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To
Bis Ereellency the Right Honorable
BEILBY LAWLEY BARON WENLOCK, c.c.1.&,

GOVERNOR AND PRESIDENT IN COUNCIL,

FORT SAINT GEORGE.

The humble Memorial of P. Ponnmusawmy Pillut
late Police Inspector of Shealli Talug,
Tanjore District.

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

Your Memorialist most respectfully begs, in accordance with the Petition
Rules, to submit his unfortunate and miserable case again to your Excellency’s
sympathetic consideration and justification, as fresh matters have been introduced
since the appeal was last made on the order of the Inspector General of Police.

Your Memorialist humbly begs to submit that he, the brother of P. Muru-
gasem Pillai late Head Quarter Inspector of Madura who died after 25 years meri-

. torious service without enjoying his Pension, entered the Tanjore Police in June

1879 as Sub-Inspector and worked well and gave entire satisfaction to all his
superiors. The Sub-Inspector’s grade was only probationary to that of the
Inspector and none could be promoted to Inspector unless tried and found fit.
Your Memorialist was long tried and found in every way competent and then pro-
moted to the Inspector’s grade although he had not passed a portion of the required
tests. This would not have been done unless it were for your Memorialist’s merit
and ability. As Inspector, he was put in charge of several Divisions and although it
is very difficult forPolicemen to steer clear of shoals and rocks yet he managed all
through the long period of 10 years service in a District like Tanjore without
any hitch. His Service Register contains no defaulters—no entry of disapproval—

no reflection—no far off suggestion of doubt—but on the contrary he was always
thought well of.

!

S

Your Memorialist though of unblemished character, is now dismissed after

having put in a Pensionable service on charges very vague, and general. The
order of dismissal run thus:—

“The permission of the Deputy Magistrate, Tanjore, was asked for the prosecution
“of Inspector Ponnusami Pillai for Perjury. The Inspector having made expla-
“nations on two points before the Deputy Magistrate, that officer has accepted
“them and declines therefore to sanction the prosecution for perjury. There remain
“however the other less grave charges againstthe Inspector which he has been
“unable in my opinion to meet and on them and the fact that he has not taken pains
“to pass his tests I order his dismissal from the force”.
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Your Memorialist begs respectfully to show in manner

ing the inequity of his dismissal.

INSPECTOR GENERAL'S ORDER.

“The permission of the Deputy Magistrate, Tanjore, wqs asked for the i
secution of Inspector Ponnusawms Pilla; Jor Pe7y'm~y.”

MEMORIALIST'S EXPLANATION,

trate who first received the report. The case was commi
of the Tanjore District. In this Court the

“The Inspector having made explanations on tuo points pe

ofore the Deputy
“Magistrate, that Officer has accepted them and declines therefore to sanction
“the prosecution for perjury.

Your humble Memorialist gave a clear and full ex
by the Deputy Magistrate. It was on this explanatio
who formed his opinion from the records that declined to sanction th
for perjury, The explanation was accepted and the charge fell through,

hereinaftep follow«

Q
L

“There remain however the other less grave charges against the Inspector whicl,

“he has been unable i my opinion to mee

No. 1 Charge.—Utterly failing to mfmk.e'a thorough ar}d .sealjching iqves;:]i;
gation into the Kondel Rioting case and exhibiting great partla,h.ty in th.e W'ay e
lt;nde what enquiry he did, and neglecting to keep any notes of his enquiry in the
case. It is after a thorough ami searching iuvestigation. of the case .t}‘mt your Memox'-‘ia;:
list charged the aggressors only in conformity with the decisions of the Hig
Court of Madras and the Departmental Orders. : ‘l
It was, your Memorialist submits, only in u.ccox'(.lance Wltil the exlz)ress;(ll di;::-
sions and r:llings above referred Fo, that he oml?tedi to Z iarge others than the
;ngressors and not thro” any partiality as expressed in the order.

Your Memorialist submits that he kept Notes of such matters only as appeared
Oul‘ i -} -

to him material.

