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TO

HL1S EX‘CELLENCY
THE GOVERNORIN COUNCIL
Fort St. George

MADRAS,

The humble memorial of Chinnia Pillay late Postman,
Butlagundu Post Office, Dindigul Taluk, Madura
District, Madras Presidency-

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:—

1. That memorialist was entertained in the 1ostal Department in July 1876 and has

put in a service of 22 years during which period he has by assiduity and close attention

to his work endeavoured to give every satisfaction and has merited the appropation of

all his superiors.

2. That one Reghunatha Row late Sub Po: i1 aster of Butlagundu was charged with
falsification of certain documents and tabrication of ¢ registered letter in licu of one posted
at Iyampoliem on the 21sb November 1891 and which letter the said Reghunatha Row bad

allowed to pass through his Office as an unregistered letter.

3. That the defence unsuccessfully set up by him, was that the registered letter
was not received on the 21st November in the Mail Bag from Iyampolicm, but.that it was
subsequently sent by the Branch Postmaster through the hands of his brother one Srini-

vasalu Naidu.

4 Thag the said Reghunatha Row cited memorialist and one Veiliah Pillay, acting

Village Postman, of the Butlagundu Office to speak to such matters as they may be aware of.

-

0. That in this connection memorialist was examined by the Inspector of Post Offices
Dindigul on the 30th July 1892 and his statement was reduced to writing and signed by
him. This statement runs as follows. “Some 4 or 5 months ago one evening at about
5 O clock, on opening the Mail Bag brought by Vellia Pillay the Village Postman of Iyam-
poliem, the Sub Postmaster of Butlagundu told Velliah Pillay that the Branch Office
accounts refer to a rvegistered letter as having been sent to Butlagundu and asked him
why it was not found in the Mail Bag and whether he (Velliah Pillay) knew anything of
the matter. Velliah Pillay replied that he knew nothing and that he would ask the Braunch
Postmaster of Iyampoliem and let the Sub-Post master of Butlagundu know about it the
next day. Two or three days after this one Srinivasaln Naidu the e'der brother of Thiru-
pathi Naidu Branch Post master Iyampoliem had come to Butlagundu and sald that

he had come there to deliver a letter that was not sent through a mistake. 1 cannot say

o
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at particul above thinos
what particular date the aboye things occurred hut all I now say is from e e
. : # 7 as far as
it serves me. The runner Velliah Pillav s -
uner Velliah Pillay saiq that he was present when the Mail Bag yas

tied at Iyampoliem and that the Branch Post waster did not send any registered lett
'giste etter

that day.”

0. That after the submission of these statements the said Reghunatha Row was

s X z .Dqlury and in dismissing the said Reghunatha Row the
Superintendent of Post Offices Trichinopoly Division thought it expedient to call on Your

Memorialist and the said Velliah Pillay for their statements to show cause why they also
should not be punished for bhaving given false statements and Your Memorialist accord-
ingly submitted bis explanation reitarating as for as he knew what had happened and
stated what he knew to be true to the best of his information and belief but much to the

surprise of Your Memorialist he received an order of dismissal dated 13th July 1893,

found guilty after an exhaustive e

7. That before comwenting npon' the procedure of the Superintendent of Post
Offices Trichinopoly Division in this connection it would be proper to call Your attention
to a correspondence emanating from the Sub-Post master of Butlagandu reporting Ydur

memorialist and on that report Your memorialist was transferred to Paramakudi as village
Postman. This order of the Superintendent is dated 26th December 1892 No 11983
- B, 4

o R 113 ot P B % 1 2110 v " § 1 . .
and runs. “Post man Chinniah Pillay of Butlagunda Office having been reported against

by the Sub-Post master Batlazundu as inattentive to his duties and quarrelsome with the
other subordinates of the office and also given up to wicked habits, is hereby transferred to
Paramakudy as Village Post man on equal pay Rs. 6—8—0 and he will report himself to
the Inspector Paramakudy Sub-Division in view to his being taken in service. . The Sub

Post master Butlagundu will releive him and send him to Paramakudi at once,

0 r > n SEAED Gos . .
8. That Your memorialist begsitto be borne in mind that he was dismissed for
attempting to screen a person who is his greatest encmy. There is a receptivity to the

human mind when absured theories are advanced!!

