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ENCLOSURE No. L.
No. 4481-C.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

Posuic Wonrks DEPARTMENT.

MEMORANDUM.
Dated Madras, 27th November 1896.

From the Superintending Engineer, I Circle, dated 2nd October 1896, No. 687-G.N.

From the Examiner, Public Works Acconnts, dated 30th October 1896, No. 3266-D.H.

These papers relate to a report made by tle Executive Engineer, Ganjam Division, against
- L . - . .-, .
P. Narayanaswamy Naidu, Overseer, st Grade, relative to the snbmission of fictitious measuve-

ments in connection with the work on the road from Kallikota to Boirany in the Ganjam Division.

9. In Memo. No. 929D, dated 31st-July 1896, the Overseer was called on for an explana-

tion which he has now submitted.

3. In measuring the earthwork he evidently made no pit-measurements, and with re-
gard to metal, he measured the stacks at the quarry, and then when it was carted to road-side, he
allowed one-third cubic yard to each bandy load, counted the heaps deposited by each bandy and
+hus made his bill.* :

4. The Overseer is greatly to blame for the manner in which he measured up the works.
He has had over 10 years' service in the Department and must have known that he was not

measuring up his work properly.

5. Apparently the Overseer received no help from the Executive Engineer. He was not
supplied with a copy of the contract agreement, nor wasa statement of famine materials given to
him. These famine materials should, according to agreement, have been taken over by the con-

tractor, and the Executive Engineer should have seen to this before starting the work.

6. The Overseer was evidently unfit for a Sub-divisional charge, and it showed great
want of judgment on the part of the Executive Engineer in putting such a man into such a respon-
_.;ib]é position. Tt is not stated that any loss has accrued to Government, and apparently the accounts,
although in great confusion, can be righted. It is presumed that the contractor’s security deposit

is with Government so that any loss may be recovered from it.

7. Overseer P. Narayanaswamy Naidu will be reduced to the 2nd Grade from the date
of this order, and a special report on his conduct should be submitted six months after this date.

8. The whole affair reflects much diseredit on the Executive Engineer who'was in charge
at the time, who apparently gave no instractions and took no steps to see that the work was being
properly carried out.

(Signed) D. McN. CAMPBELL, COLONEL, R.E,

Chief Engineer.

¥ Please see paras. 2 w0 5 of my explanation (Enclosure V‘I) ghewing that my measurement was only a
provisional one and was sufficient under the Code Rules, Para. 31, Chap. VIIL, Vol.1, and the spirit of G.O. Nos. 2,216,
dated 11th August 1892, and 2668, dated 26th September 1892.
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No. 906-G.N., Daten 10th December 1896.

C ’ T 3 -

ke to :[i): lf:):wa;de‘: )to‘ the Executive Engineer, Ganjam Division, for information with re-

e etter 1\o. £8.0, dated the 16th September 1896, and for communication to M.R.Ry
5 yanaswamy Naidu, Overseer. The repoit.c iy ; ‘ o M.R.Ry.

RGN Be enbiittied: report called for in para. 7 of the foregoing memo.

(Signed) J. C. LARMINIE,

Superintending Engineer,

I Cirele.

ENCLOSURE No. IV.

Copy of letter No. 882, dated 2nd June 1897
: . y s , from W. DeMorgcaN, Esq., M.1.C 1
Engl_neer, Ganjam Divisicen, to the Superintending Engineer, I Circle. i ke
- With reference to your No.906-G.N., dated 10th December 1896, on Chief Engineer’s
P():.N 81-C, dated 27th November 1896, I have the honour to submit a report on the conduct o;

. Narayanaswamy Naidu. I regret to say that during the last six months he has not d i
honest day’s work. i

He showed himself so utter]
y unfitted for charge of the Kallik i
: : ; ; ota-Boirany r

;onmdered it advisable to remove him altogether, and placed him on special dut z ::dghatdl

ES 1 ’. ’ 7 1 3 n e ‘

eservoir. There he had no travelling to do, but simply to stop on the work all d:;’ and att ur(’a (d

’ attend to

Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu’s orders.

By personal inspection however 1 found that he did nothing

He came on the work late and left
: early spending most is time in hi i
and passively opposed or neglected all orders given him, ; s e s

h d no OUd al: Eslll'ﬂ;(la &ﬂd I was (',a”ed on to St 4
A"; e was ()l]lg g ) a:lt teSt work at Kukulabha
I ordered Illm to go and take cha!ga Of lt- I hls he dechned tro dO, I‘Ppl‘esentlng that the State Of 111‘5
health Wouhl llot allo\v h]m tO gO on I amine WOIk, a“d !equeshlng th&t pl‘lﬂlege ]eave OIV leave orll

medical certificate might be granted.

I accordingly sent him up to the Distri i
man.was nof‘, in a healthy conditio: on accoun::)?th:iut;g,’e:idwt:Zr:::: med. aI:ui reportfyd e
obes.lty declined to grant a certificate, remarking at the same time that “a": ;“’ o S
to his work on account of his present state, he should be brought up for ixlwa,loid‘lms }}"'ab]e s Loure
at Kukulabha having failed, I directed P. Narayanaswamy Naidu to proceledmti. Ml':e ?e“hw;rk
ahasinghi for

special duty on the Mahasinghi bridge.

I?e managed to get as far as Russellkonda, and there met with what he called a i
and submitted a long ‘sta.tement in connection with it. After the so-called accident n accident,
Hospital Assistant who did not corroborate the Overseer’s statements i

The Overseer then left for Berhampore saying that he had nobody to look im i
Russellkonda. I at once sent himup again to the District Medical officer whg o.o aft(.ar o 'm
and found him suffering from diabetes. He therefore recommended him’fo examu:ed him again,
Medical Certificate, of which the Overseer availed himself. P Amp I fRtlonghion

. The man is utterly unfit for any charge in the Public Works Department. He i
anwieldly mass of unhealthy flesh, and passes all his time idling and malingering umEs
(True Copy.)

(Signed) J. C. LARMINIE,

Superintending Engineer,
I Qircle.