No. 9 Charge.—SUPPl'eSSi“g a most in.lportant documclant in ‘the said
case, viz., the first report of the Crime made to him by a Constable. |
iy in question was reported to your Memorialist, he, in course of
Fihen the Cafsie- ltnx'g o;t; immediately to the Station House Officer of Therukara-
business, sent ?he 1; ghépcase and sent the first information report to the Magistrate
Zasz,ll’ W.hzi:;il:it:;ewithout attaching the first report, which he should have done,
aving jurisdic

: hich were in the custody
r all was found amongst the papers w

Thehﬁrssttret?o:t }‘;[f(fz::‘ O;Iii'er and the same was afterwards produced before the
of the Statio

ions Court. g .
Sess1;>ns- ly the Station House Officer and not your Memorialist that, is the
t 1s only the

imi dure Code is very clear on the point.
: t report. Criminal Proce ‘
Cusmdfan e th:pﬁ;esa: fhat it is the Station House Officer that suppressed the
1t ma 55
:Il‘husment anil not the Inspector (Memorialist),
e tion House Officer is he that registered the crime, and he could not
e Si:;l 1Osa.me };ad he not got the first report; It being from the first report
have dOI_le I; /7 (;ﬁicer should draw the substance for the first information report
- Sta:lo:.onowti C. P. C., Act X of 1882. The Perjury in question was therefore
o T i d not by the Inspector as specified in the
- Station House Officer and not by the nspector as s}
committed by the Sta
der. !
or Your Memorialist had nothing whatever to do with the report after he once
ﬂom(']( seument to the Station House Officer and it was the Station House Oiﬁcer’ls!
a*i":::’ t.()m;;end fho first report attached to the First Occurrence Report.
ar /.' .

The Supdt. of Police of Tanjore District, communicated the result, of the
Deputy Magistrate’s decision tothe Inmspector General of Police saying that your
Memorialist’s case fell through judicially. It is on this, that the Inspector Gene-
ral, having some how then contracted a prejudice against the Tanjore Police as a

body, directed, in his Memo, No 2423 dated 234 May 1889, to the Superintendent
to send a Punishment Roll.

According to the Inspector General’s order the Supt. of Tanjore Police, then
framed the following charges,

No. 3 Charge.—Being utterly untrustworthy and unfit for the post of
N0 € O o

Inspector.

Your Memorialist served the Police Department for Ten Years with trust-
worthiness and received promotion from Sub-Inspector to Inspector after approved
service. The charge, Your Memorialist submits, is too vague to admit of any ex-
iy]anntion, it is not based upon facts and records.
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“and on them and the fact that he hasnot taken pains to pass his tests I
“order his dismissal. :

No. 4 Charge.—Failing to pass the required Tests though he has been ir
the Force since 1879 and was repeatedly urged and warned to do.
Your Memorilist has passed the General Test examination and the Departmen-
tal Test (now called Part II).
Your Memorialist would have passed the Law Test (Part I) had it not been
for the heavy Division charge given him and the misfortune befallen him.
Your Memorialist has put in 10 years pensionable service which entitles him
to-a pension of %g under the new rules.
| Your Memorialist humbly submits that he is entitled to an exemption from
| passing the Law Test (Part I) under the following grounds,

| First.—That your Memorialist served the Police Department as a Sub-Ins-
pector for 5 Years and was then promoted to Inspector after approved service.
Second.—That your Memorialist served as Inspector for the other five years
without any fault whatever as will be seen from the Service Register.

' C. M. No. 33 } Third.—By the following order of the Madras Police
| 2nd August 1876. 540. Inspectors—Sub are merely Probationary.

“Sub-Inspectors are purely on probation until they pass Inspector’s Test and

; “are promoted to that grade. It is therefore unnecessary to apply for renewal of

| “the term of a Sub-Inspectors probation. Whenever it becomes apparent that @

“Sub-Inspector is not likely to become an efflcient Inspector, the District Supdt.

“should immediately recommend that probation may cease. Sub-Inspectors will not

“as a rule be promoted before passing the full Tests for Inspector’s grade. A special

“report will be made on Sub-Inspectors who fail to pass these Tests within 2 years

“from date of appointment,”

Your Memorialist begs to submit that, as per order, the passing of the Test is
| ~ a condition precedent to the promotion to the grade of an Inspector and that your
; Memorialist was after five years service as Sub-Inspector promoted to the grade of
an Inspector and served assuch for no less than five years more before the non-
passing of the other half of the Test was made a ground for his dismissal.

Your Memorialist hopes that he has thus clearly shown that he is not
guilty of any of the minor charges too referred to in the order.

To your Memorialist’s great misfortune the matters regarding him occurred
at a time when the then Inspector General Colonel Guthrie was prejudiced agamst
the Tanjore Police as a body in the Kombakonam murder case. The Inspector
General consequently punished the then Superintendent by a transfer and dismissed
and suspended no less than 4 Inspectors including your Memorialist, out of whom
all the three, except your Memorialist, were re-instated in service.