9. That Your wemorialist was charged for sereeni SR 4
.55 for sereening an Official charged with a
most serious offence and that memorialist was also an abe'tor. Whereas it will be soet
«o: 3 . ' 3 1
that the evidence given by memorial was simply the conversation held by two or more
persons as far as his memory serves him and therefore it could vot be said that he wilfully

and maliciously gave evidence in a case to gereen others,—

o
10. That memorialist appealed against this unjust decision to the Post master-General
s o i B 13894 ; : :
and that Officer in his No.————~- dated 23rd September 03 declines to interfere. 1t

P.R50N
may be urged here that the Post master General is of opinion that memorialist altered
his statement Decause “he knows now that as he himself puts it”, the Sub Post master of
Butlagundu carelessly allowed the registered letter to pass as an unregistered letter and that
he is aware no other theory is tenable.
5 Your memorialist begsto state that his first staiement was so worded only
2

2 1
from memory and how any blame of giving intentionally false evidence can be imputed

to him is more than one can conclude,

S s

|
7
:

3

12 Your memorialist begs to state that the Officials had come to a conclusion tlat

-

the conversation relating to Srinivasalu Neidu the brother of the Sub Post master of

Iyampoliem is false. Under what circumstances they have arrived at this conclusion is

a matter for Your consideration,

18 That Memorialist appealed to the Director General of Post Offices and that

A e i T 928573 B
Ofticer also declined to interfere vide his No. o 149405 date 80—11—94.

i4. Your memorialist only urges two pointsin his favour (1) Will he befriend

his own enemy (2) Was the conversation he stated hearsay. 'To the above first

question memorialist begs to state he has above shown sufficiant reasons for his enmity

and therefore the finding of the Postal authorities is unsound and cannot be maintaincd.

In regard to the 2nd question, memorialist begs to state that it is impossible to
state with exact precision what happened a few hours ago, and how the Postal authorities
except a man of the stamp of petitioner who it must be remembered is illeterate to des-

cribe with all accuracy all what happened some months ago is beyond comprehension,

154 Memorialist prays You will eall for the records connected with his case, to peruse
them, and in consideration of Lis long service and the trivial offence if any, he pleased

to reinstate him in his former post.

Diudigul f



TO
H1S EXCELLENCY

THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL
Fort St. George

MADRAS.

The humble memorial of Chinnia Pillay late Postman,
Butlagundu Post Office, Dindigul Taluk, Madura
District, Madras Presidency-

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:—

1. That memorialist was entertained in the I'ostal Department in July 1876 and has
put in a service of 22 years during which period he has by assiduity and close attention
to his work endeavoured to give every satisfaction and has merited the appropation of

all his superiors.

2. That one Reghunatha Row late Sub Po: (1. aster of Butlagundu was charged with
falsification of certain documents and fabrication of = registered letter in lieu of one posted
at Iyampoliem on the 21st November 1891 and which letter the said Reghunatha Row Lad

allowed to pass through his Office as an unregistered letter.

3. That the defence unsuccessfully set up by him, was that the registered letter
was not received on the 2Ist November in the Mail Bag from Iyampoliem, but that it was
subsequently sent by the Branch Postmaster through the hands of his brother one Srini-

vasalu Naidu,

4. That the said Reghunatha Row cited memorialist and one Veiliah Pillay, acting

Village Postman, of the Butlagundu Office to speak to such matters as they may be aware of.

-~

5.  That inthis connection memorialist was examined by the Inspector of Post Offices
Dindigul on the 30th July 1892 and his statement was reduced to writing and signed by
him. This statement runs as follows. “Some 4 or 5 months ago one evening at about
5 O clock, on opening the Mail Bag brought by Vellia Pillay the Village Postman of Iyam-
poliem, the Sub Postmaster of Butlagundu told Velliah Pillay that the Branch Office
accounts refer to a registered letter as having been sent to Butlagundu and asked him
why it was not found in the Mail Bag and whether he (Velliah Pillay) knew anything of
the matter. Velliah Pillay replied that he knew nothing and that he would ask the Branch
Postmaster of Iyampoliem and let the Sub-Post master of Butlagundu kuow about it the
next day. Two or three days after this one Srinivasalu Naidu the e!der brother of Thiru-
pathi Naidu Branch Post master Iyampoliem had come to Butlagundu and said that

be had come there to deliver a Jetter that was not sent through a mistake. I cannot say
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what particular date the above things occurred but all I now say is from memory as far as
it serves me. The runner Velliah Pillay said that he was present when the Mail Bag }v:ss
tied at Iyampoliem and that the Branch Post waster did not send any rcgisbered letter
that day.”

