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and rgumentenhlre]y to )umsolf witho
 thing them even to Government, ‘Fhis is the
ense with tho majority of ‘Stems in the list.
b i& noteworthy that in the few cases he
puts. forward to Government express
dence in support of his cha;rges,he has uniform-
1y kept it back from petitioner, Instance the
eaae of the ch&rge connecte& with the emp‘oy .

';though he had to make enquiries of petzttoner
regsr&mghm on twooccasions in the said case,
Instance again the case of Vengama Naidw's
-~ pet twn (irhmh is evideutly paendonymom)

gn ¢ debycontmwr&'
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wi W oo, ik it stated simply; that & dalay of wenrly theee mm&hl
"“M‘hk staet ia the Dividonsl Offive is respoes
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ol .pﬂlmag of M"
5 that the enguicy into the b8 cases of ﬂt’i’ i
with thy employment of (. Rumakrishaa Naidn
enkataramayys had made it plmn that the patitions
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ﬁ#fﬂ longreh tha e was quite ‘

when there wore unimp
‘ .'ﬂu\nu to the

 division which he it b
i the payment of bills. _m-w’*
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femainod at Nellore, he waa etigaged v the inspection
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 the 7th grade on Rs. 809

Nollos tradod on i pst opatation

' & deoonitee ) ot him g abusing that trast, and I consi-
iv"liht Y0 mlso found time to make s cursory examinme - | @ “ in getting, tha Kxecutive SugiSR s S e R S :
_raeiry basia for passing an encomium on ihe i & * dor anything short of redw 0 :
*titionar | , i
m} under the hand of the Examiner hirsolf, to .. %old him or represented to hm Bens =
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mays .~ The agreemonts therntolves ‘wa ul
d of baing kept cbﬂtmiw&y : m m o
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, zaminer's Offise, aod his entry register will shew it.
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" : sy A ner it aotanlly osme under discussion st the intorview
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Aol the last words, sod it was to couvinee potitioner
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Teasures to obtain the dismissal of  person, of whom he
self, in over-payment case, in whigh, te

10 opportanity to explain, final orders of Goverament

ikioner was responsible for the over-payment, and tha
m. Government itself has often laid it down thab in
tnished ‘without an opportunity being given for ex-
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of Government, and when it seomed right to it that

it is petitioner’s duty to submit. And yet
‘explain his share in the matter, petitioner
fasts and considerations which would
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ot nepligence on petitoners part, they wi 3
wad an smount of serafiny and cviticiem on the o
diffienlfies of the sitnation, wonld redundansly go
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#illy have boen dissovered but fur the in
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mony a8.to thers being no traces in the records and whether it is n¢
tion derived from she

fact that there wore no agroen
m guestion ;

i3 mere profuu,

1euts in the office for the works
8t L

%
5t that onder sny “ironmstances, the petitioner should have boen allowed an opportunity
%o challonge wnch o
have been allowed acoes

statement and  to enabls him 0 do this, he shoud
such a statement oon

840 the Office records or had the P

spers shewn to him before
Id be accepted as conclugive ag

ainst patitioner |
Then 28 to (2} it may be observed
‘ 1. thutthe potitioner’s sxplanation
which properly belonged to hin
himself and discharged tothe fal
bis appropriate share :

does not show anv dispasition to shirk responsibility
that in fact the gist o '

15
5

he took dpon

lest extent the respon nbility that foll to him as
2. that neither under the
prevailing at
Sub Divisiona

Practice enjoined by the Cods nor the divergent practice
Nellore it i3 not for the Accountant bat 4

12 Exocutive Engineer or the
i Officer to enter into contracts and » ap :

3. that it is not the tanlt of petitioner that tho prac
by Sab Divisional Officers came into vogue
had not it in his power to Prevent it ;

tice of liuving contracts to be made

81008 28

5 8 already  been observed he

thut to say thersfore that
Officers to malkeo eonbracts
faet as to the tigth of wisi
be said to indicate any dig

under such a practice if was this business of Sub Divisiona}
and nob that of petitioner is

merely the statement of 4
oh there conld be ao doubt an:

1d which- eannot cousequently
position 0 shuntrespoﬂsmim."’ on Lo Sl}f") inisionul Ofﬁ(;\‘rs.

The second quaestion in reference fo thess works js: —

‘In the absence of Agroements ; with what were bills checked’.
The reply was that

{e). under the contract System that pray

ed in reference tn bill
had not been Peeoive
of hills and o préyen
igreeients

atled at Nellore and v.ith t}
8 for work done, in connection with
4,36 would b possible to
& possibility of 1ss to Gove

1@ safo gaurds adopts
wirks for which agreements
eusure the vorrectness and accuracy
roment without checking them with

{5). that the only form: of Gon
was the repulap
rate fized ab o
item, that in ¢
thau the esti

bract besides piecework sonfracts Prevailing at Nellore
or schedule contract by centage d

eduction, {
percontazs balow estimate rates, withont o
16 case of such Sonfracts nothing
wabe for the work which is av

i e tendering at a
pocifying ‘a rale on ench
more iy necossary to chesk the bilt
ailable in the E.e cutive Engineer’s Olica
B a6 which the work has heen let out wnd which is noted

and the ceniage deduotic
- on the bill itsols . ‘

osour by paying the bill is»; i
96t OF tho bill to bo adjusted on fhe final

v ment which mighy
Beldng 10 pr

(d). tHat thenoto a8 aenhge dcdrictié@_}nﬁe"ﬁt foot o
Divisional Officern ud ceopted ou their rosponsibility.

£ tho bilis mado by Sub.
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(1).
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clear that

(in

i h a system, it would bs quite possible to make payments for. works for
3, under such a sy: y
#

. gency ; i e

e giveﬁ on i;hellxthemelm : &3 455

financial regalarity in the accounts of the ﬁivisicn b
~-insure :

- not to petitioner ; *

&

D

*
remark of the Examiner on this is that 1~=

info ;
which no agreements whatever had been entered ;
(=3

1 vetem wonld lead to the conclusion that the mter;en]t;fn? .of a D:‘\;:!-
SHC]&SUFI. D10 3 ; S :
ﬂ?at 1 Ageountant to ensure finanecial regularity in the accounts of the W;sgn wo
S100al Agcounsay S
be nnnecessary.