Your Memorialist begs further to submit that there could be no object for
his keeping back the Ist report from sending. Just because the Station House
Officer, through ignorance, neglected to attach the Report in question to the

Occurrence Report, he, when questioned, deliberately lied, that the Inspector did.
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not giy , i 1
St,at? Oll\l e I;l(:zslje(l))g é;eixré?gnst;idtc;lsaxg himself. Tt ig proved beyond doubt, that the
= : he Occurrence Report and it is iti

,tll;)az hlz ccl;chOt strike the autl?orities, hox.v the Sta,tiz)n House O;i:;:ciloflcl)dblfagétl:gg

W g frrelickzle I(i)e}.)o_rt without having first seen the first report Wherefrbom

=t thé e;)irdenie r}q;?al Reporjt were to be drawn. It is after this explanation

s n gl o 1o Consta.ble Co.oppoosszmy that the Deputy Magistrate
nced of the illegality of his previous remark and decline Suik,

to prosecute yoar Memorialist for Perjury. d to give sanction

Your Memorialist beos al i
gs also to claim exception fro i

ooty . ; : ‘ m passing th
1;amal.n.mg Test, Part 1, 1n. consideration of hLis long pensionabrie' %e‘rii ef e

ears iu the -Department without any default and to this Your M g Ten
a precedent is afforded by the case of one Veloyada M, dell (i ol

s r 00 i

Memorialist entered the Police as sub-Inspector and e % hi

passing the Law Test, Part I. 1S now exempted from

And n lali .
ow your humble Memorialist having submitted his unfortunate

case, respectfully appeals to C ;
' your Excellency’s sympathies. wi
your Eexcellency will grant him the Justice that tjl'le IcaseI?Ibe’se:r"(::alsl R

Y .2 1 :
v ;)li:-h]z{erlrllor.ahst blegs m conclusion to submit, that he entered the Police
1t 1 was only 22 and served there 5 Y
: ears as Sub-Inspect
5 yea;; mor(fz as Inspector and is now only 37 years old. Under the Gircrl)lixcl::r R
your Memorialist prays of your Excellency to re-instate him in the"Servic: mej
; anc

thereby save your Memorialist i :
8 and his large f: - ‘- -
by the order in question, , ge tamily from mlbfortt__me brought about

For the act of Benevolen sl
e , : .
as in duty bound ever pray. e your Memorialist and his large family shall

Comaleeswaran Pettah,
Sawmy Chetty Street,
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His Ereellency tbt Right Bonorable o
BEILBY LAWLEY BARON WENLOCK, . .1, &,

GOVERNOR AND PRESIDENT IN COUNCIL,

FORT SAINT GEORGE.

The humble Memorial of P. Ponnusawmy Pillui
late Police Inspector of Shealli Talug,
Tanjore District.

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

Your Memorialist most respectfully begs, in accordance with the Petition
Rules, to submit his unfortunate and miserable case again to your Excellency’s
sympathetic consideration and justification, as fresh matters have been introduced
since the appeal was last made on the order of the Inspector General of Police.

Your Memorialist humbly begs to submit that he, the brother of P. Muru-
gasem Pillai late Head Quarter Inspector of Madura who died after 25 years meri-
torious service without enjoying his Pension, entered the Tanjore Police in June
1879 as Sub-Inspector and worked well and gave entire satisfaction to all his
superiors. The Sub-Inspector’s grade was only probationary to that of the

[nspector and none could be promoted to Inspector unless tried and found fit.
Your Memorialist was long tried and found in every way competent and then pro-
moted to the Inspector’s grade although he had not passed a portion of the required
tests. This would not have been done unless it were for your Memorialist’s merit
and ability. As Inspector, he was put in charge of several Divisions and although it
is very difficult forPolicemen to steer clear of shoals and rocks yet he managed all
through the long period of 10 years service in a District like Tanjore without
any hiteh. His Service Register contains no defaulters—no entry of disapproval—
no reflection—no far off suggestion of doubt—but on the contrary he was always

. thought well of.

Your Memorialist though of unblemished character, is now dismissed after
having put in a Pensionable service on charges very vague, and general. The
order of dismissal run thus:—

“The permission of the Deputy Magistrate, Tanjore, was asked for the prosecution
“of Inspector Ponnusami Pillai for Perjury. The Inspector having made expla-
“nations on two points before the Deputy Magistrate, that officer has accepted
“them and declines therefore to sanction the prosecution for perjury, There remain
“however the other less grave charges against the Inspector which he has been
“uanable in my opinion to meet and on them and the fact that he has not taken pains
“to pass his tests I order his dismissal from the force”.
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Your Memorialist begs respectfully to show in manner hereinafter follow- «There remain however the other less grave charges agavnst the Inspector which

e “he has been unable in my opinion to meet.

