[Despatch Abstract.] | o

/fz:“a.,p

‘,)W/m;n/-:o7 *f /’ 4’1“*&‘\-0‘{-’4{& ¢27 a,// ,é‘_,a-

7/

// c e o{ éjc-«:, k » v/D£~¢ o A é“ £l . “t".f[("" ‘%“( Lr’n— C 5

N /Zp‘(_. 6 -
A
Lﬁ" / "‘L‘—WU‘—“"‘/{. L ete “r g T vy g

¢ S i
y/ L"‘i/ cvarts e WL /‘,. L /‘ ot .| R L, T A /&”/L./
/

S N 9—-1,-1 l-/(:"\._ p/ [ A ‘:% Cc_':‘ ./ j g e &A -~ /L"' b RPN .
W s 7 £ ' : . ]
/. by o /L /‘--—( L 4" z’r'{»t e 2 i /(“g /"'

. ( /v:, Z4 S o
%

pas Sz oty

e g .




/ 2 9 e
1s ¢ by e f Povrimwe Thi
/ P YT /,
4 By ; < )r'x ’? . T ey ¢ ‘/’ 4 -
/ /

ﬂj,im b lt az{\[% lea e e

Come Ul fS“f fasis ¢ ghfb-z,@:,f&s

;&
,
! a ']
’ / {
‘4 f ey
I
: |
Y '-

8

E YR EAY: B
)

AT A A 99 g B BJa
Y S da Wadhdh U ik W0

CITTRRITNT N
\ § \ - VAR AA_.:..%' ,L A\Q iPo
A :
70N
3
’; 2L A
Received s ~2—u
ps12eTorvorf
"2"}‘1(""‘{/( L/
L0000 UT ¢
SNnare rnnios
I\,i‘.,»{s‘;‘ C ( ()i 4‘("‘}
QIID e Ty i
i -
oU L:'-Lj s
ek
Ed
" A
. 3
."V




.4 " > e

In replying the above should be quoted.

G.0.

Revenue.)

g4(_ o LO@ e €¢;;Z—_;§Z (/?ﬂ« Ca 56%77 ¢ 6\9%&«1 e,_,

;

3 ’ . . /%’ ‘ I
FURTHER PAPERg oy e S AT O L alocce, SIS

G.0. No.

Department. l;—(./\

£ \

Lt
572« /
> - .;/ _ /‘(2—@‘—&4% 5‘??‘

Dy

-

\ T D poriaciae S oo @. Z.Q.Z ot/ 24 7%%,,77 .

et e

B e g it B WK
= L I o e )

el

i

.
.

1
».”"]a

7 M %.,ac et ores

ey o Ze< 4 o
44 par 32 2 = ; C//
/'/-»

oY o By il o aeccr il 2 ez A
S -
Rt

.
.

Mz/- 2. Ae— 9’ »/L-&L /z’_ P S &L

L [

Lo %C’ MCM’O C‘:f :5»”7/6’/1(-4 L e e 25 ¥
(4

02‘ : @%c v . ; 1

B e ko et L e e o _
v
_*faﬁ—:.(;\ga/\‘,.@ (S‘ce .%— /2 Z 4:‘__9 e sl = C

F 4
ﬂ&z/é/écc fg)CS’.ZLJ,‘:‘ZE : 5—c,¢ ~ f’-;//;(; ‘“5[;_&{’(7@020_‘/

v
.

e oL o ecc s o 2 Al Lo coro cecd
SR Vel RN Y

.

. E 2% 2 : .. o
4 \ ¥ ‘ L, ‘c’fcﬁft//ﬁﬂr o< 4%7 o Z’,!c.q/&c&_e V- = /é', z 2 o 3'7?@14 D

&
,{ &l



To

Dis Foceuvey ©m I

)

5

o

\GHT - DonorapL
'THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,

FORT ST. GEORGE, MADRAS.

The humble memorial of S. V. ARUNA-
CHELLA IYER, Government Pensioner, resid-
ing at Chattram Street, Dharmapuri, Salem
District, most respectfully sheweth :