3
ENCLOSURE No. V.

. Copy of letter No. 1,932, dated 11th July 1896, from M. Loan, Esq., Executive Engi
Ganjam Division, to the Superintending Engineer, 1 Civele. Lngineer,

In forwarding the Transfer Report of the relief of Mr. P. Narayanaswamy Naidu, lat
Wllin e : s, L8
Northern Sub divisional officer, by M.R.Ry. Vencata Reddi

Supsecr.—Transfer Report of the
lief of I ] Vai i i 2
reliof of Mr. P. Narayanaswamy Naidu, Naidu, Rai Bahadur, Assistant Engineer, and a Memorandum

late Northern Sub-divisional Officer,— d ;
forwards—and reports on the work done rawn up by the relievin , Calls

at Kallicotta-Boirany Road. Boir F;{ ! g officer on the state of the Kallicotta-

oirany Road, I have the honour to make the following report

g :

of the late Northern Sub-divisional Officer.

9. Earthwork has been paid for by sections of bank thrown up. From the measurement
: remen

books even these measurements do not tally with the sections, being far in excess in cubical contents.

2 The embankment resembles field bunds thrown up in clods by ryots.

4. Large quantities of metal are lying unstacked on the roadside ; from the measurement

e measurements are presumably for stacks.
titious.

books, th Consequently his accounts, and especially B
statement, submitted in April 1896 are fic
ates have been paid ab Rs. 2-8-0"per 100 c. ft. of metal at quarry. Whereas

and the agreement rate; about Rs. 3,000 excess has to be explained

m he reported as showing a loss of Rs. 1,090. The

5. Hxcess 1

Rs 1 8-0 is the estimate

6. Famine matcrials measured by hi
balance found by him was reported in his No. 1032, dated 16th Janunary 1895, to Divisional office
1ight on to his returns ; :

No. 315, dated 18th April 1896) on this subject is misleading and

but has never been bro1 letter drafted by Accountant P. Bashiam Naidu to

Su perintending Engineer (viz.

not ‘correct.
7. Deviations from the estimate. —Rough <labs have been substituted for coviring culverts
cut-stone allowed in the estimate. ] :

in place of
verts does not necessarily suit all sites, but no notice has

8. The type design for all cul
two calverts I noticed with parapets level with the formation level.

been taken of this ;
1tion stones.—The dimensions are not in accordance with the

9. Furlong stones and, Demarce
it is presumed the stones were inspected and passed before being figured.

estimate ;
collected by contractors in miles 22—24 where there is enough
g

10. Metal stone has been

bout 6 miles of road, and further. By the terms of agreement I believe the

famine metal to metal &

should take over all materials.

contractor
bridge of 3 spans of 20 ft. was begun late in the year ; it is about

11. The excavation for a
the materia
da lump sum for diversions and repairing road doue in famine

one-third done and not half Js required have becn collected.

12. The estimate allowe

0 without measurements has been paid on this head.

A lamp payment of Rs. 90
i v
rmed me he was mever present and never B Sl ey

13. The contractor info
amy Naidn made measurements.
were made on information supplied by deputy.
15, 1t was thus easy to show expenditure, the fact that lump sum of Rs. 900 was paid
nts; whereas the contract agreement distinctly states that every payment was to
¢ should not have passed unchallenged by the Divisional eiis Khisolttane

It would appear that no real measurements were

Narayanasw
ever taken and bills

without measureme
be made on measuremen

See also para- 5.

‘ 15. ‘The delay and difficulties thrown in the way by the late Northern Sub-divisional
mmense trouble; an i :
llkonda Sub-divisional Officer, when Mr Fletcher, the Con-

Officer have cansed : dea of true state of affairs only came to light at eud of
May after the inspectiou by the Russe
tractor, was requested by me to stack his materials.
the late Northern Sub-divisional Officer Narayanaswamy Naida had better come back and make

final bills ; he is nOW preparing
I Mook has been done since the 18th May, when the Overseers were verifying the

final bill will be serutinised by the Russellkonda Sub-divisional Officer.

And on ipspecting Attugodo I decided that

them for work doue in April 1896.

materials. The
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17. I may here remark that similar procedure was adopted by Narayanaswamy Naidu
all over his Sub-division. Estimates have been exceeded and high rates paid. In two instances
that have come to notice in Koitada tank, Bodogoda estate, rough-stone was paid for at Rs. 3 per
100 e. ft., whereas Re. 1 is ample. At Rughumu earthwork as shown by the pits is about three
times the quantity estimated. It is probable that old pits have been scraped or cleared up ; a
piece worker claims that he was instructed to do the extra work by Overseer Pranatartibara Iyer in
late Northern Sub-division.

I have, &ec.,
11¢h July 1896, (Signed) M. LOAM,

Executive Engineer, Ganjam Division.

ENCLOSURE No. VI.

No. C-1.

From Overseer P. Naravaxaswany Naipu, of Surada works, to the Officer in charge,
Russellkonda Suab-division.

~ With reference to your endorsement No. 190!, dated 31st August 1896, I beg to submit
the following explanation :— ;

Paras. 2 and 3.—Regarding the difference noted by the Executive Engineer in paras. 2and 3,
1 beg to state that the mode adopted by me was to take measurements of the heights of the road
per mile where the proper formation of the road was made, then finding the cubical contents
and deducting the previous quantity of measurements paid up and also leaving a margin for the
final settlement of the measurement, I struck the figures of depth which I entered in my measuare-
ment book. This might be the cause of the disagreement between my figures and those of the
Hxecutive Engineer whose measurements might have been per mile per every section of 100 feet. 1
have also taken care that the estimate per mile is never exceeded.

Para. 4—The metal at the quarry was stacked and actnally measmed. As it is the identical
metal that was brought to the roadside, I measured it again by adopting that 3 cart-loads as they
were emptied in heaps as being equal to a cubic yard and gave the measurements upon the number
of heaps thus numbered. T had then taken care that metal measured at the quarry was brought
to the roadside before entered it in the accouuts as measurement on roadside, counting the number
of cart-loads and checking with the quarry measurements for my satisfaction.