0(1) it:is submitted

he statoment made by petitioner, that in those eBs0e in“whiol_: g.gre?ménts
i e dut the Divisional Office, bills were pa:‘fi o'n»fh? “auﬁbqfxt»yv of »
Rad 660 bods forwa.'rde - 7 jt.heir’,rm'el'%, diractly implies the ezwfeu"‘?‘ bf ﬁgmj
the centage de'ductxon ent:;eto cahcagerdeduct.ion on the back of the bill ohn 011?3" be i
ments, and t»ha.t. ?h?‘ezt;‘freemea £ in being, it is obviously unlwaxv-rantable todraw from
e ":’1:}”'333"2"‘]2"’; :{ Ltl}mtgit is possible to make payments jor works for whwh_ggo__% ‘
is the conclusion that : :
::::i s whatevar had been entered inlo;

Sibionar, it i iuly possible to make |
hat ‘under the state of things referred to by petitioner, it 1s certai f(;y"}:ardea%xw g
AkE nuee ] ] § : ;
that 'n 't f ks for whish tho agreements had uqb b‘een e k;n‘éy :
payments for works S hing  but natural, copsidering - th ork. m L
ivisional se ; thab this 18 nokling  § ; R =
Divisional Office ; he understanding bebweon contractor and bqb DlV:iﬁ S e
begrita as soon as the e R kea upin the drawing up of the fortng agraes.
conclnded whils sometune may be taken uy e iy e e
. 3" despatehing it to the Divisional Qe that in ¢ g . t‘he -
fih i S ar b 8 288 j
:iL . i billed for, that there can be no objection to pail:g : “li S ,-n?of,,;,'m%
e ey iuch bov lyvorfod toan THAN0
: : . duction form above adve | N
diinisms e sy tion ageeed upon whia
st 1 k the bill with, is the rate of centage daduum:m ag ‘ers‘(m =
i D'GG = supplied by the Sab-Divisioral Ufficer, the very p on
infobmation was g

i
o

e RS e gup L
d into the congract aud ‘was responsible for soging i carried H :
entered inbo Lh .

: - b PR
‘ slasion therefore is that both under ﬂm gysiem ,perr:;::d : y_i‘r}.;_ 3
th;‘ ;ha' cot:n .in' force at Nellere {(and it is clear that for the .ex_xs‘.

and’ the sys

the absehos of 4

greement was ot werely a possibility bab au off-resemaee

ihat to ‘hva,vé'ddilre oshéfyigé' w& Méistéai#
cases bsfore bills were o
of m mach lavgar nuwber of hills :@el ayf:@

.

g these concluémix#»én miud, with weforance to (2) of the

ming that the possibility of o bill boing paid iu Eorat
“;‘"," load to the conclusion that, the infervention of a Divisional
does e

that oo bono fault of petitioner as the possibility abiaches to  th

{
§
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tgmty_ 8h alL Tho “ pame oi the thecuhve Egﬁ

of the pereonal.naﬁ:.
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Point VI

The question 13 b0 explain want of method in writ
Deposifs and omission to kenp it npto date,
The reply was that the register was kept ;

{1}, in chrouological order like any other record of the kind

ni
oy

ing up the regisher of ‘geourity
e il

¥ wg?

{2). thst there were no instrachions for keeping ib up in any oth

ey wWay 3

: (3}. that it was a.l'vays written up to date,

The Examiner makes no remmrk in refutation of (3). It must be presumed that hﬂe
aceepted petitioner’s explanation. With respect to (1) and (2) it is submitted in the first plaoe.,:‘

La] (1], that the term © method” is relative and when nsed in reference to the keeping up of &
e R"E‘&m must have reference to keeping it up in a form preseribed by authority or

‘absence of such ‘authority; io  the mauner recognised by s long. “pourse “of
fd }J!‘Mtlca in tha ;)iaw W?‘*gv‘g the ﬂh rx\fcv is ke pboor in

dafaalt «’lf aL‘lthDhby, ﬁnd
cushon m a n’mnner smh A% btk

or the average fw\,ounhemf

5 which the ordinary _ﬂm é ml'zwt Iw ezcellanﬁ”oppormnasy fm- cor mista
o which th ary o mmmmgm of the. vouchers for May 1:492 bq}vre tlw daspafc u‘;..*

o " mounth, would have aforded By,

ts norale o the P W, (,uﬁ? OP . :

whather on the prineiple a smgia mmta.ke 18 cuncluawe p’mtaf oi Tax
a partitnlar way
that i defm?b of such ¥als the rogister was |

1 e it cannot be made out that all the Accountants i in bke Pxes&dem,g even the ablest an
kept in ehronologicdl oider Bke otlier i . ... the most cwrefnl are aa.raless in their work; |
pmwmmd re,gmt.e*k g e

thai kaapmg bhe 18 fnfstfar in that fashion has been in vogue al  Neilore ‘fmg:a long
tamie s : ‘ : :

that i "1 tha “h%ﬂ% of 53 mda.nce a0 avorage aoronnle, would keep s regxster in the e persons who m'e responslblei 7
form suggested by othor Tegiste: 1, thab, thereforo jadg m»d even by this test there was Yo : dxﬂ’erenhly and hold that a single misi
no wanh of m;thol in the muuneg of petitioner’s keoping up bho'register s | 1814 :

’

that constdama m *my hghh the pemuonex did nothing with respect to the R&gmbe!‘
fm- whwh he eun ’im he:d habla fm- want of method ;

t? & ‘1 the . EW ner vimew 8 better or what he considered & better methed 0f

gg ﬂl__regtw tor, the %’Qi‘ﬁmﬂﬁr gonld not be held vesponsible for not knowing it
'hl" e cemmumcam % h‘m: or not actmo‘ upon ik, till he is ordeied to do 80

s v o L ﬂm{; tha ammxcn“xn qnasmm be
ore. _has bﬂa“ o &ﬂﬁclenoy i method as an derstobd above and as it Ve e 5 stated, At i 'omf""z ’éz'g “’ m"w"w i
: uug“h'b to : t! mtug;d the faat Bhat thak method doss nob provent trouble i making oo o - i clrgumstances. ' :
extrmb& T EP""W hlm fu.ct thah there hus been muthod ; b i

| i m,m(.ts for I 20 f‘m g i e qncatmn 15 whv h:l!s vwra mtd
ot maﬂmd " kopp g np the R,agxsmm it may ba Fi e aﬁ:nmgm&l mu’crm‘t certlﬁo ates.

greﬁ;ﬁ% orgn ﬁh&h the fuct that thqu'IﬁT‘md 8 e

BRUIG 6X é%from the samo ra

; ; i ; bﬁw raply was thab,
pine mswely ﬁmwg ‘ﬁw he register gxabor rmd,‘_ eﬂi; t

