1 could pro ' ‘ many of the villagers of Tavishapud B yie $ T oan.
© mind, be:okeneg m; elgernesé t:l se::r: at o;we. ab ::e ol;l:;’te- l“_‘ much s:c bt (',‘{e <alt was taken, = mma;s o dw*:;sion’ i usuaa];;;t byu;t:i :I;nf::apn:i ::;;i ::1;: :)eigh':o:rhi::’:z:c:m:g l::vt:llxln qngg

'?ge! :n:;hill!; ‘:; S;a]l‘:;n ;l;tiaRT}ali:g:: tfh:’";‘eunai-m J;d ux lie':n'fo?};,e;:" Palacrotii Srira- | pa gain a p ¥ 4

at Buntu ’ age ; 3 v and, is the fa U

l§

b
i

o
y

. by you, and intended for my information, was not seat to ms till the 9th instant, on k.
" I received it at the Cutcherry. FF % '

of
mulu, the merchant on whose behulf Tadapilly Sriramualu’s brother bought the two he?ps 5

salt at Mungenapudy,

: ht
8. - The merchants have taken their own time to clear the five heps thus hurriedly 5‘:;3 ¥
by them, at Mungenapudy, on the 25th and 27th ultimo, Bat three heaps have bven' enhm"' :
removed up to this dute, and portions of the other two still remain on the platform. ‘This 83 £
at any rate, that the demand for salt was not very pressing, : ‘n L
9. I take this opportunity of bringing to your notice, that the copy of the telogram S

=ty " 'd
10. This telegram was consilered of such importance by the Board, that they s dif-

e e N R L g

not

s R

rise in the rate, certainly have flocked in to Buy salt; but

they were really as ignorant of the matter as myself, and no salt whatever was sold by retail on

the 271h of March. Ou the 26th, the sale by retail amounted to 270 Maunds.

4. Further, I received no covers by tappal on the night of the 25th or 26th ultimo, On the
27th March, at about 9 o’clock P. M., a packet containing a single cover was delivered to my office
by the Mulky runner, and, as usual, on my opening it the next morning, the 28th, I found in it the
Treasury Deputy Colleetor’s Cireular Order, No, 81, regarding the increased rate. The Circular
states that a telegram, dated 23rd March, was received from the Revenue Board Secretary, while
the Circular itself is dated 26th, and was received by me as siated above, The great delay in
the delivery of such an emergent order embarragsed me very much, and I forthwith reported the
hour of the delivery of the order at my Division to the Depaty Collector in charge of the Treasury,
and also posted my Arzee to you, at the Masulipatam Post Office, ; :

: A0 ) & : 3 to the i: ;:;' ; ‘ Y :
;:::;es:‘d:r;g; it :;:, :Suz;da)tr, and; i thml;,. it sho:ld h7vebat olu:ce been aom:mn:ca“:’ ' messenger ’ )! 8. I beg to state, in coaclu_s‘ion,' I have ho?xesﬂy laid befnx? you all _tha? I am aware of this
This, Th Ii;v P‘;s th:n ;n ‘s, :o ya dortlgary nP;:a s u.t ¥ ex;n:eas, or by o ek matter of 4 matter, and pray that, after fyll inquiry, you will grant me Justicey by enabling me to redeem my

» 1 believe, usual course adopted on such oceasions, and it appears :

regret that it was not followed in the present instance.

R

character, unblemished, from any imputations that may have been cast upon it.

True C ' i 1 (Signed) CHINNAM KRISHNAMAH,
> ‘A 44 1peri t.
{True Copy.) s THORNHILL: o4 i . Salt Superintenden
; igned) G. Collostor: Zi 3 j Taken by me, on the 19th April 1866, at Mungenapudy.
e 2 4 K : : S (Signed) J. A. MARJORIBANKS,
< : Excrosure No, 3. : g B T ' it G"ﬁ“’“ as

STATEMENT made by CHINNAM KRISONAMAR, Salt Superintendent of Ma”ﬂ"ap"‘:‘ To 1
ol e ;
i 1. As you have called upon me to state wy relationship to certain merchants :fltut I beg P} : § AL 4
- of Musulipatam, who purchased salt heaps in my Division on the 26th and 27th Mare Yh si;l 2o
10 say that the first party, Palicroti Sciramulu, and ths sseond party, Majaty Nu,ga l;“ it
are not directly related to me. They are only dist.nt connexions. Sriramalus e e o
(deceased) and my step-sister’s daugiter marriod two brothers, sons of Jungala B.upal! ';y are
Nagabhushanam’s sister was given in marriage to my wife's grand-nephew ; the third p:in-l" -
Vadapilly Sricamulu and Guggala Subbaroydoo. The former is a Brahmin, the latter is futh® toih “'
to one of my sisters. The two first merchants are in the habit of purchasing salt heaps e o ! patam, 4th May 1866. ‘ ; RN T o
Mun, M nd Buntumwilly, , o &7 o, S b
2 'lfyt: beg to m:e that, on the morning of the 28th March, about 7 o'lock, while T ‘ lé i b:f::::g:;:: :’l’ﬁfﬁ:fﬁ&"ﬁ”ﬁ i’wﬂ xsﬁf'm“‘”ﬁ:?-g«mdi: :::Pdl:::y
ey 0eg AT « ' ' f ion et | e 28th Apr , comple gaist me for del
- was "Jﬁﬁﬁwmt on P‘:' form No. 2, a man, whoss name Ldo not """“““";' Seiling Maertd m::: : J ib:):o;zon:ricaﬁns the Orders of G::vemmu to the Sﬁperintendcnh' nts of Salt,
. ther of Ttaii;ﬂly Sriramulu, came to me and wanted to buy tyo heaps of salf at the whuw i | ‘ o »

5 g (True Copy.)

NS ———
RS

(Signed) G. THORNHILL,

e

Wi byt by

Excrogore No. 4. e e 4
Asstract.~Original telegram from Board of Revenue. L

From T. DHURMAROW MUDELLIAR, Depaty Gollestor ia charge of the Tressury, Kistus

District, to the Collector of the Kistna District, on Circuit at Nizampatam, dated Masuli-




P cihiam i - 4
-

i 2 In conn'e,.xion with my letter to you, dated the 13th April 1866, I beg to state how, on
inquiry, that suspicion attaches to the Salt Superintendent, Chinnam Krishnama.h,las you will be
pleased to observe from the circumstances below.

: 3. The following are the names ’qf the merchants who are entered in the list of sales as
having purchased salt at Mungenapudy, on the dates below, My orders were issued to the Salt
~ Superintendents on the 26th.
The wholesale purchasers are—
No. of heaps.

. On the 26th. 1. Pala.crutﬁ Striramulu.... 2 On thi ]
On the 27th, 2. Majati Nagabbushanam, 2 i8 date there were retail sales. .

« 3. Vadapilly Sriramulu, Oo ki )
4, Guggala Subbaroydoo, } 1 } is date there were no retail sales.

The first appears from the Arzee, dated 21st March 1866, No. 14, from the Superintendent of
Buntumilly, to have presented currency notes for the purchase of salt and refused, unless money
was paid in cash. Five days afterwards that very merchant appears to have presented \he same
notes at Mungenapudy, and purchased the salt. Hence this merchant does not appa™ to have
been actuated and come for making the purchase on that cccasion only. Further, I find that
this individual is an ordinary trader in salt,

Tle second, Majaty Nagabhushanam, is likewise a Komaty by caste. He is noted by the

Superintendent in the list of sales as having purchased two heaps.

generally
known deal : ' ;
something else, and that 1s, 0D this occns\Qn,
Pﬂmﬂ. but he was taken by e}nother man
iaternal unele of the Salt Superintendent. i
Both these persons did go to Mungenapudy in the

and made the purchase.
The third is the Gumas

er in money, and cashes hoondies from Hyderabad for them. But the real-f“., i

this Majaty Nagabhushanam was not the pnn_clpal
(Komaty) merchant Cherrukury Sutyeysa, who is the
This man’s name was omitted in the sales’ statement.
same cart on that day to the Superintendent.

indivi . i baroydoo
dual Gugyala Subbaroydoo. This Bub
e e b i Al dy. The real fact is that Sub-

e intendent of Mungenapu

At gister of the Superinten ; e o t entered
id no ; t Subbaro e

| buoy(:f": d:’dn:‘lel ; Further, it 18 0 e rememb.em.i 'th':la who purchased salt on those dates of

in the st © t

in salt.
sidered 8 trader) : W
96h and 97th as above ghown ghrgis e T not justified

it res ctfully ' letter under explanatio . .
1 beg to submit respe cd in the Couec'w:;;l:i:ml were the exclusive enjoye

in making the con-
n as an insinuation
s of the

though I offered in
d report on the
ectured that the

that an inquiry will be ffum?ss,

?h; Collector t0 make a full inguiry an
‘ il i d be con

3 i e g ;::: :lireﬂ. or fro

o .m . A ot j intelligence from Ma

press- 1 beg

ex
ent the orders by B pAdoBRs,

me fot dehy' 1 oonld hl'c 8
sed to obse ; that_ ts in this District. ,Ig‘,her:bunce and orders

in his at : <
o Collectons nnld m’é:g: ore was an instn.nce in
rance of delay. L F in ew that all impor-
be representati

on of the
thereony :
jusued plished a0 «:x]:f:;‘;e“h « Collector, tnb ;,nhed  der Collector’s orders. 1 did
ight # : olis