Para. 5— As a matter of fact there is no excess rate or paymenton the whole. The rate of
Rs. 2-8-0 provided by me was the average struck both for the materials at the quarry and those on
~ the roadside, so that any apparent excess in vue will be equalised by the apparent deficiency in
the other. The material at the quarry was nearly equal to that at the roadside. The rate for
materials at the quarry is Re. 1-8-0 and for that on roadside varies from Rs. 2-6-0 to 3-14-0 according
. to the inadequately low rate provided for in the estimate and Rs. 2-14-0 to 5-10-0 according to proper
cartage rate suggested by me and approved by the Executive Engineer. So that the average of
Rs. 2-8-0 thus allowed uniformally to materials at quarry and on roadside conformably to the

various distances from different quarries may not be unreasonable.

1f, under the average rate of R~. 2.8.0, there is an-appavent excess payment of Re. I
per 100 c. ft. of materials at quarry thereis a gain of Rs. 3-2-0 where per 100 c. ft. at a place
where the rate is Rs. 5-10-0; Rs. 2-8-0 were paid as a set-off for the other. The little difference,

if any, was squared up when I submitted the final payment bill.

Para. 6.— In the return sent next after my letter referred to, I was not able to fix the cor-
vect figure regarding famine materials. But ever since the Executive Engineer fixed the figure and

sent the return for my guidance, I have been adopting that figure as famine material in all subse-

quent returns.

q

et

b}
Para. 7.—Already answered in mine of 26th June 1896, cut-stones,” &e.
Para. 8.—The type design was adopted as a standard with such alterations as the localities

needed.
Para. 9.—There is no estimate for the dimensions. T used my best discretion according to
the kind of stones procurable in the locality and provided the contractor with diagrams. Some of the

stones were not prepared according to my design, so the full rati_ was not paid for any subsequent

adjustment.

Para. 10.—1 beg to state that there was not enough of materials for six miles. Asa matter
of fact it may be sufficient for nearly a mile or so. I was never aware of the contents of any agree-
ment, nor was it communicated to me, and so conld not insist on the contractor to cart them first,
The contractor when asked in the ordinary course complained that he might suffer loss by the

cartage, he refused to cart them.

Para. 11.—It took me sometime to become aware of the existence of the famine materials

and of the available quantity.

I believe the contractor might have collected his own materials in the site referred to by
¢hat time. In alarge work like this I thought it unnecessary to defer the work until all the
materials are collected. A major portion of metal and limestone were collected, and by the time
the excavation of the foundation would be completed, the remaining materials would also have been
collected ; but for the discontent felt by the contractor at the difference in measurements made by
Mr. Narasimma Iyengar, the collection of materials would have been completed without any

hindrance to the work.

Para. 12.—On inspection I satisfied myself that the work of Rs. 900 and upwards had been
completed, so T paid Rs 900 with the view of subsequent adjustment.

Para. 13.—On two or three occasions Mr. Fletcher was present with me at .the time of
measurements ; on other occasions he sent his Assistants, Mr. Stewart and others. Apparently in his
anxiety to get more from Government, Mr. Fletcher misrepresented facts and stated he was never

“ present when I took measurements.

Para. 14.—1 was not aware of any contract agreement.

The full rate of packing rough-stone revetment is Rs. 4.8-0, of which Rs. 3 was paid as
part payment.

In the Rughumu Earth-work the estimated amount is about Rs. 300, of which that was
measured and paid for both by myself and the Estate Overseer under me was about Rs. 160, leaving
a balance of Rs. 140 to which alone the contractor is entitled under that head if he has completed
the work. In such case if any excess measurement was made by the Overseer now in charge of the

work, how reasonable is the blame to be attached to me for such excess measurement given by the

Overseer.

In conclusion, T may be permitted to state that for want of sufficient assistance compara-
tively to extensive Sub-division which I brought to the notice of the Executive Engineer in writing
on several occasions, I was not able to solely attend to a far better mode of the management of the
works than I could have done as I did without prejudice to my supervision business consisting of
works scattered all over the Sub-division.

From the above unless it occurred to my superiors that what T had done was all that could

have been done under circumstances that had attended upon me, all the detailed explanation of all

privations I had endured would only serve as vain effusion in the attempt of escaping the blame
for negligence of duty.
I beg, &c,,
7th September 1896. (Signed) P. NARAYANASWAMY NAIDU,

Overseer.
B

p PR

e REVST
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ENCLOSURE No. VII,

: Co;fy of let-;ter from. Ww. DEMORGAN, Esq., Executive Engineer, Ganjam Division, to the
Superintending Engineer, 1 Circle, dated 16th September 1896, No. 58-C ' :

With reference to your No. 528-G.N., dated 8th August 1896, T have the hononr to for

ward copy of explanation received from P. Nara i
- s yanaswamy Naidu, | ivisi
Officer, Ganjam Division, with the following remarks :— 2 g et

1. Instead of taking pit-measurements the Overseer measured the bank just as it
s it was

ik up.. = ma-ny places the bank was simply formed of clods like a field bund, as remarked 1
the Executive Engineer. For so doing, he had no excuse. Asa result hi ) arke ?Y
excess of what was actnally done. n1s measurements were in

2. This procedure was most ix:regu]a,r. We have nothin

The Sub-divisional Officer measured the material at quarry SR T Sl s y:
)

when, as far as I can gather, it actually

2 to a cubie
roadside, where even up to date much material remains unstacked ;ahrd, i Sl
. us

2000 cubic yards at quarry would be represented by 6000 heaps at roadsid
e.

was stacked, and then calculating that there are 3 cart-loads

from his point of view
Comment is needless.

