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¥ VENKATARAMAYYA NAIDU,
IxspECTOR OF POLICE,

GAJAPATINAGRAM DIVISION.

THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF PALICE,
MABRAS.
¢ Through the Proper channel. D

Most Honorep Si,
Wira reference to Memo No. 232 dated the 26th Ultimo from the Super-

intendent of Police, Vizagapatam District, directing me t0 submit my explanation
for the gross mis-management of the case in Gajapatinagram Station Register No.
69/1896 Sections 302 and 404 1.P.C., and making contradictory statements regard-
ing it to the Superintendent, T most humbly and respectfully beg leave to represent
as follows:—

9. In the memo under reference four questions have been raised against me,
and I submit here my explanation, seriatim.—

3. Regarding the first 1 am afraid it would be too much if I say more than
this.— _

The crime in question was committed on 15th August 1896, and was reported
on the 16th Idem: and the case was charged on the 22nd of the same month: the
Superintendent arrived in my Division at Grajapatinagram on the morning of 18th
August 1896 while the case Wwas under investigation. After his arrival the Super-
intendent questioned me about the case, and I related to him all about it as report-
ed in my Diary for 16th August 1896. He then asked me why Constables Nos. 665
and 352 suspected the accused. 1 gave him all the reasons that had been given to
me by the (Constables for suspecting the accused. The Superintendent there-upon
sent for the witnesses (including Narayanappah, the person named) in the case, en-
quired them personally, and noted down their statements.

What object can I have to make statements to the Superintendent not con-
sistent even with my Diary and Inquest Report that had already been submitted ?
If the Superintendent mis-understood me when I was relating to him 2ll about the

. case, I submit, 1 should not be made responsible for it. The reasons given me by

the Constables (Nos. 665 and 352), who were living near the house of the accused,
for suspecting the accused did not seem to me absurd, and en working on their
information only the whole case turned up on the very day on which the informa-
tion was given. (Please see my Diary for 16th August 1896). In such a case 1 beg

our honor will be pleased to consider if I can have any motive to state what was

not true, and more to make statements inconsistent with the records already sub-
mitted. When the Superintendent enquired Narayanappa (the witness referred to)
and noted down his statement Narayanappah 4id not tell the Superintendent that
he informed the above constables as having seen the accused, and the murdered boy
together on 15th August 1896—the date of the offence. If N arayanappah stated as
above, or if my statements were contradictory there would have been a remark on
my Diary for 16th August 1896 and my reply thereto. Nothing against me was
raised by the Superintendent, as can be seen from the records concerning the case,

antil ‘he accused Was acquitted of murder.




s ]

4. As for the 2nd question.—

I was not aware of the practice of the Magistra i

Police for the purpose of recording? cofessions at the ptiaces ?h:g;nﬁ):;natfior b{;l s
the APolx,ce. In the present case, the whole case was found out in pursuancmafe -
accused’s confession, as can be seen from the records in the case. This co Ofo o
was made to and recorded twice by the Magistrate ; once on 17 August 18366%1'on
preceding day being Sunday—when the Police produced the accused befo _t}ﬁe
Magistrate ; and once on 27th August 1896 when the accused was charged kfe }t' :
(the committing Magistrate). During the interval-of 10 days-the accused v{ %
the ~ Sub-Jail, and so in the custody of the Magistrate who was Sub83 il
officer, but not under the Police custody. In my humble opinion ‘;} -
a cogfessmn 18 ﬁrst. madg to the Police by the accused, delay in taking him to flin
Magiscrate for getting his confession recorded only pacifies the accused and enabl Je
him the more to withdraw it. Moreover the Evidence Act does not lay downaar;;

difference between a confession recorded as soon as it is made to the Police, and
that which is recorded some time afterwards. ’

5. As for the 3rd question.—

; The evidence of the witnesses Narayanappah, and wtion
in the records for the very day on whichythe i%}i?orr’natiof (i)l;c ctvllllznc?'?rl;;vg/i;n fébcté(i);f (:g
by the Police, viz, the Inspector’s Diary (submitted daily), Crime Register (writt:
from day to day, and Note Book (written on the spot) for 16th August 1896 -

On 16th August 18396 after returning from the scene of offe?lce 1 inst;-ucted
the Spathn House Officer, a first grade Head Constable (No. 48) of about "-';) ea’
standing in the department to obtain from the Taluq Magistrate a remand o‘fT )Yla rs
and it was the Head Constable - that wrote the request for the remand ( copﬁ of g;:é
requisition is enclosed for favour of perusal and return). In this so much of the evi-
dence as was thought necessary by the Station House Officer to convince the
Magistrate that there were grounds for granting the remand was put down, and
the rel.nz?nd thereby applied for was granted without further reference. In my l’mm-
ble opinion, to write more than what is actually necessary is waste of time to the
requesting as well as the requested officer.

6. In reply to the 4th question, I offer.—

m by

g f(i,olt'}l;-il?:t(;pi;,(l,ﬂﬁe'?t: \: l‘:‘ch ,th'e “meu‘Sup‘ng, and Fompax-ingu of the accus-
' -] , if necessary, find place is that against query No. 12 (in the
form of the Inquest Report), ““If any persons are suspected, who, and “:1 \;’k ’l‘h'l«b
m my %mmble opinion, does not require that the whole evidence a’){)twincdlu'*)- to fr,
time of the Inquest must necessarily be mentioned therein. I 1111(]01‘*~'r-1nf’1-‘kh' ? tim
query (No. 12) requires some valid grounds for “suspecting” any person "Lhdd‘gl s
have been given in the Inquest Report in question ; Section 174 ‘(N‘hi;"’(‘k ? Ileb\Lt
il}L‘)t\ Icven mdecate to require more. Further if any relevant fact is (li.SCO.VFjr'G(()IO a_)‘(';::
m.(.t hre](i};esot : i}iorl't 18 signed by the Punchayetdars that fact cannot be safely inserted
T}}) rt—] fﬁonbt( if the foot-prints were discovered after the Inquest was over
LI )lxaein0311§>10n (pointed out) in “The occurrence Report sent next day” has

