To
COLONEL J. 0. HASTED, R.E,

Secretary to Government, Public Works Department,
MADRAS.

The humble Petition of N. VIRARAGAVIA
PUNTULU, late Supervisor, D. P. W.,
1st Grade, attached to Rajamundry
Sub=~Division, 1st Circle. '

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

That your Petitioner entered the D. P. W, as an Overseer, in 1870, and served for 15
years, in the course of which he was promoted to the rank of Supervisor, having been in the
1st Grade for 4 years; and that during the greater portion of his service he was in charge
of several Sub-divisions, in which capacity he was entrusted with many important and
responsible works, all of which he executed faithfully and satisfactorily. Petitioner was
summarily dismissed under Chief Engineer’s Memorandum, No. 2210 of 22nd December, 1885,
whereby he was informed that the grounds of his dismissal were ;—

(1) Exceeding allotments of works in his Sub-division and incurring liabilities ;
and,

(2) Permitting irregularities in his accounts.

The first point to which Petitioner craves your kind consideration is that until he |
received the order of dismissal he was unaware what the charges against him were, and he
was therefore utterly precluded from submitting any exp]anation whatever, beyond what
was suggested to him in the anxiety and confusion of mind resulting from his having been
suspended and having had no data whatever to g0 upon. With regard to the charges brought
against him, Petitioner begs to submit that the first of them is in reality no charge at all. On
the contrary, when viewed in the light of attendant circumstances and of the detailed ex-
planation submitted hereunder, so far from disclosing any dereliction of duty on his part, it
will only go to show that Petitioner simply acted in good faith and in the public interests by
pushing forward and completing works so as to gain credit.

The obtaining and adjusting of allotments was a matter for which Petitioner could
not be held responsible, since all that he could have done, and, which he actually did, was to
keep his superior officer duly informed from time to time as to the quantity of work executed
and the funds needed for the same. As to the second charge, Petitioner deferentially begs to
submit ¢ the irregularities” therein referred to are by no means of a serious character, while
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also ip

Accordance with the express orders of the Executive
gircumstances :—About the end of August, 1884,

endk”ﬂﬁve Engineer that about 3 miles of the Godavery

» Wag in a precarious condition, as had then been

Athaw:
‘1"1;884 extent of u‘:’zes; and having obtained that officer’s orders to

len available balance, the work was put in hand
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h“'! that ?he embankment work had been started for
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o :::1::1. 2,500, and suggesting that as more than
Awn " v::;kf::e: w:;e t;hen :vailable, l::;nd as the
a urable for the icular kind of
Work (turfing, &e,,) he might be per:i:tted to push on
g complete the embankment work to the full
for nt of the remaining 2} miles, arranging to pay
% ."lch work as might be done in excess of the then
‘!’nl-able balance after the commencement of the
engning official year 1885-86; an arrangement to

~ Which, Petitioner also stated, the labourers were

mbl?.' A kind perusal of Annexure A will show
i etitioner duly brought to notice the necessity
ofl' confining his expenditure to the current balance
of allotment, but asked the permission of the
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PExecutive Engineer t0 complete the 23 miles of the
embankment with the then available labour, which

was represented to have been capable of turning out

work costing about Rs. 9,500 for every 10 days.
pproved of by the

Petitioner’s suggestion Wwas &
Executive Engineer, a8 is evident from his endorse- -
ment* No. 251, dated 2nd November, 1884. On the
strength of this ondorsement, Petitioner proceeded
with the work in question, which was completed about
the end of December, 1884, the progress of the same
having been duly reported from time to time to the
Executive Engineer in the monthly Progress I‘{e.:port
of works, ten-day reports and journals of Petitioner

el & S holiabk during the months of November and December, 1884.
ndorsement on letter No. 359, dat 0/10/84. 6o ) o 1

' it is perfectly clear

No. 251 of 2nd Nov., 1884. Petitioner begs to submit that Ll y 5 ¥

e from Annexure A, (& special and careful perusal O
g ey v OFF;:(Zz;mndﬂj which he craves), that he fully realized the fact of