L
g - P MAY 1T PLEASE YOUR HXCELLENCY,
( ’ s = Py
i o o a ¥ : = That Your Excellency’s memorialist most respectfully begs to appeal
; i — : '
- X . - / | = T 31c
R g = e s 1 ngamat
o (‘, - - (/ L}.‘r_‘.,‘ A ! K g : . . ! . .
= B - P S () His discharge and retirement from the Public Service (while holding
s o - “Spa N . ; § g N )
b4 B P By ;' the appointment of Head Clerk, Head Assistant Collector’s office,
P W Rk 5 g - et ? Salem) which was followed by the grant to him under G. O. No.
- ( N L B - s - LR | P " o A - 305 . - . . .
| e i — ; . 100%; aaten 10k Narember 1090 of v proportionate invalid pension of
| Cy I ?‘ e = Peusion Department
2. o & )’ g C - \\‘. 3 o S . ‘ ,'--{‘it- f‘ E ‘l-f‘. Lo, [11
| W i g = . \ ' Rs. 24} per mensem in consideration of a qualifying pensionable
! 2 P— | 5 e - P~ & 4 e v Ealy
) e Taaee & e T e - 4] | service of 21 years and 9 months, and
G s e | 4 o = .
T A N ey : 3 2 v oy, i |
- e - \ ! . . e St I bt : -
#‘ e P I - = S ' . (b) his previous unauthorized transfer, on the eve of the introduction of
> ’ ¢ v e , 1 ‘ . o afFfarda 3 "Q a0 c 1 . e <
e . . Eho iy s | B - !IL Mr. Garstin’s scheme dﬁ.oldlll{_{ .plospectb of a higher amount of
' e M e o b’ pay, from a magisterial to a ministerial appomntment, on the same
T S P e : . t =7 1 pay as was then in force, which has been subsequently ratified
4 2 -, . - . ] | 3 G R e D L Y T to the righ
/Boss NS o (D 0y _ b\" Government in 2nd September 18937 * Jeéct, however, to the rg t
g 5 : - : : 3 X5
L™ = B i ot = o . i. of an appeal therein conceded to him.
. % c Qa9 g -> > J :""- ' ¥ . o -
. = - < & L Aat’Q "¢ Q Q . e e aorainc
e G o e 2c o .2 N s o | II. That Your Excellency’s memorialist is obliged to appeal against
- & <N . " g y ’ . X l roQ Q 17, 1
3 T 42 o AP - P t these twofold acts of the Collector (now the Hon'ble G. Stokes, Esquire) owing
~R. L = o - o e P4 - : et N . . . 3 g el aQrv ¢ 7 A ana . aQ :
ol P ;5 PR s s e ") ; to an appreciable diminution in his pensionary allowance apart from the loss of
S -2 ) - ! < : . 3 ’ , av CTTTT 1 ¢
S . e o 3 status and pay inflicted upon him, which would not have occurred if he had
Z o~ R i S - —— ! A : 0 o pRs i 18 maoiatarial : e
LS g : ‘ 2 continued to hold, or he had been restored t(> h.m ¥jl(1g{st011,11. ‘d‘ppmntment, when
P, S Seal” =< oty s e ; ? he was invalided and discharged from the Public Service, or if he had been even
3 EPR . dei, oy ey Y - B allowed to continue to hold the Head Clerk’s appointment for another three years
‘ a5 ki : 3k o ST o+ - | | and three months for which also he was certainly not unfit as it will be shewn
|2 o - - . R e v s - 4 ? J below. The loss suffered by him in his pensionary allowance we ' 1 have amounted
f T Ceca s, I . - . ! | respectively to Rs. 6-4-9 or 10-8-0 per mensem if he had been :etired as a sub-magis-
1= _—o = v’ L 1 | ' . ; b B | Py ’ E o S g9 i B -
S > o e : ( . Towis o o | trate on the 8th October 1895 or permitted to retain his appointment as Head
i . - <2 : y & = . . =2 o ~$
R L s A 3 L - g BT 5 Clerk till about the 12th January 1899 in view to enable him to earn his full
. . - -_; y :,;" ! | . I Aus b n anc T 'y Q
R e il P | amount of pension as Head Clerk on Rupees 70 per mensem.
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%Mae/{:ﬂ.o \_/»E'b#‘ Bt i 2 instituted against him, finds only a trace, very indistinct, in the contrast exhib- , .
: th : at before . . otween the memorialist and three other Sub-Magistrates similarly dealt "
%Z" (et hu‘ingl')liOull)ledf on which thijs ml; r;f)‘i;?dln?l{ to set out fully the facts of his casé "5 :‘:131 lzv:de the Collector’s letter to the Board of R.evenue quoted 'abovc.a). He
| > e | Skir uz'em&;lmnniﬁsion to adv(.r: t(:st;upbgru«], Your Excellency'’s memos .- therefore thought fit to temporize in 'ord.er to av01fl further mortifications tbﬁ
%t ae. . CZo B _ ey t, 18 pensionable servie s € circumstance that, on the date of 2 taking what was then deemed to l?e an ill-advised action, and resolved to wait ti
amounto(r;g:s’zof the period m]uim:; :’f 21 years and 0 months fell short, by %% the Collector could furnish him with a :t:ﬁement_tcl)lf t;lllle factsl andt ‘reastfnis thafﬁ he v,
5-10.8 O earn for hi r oy bl inimuit : i d to repor em Wi e explanation taken Irom -8
: W”ﬂd 5?/ | of Rs. 24-8.0, anq tf;toé Proportiongte in mlidr hl::; : ‘ ml}l .-.lu,'h't.l) hlghe::-ilo ancé. C(')uld urf; aﬁiﬁszrclll;f;’o? ](l}overﬂm%nt. With this object in view the memorial- A
' : i and the Provisiong of the tl,le refore ventures wﬁe et ~aganye l"? P resgan s of ju g1 h1m fi.i. eed the Collector on the 8th August 1892 to reconsider the transfer in 5
% ,:_,émfc% I S of Governmeng kit e Civil Service R Ogulat"men tl~m’t "°"”‘dem“: o the orde ' it pl(? 1h;onf the facts and arguments urged by him, or to grant him also certain %
¢ f)f retaining hiy, in i;h“5 ok subject, whicl =g B ynd isabilit) the_ - \(})Vithout sanctioning the grant of the copies, the Collector was only then &
AL lol =272 o7 m his case, but thgt }? Publig Service f;)r a ll by fmggeswd o jgnon ; C(l)ple:;l to favour the memorialist with an order, dated 1st September 1892, which M’
y " | o strength of w has been retired i mxgor Pk e .somehow — e d for facility of reference. * The Collector does not consider” K
