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E. No. 27.
1,000—9-12-95.

_ Kgep-wite CURBENTK, No. SRRy ! 1 896. GORUE &

1 EXAMINER, P. W. ACCOUNTS,

" Madras, April 1.§ % 1g9p.

Ozrice Nors No. 30 2 A =

K 3 l/ Your office note No,I878 C,of
7thApril 1896 asking for opinion on
Runga Row'a case,

.

2, T have gone carefully through
the papers in my files,knowing nothing

whatever about the case pre.viousiy. My |
) _}( L ﬁ:;;t connection with it was my o, '
2? 5,_/{‘)4 /9_//,?‘{» 3852 A, of 2nd,November I895 flriard-
ing to Government Runga Rm petitionj
& -Ha,(  for a pension,with the endorsement 01'
' * the Examiner who had dealt with  the

same from the first up to that time,

fito” 8. 3 ﬁnd that up to Aupust 1892
Runga Row was in good repute - that he
was drawing a pay of Rs,IB6 rising e

- tually to Rs,I50 on the grading then

in foree in Mudru - that in eomemmm
of the new grading of accountants for
Madras he was elig-iblg for a post éf:. '
5th.gmas on Bs.r.'m or Gth.gm cm
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with this revised grading one important
feature was to place the most effiecient
accountants in the most important divi-
gions - that Runga Row was selected for
the Kistna Eastern Divisioh and trans -
-ferred ' from the Nellore Division- that
Runga Row left the Nellore Division in
June I892 - that the Examiﬁer inspected
the ¥ellore Division office on 22nd, to
25th,Aupgust 1892 - that with his ¥0,150 A
of 2nd, September I892 the Examiner for -
warded to Government a nominal roll of ac-
. eountants for the revised grading, which
was approved by G,0, Mo.25§é W,of * T4th,
september 1892- that in that roll Runga
Rows name appears in the 5th,grade(Rs,I150),
with & remark that he will continue on
i dtems d-alih
his present pay (Rs,I36) as accountant
4th,grade until further orders, I find
nothing to lead me to ihink that the sug-
gested promotion of Runga Row to Rrs,200,
was subject to approval_of his division-~
al work by the inspection of the yellore
Division office and I conelude that but
for the accident of the inspection of
the office late in August, Runga Rowé
name would have appearéd in the 4th,grade
(Rs.zbo) in the nominal roll sent to Go-
vernment on 2nd,September,II days subse-
quent to thé inspection, I ‘note these
points because they show the extent of

the punishment inflicted on Runga Row

by his reduection "to & pay of Rs,I00,

4, Runga Row was in charge of the
Nellore Division from January I89I to

June 1I892,a period of 17 months, the

4

- z;( 2

——

them etc,& that this check appears to

inspection took place in August 1892 :F

after Runga Row had joined the Kistna
Eastern Dibision, In para 80 of the ins_'
spection report,it is stated"the re-?i
sﬁlts of the inépection are disc}edit-.;
able to Runga Row and a further report |
will be submitted on receipt of his

explanation on the points that are ne=- )

cessary to refer to him",

, Immediately, after the inspeetionﬁ
the Executive Engineer Kistﬁa Eastern 'ﬂ
Division was written to, that informhn 21
tion had been elicited to the effect
that a clerk G,Ramakristniah Naidu was :
in the pay of Runga Row from Novembqr.f
'ISQIVto Februar} 1892Iwhose'duty .i£f3
was to check contractors bills befofo
payment,that "the said private sérvahﬁj
.of Runga Row" made notes on the bilii i

of the extent to which he had checked

)

3

have been accepted bv Runga Row with— !

- out any personal scrﬁtiny or without
'scrutiny by any servant of Governmcnt,
and Runga Row was called upon te: exi )
plain his oonduct and to stata speci-
ficallv (i) why he did not chock thn
'bills himself or have it dome by a
member of the office establishment(ii@!
whether the Executive Engineer autho,"$
- rized the introduction of the man;‘ai”*ﬂ
Ramakristniah into the office knoving |
that he was in Runga Rows pay,(iii)'hphi
ther the Executive Engineer was aware |




f thnt contractors ‘bills were paid on the

%’chadk of this glerk alone.Bunga Rows ex-

planntion and answers (covering fourteen

pages of rgolscap) were that the bills
were ohecked by the office staff & scru-
tinized by hlm,that Ramakristniah was one
€, of six extra clerks who had been in the
d;risional office prior to his joining
;rd ﬁad continued to do the work he had

previously dore,and that he was not in

1whig (Runga Rowh)pay.