This merchant is not generally a trader in salt, but when Benjaries come down from the west,
in the cold season, he makes purchases for them, and that teo very seldom ; for heisa

m the Telegraph

T

nz; sus;pect uﬂ»lvlt the present Superintendent of Salt, who had been the Head Clerk for along time
u te:, he Salt Deputy Collector, and who had his confidence, and was pro‘mdted to the present
post by that officer, would have dared to take advantage of this occasion, nor did I know*that

he bﬂd S0 m ny re ions in a town s i i
: : 0 contiguous i i ‘ :
A a r Iat W g us to tbﬁ st&mon 10 WhICh ‘he -ls POStaa, » b] IIhICh

i ;( .tak'l;ﬁef (iollector has been pleased to observe that I was devoid of common sense and, ju&g?
5 éhase s gra.nted tha't I was t'o blame for the delay. Mr. Thornbill and during his absence,
ik » entertained a high opinion for my energy and intelligence. The former, ‘immediately
RIVSE SURCY 01_0119» thought thut I was the only Native officer of the Cutcherry that was up (in spite
of Y own dlst?ess) with him, with my counsel among the European Officers around him. There
are also geveral instances on record that I was the first person after the éycloﬁd,, that dfscév&éé
and reported to wy Collector in matters in which Government interest was invélved, and largo
amount of money was at stake ; and even at this very station of Mungenapudy, where an embezzie;
;nent of ?p?va-rds of 700 Rupees took place, it is I that discovered and brought it to the Col-
ector’s motice, though the Salt Deputy Collector and others, whom it concerned more than myself,
had ample opportunity of knowing and cbecking them beforehand.. Knowingall this, 1 aﬁx -soﬁ,y
that Mr. Thoruhill has been pleased now to say that I have no sense; yet, I assert with gteﬂté“
fzonﬁ.dence, that he would have changed his opinion, if he had waited a little for my 'tepoitafm
inguiry, which I promised in my letter under date the 13th April 1866 ; for there are many instan-
ces in which his first orders issued upon certain information (otherwise than truthfui) were after-
wards cancelled onmy personal explanation, which I am sorry I have had no opportunity of
making on this occasion, ; SRR

] 8. Moreover, I beg to bring to the consideration of the Board that I was the ﬁ:;st pem?n ;]m;
noticed the delay of a day in the matter under consideration, and it is on this publi’,c{ ,,!Qf and

examination, which T instituted immediately afterwards, that, I believe, the infqtin&ﬁén.{éﬂéli‘éd
the Collector, (before T informed him,) but in a different form, by which he seems to have been
vaguely appraised of the telegram as having reached me about the 23rd or 24th, and thatmy é;ﬁér
was issued on the 26th, which led him to infer that a delay of two days had tai:gﬁ y plﬁéé;‘:#s:t‘hp-
P&refnt in Collector's letter to me. With what object the informer had made this fﬁlgi” infor-
mation, it is easily inferrible. For it is easily proved that there were four paclfe‘t’d sent to the
Superintendent of Mungenapudy on that day, i. ., the 26th from the Post Office. On this matter,
1 do not know what inquiry. the Salt Deputy Collector had made. His letters were not shown
to me, though my letter was sent to him, . ; o0

9. I trust that, after considering the several points of the case, the Board will not reprimand
me for a delay which T have not committed, and the real cause of which, the Board will now be
able to sce, lies in another direciion. Supposing 1 did send aman specially with the order,
&ertginl_y h‘_’ would have reached Mungenapudy before 6 o'clock on the 26th. But that could
not in the least prevent the Superintendent from doing a dishonest act, if he was so disposed. For

it was all in his power to make a credit without cash in the accounts, and debit the heaps in the

quantity, and then note down that he received the telegram order at such an hour afterwards,

replenishing the cash in the weantime. If he had no hand whatever in the matter, the very fact

of his haﬁf:g ‘pereeived an unusual flow of his relations for purchase, hie should have naturally
suspected it, and told them to wait a day. Above all, as the purchasers were ll his near rela-

tions, with the exception of one, if they had come there of their own accord, only "bga‘ziﬁé(‘ﬁ-qm

other quarters ; even in that case, he could "!?Qtj"h&v‘g been ignorant oF T a0 W»"ﬂéfmizd

; ‘Gévernment of its interests, he is himself a Government servant and 2 respoveible officer. Why
~did he allow it? : j : : e

10. 1 am fully confident that if I were able to lay all this before my Collector, he would
not have disposed of his Treasury Deputy and Personal Assistant, who has labored under him cou-
scientionsly at all times, in those angry terms in which he has done ‘_ia a public document to the
Board, the superior authority under hypothesis, and exonerated the Superintendent ; but e would




 Masulipatam, With

If the merchants rec-ived the intelligence from my office, from
ras direct, the Board will be pleased to observe how strange it looks
hed the Superintendent’s relations only, and not the regular
and of different other castes, who would paturally and
if there was any shadow of the report of the

have blamed him in my place.
Telograph Office, or from Mad
that the intelligence should have reac
galt merchants, who are many in this town,
with greater alacrity have taken advantage of it,

kind in the town.

11. Henee, it will be el
March. Next morning I issued
Office on that very day, and four

to the Mungenapudy Superintendent, whi
day, and that the merchants who made the purchase were the Superintendent’s

with the exception of one who had attempted five days before to make the purchase.
~ 12. I beg most respectfully that you will be pleased, at your earliest convenience,
this letter to the Board, so that they may have these facts also, before they come to & decision.
Memoranduwm. : X
In forwarding the above to the Board of Revenue, with reference to bis letter of the 28th
April 1866, the undersigned has the honor to state, that further inquiry will be at once
jnstituted into the charges brought by the Deputy Collector against the Salt Superintendent.
NIZAMPATAM, (Signed) G. THORNHILL,
6th May 1866. Collec-tor.‘
To the Secrefary to th

Read also the following letter

ear to the Board that I received the telegram at 9 ». u., on the 25th
he order to the Superintendents, and the orders sent to the Post
packels were despatched from the Post Office on t.hat’-»evaning

ch must have reached him on the evening of that very
nﬂativeiauly.

to forward

e Board of Revenue.
from G+ THORNHILL, Esq.,
the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 24th May 1866, No. 162 :—

1. I bave the honor, with reference to my docket covering letter* from the Deputy

Collector in charge of the Treasury to my

# Dated 7th May 1866. address, to forward a summary of evidence
into the conduct of the S

alt Superintendent of Mungenapudy, with my

taken in the inquiry
decision and remarks.

2. 1 thinkit right at
the fourteenth witness regar

petween the brother of the Deputy Co
the knowledge,

call the attention of the Board to the statement of

the same time t0 :
ding the commercial transactions sal
llector, Dhurmarow Mudelliar,

if not through the intervention,

—

himself.
Excrosyse No. 1.—List of Witnesses.

s

E N CLOSURE No. 2

Collector to me

the letter addressed by the Deputy :
“b’ him agaiost the Salt Superintendant of Mungenapudy,
ing list were examined with the following resul® :=

SUMMABY (0) EVIDENCE. |
ty Collector's Clerk.—The first witness stated that the

21 gk P““;? ‘::;f;i“ 11¢h and 12th on the 26th ; that witness waited on
-y 24 he Arzces to him. On entering the room the Deputy Oo'lleetor
A i ‘e i ice of salt from a bundle of papers: and directed
:th it for the four Salt Divisionss T;he orders were
the fourth Witness to the despatehing clezk_(ﬁm:
and should be de:putched at once, This was

p dated 4th May 1866, and

Bafemngd the witnesses named
the charge made
in the accomparny

the witness to prep
prepared, signed, and despat
* witness) with instructions

about 1 o'clock.

Collector of the Kistna District, to

i

}

d to bave been lately established -
and certain merchants of

of the Deputy Collector |

oy

_ dayat 7, he hed despatched messages with money to buy three

ol iy the prics of l&u‘-‘ Did not bu.i. of it for four or ﬂve ‘
related to the Superintendent of Mungenapudy, but has B8, corvesponignn
| 3 s _‘“Jr B

2. Govispu VENRAT
o A
that the ordgf; were bm“:lal:'s:’, 'V e?};natl:]ular Head Accountant. —The second w;ﬁ,,e;, —Stuted
1m third witne f . ; S
read the orders, and n. y 1ess for signature, and sign LA
: , and nuted the coatents. There were four orders :me for ia:: ;:l‘:s;)a'.l ; .thap he
t = Division.