’I‘ ed m the preceding paragraph, No. 5.
B nj:;,oque‘:cqfdsbln W hl(‘:h ‘it_he fact (Tl;le‘ measuring and comparing of foot-prints)
cessarily be recorded are the Note Book, the Diary, and the Crime Regis
ter; and 1t has been recorded in those records for 16th August 1896, the de 7]
Wh]c? tllfi‘ information. of the crime was received by the Police. P
explar;atiolrll .order to exonerate myself better 1 beg leave to add the following to my
8.

risoner}{ feel I]must state here that the case in question did not fail wholly, the
1[) sl d}\mg Leen convicted and sentenced to 18 months’ R. 1. under section 404
. P.C. T, hav cuse ' '

J ~have been accused that I mis-managed the case, because the Sessions
Judge acquitted the priso f The Judge’ for o,
\ prisoner of murder. The Judge's reasons for finding <l

' the prison-
and the statement
the prisoner’s) confessions (to th
was 1o d.efenm cited are, m mv
I under Section 302 1.P.C also. 1

1S ! O¢

P gullty under Sec. 404, coupled with the prosecution evidence
made by the prisoner before the Judge and his (i} e
committing Magistrate), and the factbthat, thin ,(
humble opinion, enough to conyict the Pl‘.i{ tfc
leave to state that this is an acquittal th, En

9. Mis-management arises irom e.dt should bave been appealed aza
or dishonest motive. The * ) %er in tithcr carelessness, or want of s R s

\°T 10 2 Zem

h

&l

insv.

L

9 case 1s one hiving from hard to mouty

2
J

and is without well-to-do relatives. The reports submitted by my immediate su-
periors since my appointment, the examinations passed by me— Matriculation, and
Special Tests,—Precis-writing, Translation, Criminal, Revenue, and some Salt
"T'ests—, and my service of about 8 years in the Salt aud Abkari Department as ~
Preventive and Detective officer (prior to my appointment as Inspector of Policeg
without any bad remark will, I believe, speak of my intelligence, and honesty whic
are well known to my District Superintendent, and the Deputy Inspector-General
under whose able and noble supervision I underwent training immediately after
my appointment as Inspector was sanctioned by the Inspector-General who appoint-
ed me after personal examination. A Police Officer who has been trained to be
conscious of what he is being paid for cannot be careless in the discharge of his
duty, especially when dealing with grave offences success in which will also tend to
his future good prospects : he tries his best to bring about success.

10. The murder was committed on 15th August 1896 and was reported to the
Police the following fore-noon. I, with the Station House Officer, began investiga-
tion soon after the crime was reported. The jewels belonging to the murdered boy
were found and seized while in possession of the accused ; enquiry was made by me
as to the weapon used in committing the murder, ard the clothes the accused was
wearing at the time of the offence, and the place at which the murder was commit-
ted and where the body of the deceased was kept, and also as to the clothes the de-
ceased was wearing at the time of his death, the purpose for which the murder was
committed, and the relation of the acensed to the murdered boy; in pursuance of
this enquiry the knife used in the commission of the murder, the clothes (with blood
stains on) that the accused was wearing at the time of commiting the murder, and
the place where the murder was committed and the corpse was remaiging were
found, and evidence to connect the accused with all these was secured; an lnquest
was held; a strict search of the scene of the murder and its surroundings was made
and the upper cloth of the deceased and the foot-prints of the accused as well as of
the deceased were found there, and they were shewn to the witnesses; the jewels
found with the accused, and the corpse were shewn to the deceased’s fatber and
brother who identified them to be those of the deceased ; the corpse was sent to the
Medical Officer, Gajapatinagram, and Post-Mortem certificate obtained ; investiga-
tion was continued to find if there was any more evidence available—on this two
persons stated they saw the murdered boy in the company of the accused going to-
wards the scene of the offence on 15th August 1896, ie., the day preceding the
one on thich the crime was reported ; the accused having admitted the offence his
confession was caused to be recorded by the Taluk Magistra’e. The offence being
capital a remand of 5 days was applied for in order to secure further evidence, if
any; the Magistrate saw fhere were reasons for granting the remand and granted 1t
till the 21st of August 1896.

While the case was under investigation, as already represented, the Distriet
Superintendent arrived at Gajapatinagram on 18th August 1896, i.e. two days after
the case was reported, and remained there till 21st August 1896. T disclosed to
him all about the murder, and of the evidence that was forth-coming. He there-
upon sent for the witnesses and noted down their evidence, and was pleased to say,
if T remember right, that it was enough to secure aconviction, and thatthecase could
be charged. That I carried out the investigation to the satisfaction of the District
Superintendent will appear from the non-appearance of any instructions or remarks
on my Diaries reporting of the case. During the remand obtained no more evidence
than that of the smith who made the jewels of the murdered boy found with the
aceused could be secured though every possible attempt was made m order to find
if there was any more evidence. Thus it will be observed that all the evidence that
was available was secared in the manner it ought to have been done although this
was the first Sessions case that I handled, and although I received no help from
any quarter. It (the evidence) was put before the Court ezactly as it came to my
knowledge during my investigation: and in support of which I invite the attention
of my kind superiors to the Police Charge sheet in the case. That sufficient materi-
als for the conclusive proof of the accused’s guiltwere got is evident also from para 3,
and the first sentence of para 4 of the Judge's Judgment in the case. From the
whole record in the case, and my replies to the four queries in the Superintendent’s
memo under reply, and the other circumstances axplained herein it will be seen
that there was no mis-management on my part, and that Ihave been questioned for
the simple reason that the charge of murder fa'~d before the Judge who said he
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did not believe some portion of the Prosecution Evidence for the reasons given by
him. It was not at all considered whether the reasons given by the Judge for
acquitting the prisoner of murder were sound. I can show, I believe, to the satis-
faction of my _superiors that the Judge’s reasons for dis-believing some part of the
Prosecution evidence are not sound. But I consider it would be an encroachment
upon the precious time of my superiors to deal with them here. After the case was
committed to the Sessions Court, 1 humbly submit, my responsibility for the further
results ceased. Sufficient materials required for achieving success were put in the
hands of the Public Prosecutor. It was the Public Prosecutor that managed the
case before the deciding authority. If there be reason to blame anybody “for the
failure in question, because the Sessions J udge did not believe some of the evidence
adduced by Prosecution I pray for leave to say that it is the Public Procecutor that
should be found fault with. All the necessary evidence was put in his hands, and it
was for him to have used it in the manner required to create a belief in the Judge’s
mind that the prosecution was true in all its requirements.
11. In this case I gave evidence as one of the Prosecution witnesses before the

