90ta Ocroper 1885, No. 1177, REveNuE.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from E. C. BUCK, Esq., C.8., Secretary to the (Government
of India, Revenue and Agricultural Department (Revenue), to the Secretary
to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated Simla, 15th
September 1885, No. 628-R—3-274 :(—

In transmitting a memorial received from Venkatachella Reddi, in which the
petitioner asks to be reinstated in his office of Munsif Moniem of Mulakaraipatti in
the Tinnevelly distriet, 1 am directed to request that the memorial may be returned to
the petitioner, and that he may be informed that the Government of India will not
interfere in his behalf.

9. 1t is observed from one of the statements in the memorial that the Govqrnfnent
of Madras by endorsement No. 877, dated the 12th September 1884, declined to
forward the memorial of the petitioner to the Government of India on the gr«:nmd that

the order of the Governor in Council is by law final in such cases, The course thus
Despatch, No. 3, dated the 26th March 1874. zgﬂafsdm‘:{us 11 il(ﬁ({()l‘(l:uwc WIIP ﬂ‘le ‘Splr‘”‘

» rule laid down by the Secretary of
State in regard to the transmission of similar memorials when addressed to His Lord-
ghip. I am, however, to observe that in the case of memorials addressed to the Gov-
ernment of India regarding orders of a similar nature and similar finality passed by the
Governor of Bombay in Council, it has been decided that such memorials should always
be transmitted. This decision has been adopted, not because the Grovernment f India
contemplates any necessity for interference, but because, if the Local Government
declines to transmit a memorial, the appellant may not improbably, as in the present
case, submit it directly to the Supreme Government, which then would have to deal
with it without the advantage of such remarks as to1ts admissibility or ‘therwise as might
have been made by the Local Government. Similar reasons indicate the expediency
of the adoption of a similar course in the case of memorials received by the Government
of Madras ; and I am accordingly to request that, with the p(tl‘mis*‘iorl of His Excel-
lency in Couneil, all petitions of the same nature as that now returned, addres od.
through the Local Government to the Governor-General in Counecil or to the Govern-
ment of India, may be forwarded to the Government of India with any remarks which
may be considered necessary. These instructions Will not affect the existing rule as
to memorials of this class addressed to the Secretary of State respecting orders which
are final by law.

3. T am to take this opportunity of stating, for the information of His Excellency
the Governor in Council, that in accordance with What is believed to be the existing
practice, if memorials addressed to the Government of India are mere appeals against
judicial decisions of the ordinary Civil Courts or of executive authorities exercising the
powers of such courts, they need not be sent on ; but if they contain other matter such
as complaints or remarks upon the conduct of the courts concerned or on the working
of any particular law, they should not be withheld. Nor does the exemption apply to
such appeals against judicial decisions in criminal cases as are practically appeals for
merey, or pardon. ppeals of this nature should always be transmitted.
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of India, Revenue and Agricultural Department (Revenue), to the Secretary

to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated Simla, 15th
St‘ptcnﬂmr 1885, No. 628-R—3-274 :(—

In transmitting a memorial received from Venkatachella Reddi, in which the
petitioner asks to be reinstated in his office of Munsif Moniem of Mulakaraipatti in
the Tinnevelly district, I am directed to request that the memorial may be returned to
the petitioner, and that he may be informed that the Government of India will not
interfere in his behalf.

9. 1t is observed from one of the statements in the memorial that the Government
of Madras by endorsement No. 877, dated the 12th September 1884, declined to
forward the memorial of the petitioner to the Government of India on the ground that
the order of the Governor in Council is by law final in such cases. The course thus
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of the rule laid down by the Secretary of
State in regard to the transmission of similar memorials when addressed to His Lord-
ship. I am, however, to observe that in the case of memorials addressed to the Gov-
ernment of India regarding orders of a similar nature and similar finality passed by the
Governor of Bombay in Council, it has been decided that such memorials should always
be transmitted. This decision has been adopted, not because the Government of India
contemplates any necessity for interference, but because, if the Local Government
declines to transmit a memorial, the appellant may not improbably, as in the present
case, submit it directly to the Supreme Government, which then would have to deal
with it without the advantage of such remarks as to 1ts admissibility or otherwise as might
have been made by the Local Government. Similar reasons indicate the expediency
of the adoption of a similar course in the case of memorials received by the Government
of Madras ; and I am accordingly to request that, with the pcnnis;iun of His Excel-
lency in Council, all petitions of the same nature as that now returned, addressed
through the Local Government to the Governor-General in Counecil or to the Govern-
ment of India, may be forwarded to the Government of India with any remarks which
may be considered necessary. These instructions Will not affect the existing rule as
to memorials of this class addressed to the Secretary of State respecting orders which
are final by law.

