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WIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONORABLE
SIR ARTHUR ELIBANK HAVELOCK, G.C.M.G, GC.LE,
' GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,

FORT ST, GFRORGE,

MADRAS.

(THROUGH THE SUPERINTENDENT, MADRAS SURVEY, MADRAS.)

The humble petition of T. SriNIvAsA Racava-
CHARIAR, Retired Computer Draughtsman

of No. IV Party of the Madras Survey
Department.

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

1. That Your Excellency’s humble petitioner joined Government
service in the Madras Survey Department on the 18th April 1879, and was serving
the same till 5th March 1897 when he was invalidated from service on account of
his ill-health.

2. That petitioner had a total service of 17 years and 101 months, of
which for the last 7 years and 2 months he had been drawing Rs. 50 per mengem.

8. That the Superintendent, Madras Survey, has submitted his applica-
tion for pension to Government for orders.

4. That from a perusal of the entries in the Service Book of the peti-
tioner, Your Excellency in Council may note that, within hi.s total service of 17
years and odd, he had been fined thrice at Rs. 5 on each o-ccasml.], and that he had
been reduced from Rs. 20 to Rs. 16 in the early part of his service.

5. That petitioner prays that Your Excellenc_.y in Cou.ncil n?a,y be gracious-

ly pleased to pass the full amount of pension to which he is entitled und.er the

les. and that the entries in his Service Book above referred to may n.ot 1.n any

i "nﬁuence Your Excellency’s mind in passing the pension craved for, in view of
:;Zyc;rcumstances set forth in the ensuing paragraphs in explanation thereof.

6. That, as regards the reduction of petitioner’s pay a.bove referrfed to, he
begs to state that an appeal petition fully setting forth his explanation was
submitted to the then Superintendent, Colonel H. T. Roge';rs, R.E.,,on Z?th January
1885. But unfortunately for petitioner he declined to interfere on his behalf as
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he probably believed that he (petitioner) had not given him satisfaction. (Vide
Superintendent’s letter, No. %, dated 26th February 1885, to the Deputy Super-
intendent, No. V Party, communicated to petitioner in Deputy Superintendent’s
No. 4, dated 3rd March 1885.) (Exhibit I). Petitioner did not think it advisable to
appeal to higher authorities as he had to serve in the same department again.
However, the fact remains that petitioner was promoted subsequently on several
occasions by W. Beaumont, Hsq., the very officer who had reduced petitioner. At
any rate, his petty reduction on any particular oceasion or occasions will not,
petitioner ventures to submit, go to affect his character or conduct in any way,
which alone has to be taken into consideration in passing orders on claims for
pension.

7. That, as regards the fine of Rs. 5 inflicted on petitioner in August 1888
by H. Gompertz, Esq.,the then Deputy Superintendent, he begs to explain asunder:—

He was fined Rs. 5 for alleged “ breach of discipline supported,” as it is
said, “ by deceit and falsehood.”

The circumstances connected with this maftter are that in 1888, when
petitioner’s office was at Coimbatore, he, as plaintiff, had a civil suit pending
in the District Munsiff's Court, Poonamallee, in the Chingleput District, for a
sum of Rs. 1,200 which was posted for hearing on the 18th August, 1888.’ His
Vakil’s intimation requiring his presence at Poonamallee on the said 18th August
1888 having reached petitioner only on the previous (17th) noon, he had to start
at 2 .. from office without taking leave for fear that leave would not be granted
to him for the purpose, as it had been peremptorily ordered that he should not ask
for any further leave (Vide Order, No. 255, dated 24th July 1888, herein enclosed.)
(Exhibit IT). He reached Poonamallee the next morning and returned by the same
evening, through Pothanur, where, after alighting to answer calls of nature on
Sunday (19th) morning, he left for Coimbatore by road having missed the train at
Pothanur and reached it immediately and reported the circumstances that very
evening to the then Deputy Superintendent in his report, dated 19th Aucust
1888, herein enclosed (Exhibit III). In the meantime, most unfortunatelyofor
petitioner, the Deputy Superintendent went a little out of his way and apparently
sent a peon in search of petitioner to his house and finding him not there, sent him
again to the Railway station to await his (petitioner’s) arrival. Besides, one
Kristna Row, a co-official and an enemy of petitioner, started to watch his
(petitioner’s) movements, as if he were a malefactor, and reported that he met
petitioner at Pothanur Railway Station. On receipt of petitioner’s report above
referred to, the said Deputy Superintendent passed his Order, No. 195 of 22ud
August 1888, (Exhibit IV) fining him Rs. 5 for alleged ¢ breach of diseipline
supported,” as it is said, “ by deceit and falsehood ” being of a mistaken impression
that petitioner uttered a falsehood in informing him that he (petitioner) had
travelled from Pothanur to Coimbatore by road as he had missed the train at
Pothanur while answering calls of nature, inasmuch as he (Deputy Superin-
tendent) believed that the train bad stopped at Pothanur for full half an hour to