Sessions Judge, Vizagapatam, who said that I perjured myself, and sanctioned my

rosecution in connection with the case. 1 thereupon applied to the District Super-
intendent of Police imploring his kind help. But I was left alone to fight my own
way. I underwent prosecunion—— which lasted for about fqur months— to its full-
length. Finally I was acquitted honorably. The prosecution was ganctioned by a
District and Sessions Judge ; 1 was accused of having committed a very grave offence,
an offence punishable under Section 194 1.P.C; and I was committed to the Court of
Sessions by a District Magistrate (the priliminary enquiry was made by the Distriet’
Magistrate; Vizagapatam). Taking my social position (the respectability of my
family has been known having been given in my application for the Inspector’s post)
along with the above circumstances I beg your honor may be pleased to consider
what must be my anxiety of mind, and the expenses incurred om account of the
prosecution. If there were any fault on my part in the management of the murder
case, the failure of the case, the heavy expense I was put to, and the mental anxiety
I suffered from on its account are in themselves, I most respectfully beg leave to
represent, enough of punishment. And therefore I beg for the boldness to say that
T do not deserve any more punishment, and that it is too severe a treatment to deal
Loth eriminally and departmentally on account of the same case.

~12. 1 was suspended pending the result ¢

the suspension order of the Superintendent. On the 4th of January last the prose-
cution terminated, and I was honorably acquitted by the District and Sessions Judge,
Godavary. The result of the prosecution, viz., the honorable acquittal was communi-
cated to the Superintendent soon afterwards. The District Superintendent without
recommending my re-instatement af ot under Police Order No. 250 (a) s still
keeping me under suspension. The Sessions Court’s Judgement in the case fully

f my prosecution above alluded to— vide

explains that my suspension cannot be continued under clause (b) of the Police
Order above quoted.

I now pray for my immediate re-instatement.
e

I take this opportunity to state, in consideration of my own interests,
that,— 3

Both before and after the prosecution referred to in the last two preceding

aras was sanctioned I applied to my Superintendent for his help fully be]ievin?r
that he would show me the benevolence at least from administrative con;ideration:.
Tnstead of defending me he took a very prominent part against me by selecting a good
Prosecutor 1'.the Public Pr{)secutor having declined to prosecute me), and by })Erso-
nally attending the gommitting Magistrate’s Court and instructing the pro;ccuting
vakil on points which he thought would substaniiate the accusation !! Before the
prosecution against me was commenced 1 told him that T was not altogether dis-
entitled to the protection afforded in Section 197 C.P.C and Police Order No. 298,
and he declined to interfere. I admit I might have incurred the Superintendent’s
displeasure for some reasons that 1 do not know; but I stand to him in the relation
of a subordinate, and as such T always expect to be instructed and advised by him.
On my return from Kajahmundry after the case against me was disposed of I paid
him, on the 6th Ultimo, my respects: he asked me in strong terms to resign my

appointment saying that if I Tesigned I might have a certificate for good conduct
without taking into considezation the large expense and anxiety I was put to on

account of the mu Pthe work 1 did under him in tllt‘v dischm'g@ of mv
, ) _'

rder case,
——
. i

J
4

o

3}
duties for the sake of public good ; 1 conseientiously declami'e that I W'%;llfd :.;Ctehot
risk of my health and wealth, ""“,d & 'reference' t‘(_) Iany Pe‘ aog m ?113;18 Inaqectorpf
{)Iie or two unprinciplcd men will tllsqloSe jchxs,, was Condntl'le ] ~§fte1‘ fli\‘
PR s o he strength of the Superintendent s recomimen ation only 8
relieve, A

= W : o0Ss 3 . illin to esion ’
" 1 Ny 713 895 ; seeing that I was not v o resi
inspection of mjy Division 1n 1 ; g

he said he would get me reduced to a  1st Grade Head Consta.b]e’s _pos?
e M\H ' g I (ri;mw me time tO think over 1it. About 12 days afterw ard:
NP “‘b} T»uwhahis memo No. 171 dated, Soutyam, 18th January 16_3'9/
ho ordere) S i t the Head Quarters Office, Vizagapatam on the 27th
to appear before h”.n < 1 ‘-1) eared accordingly he said “I shall get you reduced,
= Lhﬁi- ;':'Hne % ).m}tlz “gzipréll I:10(95 not reduce vyou T am going to send you to the
m.vi Pl [“ﬂm(i'ﬁr; :t f(:\'(‘r and die.” And then the memo under 1‘op1_y.was hand-
hitle wl‘ww}\“{ou ‘.\\l b(;}(t ’d;w. ie. on 28th January without even \\'fl..ltmg‘for my
it l‘lm «\d‘y nqe:nlt for me and ordered me to go to the District Surgeon
explzv}'mm} .\0”\{_”;311” f r flllrf}lol' gervice. 1 complain I was thus subjected to a very
{Or‘ il s ?c The above treatment influences me to conclude that t_he
11(11')0.04.)1’111115: .\tviw(t‘ngr}‘ (armichael Esquire, to my great misfortune, now entertaing
Superintencen ¥ }] . pression towards me, and to apply for a transfer from him. 1
1 vvr'v‘nnf:u'O‘-h-‘? )-Ugi?s in the Ganjam District, and beg that I may be transferred
11:' ‘L‘ ;;',lbbv&cilny explanation be found satisfactory. . s e

45 Trom a memo received lately from the_oﬁice of the Dl.btrlc"'4 Superin ed

{ JL 1.‘xOHi rtne information for the preparation of my pension papers I under-
O enat i bOD' trict Surgeon, Vizagapatam to whom 1 was sent by the Super-
$t:m1 Th;ir‘ o '-fls ‘I; u:il,l said that I was incapacitated for further service. The
mtc‘“ic‘-}“/ e s 1y in 1893 granted me certificate of health. I am 31_yez‘u’s
e burgeondoii ylltr}lz I am not suffering from any disease incapacitating
o, e e E;Icle V?heny-l appeared before him the District Surgeon simply
e e tio.ns and said T could go. I cannot understand on what grounds
o 1 some“q?es letely and permanently incapacitated for further service of any
h? Sa}fl L g " b béjhis grounds I beg they may be read w1tb the Cl\'}l Service
kmd. Wha.teV c&r Iﬁafiical Seience refering thereto, and the certificate rejected. If
l;egulamg%za:: be ethought a strong one I beg T may be given a copy of the certi-
e i in it away.
ﬁcatel,5a. ndIfléggogﬁr?;Tﬁ%;go?%11:} be pleZsed to bring all the above into benign

consideration. T beg leave to remain,

Most honored Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

0
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GIRRENT MOkl
Fo,
HIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONORABLE
The Governor in Gouneil,
FORT SAINT GEORGE,

’/

Ma,(hja,s.