3. Nunpivabpa Vex ;
A VENKATAROYDU, Aftender in Deputy Collector’s Office—Third witnes—

Remembered i

carrying the J

first witness : i 5 orders to the second witness for siznat it A :

ess ; it was about 1 o’clock guature, and returning them to the
-

4. Nuxnzu Kn ity :
AN, Dast ; 3
, Dis r'zbulwg Peon—F?ur;h witness.— Received the orders from first wit=

Nore.—T doubt this ' : ness ; ' :
Siqwn ok to1ve él::‘?i"!’f.?fiﬁ“:ﬁ:i“’f‘: in question are :; ’dw‘:‘k tbe:r;d:o fifth witness to get them
ost Offiee, and the sratement it was opensd at Staltd an entered, and then : : £
ments of the witness were disers  Post Office box ’and t tt:?k t'hembm 5

: ) pu em in about 1

peot and, appareatly, prevaricating.
. 3 3 - :
o’clock. Could not say who saw him do this.

5.3 ;rxm; Mrr - F : ey
address ; t‘!at he did so anlgth witness.—Stated that the orders were sent to him to cover and
A gave to fourth witness to post in the box about 1 o'elock. : i

6. .G. Lur

.. -G. Lurcnuenarasv, Hulky Writer at Post Office.—Tiie sixth witness.— Stated that he
¢ :t&;ﬁ‘eﬁ?i?o;isdke:pt in the Collector's Cutcherry ; at b fion Omce sk by, N 2'6“" w‘ben

opeued ; any !etiers rnqumng"ﬁtﬁ‘: :']“t:(liw Post, Office and the Cutcherry post box was brought ; that it

;‘;‘;‘ to thg regular Pust Office, and 5\;: int:tnfel::;&g:‘i:,gﬁ was opened, and the letters for his De»par‘tm‘eht"

' T l;;amded mb him ; that he sealed them btzd.eﬁtéré‘{

that Gav for B i . them in the despatch register, which shows on

i i hatev:r!.ltm:; ”5)1 ::e::ud, :n(.l one unpaid letter, and one return Chellan ; am,ii noservme

separate packet, and given gto“;ll:u e pos} al station, the lettees for that place are put ina

willy.  No entry in the des atclf i 1.;0 deliver a the Sult Ouioherry rob bis way to Bunta-
i Tt ey Pm re.glster is, therefore, ever made of letters for that Plﬁéé". and
T R any, .lf any, letters: were sent there. On 27th March, “'kilhéss
was opened ; the letters belo: i a5 8; the Caleutta Mail came in, and the  sorting alwirah
eleven or twelve leiters: he | gtg to the Mg}ky Department were given to witness. - There SRRl
o ey Th; weoo. ed over them, and found four service covers addressed to fmé;,-»o-f
Mungenapudy. was 8 y were set apart for despatch with the others in the evening. That for
as sent, a5 usual, by the Buntumilly runner, “ Oulside Tuppal.” P

7. B.Vim Tk
s %thmmgzu:n}m;m, Post Office Clerk.—The seventh witness.—Attended the officeat
. On arrival of Madras post he opened the letter box; and despatohed the letter.

belongi - 3
prcs fg:tgl;loe ::l::elme. . The remainder he sorted, and placed in their pi'ope‘r places in the almira alir
re some Mulky letters. Next morning he opened the almirah, Sl _g;‘“"j:,'b 0 3

S

Mulky letters to the Mulky writer (sixth witness). ;
a4 :.Pos]:.g.é::n:tbdive:i:g ::;:;.:Eighth w_itness.-—Took;t;hé Gé:;herxj' let‘tef bex:ﬁs uanal
S Rl : th ; the box was opened, letters taken out, stamped, and spread
9. Pavacrurn Rasarincuu.—~Ninth witness.—Sent bistwo Gumastahs, tenth MW‘“I‘
im0 Muagenapady, o the 26tb,tobuy
two heaps of salt ; also, he sent a man to buya

Nore—Tt is quite ev.ide S, »
: nt this man must have recei
s:e:::fdm; ofD the arrival of the telegram in Bnude:ec::vi‘td 1:':;
¥ Deputy Coltector at 9 r. 3. ou Sunday. On Mon.

heaps. :

;xtllll him. The two heaps parchased at Mungenapudy were the joiot pr B g
ot ’?”h?“m“n“h ; the pucchase therefore was made in the name of his son, Sriramuly, and
ot in his own name. He wished 1o get Buntumilly salt; but hﬁ.@xﬁmﬂy ol et e 2ok

:,lo’took-‘some at Mnﬂgenapuﬂy 5 he, neymglgp. did not mm‘e-‘ lha salt for twﬁmy ays. i

C




mrstah to ninth witness.—Tenth witness.— Went with
{ 6 A. M., on the 26ih March ; received money in cash
and started off with eleventh witness to Munge-
napudy i found Superintendent storing salt on the platform, and told him they wanted two
heaps of salt; Superintendent said he was engaged but that be would attend to them at the

Cutcherry at 12 o'clock. They went accordingly, paid the money, and got pass for the salt,
and veturned t> Bunder. W itness knew nothing of the rise in the price of salt, and is nob related

to 1he Salt Superintendent.
11. S. Korarea, Gumastah to
tenth witness ; Was examined before by

10, TaoapuLLy PubpMANABIUDT, Gu
eleventh witness to ninth witoess’ house 8
and notes sufficient to buy two heaps of salt,

wilness.~Bleventh witness.—Confirmed the statement of
the Deputy Collector in his private house. ;
12. Masary Nmuuvsmnu,—-'l‘wclﬂb witness.— Was in the Cutcherry on the 26th drawing
he heard nothing of the rise in the price of salt till six or seved “dayjs later ;
on the 27th, he went with Cuerrukary Survasalingam to Mungenapudy, and boughf two heaps
of salt; he furnished the money ; s0 both heaps were in his name, but in reality one was on ac=
count of Survasalingam ; has no relationship, or money dealings with the Superiutuﬁdent.

18. CurrrUKURY SURVABAL]NGAM.—ThirteeDCh witness.—Went to Mungenapudy with twelfih
to buy two heaps; twelfth witness furnished the fands; so0 sult was entered in
d by marriage to the Salt Superintendent, but has no dealings with bin.
from any one elses that the price of salt had been raised for some days

money, bul swears

witness, on 27th,
his name ; he 1s relate
Did not hear from humn, or

after the purchase.

14. GuGGALA Susnmovnoo.-—Fourtcenth witness,—Bought one heap on 27th ; is relat~

ed to Superintendent, but has no dealings, and heard nothing of the rise of price; heard in
the bazar that salt dealings would be profitable, so bought it; on being questioned by Superin-
tendent, be admitted that he had commereial dealings with the Deputy Collector Dhurmarow
Mudelly’s brother; that he had been gpoken tb on the subject by the Deputy Collector ; ‘but

did not think tbe Deputy Collector Was concerned in the trade in the same way otlier mer-
s had dealings. with Deputy Collector's brother.

chant:
15. ALLANKY NARRATNASWAMY, Suit Gumastahof Mungen,apudy.-—'l‘he fifteenth witness.
9 or 10 7. m., and that the packet is

— Deposed that the tappal reaches Mungenapndy usually at
e office next morning,  No letter whatever was received on the night of 266h March.
one service letter was received, and was opened by the Superintendent next morn-

ined the order to raise the price of salt, which was anknown bofure ; it was
d 26th, and the delay in its receipt was noticed, and immedi-

opened in th
On the 27th,
ing, 28th. It conta
remarked that the order was date
ately reported by the Superintendent.

16. KAVEPURAPU Kuronsaroypoo.—The s
that on the night of the 27th, after office hours,
reached Mungenapudy through a salt Peon; but n

17. Cona RaMASWAMY, Sait Peon.—The seventeenth witness.—Heard
lipatom, a8 he was coming from Kona to M ungenapudy, that the Goverument price of salt had
been raised ; he told the Snperintendcnt, who said no prders had reached him.

18. DEF ENCE.—The Salt Superintendent, Clinnam Krishnamab, having heard all the sbove
statements, said, that, on going to office on the moruing of the 98th, the Gumas ah told him that
a packet containing an order had boen received by post the preceding night. The order Was
handéd to the Superintendent and opened by him, and found to contain ingiructions o raise the

Government price of salt.
19. The Superintendent obse

ixteenth witness.—Conﬁrmed the above; he stated

a rumour that the price of salt had been raised

o certain information was received.
a rumour in Masu-

rved that it was dated 26th, and had been received by telegraph,
and takenin conpexion with the large purchases of salt made the two previous days, his suspicions
were roused by the delay, and he at ouce reported the matter to the Salt Deputy Coliector an.d
the Deputy Collector in charge of the Treasury ; be asked for the cover of the letter, and found it
dated Masulipatam Pust Office, 27th of March, This cover be produced pefore the Collector.

e

« He at.ate;i that saw of
at, on the evening of the 27th, he had heard rumours about the place, that the price

heard the same report 5
ne report from a Salt Peon ; he deposed to having sold two heaps on the 26th, and
aps 0 : :

three on the 27th, an i

oo e de;i:lntlih:jx:xttewthat gome of the merchants on each occasion were his relatives.

P 0 25 R e knew apy thing of the cise in price before the purchases were made
any communication whatever with them on the subject ol :

G DECISION AND REMARKS.
i . e
acts of lbe case, as elicited by the above inquiry, are shortly these.