: :1) .l'tlhubf:lftcr th(; sulzfmsswn (ff thesde statements the said Reghunatha Row was
ound gulty after an exhaustive enquiry and in dismissing the said Rec

Superintendent of Post Offices Trichinopoly Division thought it expcdi:;:l:(:u::}:' f: V;’:::
Memorialist and the said Velliah Pillay for their statements to show cause why they also
should not be punished for having given false statements and Your Memorialist accord-
ingly submitted bis explanation reitarating as for as he knew what had Lappened and
stated what he knew to be true to the best of his information and belief but much to the

surprise of Your Memorialist he received an order of dismissal dated 13th J uly 1893,

s That before commenting upon the procedure of the Superintendent of Post
Offices Trichinopoly Division in this counection it would be proper to call Your attention
to a correspondence emanating from the Sub-Post master of Butlagunda reporting Yuux:
memorialist and on that report Your memorialist was transferred to Paramakudi as village

Postman. This order of the Superintendent is dated 26th December 1802 No. 11985

reaN ] 2 B. 4
: R L | L : 3 : "
and runs. “Post man Chinniah Pillay of Butlagunda Office having been reported against

by the Sub-Post master Batlagandu as inattentive to his duties and quarrelsome with the
other subordinates of the office and also given up to wicked habits, is hereby transferred to
Paramakudy as Village I'ost man on equal pay Ks. 6—8—0 and he will report himself to
the Inspector Paramakudy Sub-Division in view to his being taken in service. The Sub-
Post master Butlagundu will releive him and send him to Paramakudi at once,

8. That Your memorialist begsit to be borne in mind that he was dismissed for
attempting to screen a person who is his greatest enemy. There is a receptivity to the
human mind when absured theories ave advanced !!

g, That Your memorialist was charged for sereening an Ofticial charged with a
most serious offence and that memorialist was algo an abe'tor.  Whereas it will be seen
that the evidence given by wewmorial was simply the conversation held by two or more
persons as far as his memory serves him and therefore it could vot be said that he wilfully

and maliciously gave evidence in a case to screen others,—

10.  That memorialist appealed against this unjust decision to the Post master=General
P e s 1389 : y :
and that Cfticer in his hu.—y——lﬁa—a(ﬁ-\—. dated 23rd September 93 declines to interfere. 1t
o &V, -~

may be urged here that the Post master General is of opinion that memorialist altered
his statement because “he knows now that as he hiwself puts it”, the Sub Post master of
Butlagundu carelessly. allowed the registered letter to pass as an unregistered letter and that

he is aware no other theory is tenable,

Il. Your memorialist begs to state that his first statement was so worded only

2
-

1
from memory and how any blame of giving intentionally false evidence can be imputed

to him is more than one can conclude.

¥ 3

12 Your memorialist begs to state that the Officials had come to a conclusion that

-

the conversation relating to Srinivasalu Naidu the brother of the Sub Post master of

Iyampoliem is false. Under what circumstances they have arrived at this conclusion is

a matter for Your consideration.

13.  That Memorialist appealed to the Director General of Post Offices and thut

: iy ol R
Officer also declined to interfere vide his No. m date 30—11—904.

14. Your memorialist only urges two points in his favour (1) Will ke befriend
his own éuemy (2) Was the conversation he stated hearsay. To the above first

question memorialist begs to state he has above shewn sufficiant reasons for his enmity

and therefore the finding of the Postal authorities is unsound eand cannot be maintained.

In regard to the ond question, memorialist begs to state that it iz impossible to
state with exact precision what happened a few hours ago, and how the Postal authorities
except a man of the stamp of petitioner who it must be remembered is illeterate to des-

cribe with all aceuracy all what happened some months ago is beyond comprehension.

15. Memorialist prays You will call for the reccrds connected with his case, to peruse
them,
to reinstate him in his former post.

and in consideration of his long service and the trivial offence if wny, Le pleased

Dindigul f




H1S EXCELLENCY

THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL
Fort St. George
MADRAS.

The humble memorial of Chinnia Pillay late Postman,
Butlagundu Post Office, Dindigul Taluk, Madura
District, Madras Presidency.