( Kson 57"*/‘—'7:‘: St afon oG tases
=

May 17 pr.EASE YoUR EXCRLLENCY.

The humble p tition of I. Venkataramayya Naidu, late 4th Class Inspector of
Police, Gajapatinagram Division in the Vizagapatam District, most respectfully
showeth that:— :

1. The petitioner 1s one that was holding an office from'which he was re-

moveable only by the Government, being an Inspector of Police on the permanent

list.
r who is in his prime of life and who has nearly completed

10 years’ qualifying service to entitle him to pension has been granted an mvalid
oratuity in Government Order No. 359 (Pensions) dated 7th May last: and a por-
tion of the gratuity due to him was deducted on the remark that his conduct and
character were not thoroughly satisfactory-the petitioner understands from Article
521 (b) Civil Service Regulations that gratuities are not subject to any reduction.

3" "He now craves the benign permission of Your Excellency to attempt to
explain how Your Govefment was led to pass the Order of Gratuity while the peti-
tioner was still quite competent to hold an appointment under Your Excellency’s
Yovernment, and what an unfortunate treatment he, who had been serving the
Government since his minority (from his 17th. year of age) with all his heart and
soal, has had just at the time when, after good exertion and perseverence, he
attained to a position from which he hoped he could conspicuously show his use-
tulness both to Government and the public. He submits to lay before Your Ex-
cellency his whole case as concisely as lie can from fear of needlessly occupying
Your Excellency’s valuable time. _

4. The petitioner is a Non-Brahmin (a Telaga) and is an inhabitant of Chica-
cole in the Ganjam District. His late father was Inspector of* Police and Dewan in
a Native Zemindary; and his forefathers were Commissioned "Officers in the British
Force.

He passed the Matriculation Examination of the Madras University in
1883 at his 17th year. Though belonging to a respectable family he was compelled
by circumstances to give up his studies and to take up an appointment as soon as
he passed the above examination, his father having died while he was a mere child
and his whole family having had to subsist since his death on the honest earnings
left by his father. The petitioner was first appointed clerk in‘the Salt and Abkari
Department on Bs. 15 in March 1883, and since then had been continnously in Go-
vernment Service. As a reward for his deligent services the petitioner was promot-
ed to the post of Head Clerk of the Circle Office of the same Department on Rs.20;
he conducted himself so well that he was afterwards promoted to be Sub Inspector
(in the same department) on Es 30, and his pay was subsequently raised to Bs 40;
when his salary was about to be increased to Rs 50 .he was, in 1893, favpgred with
the post of Inspector of Police on Rs 70, and this was after the petitioner had
served in the Salt and Abkari Department as a Preventive and Detective Officer for

about 6 years.

N ‘@

2. The petitione
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5. Th y .Li S 3 1 : ]
ks opinionse p:gu On}rib ¢naracter, conduct, and intellizence ean be judged fror
% ; 3 i =4 1 e 3 =)

whom he ser’ved[ ipnmt]i“ (S ]]u,lo“! expressed from time to time by the Officers under
appointed Inspector (l? %&f and Abkari Department, and from the fact that he Wa8
st Pln}h'ce on) 5 ohce after cloge personal examination by the Inspector

phiae L e sound recommendation of the Deputy I tor-(Gener:
of Police, and from the monthly and annval reports syl Brbgi s S i by the
Dlst_rlct Superintendent of Police till abl »111 }b e to
i TR, e Digtis 11 about the beginning of 1896 when, owing

| as displeased with the petitioner.

& essed by the Cirele Officers of the
Salt and Abkar; Department, = .
113 ~ $ = £

Before leaving the circle T
‘Clerk, 1. V enkataramayya separ
‘under me. As I have already }
‘once or twice I think T need 3
‘faction by his

't Superintendent w
Some of the opinions expr

t 1rhke‘ to reeord my opinion of this Office Head
ately for f_hc creditable way in which he has served
i )Io‘lf‘rrht his usefulness and merits to your notice
i €d not write much of him here. He has S I
1ard-work, intelligence, and honesty *  * i

Sd.

given full satis-

A. PRAKASARAO,
- InspeCtOrs y
111 T 00_4—_—80'
My Head Clerk, T, Venkatarmans 2 2ifliis : ° '
T e Hegd Clerk, L Qonk.at‘n.nn:u. ¥a is desirous of with-drawine the netice
Of his intention to resign, which, under Section 62, Act 8 1 itted, at
et s P, 1 2 el section 62, Act I of 1886, I submitted, 2
e t e, With my letter ;\o: 202/3-6G-86. With this object he now puts in au
‘hgp 103 1o}n to your addr(.:ss which I submit. In the interests of the Department 1
Ve the honor to recommend that this ap licati ay * 3
ek o e pplication may be accepted. *
Il 4 5 hgn g m in consequence of over-work, and it would, T think, be
fnk hisowegrl:.c lnlltllls leave ’li a time when the pressure of work will ;l'{cken than
) S Cet oge ' * h e
‘concessi I}L-eg altogether % * * That he has worked hard and deserves the
ession which I now seck on his behalt 1 1 self,” ;
T, 1 can testify to myself.