21. On the night
e night of Sunday, the 25th March, the Deputy Collector in eharge of the Treas ‘

sury received a telegr:
: ryaised, . Oeg:;m fx’-om the ?mmf of Revenue, directing the Government price of salt to
b He took the telegram with him t5 the office between 11 and 12 o?;:loék nr'ext:‘d‘ ax
it i ol i =R pr 9.yt L i I8 X 3

and caused orders to b ol

daty S By‘ £ :’ j::ftei on it to the Salt Divisions in the usual course ; these o ors Wene

despatch to the post box ; lh: e Acgoun:ant' and sent £ the despatching clerk for eﬁﬁ'}' and
; they were sent by the despatching clerk to be posted in the Cutcimﬁ‘j 7

box by the fourth wit indivi
. witness, An individual called a distributing Peon; he gaid he posted them at

1 o'clock, but no o ;
ne saw him do so, The box was taken, as nsual, at 4 2. M., tothe Pcst Office,

and opened, and th A
¢ contents distributed, It is certain, from thestatements of the Post Office

officials, and from th ies i i
Crpiam il et :’ ;x;:'nes in tl;en' registers, that the four orders to the four Superintendents
opened at the Post Office, Itappears equally certain that thése four i

orders were found later i i

and ag it is usual to]d::;:lna;lhel S: i e oA,
PR b ¢! ters from the 'Cutcherry, which are not ready before 4 o'clock,
s e b(:; ki :;, :: appears cert in that the £ ur orders under inquiry were not put
s A sl f hu were post-ed in the regular box, some time after 4 p M., on the
o S c::xs they were det.amed does not appear. These orders were found in the
oo B hande;; o;)ened during the night of the 26th, #ad were transferred to the
il i fomudp(; besplil‘wh o the District Mulky Post wiiter, on the morning of the
e e ey ;[ uny‘ i tg thglr destinations on the evenirg of the 23th, the same
il el ong;;:lfq y and to Buntu mi'ly th.e_fgr"mer‘ was deained at 9 2 M.

L Te ul ene ‘ : 4 AL ‘

22, It . - s 2% i e
i l::p:g:i :l\‘l'lt: clear -irom the above that the Superintendent at Mungenapudy did
information before the time stated by him, and et he diil 3 ﬂlerefori

W e i 1 : ) ¥

withhold it f DS e ‘
wold it for the purpose of benefiting his own relatives. It only remains to inquire A R

received the info i ] . W >
rmation secretly, and communicated it to his relatives. The .,tgleg‘,‘m Yt ity

. recei | 1 [ 9= . . ;
eceived on the night of the 25th, and it has been shown that the agents of Palacrutti Rajalingum,

who pu e
o :;' :;:::éei t‘be ntwo heaps f": the 26th, leg't Bunder for that purpose only on the morning
pRBIE ) m.Mu is s,arce'ly pqssxb.e, and certainly not credible, that the infl rmalion sh ould fuive
ble that the in:xfr:t]':u:ﬁ‘?ld ghady bnck in time o adnit of thin wiile s bighly proba-
% HLEG 0 0 1d leag ouw it S o ) e it KT
s T e ol o e g

; £y e : : i ‘ it BRI Flin 7 S et
93. There is nothing whatever to show that the Saperintendent had any k"ﬂdwfedﬁlfﬂfﬁ' :

fandu price until the evening of the 97th, nor is there anything to show that be had £
munication whatever with any of the piu ahaaare belor s th«emlestogk pim o
24. '.l‘h_e fact tjha" some of the purchasers were bis relatives is the on}y 'iréinf .em.,m.
hw:l ke fdase pagpeiv” against him ; but in the entire absence of lﬂ!pmafm SRR
the information hiwself, or held any ,coznmunicalibu' with the vpuﬁﬁnﬁﬁ?b};ﬁﬁs okiad bcullm"ﬁ
to go against him, and I have no hesitation in fully and emtirely acquittivg the Bt
Chionam Krishnamah, of all blame in the matter. R 4 Eriet o

i

4 i
h )




95. The Deputy Colloctor, Dhurmarow Mudelliar, states in his letter of 4th May, paragraph .

4, that suspicion attaches only to the Superintendent, and comments, at length, on the fact of the
relationship existing betweea the Saperintendent and the purchasers, but says nothing about
the date on which the orders reached the Superimendeut, although he was at that time in posses-
sion of information, which must have convinced him that the public order could not bave reached

Mungenapudy before the night of the 27ch. .

96. In his letter of 15th of April he siated that he had called on the Superinteadent of
Buntumilly for infomation as to the date of the receipt of the orders. In reply, the Superinten-
dent of Buntumilly stated that 1he orders renched him on the night of the 27th. The Deputy
Collector knew that the same runner conveyed the tappal to Buntumilly and Mungenapudy, and
yet no mention whatever is made of the fact!! The primary cause of the delay, in communicate
ing the orders to the Sult Divisions, has been shown in my former letter to rest with the Deputy
Collector’s neglect to despatch special messengers with the orders ; but had the letters been posted,
a8 it ig stated they were, before 4 o'clock on the 26th, they would sill have reached Mungena-
pudy on the 27th morning, and the loss on the sales of that day would have been saved. The
cause of this delay is still unexplained, although it is clear that it occurred in the Cutcherry, and

pot in the Post Office or elsewhere.
(Signed) G. THORNHILL,

M ASULIPATAM,
93rd May 1866. ) Collestor.
WILSON, Esq., Acting Sub-Collector in

etter forwarded by W.
stor T. DHURMAROW MUDELLY,

Read also the following 1
District, from Deputy Colle

charge of the Kistna

dated 26th May 1866 :—

1. I have the honor to request that you
to the Board on the summary and decision an

May 1866.

2. 1 beg at first to nofice
ould have come to a diffevent conclusion.

3. 1 place the subjects in juxta-position for clearness,

COLLECTOR'S SUMMARY. 4. What this man stated is quite correct,
Fourth witness, NUSNU Kran.— Fourth for he is employed specially to carry the orders,
he orders from first witness ; when signed by the Deputy Collector, to the
ss to get them sealed despatching clerk (fifth witness), and after re-
hem to the Post Of- gistering and nnmbering by the latter, to take
bout 1 o'clock; them to the letter box placed in front of the
Cash-keeper in the Treasury office, It is usual
for the regular Post Office Peon to carry the
letter box at 4 p. M. every day, and one of the
regular Post Office clerks at the Post Office
appointed for the day opens it and takes out
the contents, and then and there stawps, sorts,
and distributes them. The regular Post Office
that is, on the 26th at 4 o'clock, was not examined, though

The regular Post Office clerk, (seventh witness,) who was

Post Office at about 11 o'clock in the night. He was
he 26th. But the

will be pleased to forward this explanation of mine
d remarks of the Collector sent to Board, dated 23rd

the omissions in the Collector’s summary, which if he had in view,

he w

« witness received t
ook them to fifth witne
¢ and entered, and took t
«fioe box and put them in a
« gould not say who saw him do this.”

¢ Nors.—1 doubt this statement, the let-
« ters in question are shown notto have been
«in the box when it was opened at the Post
s+ Office, and the statements of this witness were

« discrepant and, apparently, prevaricating.”

clerk that opened the box that day,

the Collector was requested to do so.

examined, opened the boxes fized in the
from the Cutcherry was opened at 4 .. on ¢

absent when the letter box
" Qollector says, it was shown that the letters (orders) in question were not in the box. I don't
know from whose deposition this isinferred. Further, the Collector says, that there were dis-

crepancies in the statements of
saw him post the orders into the box,

the fourth witness ; and thet he said, that he did not kuow Wwho

i tEI.P From the. depos’ltmn of .the. man marked A., the Board will be pleased to observe
ha there fzre neither discrepancies in his statemeats, nor did he say that no body saw him put
;,[ e orders‘mto the box. 'Purushottam, in the deposition, was the writer of the orders, and

oonshee is the despatching Clerk. Purushottam, after receiving the signature of the D; uty
Collector, g‘ave t.he orders to the foarth witness, in the first instﬁnce, to take them to the Mpoon-
:::; f;‘: :zg':t::mg. and afterwards the Moonshee again gave them to the fourth witness to put
g e;t e;v i;:lr bboxl., Thus the orders .passed .through the hands of fourth witness twice.
ik ;ha]f s n(: t:v h?::c:g ggathtll{xere i’ no -dlscrepancy. The letter box is placed within a
have seen him put the ordersein :;e b::.p er sits in the Treasury room. 8o, no body could mot

i s):::t},:" Wztneg, ParacrurTt RAJALINGAM. 8. The Collector iy pleased to omit thess
ey is two. umaste.ﬁs, tenth and eleventh chief points in the summary. This merchant,
5 g‘ltnesses, to Mungenapudy, on the 26th, to about five days before the 26th, did go to Bun-
. b:g: :v;:: aheaa;:s ;f s:lt ;';lso’ he sent a man to tamilly to ‘buy salt, having taken with him
15 e hif houseu" ﬂu‘n y the same day; they currency motes. These having been refused
 regiitod the salt wear {1 in the'mommg ; be there, he sent them over to Mungenapudy, on
Tis: gl by to J aggu;uhp‘efta; had the 26th, where he was told the notes would be
ot heard of the rise in th'e price of salt; acceptable, On this very point, the Superin-
b, “: t:xd not hear of it for tendent of Buntumilly addressed me an Arzee
oo - : our or i.ive tiays afe on the 21st March 1866, that is five days before
ety quite evident ll.lls ter ; he is distant'y the _‘26th. The Collector is also pleased to omit
.‘m;r} must hfwe receiv- “related to  the in the summary the fact, that on two or three
i e 'mf:)rma.txon of the * Superintendent of days previous to the 26th, he ‘received letter
3 ?rrga <:lf the telegram  * Mungenapudy, but from Jaggiahpetta, urging him to send carts
” n Bunder, It P48 xo- “has no‘correspond- with salt, and that an English vessel was at an-
ceived by Deputy Col- ** ence ormoneydeal- chor at this port to carry oil. “T had,” the

