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s Proceedings of the Madras Government, Public Works Department,
. 24th April 1874,

Read the following endorsement of the Actiné Chief Secretary, dated
Ootacamund, 13th April 1874 :—

From C. STREENIVASALOO NAIDU, late Taluq Overseer, Chingleput District,
to the Hon. D, F. CARMICHAEL, Acting Chief Secretary to Govern-
ment, dated Madras, 11th April 1874, ‘

I »ost respectfully beg to forward herewith an appeal in triplicate to His
Excellency the Right IIonourable the Secretary of State for India, and humbly
request the favour of your causing it to be despatched home at an early date,

2. 1laid my deplorable case before the Local Government thrice, soliciting
the condescension of a perusal of the same, which, from the usual and formal
endorsement given that ** Government cannot interfere with petitioner’s case,” does
not appear to have been done ; hence this humble
at home as I have no alternative left. :

3. [Iam afraid, Sir, that in the event of the appeal being transferred, as

No. 324a.
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recourse to the highest authority -

usual, to the Public Works Department, without being laid before the Council,

which I humbly beg may be done, the usual reply that ¢ Government having
already disposed of the question do not see sufficient grounds for sending the
appeal home,” would be the result. :

4. I humbly beg, therefore, that you will graciously spare a few minutes to
go through the case, judge of the propriety or otherwise of my complaint; and
then deal with it in the best way you may deem proper.

5. I was'an old and faithful servant of Government, and loudly cry out that

I have been most unjustly removed from the service.

I beg that justice may be
done to me. ‘ ’

TraNSFERRED to the Public Works Department for disposal.
- (Signed) D, F. CARMICHAEL,
} Acting Chief Secretary.
No. 324z

ESTABLISHMENT, No. 19.

OrDER THEREON, 24th April 1874, No. 1,066a.
His Excellency the Governor in
Council must decline to submit to the
. Home Government any memorial which
may be laid before him with a covering letter written in the offensive tone which
Streenivasaloo Naidu has thought it proper to adopt in his communication of
11th April to the Chief Secretary ; wherein it is imputed that petitions do not
receive proper consideration in the Public Works Department, but are disposed of
by the Secretary withqut reference to Members of the Council, which is contrary

to fact.

(True Extract.)
" Colonel, R.E,,
Secretary lo Government,
To C. Streenivasaloo Natdu, . e
EothroPetitioni .
Exd. E. C. Shunker. '
Spare Copies ,
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TO | o
THE RIGHT HONORABLE = =
- THE SECRETARY OF STATE =~
. FORINDIA IN cOUNGIL,
... 'LONDON.

Trz Houste MexoriaL or C. STEENIVASSOOLOO
NAIDOO, vate Tarvq OvVERSEER ATTACHED To
No. 1 Raxce, TrIvELLORE '1‘ALUQ~CEINGLEPUT
DistrICT OF THE MADI;AS PrrsipENCY.

t R . .

Most HoMBLY AND RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH, | _ o

~ That, denied of the advantage held out by the British Go#ernfnent, of the
-grievances of faithful public servants being heard and justice administered, Memo-
rialist respectfully begs to submit this his Appeal for the consideration of Your
Lordship in Council in the humble hope of obtaining redress should he be fourd
deserving of the same. R ! o Lo N

2. Menioriah'st respectfully; begs to state that he thrice " submitted his aeplo.
rable case for the consideration ‘of the local Government, but was sadly. dis-

. appointed in securing & hearing for reasons which your Memorialist is at loss to
h comprehend. He has f,herefore‘ventured thus to urge his humblg prayer on Your
" Lordship’s consideration. trusting that the justice of his cause may ensure at the

seat of Government that consideration which has been . most unfortunately denied

him locally and that the absence of any alternative may apologize the intrusion,
+3." Memorialist was a faithful servant of  the State for upwards of 20 years.

He was removed from the service for having scrupulously followed, in the discharge

" ofa particular function, a practice adopted through a long course of years by the

Range Officer under whose immediate orders he was placed. . The circumstances
of his case are briefly as follows. o ’

4. At the latter end of the Official year 1870-71, Memorialist in cbmmon.
. with the other Overseers of the Talug,

N
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Extracls from letter from Range Officer
No. 810, of 20th November 1871. * It is not un-
usual in this Range to reserve cheques drawn in
favour of contractors in the last mounth of the
Official year, pending examination of works”—aguin.
* The practice to which allusion is here made, ob-
tains only in the last month of the Official year”—
again.  The transactions are adjusted before the
eud of April when the Range Officer’s examina-
tions are conoluded, and any corrections that may

be then necessary in the accounts, are mude under -

instructions from the Controller.”