> which & Medical (gtip red, without any solicitation from 4 is here reproduce . i B = ety
cececcore 2 P Z ch, as will be ghewn 1. Hicate obtained | " . own motions « the petitioner fitted fora Deputy Tahsildar and Sub-Magistrate’s appointaels
» . A Here Youy Excel] e“.n below, Was not .he( ¢/ the Collector on his 9wn mable « and he should not in the exercise of the responsibility imposed on him in the
O S S ; :;d not ANing :;ci_s memorialist beg: tolly incontrovertible or _uulmpll cto! -] « public interests have continued him in t]:}e pogition in thc? new scheme. The::
;ﬁ : & 15t of his m isteri "mSelf power not 0 urge respectfully thabif pre pori- «« (Jollector declines to discuss the matter with him or torevise the or(:iers already
it L i e : g’ont&ined in G.0. ‘;Ial al:pointmem il'lolﬁ‘x;‘?ﬂ,.iem.d by him to deprive (t;: ' , « passed.” Seeing that this order was coucheq ina l-anguage which neither .enable,d
. roceedings, No, g1 = 396, R.p,, dated 18 contrary to the orders of — the memorialist to urge his reasons fully against his removal from a Magistrate’s
LY retired ag 5 Sub.'Mla:’ » dateq gy, Se :( 18th March 1884, embodied in the ® ally appointment, nor precluded the Collector from dls.co.v gelog orfaiung l_mck SER
“ca =] charge of inefficig ‘Glstrate, fop thorg .mb” IH.M ) he would have been s pt t9¢ reasons not known nor anticipated by the me]i:nor.lahst,,he re}lewed his petition
y ' only hit upon f ey which, e > Was nothing to urge against him excor e when there was a temporary change of the District officer with the result that
T Ve &L/ P ¢¢,¢4 Snbsequent]y ml:i Zhe occasion g ;‘:lnpnulist undertakes to shew later :fl. - the petitioner’s case was also reported to t.he Board of Revenue by the permanent
\ ! i pught not have b, i g GOV(’"’lnent (Gsuly t_hf- Collector's action, and W :”,_,; : Collector for the orders of Government .Wlthou.t, however, any §tatement of. fa.cts
s | N (/,f POSET  roymmia Mcreased emolug, N made 4 P 0, .\«?. 815, R. D., dated 5th Angus of e being furnished 0 him or any explanation being taken from him for SumeS.SIOIl
: ) also propey Nk toent Netioneq for (S; depriving the existing incumbents 3 s Government along with the veport. He .therefore s_ubsequently s.pe'mally
3 who wag appoint, adv b bk € pay of the Sub-Magistrates. It ot | requested the Acting Collector on .the 24th April 1§93 to give the memonahaj.t an
A3 P o the Collector ed Succeed the Ween the memorialist and one P. 98575 .,,u»-* soportunity of giving an explanation .and .to furm.sh him f.or the.purpose w1t-h a
@ o Collector has no:“n f(.}rred o .ll.l«n?nriuli!it as a Sub-Magistrate an v Séﬁ;ement of facts which resulted in his being deprived of his magisterial appo¥nt-
| ; a‘z:w have allowed Ay, hesitateq to rf-porffl I5terial appointment shortly afterwards ment ; but compliance with this request was refused on the ground of the applica-
i) B e i “an Silnp]y. ;H&Chelln Yar" (me "h'f'- " no doubt it would have been tion I;aving been made after the departure of the perme_me':nt Collector on lea..ve
l; "'c"?—‘ ‘ (of tmllslato 4 lave.au ag shal'n‘urmhst) ‘“to continue” (as & .‘Sub-Ml.lgla !':'.‘ ; from the District. In these gircumstqnces thg m(?morlal%st had no alternative
i evenue, No. "le’ ‘vulc Paras, 1¢ ))(ur to have returned to his own nppomtm £.3 but to rely upon providential }nterventlgn and justice taking her proper course.
Gt 921 M., dateq 3; % 29 of the Coll ector's letter to the BM T He therefore thought to await the receipt of the orders of Government which,
‘ Wi st March 1893.) . i evever fortunately gave him the right of &Ppe‘c?l, but, which was not com-
et explain away or df’ Memorig)jgy has § s P8 ) Oxrnicat:ad to him for a long time after its receipt in the .Col-lector’s Qfﬁce and
g :1 as & Magistrate be‘:Prove ANy lachey rxt.of all a duty to discharge w:hl tw‘ : filll many months after he had applied for such communication to him, for the
OVSR2 e ecc d to take steps to oq ore his com, ulsb (ntl.lrlbUUIbl(O to him) to regain bis i}’:’ application ma de by him for the purpose on the Ich December .18.93, was not
_ oIy FO state thag notwfﬁ]el stuch ret,im,,,:.y tr etirement, as well as the delay onull complied with #i11 the 5th July 1894-- In the meantime the memon‘ahst had 1:,alsen
. .«Low‘_ ising the Govern 1 Standing that, t.ln' In this connection he respect! ygﬂ% <teps to secure for him such copies of documents as were required by him to
S intended tg i )Lmlent Which, e ‘-liemm Was no time fixed then for mem® jish enable him to prefer the appeal to Gove_mment, and applied on or about the Iat.te;
| 1892 but, he “ui :11 S0on after his tr Ves, is the case even now, the memi‘; ] olf ol part of May 1894 for a month’s leave without allowances from the date on Wth,
Tams O3 ; for, and by < eterred frop, doi “'f"f“" to a ministerial uppointment 3 8 he would be entitled to it, apd recelve.d on the 17th June 1894 the Souectors
o ey i Oy What transpireq ‘U8 50 by the refusal of the leave then ap of . % der that  the leave applied for will not be granted at present.”” As the
' rse S ey by the Head Assistant Collector on this application for leave