3. The schedule rate for metal at i
quarry is Re. 1-8.0 per cubic
. ard. Th
delivered along the road Rs. 2-8.0. Apparently the Sub-divisional Off . e
the metal at quarry would be brought to the roadside sihae i leme iy

and pai £ 7
no reason why rates should he raised. nd paid accordingly. There is apparently

4. The Sub-divisional Officer’s state i
: ment is prob
the Execntive Engineer gave his orders in writing. ¢ “‘bly~c°"e°t, = anado

5. This is immaterial,

6. No dimensions are given in esti 1 v m . P
estimate which sim 1 h to
ply provides so ue
er stone.

7. 1 find on inquiry that there was probably enough metal §
ment the contractor was compelled to take this, £
compliance.

r about |} miles. By agree-
b 1 . y ag
ut. nobody appears to have insisted on his

No statement of famine materials a ;
ppeais to -have been o v 2
The Division office is responsible for this neglect. ks Roblivisinal Ofiicer,

8. This is more a question of disa i
greement with the ¢ =
plaint against Sub-divisional Officer. aavactor, than. a reason of com-

9. There is no excuse for this irregularity, Payments should S " 3
y have been made on

pit-measurements.

10. Here, we have M. Fletcher’s word against the Sub-divisional Officer’ '
as good as the other. Narayanaswamy Naidu was in charge of the work £ c;;r 8 one is probably
or about

is very improbable that he never made any acrual measuremen e 2] years, and it
i . Fletche

averse to measuring up io person, and Mr. Vencata Reddi Naida infornrs me o ;l ap;?]eam; tobbe
. r. Fletcher bas

twice made appointments to measure up, and then excused himselt on the ground of i

sent a cooly deputy. As far as I can ascertain no copy of the contract e of sickness, or
Sub-divisional Officer, and for this again the Division office is responsible. Theas sent to the
Officer p{pght however to Liave had sufficient sense to ask for a copy.

Sub-divisional

11. This refers to some Estate work in Dharakota and does not concern the Boi Road
* » Boirany Road.

In my opinion much blame cannot be attached to P. Narayanaswamy Naidu Heis not a f
» man o

much energy or resource, and quite unfit for charge of a Sub-division.

He does not \appear to have received assistance from either the Executive Engineer or the
Division Office, and only the most shipshod arrangements for carrying on the work appear to have

been made.

7

It is probable that these irregular payments are made to assist the contractor to funds, of
The matter might have been squared up after

which he appears to have been in want at the time.
As it resulted, the contract

the material was regularly stacked and proper measurements taken.
was properly cancelled, and everything found to be in cont’usion.‘
(True Copy.)
(Signed) J. C. LARMINIE,

Superintending Engineer, I Circle.

10th July 1897.

ENCLOSURE No. XL
Memorandum, No. 676—G.L.

With reference to petition of the 7¢h instant from P. Nargdyanaswamy Naidu, Overseer on’
furlongh, he is informed that his case has been settled and cannot be re-opened again. He had full

opportunity of explanation.
(Signed) J. C. LARMINIE,

Canp DOWLAISHWERAM,
Superintending Engineer, I Oircle.

20th November 1897.

ENCLOSURE No. XIIL
No. 281-C.
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

MEMORANDUM.

Dated 17th January 1898.

Overseer on leave, dated 27th November 1857.

From P. NARAYANASWAMY Naibu,

From the Superinteﬂding Engineer, 1 Circle, dated 8th December 1897, No. 766-G. M.

The petitioner, Overseer P, Narayanaswamy Naidu, will be informed that the Executive
: rts of him are so ba
was evidently fully justified. The Acting Chief Engineer declines to

anineer’s repo d that the punishment awarded him in Memo. No. 4481-C,
dated 27th November 1896,

interfere in the matter.
(By Order.)
(Signed) S. MURRAY,

Acting Deputy Chief Engineer.

PRINTED BY SRINIVASA, VARADACHARI & 0., MOUNT ROAD, MADRAS—d4s2-98.



TESTIMONIALS.

ENCLOSURE No. IL
No. 1.

The District Engineer is very glad that Mr. Milne is able to give such a favourable report
of Sub-Overseer P. Narayanaswamy Naidu, and when opportunity occurs will gladly take his claim

for promotion into consideration.

Narayanaswamy Naidu is a passed Overseer and is therefore eligible to the post of Taluk
* * * *

Qverseer. "“ ” g
CUDDALORE, p) (Signed) H. R. MEAD, Maior, R.E,
11¢h October 1878. S District Engineer.

No. 2.
I have been well satisfied with, Sub-Overseer Narvayanaswamy's work during the eleven
months he has been in the Tindivanam Division. He is a good Surveyor and neat Draughtsman
and is deserving of promotion and increase of pay.

Signed) J. M. BELL,
13th October 1879. Eaecutive Engineer.

No. 3.
I have known Sab-Oversser P. Narayanaswamy Naidu on and off since 1 came to the South
Arcot District about a year ago. T have inspected many works executed under his orders in both
the Tindivanam and Tyinomallai Taluks, and have invariably found them satisfactory. He holds a

Taluk Overseer’s certificate and I consider him well qualified for the work in every respect. He

bears a good character. v * * * 5 &

TRINOMALLAL % (Signed) J. B. SANDERSON,

9841, February 1880. Supervisor, Tindivanam Sub-Division.

No. 4.

Loeal Fand Overseer Narayanaswamy Naida, who has been allowed to take up an appoint-
ment in the Public Works Department, has worked under my orders for the last 5 years, during
which time I had every reason to be perfectly satisfied with him. He isa very good Surveyor and
Leveller and is active and intelligent and in every way a deserving man, and I hope he will
eventually be perma,nentl y taken on in the Pablic Works Department.

CUDDALORE,

% (Signed) R. E. NORFOR, C.E,
Ath May 1885.

Local Fund Engineer, South Arcot.

No. 5.
The Overseer worked well and did all that was required for the protection of the different
works.
(Signed) J. A. POWER, CoNDR.,
16th November 1887. Sub-Divisional Overseer,




| o

s ———
: 2

J : The undersigned is glad to have such a good account of this Overseer.

Signed) C. VII !
3 18tk November 1887. Cigges) INC.ENT'
Eaecutive Engineer, s

No. 6.
The arrangements of the out-houses, garden, &ec., was discussed. The work is in good
o ¢ 0

progress.
(Signed) C. VINCENT
25¢h July 1888. Brecutive BEngineer,

True extract forwarded to Overseer P. Narayanaswamy Naidu for information

(Signed) J. A. POWER, Ligvr.,
98th July 1888, Assistant Engineer,

No. 7.