é: | At this time phere seems to have
;eén in Examiner's possession a state-
m;ﬁf rritten by Raﬁakristnigh dated 25th,
,, V-A;guat 1892, which was eventually sent to

| aovernment with his No.248 A of I5th.
October 1892,but no mention of th1s ap-
pcarn anyihere intermediafely nor does it
‘seem to have been brought to Runga Rows
E:i knowledge, It was at once accepted as a

| faet that the man was "the said private

f servant of Runga Row"and while thus cre-
; diting Bamakristniaha written statement,

' Rﬂnga Rows written contradiction was
B entirely ignored. The 'charge' of employ-
ing this man was preferred subsequently
~Eain the "charge-sheet" which acoompanied

rﬁtﬁs abéve quoted letter to Government.
s fLarrn] : r :

' Runga Rows letter of explanation
md ‘sontradietion was received from the
‘ mmm Engineer Kistna on I2th, Sep-

| “unibur 1892 and on 28th, (or 29th) idem a
fﬁ!ﬁﬁmafdnaﬂm'(if%ervards ‘salled a "charge
\ ihhb%'1 vas sent to the Executive Engi-
er and Rnnga Row was directed to write

e
?hs column provided for the purpose

n,

. o —— Bo—=

his explanation againsts each - of the
"irregularities" (afterwards  termed
"charges") noticed in the report . .on
~the Nellore office - he was to be
warned to be concise and to -the point
in every explanation he might offer®
was the introduetion of irrelevant mat-
tfer such as that with which his memo-
randum already received abounds will
tell against him", The "charge-sheet"
and "papers hearing on certain defects
and irregularities in the accounts of
the Nellore Division", for whiech Runga
row was held responsible/were forward-
ed for orq$;s of Government with Exa-
miners No:é48 A of I5th.0ctober 1892,
The above summary brings matters to
notice whiech do not seem to have heen

prominently before Government,

8, The case now divides into two

parts,the first part culminating in
/

Runga Rowé reduction,the second in his

removal  from the service,

&~

9, . I snrutinized the draft of
the 'memorandum" treat1ng 1t as if it
had been sent to me by an inspecting
officer,for oPinion as to the points
being serious enough to require en-
quiry‘pr any special action,and I wrote
my views on each poini put forfdrd -not
a single one in my opinion wa- -orthy

of any speclal interference on the

4

part of Government - all could have
been’dealt with as matters in an every

day inspeetion report, It would have



been mere wasec of time to go through
Rnnga’Pows replies,and the Examiners re-
marks thereon, Explanation was required
‘of points conmected with certain indivi-
' dnal vouchers,with certain specified
‘works and registers,none of which were
available to Runga Row for reference,be-
- sides ihich‘many of the "charges" are so
indefinite that it is impossible to under-
‘stand their object .or what they intended
to elieit, I 'do not consider it necessary

" to eritticise it in detail beeause in for-

warding the "charge-sheet" to government

- "gharges" XI and XII were relied on for{

-~ a convigtion,and on these two charges

. @Government gave judpmént - . the other |
charpges are "passed over" as "defects & /

irregularities",

I0, Charge XI is delaying payment

“of bills, Runga Row was in the office 1%

months in all - yet he is charged with

) delayirg bilils over 25 months, over 20 months

f and between I5 and 20 months, Comment on

“# - this seems superfluous, No.attempt was

%9 made to provs the causes of delay. Runga

f%‘ Rowa oxplanationa are rejected as only
further evidence of his prOpenaity for
shirking responsibilityiﬁnd fhﬁowing it

}‘ on to gﬁe shoulders of others".Tﬁpre is

| .no prbof-vhatever that the deia&s were

| due to Rnnga Row nor any apparent grounds
tor the ntatemont in Examiners No.zagcA

of 26th.0etober 1892‘ thsre is no doubt

3 that A Runga Row while at Nellore traded
11 the

‘on his past reputation in getting

 Bargwgd o e T
—?(4,] .
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Executive Engineer to trust him imq%i-
citiy and in abusing tﬁét trust'.Dﬁr4
ing the I7 mbnths Runga Row was at Nel - 1
lore he served under Mr,Hughes and Mr,
'0'Connell as Executive Engineers,& he
had never previously served under the
latter,so it is not easy to vnderstand
what warranted their implieit’ trust in
him more than in any accountant whp
happened to be under them, Mr,0'Connell
admits that "as regards the implieit
trust I was stated to have placed in'
Runga Row it was nothing more  than
the confidence which the head of an of-
fice would place ordinarily in his of-
fice manager"(G.O.NotiSI W of 2Ist,
January ISQS.)This charge,as a charge