‘ net ® smgle bd‘ wad pmd w#htmta pay orﬁer, :
; thaf. agremu}v the pmchee in the s:nvsmsu ﬁmn&& (m nnmnmma,'

wero gensially given o8 &he dtmi&ﬁ&zes of bﬂis, 5
The qmqmm is whether ﬂ; wna &n‘

i Y Emw.‘ewsremarkﬁ i ol ' AR R
: . : n the opigieal Bill,
wepur in Contractor’s {&kmm@&gﬁmﬁt in &nﬁm{@ﬁi .‘ vs‘am'iwr I}Tu‘ 14« . ot 'ﬂitz .na&rau hi to h‘wa been Wrﬂbe!- fﬁtha ’g R
W poaai?ai}auﬁeﬁﬁ e ' : : R




Y AR
adik Z of the P. W. Coda wns‘a'::vw
mill;

-

der under appe
pay order shonld be wrikleu on the

rictics provailing vnder Madeas Code the bills are

, into vogue of voting the pay orders on the dopli-

onneechion

e were : giéz_xera.}l‘y ta be 'fohﬁii quoC




r : { arrsars for 5m-""h§ i noﬁ.»
giveumstances, did oot jastify leaving ! Ager in

mﬂﬁ- make nx expanme and see
4 aammsm staft and report t.he wau}f




g
ha gt'os‘a neglect for which p(\m»oucr is to blarge. 7 It 18

: petitioner . instanced a8
ueﬂkton. Tha gross naglecn eannot be anythmg elae.

- Wm. WS that pétmuner appearq to hzwo dune nuthmg to-
: & ‘%3 n ok eck ng uotxccd by  petitioner and bases his
‘ect’ r«,fcrrcd to can only be

Ielay in chc(,kmg Thus we arrive ab tl\e following

e ﬁammer charges petitioner in tho se chiodule for hae
DWNUWK Officer on 1o a.ccelerate (]M--:

'Qé'x 'hen' a.chon for spocdy disposal the Examiner

' wade inordinate delays in - the
Emmmmx gpposition  to  each other, a8 ‘to their
‘whiie the iomer Bl lenst’ proceads on ap ostensxble

). With mspect,t-a rmpmd balances
spemﬁad or t‘mm the : date» oo vﬂm




3 naces with a,yfh‘nsb ol others rendersd extiremely impl’ubl%ﬁr
ving been systematic delay in checking. S

iy of ema 1% va:s:,thc,! Soh Divisional Officer with whom
ngagement and to whom thorefore he was rogponsible
’ emly payment, though the bills were check-

requira the presesco of the conbractors
nowledgnients to the addeess of the p

o {Stﬁé{tica ab Nellore).
WHoult w&elay checking, ns o u't"efw'vi_
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Mi;v Qﬂ: ;:3 m to b;“"‘ff’@""“ :hg,t ia which the delay is sapp
St ,.m:xm‘ng on bills che(?ked and paid. With
rﬂfer‘:?: instanca s mtaaa;tu;be :gutd be obvionsly misleading bo eale e place, Apart from this it s o
Mﬁ,b&mmo sy :g(,o: xcc:) !f:lot i;rom nuy date d&v e . Ahee eﬂses ware refnrhbla-to tpétitiouer’s inachion. Petitionor frels au
L is chocked and paid. solor receives the § . 15 rocords will clonr him as completely in these 27 casesas in the 27 abovs
' ] . extracts from the contractors’ ledger and piece workars’ accounts fro

Divisional Officers and called ou fhen to take measnres for the disposal o

chargs itself the petitioner woald beg io dy g
an enrly date,

b aw the nofic
kmm i the schedule he refecrod

to four cam ; o SR el :
P The Examiner however gaysin his remarks that thore was
traced to ghow that any steps had been taken in the ri
_remarks of the Examiner a hesitation between two :
ke holds petitioner rosponsiblé for nob spurring  on Sub-Dis
e , , e work done or for not taking measnres towsrds the early setil
for want of or incomplete sectioning  which is" iaifly dons ‘ is aqunl diffionlty in undorstanding whether this remark about s
: i s s : ~applies to submission of bills or setilement of )
shown that petisioner took all the :
e, If these steps are not stey :
t & loss to understand what thesa steps

ision ;

under xhjl‘x_nctw‘n of Civil Courts awaiting dee

’ : fn-mc}ﬁsiop, petiftion*ér
respondence, any explunation that
or iag at great lenzth dwelt




be ﬁ?}naﬁ:’ua}w if he

a9

-

¢ sense it is suscopiible of hearing, the peﬁﬁM{
hat he is in no case responsible for the dela

dovido whother nnder sach circamstances™ petitioner
: | ing to his share and whether he should be made ,ﬂ‘ all
“ 41"216::5 of bills (if any), uoless it be delays in clxeckingvbmém
1%!"5 office. . Petitioner has proved that there has heen no delay o :
; B8t tlio delay must be due to valid reasons in every case s farad
kmm"ledga of the trapsactions of the Division permitted. It would there-

 were held responsible for delay and adjodged thereapon,

 Points XIIand X111
v‘ﬂﬁp:logment' of . Ramakrishna Naidu,

%3 tonnocted with this ease which will show that the Esaminer has
procedarc with rezard 1o it from that which he hae taken with respach
g the chargo abont Ramakrishna Naidu in the schedule, tho Examiner
blo provious to the projection of the schedale, and in more explicit

to sen why the Bxaminer having once
have made the same charge ‘
it  Whatever the reason might be, th
s ?'mlﬁim laln,'gth to which petitioner’s explanation
wmation in the schedule before Government whi
) bitioner in his letter of the Gth September to thi ﬁ
hat the agﬁ}uﬁnﬁgﬁ given in the schedule which was
¢ and noder the warning that the introdaeti ‘
d prove projudicinl to petitioner. Tt wonld
the papers concerning this before Goy

¢ dobs nob consider thom satislactory o
u cqually affoct the official charnctar
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e But apart from the question whether Bsmakrishna Naida spoke the truth or nob is it consis
;;v'vhn-t ’Vn_thffhdajigﬁuciplea of fairness and jastice that his single statement shonld weigh against
i mﬁhoneraom&amgshe woight of the issmes involved in acoepting it ; Is it onafish a state-
& mg#hﬁ*mﬁ-b:eangme& that he was a private clerk in petitioner’s pay ? Is it to be assamed from
. ﬂwﬁmtﬂ;a business of checking bills was exclusively confined to him ~ ? Is it to be inferred
Mfwm &Eqﬁ,-gygvempicion 18 aroused, that petitioner had taken nndus advantags of his po-
‘ trust t0 levy contribations from contractors.