(Sd). E GREEN,

Inspector.
“The buildings at all the Yards ar

L 21—6—86.
e in f: : - -

“and Dokelapad having recently been I‘(‘Paing ::(zt}?ll;, tluzsefaf{:i I}’undl, Bavanipad,

. > 3 . . N [ & s > »

‘these repairs considerable trouble 03% o Sanermen. 1o eifett

N81C and delay were experie 7 L
:;lagel Ifsf tg]te rl)\Inh\l _ms_r:q :.{tj}%a.va'nipad, 3“f] Pundi I am ri)s{l;;ceedd.m:ﬁg{vﬂtf 811: ng;t
: pe ')0 diig H,] ” ”“'t.“y?" who displayed considerable tact in dealing with
the fishermen, and much intelligence in giving effect to my instructions.”
(S8d). E.GREEN,
Inspector,
“I. Venkataramayya has been my Head Clerk for only a short timoe. ;oﬁr%ﬂ]
‘that, T do not hesitate in saying, judging from the work he has done since he ]'oin(ed
‘his office here, that he really deserves the promotion now recommended. He has
‘always proved him.sgﬂf a pains-taking, hard-working, and intelligent officer, and is
‘very well up in clericju duties. I believe he has acted as Sub-Inspéctor already, and
‘feel sure that he will prove himself worthy of the promotion. From copy of the
‘Proceedings No. 485 dated April 1, 1886 from the Assistant Commissioner to the
‘address of the Inspector, Nowpada Circle I see he was promissed to be provided
‘with one of the earliest vacancies in the Sub Inspector’s Grade. I, therefore, trust
‘his case, which has again been brought to mnotice, will be f;wouml:\ly considered

‘seeing he had well earned the promotion now recommended by
‘hard work. He has a clear defaulter sheet.”

c

good conduct, and

(Sd). J. W. GREATOREX,

Inspector, ;
“1. V ry to % ¥ : AT -
: - Venkataramayya an energetic officer, eharacter good. He has
detected several Salt andsome good 'Abkari cases. H

L ; me g e has passed II. B, 1II. B,
‘VII. B, VIII. A, B. 111, IV, V. Higher Grade, C Lower. Was last promoted 1-4-90.
‘I recommed his promotion.”

(Sd). D. WILKINS,

]

3]

o hi . « in the Salt and Abkari Department to th,e
h :scharging his duties 10 16 ¢ 20 g
i hite G oo be seen from the above, 10 3
. tisfaction of his superiors, as can e s e e e 3
great B i the several Law Books &c at a cons S b mes: i)
i S 1 Special Test Examinafions LA ght. IaiRdiay
passed the marginaliy noted SF i S i i +l( ntain
R o: and his family’s respect and hon{ox' .,lm 19
: riiio o Translation; Revenue; @ - i .‘ SR gl 1
i s Kt rra]ii i, iv & v; & c. 1. heen earned by 1_‘15 father @ »nt, in the
G B cestors. After his entertainment
, m
1 tor’'s Test. it i
Police Department he pnssed the Po?c; T?S};ioocaaw it e Oc.olier
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. G LAty e 1 ieati r ooing on the Distr nup
LR SR Wk Police investigation was gomg et
‘ ! Whtle Pl e e snspection, and when the petit
in the Division. Yivisi his tour of inspection, and : :
. | B g t wation House Officer as the
e rrived it d t the Station House
tendent arrivec . ool A : cer
I, 08 PG qncsttonod, Ve ] lent directed that the petitioner should
b t tal witness the Superintendent dire * L oo
A nen (RS . " > the pe 10 ad,
ghisl i 5. In this murder case trome i i
i ke ren 1 'S Lo Sessions Court as on
44 hmhel[ldm‘ nbdfqorc the committing Magistrate s and ‘}LA)(,. L( \(:\\vhdu-e ag s o
ol v el eel ‘ :1ts that had come to g KNOWICHSS o
o Ve o L ) oints that had come ! s
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investigation as ajthe several witnesses examined by th,éf peti mnv]l s Ctpgorr i
& : : a3 3R10NS S UATE. - eSS <
place whml‘e ‘ont’;c]('f petitioner’q evidence before the i_.L sions ,‘;',i't\ i e e
g o " cas thout taking into considera
el A ‘od the murder case, Wit ‘ Bkl
| agapatal, Who, FHer ‘e aq a “Periury, and without COi
Judge, Vizagepatam, ke e AT | :
. SR o 1% cial statu : s et 4 ShABINO B
§ 75 SO i .esponsible for it as to underg
the petitioners % tioner Was SO TCSpODS : g0 ¢
Bk e  otion 104 LP:C. on 28th
ih i o1l whether the peutill b S ey
P Vi ! dered his prosecution un . : e
i S 1 «wnprv to state here that the accuse
Criminal Prosseit, 1t1 . feels 1t mecessary to Ay 41.P.C
: 5. (The petitioner 8 " . tod vnder Section 404 LP.C,
Septembdr o itted, but was convicte der S SR
. B that in whic , netitioner appearad as
i B8 mnrdo?ﬂ C;SG wgstherefro(}n that the case 1n which the p(,t{‘tllohdoﬁzxge o
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and.‘ v -2q not one 10 which an innccent persor isptmgom e rcsponﬂ‘,.u
y bty ‘é‘b :ons Court’s Judgment shows how far the |
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esult of the trial,was issued by the tDM‘l ﬁh‘( netitioner applied to the Disty it Su-
RS t a5 sanctioned the 1 e R least from Admi-

1 after the prosecution was 5d o y 1 defend him at least irom AL
and auu‘l tilbt {gr his help believing that 1;4.3 \\(»]u.lu ({xl(;u ot took & Yery
yerintendent 10 2 F Jefending him the SUHPE %SNS v 'Clotrt
S ‘l '1n'il\'v considerations. Instcn.ii of d(»‘t“;t] nd;d ‘t‘.v‘ committing Magmstrate s ‘\.,uﬂixi
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yrominent part agains :» Prosecutor on points Wil 2 .
prl,unmen wiate el 'the Public Prosect 3 ' ; B the
and ’J)“?‘.’s‘t:)l.’l”)l m‘]’“}m“)g “Perjury.” Before this prosecution ‘l\t?a Ct{?m il
rantiate the charge OI e e ; . altogether dis

gbstanbimie, bis 1'-1 1 to the Supermtenﬂent that 'hc was not1 Ol o Foiios

itk nocnn ol ne i . B o o U 3y € g
petitioner ro}).cae.lt\{;( led by Section 197 Criminal PProcJ ni\‘ p, e,

