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The humble petition of C.Sonaaunahﬁin,' :
2nd clerk, Offica of the Inspector of o

Schools, Southern Circle, Tanjors.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: .

{

‘ *

1. That the petitionsr is a clerk on B30/ 5 a4

on the establishment of the Inspector of Schools, Ol

Southern Circle, with a servica of nearly 14 years

under Government.

II. That the petitioner has boen suspended
by the Inspector (M.R.Ry. C.Nagojes Rau) for one
year with effect from 28th April 1904 with a fur-
ther punishment of reduction and transfer at the
end of suspension,on an alleged charge of having
overstaved 2 days casual leave granted to him by

4 days "aé&éunting to clear disobedisnce of orders."
~ :

.

III. That against this suspension,the peti- o
tioner appealed to the Dirsctor of Publie Instruction,

Madras, in his No. P 1 . But the Dirsctor in- :
: 16-6-'04, =
formed the petitioner that he saw no reasons to

interfere. Vide Pro: Dis: No.5947 Enclos:A ).
‘ 28-9-T0%

On the 3rd October‘,thp petitioner ;pplied'to

-

L

the Dirsctor for copy of a ce}tain paper and the

return




reasons to raconsidar his Pro: Dis: Q.QQQ -
28-9- :
recaivad by the potitioner on the 16th March 1905

That the petitioner haa,thoréfon , to approa.ch
Excellency with this petition for mere justice as sus
Pension for one year with subsequent reduction and t
for awarded to him unheard by M.R.Ry. C.Nagojee Rau
punishment for having overstayed 2 days casual lom "
4 days on account of illness and attended the Gmc_.ril;r
Hospital, Madras)a.a proved by the certificate frm thd
Surgeon in charge of the Hospital (Enclos:B.) is deemed
by the petitioner to be a failure of justice on th.yﬁ

458 G, was passad by the Inspector (I.R'.R
31-5-"'04, : :
Rau.)

IV, That the facts of the case were u g

On the 14th April 1904 ‘;ihO I’Cﬁ.’t
to the Inspector ror six days' cas
19tn April 1904 to attend the wﬂm T :
ttttoner 8 brother-in-law in Madras md}mbv ts rai
money to deposit the security demanded by tM D!-‘
partment. But the Inspector granted the pntitiomr’; ¢
only 2 days casual leave and remarked that nore




2 days. But m Inla
- (Enclos:C) called on '
why the petitioner
roubl im ., |
The petitioner ‘ugn "tia:

pector as to eau on the poﬁfioﬁf.-.

why he should not be suspended for
The Inspector (¥ ,R.Ry, C;Nggogn Rm)
Prejudiced mind to suspend the ”tit :

Plea or other.

granted to him and was pronndia‘
petitioner reached Madras on the
fell ill probably owing to hil
and which kept him awake thrqf

a railway car. On the morni

the petitionar a..tttndold the

for a medical cartitiut..‘»




Black Town, Madras and x@oma« m
been takidy 111 of dyn&trr and -lﬁi,
as an out-ratient and uﬂ‘& for leave of
periocd reaquired for the gﬁitiw'
card dated 20th April '04 reached the
April 1904 at Madras where he then was.
-not address the Surgeon of the Hospital

tionar's illness or send to him a lottlr ot r
madical certificats to th?‘- s.argoon of the

been left in the Inspector's offica. Even &! w

had at least addressed the pstitioner by name with
Town, Madras." that communication would have then
petitioner. The Inspector cannot say that he is ignor
the fact that there are th‘ Gohoral Hospital in 3m
or other Hospitals in the same tm tm Suw d@

quisition of an Head of an Office. The IW
fore, plead that he was not aware which

address.

pcti.timcr} giving him a requisition to pr s
eartificate from a Medical Board on the 2’7";11'
date on which the petitioner returned to &
riod overstayed, the petitioner would huw

'proooodod to Madras and preduccd a cerufiaw

- why he should not bhe suspended as was done mﬂupntlti ¢

er's telegram for extension of leave (Enclos:C) nor did he




. dasus an order of sus; sion ¢
.ro;:oivod th? petitiénor‘.ng putw

' while the potitibnof was attmd!ag ghs;
20th and 26th April 1904, Inspe

the petitioner's return to duty;

diately after the period overstayed and permit

tioner to draw his pay for that day.