= n?wmfﬂfther infirmative considerations attaching to the statement of Ramakrishna
: ‘ﬂ"m"ﬁw couclusion that has been fonnded thereon. If as Ramakrishna Naidu says
;:mt ’.m antfo:ﬁ-gmhs '@bife phco,t»o W?x:k in th.e Oﬁ‘ice on petitioner’s private pay, and
) “WM“ b‘ ‘;l.‘d“ﬂed from thig that petitioner did this with a view to continaing cheok-
: ‘busing W&mﬁﬁshna Naida and to make that a means of levying contributions from
%ggesﬁonmght have boen askedsand may be asked why Ramakrishns Naidu
emp!ﬁgeﬂ by pstitioner, the moment his services were dispensed within July ! Why did
Gill the closo of November? :
Wm"iﬁmﬁ hﬂﬂo delaying which pelitioner is said to have been instru-
iql& was due Whﬂ&been shown already in no ease due to delay in checking. Is uot
: 1} with that Ramakrishoa Naidu was employed by potitioner to
1t does mot appear that there is a single instance iu which such par-
y be presumed to have been achieved and why in face of this, is it
bt N’M“", Gﬁpiby\heﬂt: ‘was suspicions in the absence of m'éﬁﬁaWpe
; "@Eh “&“menb and edpecidly, when there is a perfectly natural and
-offﬁhg;;diw#ﬁﬁtanm of his employmont, which explains all the facts

;?aiv‘ivdepuig ma the anpalpable presumptions on which it has heen gouglit
pebi mtwf an antrustworthy public servant.

much more highly probable and consistent is the view of facts
B@akriahﬁ_a’; Naidu after being thrown out under the .o,r,;ders
d &naypeald;o the Superintending Engineer agé.iﬁgsf it ; that
1 to ascertain the result of the appeal, that at tha time
e ho })i‘viﬁim g{;&[ the Office was deprived ofa portion of lts
o ami a nrge@!; roq;nir_ed!and applied for, thaswRamakrishna Naida
ﬁuwadf@:'wopﬁ in the Oﬁcé : in aaticipation of sanction to 'his
Gatl Lhe: rderstand iowever, shat be would get salary onlyfrm fie
i » Ramakrishna Naida had been working in
¢ Bngineer Mr. H. IL. (Counell for a longer tit
8 wantod, it will not be denied that a olork whe he
to be appointed than a raw | hand,

-

“The employment of unpaid men in public offices as volunteers or

it must from the beginning of his employment kave been contemp

e

ik The peﬁtio_ner, would Ieweﬂ; to Go%arriﬁiéﬁi&d ]ﬁdéei'iv'héthét
more probable, than that which has been put forward by the Examiner
D tgmg more xjemaixvzéfﬁo‘“ba noticed in this connaetmn in th It
‘ed at by the Examiner that if Ramakrishoa Naidu was not a clerk in |
tioner he was a volunteer employed agninst rule in para 178

i

hibited.” Do.} the Tacts of Ramakristna Naidu's employment show t}
aceordance with this role, Ta ordec that a person may be a volantee :
withont pay for an indefinite fime. But Ramakrishua Naidu was
standing that he was to get no pay whatever. He was appoiated _
for the ereation of which had besu applied for. The makter was urgent, 'd'mi.,
that the sanction would be given at once. There was no reason to sUppos tha sar

be denied. L
_ Petitioner leaves it to Government to say whether tho employment oi Ka

.un’am- the abave circamstances _iw.s the emplgymdht_ Qf a “8“9“9 sga.mst ?@Ié-_ :
" Whether Rumakrishna Naida was & volunteer or not, whother his appoin .
nob; it is subumitted that the circumstances of his employmont were suo

muoch greater amount of irrogalal ity. There W*”W’ “""9"7 ngth" :
: Er . & with!
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Points X1V and XV, e

abatmcbs fqr May nob even (,ommencad on 4th June 1892 ¢
nob nrre’&m m postmg regxster of wm'ks,im- Ma.rcu 1392 fm.\lly pos&ad

fﬁtb}w‘purpwa of geum out ﬁha‘:.owlla,q on ea.th worh
ﬁh‘f sche&gles of expenaimre‘ ere swritben from.
0., wes not ound pract#

A




enson
ts that occurred by " T
the qmpx} hmmf accoun
wiﬁ:ou%mp any delay in

' Wh v that 1mporhnt_duty :

Te ﬂus the pebxhone_r repliod that
()n tlns the Examiner

: & u{kﬁépil‘lf{
; : gup arrears ’m
d dxﬁmﬂtx miﬁ Tings

o brunt of hio wot‘k lrad
5 overand the severcst rint o
B was over sud




Execative Bngineor: he has made it the basis of &
on, namely that the work of ’revisiﬂ'g}rﬁt_es‘ s
‘and that petitioner Was sy&ho:gx?aaﬁéa_ﬂy‘-‘
the necessity of revising the rates.
considered are in themsslves and.
to be still farther so,in connechion
tanation. Thove ig positive tosHOOBY

s and in which he asked for
revision. of rates, The Superinte
rder giving sanctio - ha

| Tias boen com-

o vaguo
leave it fo
sted of blamo

g

4

i
st

i
A

Wb

ot

i s ’
e ) it
AR G

0

: *sﬁf‘m =

i



replies in Qotober. |
enquite info the trath of the facts gllege
ment he  males in his remark grainsh
tatamont represents morely the state of khingsad
nts remain unenallanged and nothing I
a4 o further euquiry wes necessaLy
£liab the unsatisfactovy state of Store
92 was due to a practice bequeathe
ding petitioner to explain
asking for an_explanation
by petitioner gven ¥
, his opiuion, whon he was sure

that they would deserve neithe
£ things found in his $ucoessor 8

’ strongesh
addnced to




< »‘ / 5 ] - ,,:’r""'l { : :; »&4 & 7-“ i [ | : » ) ‘ e ‘ ; : | |

| - : Was ﬂae Haad (‘lark in emcluswe charge o was he noﬁ oE the samea ,boga‘{zﬁ 7 }}};1 i
pe twner ask the Kzecutive Lugmeer to ;mnséer jE
Z it ior did he nob ? Did the gacubive nga _
ity & aﬂice a huadred tzmes

vansier or did he mot ! A man ma; be the. msnager of
s but if a particnlar piece of W k i8 conﬁned to

ngineer does not. allow. the
' that work, whab stspu gan the M
: ‘Work? Tf ae Manager the pa tioner
ik ha goryice books | awhere

t;B‘,‘Fn t’ae mr 'mstsncas oi the Nellore Division thers wers no entries to be
to be treate& o

