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MADRAS.

The most humble petition of Allagudda Chinna Sooriah Chetty.
late Police Inspector of Koilkuntla Taluq, Kurnool District. ;

+ Most Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the petitioner isa retired Police Inspector of Kurnool
District, he having been invalided for Government Service on 2nd
September 1891, by the District Surgeon and that he is at present on
receipt of a monthly pension of Rupees 48—1—9 (Vide Governmeat
Order, No. 55, Dated 23rd. January 1892.)

2 That the petitioner was first entertained in the Police
Department in 1863, as a Deputy Head Constable, that gradually by
good and approved service he was raised to the rank of a 2nd class
Inspector in 1881, and that in 1884, while in charge of the Pattikonda
Division as Police Inspector, his Division work was inspected by
Colonel Rolland, the then Deputy Inspector General, who having
found the detection poor in the Division, passed certain remarks against
the petitioner and his staff.

3. That on the strength of these remarks, the petitioner,
through his misfortune, was, in 1884, reduced from 2nd. class to 3rd
class temporarily (Vide enclosure A) and that in 1886, while serving
in the same Pattikonda Division as 3rd class Inspector, Mr. Egan, the
then Superintendent of Police. proposed to the Deputy Inspector
General the petitioner’s transfer to Koilkuntla Division and sent up,
accordingly, a transfer roll to the said officer for approval and sanction.

4. That tke said Deputy Inspector General while sanction-
ing the transfer roll above referred to, passed certain unfavourable
remarks, as the result of which the petitioner was again reduced (Vide
Enclosure B. ) from 3rd to 4th class, for no fresh offences committed
or recommendations made by the Superintendent of Police, but solely
because the name of the petitioner and the remarks made on his work
1n the inspection report of 1884, referred to in para 2 above, were
fresh in his mind at the time, while, unfortunately, the fact of having
already punished the petitioner by reducing him from 2nd to 8rd class
seems to have slipped from the officer’s memory.
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9. That the petitioner had, accordingly, appeared before the
Superintendent and was sent up to the District Surgeon for examination
and report as to whether the petitionér was fit for further service.

10. That the petitioner was, on examination, invalided by the
District Surgeon and that a recommendation was sent up for the peti-
tioner’s pension by the Superintendent of Police At the time of this
invaliding, the petitioner Was short of 9 months to complete the five
years’ service, since his repromotion to drd class.

11. That the petitioner hus put in an approved service of 23
years, 6 months and 21 days on the whole and that in ealenlating the
average pay of ths lust 5 years thereof, for purposes of pension, the
Tuspector General's Office took into account Rs. 75 per mensum, for
the period speut by him as the 4th class Inspector, when he was reduced
through the forgetfulness of the Deputy Inspector General. 1f, on the
other hand, Rs 100 were taken into account for shat period, instead of
Rs. 75, the average emolument would be Rs.100 and the moiety thereof
would be Rs50, or Rs. 1-14-3 in excess of the pension now gran'ed to
the petitioner. The Inspeetor General was also unwilling to recommend
the amouut of R3.50 as requested by the petitioner (Vide enclosure G)

. 12, That, if the petitioner nas not been punished twice for ona
and the same fault, as it was done through the admitted forgetfulness
of the Deputy Inspector General, he would have mamtained his 3rd
class Inspectorship at the time of retirement and thus would have
received a monthly pension of Rs. 50 instead of Ks. 48—1—9 as shewn
above or, if the furlough, asked for by the petitioner and which he was
entitled to, had been granted to him, the period of leave would have
counted towards pension and would have enabled the petitioner to
secure the full amount of Rs, 50 for his pension (vide note Acticle 531
of the Civil Service Regulations Chapter X1X.)

13. That the Petitioner as will be seen from his service Regis=
ter, has put in a total service of 28 years, 6 months and 21 days in the
Police Dapartment, having risen from a Deputy Head Constable’s place
and that there is nothiag against him throughout the same period exceps
the above mentioned reductions (Vide Enclosure H) caused by (a) poor
detection, for which lie was not solely responsible and (b) the admit-
ted forgetfulness of the Deputy Inspector Generaland which were due
to no fault'of his, own, or any recommendation of his immediate official
superior, the Superintendent of Police.

14, That at this distant date, the petitioner most humbly
begs the Right Honourable The Governor in Couneil, in his prerogative
and. in consideration of the petitioner’s past services, coupled with the

" admitted forgetfilness of the Deputy Inspector General and the refusal

of turlough which would have entitled him to half pension, to quash
the Députy. Ingpector Gener;iT‘s*,ren‘larks and reverse the Inspecter

General’s Order of 2nd rednction and grant the petitioner a pension

to the full amount of Rs 50 to which he would be entitled, if no such
9nd reduetion bad taken, place.

I5. That the following papers are submitted as enclosures.
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Enclosures.—
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