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Cash Chest: Memorialist expressed his inability and pointed out the statement shews  *
ing the re-distribution of work in the 'Account Section prepared by the previous
Accountant and approved by the Executive Engineer under instruetions of the
Superintending Engineer, After 3 or 4 days, Mr. Jackson asked Memorialist to
maintain the Register of Grants in addition to his other work which was already
heavy when compared with what was being turned out by the Account Clerks in
other Divisions in the Circle. Memorialist’s refusal to comply with the request of
Mr. Jackson made the latter his illwisher, and the Accountant thereafter trénted him
very hard and even indulged in the habit of addressing Memorialist as chap,” “ fool,’s
ete. The illwill was only intensified when Memorialist appealed to the Superintending
Engineer against Mr. Jackson’s predecessor.

£  That from the above circumstances i is clear that Mr. Jackson had, or thought
he had, reason to be dissatisfied with Memorialist and he gave vent to his dissatisfac-
tion in the report above quoted. Since Memorialist had plainly narrated to two of
his superiors his version of the origin of such dissatisfaction and since he had shewn
that more than his legitimate share of work was intended to be.thrust on him, it
became necessary that the ipse dizii of tle Accountant should not have been uncone
ditionally accepted by the Executive Engneer as was done.

<5 That coming to para 2 of the Memorandum under appeal, in which reference is
made (1) to his failure to make certainentries in the monthly accounts and (2) to
insubordination and inefficiency in the folowing September; Memorialist deferentially
submits that he is still unaware of any sin of omission on his part regarding the
entries. The records are there and refeence to the office copies of all the schedules
he prepared until March 1895 will establsh his innocence, One solitary omission was
noticed by the Examinet at his inspectiorin December 1894, = The names of contract-
ors who had dues to receive were not notd in the Register of Works. No doubt, it
was an omission, but, at the same time, 1 was not-a fault, for the practice whereby
such names were not entered obtained fom a long time before Memiorialist joined
the Division. This omission had nevetr keen noticed either by the Accountant or by
the Executive Engineer both of whom dal monthly with the Register -of Works for
check and examination. It was Memorilist who had brought up these Registers t,
thix date of his transfer and had them veified by Mr. Jackson in order to obtain the
second - increment promised by the ‘Excutive Engineer, (Vide bis endorsement
No. 641 8. E. of 7th Febrnary 1896 aboe referred to).. In that endersement the
Engineer wrote :~—<Mr. Jackson says tht his (Memorialist's) state ment that he did
what he said he did is eorvect.” | That Memorialist humbly - vegrets that  the above
endorsement was ignored by the Superatending Engiaeer in ordering: stoppage of
the increment for a further 'period of 6nonths, though the ILxecutive Ergiveer's
original stoppage order was only becansethe names of unsettled contractors were not
noted in the Registers as pointed out by the Examiner, ' The moral validity of {hat
original order itself is not apparent in thelight thrown upon the practice cbtaining in
that or any other Division in the Circle. Doreover, that practice was by no means anta-
wonistic to the Code. A regular ledger ismaintained to show the dues of contractors,
and an extract from this ledger is submittd monthly for the Examiner s audit. ' Now,
Memorialist humbly submits that his omision to éuter the names of unsettled contract«
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?; throuﬁh hia#ﬁ?;dah Mr. Jackson. fl‘akmg f‘-he fact of Memoriali ‘~'at:"s-?ptevvionur‘:ma
e . until. 9':" 2 od TR along'Wif'h‘m’? experiences under Mr. chki_son,, he respectfully
¢ e Dons Tisoellency 5 draythe rationnl imference i 1y g SR L

= . begs A i b h;xmhly begs Your Excellency in Council to consider his hard case
£ 7 Memoristt O g sllowance trom Vellore to Calicut whieh. was desicd. him
£ i wd he one year’s incrament which was disallowed on the unsupported and unwarranted
3 mé A9 tion of the Accountant. Memorialist has already sacrificed three years service

\ %

tl’)rs in the Registers was no infringement whatever of procedure or routine and, in" tlie
2nd place, when the Executive Engineer, ordered the names to he enter(?d, Memorialist
promptly oheyed the order and reported the same to the }jlxecutwg Engm?er on the 3rd : 3
of April 1895, And yet, this was the very date on which the Executive Engineer, _ i