Exra¢t from letter from the Range Officer
No, 378 dated 18th July 1871, “ Aud it is just
possible that the course he (Memorialist) states he
pursued with reference o the 1st Certificate, i8 cor-
rect and it was graunted with no dishonest motives.”

to admit of adjustment in the accounts of

.

was engaged with the Range Officer in

»closing the annual accounts for trans.

mission to the Controller, when a few
works of minor importance which had
been completed remained uninspected,
as (to use the expression of the late
Superintending Engineer of the division
while reporting Memorialist’s case to
Government) *“it was utterly impossible
for a Range Officer to visit all the
works done up to the last day of the
Official year and then to draw up cheques
the year.” The usual formal certificates

.
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: were thexefore drawn in fwor ol' thoae Wolks in accordance, as aforesaid, W1th the
+ system. obtained in the Department and the documents - after being duly attested
" by the Range. Officer, - were, together with their amrreuate contract value, _
Zod ged in the Range Office wn riew, to dszbursements bemrr 'made after due inspec-
tion and e.z'mmatwn of those wmls This Waa the course mvarl'xbly pursued in the
..Executive Department of the D, P.W. only ab tlle close of Ol'ﬁcml years as ex-
" plained by the Range Oﬁicer vxde extmcts as per marvm

5."'The inspection of the aforesaid works took place in April followmf* b)’ the
rztm'ct“ flom letter frorn Rancre Officer accompamed by LIemomahSt’ “hen ldl
Fsecutive Engiucer to the Su- ‘were found to have been satisfactorily executed with the
"perintending Engineer No. 319 ‘exception of a Sluice which fell short by 4 yards of - the

- dated 30th June 1871 a. 8,
' (‘"lli revised contmctpzertlﬁ— extent sanctioned ; on which, payment. was made o the

L

“icate granted by tho - 'lﬂlul feontractor for the actual extent to which the work was

... Overseer by my order &e,”

o

[ Y

' performed and - the difference  of the aggregate value,
credited to Government A revised certificate exhibiting the actual amount of the
--work was then prepared and forwarded to the controller under the orders of the

(KL

Executwe Enmneer as per’ ‘marrrm m substltutxon of the one prekusly sent in on

Byt e a8
accounb of the sald Slulce. NI b Lo
TR NI T TR BN S :

{ 6. The transmxbswn of a revised contract certificate’ consequent on the short

~*"execution of the Sluice in questxon, was supposed by the late Superintending Engl-

i

$

"" Tu supply, vide my mspcchou report for Apirl 1871, .

neer to have occurred only on the exposition of the discrepancy in the work by an
' 'anonymous petition whiclr he appears to haye _received and that a suppressmn of

" the fact would have, but for that petition, been attempted by the Memorialist ; and

* constructing . accordingly a charge of an attempt a fraud against Memorialist on

-* that hypothesis, the late qupermtendmo' Engincer carried out Memomahsb s dis-
--'missal at once from the service. S N R o

N AT L
. % *

Leawm to your Lordalup to Jlld”‘G of the lefr'zhty or otheravise of the pro-
" " ceeding'such as the above.of the late

duf;:it?g:hfm:::eltgezi from llange Qﬁice I\o 319 , Supem nten dmrr Engmeer, Memor 1allsti
. ‘;"lhu.t on my éxamination’ of the worl;j on the " most respectl'ully begs to submit. for
s agstfufi’e";lrlsilnlnﬁgl Zglg“f‘:ldt: fni;ll (lletlwzllxcl?zld YOUP LO!‘dblnp s particular consider ation
that the above conclusion has been ar-

| % been rebuilt, & ... in
Extract from letter No. 34" of 5th Jane 1841 h
nE e
“ That if yoa will be good enough to call té mind, - rlved at by that Ofﬁcer in the face of t
you may. remember 1 mentioned the subject to correspondence as per margin whicli has
* you on your visit to Vullore on the 22nud AMay - , self
© “ 1871, and that T promised to report officiully on  PUEY wub]y transplred between lllm 1
 the receipt of cortain information from the Tabsil-  and the Ranrre Ofﬂcer on the pomt ant
*“ dar.of Trivellore, whicl he had bicen requested to- l)y “lucll, it will be gsoen that the shott
R etecutlon of the Sluice in (,uestlon was

dlecovered on emuunntxon by \Iemorlalxst and the Ran geOfficer and officiall y brougln
to the notice of the late - Superintending Engincer long before the date of the peti-

3
LYl
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' non wluch that officer allude% to and on which he bases Memor 1alm, 3 mamls"al

8.4 Afr'un the late Supermtendln" Engineer has found fault mth \Icmmmllah

.. a3 regards tho wm,ed contract cerficate forwarded on account of the above Sluice

-

l)) remarking that that ‘ducument was also- susceptible of: correction, tho Sluice
lla\m" as alléged by hzmaclf been built on the.old foundation. Mcmorialist
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humbb b.,gs to Submlt thab the preparatlon and transmxssron ‘of the certificate in
 Letter N 177 duted 306h questlon was solely due to the Range Olﬁcer who formed
May 1871 feom R“m,e Officer. the estimate to the extent of Ra. 57 on the documentary