During the past years, this Overseer worked well, and since the cyclone worked very well

-
2

He deserves credit for the manner in which he carried out orders of the Executive Engineer and Sub

divisional Officer at Mahabalipuram.
(Signed) J. A, POWER, Liguy.,,

2nd December 1888. Assistant Hngineer.

True extract forwarded to Overseer P. Narayanaswamy Naidu for information.
(Signed) J. A, POWER, Ligur.,
3rd December 1888 Assistant Engineer,

No. 8. ' 'f

As the Military Secretary to His Excellency the Governor states that His Exce]lency is §

pleased at the good arrangements made for conveying him to the Seven Pagodas, the Executive
Engineer herewith places on record his appreciation of the zeal and energy shown by Overseer

P. Narayanaswamy Naidu on this oceasion.
(Signed) A. 8. RUSSELL,

23rd January 1892. Eaecutive Engineer,

No. 9.
3 " The arrangements made by Overseer Narayanaswamy Naidu and the Whaprf Superin.-
tendent, Madras Basin, at sliort notice for arranging for the trip of a party from the Government
House have been most satisfactory, and reflect great credit to those concerned.

(Signed) A. S. RUSSELL,
Ezecutive Engineer,

GG AR

20¢h January 1893.

£ | ENCLOSURE No. III. : |

No. 1. |
SPECIAL REPORT. 1

et

P. NARAYANASWAMY NAIDU,
Overseer, Southern Canal.

i

A

: o

This Overseer has done very good work on Southern Canal, and has recently been jp *

charge of the building of the rest-house at Seven Pagodas, which he has carried out in a mog !

satisfactory and expeditions manner. He is a good Overseer, thoroughly deserving of promotion, . ;

(Signed) C. VINCEN {43
Haecutive Engineer,

,_.
e

17th December 1888.
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P NARAYANASWAMY NAIDU,

Overseer on leave,

<o
J. €. EAR MINIE, Esq,
Superintending Engineer,

‘ v | Qircle, WALTA

RESPECTED SIR, y
With reference to the Executiv
June 1897, T humbly beg to submit the foll
you will, with your wonted kinduess, forward the same to the Chief Engmeer W

your remarks.

In this letter the Execcutive Engineer states (I) that I was lazy in gen )
given me ; (II) that I feigned illness when I

e Engineer’s letter, No. 882 dated
owing explanation, and request

and passively opposed all orders
ordered on famine daty.
In regard to the '(I) charge,

e Engineer or Sub-Divisional officer, in what particular instans
except on one occasion in Feb

1 beg to submxb that I was never told ei

by the Executiv

was found lazy or neglected to carry out orders,

Jast when I applied for leave. The perusal of my journals for the pemod an&
expenditure of over Rs. 30,000 incurred on works in my charge will clearl ‘
vince you whether trae or not I conducted my duties during the tune with

‘and energy.

As to the charge (II)
and Sub-Dmsnonal officer, although aware of my chronic ﬁlness by mw

 malarions district of Ganjam, insisted on my transfer, which I would ha
gone bub for the unfortunate accident. A perusal of the Oﬁml
official correspondenca between the District Medigal officer and thq
n the latter part of February and Macch lnpt

Engineer in my case i
anybody whether I was fairly treated in the matter orfob, iy




o
b J

1)
=l

As connected with this matter, I beg also to bring to notice that the
charge brought against me on a former occasion were not 80 formidable as would
appear ab first sight. In the Memorandum from the Chief Engineer, No. 4481-C
dated 27th November 1896 (paras. 3 and 4), I was charged with not having pre

perly measured up and thereby caused over-payment t0 contractors Messrs. Fletch

and Ghose and loss to Government.

In respect to this charge in addition to the detailed explanation already
submitted by me, I most respectfully beg to urge that the payment referred to wai
« Payment on account,” and not in final settlement, and all T have to do in such ¢
case as Qub-Divisional 0
done ; whether 1 have done this or not will be borne out by the fact that the sai(

g without doing ¢urther work were paid by the Executive Engine'e‘

r Rs. 1,400 over and above what I have allowed '

fficer was to use my discretion to gauge the value of worl

same contractor

ction for that work ove

after inspe
measurements. The above facts I need hardly add will

according to My rough
i hat t Executive Engi ? : ’ ‘
convince you b at the ingineer has made reports against me not ov

facts, but on the statements, either verbal or written, of Mr. Venkata Reddy, th
Sub-Divisional officer. To the same cause 1 should attribute the personal rem’ark
of the Executive Engineer which conclude his letter No. 882 of 9nd June 1897

In coneclusion, 1 beg to state that in my unfortunate case the Executiv

(Mr. deMorgan) had to dispose of as Superintending Engiveer my ex
and they were not therefore judged impartially, and the resuli', wa
uble punishment of the loss of Sub-divisional charge an

\

Engineer

planations,

that 1 was awardaed do
reduction in grade.

1 therefore humbly pray that you i i : 3 e

Y PERY you will review ray €ase from the beginnin,

and grant me such redress as you may deem proper.

1 beg to remain,
Sir,
Yours most obedient Servant, i
(Signed) P NARAYANASWAMY NAIDU,
< Overseer on leave,
Triplicane, Madic

[Tt/

<

C e a~m_;;i- /f(mg_/

e i et

PRINTED BY SRINIVASA, VARADACHARI & CO., MOUNT ROAD, MADRAS—27-11.97
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Triplicane, (Madras,
27th November 1867.

Jrom
P. NARAYANASWAMY NAIDU,

Overszer on leave,
TripLicANE, MADRAS.
To |
THE CHIEF ENGINEER,
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,

ENCLOSURE MADRAS.

(Through the Executive Engineer, Ganjam Divisi(ynd Superintending

Engineer, I Circle.)