against Runga Row,completely falls to

_;}[q_ | .pieces when we come to Examiners No,
il ek B ' ,X,M, L 390 A of 22nd,December 1892,and find
0 't{r ! j it there stated ,para 9 "looking to_
‘ - o u;Q‘E the fact that delays in payment of
5 | bills have been universal in the Pre-
sidency and that there has  hitherjoe
been no’ sysiematic record by:rhiqﬁ
7 . an Executiye Epgineer could check spe-

¢ eifie instancés of delay X X w Wi |

Rﬁnga Row was solely responsible for
the delays in the Nellore Division ,all
divisional accountants were equally*

guilty,merely because delays were yni-

versal though without proof that they

‘were caused by the accountants.

‘ Bl Charge XIIsBmploying

'ths sgid
private servant" ig left in the aip!

Not an argument is progueeg e thi'



one ';hg two mnst important items in the

i
g
{
i

1 Oetober 1892. The Government order NO,

5057 ' of 5th.N0vember 1892, does no
toudh it - =0 that this 'charge' goes by

g

the board, .

; 12, This order nevertheless is

strange; T+ says that Runga Rows expla-

nations "are extremely unsatisfactory &

arouse grav; suspicion that the aceount-

ant has taken advantage of his position

. and the trust reposed in him by the Ex-

s geutive Engineer to levy contributions
from eontractors", This is quite a mew

. departure and has not bedn led up to by

v; anything I have ooﬁecacross ég'the' re-

f'..eord.:s in the case - not even hinted at,

:'fggncharge~to be sonsidered was delay
38 payment of bills,thers was no sugges-
iidn even that delay came to an end as

}Qﬁiboﬁ as a econtribution was levied, But

: apzvtfrom all this,the matter was one of

-Gibiéibh«ig;ggg; = admittedly so - and

its introduection to belstew up charges

nciiéiioﬁ'ias‘not'just.

i a3 5 3
1

I3, Was the iaduction of Runga Row

T e

Jugtified ? In my opinion it was not &

e

phpnld not hnwe pr0posed it, The Nellore

orriee was not in a aatisfagto:y s;ato,

O e i

formalities were not observed, arrears

. existed, there was no proper supervision
‘téﬁfihnfb;thé asecountant was a man of

: 1éﬁgioxrbf{6nce‘hsd done good serviee &

ey

eparge-shgot' although it is twisted 6
3 iﬁto para 5 of Examineré No,248 A of Ith,’

“%’“

that were not proved or to execuse a coms

ought to have had his work in ordef &

exercised stricter supervision & com-

e 4

mand, I shoqld have recoﬁmended defer-
ment of Runga Rows inerement fdr a ternm
to be decided when the next specially
arranged inspection was made,The ‘pu=
- nishment inflicted ‘was out of al pro=-
portion to the shorteomings, His re-
duction was not from Rs,I36,but from
. RS,200,t0 Rs,100,for I have shown that
had the inspeetion taken place II days
later Runga Row would have been promot-
édito Rs,200, I have said Runga Row
left the Vellore Division in June I892 |
\{ vet on I5th,October ISQZ,three& a half
: months later,it is stated "the present

accountant has found no diffieulty in

i ,;:}[2{ .Iﬁ‘ i Ly bringing up arrears and in keeping

10 ,i,,’ﬁ-; . | abreast of his work", If the extent of

arrears was as serious as alleged in -

the I0 charges enumerated in para 2 |

!
i
i ;}(;/( 13 251) ¢ A ' ‘ of Examiners No,248 A of above date,that

a man new to the office could work them
off,and keep current work goirg as raf&
in 3} months,would prove Runga Row to
have been very lax, Runga Rowg axpla- f
- hation does not accept the statement _
that the arrears were :ﬁ extensivé,
and there is no reason to suppose that
the same improvement would not  havas
resulted had Runga Row remained espo- j
cially as the inecidents during the inﬁ.h.
' spection Wwould have concurrently shown
what was expeeted to be done and put :1
the whole office on the alart, \