‘ rofection, AWOTGER S vty 1ot + interfere: and the petitioner Wa
to the Mm .._V,,\()T‘.“ AT R : de(;hued to 1inte y TR L
Order No. 298. The 5“1’3”“""’.““1'3"“- "1 leneth. The Sessions Judge, Godavary
: E(. to undergo prosecution to its tull leng -1 pronounced on 4th January
el nlons SO WIHCRa Bo S “Perjur arn( ), ; v
tried him for the alleged C‘,’\“‘E‘({rle 3 Dgn }dwj’ petitioner reported himself, on 6th
ried h ! (i st : . A
1807, an wnbainted acquittar. : o d informed hin of the result of the prose
January 1897, to the Dupprinanaott ions of satisfaction at this—an officer
N L nt dent,dulnotshow any S1gns O SdLisS® o 0 f Ban
cution. The Superinterc bordinate coming off unblemished to the credit o

. s subo e
of his Departmen ?nd }(111"5'% he did mot mind to take measures to allow him to
Department—but 1n ‘(:d Idlx(r)i:in the petitioner to resign his appointment holding
rejoin his appointmen d ﬁe micr%lt have a certificate of good conduct, and threaten-'
outthat, J510 rg51gnet Tesign he would be recommended for reduction to the post
N s Tresi ) - x o o
ing that, if e duli ] ent 1;% t,he Hills. The Supermbendent then allowed fche petition
of Head Constable ors Chicacole,telling him that he was given time to think
er to go to his natwehplacet\it_ b u;( 44 )1;6t Q(;ld R von rasbion g hib withed, e

B i f epe 0one nei .‘ » ¥ A
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Superintendent sent for him 12 days after by means o

; RN S s 97.1-97 as desired,the Superintend-
enclosure 3. On his appearance before him on 27 € 3 !

by 9 e . aoed the mirder case above alluded to, with-
ent charged him with having mismanaged the murder case :
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out considering
and other\:*iégooﬂ}e extent to which the petitioner was in] ;
i wing to the same MO PRV a8 iniured both pecunidl® Y
ing a heavy Rl ro~ele same case whieh brought him the disast e P
X v - , 3 ; o £ 4 jisaster 01 nnaergos
anxiety, and of his bf‘}in(, pc:tlon‘, and suffering from the keen “: pistusat= i ota
the petitioner s being put to too much ex T een pressure Of IE-0
ioner and he 1 expense: 10ur

Th z was challenged 2

e explanation 3 x ik ged to give an expl : .

) was g1v L5 ot an explanation—vVv e er sure 4.
to Your Excellency tlgie ‘_1311111 n enelosure 5 which will tiie petition 1“}(1 ;aclu: dliow
v ; b g 3 titioner believes, 8
petitioner was prepared to Icilﬁ(;gr;f'ty and injustice of the charges Qéein" that the
R R ‘1: explanation the Superintendmt on the ei-enirg
spector of Police to direct the L o it the Headquarters =
he appeared accordingly (on g% 1’{101101- to his bungalow the next morning When
b(‘/;L'OI"e t'he DiStl‘iCt 1\{0(}10.11 Oif‘ i -9() the S\lpcl‘illh}udent (,r{l(\red ]“:]n t(?.n ) nCﬂT
officer and securely qe'iiel‘ gkt handing him aj acket 2 \3redita 1 “I‘TMU‘

|y sealed w 517,14 o a packet addressed 10 e 1att€
Surgeon on 29th %, 1w n;/h lac.When the petitior Y = sed to the att
dis = = January 1897 the S CHUUREL D eared before the District
15“1155(‘& hlm Til'\ Q o oo ne L,llrz'_f(i()n simply put R - . 1
e R L]k’upcrmtondent then allowed th it him a few questions 880
resiience ab LNicacole Ab n allowed th ]
from ti ‘ . About a week afterward
the . : ke 19 ks K aiterwards » metit
Do S‘ll[)ev intendent’s office to l’llrnil"} Vi [,h( :
S s seiA Ll 78 ¥ e 11Sh some 1niorm on £ ] 3
D 51011 papers. From this the netiti ome information for the preparation 0
octor LeapquOH corti e 1e petitioner anderstood that the Di Atr: ;L Qureeods
already been certified on ‘z ed him unfit for further servies ."]'}- y [L i ‘nerh hac
. Y A = 7 WO O(.,..,\i;, gt e = SV ILA e I\f‘ 1110 -
once in 1883 L casions by ‘two Doctors to be fit ‘ '

3 by Doctor Kins d v two Doctors to be ht 10T ¥ service—
ment, and 0, i“»ClUfi .)}\.ni\lf‘v when admitted intc ,},‘. \l ‘ Ilpl\l{)l_m ‘.’LI‘)“C:H.
ment. The same 293 by Doctor [.eapingwell R I kari 8P
of three ye ame Medical Officer, Doctor ] ke [‘ilen joining the Police Depar™

ATee years prounounce . ctor Leapingwell now, i.e. only the lapse
: COR. W L pingwell now, 1.e. 017y after the 18P
under treatment or 0})&(‘1}' nltl‘“()lli even examining bodily or Wit‘r-:‘.ut kee )ing I
completely and per servation for any length of time ‘ gl
b ! : ])(Mnum»nt,l,,/ o g ! g of time, that the petltlonﬂ' 18
”.UUCk the petitioner as a pe i'.baC‘t\m”l for further service of any Jind. As all this
. as a peculiar . 3 - { . S ¢
tioner seriously he I‘CPY‘CSL} t“.h“1 p:an and strange confederacy to injure the peti-
atl 1 il Se ¥ T ‘- 4 S4 J 1 " :
nation dated 18th Fci)l‘u'uf‘\" (]d’ 10_ Ii‘.c 11‘_gv1.(,xctm -(3eneral, m }Ex:'a 14‘ of his exp]a—
the murder case :ﬂrcud; all ti“’ (enclosure 5) for the alleged mism ‘nacemen?
" y alluded to, that he was compelled to appear pefore the
an . o« g rid A :
any disease “com letel -as - ftamino 110D
s d 7o P € y and permanent g : was not sufifering
y kind,” and that he w ' anently mca.pamtitinu him for further ser > e Of
é e was prepﬂ.qd to & ating him 10T urthel gervice
ared to disy

charges were framed qerainst

ner received anorder

e petitioner 1o return Lo s
T

Distriet S
striect Surgeo
geon, thathe wasin prime of his life that 1
13 , that he