You will do work to the extent of allotment, DiS being bound to keep within the then .ava'ﬂ‘fble

measure it up and pay forit. Any other work you — Jalance for 1884 ; and that it was only in his anxiety
do cannot be paid for until after 1st April, 1885. v . £ th inin

(Signed) C. C. RAWSON, for the due and timely completion o tho Fome g

Erecutive Engineer, 21 miles, in that favourable seasomn, and with the

East. Dn., G. Dist. Jahour then so easily available, that he requested the

to push on and complete the embankment 1n

It is also clear from the Fxecutive Engineer’s

endorsement. (Annexure B.) when read, as it must be, in the light of Petitioner’s. letter, to
which it was a reply, that the officer did actually accord sanction for completing 21 miles of the
embankment work in question out of a long-sta.nding and sanctioned estin%ate on the only
condition of deferring its payment till the ensuing official year 1885-86. Petitioner WO‘.ﬂfl .hare
beg to point out that necessary steps should have been taken in preparing the I')?vmona.l
Budget Estimate for 1885-86 to obtain sufficient allotments 80 a8 to cover the liability thus

incurred with good motive and under sufficient authority. As Petitioner had nothing to do

with the taking of these steps, he simply waited until the commencement of the official year
the contractors, and

1885-86, when he proceeded to fulfil the arrangements he had made with
paid them for the work they did in the past year. A reference to the Ra.ja,mundry Sub-
divisional office letter book for April, 1885, (which Petitioner specially requests may be looked
into), will show, that having made payments tO the contractors, Petitioner duly repox:te(.i the
circumstances to the Fxecutive Engineer, pointing out that the provision in the Prehm.mary
budget Rs. 9,000 had been exceeded, for work done under orders, and requesting hl.m to
arrange for obtaining additional funds. These funds could have even been obtained, on timely
representation to Government, in the Statement of Demands for Incomplete Works” of 1884-85,
attempt does nob

and the difficulty in question could have been easily gob over; but this

appear to have been made. In the absence of this attempt, the Government in i o

retrenchment order reduced the budget grant of Rs. 9,000 to Rs. 6,500. This is & cloox BENC

that the Government were not aware of the fact that the embankment work has been com‘p}eted
work already done. Petitioner

in the previous official year, and that large liabilities existed for . :
here begs to point out that no work whatever was done for the embankment W 1885-86, and no
payments consequently were made for such work in excess of allotment ; @ ‘the oty IS
connection with the work of embankment were for what had been done PrioT to Decombor, 1884,

been finished, and as a whole host of buntadars
will have to disperse for want of work, I venture
to ask you, simply for the progress of the work,
whether I may mnot put on the buntadars to
complete the earth-work and turfing, on condition
of paying for their work  when money shall be

reason for my urging the above is that turfing can
be conveniently done now; whereas, if this op-
portunity be missed, proper time for turfing in
future will be the ensuing August or 80. Please
favor me with your opinion.
1 beg to remain,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(sd) N. VIRARAGAVIA,

Supervisor, D. P. w.

Annexure B.

special orders of the Executive Engineer
anticipation of the ensuing year’s allotment.

difficult to reconcile these facts with the statement that
the first so-called warning 18

been completed, and one

It seems exceedingly
« Petitioner was repeatedly warned ;° and as & matter of fact,
dated 14th May, 1885, which was nearly 3 months after the work had
month after payments had actually been made.



Pl T : 4 ‘ ‘
' 5
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* Annexure ¢ (* Annexure C.) Peti 3 On the strength of the In charge of Rajamundry, able balances could be had in divisional office alone,
th e on the 11th N, etitioner applied f, - Sub-Division. A Work-Abstract §c.,) are
. Supervisors o ovember, 1884 , Peagii or Rs. 7,000 . where complete accounts (Work- el
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notunder repairs.

