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a punishment infli ey

va}:-iable sl Ia:}:t:gdo;r:(l;;cPiEtxoner by the President of the T'aluq Board. It is an in-
of confirming, modifying ande. % appellate authorijies are usnally vested with the poger®
R s t;]e\ ising the orders appealed against. There is no provision
years ago there was a provisi P appellate anthority the power of enhancement. Some
s amER on 11n the old code of Criminal Procedure that an appellate
but on mature COnsid,eration E}}:ea}: el,]ha“ce a punishment inflicted by the lower tribunal;
e e AR Of:enh:nceglslatllre subsequently rescinded the law on the subject’;
.Boi"d has virtually enhanced the ;xlll:s:ltl.meil; it:fe;ig;‘e;ell)m czse’ e iy Ll 0
in having comm : ed by the President P

st (i hummt;tzibﬂliis I?;ms}m.le;it of suspension to one of perman::fttll;is:ilsllgféo};ﬂr}?é
DGl BiThD sk BT your honors that the order of the District Board President

in law and prays that the same may be set aside e

V. If your honor i
;hehPetiQioner ne);:t proceed: ct?)n:::)iz:e};?t?;ii]e}?al “ndltGCh"ical e e i
i r honors that even on i
mesiied Uz;io :v:/x:l.:le (;as]e? }for success. On the 23rd of May ]ast;;l:et}:l;lvs::einre:(:’rfdg‘t
o Avef i icly }1)]111; to.auction at Hindupur by the Chairmanp L\;g R. R
et }g)y , ;;1&: ef Union office room. The sale was publicly pro.da‘img:i
sty s o fo tom-tom. Only 3 bidders attended the sale, and the
g5 i cance]]nd l()n‘ a sum of Rs. 26. The bid amount bein ’com ara-
e oo i e t Y a formal.resoluticn of the Pnnchayetf and argmn n]:ent-%
T put up to auction for a 2nd time. The 2nd sal 8: 1d l
e ;g aolb t)hsswe;:pl‘n;gs were then sold for Rs. 39-8-0. Th °hW"'3 " bon
aplh e o int.‘eef etltloxfer by the President of Talu : Bo 9; ?"8‘:}»1 " ﬂ?
bty that‘ytha Ix; etl.':.ed with the 1st sale of the sweepingg beldm(;n, ;;rd :ftMae
the 1st sale with Rs. 10 for th etitioner acc?modated G. Hussain Saib, the highest bidd "’;
i Pet.t‘e inital deposit account ; that the man a,tteudedg : ; h 11 :r 1] »
other bidders from com tinl 1;’“31'1; and thafj this circumstance had an iudir’e‘c: ' :f Pt : s:i’e
ghor bia ot 1o exz:eh s ga re; y ab the time of auction. Al the 3 bidders t:a:cattz:ldeg
. 2T Ov.e i 1c:ne o'f them have stated that the Petitioner ever exer-
called agent of the Petitioner, h it oot s L e U
not for the Petitioner, and D, - c}ea..r ].y stated that he had bid on his n secon X sg
Hindupur, has also st;ted th i &ul_)lfla.h, another bidder and a res t(;‘lv);l “00“{:” anf
i éder bpsiidtiooivis at.t.he ’Petmoner never exercised an snrtp:c' fl ; 'merc S
against the Petitioner, t(;l:';a‘]vcitlgo::"‘; }}::sisg]e tolfx e sweepi“SS)-T In :“I:;O"‘:e:fceth?:;ag
ent has examined 3 witnesses, viz., :
-

1. Fhakeerkhan, Sanitary Maistr ;
2. Kassim Saib, one of the 3 bidd};;-s .
3. and Syed Kassim. ;

Of the three witneéses, Sye& Khassim tacit] e : | .

3 > ' e ) 3 : : Mltl i '
}}i‘i:e:ﬁ (}lzz;s:;mi fS:l;l; hs ::ldefwe does 1ot in an y way ﬂi‘:::u‘e&i.:l ‘!(nOWIQdKB i 't'h'e‘ e ol
¥ s et thing at all, would only go to pre e rmad R i
Sanitary Maistry paid Rs. 10 to Hussain Saib ﬂndthapmve e e "
took place between Hnssain Saib and Syed Khasim PGl g
Hussain Sahib attended the sale, not on account « i (5}10 o Tt
This theory of the wit-ness‘is'entirely : ‘ntr#éicte?in | :