N — e
: o g 45 endorsement made

d to him Ween him and the Collector in the COUT ol
Im on ¢ e Collector 1 wﬂﬁ hint that applications for leave might possibly be construed

. e Wo days a9y mm
co s & t e o magister: Yays (8th and 9th July 1892) mb ed to convey & :
AT Ty vec. df o :n Infused Into hig nminrlml laPPmntmont. He was confident from W o0 :ee];perior officers other than himself as an attempt to evade or shirk Wc.>rk of an
| P TN Al | as T hOnesty gained t o he had not only to hazard his rep.ﬂt"work ?'J ir)l;some character by the memorialist, he had to take the cue so as b Walt % lisile
Pe Lao e __ t; dﬂ‘ l\_I"{-{istmto for nearly l?( him by hig conscientious discharge of his co'n'. Y longer and work for some time more in the capacity of a ministerial servant
. W ‘ k E : " i ‘ i =] v ! ‘ . . - ;
Fes ero - 52 acti on‘]tfh further difficultieg ff Jl:am’ but he had also to be pre 11 ecw’s o jmmediately under the eyes of covenanted officers in order to see for himself as to
el » asmuch » if he had to seek redress against the C0

as thnt Oﬁic hones.ty ‘,~v
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er went then so far as to question his

with an qjr
of 86
» Which, as the result of the secret eng™
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XI. The memorialist has now to explain away only the statement of I v

incompetency and sly references to his reputation and mental calibre urged

1889, th g o
any ordi:::;monnhu has able against him by the Collector. In th}'s connection he respectfully submits that
the memo m_‘moﬂnt of ph"'icul to __llmntaw always Rﬂ"d hull' b positive assertions and general suggestions, exaggerations, inaccuracies and falla- .
Levy—a f 'St walking o, foot eXertion, an instance of which : vies combined with a little playing upon words have helped the Collector to :
.Onner Head MUIN) long distances with the condemn and discredit the memorialist’s work as also to underrate his 'y
emished character. For the sake of convenience an Appendix

" Colleotor—when he was then ¥ - | reputation for unbl

and he, report y |
e memo:i:!)y “Pparently ':;:ilbc Prospects of the season in DEPS (Enclosure A) is &
- red to test the uwumrillid" ‘e Which, the memoria

dded to this memorial on this part of the case against him
list earnestly prays, may be patiently gone through and taken

y Your Excellency in Council.

' pure ) X to . .
¥ the he::I;:P:l:l for Heart “‘lbum that even professional men nistakt into consideration b
|f . (4 u 1 = M > . z . : '|.. o\
of opinion ben:ng Palpitation, in ::;‘n" 1o the sympathetio OF 10 the @ XII. Though the Collector has reported to the Board of Revenue that
ground oo the cases, and, whatever may e he had ostensibly no desire to prevent any wrong done to the memorialist being
T thorities if redress had been sought for by the memo-

set right by his superior au

hﬂteye, in u,:' or by one of them at different HmeS
rialist in time by way of appeal,

of the memorialist for & refusal 0 e it will be scarcely permissible to him, nor will it