R R 1 R . No. 1 Charge.—Utterly failing to make a thorough and searching investi-
i “The permission of the Deputy Magistrate, Tanjore | gation into the Kondel Rioting case and exhibiting great partiality in the way he
o } Pillai f SviA i Eadati o : uirv he did, and neglecting to keep any notes of his enquiry in the
secution of Inspector Ponnusawmi Pillai for Perjury.” made what enquiry he did, g
case.

B o P i — e

MEMORIALIST'S EXPLANATION,

In October 1887 a Case of Rioting was reported to your Memorialist by a Con-
stable. The first report of the case was sent by your Memorialist immediately to the
Station House Officer of Therukaravasal, who after registering the case, sent the
Occurrence Report to the Magistrate having jurisdiction, dated 8th October 1887
Here the 8. H. O. failed to attach the first report to the Occurrence Report as;
required by the Departmental Order. This fact was not questioned by the Magis-
trate who first received the report. The case was committed to the Session Court
of the Tanjore District. In this Court the question was raised why the 1st report
was not attached to the Occurrence Report, then on search, the first report was found
amongst the other records in custody of the Station House Officer and the same was
submitted by the Court Inspector, on which it was ordered not to file the report with
the other records as it was too late. This case was stretched on for nearly two yea.fs
and the Sessions Judge at last threw out the Case as false and concocted one and
ordered the prosecution witnesses to be prosecuted for perjury and approved the
conduct of the Police in this case vide Session Judge’s Judgment in Cases No. 2
and 5 of 1888.

When the prosecution witnesses were accordingly charged for perjury before
the Deputy Magistrate, he after enquiry dismissed the Case and remarked o Ui
records before him at the time that the Inspector should be prosecuted for perjury

“The Inspector having made explanations on two points before the Deputy
“Magistrate, that Officer has accepted them and declines therefore to sanction
“the prosecution for perjury.

Your humble Memorialist gave a clear and full explanation to the charge made
by the Deputy Magistrate. It was on this explanation that the very Magistrate
who formed his opinion from the records that declined to sanction the proseeution
for perjury, The explanation was accepted and the charge fell through,

The Supdt. of Police of Tanjore District, communicated the result of the
Deputy Magistrate’s decision to the Inspector General of Police saying that your
Memorialist’s case fell through judicially. It is on this, that the Inspector Gene-
ral, having some how then contracted a prejudice against the Tanjore Police as a
body, directed, in his Memo. No 2423 dated 23d May 1889, to the Superintendent
to send a Punishment Roll.

Aceording to the Inspector General’s order the Supt. of Tanjore Police, then
framed the following charges.

case,

Tt is after a thorough and searching investigation of the case that your Memoria-
list charged the aggressors only in conformity with the decisions of the High
Court of Madras and the Departmental Orders.

It was, your Memorialist submits, only in accordance with the expressed deci-
sions and rulings above referred to, that he omitted to charge others than the

aggressors and not thro’ any partiality as expressed in the order.
Your Memorialist submits that he kept Notes of such matters only as appeared

to him material.

No. 2 Charge.—Suppressing a most important document 1n the said

viz., the first report of the Crime made to him by a Constable.

When the Case in question was reported to your Memorialist, he, in course of
business, sent the first report immediately to the Station F[ouse Officer of Them'lkara-
vasal, who registered the case and sent the first informatlonlreport to the Magistrate
having jurisdiction without attaching the first report, whl‘ch he shm%ld have done.
The first report after all was found amongst the papers which were in the custody
of the Station House Officer and the same was afterwards produced before the

Sessions Court.

Tt is only the Statio . |
custodian of the first report. Criminal Procedure Code is very clear on the point.
the Station House Officer that suppressed the

n House Officer and not your Memorialist that, is the

Thus it may appear that it is
document and not the Inspector (Memorialist).

The Station House Officer is he that registered the crime, and he could not
have done the same, had he not got the first report ; It being from the first report
the Station House Officer should draw the substance for the first information report
as per Section 154 C. P. C., Act X of 1882. The Perjury in question was the?'efore
committed by the Station House Officer and not by the Inspector as specified in the
order.

Your Memorialist had nothing whatever to do,with the report after he once
gave the document to the Station House Officer and it was the Station House Officer’s
duty to send the first report attached to the First Occurrence Report.

No. 3 Charge.—Being utterly untrustworthy and unfit for the post of

Inspector.