 «sned the original order withholding Mem?rialist’s increment, That as regards the P, s
issued the - orig < TR ) : ‘ :
charge OPinsubQ{(ﬁpaﬁgh,. #egophk@@gwy draws attention again to the statements b5 o L iys

rogarding Mz, Jackson referred to above as having found a place in his Review Petition
“dd%—r*e—s'sed to the Superintending Engineer. If Memorialist’s reasonable attitude towards

o e cak be construed {a’s insub'ordinqtion, thfm Memorialist can only regret his 5 R
ill-luck. But Memorialist  would respectfully point out i.n this cqqnfagc,t‘ign that Mr. _ i
Jackson had intentionally dishonored a stz?teqlnent made bz hxs_predecegqqr'and apyro? it :

by the Executive Engineer under instruction ttrqm the Superintending Engineer (Vide
the latter officer’s No. 260 of 26th May' 189'” wnﬁ?{r. thckson'even detained Memoria-
list for two days after relief on transfer w1th$ut; paying either his salary or the advance

that had already been sanctioned by the Sﬁpg’ariptggding Engineer,

4 That Memorialist feels that i}l iustif:e .tQ himself he must vefer to another important

fact. In charging Memorialist ‘m‘h fimssion tor enber mames  of unsettled ‘contractors,

e the Accountant Mr. Covindu Rajulu Naidu also charged him with omission to enfer an
/’, item of 7 pies in the Wor{Abstm"’t',.MePP‘.‘?'h“ Protested | against that charge too
and proved that the charge Wa’#ﬂm‘&"?h_e‘f.hmhﬁﬁ_ and should neverhave been brought

The charge was then abandoned —additiorial reason why the other charge ‘brought by

' 1d not have been so readily credited and why Memorialist should have

Mr. Naidu shoa . Iy
been allowed a full opportunity to explain; — - i
That as regards the charge of inefficiency, Memonialist humbly refers to the detailed
&e

:egfs‘ter, from which it will
xecn

[

R is sorvices-as ali to his Se
Y hich he encloses of his sarvxices«@ e, 1 4 ‘ : 5
: }Z’ . t:ts‘;n that several SupeMMW;IOM ﬂmﬁé entive Engincers down to ry
he 1ime of Mr. Clerk have cerﬁﬁ\e' in his favour. Against this what can be  the biassed
B o 8 sentations of an Accountant wio had barely two months experience of Memorialist ®
’i °R‘;emt significant that no-other Aceountants, though they had considerably lon
!1" : . N . ;‘h“l;‘.,"}.n e 'thel' iheﬁ}ci it 1 - 1 1 '
Deions of hita, ever. feugd hin i ency or in a sense of dmo_ |

)

_ em? SEETTE AN it 90b 'féﬁMEﬁm‘hlsu'thﬁ while Memorialist bore an‘excellen
'.1.“ ! and aubordmahml@w 8 invarioug.,_ ﬁiees; he should so :‘uddGRIY“ﬁ lesene T

character for over 21 year " ed
zp\‘}" b s ;?gl‘o‘?:%c?seﬁgﬁbh e late Manager of the Circle Office with the orders of the
W 'V(Eopy? Do Egginéén’ﬁbemn. That endorsement also bears testimony to Memorial-
. 'b u’welgimtnc - and the fact remains that in para 3 of the Mé@mndum. ‘now under
o 1 t(l::e ghief Engineer admits that Petitioner has worked sum‘sfwwﬂly since
i fer to the West Coast Division in HOWM-IS%.L That thus it is clear that all
* his transfer to the Mémeriﬁ-.ﬁs"f bore an excellent character and was never reproached
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towards the increment in his present grade purely owing to the temporary nature of th.é
appointment in the late Barur Project Division (Vide enclosure.) For the act of
gracious justice he seeks Your Excellency’s humble Memorialist shall, as in duty bound,

Ever Pray,

() 6. A clogloffo

Clerk, Executive Engineer's Office,
. West Coast Division, Calicut.
Calieut
%'——th November 1896,

ENCLOSURES.

Copy of the Chief Engincer’s Order under Appeal.. _
Detailed List of services and recommendations of several officers for promotion
&e.

Extract from letter from S. E, IV to late S. E. III.