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:—

I "That memorialist was entertained in the I'ostal Department in July 1576 and has
put in a service of 22 years during which period L has by assiduity and close attention
to his work endeavoured to give cvery satisfaction and has merited the appropation of
all his superiors.

2. That one Reghunatha Row late Sub Po: (vaster of Butlagundu was charged with
falsification of certain documents and fabrication of = registered letter in lien of one posted
at Iyampoliem on the 21st November 1891 and which letter the said Rogliumuhu. Row had

allowed to pass through his Office as an unregistered letter.

3. That the defence unsuccessfully set up by him, was that the registerced letter
was not received on the 2lst November in the Mail Bag from Iyawpolicm, but that it was
subsequently sent by the Branch Postmaster through the hands of his brother one Srini-

vasalu Naidu.

4, That the said Reghunatha Row cited memorialist and one Veiliah Pillay, acting

Village Postman, of the Butlagundu Office to speak to such matters as they may be aware of.

D. That in this connection memorialist was examined by the Inspector of Post Offices
Dindigul on the 30th July 1892 and his statement was reduced to writing and signed by
him. This statement runs as follows. “Some 4 or 5 months ago one evening at about
5 0’ clock, on opening the Mail Bag brought by Vellia Pillay the Village Postman of Iyam-
poliem, the Sub Postmaster of Butlagundu told Velliah Pillay that the Branch Office
accounts refer to a registered letter as having been sent to Butlagundu and asked him
why it was not found in the Mail Bag and whether he (Velliah Pillay) knew anything of
the matter. Velliah Pillay replied that he knew nothing and that he would ask the Branch
Postmaster of Iyampoliem and let the Sub-Post master of Butlagundu know about it the
next day. Two or three days after this one Srinivasalu Naidu the e'der brother of Thiru-
pathi Naidu Branch Post master Iyampoliem had come to Butlagundu aid said that

he had come there to deliver a letter that was not sent through a mistake, I cannot say

AN A ry o —y
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what particular date the above things oceurred but all I now say is from men f

si wry as far as
ay said that he was pres i
| : $ present when the ) Ag wi
tied at Iyampoliem and that the Branch Post maste STy

that day.”

it serves me. The ranner Velliah Pill

rdid not send any registered letter

6. That after the submission of these statements the said Reghunatha Row was
(=]

found‘ guilty after an CXI“T“““’G ‘?n‘l"“rx andv,in dismiﬁsipg the said Reghunatha Row the
Superintendent of Post Offices Trichinopoly-Division thought it expedient to call on y
Memorialist and the said Velliah Pillay for their statements to show cause why they also
should not be punished for having given false statements and Your Memorialist accord-
ingly submitted bis explanation reitarating as for ashe knew what had kappened and
stated what he knew to be true to the best of his information and belief but much to the

surprise of Your Memorialist he received an order of dismissal dated 13th July 1893

i 2 mmenting 4
7 That before commenting lll-)‘(?n the prochuro of the Superintendent of Post
Offices Trichinopoly Division in this connection it would be proper to call Your attention
a correspondence emanating from the Sub-Pos \ . .
toac N P : ce1 Iey - om the ..u'b Post master of Butlagundu reporting  Your
memorialist m.u on that report Your ITIOIIIOI'IR]ISL was transferred to Paramakudi as village
Postman. This ovder of the Superintendent is dated 26th December 1892 No. 11983
- « P hi % D > Y 3 B L. B.
and runs. “Post man Chinniah Pillay of Butlagunda Office having been reported against
- o Q. o S 3 S L 3 3
by the Sub-Post master Batlagundu as inattentive to his duties and quarrelsonio with the
other subordinates of the office and also given up to wicked habits, is hereby transferred to
Paramakudy as Village Post man on equal pay Rs. 6—8—0 and he will report himself to
the Inspector Paramakudy Suob-Division in view to his being taken in service. The Sub-
Post master Butlagundu will releive him and send him to Paramakudi at once.
8. That Your memorialist begsit to be borne in mind that he was dismissed for
attempting to screen a person who is his greatest enemy. There is a receptivity to the

human mind when absured theories are advanced !