On the 28th April 1904 at 11-40 A M, (1...) m
next day,the petitioner had joined his duty after

27 e
tioner summarily until further orders was put uta- M

stay, Memo No.361 G of the Inspsctor ausporiding.‘fﬁi’ll
: "T.I.’Tﬁq, 2 ‘

petitioner's hand. Against this ordor the potitimlr
ted his appeal dated 28th April 1904 to the Dimtor m

ordars have as yst bsen paucd on it.

»

bn the 16th May 1904 ,the petitioner applied to the
Inspector for arrears of pay and lmlicmu- uil.m
the Inspector then treated the period from 19 toas*&
as abunca without leave including also the 197'&. M
April 1904, the period for which ecasual 1m.,m

(Enclos:E) . :
Pay was allowed for the 27th April '04 and th.

was ordered to have effect from the 28th Apﬂ




same nct,ir there was any orr.nqa attn &
petitioner. :

alleged previous i*ugﬁaﬂts on the part ot
to strengthen his case. These mattcn have
in the petitioner's a.pp.d Bo.-

Pro: Dis: No,5947 (Enelet'l)m in m oner'
28-9-'04 , e

tition No.P 2 read in Dirsctor's Pro: bm d‘g
18-1-705 e Ty
dated, 13th March 1905(Enclos: A1) In none of

1rrogularitios the prescribsd uuoo!

V. That the Inspector (M.R Ry.C J
meloy

x)

his Memo go .458 G A that the potiumr’
*-5‘

overstayed the 2 dayn casual leave ‘ny 4 m




tionod casual 109.7' ,hn

the sanctioned loavc.

discharged him only on the 28th April 1904 g-'

medical certificate. This led ,tq the poti‘l_:i.'

'--.v Ay

ionar "POrtod’ on the 20th Apru 199& g&‘




'nrueribod rox-m, but fm "in
That,from the above 1t wu -m:{
case acainst the potitionor that no

Inspector (M,R.Ry. C.Nagojee Ran;"); but tha Inmegw
summarily dealt with the petitionor without
had to say and without proper onquiry.

VI. That the petitioner’ therefore )subniit;'

by the petitioner by his having fallen ill and f.ti.tt_.

General Hospital and produced a—predueed a udicll e
flcate from a cormmissioned Medical Officer. v :

(b) Whether the Inspoctdr was right in having p
the petitioner without first giving him a m-noramm
charges and obtaining his d'fence.

(¢) Vhether ths Inspector was right in having
the petitionar _g_r_xh__g_g_z-_c__l in several ways as follows
one and the same act.

(1) Stoppage of pay for the period.

(2) Suspension for one year. _
(3) Transfer after the period of suspension.

and (4) Reduction after the period of suspension.

(4) Whether the punisiment is not oxtraerdinur'

which the petitionsr has been punichod 13 l uﬁ'
ways unheard and to grant him ,juatieﬁ.
For which act of gontroaity tho pc-

titiongr will ever pray.
as,

.‘Dgted 6-4-1905, ; vé /"Jlfmamxmo&vwmv

————




Somasundara Mudali applied for 6 days' oamﬂ.

the 19th 44@ for attending the mrriago‘or ;

law of Lils in Madras. He was gra:nted 2 .dﬁys lm
and was distinotly told more leave would not be g

yet he sent the _undéraignod a telegram on the lsth

idem asking for more leave and on the back of it I“_,

sentry, was attending Hospital as an oui-patient o.nd
wanted to be excused for higs absence until ho Joinll
duty. From this it was clear that he wanted to M

him to state why he should not bs au:pcndod for wm
.ak:lng for mors than the 2 days' leave that had \
granted. On receipt of this post card T ordom
nuspen-ion until further orders and a roport“‘

