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His Excellency
LORD AMPTHILL, G.C.LE,

Governor of Fort Saint G’eorge, i

 MADRAS.

May 11 prEASE Your ExceLLexcy,

THE most deplorable and critical petition of T. R, Ven

a dismissed Sub-Assistant Inspector of Schools, who was drawin:

month, most humbly and respectfully prays for a k

of the Madras Government No. 114, dated 19¢h

appeal against the order of dismissal passed : he la

Public Instruction, in the light of the hnﬂ%ﬁoned citcumsm-

He hopes from your Excellency’s humanity and the well known evolence

your Excellency’s disposition to partake of that Royal nature to spare and forgf%
- which brings happiness upon the oppressed and the distressed. "
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. 2. The petitioner served your Excellency’s Government as Sub-Assistant
Inspector of Schools Tindivanam and elsewhere faithfully and honestly and he
_counts a service of about 23 years. At the request of some
“lindivanam, most of whom are pleaders, he
-school of Audinarayana Aiyah, which is now
Native Primary School”” He simply taught t

native gentlemen of
helped them in working up the old
known by the name of « Victoria
he teachers of the school the method

tion 80 as to awaken the reg] interest of the pupils and
ever took an active part in the management.
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Your Excellency’s petitioner has now to express in brief the fact of the
it American Missionary as manager of the Mission Lower

Primary Schools in Tindivanam having succeeded in bringing the late Mr, G. H.
f t.éart to Tindivanam and got him preside over the meeting on the occasion of the
ize distribution on the 9th March 1903, Hig honour lived with the Missionary,
ed all the four Mission Primary Schools in Tindivanam but did not visit the

oria Native Primary School notwithstanding the humble request of the
ging members. Tt is this very Missionary who applied to the same Director

' Public Tnstruction for building grant of the old District MunsifP’s Court-house

1 Tindi The petitioner was personally directed to recommend the applica-
which was immediately done on the personal and  written modified requisition
The unusual expression of his Honour's Countenance and the
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manner the poor subordinate petitioner was then received made him think that
some unusual steps to undo him would be taken in spite to him and the Missionary.

4. Mr. Singaravelu Mudaliar, Assistant Inspector of Schools, the next
superior of your Excellency’s petitioner, took exceedingly undue advantage of his
honour Mr. Stuart’s displeasure towards the petitioner and found an occasion to
work out the ruin of the subordinate for the preconceived spite. His inimical
attitude towards the petitioner prior to the complaints will best be seen by a
perusal of copies of his D/O letter dated 22nd March 1903 and the reply hereto
submitted- On three pseudonymous petitions containing charges of the most
trumpery description and got up by the malevolence of the petitioner’s own
subordinates who were all reported against in the strict discharge of petitioner’s
duty and on the statements taken behind his back without notice of the enquiry,
the Assistant Inspector of Schools somehow penned a lengthy report,

which,
if perused, will be a sufficient proof of his vindictive spirit.

5. The petitioner’s full explanation was not taken by either of the two
officers, no necessary papers were given him even when repeatedly requested, no
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses, no permission to a
were given the petitioner and he was not asked to enter upon his defence as
enjoined by the rules prescribed by Government. The repeated cravings of the
petitioner that the Assistant Inspec.tor of schools was highly prepossessed and
prejudiced were not at all attended to. The authors of the pseudonymous petitions
on which the report of the Assistant Inspector of Schools hinged, were purposely
avoided being traced out and the superior officers did not care or even attempt to

find ont whether there really existed persons bearing the names subscribed in the
pseudonymous petitions.

ppear by a pleader

6. It can further be explained that the statements alluded to in the
Assistant Inspector’s report were not taken in an open enquiry and in the presence
of the petitioner affected by them. The makers of these statements are mostly
persons drawing very low salary and in the good grace of the Assistant Inspector
of Schools. If the charges were true, there would have been complaints long be-
fore the date of Mr. Stuart’s visit to the Tindivanam Mission Schools or as soon
as the alleged subject matter of the charges were said to have been committed and
not after a sufficiently long interval and immediately after the visit of the late
Director of Public Instruction. The subordinates who made the statements were
influenced by the promise of promotion or confirmation as also the immediate
superior who was since confirmed in this division.

7. The Assistant Inspector of Schools, who originally enquired into the
matter, as well as the late Director of Public [nstruction found nothing which could
not be believed against the petitioner though both have by official record expressed
their real appreciation of the work of the petitioner. The late Mr. G. H. Stuart
stayed here for two days and a half and every day he spent more than four hours
with the Assistant Inspector of Schools.in private but gave the petitioner no
opportunity to explain his case. Neither of the two officers cared or attempted
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to find out that through no fault of the petitioner, coloured circumstances in the -
shape of charges have been brought about and that coincidences of (?ir.'cumstances
have been fabricated most effectually to effect the ruin of the petitioner. The
utter disregard of the rules and procedure prescribed for an enquiry into matters
like the dismissal of a public servant with long service rightly calls forth the

correction of your individual Excellency-

8. The first charge against the petitioner is, as alleged, that he employed
one Vaithinatha Aiyar as temporary clerk in his office with a single clerk and drew
pay for him for 19 days as such, while he was employed as a teacker in the Victoria
Native Primary School, Tindivanam.