Ny . - evrdences furnished to"him by Revenue Officials and
tl‘e ‘head men of the Village in which the Sluice was built.’ “Apart from the

testxmony borne by the above Officials, the Range Officer had satisfied himself of the
newness of the foundation by personal 1nspectlon and examination of the work and
sent in'the bill dccordingly to the Controller on his own responmlnhty ; and if he had

o

_afterwards condemned his own proceeding in regard to it, Memorialist begs to leave to

“Your Lordship’s judg gment as to how far the late Superintending Engineer was justi-

" 'fied in charging the Memorialist on account of the discrepancy. That the mistake of
" thebill should be committed by the Range Officer, that the gullb of it, grantma it to

be such, should be at the door of the Revenue’ Officials but that the late Superm-

tending Eno'meer should have deemed an Overseer : (Memomahst) punishable in the

manner "aforesaid for the same is a proceedmtr the proprlety or otherwise of w}uch
Memorlahst lmmbly trusts Your Lordslup in Counml will not fail to perceive. - -

‘. ~.,, r’,n,, - -

e 9. ’l‘he late Secretary to Governtnent D. P W m dmposma of Memorialist's

" VideD. 6. Koo 1035 dated

[

case has deprecatedf the practzce of certlﬁcaﬁes of the -
. kind above alluded to being drawn before examination of .
' the works which they represented and - has since ordered
the discontinuance of the practlce, but has not heeded Memonalrst 8 prayer for re-
1nstatement although he- was thoroughly satisfied that in theabsence of any such

+ Vide P, G. No. 7 of 4Lh
Jauuary 184.. .

ey 0y

- order,’ Memonahst had scrupulously followed an established practice in common
" with' the others in the Department and acted under'the orders of his immediate -

supenor Ofﬁcer » Memorialist humbly trusts it may not be considered gut of place
to mention that an overseer who has drawn up such certificates under the same cir-

‘ cumstanees wluch influenced Memorialist and also paid the contractors before-hand

~within 2 months after the publxcatlon of the above order
prolnbxtmo' such practlce, was snnply warned, while Me- .
.morialist, who, in: :the absence of .any -such order only -
drcw tl]e certificates but; withheld paymenb until the 1nspect1on of the work” has
ta.keu place, was, not- consrdered competent for re-mstatememt o

" 14th August 1872, .

e ot oy ”\, 4

CoRh.

" 10, Memormhst further understands that the late Supenntendmrr Enrrmeer has
- taken obJectxon to his' re-instatement on a plea that he. (Memorialist) had' exbibited

. ’svmptoms of dlshonesty and had been condemned on that score by his (Supenntendmv

.. Engineer’s) predecessor mld by the Range Ofﬁcers uuder whom Memorialist had ‘served.
. Memorialist begs to exprcss his deep regret that’ the late’ Superintending Enginecr

o SllOllld have thus stnved to legalise the course he had originally taken’ aginst Memoria- -

list while he cannot pomb toa smrrle xecord o the Department against Memorialist durmrr

the whole course of his 20 year’s service, condemnatory of his character and couduct
in the light described by that Officer. Memorialist - represented in his Appeals to the
local Government. that such was the fact and humbly and repeatedly urwed the expediency
of the records of the Department being called for and, viewed before attaching weight to

the charge ; but the prayer was unheeded and Memorialist left, unredrcseed Memomallst

~ further stated that the records of the Deprtment if referred to, would, on the contrary,
.mdxcatc an-appreciation of his conduct and service and recommendatlons more than
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once for his promotxon by the Officers thh whom Memorialist lmd come in contact

and by whom the late Supenntendmrr Engineer was pleased to declare’ that bis.

(Memona.lxst 8) conduct had been condemned

" 11. He also bermed that as Col. J. Bean R. ., whom the late Supermtcndmfr
Enrrmeer has alluded to as his predecessor is on the spot, and G. Thornhill, Esq.
the then highest Revenue authority of the District to which Memorialist belonged
'and who during his frequent tours of inspection of Public Works in the District,

has heard expressmns of ' commendation and satisfaction from the Range Officers as

regards the manner in which Memorialist had discharged his duties, being also present,
a reference to thoso authorities may disclose the fact as to whether or not Memo-

rialist merited the censure of the late Superintending Engincer and the consequent

evil it has wrought on Memortahst The prayer was not heard.

12. Under these cu'cumstances Memorialist most humbly and respectfully be"s
that from a due consideration of his case and the length of his service in the Dcpart-
ment he may be restored to his post which he had so long held with credit to

“hxmself and the pubhc service as can be borne out by copxes of Testhonmls attached

.- Your Memonahst as in duty bound,

Smu. EVEE rnu.

i

‘Madras, /7 "April 1874,
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THE RIGHT HONORABLE |
8 THE SEGRETARY OF STATE
FDR INDIA IN GOUNGIL

"LON D ON

" Tar Howsie Mexoria or C. STEENIVASSOOLOO

" . 'NAIDOO, rats’ Taruq OVERSEER ATTACHED To

No. 1 Rance, Triverrore” Tarve—CrixLeruT
DISTRICT OF THE MADRAS Pm;smENor

;
1

Mosr Human AND RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH, -
‘That, denied of the advantage held out by the Brmsh Government of the

' grxeuances of faithful public servants bemg heard and JuSthB administered, Memo-

rialist respectfully begs to submit- this his-Appeal for the consideration of Your
Lordslnp in Council in the humble hope of obtammo' redress should ho be found
deservmg of the same. .