Bom.sunda.ra Nudaly was absent tm 'Bhl 1
26th April that 13, oxactly 6 days the pox‘iod
he had applied for caauai 1«.", 1n add:l.tion to




iy
)

 guoh ad thig:s but T ¢

‘He will be reduced and t
 end of his periodof su
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905/' a(&dresaed R
by C. Somasundra Mudaliy

awor

office of the &nsﬁbc+or

”rs fram the Inspec%or
7‘f §chools, Sbu%hern

‘tnswers to eveny dne { g

* ‘Bhe pomts dealt wtth

(o

ek

R

.

3 % . . j' 52
in which he was being treated for dysentery and that he

not apply to the head of his office for the usual requisit
to the medical Officer in'view to his being sranted a Mec

FOTAC

certificate he did not in his interview  with me on one of
—— >

days,probably the 23rd April 1904 mention to ne tha fsntfcﬁ

P ———
e ———

his illness and consequent overstajal of the casual leawa

granted by the Inspector but he merely. sought a :;ansraf~'
Madras on the score of the illness of his wife whom he
he had then come to visit. Dr. Xemp who signed thé”oﬁﬁﬁﬁw.
certificate /Fnclosure B to the petiti v
in reply to my letter to him on the subject saying thaf}ﬁ
Somasundramn ”iSﬁ?.9? might notﬂ@gzg~éggn suffering frqud&giﬁ,
but that he was treated as an outpatient for that disedae'qpag
his own s'atement,

3, The petitioner complains that no orders
were passed hy me on his petition dated 28th April 1904 , Aa;;
the Inspector himself sought my orders on the point raised
in the petition referred to above both the Inspector's letter \a
andsthe petitionsr's letter were disposed of in one and the _
same Proceedings Ref on Cur No. 3 8 8 0/04 dated 23rd May'1904;7'
A copy of Somasundram's petition dated 28th April 1904 and that
of my Procsedings Ref on Cur Nc. 3 8 8 0 /04 dated 23rd May 04
are herewith submitted for the rerusal «of Governmenf.

4, The petitioner points out in para 3 of his

petition that I refused to grant him a copy of a certain yaper,

b4 /]

This paper is none other than the Inspector 's letter to me
No. C. 128 dated 5+th September 1904 a copy of which fofm§ oﬁ§
of the enclosures to this communication, I held.and stiii;
that a copy of the above letter was not necessary fo'réaia:“
purpose,

-

N In conclusion I beg to point out that
though the punishment inflicted by the Inspector might appear
at Tirst sight 40 he severe as it is ny opinion that the peti-
tioner deliberately arranJed'the whole business connected with

S -

the hospital in order to deceive I refused to interfere.




of restoring him to a

J%i present post hf

petition copies of the sever
required by the memor‘j,;i'

.~




-ithe Purpose he was granted two days

.tha+ no nore leave would he sanotionﬁd_

i Z
the Journey to yadras from Tanjore is done 1n 0n

well as the Journey from jradras to Tanjore.

‘suspended for troubling me with a telegramf
distinctly told that he would not he gran
‘thén two days . wWithout giving me any~§a;
and with the delibharate intention of sf§~'ﬁg
lihimself of the
19%th and an t-h e ver:

o%}gf:¥ing that he was suffering frqg

attending the General

. t0 excuse his absence $ill he Joine
8 that this was only an excuse for s

%?0 days and for setting at defiance my erﬁer

Than 2 days' casual leave would he givenuéapgﬂij

to this trick on two pravious occasions when he
happened +o g9 %o yadras on ghort leave I have ordered his