Your Memorialist served the Police Department for Ten Years with trust-
worthiness and received promotion from Sub-Inspector to Inspector after approved
<ervice. The charge, Your Memorialist submits, is too vague to admit of any ex-

planation, it is not based npon facts and records.
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“and on them and the fuct that he hasnot taken pains to pass his tests I
“order his dismissal.

No. 4 Charge.—Failing to pass the required Tests though he has been ir
the Force since 1879 and was repeatedly urged and warned to do.

Your Memorilist has passed the General Test examination and the Departmen-
tal Test (now called Part II).

Your Memorialist would have passed the Law Test (Part I) had it not been
for the heavy Division charge given him and the misfortune befallen him. Mo

Your Memorialist has put in 10 years pensionable service which entitles him
to a pension of %8 under the new rules.

Your Memorialist humbly submits that he is entitled to an exemption from
passing the Law Test (Part I) under the following grounds,

First.—That your Memorialist served the Police Department as a Sub-Ins-
pector for 5 Years and was then promoted to Inspector after approved service.

Second.—That your Memorialist served as Inspector for the other five years
without any fault whatever as will be seen from the Service Register.

- 0. M. No.33 Third.—By the following order of the Madras Police
. nd August 1876. } 540. Inspectors—Sub are merely Probationary.
“Sub-Inspectors are purely on probatién until they pass Inspector’s Test and
“are promoted to that grade. It is therefore unnecessary to apply for renewal of
“the term of a Sub-Inspectors probation. Whenever it becomes apparent that a
“Sub-Inspector is not likely to become an efflcient Inspector, the District Supdt.
“should immediately recommend that probation may cease. Sub-Inspectors will not
“as a rule be promoted before passing the full Tests for Inspector’s grade. A special
“report will be made on Sub-Inspectors who fail to pass these Tests within 2 years
“from date of appointment,”
Your Memorialist begs to submit that, as per order, the passing of the Test is
a condition precedent to the promotion to the grade of an Inspector and that your
Memorialist was after five years service as Sub-Inspector promoted to the grade of
an Inspector and served as such for no less than five years more before the non-
passing of the other half of the Test was made a ground for his dismissal.

Your Memorialist hopes that he has thus clearly shown that he is not
guilty of any of the minor charges too referred to in the order.

To your Memorialist’s great misfortune the matters regarding him occurred
at a time when the then Inspector General Colonel Guthrie was prejudiced against
the Tanjore Police as a body inthe Kombakonam murder case. The Inspector
General consequently punished the then Superintendent by a transfer and dismissed
and suspended no less than 4 Inspectors including your Memorialist, out of whom
all the three, except your Memorialist, were re-instated in service.

Your Memorialist begs further to submit that there could be no object for
his keeping back the 1st report from sending. Just because the Station House
Officer, through ignorance, neglected to attach the Report in question to the
Occurrence Report, he, when questioned, deliberately lied, that the Inspector did

o

not give the Report evidently to save himself. It is proved beyond doubt, that the
Station House Officer did send the Occurrence Report and it is much to be pitied,
that it did not strike the authorities, how the Station House Officer could have got
up the Occurrence Report without having first seen the first report wherefrom
the matters for the Original Report were to be drawn. It is after this explanation
and on the evidence of the Constable Cooppoosawmy that the Deputy Magistrate
was convinced of the illegality of his previous remark and declined to give sanction
to prosecute your Memorialist for Perjury.

Your Memorialist begs also to claim exception from passing the only
remaining Test, Part 1, in consideration of his long pensionable service of Ten
Years in the Department without any default and to this, Your Memorialist claim,

-a precedent is afforded by the case of one Veloyada Moodellyar who with your

Memorialist entered the Police as sub-Inspector and is now exempted from
passing the Law Test, Part I.

And now your humble Memorialist having submitted his unfortunate
case, respectfully appeals to your Excellency’s sympathies, with the hope, that
your Ecxcellency will grant him the justice that the case deserves.

Your Memorialist begs in conclusion to submit, that he entered the Police
Department when he was only 22 and served there 5 Years as Sub-Inspector and
5 years more as Inspector and is now only 37 years old. Under the circumstances
your Memorialist prays of your Excellency to re-instate him in the Service and
thereby save your Memorialist and his large family from misfortune brought about

by the order in question.

For the act of Benevolence your Memorialist and his large family shall

as in duty bound ever pray.
{ < 7

Comaleeswaran Pettah,
Sawmy Chetty Street,

Madras, 3ist-October 1894,
2. 1% Mend, 168G%5.

®. V. GOODLUCKE & CO., PRINTERS, MOUNT ROAR, MADRAS.
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