" 9, Memorialist respectfully begs to state ‘that he thrlce submxtted Ius deplo.
ra.ble case for the consideration’ of the'.local Government, but was - sadly dis-
appointed in securing a hearing for reasons which "your Memorialist is at a loss to
comprehend. He has therefore ventured thus to urge his humble prayer on. Your

-Lordship’s consideration trusting that the justice of his cause may ensure at the -

seat of Government that consideration which has been most unfortunately denied
him locally and that the absence of any alternative may apologize the intrusion, _
- 8. Memorialist was a faithful servant of the State for upwards of 20 years.

. He was removed from the service for having scrupulously followed, in the dlscharge

of a particular function, a practice adopted through a long course of years by the
Range Officer under whose 1mmed1ate orders he was placed The circumstances )
of his case are briefly as follows

- N At the latter end of the. Ofﬁcml

[N

Extmcls from letter from mee Oﬂ'lcer
No. 810, of 20th November 1871,  « Il; is not un-

usual in this Range to reserve cheques drawn in-

favour of . contractors in the last month of the
Official year, pending examination of works”—aguin.
“ The practice to which sallusion is here made, Ob‘
tains only in the last month of the Offlcial year”—
sgain. The transactions are adjusted before the
end of April when the Range Officer’s examjna-

- tions are concluded, and any corrections that may

be then uecessary in the acconnts, are made under
instructions from the Controller.”

Exraet from letter from the Range Officer
No. 378 dated 18th July 1871, « Aud it is just
possible that the course he (Memorinlist) states he

pursued with reference to the 1st Certificate, is cor--

rect and it was granted with no dishonest motives.”

" to admit of adJustmenb in the accounts of the year.”,

.,',
LA e e i s e

‘yea'r 1870-7l Memorialisﬁ 'iu common
.- with the other Overseers of the Taluq,
. was engaged with the Range Officer in -

closxng the annual accounts for trans-
mission to the Controller, when a few
works of minor importance which had
been completed remained uninspected,

- as (to use the expression of the late

Superintending Engineer of the division

" while reporting Memorialist’s case to

Government) “it was utterly impossible
for a Range Officer to visit all the

. works done up’to the last day of the
Official year and then to draw up cheques
The usual formal certificates




RN Overscer by my order &c.”

2'1‘

" Ertract from letter from

e account of the Sald Slmce.
b,

2.

were therefore drawn in favor of those works in accordance, as aforesmd with the

system ohtarned in the Department and the documents ‘after being duly attested

by the Rancre Ofﬁcer, \vere, towether with ' their anrgrefrate contract _value,

" lodged in the Range Office’in view 'to’ dszburscmvnts being made after due inspec- .

tion and exmination “of those works.’ "This was the courso mvarlably pursued in the
Executive Department of the ' D.' P. W. only at’ the close of Ofﬁcml years as ex-
pIamed by the Range Otﬁcer vxde extracts as per marfnu. o ‘

v -

. 5. l‘he lnspcctlon of the aforesald worhs took place in Apnl follonmfr by the
Range Olﬁcer accompamed by . Memorialist - when all
.were found to have been satrsf’actonly executed with the
“Gated 30th SueSey . 310 _exception of a Slulce which fell short by 4 yards of the
“The revised ‘contract -certifi. €Xtent sanctioned ; on"which, payment was made to the
cate grauted by. tho Talug , contractor for the actual extent to wlnch the work  was

performed and the difference of the aggregate value,

- Executive Engiueer to the Su- -
_perintending Engineer No. 319

credxted to Government
work was then prepared and forwarded to the controller under the orders of the
Executwe Engineer as per’ margin in substitution of the one previously sent in on

LTI . M
l‘ I r»__i [ (s
-1 N s : For
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6 'lhe transmrssmn of a revrsed contract certxﬁcate consequent on the short
. executlon of the Sluxce in questlon, was supposed by the late Superintending Engi-

' neer to have occurred onl.yr on the exposntxon of the dxscrepancy in the work by an

... ,Auonymous petition which he’ appears to have received and that a suppresswn of
.. the fact would have, but for'that petlhon’,'b'e'en attempted by the Memorialist’} and

F I r
Tt

AN

"““"dated 30th June 1871,

11 v Extract from letter No. 342 of 5th ‘Jnne'1871, .