RESPECTED SIR,

I beg most respectfully to submit copy of my petition, dated 30th July
1897, to the Superintending Engineer, I Circle, requesting him to submit my case
to you for reconsideration as I was awarded double punishment without the
nature of the charges against me having been fully intimated to me and without
my being allowed an opportunity of fully explaining myself, and to state that to
this petition I received a reply on the 25th instant, stating that my case cannot
be reopened and that I had full opportunity for explanation already.

But I beg to submit that 1 was not fully aware of the nature of the
charges against me until I received in July last copies of reports submitted by
the Bxecutive Engineer Mr. deMorgan against me, and I could not therefore have
had any opportunity for full explanation.

In these circumstances, I request that several points of my appeal and
explanation as contained in the enclosed petition may be reviewed at full length
and that justice be done to me.

For which act of kindness I shall as in duty bound BvER PRAY.

I beg to remain,
Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,
(Signed) P. NARAYANASWAMY NAIDU,

/ M %, / ‘ Overaefer.o'n leave,
CfCeconc

Fr gl Triplicane, Madras.
e e

A

PRINTED BY SRINIVASA, VARADACHARI & CO., MOUNT ROAD, MADRAS—27-11-97.
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_intending Engineer, I Circle.

- 4 Enclosure No. 3.

Hig Exeellencp the Right Hon'ble

SIR ARTHUR ELIBANK HAVELOCK, ccms. coie,
GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,

Fort St. George,
Thos #. ehint Bpiicoe w5~  MADRAS.
. Aeerchasy fo C, Pradruo
The humble petition of P. NARAYANASAWMY
NAIDU, late First-Grade Overseer, and North-
ern Sub-divisional Officer, Public Works De-

partment, Ganjam Division, now on Jurlough.

Mosr HuMBLY SHEWETH,

That Your Excellency’s humble petitioner being aggrieved by the order,
gl dated 27th November 1896, No. 4481-C,* of the Chief
* Enclosure No. 1.

Enclowdre 20 Engineer, Public Works Department, reducing him to the
post of a Second-Grade Overseer, most respectfully prays for that protection of
justice which Your Excellency in Council is pleased to accord to many an innocent
Public servant undeservedly plunged into the malice of their immediate superiors.

9. That the humble petitioner entered the service in 1877, as Local
Fund Sub-Overseer and continued in that capacity till 1885, when he was taken
on in Public Works Department, first as a Temporary Overseer on the special recom-
mendation of the then President, Local Fund Board, South Arcot, and baving by
his efficiency and integrity during the period of his service won the esteem and con-
fidence of his superiors gradually rose to the position of First-Grade Overseer and
was recently placed as an exceptional case in charge of a Sub-division in the
Ganjam Division by Mr. Inglis, Executive Engineer, and Mr. Wybrow, Super-

J} Enolosnxe Wo. 2. 3. That the humble petitioner has always borne

« Ag the Military Secre- : ; . S ;
e e e celluncy . B unblemished character in the discharge of his duties

states that His Excellency is : n i ¢ : : :

Bt bwed with the good ar- will be borne out from the c pies o testlmo.malsT ap
rEange?entsEmn‘}e :e * :a?;: pended hereto and from special recommendations made
xecutive Engineer plac ' : ;

on record his ap recli)atmn by the Executive Engineers in the half-yearly returns of

of the zeal and energy

shown by Overseer P. Nara- 1886, 1887, 1888, 1894 and 1895, of which the petitioner
yanasawmy Naidu. has been able to obtain a copy of only the report relating

to 1888.¢



2

- e }ipp’l‘hat the humble petitioner being well aware of the several instances

: y consequences of the Overseers’ and Sub-divisional Officers’ inter-
ference in the matter of contracts and contractors was very careful in keeping him-
s}x;alf a.loof and leaving the selection entirely in the hands of the Executive Engineer-
Rzzhll!:uloneD(.)r. t‘wo instances, Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu, Sub-divisional Officer;

ya Division, suggested that the petitioner should see that particular per-
son or persons get the contract in preference to some other person or persons, but

the humble petitioner with
: greatest respect for Mr. Ad: Nai
himself from such work. P r. Vencata Reddi Naidu excused

U e
e b%g; the' l.nfmble petitioner begs to submit that, subsequently, his
p -as Sub-divisional Officer and the Executive Engineer’s special re-

co}:nmendations above referred toroused the feelings of Mr+ Vencata Reddi Naidu
- - : :
who entertained since then a hatred against the petitioner

;. T i g4
ey Exechz.t u;} 18.96 the two divisions were amalgamated and placed in
was well u i "gmee” Mr. DeMorgan with whom Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu
ell acquainted while the petitioner wag quite a stranger to him

7. That Mr. Vencata Reddi Nai
: : 1 Naidu used his i el
and made the petitioner i e ;:an his influence with Mr. DeMorgan

ate
DeMorgan’s own statement in his o, us would appear from Mr.

: RE A No. 882, dated 2nd June 1897, to the
Enclosure No. 4. perintending Engineer, I Circle, that * he (petitioner)

had si
1;. simply to stop on the work all day and aftend to
r. Vencata Reddi Naidu's orders.”

8- Tha:t M[‘ Venc . ,
3 ata Reddi Naidu’ Jeh
was thenceforward far from official decoruulldu SRR SR e pat R
t]

petitioner from performing his duties free]y :
not without difficulty, he

and his orders almost restrained the
ade 1(nevert;hfaless the petitioner, though
ture of about Rs, 80,000 with the a ork so efficiently as to show an expendi-
Officer during the short period _Pproval and sanction of the very Sub-divisional
humble petitioner craves l:;hnof. of his charge of Surada Reservoir works. Here the
which strongl : e tavour of Your Excellency’s special notice to this fact

gly contradicts the statement of the Executive Engineer in para. 2 of his

+ Enclosure No. 4. I:eport,, .dated 2nd June 1897, No. 882,+ wherein he states
inter alia that the petitioner ’

9. That the Sub-divisional Q
: ficer Mr, Venca i Nai
: - ta Reddi Naid Iso
:;;sr:fr;sentn.ng matbers.t? Mr. DeMorgan, Executive Engineer ;o a{:t:)l ‘::?u:iie
nd against the petitioner, and the petitioner fearing he w’ould intrtfde] upon

Your Exce : : ;
. ellency’s valuable time begs to cite one obvious trinbii £ his mi
sentation or false statement against the petitioner ce of his misrepre-
3

was doing.'no good at Surada.”

viz,—
(2) In respect of work d
: : 'k doune while the petiti st
s.lonal Officer Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu stated in the ﬁrst};) E;:::;Znir "‘1’33 Sllb-dw}-
tioner had paid the Contractor in excess about Rs. 3,000 et

() He then on his own measure -
. ment stated that he
that it was not Rs. 3,000 but was only about Rs. 1,500 in excess Gt

Bt gl R

v
£
{

@

s
e
=
2
L >
=
il
b5

e

e e X £ A0SRl
IR =R s T

3
(¢) He stated a third time on his own measurement that he was

again wrong and that it was not even Rs. 1,500 but was only Rs. 700 in excess.