The second charge is, as alleged, that the petitioner examined and passed
grants for a school in Nagar knowing that it had been closed. Your Excellency’s
petitioner is quite innocent of the above charges, as his appeal will show and his

simple innocence can be explained only in this way;

« In order to effect the ruin of a poor servant, his box is opened with a
false key and a quantity of goods taken from his master deposited in it
There has been only one sided representation all through from the immediate

superior. :

9. Your Excellency’s humble petitioner has had the happiness of serving
His Royal Highness’ Government loyally for about 23 years and now in his 48th
year of mature age is turned adrift with n‘o ostensible means of support and even
without being heard by any officer He has been inevitably driven to the length
of expressing that the superior officers in the Department bave placed a blind
reliance upon the dictum ¢ facts comnot le” which has played a mischievous
effect in the administration of justice in the case of the petitioner. That facts can
awfully and cruelly lie is illustrated above by the case of the servant. The ruined
petitioner most respectfully prays for a personal interview to represent some more
of his grievances His address is 8 Eswaran Covil Street, Tindivanam.

As your Excellency with the prerogative of Royal mercy is the only
asylum for relief to persous in the petitioner’s ruined circumstances, he looks up
with great anxiety and prays that your Excellency may be gracionsly pleased to

order at least a monthly pension for the petitioner’s family support and thereby

vender justice to the petitioner’s simple innocence.
The petitioner begs leave to subseribe.

May it please your Excellency,
Your Excellency’s most obedient and

humble servant,

oy AR g - :
V. 5"/"/« i‘ et /{/i"—‘(élf_—(t-—l PR G 7../1

Late Sub-Assistant Inspector of Schools,
Tindiwanam Iange.
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SUBJECT.

Submitting Reviey, . -appealing to the
Prerogative of mercy, and humbly explaining
the Petitioner’s simple innocence of the two
unfounded charges based on Pseudonymous
petitions with devout prayer for a personal
interview to represent the facts on the side of
the Petitioner in as much as the Proceedings

; againsp him are onesided and as such, in the

interest of Justice, necessarily call forth Your
Excellency’s kind notice and consideration.

to pressure of work I was not able to raply%
my first communication I pointed out the m

_of your recommendeation to withhold part Gf 83;'
_pay but you & en recommended the withholding of :

And ny next oozmnunid,a’oion was then sent to you

stated that you were biased agains®t him;

essure me Uhat you are not. * But your o 1etbers

show your two letters renardinrz the withholding (let-

other letters) Lo any person end see if he comes to

gonclusion than what I have arrived at.T am very much'

5 point.ed in your way of domg things ever since ‘the.
;_,compla.lnt. nade against you wes referred %0 you for

You suspected Venke terams,

author of it. It is only a suspicion.
bakeble proofs of his having' 'been t.he au'
on for your persistent persecut{ion;

Wey you have been doing in your numerous o

‘&gaingt him, If the facts stated in the. anc

‘8gainst you be false, you should have ca.redug« =

and to have thought no more of it than if it.

"Bented at all, But if there was sny truch },i

Just time to rectify the error if any and to have '

8ll ebout it, BPut instead of doing so, you have t,am

0 heart and not only that you have shown it»

white in your official correspondence not ,in ¢
. 'A; :




show that you would be Loo gla.d to tlaar'tqu

could.

I see you bring personal feglings (which you shoﬁld
- tain) to b eaxr on

=ing every one of these men bear best:zmony o itr m

~thoughtlessly, I fear, being cerried away by

"',hich ¥ou will do no credit to a public off.ivai'

=

perialism" of which an extract Mrs, Besent on ™ w




iQt ghance of improving., I feel»very éorry~ra: it

bope you will ury %o forget those men whose imneﬂs

fi¥e been haunbting you in your dreams also, . I may'%ai

cial communications such feelings of hatred and
71nst his subordinates. Better leave them bo th'
L your official correspondence. I have no timg
you more nor do I think it neces sary 0 wrine

hope you will not teke nmy dv1¢e amiss bub

deafness

oueries.




correspondence in the hops
: ‘<followed. i




Your'kind D/O to hand.
\bave expressed yourself clearly,

I3

"ﬁo find one of your nature, age,

Before ‘I begin, I fppl I should reques%
gnbd enough to dispossess yourself of any the alight&w%
ih4the fictitious story of the alleged grudge, anim
'afhce the anonymous petition egainst me. I you ea'
of argument, and fo;‘ 5
;;am follow. For ny Qmp

Cod and prey that I may be trué‘in

Lo me,
Theosophist, I have much to impro
have my karmic defecte and I feel for them ﬁnﬁf

set them ripght The duties of & Pubiiec

for & certain work hes Lo be disch&rgedﬂ

en my powers are
eshes for
shment,

zibutive or preventive and in both ways punish

certein, If as you allege iﬂ
the sole representetion of Sive Swemi




I feel and act thb the spirit of ao
?rimany mduvaclon. I am not at one wiﬁh ynn
’ tha.t. I should let such fla.grm'lta cases of m&__
”ed for .' If there be dlfference of opiviomb
diseffection end ﬁegligence'in waﬁki
gleve, sins, ficie

rog: ess of an

L that you (who speck suo much) should be equai

itheir favour snd against me and nob{vzew mﬁtg
night of the 23rd inst. Sivus

oom end speeking to me ror H&”‘

am BOrYY I have to beat
refer you
of me so fer back as 1888,

Lo the restless work of Siv&sﬂﬁﬁi”




sotor of Public Instructi
into his bead to &cééﬁﬁ:ﬁ@,ﬁ@ﬂ, ®
for ahout

aé;vation e ‘an impatient iﬁjmana

secing hin,
2 -~ g
in Cusbehs

schools, I thought i

Instruction end went

ot be wanted, Your “ivaswemi Aiyar diﬁ:iﬁhe seme

iﬂspector of Schonls in Villupuram.

i# openly declering bis proposition that the 4

@#ﬁ?enstb of your strong supporte
ot Streenivesae Aiyangar Vapedeppe Xounden
| I say once nore tbét Venka:

I am sorﬁwf

Estpo beliecve all that hay be said againatlmé

perusel of this part D/O0 you get yourﬁelf¥¢6bxt

the otlher Lwo aspecths.
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