' * dat of Trivellore, which he had been reqnested to
o J“ supply,nde my iuspection report for Apzrl 1871.” "

constructmn' accordxnwly a charge of an attempt at fraud against Memorxallst on

) ‘that hypothesm, the late qupermtendmo ‘Enrrmeer carrled out Memomahst s “dis-

E TR P
mxssal at once from the service., . ., C :

\ ' NS RS :
Lezmnrr to your. Lordshlp to Jud«re of the lewahty or otherw1se of the pro-
oy “-coeding such’ as “the above of ‘the late

+ Superintending . anrmeer Memorialist
A Q“That on my examination of the. work on tbe » most respectfully becrg to submit for

' 20th A pirl 1871, 1 was surprised to find that only
“a Slnice with & tunnel of Id ymds in length hud - yOUF Lordslup 8 particular consideration
-“ been rebuilt, &o.” that the above conclusmn has been ar-
'rived at by that officer in the face of the
correspondence as per margin which has

Extract frnm letter from ARange Otf.ce No 319

» “That if you will be good enough to call to mind,
YO“ may remember I mentnoncd the subject to '’
* yom on your visit to.Vullore on . the . 222d May

“.o 1871, and  that T promised to report officially ou PrewouS]y tranSplred between himself

*“ the receipt of certain information from the Tuhsil-

and the Ranore Officer on the pomt ‘and
by which it will be ‘scen that the short
: evecutxon of the Sluice in qucstron was.
»_dtscovered on exammatlon by \Iemorlali‘st and the Ran geOfficer and officially brought

— PR .o

. to the notice of the late Superintending Engincer long Lefore the date of the peti-

tion wluch that officer alludes to and on ‘which he b.tses \Icmorlahst s dismiseal.’

[

S.- A"'un the late Supermtendmw Engincer Las found fault with \Iemomahst
a3 le"‘ﬂ.l‘(ls the revised contract cerﬁcatc forwarded on account of the above Sluice

K ;l’}’ remarking that that ducument was also s..xsceptxble of . correction, ,the Sluice
- haviag

g, as allerred by. himself, been built on the old foundatxon. Mcmomallaf-

., A revised certificate exhlbxtmtr the actual amount of the -

1
LS

b t’.elbcad men of the V1lla0'e in which the Sluice , was  built,

»

3

¥ humbly begs to suhmrt that the preparation and transmlssmn ‘of . the certrﬁcate in
- ; questlon was solely due to the Range Officer who formed
M:yriest;exrf?o‘:n llzzni:%dﬂ;ig:h the estimate to the extent of Rs. 57 on the ,documentary

L . R evxdences { furmshcd 'to lnm by Revenue Officials and

’ Apart from the
, . testimony borne by the above Officials, the Range Officer had satisfied himself of the
newness of the f'oundatxon by personal mspectmn and exammatlon o[' the work and
sent in the bill accordmcrly to tho Controller on his own responsxblhty and if he had

" afterwards condemned his own p1 oceedmcr in reward to 1t Memorlahst betrs toleaveto -
" Your Lordshlp s Jud O'ment as to ‘how far the late Supenntendmtr Engineer was justi-
© fied in chiarging the Memorialist on'account of the discrepancy.

* That the mistake of

"' the bill should be committed bv the’ Rancre Ofﬁcer, that the guilt of if, granting it to
" be such, should bé at the door of the' Revenue Officials- but that the late Superm-

[leiu-

i
A

tendmn- Engineer should have deemed an Querseer’ (\Iemorxahst) pumshable in the
“manner aforesald for the same is a proceedmcr the proprlety or otherw1se of wlucn
Memonahst humbly trusts Yotr Lordslup in Council Wlll not fa11 to percelve. .

Sy rp e AN Th vt vy g SRR PP AR I ST B
‘9, lhe late Secrctary to Government D P. W.in dxsposmcr of ’\Iemorxahst’
case has deprecated'l‘ the pmctzce :of certificates of. the
kind above alluded to bexno' drawn before exammatlon of
o '“, the Works Whlcll they represented and has sxuce ordered
"the dlsdoutmuance of the practlce, but has nob heeded ’\Iemonahst s prayer for re-

[N B

+ Vide P, G No. 7 of 4th
January 1872,

TR

‘. instatement although he. was thomuehly satxshed that in the absence of any such
’X-.

order, ’\Iemornhst had scrupulously followed an. estabhshed practlce in common

" " with the others in the Department and acted under the orders of his 1mmed1ate

¢ =

' supemor Otﬁcer. Memonahst humbly, trusts it may not be consxdered out of place n
"'t mention that z an overseer WllO has drawn up such cert1ﬁcates under the same cir- ..

>

e PRV - L

v.der G. No. 1935 dated

. taken place, was not considered competent for re- mstatememt

o

cumstances which mﬁuenced Memorialist and also paid the contractors before-hand
* within 2 months after the publication of the above order

l4tl\ August’ 1872

e wilf" :

.+ :i"-morialist, who, tn the’ absence 'of any ' such’ order. only

drew the certificates: but withheld. payment :until 'the mspectmn Of ttl,le work has

e
A

Ty vyt *

STanD clroxr

10 Memormhst further uuderstands that the late Supeuntcndmrr En"meer has

| takcn obJectlon to lus re-mstatcmcnt ona. plea that he (Memorialist) had exhibited

_symptoms of dlshonesty and had been condemned on that score by his (Supermtendmg
- Engineer’s) predecessor mld by the Run"e Officers under whom Memorialist had served.’