Endorsement of the Manager with S. E’s order thereon,

Examiner’s endorsement regarding temporary service,

Work abstret for February 1895, da Y% /&4. pric < ,«%/
Service Register, : e Y
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HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL.,
FORT ST GEORGE,
MADRAS.

The humble Appeal of C, M. Mylappa Pillai,
Clerk, Exccutive Engineer's Office, West Coast
Division, Calicut,

RuspeeTroLly SHEWETH,

That Memorialist hambly appeals against the Memorandum No, 3486 €, dat=d
1st October 1896, of the Chief Engineer P, W. D. (copy é;lclosed). That with respect
to para 1 of the Memorandum, Memorialist Lumbly submits that the Chief Enginer has
ignored the material circumstance that the alleged bad report preferred bj; the Ac-
countant against him was never considered or enquired into by the Executive Engiuecr
of North Arcot Division who merely recommended Memorialist's removal from the
Division by an endorsement on an appeal to the Superintending Engineer (384 of 6th
October 1895) against & similar piece of injustice done to Memorialist by the former
Accountant Mr: Govinda Rajulu Naidu, The Superintending Engineer, ignoring
the facts and arguments adduced in the appeal, passed a severe order transferrin g
Memorialist a his own expense from North Arcot to the West Coast Division, In
the fiest place, the Executive Engineer having had nfiupersonal supervision whatever
over Memorialist was guided merely by the representation of his Accountants. In his
endorsement No, 641 8, E., dated 7th February 1896, the Executive Engineer wrote :—
“Mr. Jackson my present Accountant, found him (Memorialist) a most incompetents
Assistant.”” It is clear then that the Executive Engineer did not personally acquaint,
himself with the truth or otherwise of the allegation of the Accountant. A certain

e

charge of a serious nature had been preferred against Memorialist, in bqrejﬁgb;qa to.

whom that charge should have been exhaustively enquired into and his delence de-
manded, The nature of the charge was such that an enquiry was perfectly feasible,
and as the future prospects of the accused as well as the interests of the Department
were concerned, it behoved the superiors to do all that was needed to ascertain
whether the charge was established before punishment could be recommended or
meted out. Unhappily, the Executive Engineer did not grant Memorialist tlLe privi-
lege he was entitled to in this respect, and the Superintending Ergineer trusting to
the vague and unspecific statement of the Accountant, passed another order withhold-
ing also Memorialist’s increment for a further period of 6 months.

~L - That para 3 of Memorialist's review Pet_ibioh_ to the Superintending Engineer
will shew that strained relations existed between Accountant, Mr. Jackson, and

L5

Memorialist. @& . i |
Immediately after the former joined North Arcot Division, he sent word through
his relief that he, being in receipt of a salary of Rs. 200, expected more assistance
than his predecessors from the Clerks under his orders and Memorialist was required

in addition to his other duties, to take charge of the Division Cash Book and the
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(Cash Chest: Memorialist expressed his inability and pointed out the statement shew- &7
ing the re-distribution of work in the Account Section prepared by the previous

Accountant and approved by the Executive Engineer under instructions of the
Superintending Engineer. After 3 or 4 days, Mr. Jackson asked Memorialist to
maintain the Register of Grants in addition to his other work
heavy when compared with what was being turned out by the
other Divisions in the Circle. Memorialist’s refusal to comply with the request of
Mr. Jackson made the latter his illwisher, and the Accountant thereafter treated him
very hard and even indulged in the habit of addressing Memorialist ag chap,” « fool,”

ete. The illwill was only intensified when Memorialist aprealed to the Superintending
Engineer against Mr. Jackson’s predecessor.

which was already
Account Clerks in

Tl

\ors in the Registers was

¢ -9,

no infringement whatever of procedure or routine and, in. t.he
h Executi;te Engineer, ordered the names to l?e entert-ed, Mempna.hst
2nd place, when the d’ and reported the same to the Executive Engineer on the 3rd
iy o ﬁ; o; e:’r f,his. was the very date on'which the Executive Engineer.
of April 18 ol order withholding Memorialist’s increment. That as regards the
iaguied t,he. ongm‘dimtibn 3 Ménorialist.humbly draws attention again to the statements’
charge of insubor H% re;'err:ad to above as.having found a place in his Review Petition
regarding Mr. JB’; -Sor:ihteﬁdihg Engineer. - If Memorialist's reasonable attitude towards
addressed to the b';p:m‘wu-hed as insubordination, then Memorialist can only regret his
Mr, Jackson fwMémomESt would respectfally point out in this connection that Mr.
il gt tentionally dishonored a statement made by his predecessor and approved
J Mkwnmi:g l:trilve Engineer under instruction from the Superintending Engineer (Vide

promptly obeyed

T S R —

e ef tlhzte officer’s No. 260 of 26th May 1893) and Mr. Jackson even detained Memoria-
ok the latter ¢

g+ That from the above circumstances it is clear that Mr, Jackson had, or thought st .