enable him to cateh the train.
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Your Excellency’s humble petitioner craves perusal of the said Order

(Exhibit IV) which will go to show how unique and out of the way it stands.
Petitioner absented withoat leave for one day and that is all that he has done ;
while so, he regrets he is not able to understand what deceit he has practised
or what falsehood he has uttered. Even granting that petitioner left Pothanur
by road to escape the movements of the detective the said peon, and also of Kristna
Row, it does not in the least disprove the fact that petitioner had to alight at
Pothanur to answer calls of nature, This he had already submitted in his
explanation to the Deputy Superintendent, dated 31st August 1888, (Exhibit V).

" The mail train by which petitioner travelled to Pothanur on the morning of the 19th
August 1888 never used to stop at that station for half an hour as incorrectly
stated in the said order (Exhibit IV). Onthe other hand, it had been stopping
there during that month (August 1888) for only 19 minutes (Vide portions
marked A and B in red ink in pages 9 and 15 of the Madras Railway Guide for
Wy gust 1888) (Exhibit VI herein enclosed.) Besides, on the day in question, the
train arrived late at that station and left it at the usual time, so that there was not
" the usual interval of even the said 19 minutes for passengers to change the trains.
Thus it will be evident that the Deputy Superintendent’s conjecture that petitioner
had time enough to answer calls of nature is unfounded. This very explanation,
among others, has been submitted to the Deputy Superintendent then and there in
petitioner’s review petition, dated 31st Angust 1888. (Exhibit V.) Your Excellency
in Council will thus see, as already stated, that beyond absenting himself without
leave for one day and that, under exceptionally peculiar circumstances, petitioner did
nothing else, and it is a question for Your ‘Excel]en.cy’s merciful consideration
whether this is a matter at all to be taken notlc? f)f while passing orders on claims
for pension especially, when it is seen that pet.ltlon.er ha:d already been punished
for it with fine. Petitioner also begs to mention in t].ns connection that he had
presented to the then Deputy Superintendent, T. A. Tomlinson, Esq., (H. Gompertz,
Esq., having been immediately, .., 'in'October 1888, tr?usferred from No. V
Party), an appeal petition for submission to the Sup.emntfan.dent, .againsb the
smposition of the said fine, for fear that such an ord.er mlght‘. mnjure his prospects,
accompanied also with a request that he may Pe provided V.Vlth *? post of Rs. 50 then
vacant in the very office. That officer prorm‘sed to s.lppomt him for the said post
oturned his appeal petition to the petitioner without forwarding the same to

dr st i i
:l?e Superintendent. He subsequently appointed him to the said vacancy of Rs. 50
éhich the petitioner continued to hold till he was invalidated, and further stated that the
which th :

omotion itself would have the effect of effacing the remarks in his Service Book in

1« 1 P AL 5 . A . .

X pomwction with the tmposition of the said fine. Yielding to the advice of the said
0ﬁic;r whom he had to continue to serve, petitioner refrained from pressing his
o

appeal to the Superintendent.
8. That, as regards the fine of Rs. 5 inflicted on 30th January 1896,

petitioner begs to explain as follows : —
On the 24th January 1896, a petty misunderstanding arose between

petitioner and his fellow official of equal rank and pay as himself, viz., the Head