Memorialist _begs to e'(press lns deep regret that the late Superintending Eugmeer
~.should have thus stuved to leoahse the course he had originally taken aginst Memoria-
list while e cannot point to a single record in the Department against Memorialist during
the whole course of his 20 year’s servxce condcmnatory of his character and conduct
1n the light dcscnbed by, tlmt Officer. l\lemormllst replescntcd in his Appeals to the,
local Government that such was the fact snd humbly and repeatedly urfred the expediency
of the records of the Demrtment being called for and viewed before attaching weight to
the charge ; but th prayer was unheeded and Memorialist left, unredressed. Memorialist
" further’ stated tlnt the recoids of the Deprtment if referred to, would, on the contrary,
indicate an appxeuatxon of his conduct and service and recommcndatlons more than

prohxbxtmO' such practrce was 51mply Warned while 'Me-:
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once for his promotion by the Officers with whom Memorialist had come in contact
b "and by whom the late Superintending Engineer was pleased to declare that his |

(Memorialist’s) conduct had been condemned. C ‘

! 11. He also begged that as Col. J. Bean x. k., whom the late Superintending

i " Engineer has alluded to as his predecessor is on the spot, and G. Thornhill, Esq.

5 the then highest Revenue authority of the District to which Memorialist belonged

! 1’ and who during his frequent tours of inspection of Public Works in the District,

M ‘has heard expressions of ; commendation and satisfaction - from the Range Officers as

3 regards the manner in which Memorialist had discharged his dutics, being also present,

“' a reference to those authorities may disclose the fact as to whether or not Memo-
rialist merited the censure of the late Superintending Engincer and the consequent
evil it has wrought on Memortalist. The prayer was not heard.

P © 12." Under these circumstances Memorialist most humbly and respectfully begs
that from a due consideration of his case and the length of his service in the Depart-
ment he may be restored to his post which he had so long held with credit to
himself and the public service as can be borne out by copies of Testimonials attached.

5? : e YQixr Memorialist, as in duty bound, -

v oo R

. e SHALL EvER PRAY.

Madra;,// April 1874, .
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 Most HomBLY AND RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH, .. % & - .0 lo'r o« o ¢ s,

" THE RICHT HONORBLE = - |

" rable case for the - consideration of 'the local . Government, but was sadly dis-
 appointed in securing a hearing for reasons which your Memorialist is at a loss to
- comprehend.. He has therefore ventured thus to urge his humble prayer on.Your

e et . e v

TO

T - T o S

 THE SECRETARY OF STATE b
~ -~ FOR INDIA IN GOUNOIL, .-~
. ... LONDON.

e ’.':Tm‘a ﬁI;MBLE Mm{onur'. or C. ‘éTI?ENiVASﬂSOL(SO
o © "NAIDOO, tate Tarvq OVEBSEER ATTACHED To

" No. 1 RaNGE, TRIVELLORE - TALUQ—CHINGLEPUT
District oF THE MADRAS PRESIDENCY. -

P T Ao T C Py U N VT YT Y 1T i 2 B R S

" That, denied of the advantage held out by the British Government, of the M
giieﬁﬁces of faithful public servants being heard and just@ce'administered; Memo-
rialist respectfully begs to submit this 'his Appeal for*the consideration of . Your A
Lordship in Council in the humble hope of o!ataining redress should he be found l?
deserving of the same. E e

“

2. Memorialist respebtfully begs to state that he thrice submitted his deplo-

.

Lordship's consideration trusting that the Justice of his cause may ensure ab the

seat of Government that consideration which has been’ most unfortunately denied 1

him locally and that the absence of any alternative may apologize the intrusion. -
3. Memorialist was a faithful servant of the State for upwards of 20 ‘years,

e, A S T NP UL VI PR s S UL

- He was removed from the service for having scrupulously followed, in the discharge S

. eud of April when the Range Officer’s examing-

of a particular function, a practice adopted through a long course of years by thei‘. R
Range Officer under whose immediate orders he was placed.  The circumstances = i

of his case are briefly as follows.

4." At the latter end of the Official

year 1870.71, Momoria}is@ in common
.. _ , , 6 with the other Overseers of the Talug,s-
Extracts from letter from Range Officer . .
No. 810, of 20th November 1871, It is not un- was'engaged with the Range Officer 1
wsual in this Range to reserve cheques drawn in - closing the annual accounts for trans-
favour of contractors in the last month of the =l o) o t1e Controller, when a few
Official year, pending examination of works”—Aaguin. . . : .
“ The practice to which allusion is here made, ob- works of minor importance which had
tains only in the last month of the Official year”’— ; : : : %]
again. The transactions are. adjusted before the been completed remamfad ‘uuinspected,
as (to use the expression of the late
S'upé:rintehding Engineer of the division
while reporting Memorialist’s case to
({181 ) “
No. 378 dated 18th July 1871, © Aud it is just Government) *ib was .ut’ter]_y Impossible
possiblg that the course he (Memorialist) stateshe for a Rang{a Officer to visit all the
pursued with reference to the 1st Certificate, is cor-
rect and it wos grauted with no dishonest matives." Work.s done up to the last day of the
. : oL Official year and then to draw up cheques

to admit of adjustment in the accounts of the year.”” The usual formal certiicates