‘Buspension in gnt icipation of Jour approval, In the neantime




ANy man may go and tell

Apothecary or 5 Dresser that he is

suffering fram p

and take gome medicine from him and throw it

- doctor hag no means of finding out whe ther

an ou”"a\;
COMes and tells him he is suffering from dysentry-

] tfering from it or not,

g

'tpatient for dysentry is therefore no pretf‘ha

J 8hows +that he is

>

a clever rogue and knsh

Another objectionable feature 1ﬂf

ome 0 light in this commection ig that‘ ]

‘i%ming official papers and deliberat&lj

th entries in the Recein

*Ae. For instanee his first application f

my order on it ig Aissing nor

| | Bl 95
siereq his second application dateq 14+h April w& ) ﬁmh
on it is missing and has not been registered and hia
16th April with my order on it

1s also missing







try to get money he would
have asked for time but he did nothing of the kind,

.




-

the first place I did not merely sus;
2w of the character of the man I 'm

false,

oW to whom to write even if I thought-i.’t
(5)

etends not to know why he was transferred from the Kumbakonam




(7) ¢ The

dara Mudali submits show :
the kindness of the officers granting them

gharacter is good., :
(8) The petition is ful!

O

from service long ago /Vide Inspector% office Nos.
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}{is letter tf; m in
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eréms

2 1n laid down in Article 5 sectioﬁ 2

'No. 361. G,
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\3mt=d. On rsaeipt of this "Dﬂ

‘guspangion wniil garthar ordm
$0 the Diructor of Pudlie Tast:




Mo will be redussd amd %

L %

§ By
P i |
& o W il
vm“v“ o {

T




The humble pititim 01‘0;3

2nd elerk, Off‘.loo or m InDP

& X

by the InQpector (R By, C.Fagoju Rau) tor ,J

thar punishment of roduotton md tm'
end of susponsion’/on an allogad ehnm 0!

4 davs "accounting to clear diso

111, 'rhat,agatnat? this
tioner appsaled to ths Dirooter
Madras"in his No. P

tha Dirsctor for copy of a oo*tain paper and tho

return




On the 18th Janmry 1”
a review patition to tho Di

4 d.ys on account of 111nosn and attondod‘thl.ﬁj

i1
S
ip

ar

458 G,
31-5-'04,
Rau.

Iv,

partmant.

only 2 days casual




pag T

‘2 days. But tho Inn
(Bnolol'c) called an»fh‘
why the potitiongx; e shoi;‘lc}‘i
troubling him ,

E‘hq potlttmcr bmt w'

why he should not bo}-a‘uapondédf
The Inspsector. (

granted to him =nd was promdw 13

the petitionar zzttondod ‘tha Gon
for a medical "certifiu'a.ﬁp_.‘»_f'




bsen takg.in- of dynntgy and

period raquirad Tfor tha pattttanor'

oard datad 20th April '04 reached the I
April 1904 at VWadras whers he then was. °
not address ths Surgeon of the Tiospitﬁl rﬂt

b

‘ho‘m left in the Inspeector's offica. Bﬂ@ l'tﬂ..t ©

nad at 1sast addressed the patitionsr by name

petitioner. The Inspector cannot say that he ‘_1'5.

would grant a certiﬁoato to fovernment aarmnti.on'
quisition of an l'ead of an Office. The Inapoator_
fora’ plead that he was not aware which Surgocn
address. The Inspactor could have aﬂ&itﬂﬁ"

a cartificata or not. Even if the Innﬁcoibfr
patitioner ’giving him a roqu‘lsittm te m
gartificate from a Madical Board on m
date on whiech the pstitioner *mtumcdi

riod overstayved, the potitioﬁcr

prosaadad to Madras and producad Qj‘

tha patitioner had just t.hcn —




to omply with the pnuuam ._'
: aatn 800.11‘““‘&;)?!1 04 to mm

d

tho pctttionar s return o My; ! Sﬂu .

e.)

yor v

ntay, Memo No_.361 G
P27 ==i=
tioner summarily unt11 further orderl was aut

petitioner's hand.