9. That, ag regards the last fine of Rs. 5 infl
4th February 1896, he begs to state that on 30th J
Clerk above referred to agked petitioner for ceptq;
him for Purposes of calculation ip the matter of botalling
to which petitioner replied that they had been destroyed being 1},
randa prepared by him for hig OWn private uge g
in the book maintained for the purpose. The correspondence relating ¢, the
matter is detailed in Exhibit X herewith filed. Thereupon, the Heaq Clerk
made a report to the said officer, the contents of whigh pe
unaware of, on which he (the said officer) Passed his QOrdep
dated 4th February 1896 (Exhibit XI), herewith attached, fining Petitioney
Rs. 5 for alleged « refusal to hand oyep the said rough papers,” From g perusal
of the said Order, Your Excellency in Council will see that the off

certain figures,

Ut rough memc.
nd ag entries had been made

titionep I8 still
No. 0.B, 135,
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That petitioner submits that the fines apove refef'red to ;hou]c? 1;0:

p: in the Service Book at all which is purt?ly mtende.a to giv f
e e ’s official career. If the officer passing the said ordfs-rs 0
i Tt Pef'sf’n that they should have specifically been enterefi in t.;he
- AR Opmllodnhé,ve so stated, and in the absence of any such direction
Jome Eodb S"h‘-)“ tremely uncharitable to have allowed such entries to have
ol S e oy el’t ; Book, as it is the chief material on which orders for
oot i i Se;tw'c Z here ,be stated that in this Department, the entries in.the
g pa'ssed. 1 'I)Zei?:zq made then and there by the officer whose service it is a
idrebg. Znsltle a(o;zg{le by ‘s:ome clerk who isin charge of all the Service Bt?oks .of the
Sriund m'(.z usua-fand the 's'z'qnature of each ofjicial is generally obtained in his res-
wh‘;l'e ef;:;l"zﬁ:jlgfj;k at ra;i(l¢)7;z onee in several years,
pective Servie

-

There is also another entry in the k%e'rvice Book which is to Ith:te-aﬁe::

1ti has béen unfavourably reported on.by Mvr. Hatchell. 'elion-
B is knowledee there was no such official report, and that DhlS'E‘l s.o Ts
s t'hib tfoe:lx::ryn:hat sZould have been recorded in the Service Book. This is
not the sort o

'
hine mo i g i ial whi h is expressl
1 e than petitioner Sllbmlts, a sort Of teStll’nOﬂl']l hlc p y
nothi S r ]

forbidden to be entered in the Service Book. .

['hat from a perusal of petitioner’s Service Book, Your Excellencynm

2. Tha Sé \ il iy

' 11? bserve that he is reported to have exceptional capabilities and intell;
Council will obs

. 13. That according to the old rules for pension containedin Civil P::ZZ'IT
o that were in force at the time when he entered Governme =
Code, 4th Edltlo.“’ itled to Rs. 16-10-8 or } of his average emoluments ?f Rs 50,
¥ise, pefitioner is en; s neew rules or under Article 518 (1) of the Civil Service Regu-
" while, a(;]cO::S‘:!i itf,(;etd io Rs. 12-8-0 or i of his average emoluments.
lations, he

14. That petitioner has already requested Your Ex;;l;ency t:;it rf;; tl;z
A his petition to Government, dated 6th Mayl > pens. . g
fomae gwer.J . P the old rules. In addition to the said reasons, petltt?ner e?gs
granted to hl.m under tl:: new rules were introduced only in 1888, i.e., nine
to add herexn. .thab tered service, that the said rules bave. been held not to
years after iy s e: herever they happened to act prejudicially upon Govem‘l-
have retrospective eﬁecd “fn the report of the Civil Service Committee held in
ment servants as Sta}:e_ rrlnaﬂ Sir John Gorst, Under Secretary of State 'for India,
London in 1890. by ,C ?‘1”; ; to, Local Governments to examine into the merits oftfaa](lsh
g and that q,screthT:1 lzsiertaiﬂ Wl;ebhel', in their opinion, the party has subs:ansfmz
individual case an oduction of the new rules, and if so, to award the par y =
suffored b).r e mtrd ;Totiﬁcation of the Government of India based t.xpon the d.e 1b-
compensa“o; : (Z:'tcof the said Uncovenanted Civil Service Committee published
erations and rep

1236 of the Fort St. George Gazette, dated 15th December 1891).
at page 12

I 1 1 1

forced, he will be a material loser by Rs. 4-2-8 per mensem.
en ;
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15. That in view of the facts set forth above, petitioner prays that Your
Excellency in Council will be graciously pleased to pass his pension for Rs 16-10.8, -

being % of his average emoluments of Rs. 50.

16. That lastly, petitioner begs to submit, for favorable orders, with enclo
sures, a copy of the petition forwarded through the Superintendent, Madras Survey

For thisact of charity and kindness, Your Excellency’s humble petitioner
will, as in duty bound, ever feel grateful and pray.