5. As I am uneasy as to what to do, I very
much entreat you to favor me with instructions ab
your earliest convenience. As has been hitherto
done in several cases, payments may be limited to
balances of current year's allotment, and the re-
maining dnes may be paid on receipt of new allot-
ments. Kindly favor me with instractions.

6. Since your orders are very stringent, 1 have,
in obedience to them, issued orders, on this very
day to stop all works, just as they are up to, date,
till I go round to inspect them, measure them and
see whether there will be left any surplus of balance
to complete any of them. I fear it is already too
late with regard to ‘ repairs’, as I stated above they
must soffer by stopping them abruptly without
bringing them to any shape or size.

I beg to remain,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(8d.) N. VIRARAGAVIA,
Supervisor, D. P. W.

he had to make an urgent payment, while absent from
head-quarters, in the beginning of August, 1885, and
was vnable to obtain small coins from the Treasury,
Petitioner used small coins from his private cash for
Rupees 6-14-0, which in the press and hurry of work
he forgot to reimburse himself with. Unfortunately
there was, just at that time, a mistake in the cash-
book of exactly Rupees 6-14-0, caused by Petitioner’s
clerk omitting to debit that amount which had been
realized from grass sales, and duly remitted to the
Treasury,—it was thus that the error escaped detec-
tion. The above mistake was mnob detected till
the beginning of the following month, when the -
debit entry was made. It will thus be clear that
Petitioner was unavoidably forced to mix up & small



; the measurements of the vari

_thousands of workmen under him at a time,

‘to whom payments ,w'ronld have to be made. = Petitioner need not explain to one with any practical
knowledge and experience of ”':6 _dﬂpﬂﬂmnt, that to have gone on making, every now and then,
- bills.in  the names of each individual heddman, would have involved an enormous loss of time and

6

portion of his private money with the public cash,

Oth uly, 1885, and that ‘he did so not. with any deliberate intention'of

o Rasawusppy, COMtraveming the standing orders on the subject or with

rom any fraudulent motive, but simply in order to meet the
exzigencies of the works under his charge.

(b) “ Keeping his cash-book very carelessly,

mis-dating entries, and making entries
in wrong places.”

Annexure E.
No. 142,

THE SUPERVISOR,
In charye of Rajamundry,
Sub-division,
To

Tre Execurive ENGINEER,
In charge of East-Division,

Godavery District.
SIR,

This was simpl i i
In returning herewith your rescript No. 90, dated Piy, doe. 0. the inefficiency gt

4¢h April, 1885, I beg to inform that T stopped all 1 €titioner’s temporary 2nd clerk, who having made
works in this Sub-division, and I shall not

: o Wi on g B pay certain incorrect entries, obliged the Petitioner to

SV Fars : strike out a small porti - i

%2; l(:rellf'il?lf:a1 Works} in excess of allotments. : portion of the cash-book and get it
) re-written. So far,therefore, from showing “ careless-

2. I went yesterday to the Divisional Office . 3 1
a?certained the extent of the available balancem::: lless,” it reflects ]ust’ the other way upon Petitioner ;
al l%tn;ent? Il;:de'r tluaR abo;e two heads. while it has also to be borne in mind that at the time
nder pairs,’ Rs. 2,500 are availabl t : i iti
end of June, 1885,’but nn,der ‘new v:orl':s’ zh‘ge ig these mistakes in the oash-baok “oosurred Petitioner
already a small excess. was left with only the temporary and inefficient
3. As soon as measurements of works can be

finished I shall submit a list, of Habilities up to. the 2nd clerk, (the permanent clerk having been called
date of their sto

r stoppage. The works were put in away to bring up arrears in divisi who
hand, as I little experted the curtailing of allot- S o Vl.s onal. Oﬂice)
z:gzs%mlﬂl::g n:(;, say that payments will have tobe WVas never theretofore entrusted with writing up the

romgende ilities when new allotjments be- ca,sh-book’ although it is true that he had been