O A e 3 5 i d vl !
9. That Your memorialist was charged for sereening an Official charged with a
most serious offence and that memorialist was also an abe'tor.  Whereas it will be seen
that the evidence given by memorial was simply the conversation held by two or more
persons as far as his memory serves him and therefore it could not be said that he wilfully

and maliciously gave evidence in a case to sereen others,—

10. That memorialist appealed against this unjust decision to the Post masterGeneral
13594
P.R. 50 N

may be urged lere that the Post master General is of opinion that memorialist altered

and that Officer in his No.

dated 23rd September 93 declines to interfere, -1t

his statement because “he knows now that as he himself puts it”, the Sub Post master of
Butlagundu carelessly allowed the registered letter to pass as an unregistered letter and that
he is aware no other theory is tenable.
11, Your memorialist begs to state that his first statement was so worded only
0

2 1
from memory and how any blame of giving intentionally false evidence can be imputed

to him is more than one can conclude,
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12. Your memoriahist begs to state that the Officials had come to a conclusion that

the conversation relating to Srinivasalu Naidu the brother of the Sub Post master of
Iyampoliem is false. Under what circumstances they have arrived at this conclusion is

a matter for Your consideration.
13. That Memorialist appealed to the Director General of Post Offices and that

d X . SRt 28573
Officer also declined to interfere vide his No. W%q—:’— date 30—11—94.

i4.  Your memorialist only urges two pointsin his favour (1) Will he befriend
his own enemy (2) Was the conversation he stated hearsay, To the above first
question memorialist begs to state he has above shown sufficiant reasons for his enmity

and therefore the finding of the Postal authorities is unsound and cannot be maintained.

In regard to the 2nd question, memorialist begs to state that it is impossible to
state with exact precision what happened a few hours ago, and how the Postal authorities
excepta man of the stamp of petitioner who it must be remembered is illeterate to des-
cribe with all accuracy all what happened some mon!hs ago is beyond comprekension.

15. Memorialist prays You will call for the records connected with his case, to pernse
them, and in consideration of his long service and the trivial offence if any, he pleased

to reinstate him in his former post.

Dindigul f
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‘CURRENT No. 233"

H1S EXCELLENCY

THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL
Fort St. George

5 MADRAS,

. - .

The humble memorial of Chinnia Pillay late Postman,
Butlagundu Post Office, Dindigul Taluk, Madura
District, Madras Presidency.

Most REsPECTFULLY SHEWETH ;—

L. That memorialist was entertained in the I'ostal Department in July 1876 and has
put in a service of 22 years during which period he has by assiduity and close attention
to his work endeavoured to give every satisfaction and has merited the a ppropation of
all his superiors,

2, That one Reghunatha Row'la.to Sub Pes’n aster of Butlagundu was charged with
falsification of certain documents and fabrication of » registered letter in lieu of one posted
at Iyampoliem on the 2]st November 1891 and which letter the said Reghunatha Row had

allowed to pass through his Office as an unregistered letter.

3. That the defence unsuccessfully set up by him, was that the registered letter
Was not received on the 21st N ovember in the Mail Bag from Iyawmpoliem, but that it was
subsequently sent by the Branch Postmaster through the hands of his brother one Srini-

vasalu Naidu.

4. Thag the said Reghunatha Row cited Mmorialist and one Velliah Pillay, acting

Village Postman, of the Butlagundu Office to speak to such matters s they may be aware of,

-~

9. That in this connection memorialist was examined by the Inspector of Post Offices
Dindigul on the 30th July 1892 and his statement was reduced to writing and signed by
him. This statement runs as follows. “Some 4 or 5 months ago one evening at about
5 O’ clock, on opening the Mail Bag brought by Vellia Pillay the Village Postman of Iyam-
poliem, the Sul Postmaster of Butlagundu told Velljal Pillay that the Branch Office
dccounts refer to a registered letter as having been sent to Butlagundu ard asked him
why it was not found in the Mail Bag and whether he (Velliah Pillay) knew anything of
the matter. Velliah Pillay replied that he knew nothing and that he would ask the Branch
Postmaster of Iyampoliem and let the _Sub-Post graster of Butlagundu know about it the
next day. Two or three days after this one Srinivasalu Naidu the e'der bruthcy of Thiru-
pathi Naidu Branch Post master Iyampoliem had come to Butlagundu snd said thag

he had come there to deliver o letter that was not sent through a mistake, I caynot say
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what particular date the above things occurred but all [ now say is from memory as far as j 12 Y our memorialist begs to state that the Officials had come to a comnclusion that
A # aln Naidu the brother of the Sub Dost master of