"t’aeh fbemg no purohase of Hanglish Stores §e.,

b}

=

Tm"(mtpk of Exammer on this is most extraordinary.

g 1t i‘%&xfﬁcultm anderstand that an Accountant of Ranga Row’s mpeneucé vmul& :
an. ‘

‘h*vﬁ it believed that ‘purchase of English Stores’ form the only liability of & dm

xplanahou i most un,satxsfaobory

be

\

1A
i

nerhsh Stores etc” and the Examiner takes t.hxs fb
:'ﬂ_nppeh.ls to the Ex'aml‘. v o :
_nber, anything ’o’nb a‘mgn ofj ‘

' Eughsh Store ebc’ if 16 means anythmgz
Stores’ are merely

spmerabion. Whap :
oforring to A and

' ﬁmﬂg “e The phra.se
uly, bub a class of things of which ¢ Hoglish

16 oo teﬂtn of which class, they are not an exhaustive ¢
rould be uoorrect to understand him a8 ouly

ts own guarrics and Workshops. 1t wanted no stores from other
efors mppeat in the Register regarding stores from other
harofore, the entries if any, would vefer for the most
‘done in other Divisions but of puvchases of }‘Jnglﬁh
ifioner re sred prominently to the purchase of artioles of
ar s:smn‘uaed by bim includes much else besides thats
, : { Buropean manunfactore nor storos from other
4 thé- .regxsher of liabilities. ‘The register might be maistained
6 but 1{3 will rema.m a blank bool. ;

x¢ uswel:v in bhe charge of the Head
nn _unt. having no contr -0} over them.

ma&ter %o ﬁ‘ns notice of the Exammer oﬂ v:mons ﬂma-‘>
6 of the ‘Neilar

n& bﬂeﬁ m'tde macager of the office
bn thats mlmpnrtnnh A matt&n- as bhe i
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1

05308:3 and it wag their daby in i‘m’ﬁ

te%hmr subordinates and so on. The
£S5 € tion, before reaching the
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T fuen o the subject-matter under
ot e

tnsma Naidu has been on
vision Office for sometime pri

131 dated 20-8-92 to the address of the Exeeueve 8y &
beg to offer the following explanations. :
ﬁ? W@ns therein made T beg to anb’zﬁi
 the offico, who have evidently taken an uné

would have been undone at the very begin

W of notice issed by the Executive Bng

t authorities and also purpor
g Binginoar 20d Cirole, which,
m;smml of the aboye, 1

.

8 on the miscapres

A




L 4
Hotes on the bills betyg only intended for Exscutive Engineer’s i
# bpj‘ng‘, to éi‘ﬁ"blﬂ hin to. sve the circnmstances of each »
806 fo form a Potmanent record to serve any after-purpose
: ; F” Provisior is made for such remark) was thought
,"9'3 in pencif; and thoe representations | that these o

R
. 0¥ personal seratiny i3, as you will be pleased to observe,
83 thers would be 1o othe

er object in my getting up the inforna

1 that started thess ndjes finding that the bills were being }
pié of the Estimate amo,

 8Mornt without regard to the points noted in

Lot “"nm 8ach and gvery elaim of the Controtor was ShOPOUS
ek5d by me with my initials attached theteto, 1 shotld B
s Wkﬂd vhig undamostal work of wmy own. e

,G"’ Bﬂmiﬂiﬁﬁhﬂna Nai@n being in my puy, &o., [ beg @oiﬂ '

bove the Naidu Had been one of the six extra clorks:

rior to my Joining the Divigion and continued in se

Bugineer issued orders to send the % ;

8t8 of whom this Naidu was one, and W
by ‘Snperin‘tending Engineer on acoount.

mﬂme‘ﬂiﬁw‘,’i‘xanded by the aboy
nObies of the Kxawainer, by the Fixecafive !

Accountant wore applied for. The Exa

0 made for his work (the
with difficulty
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ons regardmg those very fa."tq wittised indicating the erf
" m hk pw)ndme the petitmnm $ case in a high degreo.

,Hmﬁn and Pﬁcha Reddy Ranga Reddy in their plume a.nd ﬁhereﬁ

m.th a:tu.tel ments of p'u-tms on fnimical terms with tha: .
inferrad from thexr conduct towards the petitioner since ‘5

'm th statements of persons, who had not scruplad to rkurgﬂiM
: m&h hamﬂg f)rgarl their. names fo a conpract, knomng ﬁlﬂt

mVengama Naidu’s Istter’to the Secretary toG(N
'hza own. Bemdes the mnsademtwns Already &dd

kt;.temant of a person who camwt be
.‘t by zaal ﬁzr tha pmty and prwmy

2l
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All the abave conclusiony 4re not

- areall to bis fonnd OxDrossud or necessari

Stated in <o many words by the Examiner ‘3!15 b
ly impliad in hig paragraph

terents 1 5o 8, it i to ba obs

< With respect to sta
therein appears (o be that
s (1) it was within the option of potitioner to hiy
(2) ‘- th&ﬁ At hqn’es% man wonld havo electod to b
oSy ke 48 6he petitionor did nat elect to do a0,
. With respect o (1),
show that it wag 10t in the

erved that the gist of the ﬁfguﬁ

e his case decided soon or la#ﬁ
ave it decided soon,
he sould not be honest.

the following considerations as to

procedure in civil Buite
option of the petitioner or any hone

st man to have had the

—

disposed of sooner thas it was

he has been sued,

i #m{‘m‘s‘ to a defendant iy generﬁll‘y to the gﬁadﬁﬁl“ :
“Ppsar and wnswer the plaintiff’s claim, on a certain date:
) Wri the allegations in ghe plaint within a

&

tten answer to
iy

-mﬁ;itan_qes, the defendant even if dispbﬂdﬂw
eaunot over-step the date fixed by the sumimnons
CE ot his writton answer without giving the
claim an e Dparte decres at once, e
did actually delay his appearance ksl
' the gase wonld not be delas !

lnra {Coée. d-ra&s a d;stincﬁoh
t of issues. nd & summons for




~'hat hig ébqosing' b0 anderfake such  visk con only be expluined by suppos:.
 1ng that the oass of the contractor was false, and his oonﬁdencﬁa'h‘,“i'm.g.
i hmte‘;“foﬂlaf emerge nnsoilad from the suit, i

o

 Then as statemient number 9 of the Examiner rogarding the mprobability of ¢
i conting into Conir _"“wi‘th' a‘déf.a.ﬂ‘ed claim knowing it to be false, it may be ob o

