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Iis BExcellency,
James Thomson, C.S.I.,

Governor of Fort St. George,

MADRAS.

the petitioner most humbly begs to point out that in paras

3, 6 and 7 of his printed review petition dated 19th April O
(cgpy herein enclosed) new facts and circumstances which i
afford grounds for a consideration of his case have been dis-

closed.

on account of the personal oral complaint of the present -—-—
American Missionary in Tindivanem who just after the late Mr.
Stuart left his bungalow after a stay of two days'and a ha}f'
as his guest in March 1903 sent for the poor petitioner and
made him revise his original report on the suitdbility'ag
old District Munsiff’s Court-house in Tindivanam for Miaaif

School purposes.

(Vide petitioner’s reports on the tubjecﬂ to the Assibi

. tant Inspector of schools, Arcot Division).

. (ii) The easy access which the late Mr. G.H.Stuart
gave to anything that can be said against the poor petitioner:
by every owe without affording him any proper chance of ex-

plaining




‘his own inimical attitude to!a;dg}th£~§pﬁi

1sequént private enquiry behind the back
tioner by these two prejudiced officerb vﬁtﬁnx
:plan of ruining the poor petitioner.

'bis case.

2. As the poor petitioner was not furnished with

the statement of several witnesses all examined

back of the petitioner have not yet been rurn;xf,

A

explanation has not been read by any officer and he therefore

o

~ most humbly craves Your Excellency’s mercy for a personal con-
,M'\?{

A

sideration-




sideration bf all hii@b&m»ﬂ

 The petitioner is very s
‘revealing facts very wl sant ez
'_romatances and he most h&nblybm
o in self-defence and pzays',fsr' ‘bha Tepo
| the peti‘bioi;éf fbaﬁﬁ
caution and sus'picioni.‘ e

38

The petiti oner bega 1

Your Excellency’s ‘mos

and

g

1704 Late Sub A.ésiat.antq m




lic Instruction, in the light of the undermenhoned clroumstanees m hm ﬁwaar
'bopes from your Excellency’s humanity and the well known benevolence of

r Excellency’s disposition to partake of that Royal nature to spare and iorgma _"
ch brings happiness upon the oppressed and the distressed.

2. The petitioner served your Excellency’s Government as Sub-Assmtant,

sctor of Schools Tindivanam and elsewhere faithfully and honestly and hﬁ '
s a service of about 23 years. At the request of some native gentlemen of

vanam, most of whom are pleaders, he helped them in working up the ol
of Audinarayana Aiyah, which is now known by the name of to
Primary School”’ He simply taught the teachers of the schoe ;
arting sound instruction so as to awaken the real interest oi the‘

- took an active part in the management. :

- 8- Your Excellency’s petitioner has now to express in bnef the fact |
ent American Missionary as manager of the Mission Lower Secondar
rimary Schools in Tindivanam having succeeded in bringing the late Kr

to Tindivanam and got him preside over the meeting on the 0CC:

distribution on the 9th March 1903, HlS honour lived mth_tho:




2

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 Ne 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 ap occasion to
work out the ruin of the subordinate for the preconceived spite.
attitude towards the petitioner prior to the complaints wil] best be seen by a
perusal of copies of his D/O letter dated 22.n.d March 1903 ang 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 stpict dischar
duty and on the statements taken behind his back without not

. the Assistant Inspector of Schools somehow penned a le
if perused, will be a sufficient proof of his vindictive Spirit.

His inimical

ge of petitioner’s
ice of the enquiry,
ngthy report, which,

5. The petitioner’s full explanation was not ta
officers, no necessary papers were given him even when repeatedly requested, no
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses, no permission to appear by a pleader
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 Inspector of schools wag 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 .
find out whether there really existed persons bear
pseudonymous petitions.

ken by either of the two

attempt to
Ing the names subscribed in the

6. It can further be explained that the st
Assistant Inspector’s report were not taken in an open
of the petitioner affected by them. The makers of ¢
persons drawing very low salary and in the good grace
of Schools.  If the charges were true, there would have
fore the date of Mr. Stuart’s visit to the Tindivanam
as the alleged subject matter of the charges were said to
not after a sufficiently long interval and immediately
Director of Public Instruction. The subordinates who
influenced by the promise of promotion or confirmat
superior who was since confirmed in this division.

atements alluded o in the
enquiry and in the presence
hese statements gre mostly
of the Assistant Inspector
been complaints long be-
Mission Schools or as soon
have been committed and
after the visit of the late
made the statements were
ion as algo the immediate

7. The Assistant Inspector of Schools, who originally enquired into the
matter, as well as the late Director of Public I[nstructio

not be believed against the petitioner though both hav
their real appreciation of the work of the petitioner- Thelate 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

n found nothing which could

e by official recorq expressed -

3

to find out that through no fault of the petitioner, co]?urfad circumsta:nces ‘i.n the
shape of charges have been brought about and that cmfmldences of c?n.'cumpstanoes
have been fabricated most effectually to effect t.he ruin of the .petl.tloner. ~ The
utter disregard of the rules and procedure prescribed fo.r an. enquiry mtc; mztt:lr]'s
like the dismissal of a public servant with long service rightly calls orf: e
cor;'ection 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 am’% dre.w
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 passe’d
grants for a school in Nagar knowing that it had been closed. Y.'our 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 s opened with a

. . . . ,

false key and a quantity of goods taken jfrom his master deposited tn -zt-’
There has been ounly one sided representation all through from the immediate

superior.

9. Your Excellency’s humble petitioner has had the happiness .of s.erving
His Royal Highness' Government loyally for about 23 years and now in his 48th
year of mature age is turned adrift with no ostensible means of. support and even
without being heard by any officerr He has been inevitably driven to the length
of expressing that the superior officers in the Departmeqt have placed. % blind
reliance upon the dictum « facts connot lie” which has played a mischievous
effect in the administration of justice in the case of the petitioner.. That facts.ca.n
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 mniore

of his grievances. His address is 8 Eswaran Covil Street, Tindivanam.

As your Excellency with the prerogative of Royal mercy is the on]y
asylum for relief to persous in the petitioner’s ruined circumstan.ces, 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
render justice to the petitioner’s simple innocence.

The petitioner begs leave to subscribe.

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

; 5
Ve /‘// VLA S T

. R Late Sub-Assistant Inspector of Schools,

Tindivanam Range.



SUBJECT.

Submitting Review, appealing to the
Prerogative of mercy, and humbly explaining
‘the Petitioner’s simple innocence of the two
4unfounded 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
against him are onesided and as such, in the
interest of Justice, necessarily call forth Your
Excellency’s kind notice and consideration.
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Aiyar,
Lahe Sﬁb Assistant Inspector of Schools,

-

Tindivanam Range.

His Excellency,

James Thomson c.8.1I.,

’Governor of Fort St. George,

MADRAS.

SUBJECT.
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