PRy

tad his appeal dated 28th April 1904 to the Dinnﬁior

ordars have as vetl been pasaoﬂ on it.

On the 16th Yay 1904,tho
Inspector
tha Inspsctor then treated tho poripd :rani
aé absence without leave
April 1904, the period

(Bnelos:7).
Pay was allowed for

ﬁaﬁ”brderod t0 have affent from thﬁ

'to a2t tha, order




pateh'ad to the potittonor.

The patitionar hega %o Quhmit

: 113 memorandum o,41 Fnolon B otcpptak
5 A ol (
pay 19 to 28th April 1904 the poricd.of

the same act. 3uapension for on$ vaar wiﬁhf

* duction and trangfer rafarrad to in Inapo%tervaf

@)

: e .458 G is thereforo
: 3“' 31-5-'04 &

same act {f thers was anv offence at all on ﬁhﬁj

petitioner.

In the memorandum ¥ 8 G4Lsuopqnding\ﬁhe.p§k&
31-5
unheard for ons vear, the Ina actor has

to strengthan his casze. These matters have baan;t:n

in the patitionar's appeal Roo P2}
16=-6="'04

Pro: Dia: %0,5947 Enclos:A and 1in potittanor‘n
28-9-"'04
tition Yo P 2 raad in D
18-1-'05
dated, 13th March 1905 Fnclos: A1

1rrogular1ttos’ the prescribad mamo of cha:gil
to the patitioner nor was the pettttoﬁ?g‘ﬁ‘dg

They canno+'thsrgtoro be now taken as ei‘ii?

y

© his Memo Ng 458 G / that thes petitionor'n °
. 1“'39"‘0"- =104

~ ovsrstayed tha 2 days’ casual leave by 44&;‘
tendance at the Wﬁoyttlhont General Woapttal_iﬂ ‘med
troatmant was one aocoﬁntt&g to clear diodb.dicneb




tioned casual 1eave 'ho had no 'in

the sanctioned leave. The Mn&m’r

‘,p.titionor should not be sulpindcd for tro
+hings occurresd bsfors the pestitioner ay:

nanctioned lsave. Knowing all thon’ u h |
to oxpoct that the petitioner wonldm i.u

Ay N o i

General “oupital Vadras A“r medical ‘bru.tmt m
geon rstained the pstitioner for medical t
discharzed him only on tha 26th April 1904
medical certificate. This led to the potltleﬁ;!i';;w
and ovar this matter the petitioner had no control.
titionar was not e fault a8 he had no control
sickness and could not avoid his remaining under m

treatment till the Surgeon discharged him.

the msdical certificats in the rrmm m**

. .s- !

there was
dress the Surgeon on the nub,ject or to send the yotﬁﬁ_

a letter of requisition for a medical certificate 1in m
prncribcd




had to say and withont pfODC? laqginy.
,*\‘(’\.\:"1 St 1
avI. That ﬁno potitiono " the‘riﬁﬂi

charges and obtaining his defence.
(¢) "hethser the Inapeector was right in
the petitionsr unhea
ons and the same act.
(1) Stoppage of pay for the period.
(2) Sus i -
(3)

and (4)

That the potus.érﬁ'r’tl_n'
Amplorss that ¥is Excsllency w‘&ﬂdjﬁ
to take into consideration the nor;}i
which the pstitionsr haa bgon pﬁnigafd
ways unhsard and t0 - grant hin jultico; e :
For ahich adC af poif‘ﬁiﬂ'y WW

titiondr will sver nravy.

. MNadras, )
" Dated 26-4-1905, ) .,g




2. Fhe suelrannse Yo' Azawm
(90 4 /mu&gdw?f/f&i “(e ol
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