10. That the petitioner submits that even his third or last statement was
Executive Engineer Mr. DeMorgan after

proved to be false inasmuch as the
Jement of dues not only found that there was

his personal inspection at the final sett

no excess payment, but also allowed the same Contractor for the same work about

Rs. 1,400 over and above what had been paid by the petitioner.

That instead of calling upon Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu for an ex-

statement or making a thorough investigation
ng against the petitioner, the Executive Engi-

11.
planation for such deliberate false
as to the charges he wished to bri
neer Mr. Loar, who was in charge of the Division only for the time being, submitted
a hasty and arbitrary report against the humble petitioner in his letter No. 1932,

dated 11th July 1896,* to the Superintending Engineer
* Enclosure No. 5. charging the humble petitioner with the submission of

fictitious measurement in connection with the work on the Road from Kallicotta to

Boirany in the Ganjam Division.
representations of Mr. Vencata Reddi
para. of his report and probably, the petitioner humbly presumes,
of the permanent Executive Engineer, who was then Officiating Superintending

Engineer, and had thus an opportunity of disposing of the report himself.

12. That in support of the petitioner’s above statement, he begs to bring
e the fact that the said report was then and there sub-
| by Mr. DeMorgan in No. 454-G.N., of
rs during his tenure of office as

His report was entirely based upon the mis-
Naidu as would appear from the very first
at the suggestion

to Your Excellency’s notic
mitted to the Chief Engineer in origina
16th July 1896, with a view to dispose of the pape
Officiating Superintending Engineer.

13. That the Executive Engineer then forwarded a copy of the above
ed upon the petitioner for an explanation with a direction that unless
was submitted within 7 days, a report would be made to the Super-
hat the petitioner had no explanation to offer, and with a

report and call
an explanation

intending Engineer t
direction that the copy of the report furnished to the petitioner should also be

returned, but carefully avoided the fact that the Chief Engineer required the expla-
nation as would appear from para. 9 of the Chief Kngineer’s order under appeal
which fact the petitioner came to know only after the receipt of the said order.

14. That the petitioner in his explanation, No. C-1, dated 7th September
1896,+ most respectfully submitted the reasons for each item
+ Enclosure No.6. ¢ })is action noticed in the report, and showed that the

oments were not fictitious or improper as suggested in the report, but were

measur
r the eircumstances set forth.

prepared honestly and in good faith unde
15. That Executive Engineer Mr. DeMorgan in forwarding this explana-

tion to the Chief Engineer in his letter, No. 58-C, dated 16th

1 Enclosure No. 7. geptember 1896, admitted that ¢ Sub-divisional Officer’s

(petitioner’s) stutement is probably correct, that neither a statement of famine



3

materials nor contract agreement was furnished to the Sub-divisional Officer
(petitioner)”, that *“much blame cannot be attached to the Sub-divisional Officer
(petitioner)”, and that * the Sub-divisional Officer does not appear to have
““ received assistance from either the Executive Engineer or Divisional Office and
““only the most shipshod arrangements for carrying on the work were made.”
But in order to give strength to his report once made and which he apparently
found to be weak after perusing the petitioner’s explanation, he made all possible
stress on tl‘le only meagre charge of improper measurements, although in the result
he accepted the petitioner’s measurements and was unable to show by what sort of
cheék he found it to be excess, if any, or that there was any loss to Government, and

although he himself afterwards found the petitioner’s provisional measurements of
the work to be less and paid the same contractor for the same work about Rs. 1,400

more than what had already been paid by the petitioner (vide foot-note to enclo-

sure No. ®).* The Chief Engineer has not considered this
si:ngﬁ;iggrﬂ;e&;:;‘:fe%O‘;t important fact, as also the fact that when ¢ Payment on
account, wmeasurements I

7 € : o
B b ntoianiand and 7ot *“ Payment in final settlement” was made

in accordance with the Code g]l that the petiti inh-dixias
B Chea VLT, petitioner had to do as a Sub-divisional Officer

Vol. I, and the spirit of G. was to use his discretion and gauge the value of work
0. Nos 2216-W , 2668-W

- 11.892% 56.9.92° _ done; this is what the petitioner had done exactly in the case
in question.

16. That the Chief Engineer in his order, dated 27th November 1896,
No. 4481-C,T agreeing however in the view that the peti-
tioner received no help, that he was not furnished with copies
of contract agreement and statement of famine materials, and that no loss has accrued
to Government, simply repeated the Executive Engineer’s remarks that the peti-
tioner was unfit for a Sub-divisional charge which was quite unfounded and in-
consistent in the circumstaunces of the case and reduced him to the post of a Second-

Grade Overseer on the ground that the petitioner adopted an improper mode of
measurement,

+ Enclosure No. 1.

17. That the Executive Engineer Mr. DeMorgan finding that the re-
marks which went in favour of the petitioner in the said order might perhaps
weaken the report in case of an appeal by the petitioner to Your Excellency seems
to have resolved to ruin the humhle petitioner as will be seen from the personal
remarks made against the petitioner in Mr. DeMorgan’s further report, No. 882,

+ Basicense Wo 4 dated 2nd June 1897,} submitted to the Chief Engineer as

; required in para. 7 of the order above referred to.