he had, reason to be dissatisfied with Memorialist and he gave vent to his dissatisfac-
tion m the report above quoted. Since Memorialist had plainly narrated to two of
his superiors his version of the origin of such dissatisfaction and since he had shewn
that more than his legitimate share of work was intended to be
became necessary that the ipse diit of the Accountant should not
ditionally accepted by the Executive Engineer as was done.

for two days after relief on transfer without paying either his salary or the gdvance
o;d already been sanctioned by the Superintending Engineer.. :
s ’ orialist feels that in 'j ustice to himself he must refer to another important
e fem'(:j Memorialist with ,OmiSSiQn..tD enter names of unsettled contractors,
fact. Inc al'fl Mgr P ' Rojulu Naidn PPN e i
= Accounfiaﬂin tl;e Work Abstract. Memorialist protested against that charge 100
i it ¢ the charge was altogether baseless and should never have been brought
o, then abandoned —additional reason why the other charge brought by
s RO mula not have been so readily credited and why Memorialjst ;ﬁﬂdt,ﬁuﬁwe"
o il dppottumisppenplaing: " e b W R LA
he;i:lhat as regards the charge ofineﬁmmei’,ll:ﬂm(;ﬂa}lsé hme‘l‘y refers to WQW |
s which he encloses of his services as also to his Service B%W*@fw whichigwill
ltl:s;l:ihut several Superinten&ihg'and lon‘g stn‘mﬁng AE‘xeennve ngincers dm t? e '
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the time of Mr. Clerk have certified in his favour. Against ‘[mnwi tm 'ii%j

thrust on him, it
have been uncone

4~ That coming te para 2 of the Memorandum under appeal, in which reference is
made (1) to his failure to make certain entries in  the month
insubordination and inefficiency in the following September,
submits that he is still unaware of any sin of omission
entries., The records are there and reference to the office
he prepared until March 1895 will establish his innocence,
noticed by the Examiner at his inspection in December 1594

ly accounts: and (2) to
Memorialigt deferentially
on his  part regarding the
copies of all the schedules
One solitary. omission was |
. -The names of contraet-

, . _ o of an Acountantwho bud barely two months experience of Memoria
C ors who had dues to receive were not noted in the Register. of Works., No ' doubt, it representations of an Accountz:;wl; cc&untm‘tg; A UL N Mt g
was an omission, but, at the same time, it was not a fault, for the practice whereby Is it not significant that no o :  they
such names were not entered obtained from a lon
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ever found him wanting either méﬁuér;;y b v a”&* 0;: & )
2 g it not significant also that while Memorialist bore an
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ious offices, he shouli& so suddenl ‘have egenerate

g t{me before Memorialist, joined
ed either by the Accountant or by
ly with the Register of Works for

experience: of him,
"and subordination R
character for over 21 years in va

the Division. This omission had never been notic
the Executive Engineer both of whom deal month

W SR en pﬁ,ﬁ list '_"f‘ﬂ rsi' I"':' ]I fers to the en
check and examination, It was Memorialist who had brought up ‘these Reg' by being removed to Naﬂht' Atc&)t:i# fw‘ X ¢ oﬂ.hé Gﬁ‘d& W é¢ l. ‘1 :
the date of his transfer and had them veriﬁgd by Mr. Jackson in order to obtsin. this copy of an endorsement of thel’lm_ 3 Manager of e P " thvﬁi s 1o ¢
second increment promised by the Executive Engineer, endorsement also

jperintending Enginecr BREEL, 00 | s ol e il iabe
ist's r;;cien"cy and the fact remains that f“r-i?‘“rw ?',r_&ff? Ehad
gt X dﬁumm that