PSR

o

tions are concluded, and any corrections that-mny,

be then necessary in the acconnts, are made under’”’

instructions from the Controller.” ' = )
Exragt from letter from the Range Officer

[
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Laviog, as alleged by lLimself, been b
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were thercfore drawn in favor of those work¥ in accordance, as aforesaid, with the
system obtained in the Department and the documents after being duly attested

by the Range Officer,’ were,

tion and exrmination q/' those works.

R R e e T T
-

Ertract from lelter from
Executive Engiuveer to the Su.
perintending kngincer No. 319
dated 30th Juue 1871 para. 8,
“The revised contract certxﬁ-

O\eraeer b) my order &c.”

account of the said Sluice. .-

i

' 7'. Leamnrr to your Lordahlp to JIld”‘B of the l(}c’rah

: I‘xtnct from letter from Rnn!re Ol‘n‘ce No 319"

dated 30th June 1871."
-4 That on my examination of the work on the
“29¢h Apird 1871, T was surprised to find that only

- *a Sluice with a tunnel of 6 yards in length hud -
.. % been rebuilt, &e.”

- Extract from letter No, 342 of 5th Jnne.1871,
. 4 That if you will be good enough to call to mind,

30u may remember I mentioped the subject to

“yon on your visit to Vullore on the” 22n4d" Me
“ 1871, and that I promised to report ofﬁcmlly on

* the receipt of certain information from the Tuhsil- '
. “dar of Trivellore, which he had been reqnested to .
- “supply, vide ray in spectlou report for Apzrl 1871

discovered on examination by Memorialist
to the notice of the late Supermtendmn’

-, 8. Admn the late Supeuntendmv

by remarking that that: ducument . was

) 6 " The transmlaswn ofa a rev1sed contract c
execution of the Sluice in questlon, was supposed by the late Su
neer to have occurred only on the exposition of the di

anonymous petition which he appears to have - received ang th
the flct Would I)Q‘?O, but- for. that Pob\kmn, l)oon._“&k.

constxuctmrr accordmrﬂy a charge of an attempb
* that hypothe31s, the late qupeunt;endmnr
, m1ssaI at once from the serv1ce. _'

: Supermtendmn'
- most - resPectfully begs to.submit for

together with - thelr an‘"reo‘ate contract value,
lodged in the Itange Office in view to dszbw sements beznfr

nade after due inspec-

* 'T'his was the course mvarmbly pursuod in the
Executive Department of the D.'P. W. only. at the close of O

plamed by the Range Officer vide extracts as per ma.lgm.

5. 'lhe 1nspect10n of the aforesaid WorLs took place in Apml followmﬂ' by the
. Range Officer accompained by Memorialist \\hen all’

were found to have been satisfactorily executed with the
texceptxon of a Slulce which fell short by 4 yards of the

extent sanctloned on which, payment was made to the
cate granted by tho Talur  contractor for the actual extent to w]nch

’ performed and the difference of the
credlted to Government A revised cer tlﬁcate thIbltm" the act
work was then prepared and forwarded to the controller under
Executive Engineer as per . margin in substitut;

the work was
amlerr'zte value,
ual amount of the
the orders of the
on of the one previously sent in on

ertificate consequent on the short
perintending Engi-
xscrep‘mcy In the Work by an

at a suppression of
l-rboa LT 4lha

at fraud an"unst Memorialist on
Dnnmeer camed out \Iemomahst s dxs-

¢

ty or othermse of the pl 0-
as the above ~of ‘the late
Lnfrmeer Memormhst

ceedmrr such-

your Lordskip’s particular consideration
.th.\t the above conclusion has. been ar-
‘rived at by that officer ; in the face of the
;CO"" eSpondence a3 per margin which has
prevlous]y tr anspired between himself
‘and the Range Officer op tho point and

by whlch it mll be seen that the shorb

execution of the Shiice in question was

and the RangeOfficer and ofﬁcmlly brought

Engineer long before the date of the peti-
tion Wlnch that officer alludes to and on Wlnch he b 4 peottierp

ases '\Iemouah:t 's dlsmls°aI

Enrrmcer ]ns found fault mth Memomah:t
as regards the revised contract cerficate’ forwarded

on account of the above Sluice

also susceptible of correctlon, ‘the Sluice
uilt on ‘the old foundatnon. Memonahat

£‘ﬁcml years as ex-’

l“m‘—.d;." .—J"" -

i o

. May 1871 fri)m Range Officer.