1 8 ﬁéight a\‘.t;twheéf to it in the argument of the Examiner 'ié’tprl_ v
great extent drawn from the presumption raised by the Kxaminer; ﬂgﬂ
delay in the ptbsecuﬁiﬁn of the snib is inconsistent with pﬂﬁho‘r}e}

s bhéﬂ;ﬁf iy double-edged, i. 6., that can be equally nsed
Tactor as against the petitioncr, e
'ﬁt‘g‘ﬁ; | ;it"ia improbable that one will muke ,dﬁ&iif‘ 5‘_
g that they are fulse, it may be argudd equally well thut M

‘e bheir false claims look like the true claims of b

i

) wn‘;}bmx‘j@vmw the presumption of truth j’wlnigh .,p,“aéhés:

of honost men

4

jndicial authorities, false charges and f
rdinary degree. e

oxpresscs & doubt us to whether petitionet’
esubmitted thute o L

stitioner of the corresponden
e Engineering authorities
the ers connected. wil




Parn 18 {and @ remark it pare 8 to the effect bhat potxtwner’s oxPIanatmu
much ;rrelevant mat,t;er)

it was bréughﬁ agmu i tha patxttouor as & LOIlMuﬂa.h!’)n e‘E & ser?m ﬂf
inationd of the H :

ver tM patzimn izy tha Exeeutw ‘ hngmnw x
G Vons false. :
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¢ That B0 conelusion can be drawn from the words ¢

Lodige on’ 'é;‘:cept the purely negative oue thatthe pargi
GoRnae Yourt should not continue

private de

‘j('f_i'} That ’ i the Court had understood by the terms ¢ privﬁfz_
5 manum, ¢ privage compromise’ it wonld have called upon ‘the
o file the eompromise, the words uf Section 375 being imper!ii‘{ :

8uit bo adjnsted wholly or in part by any lawful agreement m’
if the defendant satisfy the plaintiff in resp

of the matier of the suit, such agreement, ompromt
SBALL be recorded and the Court shall pass a decre
°8 compromised by the payment of Rs. 800 to
not hiave failed to call upou him to file & docnme;

or on the words (privatagateormanim)
with the nutural meaning of the word. '
is not qgito» right in saying Ghat_i'itwﬂ

0y or formal defect in the







2

{3} The thisd pont is that

: : , 80 far as can be judged from tha papers f urnished t0
7 the petit

HHoner, soruliny, wonld appesrto have been on the alert frofw hie VW
ontset in regard to this case. Among the papers geanted to potitionoris &

loiter dated 30th May 1891 from the Sub-divisional Officer which rums @
the following effect :—

» I have the honor to report that the sectioning work done by piece-worker K. 3'-"7
_ 50 f&cmy the work done by Ipne Narayana Reddi, confractor of the Kistoapstait
' Special repairs amonuts to Rs. 207-6-8 which should be deducted from the amount due:
ur Narayana Reddi,

Final Bill for Rs, 95-2-2 in favor of K. Ranga Reddi is herewith submitted:

. m%’mulmpb to 8 letter of inquiry issued to him from the Division Omc.a whwh::
': to ab the b“ﬂof his rgp[y as ‘ your No. 214 dated 30-4-91°. A copy of this 181;“
een farnished o petitioner, How the letter originated and what its contents e
» mu,m memory, But one point it is sabimitted will be clear o'n =
reply that there was still a doubt entertained s to how the clausoin the piec®
"ot regardiog the limits within which the cost was to be contained shoula@
bﬂ%;:;:;?ﬂ&phoa is inconsistent with a piece-work agreement. Pars 13“;:!
odras Code tly says that work may be given out. on the piem‘wurk 8Yy8
M:?ﬂ?;xﬁzgu:dmg on either sidens.to any deflinite quantity ?f _worte::‘_‘i ‘
-h»n{d o ﬁn,‘l,“'?o*h“‘d any force in a court-of-law, When 1618 .qrg
e e VP“‘I“. “ertain eabe for work done by him he would be entitled &
: h:";:':vfé)i;ﬁ?s wm-k at the rates agreed upon; he could not hnvg
"#'thé AR :: f<l>]rcm3 to a:;c('pt loss, Moreover tl{e eo-nalled'co”:'tl.:rf
IR O ey k. The Coutractor, Ranga Reddi, has not g 1!:;
; %‘mﬂ,‘m Of"ﬁhﬁge.s of t-he agreement while tho sfatement as 10 l_"m -
6 RRId aoediei.. . Pogo with the sole signature of the Assistant Bagmeer
myﬂ‘s::n%}"f“:f’?j“ therefore on uo account be treated us part of the agree~ -
not exceed & a;‘.'m-h. mﬂiﬁ.’ + SGthorities that he would see that the cost of the wor

Fhis may be, bat whyt
Officer above advery
" of 30th April, and
¥0ve the conn eetio
Pétitioner hopes,

" its sonnection with the lstter of . 80th May from the
€4 to? As the petitioner has not been furnished with the

connected previous correspondence, heis not in a position to
‘n‘ ‘;‘!ith;‘clznpter and yerse. But that set forth below, the
08, Will 860 is highly probable. When the condition a8 to cost
kam&d&mth Rengs Reddi, snd it was only a persomal
isional Officer’s part the question was still at large as how much

kely to cost, .an |
Officer, it shonld be meb.
smet st bave mad
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m'g was not digcovered till 2 months and 26 days after the‘\)aymeﬂf.
0“1 the second bill becanse it was after the lapso .uf 2 months thab ﬁ‘

- crcuwstances came to view, which led the netitioner to suspect bh&tl’ﬂ
over-chargs had been made with regard to sectioning. X