* * E * “Working in the Sub-division for the past five
I beg to renmin, Sir, yem 2
Your most obedient servant, $o
(84) N. VIRARAGAVIA, (c) “Failing to keep separate measurement
Supervisor, D.P.W.

books for important works,”

As to this charge, Petitioner begs to state that para. 2106 of the P. W. Code provides

. ’ fOulld conve >

ay be set a.pa.rt for different classes of works.” This rule of the
department, it will be seen, does no 3 r y ; te
s S t render,lt com ulso Yy on
& p Y an oiﬁcer to keep a separa.

nt ry work, and much Jess so for estimates of one item, that is, of earth
work. Petitioner was n the habit of keeping only one measurement hook at: a time ;n which

: : _ons works under his charge were duly recorded from time to time,
under their respective headings. This has been the Petitioner's practice ever since his enter-

served. Even Captain C. C. Rawson himself, who frequentl
- "0 y
;?A{nfned Petitioner’s measurement books in the course of the two years and mo,re during which
etitioner served under him, never objected to the way in which the said books were Kapt, excepy
on the occasion under notice,

| when the matter was brought to his notice by the Accountant to
whom the examination of Su

ot Ghi -divisional records was entrusted. As, moreover,
T In which measurement books are kept is merely a matter of conveni i
optional by the Cods, ptis y f convenience and is clearly left

gt Petitioner humbly submits that heis not to blame for the way in which
’ l‘eeorded measurements, seeing that his method of doing so had never been objected to.

the particular

(d) “Failing to prepare separate bills for each buntadar, to whom money was
paid.”

Asto this, Petitioner begs to state that the only object he had in ‘clubbing’ the bills of
‘buntadars was simply to expedite and facilitate public business. He frequently had several

when there would be four to five-hundred headmen

labour. From the fact, moreover, that there were no complaints as to the distribution of money,

;§
iy
e

TR e ROl SN

3
E{

g o bills by

it will be clear that the clubbing of

motive. The mere circumstance, hi
. . » 1 " 1ln.

form a serivus or any charge against

fandum under appeul, that "
& false certificate” at the end of May,

before you. In preparing
total Rupees 2,205-4-11 at the bottom ©

ses 2,02 ]
elerk to the following page 39 Rupees & § Rs. 180 In the balance 8
Succeeding pages, there

7
orted to with any improper

Petitioner was - bbed buntadars bills cannot

therefore, of Petitioner having clu

wiof Engineer’s Memo-
3 of Chief Ic]:imtement with
o following facts
for May, 1884, a
a forward by the
run on through
or that month.
ed to

diately Teporte
« ,.epmma.n-

he statement in pamgmph Bt
submitted an erroneous ©
8

to lay th
most humbly begs
e Sub-divisionail cash-boolf;
f one page Was erron'eousllz' c:;:ng
is mistake
d this ms = :

3 srence O 1
VI. That with refere nce .t
« Petitioner

an extract

- ce O 5
was 8 d'lfferen 1%y Petitioner himse

i8 mistake was subsequent! lthough it lead to
the Executive l‘lnginee"r1 which Circumsmm;;l’:nt in%ention whatever-
ded,” clearly shows that he had no f"”"inistake occurred, I
f\lrther, that at the time when the abf:ementioﬂ was 80 entirely f his office, as caref“ﬂ’f 9lnd
emergent works depm-tmcntally, ﬂt.ld t(l)s Jook after: the accounts : ha gne ’
it was absolutely impossible 1?;: him 4 also respectfully T¢P ounting Wha
Winutely as was his wont. :

i 1 . by actual ¢
itioner Wou to ascertain DY S for May,
the cash tement in guestion 1o g b rence to_ his journal, {
€ cash balance statem
Monies he had then with him;

fe : s
for, as will appear from 8 re ey Offce ak ot
’
]884)’ he was then on cireuit,

and his cash-chest was in ?:1; ey i e b
d the cash balance statement ab Ra]
Petitioner having signed the ’
lai
Was passing on his way from Dowald