d : £ a
1897) of the IREC re-instatement. Enelos ; 1~‘6L‘\_pg.i1nmmn ‘t.:(- p&ntloncr o me‘]m
] thinl’ Pfre:t")“’GOneral which 1i-1 11:0 s c‘ii B (No. 886 of 11th March
“apparent it th?’ Inspector wes acc um: al Rk : s :
&ehs time hll\it'(‘?nmm[ may have b(‘in“}t‘f and as irom the Mc{d;cnl certificatt 1:15
The petitio:ex-}‘i;y ‘i’et‘l} out of (fTﬂ}JlOV-” dui to Snadl e S Ll
s ays for permissi o
g?i‘l’:eort)et:;tci(inspeetor-.G(?nerrfrzll:l\};:l(ltnti:)’}‘)lnlit thai ‘t“'o f:i(its are neiipcnbie .frmn this
A tihe Sﬁ er's re-instatement, and S 16 IT‘mpectmr-(ww-ml did not disa}_»prow
 Superintendent to strike hi 9) that he (the lnspwtor-(}eneml) did not
: e him off the force on the strength of the Medical

e Vs
Certificate. The petition
er most humbly submits : :
y submits that he was removeable 1rom e

office only b :
X ) ¥ til(' (;OV 3
Coroid Sha Sk ernment. In communicating t . g :
and 163/19 2 A rintendent issued ga s iicating the above order of the Inspector”
froz G‘ r 9-3-07) stating that tii(‘ mt(}t‘l\—qmmm order of his own (Nos. 16‘3‘]7-3’9‘
rom 80207 1 1 : ’ st1tio iy Sl e - 3
Wigs st 2-97, thedate of the Medi .lh (,1 oner was Qtruck coff the stre neth of the Force
S Surorn ) o . e e .y 1" 5 g 5 < 2 ]
Hot ) m}ng protest against the certifirnﬁmt? —vide enclosure - notwithstandit's
ot, on hisown authority, remove tk cate. Knowing that the .\jupepil,wﬂdmt coule
manent list) on the strength of' tlle pohtlener (an Inspector of Police on the per-
opposing, the petitioer made tk 16 Medical certificate which he was strongly
spector-G oneral stating th’ii b ‘»C‘ representation in enclosure 8 to his ‘])eputv In-
Of.the Medieal certiﬁzate( wh(i}c}io'“ld not be removed while questioning the validity
might be re-instated and that th 1>ﬁﬂ0t an absehlte authority, and beceed that he
of according to rules and equit e i ect of the Medical certificate miqht"he disposet
the reply, in his ()Tder] N‘g. q}:.e I?(\P—\-lty Inspector-(;‘eneral favoured him with
No. 83/9-4-97 attached hereto a8 eplosure 9, that his

[)( tltlon was {Ol warae t e [ :[ or- IEL€131. I‘L’ no ]e[ 1 [
<

ations against tl i

aga e Me o1t i

e ho;e ey ref;r(il;al certificate was received by him the petitioner wascherishing

aresponse would he sencte trg%ml“g it was made to the proper Antherit‘\" and tha
" to him on receipt of reply thereto. While t.h(:pe‘..itimwr

o

was in such hopes Government Order No. 359 [7-5-97 (Pension ctioning Gratu-
ity for the petitioner was seen DY him in the Police Gazette f : week ending

with 15-5-97. At this the petitioner was greatly affected; 2 at this

order emanated from an incorrect gccount he at once petitioned he Inspector-

General through enclosure 10, stating that the order of Gratuity must have issued
) o and reqnesting him either 0 communicate with the Go-

from a misrepresentation, i :
itioner’s) pehalf, or to favour him with orders on his two

represen . dical certificate 4nd with a copy of the Medical certa-
ficate and of Servi - pelosure 1118 the reply in the negaftive.
: i erved thab Your Excellency s

9. From the ot TREHS : :
pumble petitioner Was St o District buperintendent pending the result
of an : «ecutions 0 as deserving Deparbmentzﬂ protection
he was nob a ‘hen the pl‘osecution ended 10 his hononainie ncq‘iittrd iie
was nob allowed t0 T pombment, but was charged afresi by the Superii-
tendent wWith having ™ d the murder case jn connection with which he
anderwent the prosecution; geeing that he was prepared to gatisfactorily ex=
lain the alleged mism nagement and before receving his e_xpia_nat-ien, the Superin-
tendent abrup ' petitioner te the .D_oetor {91: belng mva_hded; and when
the petitioner © ere ] o the Invaliding certificate,no notice was taken 0

his representationss and he was thrown out of employment most und.eserving\y.
11-disposed towards the petitioner 15 plain from the

That the Superintendent was 1 : er | 2
ot when the rosecution against the petitioner failed, Against the Superin-
2o wisk - 1oner should have been convicted, e charged him with

t of the murder ©€ase and from the fact that, this charge of mis-
ruining the petitioner by send-

tenden
mismanagemen ¢
management being grroundies& he was etill ‘
ing him to a Medical Officer for invall further service. o

110, The petitioner is .quite ign_orant of the grounds_ on whu_:h the District
Surgeon ‘nvalided bim. Te was nob given 3 copy ofi the }hdical certyiﬁc:\te though
he repeatedly applied for it. The petitioner 13 of aboub o\‘yeers; he1s iiea.lth_y agnd
strong; he has 10 disease «Permanently and completely nucapcitatmg him for
further sevice of any kind;’ nor was he suffering from any disease when he appear=
ed before the District Surgeon on 99-1-97. The petitioner can state that the Sur-

eon could 1ob himself discover any Jisease in him 2as 0O personal examination oT
observation Was made of him. A certificate not based on the persona] knowledge of
the Medical Officer, the peiition-er begs permissio:i to state, i8 ;i-'\t an authority.
The utter futiliby of the certificate can alzo be seen from the fui‘u\mtig.-—Suppomng
s. at the time of his appearance before the Medical Officer,
suffering from 2 qerious disease, he was neither t-!‘G;Lti}‘imfui‘ the s’»iscns‘e, nor was he
kept under observation for any length of tMe n lin.'alo'z- to form a roasenaok; and strong
opinion. Perhaps tor was nob aware of the genemns order of (rover_nment
in Article 369 of Service Regulations that its servapis are allowed, 1n case
of illness, to be granted leave extending 3 years in order %O recrnit.tbeir health.
The, petitioner, {noreover; doubts if the District Surgeon, when writing fohe certi-
ficate, had ab leass in VI : es 487, 488, 491, and 495 of 'the\ Civil Service Regu-
lations. The petitioner would have been in a better position t0 explain away the
certificate had he been gavoured with its cOpy repeatedly applied for.