bute motives to the Collector’s actions unless the

Pension qp for h . fof

ii health 44 thzvzl:n:m % sho ﬂ:r Period only necessary to .‘u.li'fy him ¥ serve any useful purpose, to attri . .
cer Hare: which has b:z:od especially when he was 10 85" memorialist is particularly asked about them, but he is unable to refrain from
? retirement in Arrison) ¢ the certified by the permanent Diste ey , obtruding upon the consideration of Your Excellency in Council that he has
state that 'in the Course of '_“l“osi of the ;lnvtsx«xrialiut. three ot been unjustly ruined by the Collector despite his competency and rectitude of
edica) Office ce o'Pm-.u. ®Xamination. Here the mem< ol conduct. He has in vain sought for a decent employment under the Court of
Private oy, lr he wag able b‘he Certificate granted by the permis . Wards on three occasions, and under Municipal administrations on two occasions
formance Ofpdoy.lneng s 5 Secure, for 16 months under the Jag™ e after the cessation of his service at Arni which, it is submitted, was not due to
ecutive o -nh?'.' hot lmcomm%r involving outdoor work '.'F physical unfitness nor to doubtful character. He has not even been allowed by
emolumep, Judicig) officer Onerous, 1y less resnonsible ‘thab those @ the District Magistrate to pr.actise as a pr'lv.ate legal practitioner before the

Similar ¢, thg:og:ther With hiad" Government c!mplnynwul. ~ (riminal and Revenue (‘ourts in the Sub-Division.
:.l‘oof of his ¢ ‘-l'znopnt)' Tak ﬁmWQ' allowance placed him iﬂ’ ‘ A XIII. The provisions of the Civil Service Regulations allow re-employ-
Istent wit}, ity f and Sub- Magistrate. This A€ | ment of persons invalided on fresh proof of their capacity for work which,

ascertained if considered to be necessary.

th 18 emy s 1o, hardsiil
2 an Dr Haﬁke [l.lo)‘lnent d ‘h') o bear or undergo bodll)‘ ) the memorialist begs, may be now

- t Wi an, e
time, Y dk’n'n Oping Ways of h’(‘,' and mpmm rather Pr. M
0 who Was only the former's locwm T

XIV. He therefore implores that Your Excellency in Council may
be eraciously pleased to go through the entire records herewith submitted
fmdof,hose that may be called for from the Board of Revenue, and render him

diseass, dequate & i
:‘lﬁl O“gh " may he °e, (vide 3 'hu been held to afford DO 870 g0 justice by restoring him
not justif torme  CSidereq Tibble's Treatise on Medical JU*E Cg r

e s firgg :o debar admission into the P“w \ ?
D.‘l“@.Bts, may he Chrolleq ; Mployment already too long held- of i
'sbrict, Dy, ted, if  Police Force in 1868 the truth © gl
m ; Ro n ree in 1 M X
€Inorialigg'q St Wag ¢ v by reference to the Police o !:

the 188i6n u , y
statemeng comy "1 int Nable to discern heart affection

sition as a Deputy Tahsildar Sub-Magistrate either
or pro Sforma prior to his retirement, so as to entitle
him to the increased emoluments then sanctioned alike to all
incumbents of Qub-Magistrate’s appointment, over his pay as
Head Clerk of the Head Assistant Collector’s Office, from
the date of the introduction of Mr. Garstin’s scheme (1st October
e of his retirement and discharge from the Public

(1) again to his po
: in actuality,

ace ; ’
luuni(.,f "Stances, thagmm"d to bi:’.,rm' The memorialist has for ¥ s 1892) to the dat : :
“.b Ultlon and 81 m‘y ln qu of hl‘ b('lng Cllbjl!‘t to hm 4 gt "l‘f Qervice (Sth OGtOb.er 1895) thus ena.blmg b5t Ao carn. i higher
Fay ooe then » Of deaths being "’Nlcnudwigd L) amount of pension and to acquire his status as a retired Deputy
' p 8 ahsi _Magistrate ; or
. the® Tahsildar Sub 3

€T neg
Public ‘e’“‘ﬂry @ , ¢ ho

toms of Ants hag % iy ' ‘ s iD ;
pr()f(;sgio:‘:ll(-h disese |, udg""eully ‘“':irl';:;::] """l "’"":‘T" .]M" (b) to his ministerial appointment as Head Clerk Head Assistant
Quate gy, men. T e dige o e ' otime® Collector’s Office without loss of service and emoluments to be
dk!chn:, inds for ) ),,(.umo"'“'illm —lied d"","“ life S0t wer®. e foregone to tha extent of his earnings between the dates of his

8¢ from W fore submits that et retirement and reinstatement now prayed for, till such time only

Wilkiy'
I)ub.. NS Onin: : - :
lie Service, Piniion which ended in IS as may be necessary to complete his service of 25 years, to
qualify him to earn his maximum pension as such Head Clerk ; or

. > It wi
Seek hjg rei Will thy,
1 4lngtau‘ : .3 bv Seg .
:g::n 'ﬂt the ténabi;j,:"“t Ul by ::..u:;: the memorinlist deferred taking

ice, ¥ of the medj ® 1o shew as well as ho‘::’w for 19

cal opinion which incapacita !