‘Mg’:?e‘al;c ;:;Z?n;::eghz ip etitioner will now state briefly, A mouth after tho ba}';ﬁélﬁ- .
sting that the bal iy t‘l‘ July 1801 was rocoived from the Sub-divisional Officer
Bire oay énbg? dn?. i R&}nga Reddi for work done in the Kisma]mtam.c ~
ation i ﬁﬁie:.niz:i Wlth:;ut _‘ deducti(tn. The whoic question again came ¥ )
3 m,fﬁg-m bic u’r?‘i a8 tboqufzt_zbu,:n bad to be finally settled, it was very o8re
E Redzf Ql‘s 26th ,May 1891 hed been paid on the footing that wha ver.
fmm%?ﬁrwbbrll{; -ﬂle K‘Stm‘%plut,am Canal Repairs over and above what na
Bk iﬁc;ﬂd::&yana Reddi may be recouped from the security depost _‘
g g ?usgéste(”{ themselves as 1o whether this could be 1:33“7
efault ,im;pg,,ba' heitﬁ;:{ ﬁiﬂrmg charged Narayana Reddi ¥ por cant dam&g%
bhidan lmmn ” Q;T:-ﬁhgk,' # LY 8 larger amonnt ata subsaquent period. 1# thi
S ﬁ“ m;“ : : ; extra cost would have o bo borne by Government.
it iy wzg. ::g or oxt?'a. work done for Government there could bemo &
the work led to donbt ag tz; w’;mf;il 5 Fu.ilount. The transactions howaever connaoted

Wmﬁ | P?ﬂ'mhtly pl;dviai I:“ fet or this ex'tm cost wak dus to extra work. U@&ar
B L L et pleot ol wark, Bills hed been
a8 inbbnci-usivo"-;ﬁ,w ‘no it ke could be fonud in the agreementy
od, the Sub—dij‘viai: ;’Xt?'s: items bad beon disallowed and if notbing
“lts&'bo '~éxptmin 1::5 Officer, would before payiug these items | waY
Bfice to excess char :ﬁ bey ~camo to be in the bills submitted by him
e petitioner had baéuio;gx t:,n sectioning, But during the time that the mater
% Bonvorsabion’ Ba Nied wit Rpeul £0 tho oversest who had besn in charge of #
s _x_‘ _wah himn he was Jed o infer that the Sub-divieio
G i rgf::;;:te ;;rtih; work done by Ranga Reddi in sec wniﬂ#
the doubb that existed asw:;u ff) the matter deserved looking:

e : ‘
; : roved cr évﬂﬁzai’i;t;): C{rgums&n% that came to the koowledg
he impraper conrse of sliow 8o & strang oase that the Sub-divisional Office

hether ho had done so. l:f }ug i i was pot fair to address an enquity
engngod under the agre: 9 Was therciora in a letter dated 2-9-91 asked to expl
i PR agreeument to seo that theeost of the work done under
110411 the amoant deducted from Nueayasn Reddi's bil, e passe

‘ ; ﬂ;:t Smiuat. Hs weat o sory s smn el
.yéie:iw:fﬁ@? % oxeccte sdditional surthowork for

“about the over-charge, W

 markad that clause ¢ when more

5 ;

.;:).?_“‘ ; ; 3 % 4 g 0y §5 03
be,édoubt. But the S‘nb-divisio‘nal Officor had fought shy of stating.livlveﬁuiﬁgly‘hbwmiﬁl  Way
the exoess fhat had been gharged. Throughnut the Sub-divisional Officer ,m,:g@iﬂ,_n&h;ﬁg S
If he had been  asked point-blank why the -charge had taken
amonnted to, was it likely that Lie would admit having been made ab .

place and how mach \ih’;‘ \ :
over-charge, bavingmever spoken aboub it 7 Might he w0t have explain
from which it ha.r‘i‘beé:ﬁ inferred that an over-charge had taken place
thorofore, aeemed best under tho civoumstances to prevent any loss &
preveut tho piece-worker from gotting any more than had been contrae
hold the Sub-divisional Officer to his priginal evgagement a8 he wonld
the over-charge in regard to sectioning. Plia o bills were tharefor:
sional Officer with a covering letter dated the. 10th Novetﬁher_-xwg
savised bill * allowing for additional earbh-work done and hringing
¢ 4o exceed the dednction mads from the bill of 1. Narayans Reddi
arguments above adduced are nob new, but are the same as that put
Engineer in the Chit Correspondence fhat touk place on the subject w
Nellore Office.) B Eta

I is this that the Bx
recapitulated. I rans ng ¢
¢ ponsible for having called for
¢ been paid. His proper course was
¢ hargo and requested & recovery
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: ; 5 1, by the Divisional
i be said gnder the cironmstanges that the measures taken by the PR
1 detect the over-chargo were ill-judged ? "

' . 1. Jxaminer any o
o ‘There are therefors several replies to the cliarge made by the D“‘:mmde S 3;&»
~ which will suffice fo dispose of ib, In the firsh place no over-payment was ma

ment of the second hill a8 the matter

i suspl
was then wnderstood. But eveén when the 88|
about the excess emorgad,

it was not definitely kuown what the (m,r-(:-harg" W:"
ould have been risky to assuine that Rs. 17 and odd which had been it ov«ﬁl‘:', '
Bs. 170 %0 the pisce-worker was an over-charge at all. If the amount of .t}fﬁ‘ ")Ve“'(‘; ﬁ !
1ok #p ifically known, how according to the Bxaminer could the Sub-dwxmauﬂ»g- i
o0 advised of the over-charge whoss eztent was not known ‘xmd aslw i
6 piece-worker an amount that war indelinite. The reasons for 5,;:1101"52 o
have already been given. But even supposing that the mmm?f : figpl
efiniiely known it does not fallow that what the Examiner says is corroot. The ':im
I for Bangs Reddi stood at the sam of Rs. 205-4-4. Aftor the payments mzude.\‘-ﬂ 5 g"l
ills to hé_uxtén of e, 188-0-7, there still re 3ained in thohands of the Em(muv};&sﬁ f:
Rs. 17-3-9 st 'fdue to him, Assuming Liab the cost of rectifying Narayana i
ame oaly to Rs, 120-4-11, the ampunt paid to him on the two  bills B 18&.%3
this Ly thesnm of Rs, 17-11.8. Under the aagumpions mado thore WGE
a8 of ﬁlﬁ Eiééﬁ?ﬁ‘tite Eogiaeer, o balince of Rs. 17-3-0 to set off an (,\ver—‘pwg
1-8 made to the bieéa-MOrker. Tu these circnmstances, the sarrect TN f MD&%
60 er»paymeﬂt rmfdi'ng to the Examiner would be to advise the Sub-divisioni La
he pxoess of :Bs.‘ ‘1;73: E-—S and gk him to resover it from the l,..i(zn:e-wnrk"f " i
due to the pig;g.e-.e.y@s‘zm Was quietly to' be paid to him instead of ba}ng._
ver-payme it tuade Mo him. That the Exeminer shonld have laid o
rse 50 cireuitous and hiaznrdons, snd 80 totally opposed to the rolos, &
h j?'ubli:c Works Department