. onves me. The ranner Velliah Pillay sai ) =
it serves elliah Pillay said that he was present when the Mail Bag was the conversation ol e My

;_ tied at I)"i’mlpolicm and that the Branch Post master did not send any registered letter | Iyampoliem is false. Under what cireumstances they have arrived at this conclusion is
: -t : a matter for Your consideration. n
. 6. That after the submission of these statements the said Reghunatha Row was : 13'. That Memorialist appealed to the Director General of Post Offices and that
E fouml. guilty after ¥ exhzfustiv'o‘ tjanliry 3n<1jfn‘ Siies e st Reghunatha Row the - declinod to interfere cide AR ‘)8()7:;” Rt 50110, T
Ay Supcrmtendent of Post Offices Trichinopoly Division thought it expedient to call on Your Officer also ap. 44-94-95
. Memorialist and the said Velliah Pillay for their statements to show cause why they also i4 Your memorialist only urges two points in his favour (1) Will he befriend
5 should not be punished for having given false statements and Your Memorialist accord- his o.Wn susity @) Was the conversation he stated hearsay. To the above first
&l ingly submitted his explanation rei@rating as f@ as he knew what had happened and i A3 morialist begs to state ho has' above shown sufficiant reasons for bis enmity
stated what he knew to be true to the best of his information and belief but much to the i m: o the finding of the Postal authorities is ansound and cannot be maintained.
surprise of Your Memorialist he received an order of dismissal dated 13th July' 1898. Lo pe VR ] L8 e LT
enti : In rogard to the 2nd question, memorialist begs to state that it is impossible to
% W }) SN0, Y besdize R RN Of. i) otate with exact precision what happened a few hours ago, and how the Postal authorities
Offices Trichinopoly Division in this conncetion it would be proper to call Your attcnition | ;«M man of the stamp of petitioner who it must bo remembered is illeterate to des-

ribe with all accuracy all what happened some mon:hs ago is heyond comprehension.
c 4

AMemorialist prays You will call for the reccids connected with his case, to peruse
he pleased

to a correspondence emanating from the Sub-Post master of Butlagundu reporting Your

memorialist and on that report Your memorialist was transferred to Paramakudi as i
Postman. This order of the Superintendent is dated 26th December 1892 No. 11398.3 & ' 15:
4 2 = Jders » f his lone s Aoa and tl t oral {fence e
'- ' | | | <ideration of his long service andthe rivial olfe any,
and runs. “Post man Chinniah Pillay of Butlagunda Office having been reported against ; bk ol ;
to reinstate him in his former post.

by the Sub-Post master Batlazundu as inattentive to his duties and quarrelsome with the
other subordinates of the office and also given up to wicked habits, is hereby transferred to i
Paramakudy as Village Post man on equal pay Hs. (—8—0 and he will report himself to %

the Inspector Paramakudy Sub-Division in view to his being taken in service.  The Sab-

. 5 . . - A ’ i ul
Post master Butlagundu will releive him and send him to Paramakudi at once. ] Dindig }

8. That Your memorialist begs it to be borne in mind that he was dismissed for

attempting to screen a person who is his greatest emomy. There is a receptivity to the

human mind when absured theories are advanced!!
9. That Your memorialist was charged for sereening an Official charged with a

pre most serious offence and that memorialist was also an abe‘tor. Whereas it will be seen

T .

«

that the evidence given by mcmuriu\'\'ns simply the conversation leld by two or more it
persous as far as his memory serves him and therefore it could not be said that he wilfully

and maliciously gave evidence in a case to screen others.—

i i 10. That memorialist appealed against this unjust decision to the Post master=General 9
¥ and that Officer in his No.~—l—, 1133?33—\— dated 28rd September 03 declines to interfere. 1t ¥
. v 2

may be urged here {uat the Post master General  is of opinion that memoriulist altered

. TR L

-

his statement because ‘‘he knows now that as he Limself puts it”, the Sub Post master of
Butlagundu carelessly allowed the registered letter to pass as au unregistered letter and that
he is aware no other theory is tenable.

(3 Your memorialisb begs to state that his first staiement was so worded oniy : v X -
from memory and how any blame of giving intentionally false cvidenee can be imputed :

to him is more than ono call conclude, :

' < "
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