o



e ——
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(¢) if service during the period he has been without Government

:;lgil::yglient' cannot be allowed to count towards pension also to =
e m :: service till such time as he could himself wish 0 =
or before attaining his fifty-fifth year of his age ; or ]

o fat:l:)lrllie:;;y one of the three, or in addition to the first two
thought():]se I:rayed for as above, to pass such orders as may be 3
ciency of t}? » Proper and adequate by condonation of the defi-

y e three months' service referred to in para. 3 suprd- =

b
e { !
letter, Board's Proceedings an

removal of the memorialist fro
explain them away or refute them,

XV. The : | written in juxtaposition.

of Your Excellency ;:c((}):llli:;;b;mtted .herewit.h for the perusal and consideration 3 R 21
guard . re particularised in ; t an . (PARA. 3) OF THE COLLECTOR’S LETTER.
28aInst any further loss of enc| the accompanying lis II“ B(ut tho fourth” (case) “relates to

« Arunachala Iyer, (the memorialist) who
“was reverted 3;;0 the post of Translator
“in the Collector’s Office by order, dated
¢14th June 1892, No. 1927.”

(PARA. 7) OF THE COLLECTOR'S LETTER.

: lone it is
« In regard to Arunachala Iye‘r.a :
" “not ugnilly asserted that he *is corrupt

: ther Sub-Magistrates
“(in contrast to th;:tee g o be *notoriously

' 2 3 ~named and rep

£ ol « corrupt "™

r 5 (PARA. 15) OF THE BoARD'S PROCEEDIN(.}S.
R 3 « There is no charge of dishonest dealing

~id 3 againgt him."

- [
- AcAIN (PARA. T) oF THE COLLECTOR'S LETTER.
. ¢ But he is looked upon as not quite right
3 . in his head.” ¢
B (PARA. 15) oF THE BOARD'S PROCEEDINGS.
X “The late Mr. McWatters stated in
- “April 1889 ‘that Arunachella Iyer was

»J

Appendix to the Memorial submitted by S. V. Arunachala Iyer,
late Head-clerk, Head-Assistant Collector’s Office, Tirupatur,
' Salem District.

will be better and more convenient to quote extracts from the Collector’s
d other papers setting out the facts and reasons urged for the
m a magisterial to a ministerial appointment and attempt to
the extracts and the explanation or refutation being

This is not fully accurate. The memorial-
ist was holding the Magistrate’s appointment
from the latter half of 1874 till towards the
end of 1886 when he was offered the Trans-
lator’s appointment by the late Mr. Me-
Watters, with promiseof reversion to a Deputy
Tahsildary in order to suit his intended
arrangements. The memorialist accepted the
Collector’s offer in hopes of preferment but
having been disappointed he pressed his
claims to be sent back as a Magistrate which
was readily granted at the first opportunity
(vide Correspondence ending with G. O. (R.
D.). Np. 5164, dated 30th August 1887. The
omission to note the entire period for which
the memorialist held the appointment of a
Sub-Magistrate could not have been uninten-
tional as service as a Magistrate for 16 years
would “per se” disprove the allegations of
incompetency without additional proof of a
series of blunders or perversity on the part of
the memorialist.

_ The phraseology employed here affords
intrinsic evidence of an unwillingness t
recognise & man’s good character. Th
memorialist never forfeited his reputation
for honesty, which he continued to preserve
till the end of his service and which has been
the guiding principle of his actions even
subsequently. His statement is borne out by
the testimonials, letters and endorsements
contained in the accompanying printed copy
thereof. Any doubt which personages nc
well disposed towards the memorialist mf‘/
entertain about it, is set at rest byMr. Me-
Watters’ letter to the Board embodied iy’ G-
0. quoted in para. 2 above wherein ng iing
is reported against him when there "vas a
question expressly raised by the Government
as to the reasons of the memorialist’s sfer
to the Translatorship towards the end of 1886
after service as a Magistrate for nearly 12
years.

Against this is to be set off the opinions
expressed by 4 Head Assistant Collectors and
previous District Officers and particularly that
of Mr.J. P. Bedford, who supervised the
work done by the memorialist for two years
and who has finally endorsed his opinion
from Ongole on a petition addressed to him,
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' quite off ‘his head addicteq i
and tearing up official co"m;::i%?es

(Para, 3
el «;::v F :lm Com.zc-ron’s Lx’mzn
e 2 Itno about July 189
5 e L Tejoin hig D g ad
Prevent j¢ » " whizaa onp(:;g:gf:;
L I
sp&tiogﬁi?;s:hall_convinced o :
2o, el at it wag desimbl;n t.ongh;u~
w
AGan
AIN (Pagy 54) op THE (g
&t had LETTBR. LLECTOR'
: soon nsiderg},
g?h:}?i:d glatt}tle his vvor:;e get]x rall n be‘dis.
€ facts

seruti i

whi chny ‘l?f all the C“'e"aci.:fsmmw- from 5
to verify - 0€ Submitteq ; bis Coury
impgga);tmy Statement, .