:tl e hmd men of the Village in which the Sluice was built.
itestlmony borne by the above Ofﬁcxals, the Range Officer had satisfed himself of the

. niiimiaaian it (ETE O VI -l "',. Paee- L S TINAAR P
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Ihumbly begs to submit that the preparation and transmission "of the certificate in

L ., question was solely due to the Range Officer who formed
e o, 171 dated 30th "y o estimate to the extent of Rs. 57 on the documentary
+. . . evidences furnished.to him by Revenue Officials and
\ Apart from the

newness of the foundation by personal inspection and exammatmn of the work and
sent in the bLill accoxdmvly to the Countroller on his own 1eaponsxbxhby and ifhe Lad
afterwards condemncd his own ploceedlnw in regard to it, Memorialist begs to leave to
Your Lordshlp s Judfrment as to how far the late Supel intending E Enmneer was justi-
fied in charging the Memorialist on account ‘of the dlscrepancy That the mlstake of
the bill should be commltted by the Ran ge Officer, that the guilt of it, grantlnc it to
be such, should be at the door of the’ Revenue Officials but that the late Supenn-

tending Engineer should have deemed an Querseer. (\Iemomahst) punishable in the

manner af oreamd for the same is 2 proceedmf’ the propriety or otherwise of wluch
Memormhst humbly trusts Your Lmdshlp in Councﬂ will not fail to percewe

9. The late Secretary.to Government D. P.W.in dmposma of Memonahst’

case has deprecatedt the practice ofscertificates of the
kind above alluded to being drawn before examination of
Y the Woxks which they represented and has since ordered

thc dxacontmuzmce of the practlce, but has not heeded Memomahst’s pr: ayer for re-

# Vide P. G. No. 7 of 4th
January 1872, :

mstatement althou«rh ‘he was thorou"hl)’ satisfied that in_the absence Of ary. SHCh ~
S Yo \femomahst'had scrupulously followed an established practlce in common
O ]

mth the others in the" Dep:u tment and acted under the ‘orders of his 1mmed1ate

supenor Oﬁicer. . Memonahst humbly trusts it mfty not be considered out of place :
to mention that an overseer who has drawn up such certificates under the same cir-

. cumst ances Whlch influenced Memorialist and also paid the contractors before-hand

. within 2 months after. the publication of the above order

Vide P.G. No, 19“.3" d.“ ted, . prohibiting such practice, was simply, warned, while Me-A
14th Augast 1872, Y morialist, who, in the absence of an iy "such order. only
drew the certificates but withheld payment until the inspection Of‘ the Work has
taken place, was not’ consxdeled competent for re-instatememt.

10 Memm’mlxst further undex‘stands that the late Supermtellldm"} En"meer has'
taken objection to Lis re-instatement on a plea that he (\Iem;ual isH Slad exhibited
symptoms of dishonesty and had been. condemned on that score by his (1 upermtendmﬂ' ‘
Engineer’s) predecessor and by the Range Officers under whom Memoria (;st had served.
Memorialist begs to express his deep regret that the late Supermtending ' Engineer

should have thus strived to legalise the course he had ormmally taken aginst Memoria- & »

list while Lie cannot point to a single record 1 in the Department arfamilt. M cmonagqt durmw
the whole course of his 20 year’s service, “condemnatory of his character an conduct
in the light described by that Officer. Memorialist rcplesented in his Appeals to the
local Government that such was the fact and humbly and repeatedly urged the expediency
of the records of the Department being called for and viewed befose attaching weight to
‘the charge ; but the prayer was unheeded and Memorialist left, unredressed. Memorlahst
further stated that the records of the DCPrtmcnt if referred to, would, on the contrary,
indicate an appreciation of his conduct and service and recommcnd.atlous‘more than

\ % “\4
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once for his promohon by the Officers with whom Mcmonahst had come in contact
:and by whom the late Snpermtendmfr Engineer was - pleased to declare that his
(Memona.hst s) conduct had been condemned

11 He also begged that as Col J. Bean R. L' whom the late Qupenntendmo
Eugmeer has alluded to as his predecessor is on the spot, and G, Thornhill, Esq.

““”’“‘"{5 the then highest Revenue authority of the - District 'to which . Memorialist belonged

/ and who dunno hxs frequent_tours of mspectlon of Public Works in the Dlstnct
f has heard’ expressmns of - commendation’ and satisfaction from the Range Officers as”'
B ‘, errards the manner in which Memorialist had discharged his duties, being also present, -

a reference to those authorities may disclose the fact as to whether or not Memo-

rialist memted ‘the censure of . the late Supermtendmrr Engincer and the consequent

evxl it has wrought on Memortalist. 'lhe prayer was mot heard.’

f
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12.  Under these circumstances Memonahst most hnmb]y and res[;ectfnliy begs

+ that from a due consxderatlon of his case and the length of his service in the Depart-
* ment he may be restored to"his post which he had 50 long held .with credit to
himself and the public service as can be borne out by 00p1es of Testlmonmls attached
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IR M Your Memonahst as in duty bound
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