1 1 )
Shwem]“ Wh.‘ he[‘ he llaad been hO GOIISllf; ur e".(; W
ou : e an el‘[‘one-
ﬁi W v ’ jgsi f ha:t p!‘O e
y 0 cer. Thus ltl 1 o l

i _burdened with
he result of Petitioner having been O:Vlc:; 2111;1‘
s the accuracy g
skt depended g h 6 of Chief Engineer’s
work, and having under guch p - g parzgr?: o 0 Sub-diVi.Sion
i e . refere!j‘c;ﬂ i tm“Sfel'"'ed” ;’etinioner would differentla.llg
| ey tha'tt. ict on account of incapacity, ofer order. The said tl‘alf:fer
5 n ;
(Gauiam) to the South Ax:cot Dlsin o e the' m,to 3 o Supported y;
e o 4t o keep r’i own request, and owing ibly have been, any remar
. tione
was simply effected at Pefi

TR ggible that
perefore, _ h it is just PO
Modical Cortificate. There Was -not, i:x the transfer order ; althoug

: therwise
as to “Incapacity’, OF ©

long-
«ioser there Was a-. g
: (bevween whom and Petntwﬂu&ge to the Petitioner
Mr, 7. D. Harris, then District Engme’s ¢ used bad 1ang
. 1. D. Harns,
standing ill-feeling, owing t0

: i AR i-official
rris having om.l :nd in his demi-o :
Ha tated something of il;e ﬂ]:;nrecords of the Ganjam
i ce
In official corre8p0ndence‘) e Petitioner A refere’,’n Petitioner begs to urge, show
B e v‘efw 2 1132311'. the middle Ofg ]8"74,9,::1 i’etitioner,
District Engineer’s Office, for 8 D. Harns

so that any unfavour-
that there really was ill-feeling bt o 2 r oannot be ToE

i t, especially
rded as quite correcy,
it fficers under
inst Petitioner - ¢ by all the othero
able remarks by that officer aga‘“;:;s ilways pighly spoken © y
when it is seen that Petitioner

whom he served.

If, and imme

titioner’s being
e Petitioner begs state

very busy in carrylng ;)lu:
absorbed with geld work tha

might have &

1so referred
he 2nd grade (as &
been reduced to Etn;neer,s Memo. No. 530-C of

#s having . o
- oy s tored to the 1st grade within 2

VIII. That as to Petitio s | 3
i 9 ned for whatever J Neglfact of
dum itself, he was distinetly

: bove memo

to in paragraph 6 of the a -
3rd March, 1883, he submits thalf' t“".flﬁce that he had fully ato

’ 4 . evl g .d memoran § ble
year from such reduction is aMPe f. while, the sal t « He got into troud

’ temen
duty”, he might have b'e(?n . ﬂt}"nof;a.ud. Similarly as to the- St:ni was restored by G- O o
absolved from any partwlpﬂmn : ¢, and Was removed from 1t, hat these long past eplsodes
soon after he joined the depam:et'lt’certain‘y R harddt : e of the grounds whereon
” n y P

1030, dated 13th August, 18705 5 S or and actunlly be mafe 0 T Tl ove ho s served
should now be raked up :88“;“ penalty of dismissal from the depa ‘
he has been dealt the extrem

long, faithfully and actively.