the dutje. gafzszs 1\1}1 Which hjs unfitne
monstrated, 8 ’ insa g

f\‘f}t‘er the retirement of the memorialist that
¢ 18 shrewd in matters of bﬂ‘inm'--
; sldes emphasizing his opinions Pl"‘-‘"i 3
wbressed that the memorialist's work Wos |
i Satisfactory!’ and that he was ** bard-work
\t;[., and ““comscientions,” What the ll”‘j p
;n r.\M_c\\ atters wrote to the District_s'":gm 1
rep: Pril 1859 was that the memorialist ":5
ported to be quite off his head, addicteC
to eating ashes and tearin up official covers.
"¢ quotation made in Snc Board's office 0
Misleading and hj .ﬂf injurious inasm s
of difference fhicial

tearing up “ official covers” and * offici
Correspondence®* M. McWatters knew “
memorialist too well to give credence t0 875
m'mh Statements which being false call-
Worthless in their nature and scarcely find
Ing for notice were made with a view 0 at
;(_)me Pretext for retiring the memori and
. Tequest made at & time of sudden 885
~erious illness and subsequently retracte
3!1 recovery. The fact that Mr. McW! he

id not finally act upon them but thatBes

though_t fit to reconfmend furlough 0 ¥
memorialist on receipt of a report
:"."'nomll?t after returning from the
u!;l('t Medical officer’s office in 16889 &M
at he did not consider the petitioner vt
then unfit for work except on the scor® .
Ulness not aflecting his brain. AS
femorialist is conscientious there Was i
Ing indiscreet on his part in first 1l T
g to retire and then in withdrawité 8
afl;r recovery, .
, This shows that upon mere in Mﬁoﬁ
(itgllector wis unwillirl:; to allow mﬂ ex-
TSt to rejoin his appointment on the 207
Piration of hig leave, however much bE
sired to do 50, more on account O"Em

V.

imbibed ang entertained against the on

Fialist during his absence on % "
nformation robably derived from
Deither reliable nor untainted. M&Te
could have been then alone sgt 3
:‘:;:)‘::nk ‘::e memorialist for medw‘ln Md A

or by insisting upon the B

4 health Oertiﬁcs::ag thpnoz had already bO‘ :
Secured by the memorialist. ' mo-

_ It would have been very fair if the o &
ralist had also been allowed & o hate
Juoting cases in which his decisions his
been upheld with approval chiefly #! soli-
retarn from furlough. The memon"":,nﬂ
Cits the indulgence of searching the Re Snb"‘"i ;
and Criminal records of the Harur S% 8
Magistrate's office to select for his l:;t his =
"mﬂvy_. judgments affordin mef‘, diss
appreciation of evidence m% of h’-l'n,mo‘ 5
Interested efforts towards meeting out .
n 'P'u’ of the mdlﬂ'ﬁmnce ‘nd - A
sympathy on the part of those whose & g =8
)t Was 10 see that justice was not mi here

he memorialist, would, however, quote PR
W0 important cases of theft in whicl ter-
Postal and Forest De ents were 19 pr)
ested, and in which there was 8 M8

-
I

AcAIN (PARA. 15) oF THE BOARD'S
PROCEEDINGS.

‘“ He was accordingly granted furlough and
the present Collector considers that even now

he has hardly recovered.”

(i
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conflicting evidence, to be sifted and appre-
ciated by the memorialist. The convictions
and sentences appealed against in these
cases have been affirmed with approval. In
criminal appeal case No. 28 against the
conviction 1 case No. ‘&3 the appellate
court has observed: ‘I am of opinion that
the Lower Court has rightly found that there
was a theft and that the appellant was guilty
of it,”” the circumstances connected with the
case giving room for a weighty argument that
no theft at all was committed by the accused,
but by another Post Officeemployee. In crimi-
nal appeal case No. ;1§ against the convic-
tion and sentence in case No. ;144 the appel-
late court has decided that ‘* this was a care-
fully planned theft of wood in charge of a
public servant and there is no ground for
discrediting the mass of evidence for the
prosecution.” A portion of this mass of evi-
dence was not forthcoming till the memorial-
ist had pointed out to the officer conduct-
ing the prosecution (Station House Officer),
the desirability of securing this evidence also.
The memorialist begs that the records con-
nected with these cases both in the Lower
and Appellate Courts may be sent for and
perused in order to form a notion of the me-
morialist’s way of discharging his work and
appreciation of evidence. Again the memo-
rialist begs to quote, from recollection, the
conviction, mainly through his efforts, of a
village Munsiff (Neyyamalai) who aided and
abetted thefts of sandalwood so rife in those
parts, owing to the connivance of persons
responsible for safe guarding the interests of
State Revenue which the memorialist had, at
times, tried to expose as much as possible.
This case was not even appealed against and
affords a convincing refutation of the positive
assertions made by the Collector. The me-
morialist begs that the records of this case
may also be sentfor and perused in order to
form an opinion as to the appreciation of evi-
dence by the memorialist.