I4, The second part of the case

deals with an overpayment of Rs,I66-1T-3

to a piece-worker,and to alleged improper

&eélings with a contractor, . ¥

I54.:. In regard to the overpayment

case,T haye only to go to the order of h////, C '
Govgrnment No,37 W, of ITth,January 1893 )( ok:*‘
to find that sentence was wrongly passed- j;) 3

'overpaymgnt was clearly the fault of

the accountant""the b}ll Purported to

be a revised one and should not‘have bheen
§ passed without verification as to the
. reason for revision'-]'ﬁw'it is distinctly » !
é shown in the correspondence that the bill

., did not purport to be a revised bill &
]F for further evidence see paras I3 to I5

; of Examinerg letter printed with G+ 0,No, \/// (WM

1349*!:.of I8th,May 1893, If therefore the ‘!’\AU’K'

1" reason assigned by Government for son -

;f- derming Runga Row is obviously bad, this
part of the case fails - and I need not go

;33 89 into the history of the case to show

[

- that in my opinion Runga Row was not

:.

- responsible for this overpayment beeause

e

of any qxtraordinary.qut of care on hisg
part,

|

Ié. ~ In regard to the alleged impro- t

.
""’T'"""S‘--"D"-*,ww_? X ypr

per dealings with a contraetor,the case X

o
arose in a communication dated —I—B'th De- 6\1 ® 33 @%?tt’ b) 30 3’ Q[

T AT T

eember 1892 frOm ohe P Vengama Naidu ad- ,1L(
i dreased to Government, stating that in %&

Maroh ISQI Runga Row was suppliod 'iith
T ]

provisions to the value of Rs.soo & odd i

1
-

B
B
b
Q

that he had to bring a suit against him

in the bistrict court at Nellore to re-

=~ cover the amount-and that Runga Row being

'-quiry and directed the Examiner to

- the way to expeet that this enquiry

afraid ofi the results advised his
eldest son to pay Rs,300 and to ¢om=
-~ Promise the case, This suit was removed
from the file of the Court on the I8th
August 1892, Had the suit been heard,
the decree.of the Court would have
enabled Government to decide without
any furthervenquiry whether or not
Runga Row was guilty of improper deal-:
«ings with a contractor, This assistaﬁce i
‘being withdrawn and further eﬁquiry | !
being necessary,Government ordered what ;

is ordinafily termed a departmental en- |
conduct it, I presume it is not out of

should take somewhat the liné of pro-
- cedure that a court of law would have
taken,and that the first objeet would 4
have been to obtain some prbof " that
the plaintiff had a good eclaim ~that
he would have had to prove the deli=

-~ very of {he goods or commodities for

which he clalmed ravment, or at least
be required td’%rove that the - goods
had been ordered by Runga Row, No at-

tempt was made to do this, The Reeord

.‘was obtained from the Court, In a very %
short memo,No,80 A of &th,March I893 |
- Runga Row was informed in meagre terms

of the case against him and was re~-

quired "to furnish,without delay a full

and complete explanation of his eon-

duet in the matter", He replied that °
he had no dealings with the plaintiff &
no compromise was effeeted at his ine Ll

stance, The only papers in the ease vi‘

/

fresh charges, "3

L T T M e
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)
i therefore were the plaintiffs letter to
pay me Rs,500 through his vakil Mr,

P T.V,Verkataramayya®,vet not an at

of the court preliminary to and up to the : , ]

k Governmént the plaint and other records
% tempt
i

has bheen made'to rove that
removal of the suit,and Runga Rows reply, : T

ment i . : s
’ There is not a tittle of proof that Runge : § ecorrect, though it was apparent

- 1ly capablé of verificati'
Row had improper dealings with the plain- : <0t ofioek

[ | ' ~kil, Runga Row has been'found guiiti.