MADRAS,

8th Qctober 1897.

Your Excellency’s humble petitioner
Most respectfully begs to remain,
Your Excellency’s most
obedient and humble servant,

} Retired Computer Draughtsman No, IV
Party, Madras Survey,

LIST OF EXHIBITS.

EXHIBITS.
No.
No. DETa1Ls.
. ; 59
£ I Supermten‘dent s Letter No. 3, dated 26th February 1885, to the Deputy
Superintendent, No. V Party, Madras Survey.

2. 1114 Deputy Superintendent’s Order No. 255 of 24th July 1888,

3. 11I. Petitioner’s Report dated 19th August 1888.

4. IV. Deputy Superintendent’s Order No. 195 of 22nd August 1888,

5. V. Petitioner’s Review petition dated 31st Augnst 1888.

6. VI Madras Railway Guide for August 1888.

7 VIL Special Deputy Collector’s Order No. $§, dated 27th January 1896.

8. VIIIL. Petitioner’s Report dated 24th Jannary 1896.

9. IX. Special Deputy Collector’s Order No. O.B. 115 of 30th January 1896.
10. . 4} Correspondence between Petitioner and Head Clerk, dated 30th ~

January 1896.

1L XI. Special Deputy Collector’s Order No. O.B. 135 of 4th February 1896.
12. XII. Order of Superintendent, Madras Survey, dated 13th June 1896.
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MADRAS.

/ (THROUGH THE SUPERINTENDENT, MADRAS SURVEY, MADRAS.)

The humble petition of T. SrINIVASA RAGAVA-
CHARIAR, Retired Computer Draughtsman
of No. IV Party of the Madras Survey
Department.

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

1. That Your Excellency’s humble petitioner joined Government
service in the Madras Survey Department on the 18th April 1879, and was serving
the same till 5th March 1897 ‘when he was invalidated from service on account of
his ill-health.

9. That petitioner had a total service of 17 years and 10} months, of
which for the last 7 years and 2 months he had been drawing Rs. 50 per mensem.

3. That the Superintendent, Madras Survey, has submitted his applica-
tion for pension to Government for orders. \

4. That from a perusal of the entries in the Service Book of the peti-
tioner, Your Excellency in Council may note that, within hi.s total service of 17
years and odd, he had been fined thrice at Rs. 5 on each c{c'casmx.l, and that he had
been reduced from Rs. 20 to Rs. 16 in the early part of his service.

5. That petitioner prays that Your Excellenc)'r in Cou.ncil nfay be gracious-
ly pleased to pass the full amount of pension to which he is entitled und'er the
\,-ules, and that the entries in his Service Boo?c above ref.erred to may n.ot m any
way influence Your Excellency’s mind in passing the pfansmn crav?d for, in view of

the circumstances set forth in the ensuing paragraphs in explanation thereof.

6. That, as regards the reduction of petitioner’s pay a.bove referrfad to, he
begs to state that an appeal petition fully setting forth his explanation was
submitted to the then Superintendent, Colonel H. T. Roge?rs, R.E.,on 2?(711 January
1885. But unfortunately for petitioner he declined to interfere on his behalf as




he probably believed that he (petitioner) had not o
Superintendent’s letter, No. % dated 26th Februar
intendent, No. V Party, communicated to petitioner in Deputy

any rate, his petty reduction on any particular oceasion
petitioner ventures to submit, go to affect his character o

which alone has to be taken into consideration in passin
pension.

Or occasions wil] not,
r conduet in any way,
g orders on claimg for

7. That, as regards the fine of Rs. 5 inflicted

on petitioner in August 1888
by H. Gompertz, Esq., the then Deputy Superintendent, i

he begs to explain asundep:—
He was fined Rs. 5 for alleged

breach of discipline Supported,”
said, “ by deceit and falsehood.”