" . ) A 13 : :
“lector at 9 r. M, on *ings with him. The merchant says, “agreed to supply some b1l saeds

i S L
4 ftn:d;y.h (;nd Monday ‘:' two heaps purchas- * from Jaggiahpetta, and delivered them at Ma-
et , he ha e.spa.tch- ‘ed atMun:genapudy “ gulipatam, and as it was more profitable to me
¥ ed messages with mo- “ were the joint pro- *‘ to send salt up and bring the oil seeds on the
: ney t.? buy three “ perty of himself and “return bandies, I arranged to send up the salt.”
* heaps. #Talury Bheeman- While the real facts are such, the Collector is
2 : “pah; the purchase pleased to remark that the merchant, ninth wit-
the.rq/ora was made in the name of his son, ness, must have acted from the information of
s S.rxramqlu, and not in his own pame. He the telegram. The Collector is also pleased
“ wished to get Buntumilly salt, but had diffi- to omit that this merchant was an ordinary
*“culty about carriage, and so took some at dealerin salt.—Vide deposition B, i
“ Mungenapudy ; he nevertheless did not move T
“the salt for twenty days.” "

3 \Cﬂﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁx‘mx SurvasauiNeum. —* Thirteenth 7. ‘The Collector is pleased ' to ".oihif; ;the
witness—Went to Mungenapudy with twelfth fact that the witness is the maternal uncle of the

‘ :cnfﬂh to buy two heaps. Twellth witness Superintendent, The Board are aware that
o faraished the funds; so salt was entered in “maternal uncles, among Hindoos, oceupy
his name ; he is related by warriage to the position, mprwﬁee,of that of a father

the
Salt Superintendent, but has no dealings with guardian to their nephews, In thig very in-
« him; did not hear from him, or from any one  stance, the ‘Superintendent, during ingigbers,
« else, that the price of salt had been raised for- was put up with the thirteenth. Witnest,\bis
“ gome days after the purchase.” maternaliuucle, Also, the Collector is pleased to
: omit the faet,‘th&;?tﬁtrbm"_ eenth witness is no dealer
His deposition is herewith forwarded (C).

in salt, and that he never bought salt before for trade.

/‘
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Guceira Sussarorpoo, Fourteenth Wit-

8. The Collector is pleased to omit the

ness.—‘* Bought one heap on 27th; is related relationship, which is, the Superintendent is the

“ to Superintendent, but has no dealings, and

“ heard nothing of the rise of price and number;

““ heard in the bazar that salt dealings would be
* profitable, 8o bought it. On being question-
“ ed by the Superintendent, he admitted that
*“he had commercial dealings with the Deputy
* Collector Dhurmarow Moodelly's brother; that
“ be had been spoken to on the subject by the

“ Deputy Collector, but did not think tha De-
** puty Collector was concerned in the trade in
« the same way other merchants had dealings
‘* with Deputy Collector’s brother.

Sizth Witness, Y. LAxksaim NarsiunA Row.—
“ The sixth witness stated that he was at the
“ Post Office at 4 P. M. on 26th, when the Cut-
¢ chorry post box was brought, that it was
“ opened and the let-
Norkor CorrLecror.— ** ters for his Depart-
A letter box is kept in  * ment handed to him,
the Collector’s Cutcher- * that he sorted them
ry; at 4 P. M. every ‘“and entered the'm in
.day, it is despatched ‘*“the despateh register,
to the Post Office and “ which shows on t.h_at
opened ; any letters re- “day for .Buntumll-
quiring to be posted at a  *“ly one paid, one un-
Tater hour are sent to “ paid letter, and one
the regular Post Office * return Chellan, and

and put into the regular * no service covers
box “whatever. As Mun-
0x.

¢ genapudy i8 not a
* postal station, the letters for that place were
* put in a separate packet and given to the ran.
“ pner to deliver at the Salt Cutcherry on his
* way to Buntumilly. No entry in the despatch
“ register is, therefore, ever made of letters for
« that place, and witness could not state how
“ many, if any, letters were seunt there.

“ On 27th March, witness went, as usual
v to office in the morning at § ; lbe.Cnlcntta
* Mail came in, and the sorting almirah was
“ opened, the letters belonging ((') the Mulky
# Department were given to the witness ; there
“ were eleven or twelve lefters; he looked
*¢ over them and found four service covers ad-
* dressed to each of the Salt Divisions; the y were
“ get apart fur despatch with the others in the
“ gvening. That for Mungenapudy was sent.’u
“ usual, by the Buntumilly runuer, outside

o !IPPﬁL"

brother-in-law of the witness’ son, who was the
real person who went ¢ Mungenapudy, on the
27th, to buy salt, though, for falsification, the
name of the Gumastah and fou:teenth witness
were entered in the list of sales, These indi-
viduals are not dealers in gal t, and they never
bought salt for trade before. His (witness) de_
position in full is herewith sent (D).

The Collecior is pleased to 8ay that this
person was spoken to by me ; but he does not
say what I have spoken. The deposition will
show it, as well as the time when the matter
took place, -

9. The Mulky writer says that no regis-
ter having b-en kept for Mungenapudy, he was
unable to stite how many letters were sent to
Mangenapudy on the 26th, but he yet says he
recolleets the despaich of four leiters to Munge-
napudy on the 27th. Even here, he says, he is
not sure. Ayzain, in the deposition taken by me
in the Post Office in the presence of Mr. Honner,

the Inspeciing Postmaater, only two days after
the despateh of the orders, he stated that he
recollected o have sent, on the 26th, four packets
to Mangenapudy, and he did not mention then
suything about what he now says as having oc-
curred on the 27th. It is more truthful to think
that his power of memory would have been
much stronger soon afier the occurrence has
taken place, than at this distant period of time.
Hence the incredibility of his evidence. — Vide
depositions E 1 and E 2,

“ DEFENCE.~Cuixnnay Krisunaman,

Salt Superintendent, —e The Sal: Superinten-
**dent, Chinnam Krishnamah, ha.ving heard all
* the above statements, said, that, oq going to
“ office on the morning of the 28th, the Gumastah
“told him, that a parcel containing an order had
** been received by post the preceding night; the
“order was handed to the Superintendent, and
*“ opened by him, and found to contain instrue-
“ tions to raise Government price of salt. The
“ Superintendent observed that it was dated
* 26:h, and had been received by telegraph, and
“ taken in connexion wiih the large purchases
*“of salt made the two previoug days, his sus-
“ picions were roused by the delay, and he at
* once reported the matter to the Salt Deputy
“ Collector, and the Deputy Collector in charge
“of the Treasury; he asked for the over of the
“lelter, and found it dated Masulipatam Post
*“ Office, 27th March, This caver Lo produced
“before the Collector; he stated that on the
“evening of the 27th, he bad heard rumours
“about the place that the price had been raised ;
“but as such orders had always hitherto been
“sent out by express, and as he had received no
“intimation on thig occasion, he concluded the
“rumour wag groundless: he afterwards heard
“the same report from a Salt Peon. He deposed
“to baving sold two heaps on the 26h, and
“ three on the 27th, and admitted that some of
“the merchants ou each oceasion were his rela-
“tives; he, however, denjed that he knew any
“thing of the rise in price before the purchases
“ were made, or that he had received any com-
* munication whatever with them on the subject.”

of his decision, by stating that no oue saw the des
; to

10. In the first deposition given before the

Salt Deputy Collector, the Superintendent state
‘that rumours of the rise in the price either ac-
companied or followed the merchants that came
to buy salt on the 27th, Again, in the deposition
before tie Collector, he said that he also heard

the same rumour from a Salt Peon who passed

Masulipatam on the 27¢th eveniiig. According to
his own account, when he was in possession of
such informatiqn,‘ it is natural or incumbent for
an officer of Mis position to have been anxious to
wait and inquire for the post of that night. But
from his own deposition, it appears he was
cool and indifferent, and even on the next
morning, he does not make any anxious inquiry
for any order in the post; but, he siys, his Gu-
mastahs gave the order to him, These cannot
be the true indications of an offcer in p‘re?‘i‘bus
receipt of ramour of such an important subject,
if he had no haud in the matter in question.
1L The Collector is pleased to say in the

summary, ¢ He (Superintendent) asked for the
cover of the letter and found it dated Masuli.
patam Post Office, 27th March.,” This cover
was produced befors the Collector during the
inquiry ; when the Salg Deputy, and C’ol‘léctor,
and all pronounced that the date was not dis-
cernible ; and even on the second day, to see
whether the date was visible, T used a micros.
cope, but to no effect. The COVer is even now
in the office, and it may be referred to. Under
such circumstances, for the Collector to say
that the date was found on the cover, is unjust
to me. _ - T i
12. Covrrecton’s pECISION AND REMARKS,
~—The Collector is pleased to end paragraph 1

patehing Peon put the orders in the box. I beg

state that the Board will observe, from the depo-

: e sition® of fifth witness, (the. degpaﬁclﬁng clerk,)
that that Peon did immediately return and say to him that the orders kad been put into the box.