«tiff - no proof was sought- Was it ob -
without any evidence at all adduced by

| W ;;:fa/;{?3o. 373 / ‘ﬁj’ . ‘the plaintiff, He may have had improper

tainable ? A reference to the schedule

L

. filed in the suit shows eleven specifiec with ;
. instances of suﬁplies aileged to ha;e Atf- A,;;Zi;Zizf1J dealings“ever? contractor and piece-
i been obtained, In no instance was the ) bl a A i ,worier % tbe disirict, bidhone. - ‘
: g gl S ok ru«‘ is not proof,and to remove
i plaintiff more than an agent,the supplies fiﬁajpkﬁﬂbJ’mq/““n~bunvolg /L%f ; move g man with [
| : 3 . : - aild
: having been obtained from other parties, f”t:fii;ﬂfﬁxﬁﬂ~?uu4$@< irﬂzym_ﬂf— ) 26 years service on pure suspiecion yith
l not a receipt was called for to sho; . \ 3 out endeavouring to obtain proof is.
E 31 _ not just,
. the supplies were delivered to Runga Row — ~ ¢
not a document is ealled for to show the gl 1/5 I7, © . Orders of Government were pass-

© supplies were ever ordered by or for him,

g\ i

-)'{Q,/ ;f‘;afﬁ? L// ed in ¢,0,No0,880 W dated 30th,March
In the plaint it is stated in regard to |

I€93 whieh cites the "two separate

cases against A Runga Row,refers to

the Rs,346-6-0 claimed that "particulars

of the above sum are entered_in the sche- the "review" of one case by the Exa-

_ﬂnle. The plaintiff has entered the items -—miner,and to his views on the second

. in a bound book kept by him, A copy (of case,and his remarks that "irrespective

the said book) is herewith filed with a Of the acecusation of having had

im-

view td get it(the original) back(frOm the' “proper dealings with a contractor the £

'oourﬁL The schedule is marked "true copy" specific acts of failure in work ang

! neglect of duty on the part

over the signature of a eourt official , of Runéa

‘and is a ledger account with Runga Row, / Row are nemerous”, This hasking baek

A ledger aooount is not an original ae- to matters which had been settlea and

f -connt but ona eompiled from some other g runished was bringing forward previ-

account book or record and oould have ous convietion to enhance the

pros-
pective punishmentyp- but inasmuch as

. been provod by thnm. No attempt has bean

mada to prove the validity of this do- the previous punishment was upon twe

i. eumont nor to obtain any proof whatever "charges® which were not proved and
3 (ar

of the bona fides of the plaintiff, In ‘was out of all proportion to the chargq,

tho plaintiffs letter to Government on in the "charge sheefithip eonvietion

(TEVE

o 1hich the case arose itis stated that - i‘ should not have jadded to weight the f i

>f»;M sa Row "advised his eldeat .on to r;. fresh charges,
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« miners No.54 A dated ZXist. February 18931

MY SR, ,
- ¥

f8 In para 10 I have relied on Exa-

-
miners No.390 A of 22nd., December 189&(6.
No,I51 W.of 2Ists January 18949 to over-
throw his No,248 A, of ISth.October 1892

-

lQ.O No.adgv W,of 5th.Dﬁﬂ§mber 1892)

again in para 15 I have relied on Exa—

-

(s.o.No.Ia49.w. of ISth.May 1893)to break =

- down his Wo,4I A of 8th,February 1893(re-

% 2 R
ferred to in G.0,No,880 W,of B0th,Mareh a{{ L WA

1893)- thtxh,l have in both cases used
views expressed in later documents to
upset earlier views- and it may be said
it is easy to be wise after the event,

" NWothing occurred between I5th, October \
1892 and 2Ist,December IB92 to bring out i
as & revelation "the fact that delays in;

paymenit of bills have been vniversal in

‘the presidency",and the papers which

5' 9 [/ O

were discussed in the letter of zlst Fe=-

bruary 1895 had been the subject of the

letter of Sth.beruary 1893 | that b G 5%

there was nothing wmeanwhile to0 cause

‘any divergence of views,

”19. The second part of the case is
fali ks v * »
in my opinion bad., The grounds for re-

moval in the first case in this part

were wrong and the second caso was not =

attempted to be proved but was judged on

assumptian and suspicion.

(y \]/’”
20, #,0,N0,2051 W, of I9th,November )}~

- I895 was issued on my endorsement on a

petition from Runpga Row for a pension &

" the order stated that there were no

reasons for modifying the decision al=-
ready arrived at in the case;.;he case
was properly met by dismissal which
carries with it loss of pension",Runga
Row appealed against this new order
inasruch as he had been'removed and not
*dismissed", His appeals were persist=
- ently rejected’and in consequence of
this he appeals to the Government of
India against the enhanced sentencg,&
so forces renewed attention to his case.
but for the use of the word"dismissal"
instead of 'removal',he would not have
had the excuse of a hearing, The dif-

- ference hetwaen removal and dismissal

is stated in Code I, IV, 59 A,( S,0,Yo,

71 of 1895),
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