70 ; Tather surpriging, W
piid off, the sonvse taid

e LT

in regard 10 recovering over-paymen
hén the sums due to the pigce-worker h . i
j down by the Bzawiner is indesd the corvect one aﬁﬁ!‘
 he tim the pigce-worker had nob recsived final payment, a balance nearly equal i WG

“to that which wbu;ldj,1,.m,bg;a;‘gmr.p&id 5

sl fﬁagn&%nad.i‘i‘sa the '}mrl‘st_h}dfi(.:};a Executs
th%ﬁ faﬁm“’“ﬁ the Exef.‘.f} five Enginggr

the plece-worker under the ussumpclj)'ﬂ:' m
vo Enginger and the Heaminer is Dok N
then to give up the safs and certain !l}gﬁ
- paying bimselt for tho cxopmy dishursed 1o the piscs-warker out of the ""“‘"’“‘m"@m
remnitied due 4 him and to ¥e80rt 65 the essentially oireuitous and hasardous wet
B paymg up the balance and rélying on the Sub-Divsional Oificer m make a ?egovaéx ;
| pay meng from o person who had received back so to speak all the hostages he hud B
 Goverament ? When 4 balunios was in thie Liands of the Bxeonlive Enginver the grOP;?
for Bim @‘reébféran over-paymont was to pry binsslf out of that ;bu.iance.quut‘:l.ﬂ ot
';.ror_rénbéé cuﬁfﬂ_ii‘s- process be carried onb, for secording to sound ascounb F‘"nfﬂph”:. Nk
pmcesmmmldmke place oxcopt by means of ‘a1 ‘muthorized formpr racord id ‘th‘m :
. oxhibited. 1f o form WU necessary. o ib be wrang b employ the bill -t‘ox:m for the.
 the form in fact in which & vast wsjority of similar iraaspotions take place

Eveu therefors if she amount of Hhe ovbtchargs hnd besy definibely a408D
# ravised bill ould hut have been g,
and had bo bo nscertained from o Sab

¢ pendin g check’
without check ;




; ' 8
"th:":% i 'l';e'mn &f 0128 ba furpished by the Note to Seetion 1621-B of the Madras M
T BHdm Caile bhat hus to bo considerad. The Note runs thas ¢ clujing WHY
Fochtive ?iéginger himself should us a rule be similarly cheoked”

¥

ulvve Biginesr eonsiders. that to wail Jor the A‘mﬂ“ﬁi’g
M"ﬁjﬁ@ymnb may bs mads on tho Boscutive Hngine :'#'

¥

; 1en in which the Exocutive Engineer would not ach.
B Payment of a bill ponding check, and as the Accountaut is the

&mnm it i’glhwn that there are some ems_;n,wbi;h lfr ‘
afringement of rale to recommend that certain bills may |

tinot that such payments magy be made ou Excontive Engi §
%o the Bxecutive finginest to tuke up 1o responsibility Wha
i ding chock, but if be does ordar such payment, he ﬁ'
haricas hoing what thoy ought to be, such responsibility
0n the shoulders of some body else, for the |
nent of this charactor muy be made at all must be
of & payment made under the above circumstances some
Wil the Execntivo Enginesr be, and how far, respe
who ought to be held responsible sither in (00

or partially in eonjuuction with him. Another
‘oceurred any body ean be héki‘l{p as reapo
lity for the loss that oconrs, With respoot to 18




10 '
ok bills fo be checked bsing very large and the number of persons found available for ¢
being swall. There was no ronson why tho revised bill in question should have bebn
tly from other bills, for there was no note on the bill to show that it was not &
88 to the small covering letter which accompanied the
ched from it while in the hands of the eolerk to when;.
or otherwise misplaced. Tn ordinary times, it may be som
nd how such a misplacement took place though the thing itaoll
- days of the month of March are special days for the
those days their attention and powers are sbraliaed. to. fr%tﬁ ;
and confusion of a small number of persons having fo
o fow days, such a ‘misplacement wounld not be
bill had become eut off from its companion, the cove
i Kaowing that it was special in character unless
utmost - efforts of the Accountant and his staff
r bills amounting in all to aboug half-a-dozen fl‘ﬂ!ﬁ
on the night of the 3Isk March. The Accounta

*y glance on the covering letter before haudi g it
; but when the bill came up unchecked and nnacco

8t of March and he had to deliberate as to whether 8 Prop
ght be made, it would have been by a purs piece "ﬁf
the covering letter and its contents, Under th
hours a day for nearly a week, and with the

eging hundreds of difforent billsin a shorti time, it 3

m the contants of the covering lettor, or in fact in the

overing lotter had been recoived &t all. This view of

dence would
would have ta




I

" Re 61’% ym-k, and .‘j@t he

allowed him'to do exie
- or provided for

b‘ythe pslf»imape. iHe communie th
nobhing as ty the extra work.  Without saying anything as to the
OF a8 to improper '_exééss'féijar,,qb i sectioning, ho sent bills which included both, Wh
bo roport th ‘Qf:'merk:done by Ranga Reddi; to rectify Narayana Reddi's performanct,
be Rs. 907.6-8 though it wag only the result of an excess charge

8 discovered to be aftarwards, The recards will show that ‘hé’W“"‘,'Fm
withons saying anything about it he recommended that the whole ﬂi&?ﬂ
8 deduocted from Nurayaua Reddy’ ' ' rant.
5 Reddi, When later ot suspici
was nsked to explain how
Reddi, ho sent a short

a work not contemplated by the agr
ated ‘otily the agreoment to

he allawed more than Ra. 170 and od
aud brief reply implying that more
allowad to Ranga Reddi, because he had not, only doue the sectl
di, but. additional work, and that ‘bhev_w‘héla of the excess ,
quch"s&ditiqnal' work. But this wus not so, and he had
8he tost of sectioning alone was Rs. 207 aud odd, 1, o,
e d hie never said anything as o :
ahﬁtgoha&been made and ho knew it,

o

15ion he took 84 months’ time over ‘ Ve
o¥on in the faéter he finally sent he said nothing as to the
er-charge had been made, Ehiaa e gL
#u invidious task in thus cmmentmg upon i}he Bu
himself to say that without petitioner’s watchfnlness
Ao | on that the Sub-divk

57, dbsialee in tho way of doing hin wor properly,
w :

diligany

b, but als was adolay of 8

had be n made. But there 5 @& very simplo expla
the contractor with s cheque and it Wﬁa'hﬁver returned .
] ‘th wv'ermgnlqtﬁgr o t}xé Sub-dj sional Officer

10 the revised bill,  The ooy

e that veceived ab af
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