13. In paragraph 2 of his decision, Collector

is pleased to state that it 'in;e,artai!:!; '!'"r.oni the

statements of the Post Offics officials, aad from the entries in the rogiuers, that the four orders

Wwere not in the box when opened in the Post Offics, I beg to state that the Post Office o ﬁeido
who were examined, were only one Veerabhadraiya (seventh witness) and Péﬁﬂ;—‘@i:;ﬁ(h witness),

% was opened.  The proper man whoso turn it

was, and who opened the box was not exawined, as I have explained in paragraph 4 of this ex~

planation, and the latter, the Peon, did use the key under the direction of the clerk (not ex-
amined) on duty that duy. The Mulky writer had nothing whatever to do -Vitf‘t'—"“tjie'i_;pe‘piw
of the box or sorting of its contents, he receiving only what was put in his hands by the regular
Post Office clerk on duty each day. Regarding the entries alluded to by the c“““”h it is
clear that the rezular Post Office officials never Eup'.ngisﬁyﬁng of l@bfi delivered into the
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% mﬁﬂf‘hﬂ Mulky writer, nor doelt‘hel?a%ter k%ep T o e Tl deipgtch - P 21.. The name of the first, who is the maternal uncle of Qha'ﬁupefintendgg;\,{i;‘Q)?i;p!fgdfii_ﬂ e
| ‘Mungenapudy as stated by those officials themselves. Hence, the Board will observe that the ' | the Chitta of sales. The second lent money to the first for this purchase. The third, Who is

the Gumastah of ;h‘e fourth, is put down as a merchant, and the fourth is the father o Altes
Superintendent’s ‘brother-in-law, who was the actual individual who went to Mungenapudy
on that day. The Superintendent, in his first defence before the Sult Deputy Collector, does mot
- speak of the P‘_‘!-'Qk““ by his maternal uncle, but talks of the third as a Brahmin merchant unre-
To R CoLLECTOR, i lated to him, The Salt Deputy Collector in
« Paragraph 2.—You will observe from paragraph 2 of his letter, dated 20th April
the statement that one of the merchants i: a 1866, No, 46, exonerating the Supeiintendent
Brahmin, and that none of the others are rela- positively, states that the purchasers were not
tives to the Superintendent, but are merely dis- close relatives of the Superintendent, and point=
tantly connected with him by marriage between ing tothe third asa merehaat, is of opinion that
members of their respective families.” the Brahmin is not related to a Komaty ; but
{ during the examination, the Salt Deputy Col-
lector admits that he was wrong in having written so. But the Salt Deputy Collector based his

 assertion of the Collector dogs riot appear  to be based upon the depositions of the Post Office
officials, iy o o O e e S B i

14. Again,in thesame p&raérnpb,‘ Collector is pleased to take it for granted that the orders
were not put iato the Cutcherry box, but carried late in the evening to the Post Office box. This
he is pleased to do in the face of undoubted sevidence, from a strict and severe inquiry held by
himself, of the suhozdinﬁt_é‘r officials ¢onserned in the despateh of the orders, That the orders

- were put into the Cutcherry box before 1 o'clock on the 28th, is proved beyond doubr. The

~ Board may be pleased to eé,ll for the depositions of those parties, in which it w.li be apparent what
gort of questions were put to those Curcherry servaots by the Collector, and what truth was
elicited theiefrom, neveriheless. :

15. The Collector is p!@ased to state that the orders were found in the regular post box

© . when it was opened during the night of the 26th. I bey to state that the only person who np:
. pears to have opened the box, atabuut 11 o'clock, on the night of the 26th, was seventh witness, arguments in exonerating the Superintendent upoa this, as did the Collector, which will be ap-

* who clearly states in his deposition, that “I did not see the addresses, and do not remember how parent in Collector’s letter to Board, dated 28th April 1866. ;

: %, 2 : ; 2 ] -
oy ey o wefs/!s 1 ‘Bame paragraph, ,c"“eﬁ'" speaks of the runner delivering the ' e 92.  If the several omissions which 1 have now respectfully brought to notice be supplied,
- packets at Mungenapudy, and afterwards ot Buntumilly. Why this runner was not examived by e I trust that the Board will be pleased to arrive at the following conclusions :— i
the Collector, thoughequested by me, I don’t know. This runner would have certaiuly thrown | ; j
~ ‘some light upon the actual time of receipt of the packets by the Superintendent, if examined.

1st.—That the telegram was received on the night of the 25th (Sunday).

2nd.—That the orders were bona-fide prepared and put into the Cutcherry letter hox,
before 1 o’clock on the 26th. ¥ s

8rd.—~That the orders must have reached the Superintendent of Mungenapudy on the
evening of tHe 26th.- ' N

16. Paragraphs 5 and 6.—It is for the Board to judge whether the conclusion of ‘the Col-
 leetor is tenable, as he founds it upon the merchant's (ninth witness') Gumastah going on the
mqrning of the 26th to buy salt, as I have already explained in paragraph 6, the omission of the
 Collector in the summary of the several imporiant facts elicited in the merehants (ninth witness')

deposition and the Arzee of the Buntumilly Superiniendent. :

4th.—That, on the following day (27th), the relatives of e Snperintendejnibﬁ“( having

17. Paragraph 8~—The Board will be pleased to observe that it is not possible to gel any  come just before the sunset, must have been sent for by the Superintendent.

: _information, from the relations so closely connected with the Superintendent, caleu'ated to injure

" him. But the Collector has been pleased to lose sight of ‘the fact, that only his relutions were the

’p,urchasera on that day; that they are not ordinary dealers in salt ; that they never bought salt
before for trade, though they are merchants of known reputation ; and that none of the regular
galt traders, who are numerous in Masulipatam, did make any purchase on the occasion. Under
these circumstances, the Board will perceive that the report never left my office, and that these
purchasers did not go to Mungenapudy on information received from the town.

5th.—That the Superintendent’s object in omitting the name of his maternal uncle and
his brother-in-law, and in entering the name of his brother-in-law’s Gumastah, so as‘ftﬂ'%!i?
it appear that he was a Brahmin merchant, in the Chitta of sales, must be apparent, and?:ﬂ- :
culated to strengthen the suspicion against the Superintendent. ol i

23, In the face of such undoubted evidence, if the Collector is pleased to acquit the Saper-
intendent from all blame, [ must throw myself entirely under the ptotection of the Board to do
justice in the matter, after perusing the depositions of the parties. I have only to bring respect=
fully to the favorable consideration of the Board, that there has not been one instance in which

"18.. Paragaphs 9 and 10.—When it came to my knowledge that the Superintendent sold
to his relations only, and that these merchants were never before dealers in salt, I at once suspect.

e : ) labi : : IR T , o o s SR

ed that th; :l‘lper'm:el;dzxt 'the ke tives, and ;‘te B/i;ll:{ wn?er were all in collusion thh_.cach {3 I was censured for delay, or want of zeal, when the interest of Goverament is at stake, The

other, an 4 institu .e t e Jt?qjlxlz'): at oqc& ¢ Muiky wrxte:r was nob trustworthy, as will be W6 Collcetor thinks that I could have seat the order by a special messenger, bat this did not oceur
seen from the prevaricating deposfuons given before the Inspecting Postmaster at Grat, and subse- " to my mind, as I was taken up with the language in the Government telegram, viz,, * To issue im-
quently before the Collector.— Vide paragraph 9 of this explanation. E 3 mediate ordera”” Even had T sont a mossenger, it would by no means prevent the Superinten-

dent from resorting to malpractice, if be was so disposed, by ab once debiting the heaps and ere-
diting the value in the Chitta ashaving sold the salt, replenishing the amount uftﬁ:wﬁrdeg which
is not impracticable. The Board will also take into their consideration the fact, ‘t'.but{‘.;ghile
there was not a single day in which the retail sales took place, there were 1‘9?‘_? “-"‘?»ﬂl-@a ,27 ?ﬁaﬁm“t :
wholesale dealers, who were all his close relatives. In this very station of Mungenapudy, vhere

. there took place an embezzlement of Government revenus: the sale proceeds of salt last year, it

LR L . N

was 1 that first discovered it, and sived Government of upwards of 700 Rupees, though it was
ore the duty of the Salt Deputy Collector to have found it out, 3 he bad all the information
requisite in bis hands. e e i B SRR ke
AL Ly

19. It is not impossible that ihe outside packets, both for Mungenapudy and Buntumilly,
carried by the runner, could have been detained one day at Munge napudy, and Chellam for
Buntumilly re-placed with a different date. There is nothing in the 1ecords of the Postal De-
parcment that conld check such fearless attempts.