3. T am to take this opportunity of stating, for the information of His Excellency
the Governor in Council, that in accordance with what is believed to be the existing
practice, if memorials addressed to the Government of India are mere appeals aguinsi
judicial decisions of the ordinary Civil Courts or of executive authorities exercising the
powers of such courts, they need not be sent on ; but if they contain other matter such
as complaints or remarks upon the conduct of the courts concerned or on the working
of any particular law, they should not be withheld. Nor does the exemption apply to
such appeals against judicial decisions in eriminal cases as are practically appeals for
mercy.or pardon. Appeals of this nature should always be transmitted.
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4. Ordered that the following letter be addressed to the Government of India :—

(Her i 5
o enter No. 1178, dated 20th October 1885.) : GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

(True Extract.)
; REVENTUE DEPARTMENT.
(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Ag. Secretary to Government. : A

Reap—the following letter from E. C. BUCK, Esq., C.8., Secretary to the Government

of India, Revenue and Agricultural Department (Revenue), to the Secretary

to the (Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated Simla, 15th
September 1885, No. 628-R—3-274 :—

In transmitting a memorial received from Venkatacheﬂa Reddi, in which .t}.le
petitioner asks o be reinstated in his office of Munsif Moniem of Mulakaraipattl n
the Tinnevelly distriet, I am directed to request that the memorial may be retuljned to
the petitioner, and that he may be informed that the Government of India will not
interfere in his behalf.

9. Tt is observed from one of the statements in the memorial that the Gov e_rnment
of Madras by endorsement No. 877, dated the 12th September 1884, declined to
forward the memorial of the petitioner to the Government of India on the ground that
the order of the Governor in Council is by la;v ?I(lial in‘Such cases. 'The coulll'se t}}q:
s adopted was in accordance with the spirt
Despatch, No. 3, dated the 96th March 1874. ¢ the rule laid down by the Secretm?y of
State in regard to the transmission of gimilar memorials when addressed to His Lord-
ship. I am, however, to observe that in the case of memorials addressed to the Gov-
ernment of India regarding orders of a similar nature and similar finality passed by the
Governor of Bombay in Council, it has been decided that such memorials should always
be transmitted. This decision has been adopted, not because the Government of India
contemplates any necessity for interference, but because, if the Local (Government

declines to transmit a memorial, the appellant may not improbably, as in the present
case, submit it directly to the Supreme Government, which then would have to deal
with it without the advantage of such remarks as to its admissibility or otherwise as might
have been made by the Local Government. Qimilar reasons indicate the expediency
of the adoption of a similar course in the case of memorials received by the Government
of Madras ; and I am accordingly to request that, with the permission of His Excel-
lency in Council, all petitions of the same naturé as that now returned, addressed
through the Local Government to the Govemor-GeBeral in Council or to the Govern-
ment of India, may be forwarded to the Government of India with any remarks which
may be considered necessary. These instructions will not affect the existing rule as
to memorials of this class addressed to the Secretary of State respecting orders which
are final by law.

3. 1 am to take this epportunity of stating, for the information of His Excellency
the Governor in Council, that in accordance with What is believed to be the existing
pmctice, if memorials addressed to the Government of India are mere appeals against
judicial decisions of the ordinary Civil Courts or of executive authorities exercising the
powers of such courts, they need not be sent on ; but if they contain other matter such
as complaints or remarks upon the conduct of the courts concerned or on the working
of any particular law, they should not be withheld. Nor does the exemption apply to
such appeals against judicial decisions in criminal cases as are practically appeals for
mercy or pardon. Appeals of this nature should always be transmitted.

To the Public, &c., Departments,
,, the Military Department.
,, the Public Works Department.

Exd. P. L. Pereira.

80 Copies,
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Orper—dated 20th October 1885, No. 1177, Revenue.

Miscella Communicated to the departments
neous. of the Secretariat.