as it ig

The circumstances connected with this matter ape that in 1888 when
petitioner’s office was. at Coimbatore, he, as plaintiff, hga :

d a civil gujt :
~in the District Munsiff’s Court, Poonamallee pending

s in the Chinglepu District, for 5

at 2.P.M. from office Withou.t taking leave for feax: that leave would not be granted
o ok e 7 b
> ) » herein enclosed. )
(Exhibit II). He reached Poonamallee the next morning and returned by the same
evening, through Pothanur, where, after alighting to answer calls of nature on
Sunday (19th) morning, he left for Coimbatore by road having missed the train at
Pothanur and reached it immediately and reported the circumstances that very
evening to the then Deputy Superintendent in hig report, dated 19th August
1888, herein enclosed (Exhibit ITT). In the meantime, most unfortunately fop
petitioner, the Deputy Superintendent went a little out; of his way and apparently
gent a peon in search of petitioner to his house and finding him not there, sent him
again to the Railway station to await his (petitioner’s) arrival. Besides, one
Kristna Row, a co-official and an enemy of petitioner, started to watch his
(petitioner’s) movements, as if he were a malefactor, and reported that he met,
petitioner at Pothanur Railway Station. On receipt of petitioner’s report above
referred to, the said Deputy Superintendent passed his Order, No. 195 of 22nd
August 1888, (Exhibit IV) fining him Rs. 5 for alleged “breach of discipline’
supported,” as it is said, * by deceit and falsehood being of a mistaken impression
that petitioner uttered a falsehood in informing him that he (petitioner) had
travelled from Pothanur to Coimbatore by road as he had missed the train at
Pothanur while answering calls of nature, inasmuch as he (Deputy Superin-
tendent) believed that the train had stopped at Pothanur for full half an hour to
enable him to catch the train.
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Your Excellency’s humble petitioner craves perusal of the sa..id Order
(Exhibit IV) which will go to show how unique and o.ut of the way it stands:
® Petitioner absented without leave for one day and that is all' that he has do'ne)(ii
. while so, he regrets he is not able to undersb?:nd what dec-e}t he has practise
hat falsehood he has uttered. Even granting that petitioner left Poth.anur
54 d to escape the movements of the detective the said peon, and also of Kristna
e roa:t doo:s ngb in the least disprove the fact that petitioner had to alight at
];ZZI;:]ur to answer calls of nature, This he had already submitted. i'n his
explanation to the Deputy Superintendent, dated 31st August 1888.. (Exhibit V).
The mail train by which petitioner travelled to Pothanur on the mornin g ?f the 19th
August 1888 never used to stop at that station for half 3 hour as mcorrec.tly
sta:ed in the said order (Exhibit IV). Onthe other ha.nd,. it had be.en stop}.)mg
there during that month (August 1888) for only 19 minutes : (Vide pf)rtlons
marked A and B in red ink in pages 9 and 15 o? the Madras Rm.lwuy Gl.nde for
August 1888) (Exhibit VI herein enclosed.) Besides, an the day in questiou, the
traion arrived late at that station and left it at the usual time, so that there was .nob
the usual interval of even the said 19 minutes .for pa’ssengers.to ch.ange thg .tr:ams.
Thus it will be evident that the Deputy Superintendent’s co?]ef:tut-e that petlblo'ner
had time enough to answer calls of nature is unfounde.d. This very explaln;atlorl,
among others, has been submitted to the Deputy Supermt.;en‘:dent then and t lelare in
titizner’s review petition, dated 31st August 1888. (Exhibit V:) Yczur Exce' ency
Pe C il will thus see, as already stated, that beyond absenting himself without
;Zav: l;:: one day and that, under exceptionally peculiar circ’:umstan.ces, pebib.ioner (.iid
hing else, and it is a question for Your Excellen8y’s merciful conmdeyat.lon
:(;:e:hi bhis’is a matter at all to be taken notice ?f while passing orders on cl'alms.
ion especially, when it is seen that petitioner had already.been punished
a Pem}']t,h fine. Petitioner also begs to mention in this connection that he had
& 1tn‘tvelzd to'the. then Deputy Superintendent, T'. A. Tomlinson, Esq., (H. Gompertz,
e havine been immediately, i.e., in October 1888, transferred from No. V
Ezgé}),a:n rnappeal petition for submission to the Sup.erint?n.dent;]-against t:;l:
imposition of the said fine, for fear that such an ord.er mlg:ht injure hig pr-ospe}c: A
anied also with a request that he may be provided with a post of Rs. 5-0 then
ﬂccomp_ he very office. That officer promised to appoint him for the said post
ey ]; ‘}: ya eal petition to the petitioner without forwarding the same to
o I‘etm‘flet (:'ntpp He ‘subsequently appointed him to the said vacancy of Rs. 50
the‘ Superrs e“ ' | . - tinued to hold till he was invalidated, and further stated that the
- [J.“—" Pf““‘-’""" C(;?; have the effect of effacing the remarks in his Service Book in
promom'on lt:q.;;{t;:):ui;zpositinn of the said fine. Yielding to the advice of tl.le saifi
cgnm::\:;; he had to continue to serve, petitioner refrained from pressing his
cer :

appeal to the Superintendent.
8. That, as regards the fine of Rs. 5 inflicted on 30th January 1896,
petitioner begs to explain as follows :—