: 90. The Collector has been pleased to omit to notice these facts also. The real purchasers
on the 27th were the following :—
] 1. Cherrukury Survesalingam.
© 2. Mujeti Nagabhushanam.
3. Wadapally Sriramulu.
4, Guggala Subbaroydoo.
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Forwarded to the Board of Revenue, as requested by Treasury Deputy Collector T. Dhurma
Row Mudelly.
- MasurnipaTax, « (Signed) W.WILSON, 3
27th May 1866. Acting Sub-Collector in charge of the Kistna District.
B
Fourth Witness, Nuxxt Kaay, Mulky Runner and Distributing Peon, Collector's Cutcherry,

sworn,—1I received four orders from the Munshee with orders to put them in the tappal box at
1 o’clock. I do not know the date or the month.

In former deposition, he said he received the orders from Purushottam to give to the Mun-
shee ;he now states the latter to be correct.
(Signed) G.THORNHILL,
Collector,

F,

Fifth Witness, Mirza Javren Avir, Mully Writer, sworn.—The four orders regardmg the
price of salt were sent to me on the 26th at about 1 o'clock. I do not know who brought them.
T went to Purushottam to ask if there were more orders ; he then told me the orders sent were
very urgent, and must be despatched at once. I went back at once, put them in covers and
gave to Nunni Khan to put in the box ; he came back and said he had placed them in the box.

In former deposition stated that Nunni Khan brought them and said they were urgent, and
said nothing of going to Purushottam.

I do not well recollect but I certainly went to Purushottam, and was told by him that
the orders were urgent, and must be sent at once,

(Signed) G. THORNHILL,
Collector.

———

B.

Ninth Witness, PALACRUTII RAIALINGAM, Komaty of M asulipatam, age 40 years, sworn, —
I sent Tadapilly Padmabhudu and 8. Kotayya to Mungenapndy, on 26th Mar ek to.buy two
heaps of salt. They started at 6 or 7 A. m. with Rupees and Bank notes; they returned
at 4 p. M. I purchased the salt to send to Jaggiahpetta., I had not heard that the price of
salt was about to be raised, I am in the habit of buying salt by wholesale and by retail also
for trade.

I am distantly related to the Superintendent of Mungenapudy, but not closely, I am not
in the habit of writing or receiving letters from the Superintendent. I have no money dealings
with him,

Question by Treasury Deputy Collector.~I sent Bank Notes to Buntumilly about seven
or eight days previously to purchase salt, the notes were refused ; the Superintendent told hir
he had no orders to receive them.

By Mr. Marjoribanks,—1 sent B. Balakristnammah with Rupees to Buntumilly at the same
time that I sent to Mungenapudy to buy one heap of salt there also,

By Collector,—I bought one heap at Buntumilly because the Jaggiahpetta merchants -wrote
for Buntumdly salt T could not get bandies to bring all the salt from Buntumilly ; so I bought

the rest at Mungenapudy.

By Mr. Marjoribanks—1 bought the Mungenapudy salt in the name of my son Sriramulu.
I do not know in whose mame my Gumastah bought the Buatumill y salt. A man named
Tallury Beemannah had a share in the Mungenapudy salt ; so I entered it in my son’s name. No
one else had any share in that salt, nor in the Buntumilly salt.

Question by bJ Supmntmdmt —You stated above that you took salt af Mungenapudy, because
you could get bandies to take it from that place and not Buntumilly, Why, then, did you not
remove the salt for twenty days ?

I could not get bandies at once to take it away. I meant to say above that I believed I could

get bandies more readily for Mungenapudy than Buntumilly. 1 bought the Mungenapudy salt
on my own account, and sent it to Jaggiahpetta for sale, and not for merchants.

By Collector.—~Did you ever buy three heaps in a day before? No. I bappened to lxavs
funds available.

By Mr. Marjoribanks.—Did (you) not send soveceigns ﬂutjto buy the salt at Mungenﬁ- ‘

pudy? No, I dxd not.

By Collector. —1I heard that the price of salt had been raised four or five days afterwards.

I bought one heap and ten bandies of salt at Buntumilly after the price was raised. I had agreed
to supply some oil seeds from Jaggiahpetta and deliver them at Masulipatam, and as it was
more profitable o me to send salt up and bring the oil seeds on the return bandies, I arra.ngeﬂ
to send up the salt ; the seeds have been delivered accordingly.

Before purchasing this salt, I had endeavoured to borrow a Government Promissory Note
from M. Bapannah to purchase salt, but had failed. Signed) G, THORNHILL,

Collector.

C.

13th Witness, CHERKURRY SUVESALINGAM, Komaty of Bunder, sworn.—About a month or

fifteen days ago Nagabhushanam came to me to arrange for bringing salt with Ramaswamy. I
agreed to purchase two heaps of salt. I had no ready money. So Nagabbulhanam provided the
funds, 1 knew nothing of the rise in the price of salt. 1 have not been in the habit of buying
salt by the heap for some years. I calculated in geumg profit by the tmnsacnon in tha ordinary

way of trade, s

The Salt Supennt«endent, C. Kmhnamn, is my elder mter'- son. Iheard nut!nng from hu; :
of the rise in price. I was not recommended by him to buy salt when I went to Mungenapudy. I .

spoke to-him on ordinary subjects. . s
He did not write to me about it. I had no communication at all with them on the subject.

By Treasury Deputy.—1 have constantly had money transaction with M. Nagabhushapam.

I have a regular money account with him ; we have not settled lately ; our transactions amount to

10,000 or 16,000 Rupees & year. | i
I cannot say when I last took a large sum from him. My nephew can tell.
(Signed) G. THORNHILL,
Collector.

D.

GueeaLa Sussarovpoo, 14tk Witness, sworn.—I bought a heap of salt at Muugmpuﬂ} on

the 27th March. I sent W. Sriramulu, my Gumastah, and my son, Sastrulu, with money and

notes to buy the salt, I heard in the bazar that merchants had bought salt on the 2&1'. and
that there would be profit in the sale of salt, so T bought it. I did not hear of the inerease in the ,

Government rate three or four days after I had purchased it. Tam related to thq&ugeﬂntenﬂenh :

My son married his sister. I do not correspond with him, and have no moyay deahngl mth hlm.

I had no intimation whatever from him of any rise in the price of salt.
By Deputy Collector.—1 have not purchased salt for the last ten orjfm yctm. |
By Superintendent—1 did not come to Cutcherry on the ﬁﬁiﬁ- g

e




: Superintendent’s question.—Have

you dealings with the Treasury Deputy Collector's bro-
ther? Yes. I have dealings and man

y others have for the last three or four months,
I have received letters from his brother, who resides in Madras,

Deputy Collector has spoken to me on the subject.

into dealings with his brother ; he told me I must cond

about merchandize, and the
The Deputy Collector asked me to enter
uct the business correctly and carefully.
By Collector.—1t did not appear that the Deputy Collector was peérsonally concerned in the
transactions. The Deputy Collector has not seen my accounts of the transactions between his z
1 ! ‘ brother and me ; the transactions have only recently commenced, and no settlement of accounts |
' has as yet taken place. Kota Venkatrayalu and some of the Tattavara people also were ( ? had)
5 opened mercantile dealings with the De puty Collector’s brother,

2 (Signed) G.THORNHILL,
14th May 1866.

Collector.
¢ —— [ 3
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{ ‘ Derositions given by Yemuapa Laxsmyisarsivea Row, Mulky Writer at Bunder, 28th
t’{ : March 1866,

Q.—Were you at the regular office when the box, in which tkLe covers which came on the E
261h from the Huzur Cutcherry were put, was unlocked ? ; |

4.—1 was present when the box in which the cov

the above date, was brought to the regular office and unlocked. The said box was unlocked by one
Balajee, Peon, sttached to the regular office, The said Peon took the covers out of the box and
separated the service packets when the writers, namely, Ariperala Venkata Ramanna, Badheraju
Verabhadraya, Munchalla Venkata Ramadoss, and Adharaparapu Hanumanta Row, were sitting
in front. Itis Adharapurapu Hanumanta Row’s day's turn to sort the said covers, 1
the covers fo be sent to Taluks, and handed them over to me,
6 o’clock.

Q.—State how many covers, and to whom addressed, were given that day ?
4.1 cannot state from memory how many covers, and to whom addressed. :

@.—You have stated that it has been usual to despatch the packet of the covers by out-tap-

pal to Mungenapudy and Bantumilly. Did you so despatch the covers of the night of the 26th i
to Buntumilly and Mungenapudy ? .

ers of the Huzur Cutcherry were put on

1e geparated
It was then about half past

4.—1 recollect that I despatched, on the evening of that day, a packet of four covers to

Mungenapudy, I despatched, to Buntumilly, one paid and bearing letter only. To Buntumilly ‘
no official packet was despatched.

Q.—Did you despatch to Buntumilly any covers officially on the 27th ?

A.—1 despatched to Buntumilly on the 27th ono service, one paid, and one bearing letter,

Q.—When did the covers said to have been despatched to Buntumilly come to you ?

A .~Thege covers were in those which [ have above stated were

given yesterday morning
from the Masulipatam Post Office,

(Signed) Y. LAKSHMINA RSIMHA ROW.
k . (True translation.)