: 2. The memorial will be returned to
the petitioner, who will be informed of the decision of the Government of India.

3. The wishes of the Government of India regarding transmission of memorials
are noted and will be complied with in future.
4. Ordered that the following letter be addressed to the Government of India:—

(Here enter No. 1178, dated 20th October 1885.)
(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Public, &c., Departments,

the Military Department.
:: the Public Works Department,

Exd. P. L. Pereira.

80 Copies,
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intimation that the Government of India decline
to interfere in his behalf.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the follo?ving letter from E. C. BUCK, Esq., C.8,, Secretary to the Gévernment
fc)f Itlllldla(, Revenue and Agricultural Department (Revenue), to the Secretary
0o the Government of Madras, Revenue De : Simla, 15t
September 1885, No. §28:B-iioirk -HRUSKe pies R S g

_ In transmitting a memorial received from Venkatachella Reddi, in which the
pet1t19ner asks to be reinstated in his office of Munsif Moniem of M’ulakaraipatti in
the Tinnevelly district, I am directed to request that the memorial may be returned to
"che petitioner, and that he may be informed that the Government of India will not
interfere in his behalf.

9. It is observed from one of the statements in the memori

of Madras by endorsement No. 877, dated the 12th seﬁggitfhzi%gf %gz&rgge%
forward the memorial of the petitioner to the Government of India on th(,a ground that
the order of the Governor in Council is by law final in such cases. The course thus
Despatch, No. 3, dated the 26th March 1874. af}"f;lted Was in accordance with the spirit
State in regard t s RIE the 1"_110 laid down by the Secretary of

: g o the transmission of similar memorials when addressed to His Lord-
ship. I am, however, to observe that in the case of memorials addressed to the Gov-
ernment of India regarding orders of a similar nature and similar finality passed by the
Governor of Bombay in Council, it has been decided that such memorialz Should always
be transmitted. This decision has been adopted, not because the Government of India
contemplates any necessity for interference, but because, if the Local Government
declines to transmit a memorial, the appellant may not im’probahl as in the presenﬁ
case, .subymt it directly to the Supreme Government, which then )\;;ould have to deal
with it without the advantage of such remarks as to its admissibility or otherwise as might
have been made by the Local Government. Similar reasons indicate the expediency
of the adoption of a similar course in the case of memorials received by the Government
of Madras ; and I am accordingly to request that, with the permissxiron of His Excel-
lency in Council, all petitions of the same nature as that now returned, addressed
through the_Local Government to the Governor-General in Council or to t’he Govern-
ment of India, may be forwarded to the Government of India with any remarks which
:noay be cgnlsulefred. necessary. These instructions will not affect they;xisting rule as
ar:;fgf%; sia(;v .thls class addressed to the Secretary of State respecting orders which

3. I am to take this opportunity of stating, for the i i i

the GOVQI.'IIOI' in Cpuncil, that in acg:)rdance W’g]‘.,th what liﬁf%232$eo<;l t?)f E;Stlixgilila;:?zy
practice, if memorials addressed to the Government of India are mere appeals agains%‘
judicial decisions of the ordinary Civil Courts or of executive authorities ezlz)ercising tﬁe
powers of such courts, they need not be sent on ; but if they contain other matter such
as complaln_ts or remarks upon the conduet of the courts concerned or 0£1 the working:
of any particular _law,'they should not be withheld. Nor does the exemption apply tbo-
such appeals against judicial decisions in criminal cases as are practically appeals for
mercy or pardon. Appeals of this nature should always be transmitted.
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Orper—dated 20th October 1885 No. 1177, Revenue.

Ml aahis Communicated to the departments
of the Secretariat.

o : . 2. The memorial will be returned to
the petitioner, who will be informeqd of the decision of the Government of India.

3. The wishes of the Government of India regarding transmission of memorials
are noted and will be complied with in future.

4. Ordered that the following letter be addressed to the Government of India :—
(Here enter No. 1178, dated 20th October 1885.)

(True Extract.)

J

Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Public, & , Departments,
| the Military Department g
- , the Public Works Department, 4

Exd. P. L. Pereira.
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Letter from the Government of India regard-
ing transmission of memorials, communicated to
the departments of the Secretariat ; and petition
of Venkatachella Reddi returned to him with the
intimation that the Government of India decline
50 interfere in his behalf.
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