1mse
Syed Khasim. The evidence of Latchminarna
member of Hindupur, also sappoi;i‘,é the Pléd f"g
narnappa that ‘paid i;he mohé}; tc Hussain Saib.
corroboration to the statement of Lutc %
the President of the Taluq Board ma
does he assign any reason for discrediting their tes
if accepted, will altogether disprove shém&mﬁhmomy :
to show that the whole affair is a tissue of ¢ easoccll
of evidence to point out that the Maistry is an open en

3

M. R. Ry. V. Hanumantha Rao Garu, a d
me time as chairman, has gixen evidence to th
torms with the Maistry. The Petitioner also infc
2 late chairman, Appadorai Modliar, will also be
between him and the Maistry and that a reference m
is to be regretted that the “uncorroborated evidence
preference to the evidence of respectable perso
carded under any circumstances. It can be
dings of the President of the Taluq Bos
passed on a mere suspicion.. '
: VI. It willb ¢
considers that the bid amount
interference of the Petitioner,
paratively low ;
ed for the s
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Petitioner’s concern in the Ist sale. The Petitioner was not allowed a copy of the Chairman’s
report against him (Vide endorsement No.a—:‘;_—gi) herewith submitted. It. is to be asswmed
that the maistry gave out the information to the Chairman. soon after the close of the first
sale. If such. had really been the case, it is not known why the Chairman failed to bring
the I.natber to light in the special meeting held for the express };urpose of setting aside the ls?;
auction. It is a mystery to find that no mention is made of it in the public meeting and as a
formal Resolution has been passed by the Panchayat that the sale has been set a;de on the
ground that there was not a sufficient number of bidders vide copy of the Resolution), it
vfould be highly improper now to come forward and say that the interference of the P;ti—
tlo.ner was the cause for the falling off of the bidsin the first auction. From this state of
thm.gs, it can easily be imagined that the allegations against the Petitioner are nothing but
the invention of an after-thought and the result of an organised plan purposely set up by
his enemies to work out his ruin. - s o

VI‘II. The Petitioner further begs to represent to your honors that there is an
avowed enmity between him and one Madisetti Venkataramaniah, a Merchant of Hindupur
This Merchant is admitted to be a close friend of the Chairma:l who in spite of re e:te(i
ox_'ders to the contrary strongly recommended the man to the post o’f alU m'onpmember.p 'I‘Bis

» = merchant is alsoa very close friend of M, R. Ry. 1. Venkatasastriar, Treasury Deputy Collector
of Anantapur District, who was for some time vice-President of the,District Board znautapur.
two men_ once figured themselves as prosecution witnessess in a crim,inal ca.se‘ of

on set up by them against the late Chairman, Mr. C. Apfjadomi Modlier. The evidence

of these witnessess has been criticised by the Head Assistant Magistrate whe enquired into the

~ caseand from a perusal of the judgement of criminal case, it will be observed that the officer
threatened the Petitioner with suspension unless he gave evidence against the accused in the
case. The Petitiqne;' ~was eventually suspended from his appointme;t by this officer, appar-
ently without any reason, and the Petitioner had also pat in a written: 'c;mplaint aga,instpthe
officer before the Head Assistant Magistrate. Unfortunately for thé Pétitioner, this officer
is one of the members that now comprise the. Diéh;ict Bo;srcl to hear the appeal of the
Petitioner. The Petitioner respectfully submits that the opinion of this member in respect
of the present appeal may be altogether left out of consideration. The Petitioer is not aware of

any rule or law prescribing the course to be adopted in such cases; but in stice to the

Petitiner, he respectfully submits that the member should be precluded from giving his vote
in respect of an appeal preferred by his adversary. ' :

IX. The Petitioner lastly begs torepresent to your houorthatit is the President
of the District Board that has passed the original order of dismissal. The Treasury Duputy
Collector of Anantapur, a personal enemy of the Petitioner, is also one of the members of the
District Board which hasnow to decide the future fate of the Petitioner. The opinion of
these officers, if given out publicly beforehand, will naturally create some impression in the
minds of the other members now comprising the Board. To guard against all such
effects, the Petitioner humbly suggests that the opinion of each of the members should be
separately recorded in writing, setting forth distincty his opiuion on the several points
raised in this appeal Memorandum. The Petitioner also entreats your honors at the same time
that you will kindly be pleased to take into consideration the Petitioner’s long and faithful
service of 12 years in the Union whose service therein commenced with the formation of the
Union itself. The Petitioner also prays that he may be informed beforehand of the day fixed
for the meeting so as to allow him a fair oppertunity of representing his case more vividly

before your honors. All the papers connected with the subject are herewith submitted with

a list.

X. TFor this act of benevolence, the Petitioner shall, asin duty bound, ever pray

and remain,

Most Honored and Respected Sirs,
Your Honors’ most Obedient Servant.
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