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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

REesap—again the following paper :—
G.0., No. 567, Judicial, dated 23rd April 1897

Asstract.— Requesting the District Magi
. : gistrate of :
ylxi%x{n'fo G-ol;p:lian Nayar with copies of letters reportingS:}}zm] :;; furnish Deputy Magistrate
po submit any explanation which he may desire to otfera ¢ to Governmgnt, gld to call
- 'y

* .2 -
T )

Reap—also the following papers :— ' AR

From the District Magistrate of S
alem 7 e
June 1897.’ Ref. No. 955/M.C., dated 12th

ApstRAcT.—Submitting a letter from th

; | . e Deput 5

?qd“““';& to'amove the High Const fu'viewsto gelig; Ill\{:(gxstmte M.R.R_V.. T. Gopalan Nayar
udge of Salem in a Sessions case being cancelled. mark of the Distriet and Sessions

——

From the same Officer, Ref. No. 404/M., dated 28th June 1897

_ Aspstracr.—Stating that MR.Ry. T. G
his explanation by the 15th July 1897, opalan Nayar Avargal reports that he will submit

From the same Officer, Ref. No. 404/M.R., dated 81st Ju 189
: y 1897,

Apstracr.—Submitting the explanation of M.R.Ry

for in G.0., No. 567, Judicial, dated 23rd April 1897, " = CoPalan Nayar Avargal, called

.

From the same Officer, No. 873/M., dated 12th August 1897

Anstracr.—Forwarding“a copy of the High ;
M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nayar’s action i o dinima s arder remarkin
MR Ry. Gopalan Neyer's acion in having dimisod an appel becensethe sppelans sl f

OrpeEr—No. 446, Judicial, dated 15th March 1898,

The foregoing papers relate to the conduct in hi
g : ; his isteri :

MR Ry. T. Gopalan Nayar, Iatelf Deputy Collssior of Rematearr r Do aey of
sy p yar, y Deputy Collector of Namakkal, in t}?e Salem
2. During the years 1896 and 1897 the judicial work i hins

: f
under the gnfavourabl.e notice of Governmeni]; n connectiono witthhwn(())ﬂli:: rg} g
cases; in six of these it has been found necessary to move the High Cou:g ::';eiligz
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No. 446, Jupiciar, 15ta Marcn 1898. 3

ound that either his decision or his procedure was incorrect
ar’s work has been condemned by the District Magist e;:e.
the Sessions Judge and the High Court, and the latter Court has on (tl’iﬁem H
occasions characterized his procedure as highly improper,” his conduct of a zen
as “ perfunctory ”’ and his decision as ¢ eminently unsatisfactory.” o

3. Tt is needless to discuss the numerous cases in which the Deputy Magis-

trate’s work has been found unsatisfactory. Two instances will, however, be
b

referred to. In C.R. Case No. 466 of 1896, the High Court noticed the failure of
the Deput Magistrate to obey the rule prescribed in High Court’s circular

No. 3327, dated 11th November 1884, which directs that an appeal from a pri
in jail should not be disposed of for seven days after its rch:;i t. Th(; %q:ggfr
Magistrate at first defended his action, but subsequently pleaded ignorance of th{
cireular which had, he said, been issued hefore he became a Magistrate. The rule
is well known and occasions fo

r its observance are of frequent occurrence in most
Appellate Courts.

4. In another case

his ordérs, on the:
M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nay

M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nayar having received an appeal from
five persons, quashed the conviction in the case of two of them, but confirmed it

in regard to the other three, although he was of opinion that the decision of the
Lower Court, was wrong. The reason given for this procedure is that the three
appellants in whose case the conviction was upheld did not appear in support
of their appeal. The Deputy Collector still ‘attempts to defend his view by

The procedure adopted was wrong and

arguments which fail to carry weight.
atter shows perversity of judgment. The

the Deputy Collector’s action in the matt
High Court has since directed that the rejected appeals should be reheard.

5. In addition to his bad magisterial work, M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nayar is shown
to have been guilty of insubordination. The letter written by him to Mr. Mounsey
to which the attention of Government has been invited, is most improper in
its tone, and should never have been addressed by a Divisional officer to his
Collector. Nor is this a solitary instance. 'The attitude adopted, and the language
used by M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nayar, throu hout the correspondence, in regard to the
superior J udicial Courts, whose orders _snould have received his ready obedience,
show that he entirely fails to realise his subordinate position. M.R.Ry. Gopalan
Nayar’s conduct merits severe censure, and calls for a tangible mark of the
disapproval of Government. His Excellency the Governor in Council accordingly
directs that M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nayar be rqduced to the bottom of the third grade
of Deput Collectors, and orders will issue in the Revenue Department accordingly.
To guard against the re etition of his magisterial errors, the Government directs
that M.R.Ry. Gopalan Nayar shall not again be invested with first-class powers

six months, exercised second-class powers to the

until he has, for a period of
trate under whom he may be serving.

satisfaction of the District Magis
(True Extract.) ‘
v Chief Secretary.

To the Revenue Department.
., MRRy.T. Gopalan Nayar Avargal,
" through the Collector of North Arcot.

Copy to the Collector of Salem.

Exd. J, Henricus.
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