On the 24th January 1896, a petty misunderstanding arose between
titioner and his fellow official of equal rank and pay as himself, viz., the Head
petiti
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Clerk, in the course of which the latter reported to the ‘Special Deputy Colleet
ector

for Survey that petitioner had failed to hand over to him certain book when asked ¢
f hich the sai i wey
or, on which the said officer passed his Order, No. %, dated 27th January 1896, o

herein enclosed, (Exhibit VII) directing petitioner t ith hi
request. & pasitionsr i omply avithvisis (ot Chkis)

Before the receipt of the said order and : i
Head Clerk made the said report and without any kzzv::g;zm; ti:b:a?;e Whl?lf e
on. his Part not being able to brook the Head Clerk’s conduct in connecti:)rfl)etl'tmner
said misunderstanding, reported the same to the said officer. (Vide co m:h t.h'e
tioner’s report to Special Deputy Collector, dated 24th January 1896 Ey i 5
closed.) (Exhibit VIIL) On receipt of petitioner’s report and ionor;n e‘;m h
previous order, the Deputy Collector passed another Order No. O.Bc.’ 115 g t l; it
January 1896, herein enclosed, (Exhibit IX) fining petitioner Rs 5’an 91130t‘h
« disobedience and obstructiveness.” It would thus be seen that on on;a and x.1;: =
subject two different orders are passed, and that bat for petitioner’s own i
(Exhibit VIII) he would not have been fined at all and hence there would h l'ell))ort’
no entry in the Service Book about this matter. s

S 9. That, as regards the last fine of Rs. 5 inflicted on petitioner on the
ebruary 1896, he begs to state that on 30th January 1896, the Head
Clerk above referred to asked petitioner for certain rough Paper; g5 ela)
him for purposes of calculation in the matter of totalling certain fi 5
to which petitioner replied that they had been destroyed being but rough Ii“l‘e&!,
randa prepared by him for his own private use and as entries had bien Z:::i) -
in the book maintained for the purpose. The correspondence relating to the
matter is detailed in Exhibit X herewith filed. Thereupon, the H:ad Cler]i
made a report to the said officer, the contents of which petitioner is still
unaware of, on which he (the said officer) passed his Order No. 0.B. 135
dated 4th February 1896 (Exhibit XI), herewith attached, fining petitionel’-
Rs. 5 for alleged « refusal to hand over the said rough papers.”” From a perusal
of the said Order, Your Excellency in Council will see that the officer has grossly
exaggerated the matter, that the rough papers referred to were nothing but pri-
vate notes prepared by petitioner for his own convenience and destroyed as soon
as entries were made in the book opened for the purpose, that there was no office
order to preserve such memoranda intact, that petitioner was in no way in-
subordinate or impertinent, and that the matter was purely a petty one for the

Deputy Collector to interfere and to pass orders on.

10. That appeals were preferred against the imposition of the last twe
fines of Rs. 5 to the Superintendent, on 13th March 1896, which he rejected in
his Order, dated 13th June 1897 (Exhibit XIT) i.e., after a period of one year and
three months from the date of appeal or more than three months after petitioner
retired from service. This Order reached petitioner only on 10th July 1897,
and he now takes this opportunity of appealing against the said Order in this

petition.

|
!

- general view of a person’s official career.

b

11. That petitioner submits that the fines above referred to should not
have found place in the Service Book at all which is purely intended to give a
If the officer passing the said crders of

fine was ever of opinion that they should have specifically been entered in the

Qervice Book, he should hav
in the said orders, it 18 extremely unc

found place in the Service Book, as it
here be stated that in this Department, the entries in the

o so stated, and in the absence of any such direction
haritable to have allowed such entries to have
is the chief material on which orders for
pension are passed. It may
Service Book, instead. of being made then and there by the officer whose service it 1s a
record of are usually made by some clerk who is in charge of all the Service Books of the
whole establishment and the signature of each official is generally obtained in his res-

pective Service Bool: at random once in several years,
i

There is also another entry in the Service Book which is to the effect
that petitioner has been unfavourably reported on by Mr. Hatchell. Petitioner
submits that to his knowledge there was no such official report, and that this also is
not the sort of entry that should have been recorded in the Service Book. This is
nothing more than, petitioner submits, a sort of testimonial which is expressly

forbidden to be entered in the Service Book.