11. From the Civil Service Regulations the petitioner understands thab
Government are not willing to see any of their servants torn suddenly from their
service. In the petitioner’s case the application for pension Was not made by the
petitioner but by the

District Superintendent to the petitioner’s injury. It will be
observed from the petitioner’s Service Register ( ]

that the pemtioner W

Inepector-General)

that the spetitioner has had mnota gingle day’ 1 ince he joined the Police

Department. While special precautions are lai by Government in Articles
493, 494, and 495 Civil Service Regulations against endeavours by the Police
Officers to retire on Tnvalid pension, t intendent himself, in the petitioner’s
case, forced the petitioner 0 appear for bewny snwalided. The
petitioner would not have pomted this out if he inually, from ill-health,
resorted to Hospitals, or continually been on sick leave during his service of aboub
14 years, OT if there had been 2 single instance in which the public work was
proved 1o have saffered from hig ill-health, or if the petitioner Was advanced in
vears. Before cecommending the petitioner for gratuity & second Medical opinion,
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" | ) re
the petitioner humbly submits, should have been obtained under Article 487 (b) This euclo&‘;l

Civil Service Regulations as, at the time of the Medical certificate he was only about ‘ Supe,-mtend?“ of” bis * °

31 years old, and as he was strongly opposing its validity : no such opinion Was ‘ the Prepa‘ranonMedica» iy s be

obtalneﬁi. The petitioner is sure that the (Government were not at least informed, ; the date of thi. tioner Pré) 8 X(Zi‘e could KBOT T4, ' as he be\ie\:i‘f
when his Gratuity papers were submitted, that he was questioning the validity of 1897. The pest the Super! e LT R R 1 with whicR
the certificate and that he was offering to prove its invalidity. Had the petitionel gideration how  District PUT2" . place ' 3

been informed that his representations against the Medical certificate would not be Certificote d)’a‘t\ is fac
heard he would have addressed the Government before they were led to pass Gratu= - of any find. L0
ity for him.
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12, The petitioner complains to Your Excellency that he was thus treated he was treate Jestioner enb N
with the utmost prejudice in a very arbitrary manner and improperly recommended y4,- Tek his re-instate™ BT L
for Gratuity against which he begs to appeal on the following grounds praying pieased to ordi"‘;_‘ﬁca‘e_ 1¢ abov re __rC-C l-f{tu'ltv’ the petitio
Ygur Excellency may be graciously pleased to take the same into %enign consider= the Medical cert £ the BT S S S\"u-geot_\-(}““
ation.— ; 1§, in spite ¥ o . to Article

I. The petitioner’s is not a voluntary retirement; and the petitioner who it fit to reject i
has nearly completed 10 years’ qualifying service to entitle him to a Pension was . g

: that he ™IS G o
Jorced to appear before the Medical Officer prematurely contrary to the wish of Go- Board, or 40

. ) M AN S,
vernment in Article 527 of the Civil Service Regulations expressing that they “Can- 1ons- : R L The emm’:i;;:;st. respects
not undertake to overlook a deficiency of service resulting from an officer prema- with the Prow® ellency s
turely invalided;” and the petitioner believes 1o sound reasons were put forth to Yqur Ex% dutiful servant.
shqw that there was “Urgent necessity” for it. (The petitioner served in Government most obedient 2T
employment for about 14 years from his 17th year. His qualifying service has been “

stated to be 9 years, 4 months, and 7 days showing a deficiency of only 7 months
and 23 days).

b . ’IéhehDg\cItor could mot himself discover any disease, or infirmity in the . g : C . i'zt"/ W
petitioner and the Medical certificate was not based on the Doctor’s personal know- 189¢- g ge ‘M s
ledge. (This the petitioner presumes from the circumstances alreac prozented). i %ﬂ/lfr %

/ , < 4 %

or PIAY-
s in duty pound, ever P

II1." 1f the Doctor stated in his cértificate that he discove v disease or

~ I T the Do _ G 2.
infirmity in the petitioner, he should have given him time to g s malady cured /

and should have allowed the petitioner to reap t! > benifit Lrticle 269 Civil
Service Regulations by recommending him for leave, especially because the peti-

tioner was not of advanced age being only of 31 years, and is quite strong and
healthy.

IV. The Doctor should not have invalided the petitioner at once in direct
transgression of Article 495 Civil Service Regulations, without. treating and keep- 4 st
ing him under observation for the illness he found or suspected him suffering from, GG ek [ary” PRES
to arrive at an acceptable conclusion. (The petitioner has never been under the 'f{nﬁﬁ AT
treatment of any Medical man for any serious disease).

V. The petitioner is in prime of life, and if the Doctor found any disease,

or infirmity in him the case comes under Article 487 Civil Service Regulations ; and
the Medical certificate is, therefore, in contravention of the spirit of the Regulation
in as much as the Doctor did not keep him under his treatment and observation
that he might be enabled to submit along with the certificate a statement of the
Medical case and of the treatment adopted.

VI. The District Superintendent should not have, in the first instance, sent
the petitioner to the District Surgeon for being invalided against the spirit of Arti-
cles 493, 494, and 495 Civil Service Regnlations.

VII. When the petitioner applied for a copy of the Medical certificate stating
that he would prove it to be ineffective he was not granted a copy and an opportu-
nity to explain its invalidity, nor was he informed that his cry against the certi-
ficate would not be heard. 3

VIII. The Government, as the petitioner believes, were not even informed
that the petitioner wa8 objecting to the certificate.

IX. As the petitioner was questioning the validity of the certificate, and as
he was below 55 years of age a second Medical opinion should have been obtained
and submitted along with the Gratuity papers in due deference to Article 487 (b)
Civil Service Regulations.

X. The Medical certificate is ineffective not being supported by a second
Medical opinion as required by the Regulations, in addition to the defects already
represented.

15.That the petitioner was complaining against the Medical certificate from the
beginning will be observed also from enclosure 12.
)
o

< GRICACOLE.
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