(/

e An»‘;mdﬁuM' 4




8

IX. That Petitioner most respectfully prays that you would be pleased to give
special weight to the circumstances of his long and faithful service in the department for a
period of over 15 years, for the last 2§ years of which, when in charge of the Rajamundry
Sub-division, he exccuted various important works (as per margin¥) satisfactorily. Should

reference be kindly made to the records of the said I St ¥ ; 4 _ 3 2 ' % )

‘w
ﬂ!:. 3‘000 * (1) Bathing and Drinking Water Project, Raja- i \‘r‘\‘} b ¥\

; Sub-division for the above period, it will be seen that , For Ao N S AL
mundry Central Jail ; i \ b
30000 (2) Raising and widening Godavery left em. the cost of works executed by Petitioner for the most LI c , . : ey
y bankment ; i part departmentally, amounted to Rs. 65,000 in 1884, : ey ; ; N iy »\Q\a sl
2bo00  (3) Constructing Torrigeda out-fall sluice ; and nearly Rs. 1,00,000 in 1885, apart from the tedious i ) P Q\
20000 (4) Do.  Police Head-Quarter Office ; t A Gt £ Pank Rariniat 3 &y ; GOl
96000 (5 Do. New Cours House; preparation and submission of Tank repair Estimates, ; 2o v AR vt
(6) Repair of several Tanks. (complete with drawings, &c.,) also completed by him G e g fig : $ TR '
to the extent of about Rs. 1,00,000. It is not neces- 8 i =y ; R e s i 4, 4
sary, Petitioner feels, in addressing one who possesses the vast and varied experience of the S o v . ™ "h\} e

officer now presiding over the P, W. D., to state that the above-mentioned facts do convincingly
show that Petitioner must have taken very great pains indeed to achieve the results which he did,
especially when it is borne in mind that (throughout the period of his charge of the Rajamundry
Sub-division) he was assisted by only one Overseer. Your particular attention is also humbly
requested to the quarterly and half-yearly qualification Reports (filed in Chief Engineer’s Office)
for the period of Petitioner’s service, as it will therefrom be evident that the truth of the above-
mentioned facts is borne out by several able and experienced officers, who have also testified to
Petitioner’s care, capability and integrity as a public servant,

X.—That it has also to be borne in mind, Petitioner begs to submit, that the excess
and liabilities with which he is charged for having incurred were simply and solely caused by
the Financial crisis of 1885-86, and in consequence of which all officers were suddenly called
upon to retrench ; and it was thus and thus alone that occasion was given for excess expenditure,
| and certainly not, at any rate in Petitioner’s case, owing to any mistake on the part of the
p 7 subordinate executive agency. As to the irregularities in accounts, Petitioner has already
ventured to show that in the first place they were by no means of a serious character; and he
now begs to urge that, such as they were, they were merely brought up by the Divisional Ac-
countant, who evidently did not bear in mind that such minor errors as he detected were
details of purely indoor work to which an official of Petitoner’s status could hardly be expected

2 & b it to devote much attention. Even should it be assum-
4 years, Kallakurchi Sub-division. ed that Petitioner was directly to blame for the errors
2} years, Rajamundry Sub-division. in question, he differentially submits that the said

| ! % mistakes are by no means of so grave a character as to justify the exceedingly severe and even
: ruinous punishment of dismissal which has been inflicted on him, when it is considered that
Petitioner was made to work at the risk of his health in the marginally noted sub-divisions,
notoriously bad for their malarious climate.

~ XIL—That in conclusion, Petitioner humbly and respectfully begs to state that having
Pﬂﬁeﬁ the better portion of his life in the D. P. W., working faithfully and to the best of his
ability, he finds it exceedingly difficult, if not impossible, for him now to resort to any other
profession, while the order of dismissal precludes his obtaining a footing in any other depart-

'Woﬂhe Public Service. : e R R '(W

 Petitioner has now been ok uf employment for upwards of a year and as he is R | Pad
bnﬁmmam@ family he has been, and is now suffering great distress and privations. In,
therefore, mmmﬁ finally on your mercy, Petitioner earnestly prays that you would be

pleaso&ﬁof" e his unfortunate case a careful and most favourable consideration and restore him
to his appomimunt on the ground that the distress and loss of position for upwards of a year
may be considered a mot‘e than sufficient punishment for any error or indiscretion of which he
may have ‘been gmlﬁy

- And your Petxtxoner, as in dnty bound,

WILL EVER PRAY.
Mapras, November, 1886.
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