12. That from a perusal of petitioner’s Service Book, Your Excellency in
1neil will observe that he is reported to have exceptional capabilities and intelli-

Con
gence.

13. That according to the old rules for pension contained in Civil Pension
Code, 4th Edition, that were in force at the time when he entered Government ser-
vice, petitioner is entitled to Rs. 16-10-8 or L of his average emoluments of Rs 50
while, according t0 the new rules or under Article 518 (b) of the Civil Service Reguz

lations, he is entitled to Rs. 12-8-0 or } of his average emoluments.

14. That petitioner has already requested Your Excellency that for the
reasons given in his petition to Government, dated 6th May 1897, pension may be
granted to him under the old rules. In addition to the said reasons, petitioner begs
to add herein that the new rules were introduced only in 1888, i.e., nine
years after petitioner entered service, that the said rules bave been held not to
have retrospective offoct wherever they happened to act prejudicially upon Govern-
ment servants as stated in the report of the Civil Service Committee held in
London in 1890 by Chairman, Sir John Gorst, Under Secretary of State for India,
and that discretion is given to Local Governments to examine into the merits of each
individual case and ascertain whether, in their opinion, the party has substantially
guffered by the introduction of the new rules, and if so, to award the party some
compensation. (Vide Notification of the Government of India based upon the delib-
erations and report of the said Uncovenanted Civil Service Commibteé published

at page 1936 of the Fort St. Geeorge Gazette, dated 15th December 1891).

In the case of the petitioner, it will be seen that if ‘the new rules are

enforced, he will be a material loser by Rs. 4-2-8 per mensem.
2
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15. That in view of the facts set forth above, petitioner prays that Your
Excellency in Council will be graciously pleased to pass his pension for Rs, 16-10-8
being % of his average emoluments of Rs. 50. : l

16. That lastly, petitioner begs to submit, for favorable orders, with enclo- ¢
gures, a copy of the petition forwarded through the Superintendent, Madras Survey

For this act of charity and kindness, Your Excellency’s humble petitioner
will, as in duty bound, ever feel grateful and pray.

Your Excellency’s humble petitioner
Most respectfully begs to remain,
Your Excellency’s most
obedient and humble servant,

/ / A ’ .
2 " ' ~
v

MADRAS, } Retired Computer Draughtsman No, IV ‘ k ' { g

8th October 1897. Party, Madras Survey,

{ )
K ;
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LIST OF EXHIBITS. ’ o
g
EXHIBITS. ¢
No. 1 _
No. DETAILS.
i b Superinten.dent’s Letter No. %’, dated 26th February 1885, to the Deputy
Superintendent, No. V Party, Madras Survey. i
2 II. Deputy Superintendent’s Order No. 255 of 24th July 1888. '
3. XLEE Petitioner’s Report dated 19th August 1888.
4, IV. Deputy Superintendent’s Order No. 195 of 22nd August 1888.
5. V. Petitioner’s Review petition dated 31st August 1888.
6. VL Madras Railway Guide for August 1888.
i VII. Special Deputy Collector’s Order No. £, dated 27th January 1896.
8. VIIIL. Petitioner’s Report dated 24th January 1896.
9. IX. Special Deputy Collector’s Order No. O.B. 115 of 30th January 1896.
10. X Correspondence between Petitioner and Head Clerk, dated 30th
January 1896,
11. XI. Special Deputy Collector’s Order No. 0.B. 135 of 4th February 1896. d
12. XII. Order of Superintendent, Madras Survey, dated 13th June 1896. 6 ,

PBINTED BY SRINIVASA, YARADACHARI & €0., MOUNT ROAD==MADRAS.




Order

Pension (189 / ) Department.‘

CURRENT No. § 2%

/

Dated 5%0/77

Received uffzy
Registered ——
Enclosures 12

Spare copies.

SUBJECT.
- w by ,,f/h;,,m.; Jomear i B
s )+ e gl ey e T
" s ek R e g B



	Image00020
	Image00021
	Image00022
	Image00023
	Image00024
	Image00025
	Image00026
	Image00027
	Image00028
	Image00029
	Image00030