(Signed) T.DHARMAROW MUDELLY, | .
Deputy Collector.

E 2
Sizth Witness, Y. Laksaur Narsimua Row, Blulky writer, in Bunder Post Office, sworn.—
On the 26th of March, I was in the Post Office when the Cuteherry post box was received.
It was taken as usual into the office, and was opened by Balajee, letter box peon, and in the pre-
gence of the Head Clerk, Ramadoss Pyntulu, Ariperala Venkataramannah, Hanumanta Row, and
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- another packet to the runner to deliver. The |

others; the letters were sorted, and those belonging to the Mulky post were handed to me. I ene
tered the number of service, paid, and bearing letters, as usual, in the register. If Isee tl}e r:-
gister [ can tell. I sorted the letters for despatch to the different Taluks, al'ld entered them 1(:}t,le
despatch register. On referring to this register, I find one paid, one unpaid, and feturn ne,t;
lam despatched to Buntumilly, The Mungenapudy letters are always made up in a sepl;t:a_

packet, and sent by the Buntumilly runuer oufside. The packet is addressed to the Salt 1;1-
sions, but as it is not a station, no entry is made in the despatch register of the Mungenapudy
letters. I cannot, therefore, say how many letters were sentto Mungenapudy on the 26ih
March.

On the 27th, I went as usual to the office in the morning ; about 8 o’clock, the Calcutta Mail
came; the sorting almirah was opened, and the writer, Veerabadriah, gave me some Mulky Ietter;
which had been placed in the pigeon hole set apart for letters to be dnsm.buted in the towu,’an
for Mulky letters’; there were ten or[fourtee&ers. Two covers superscribed ““ On a Bearers ser.-
vice.,” So, I looked over the whole carefullyat once. I took steps to despatch tlfle bearers
letters without delay, and the remaining letter@vere kept for despatch until the evening.

- There were four covers for the salt Kotaurs and others I am not sure about. -I sent the Bun-
tumilly letters as usual in a packet ; it contained one service, one paid, one Peanng, one return
Cheliam. There was a service cover for Mungenapudy only. So gave it without puiting itin
nner left the office at 7 o’clock ». M.

#

2. In your former deposition, you stayat the lei@er was enclosed in a fresh OOVEE; ll'“
Salt Superintendent also produces the addressof such an outer cover ; was that addrefss wrxttex: ;n
your office ? Tt is a long time ago, and I may have forgotten. The address was written b}’_m:
second writer, and is the same as is always atﬁked to such packets. It seems date of despatch 227“, .

~The cover of the letter now produced is similar to that despatched to Mungenapudy og the 27¢h,
I believe it to be the same, )

.. ;
: ed) @ THORNHILL,
y Gmgia sl i Collector.
e Copies.) j
m(;ignad) T, DHURMAROW MUDELLY,
Deputy Collector.

1. The Board request the Acting Collector will be so gooq as to call.ou Dhu":;;oy:ﬁﬁre.
deliar to explain what trading transactions are carried on b;: 1:1s brother in :)atr[tner idf;nce) b
fourteenth witness, Guggala Subbaroydu, (vide Mr. Thornhill’s summary of the l:vd witn;ss th
what foundation exists for this witness’ statement that the Deputy Collector as e-n also state
enter into dealings with the Deputy Collector’s brother. rl‘he Deputy .Collectl(;r walud it
whether he has any personal interest in the business carried on by his brother =
Subbaroydu. '

: f Mr.
2. The Acting Collector will also forward the cover referred to in paragraph 19 o

2 order of the
' il 1y i i d report whether the Deputy Collector’s or. |
o s ety ke 26th April to the several Salt Supenmendents

* Nizampatam, Chinna Ganjam. arrived at the remaining two st ations* by the -

If the Post Office regis-

il.
post from Masulipatam of the 26th, or by the post of the 27th Apri patched from the

ters prove, as in the case of Buntumilly, that the orders were nob actually des
Post Office till the 27th, it should be so stated. )
Copies and Extract. _
Gt (Signed) R. A. DALYELL,

‘Acting Secretary.
o the Acting Collector of the Kistna District.
' Exd, J. Wright.
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4 Liappenrs that two heaps of salt were sold at the Munganapudi pans, and one heap at

EaVan ot 2 S M PRI e R A S T T i e e

Should you think that my brother should not have even in this way,

any eoacern whatever,
I shall ask him to withdraw it, and go back in search of a Goverment employ.

In eonclusion, T beg to inform you that if T had had an
in the matter of the alleged trade, [ would not have been spared by those who have brought
about all these false things, and subjected me to undeserved trouble and sorrow, They wouald

bave made a good case against me. There would have been huadreds of petitions flying aboat
me, to blow me off,

¥ shadow of concern, or interference

—— e

l. The foregoing papers relate to the non-issue to certain pans in the Kistna District, of the
Orders of Government directing an increase in the price charged for salt, owing to which'a loss
of Rupees 1,125 has been incurred. 1t appears that the Order was received by telegraph at Ma-
sulipatam on the evening of Sunday, 25th March, by the Deputy Collector in charge of the Trea-
sury, Durma‘royen Moodelly, and that he forwarded a copy of the Order to the Collector, who was

then on circuit, with an intimation ¢ hat the necessary orders had been sent direct to the several
salt pang of the District,

2. From the Deputy Collector’s own showing, it appears that he took no steps whatever to
give any such instructions until 12 o’clock on Monday the 26th, at which hour he went to office,

placed in the Offica Post box before 4 2, ., at which hour the box is taken to the Post Office.

3. Itseems pretty clear, however, from the evidence of the Post Office Clerks, that the
covers containing these orders were not putin the Office Post box, but were posted in the ordi-
nary letter box at ths Post Office at some later hour on Monday afternoon’or evening. The re-
sult of this delay was, that the orders did not reach the salt stations of Munganapudi and Buntu-
milly until late on Tuesday night, instead of lte on Monday night, as would have been the case if
the Deputy Uollector was correct in his assertion that the covers were placed in the Office Post
box before 4 2. xt. on Monday. |

i e |

i b ¥ PP p——

the Buntumilly pans on Monday, and that two more heaps were sold at the former pans on Tues-
day. Even, therefore, if the Deputy Collector was correct in his view of the case, the sale ?f
three salt heaps on Monday, at the lower rates, was entirely owing to his own carelessness in
omitting to despatch special messengers to the Munganapudi and Buntumilly pans early on Mon-
day morning, These paus are distant from Masulipatam five and sixteen miles respectively, and
it is difficult to understand how an officer of the Deputy Collector’s experience could be 8o neg-
ligent as to forward the telographic instruction, which he had received the evening before, by the
ordinary post, which he was well aware would not reach either of those places till very late on
Monday night : thus leaving the whole of Monday to those persons of Masulipatam who might

have received intelligence of the rise in price from Madras, or from the Telegraph Office, or the
Quteherry, to make purchases at the lower rates,

5. The Board are of opinion that the attempts made by the Deputy Collector, to cast impu-
tations upon the Superintendeat of Munganapudi, are also discreditable and improper, and the.y
quite coneur with the Collector and Mr, Marjoribanks in acquitting this officer of a]l blame in
the matter. The evidence of the Post Office Writer, Y. Lakshima Nursimha Row, to which the
Deputy Collector adverts as being in su pport of his view of the case when given on the 28th
March before the Deputy Collector, is, in the Board’s opinion, conclusively in fayor of the Super-
intendeat. In his depositions marked E. 1 and E. 2, attached to the Deputy Collector’s letter,
dated 26th May 1865, above recorded, one of which was given before the Deputy Collector on the
28th March, and the other before the Collector at a subsequent date, this writer distinetly states
thiat no service letter was gent to Buntumilly by the mail of the evening of Monday 96“1 _“ml"
i: is evident, therefore, that one of the four service covers, containing the orders for raising the
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price of salt, was not then in the Pust Office, and this being the cass, it is exce:isinrael'l“yl n; :m:ny-
that the other three should have been there, Thé two o.rders for Munganagu OEF 34
milly would, of course, reach ths Post O Bios at the sam> timo, and would be despa
same mail,

‘6. The Board acquit the Deputy Collector of any impropsr motives ; but the_f‘)g::::::‘ez
inform him that his carelegsness, and the want of ju-ismw} displaysd by h;:na; G52
which has resulted in a large loss to Government, is deserving of grave t:epre beeu. Fiid in
7. The Board are glad to be able to record their opinio'u .that nothmgomée"d LRy
i Lol Jos AL e X Romid e ) e e
mercantile transactions in which his brother is ssid to be engage d, or e ! ot
taken advantage of his official pw‘itian to forward those transactions.
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1806, Depurtment,
§ 3 b\&/\, A _,.
No. |

PRrOCERDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUR,

Dated 19th July 1866. - , i

Iow 15 S fty L L 245

No. 4,924,

Acquittng Deputy Collector Durmaroyen Moo=
delly of Kistna district of any improper motives
in delaying to issue to certain pans the orders
of Government, directing an increase in price

charged for salt, and requesting Collector to in-
form him that his carclessness in matter is de-
serving of grave reprehension,
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