(Vide hig endorsement
No. 641 8, E, of 7th Febrnary 1896 above rreferred to). In that  en dorsement the

Engineer wrote :—* Mr., Jackson says that his (Memorialist's) state went that he djd;
what he said he did is correct.” That Memorialist humbly regrets that the above.
endorsement was ignored by the Superintending Engineer in ordering stoppage of
the increment for a further period of 6 mouths, though the Executive Engineer's
original stoppage order was only because the names of unsettled

‘ el - L T AT ""“’i;l"-.i— ‘
appesly shie OBIGE Divseion i Noveiliel 1808, That thus it is clear ths
OB B o der Me Juckson.  Taking St -
Wt‘h” wood character along with his experiences under Mr. Ja
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contractors were not - of Your Excellency to draw the mongl-@femmf,w o
noted in the Registers as pointed out by the Examiner, - The moral validity of that mqfi’mf ist humbly begs Yeur Excellénc?in{ﬂb\lnﬁ} ‘to con
original order itself is not apparent in the light thrown wpon the practice - obtaining in 5~ Memorialist humbly bege ==

7 4 sanction the travelling allowance trom Vellore to Calicat which was denied him

and the one year's inorement which was disallowed on the u

that or any other Division in the Circle. Moreover, that practice was by no means anta- unsap

oonistic to the Code. A regular ledger is maintained to show the dues of contractors,
zt;nd an extract from this ledger is submitted monthly for the Examiner’s audit.  Now, -
Memorialist humbly submits that his omission to enter the names of unsettled contract-

| sallowed on the unsupported and unwarranted
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¢ Cxcntite Engineer’s Office,
;_ \ : WESL, COAST DIVISION.
E, . \ -
E £ G Cavicor, < %“fé;,d pin Al 13 4 i

towards the increment in his present grade purely owing to the temporary nature of the A l} . ‘

appointment in the late Barur Project Division (Vide enclosure) For the act of 1 § Frox :

5 " gracious justice he seeks Your Excellency’s humble Memorialist shall, as in duty hound, : gz 7 ¥ s é;

Ever Prav, R

0T ‘ B EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
g %/ﬁ'ﬁ N 3 WEST COAST DIVISION,

Clerk, Executive Engineer's Office, To
West Coast Division, Calicut.

Lo o bd AL Sl ik b S
S "
RAUShY.
+
.

Tae SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER, ™

Calieut ' } |
& November 1896, N . : | . ;
ENCLOSURES, N | FOURTH CIRCLE,
o0 ’ 1 ey
b COIMBATORE, |
A, Copy of the Chief Engineer’s Order under Appeal. ' ’ -- 8 |
B. Detailed List of servieces and recommendations of several officers for promotion | -y i 3 s, Sir, “‘:
C. Extract from letter from S. E, IV to late S. E. III,
D. Endorsement of the Manager with S. E’s order thereon,
E. Examiner's endorsement regarding temporary sery ey
¥, Work abstret for February 1895, : _jo j F7, M N o
6. Service Register, P :
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7 E. No. 27.
! il 1,000—-9-12-95,

&

. | ]
‘_/ ) A AT, GOV, i P. W,
{ : /Y KpEP-wiTH Current No. OF MADRAS. | 189 v { DEPT.

EXAMINER, P. W. ACCOUNTS,

e e e

dated 189

Madras, % /4"” January 1896. 7

Orrice Nork No, 22 A -

To
LS
Your 0,N,No, 4954 Csdated I8th,

December 1896,

o
' : 4
Mr, Jacksons reply to _the pe-

1 . ¢ > 4
titioners remarks is herewith sent,

e In regard to the petitien

remarks regarding entry in Repdstsrﬁ e»cr
Works of C‘ontractors na.mes. ﬁe{has mi‘alv-
understood what vras s‘fﬂﬁ‘téi In pnra ﬁ
Tl gpd Q. of the report iamzed with G.O.Ne.xeer
dated 23rd .Tamum 1895 #hg Examiner
stated that the M&arreara‘

). in the register or wor‘ks cauld not ‘bo ¥y
verified in some cases oving to the
names of a number of &bﬁtmctors noﬁ :
being recorded, The récord nma : i:ot

N -3__‘1‘» : 5 be in the register of works but  in

: / the Work Abstracts from whiech the

former is posted, Contractors ‘names
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