18. That in the meantime the petitioner, partly owing to mental pain
and partly owing to the chronic disease he had contracted during his service in
the malarious parts of Ganjam, fell ill and was thinking of taking leave when the
Sub-divisional Officer Mr, Vencata Reddi Naidu, though well aware of the fact of
the petitioner’s illness, forwarded to the petitioner copy of the Executive Engineer’s

order, No. 214-C, dated 17th February 1897,§ directing Over-
o sl s seer Mr. David to take charge of Kukulabha works, but to

r

5

ame was struck off and the petitioner’s name
marked urgent, the name in the body bemg

.

. s
the petitioner’s surnrise Mr. l?avnd :
inserted in the dress portion only

et l-il t the said order which Your Excellency’s humble petitioner begs
19. Tha

.+ original will show clearly that the order signec? by the Exe(.:utlw-
pic Smelb‘m ;) gt.iirection to Mr. David and the alteration 1n t,be name in the
gt e °°'.‘ta‘“e(' : idetlltly made by Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu, apd will thus con-
s por'non wl?s iv in Council of the manner in which even the mojc;t imp(.)rtnnt
Vi‘llce YQ‘:; f{;‘i(;?ale:rgers were issued by Mr. Vencata Reddi Naidu, with a view to
and urge

m

Executive Engineer, supported his actions.

90. Mhat the humble petitioner then vespectfully represented the real

; it e
tate of his health and applied for leave of absence which they were not willing to .
sta

i xecutive
ant, and the official and demi-official correspondence between the Execu :
r . . . . ' e S
i‘noix’leer and the District Medical Officer, copies of which the petitioner refgt: :
th : he has not been able to procure, will show that the petitioner was not fairly
a

dealt with in the matter. _ . -
91. That the petitioner being insisted on by the Executive Engineer

d to take charge of another work, but unfortunately met with an accident
e J

proceed d was physically unable to proceed further.

his way an
fall on a rough rock) on 3 | o |
: 99. That thereupon the petitioner appeared before the District Medical

93.  That in submitting to the Chief Kngineer the further report 1'e.-
o g and 17 above, the Executive Engineer stated that the. peti-
i posed all orders and feigned illness
| remarks that he

ferred to in pa it
tioner was lazy in general and passively Op

. 501
vlLien ordered to go on Famine duty; he made also some persona
wh

: all his time idling and malinger-
i :oldy mass of unhealthy flesh and passes all his time idling : g
S ’ ” for any charge

1 <
all this in support of his general remark that he is “unfit

ing,” the petitioner most humbly

:n the Public Works Department, a remark which,
in ‘

i p i8 ¢ t) m“de fOI‘ the pll I
S C 18 m

oses of his reports against the humble petitioner- .
: 94, That the petitioner most humbly invites the favour of. Yourt th}\;
; ] =
Jlency’s kind attention to the tonie.of the said remarks, and begs to poll"t (;)ul.
ce eﬂcy " < N »‘.- %, . 4 . B 2 th very next 1e elieves
‘ o RN S ST 1 illness and 1n the very
. hé considérs his illness feigner g e 02
in one place ot ek T3 e ﬂesh, and 1t is for Your Kxcellency m Couneil to

g v 1 v i in the petitioner’s case on the
utive Engineer was acting

1 whether the Exec

Judge

i the misrepresen

f found by himself or on |
tOa(fff‘lts roMr Vencata Reddi Naidu out of personal spite.

ce ;
it : most res
the humble petitioner thereupon "

95. That et,he Superintending Engineer by petition, (}a.ted 30th July

1897,* and then the Chief Engineer by petition, dated 27th

L copgs B Nov;mber 1897,% to reconsider the petitioner’s case under

tations made by the Sub-divisional

pectfully requested

+* Enclosure No. 9.



;% 6 .

the circamstances set forth therein and in his explanation, but he regrets that the
former simply refused to reopen the case, in his No. 676, dated 20th November
1897,* while the latter relying entirely on the unfounded
statements of the Executive Engineer, who was then Super-
intending Engineer, and observing merely that the Execuative Engineer’s reports of
the petitioner were so bad that the punishment awarded him

was fully justified, declined to interfere in his No. 281-C,
dated 17th January 1898.+

* Enclosure No. 11.

+ Enclosure No.12.

26. That the humble petitioner most respectfully begs to submit that it

18 easy for a superior officer in independent charge to prefer a charge against his
- subordinate, but it is very difficult for the latter to refute it.

_ 27. That under, the circumstances submitted above the double punish-
ment inflicted on the humble petitioner, namely, his removal from the charge of a
Sub-division and reduction from the post of First Grade to that of a Second Grade
Overseer for an alleged improper measurement in the absence of any proof of
such measurement or loss to Government is unjust and not only creates an
undeserved stigma in the petitioner’s character, but it also causes great hardship
to the humble petitioner and his family at a time when he was with hopes of
obtaining a promotion as a reward for the meritorious services he had rendered in
the malarious parts and in connection with the road-work under Mr.

Inglis, who
for his part had his promotion recently.

28. That Your Excellency’s humble petitioner is a man of large family
and coming out of a respectable family. He does not venture for a moment to
dispute the discretion of the Chief Engineer to pass the order under appeal, but he

most respectfully and humbly solicits an impartial consideration and orders on his
case which he believes he failed to obtain from the Chief Engineer.

29. That the humble petitioner prays therefore that Your Excellency in
Council will be so graciously pleased as'to pass an order declaring that the humble

petitioner is not guilty of any mali fide act and directing his restoration to his
former position in office and grade.

That Your Excellency’s humble petitioner accordingly throws himself
entirely at Your Excellency’s mercy and as in duty bound shall

EVER PRAY.

. TRIPLICANE, )
5 “February 1898. §(8d.) P. NARAYANASAWMY NAIDU,
Overseer, P.W.D., on leave,
No. 10, Sawmi Pillai Street,
Triplicane, Madras.

PRINTED BY SRINIVASA, VARADACHARI & €O., MOUNT ROAD, MADRAS—1-2-98,
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