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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Depariment,
23rd September 1862.

Read the waowing feuiion from A, GOOROOMOORTHY NAINT
class Inspector of Police in Vizagapatam District, dated R5th June 1862

Brings the following circumstances to the notice of Government: After serving ten years in
the Public Works Department, he resigned his situation in Vizagapatam under Major Shaw
Stewart and obtained the post of an Inspector of Police under Captain Buck in that District,

On hearing of his appointment, Major Stewart wrote and protested against this appoint-
ment, saying that he was incorrigibly idle, had been suspended and only by a mistake restored,
and that had Petitioner not resigned, it was.his intention to have dismissed him on account of
1dieness.

That on receiving this report Captain Buck dismissed Petitioner from the Police.” His ap-
peal to the Deputy Inspector General hasbeen without eflect.

Prays for redress and restoration to the Police.

No. 244 A. OrDER THEREON, 23rd September 1862, Na. 1,072,

The Petitioner brings to the notice of Governmen: the circumstances under which lie was
dismissed from the Mofussil Police.

2. It wouldappear from the petitions and from the records furnished by the Chief Eugineer’s
Office, that the Petitioner resigned his situation as Overseer in the Public Works Department,
in the Vizagapatam District to accept an Inspectorship of Police under Captain Buck, Superin-
tendent of Police in the same District. That shortly after his appointment Major Shaw Stewart,
the District Engineer, remonstrated with Captain Buck on this appointmenr, pointing out that
the Petitioner had been under suspension and had narrowly escaped dismissal and that had he
not resigned his appointment in the Public Works Department, he would have been dismissed

for incorrigible idleness.

2. Upon receiving this reporc tne eutioner was dismissed {rom the Police.

3. The Government observe that when the Petitioner tendered his resignation it was
accepted by Major Shaw Stewart who reported the same to his official superior, without any
further remark than that ¢ the Petitioner had resigned in consequence of his getting other
cemployment.”

4. As regards the suspension of the Petitioner, it appears that while Captain Blagrave was
Engineer of the Vizagapatam District the Petitioner was charged with disobedience of the
Departmental Orders in the matter of a contract for the repair of an annicut, and for keeping his
accounts irregularly, It was the wish of the District Eogineer that the Petitioner should be sus_
pended for a short period and forfeit his salary during suspension. This course not being in
accordance with the rules laid down in the Department of Public Works, the District Engineer
was informed that it rested with him to dismiss the Petitioner if convicted of any grave offence
or to degrade him to some lower appointment, but if neither of these courses was adopted, lie
could not be deprived of his salary while under suspension.

5. The Petitioner was neither dismissed nor degraded and i1t was or his own accord war ne
vesigned his situation in the Department Public Works.  Under these circumstances the Govern-
ment regret that Major Shaw Stewart should have made such a report to Captain Buck as resulted
in the Petitivner’s dismissal, without giving the Petitioner an opportunity of proving whether by
his activity and good conduct, he was qualificd to retain the appointment of Inspector of Police
which had been conferred upon him. It seems inconsistent with the incorrigible idleness
ascribed, by Major Shaw Stewart, to the Petitioner, that he should have remained for ten years
in the Public Works Department and that he should have quitted it by a resignation of his
appointment.

6. Under these circumstances the Government resolve to furnish a copy of these Proceed-
ings to the Inspector General of Police, with a “cconsideration by that Otlicer, of the
dismissal of the Petitioner.

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Sccretary.

Exd. F. Cartledge,
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