The Board writes in this strain on the Tth
July, 1893, when the Collector was J. Andrew,
Esq., who refused to furnish the memorialist
with a statement of facts reported against
him and to allow him an opportunity for an
explanation. This shows that he desired to
support the permanent Collector’s action and
the memorialist is at a loss to understand on
what basis the above statement has been
made to the Board whether officially or
demi-officially. The memorialist is sanguine
that no such intimation could have been
given to the Collector by Mr. J. P. Bedford
who was then Acting Head Assistant Collec-
tor. Mr. Andrew should have obtained this
information from equally untrustworthy
sources. It is scarcely possible that if the
memorialist’s non-recovery had then been a
matter of fact, he was able to work hard and
give satisfaction to his superior officer, viz.,
the abovenamed Head Assistant Collector
under whom the memorialist served over a




s |

L s
o —

Iﬂ
]
?
:

12

period of two years and his successors fora
period of one year prior to his retirement.

@ This was e&tly in 1892 "

Extract from
- th istrl
Preliminary Register ;3 strict  Magistrate's

therefore tation H, had
I am not i enature of their.mew him,

r tatemep,
g:;gﬁemd et say that this jg "ot":
i nl::d of natives I sho l:f bfmnrpnm o
denial.y — spoken rather thay i v
:li’ents i :t(m:nc ctions in t.he?rt auw,
en:: esthiim ﬂl)mt lg’redibl;nmygas(;gimon(}ermu to
i ¢ Police recor, i -
Aoc E:l; _;he ollal'ect of l‘riol::znwd i
et i the Police miscond Yy feny
.O‘;lnli'not.inthe lbur::d‘ y
Piracy, tend to dilcngilt '&{

“ﬁiﬂ to here has reference to the
Cinst ‘-.\;‘-_ accused concerned by the .
which, in a case of the kind first threwd =

The * very grave” miscarringe of Justice

2}

out by a Subordinate Magi
| Magistrate, but taken 9P
_— committed to the Sessions by the Districs
dil“&"“ Tate, would not have overl any
M“'{’"!w&ﬁ on the part of a Subordinat®
E af:lul‘m really at fault, nor would it have
cﬁ"w m any reflections on his cONCITS S
mtmu“-‘l’. or judgment, that he s
o deserved. The Collector snd DI
the Sessiona Co::% dgmend, s 885
: s Ju nor v
:ilimnce been placed upon it in su of b3
. madvenigor}n that have been : B
{e memorialist by the District Ma¢ he
Co:: ther?(ore respectfully submitted that
A ::mn observations are not W8U 3
begs e same time the memorialist O™

- eave to vindicate himsell.

e accused were discharged b him
““:ﬁot:e evidence was considered SO:: of th o
: account of the miscondus ‘
il;°l‘°§ Officers in making interpolatiofs
wlt:.:rlmaauona in the inquest re N or's
l ich, beyond doubt, to use - )
(hnguage, had the effect of **breakin =
case.

These inte i o
rpolations and alterstion®
k:xund by the memorialist to D8Ye cioh
g rposely made to let in evidenc® o

ut for them, was actually shut 0ué 4
. tually shu ﬂ
W;

tenor of the statements originall
:{:: l;gns of the dooeuedmll the 800"
: uest report stripped ¢
:;‘“PO ions. The memorialist beg>

-] quote passages from the T
mgllk!l' sent up by the Dim
Se::' when committing the 8¢¢
e 1ons, as also from the Preli
submitted by the memorialist after
ing them,

& Extract from the Preliminary
nt up by the Memorialist :—

“The internal evidence '
:’tn::)l:go uhe:l\;u that the:‘cginﬂ'“w :
other place e _its- S
(Mahazar referred to) at the PIse® 5
Quest,” * * *
“Though a similar mistake—onlY %y the
to be seen it refers to the W'aumn'id
hour of the night when the d“’“’dﬁ“
son went to the field-hut and b" ald
correction the deceased's sons W g
precluded from giving evidenc®
wentification of the prisoners in T g5
Assuming they* * (the deoot”d"?whp .
t::nloweun the Mnn;iﬂ in b"u,. Statil
wrong in not inform!

Hou” Omm (Couﬂ.. wimun‘glfww
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been subsequently told to the T23%
Police. The credibility of the € e

roof that the
hemselves to
they have done,

Wwitnesses; but there is no P
Police have miscondue

bolster up the case. What
they knew, must, if it had any eff
have that of breaki

very questionable w
not sufficiently accounted

case. 1t18
ether the entries are

- commented upon

given by them, during, the enquiry is im-
peachable unless the interpolations in the
Mahzar was not due to the turn the case
may be said to have taken subsequent to the
Police Inspector’s interference.” In the face
of such suspicious facts, the memorialist was
required by the prosecution to believe the
evidence given by the two sons of the deceas-
ed of their recognition of the accused 1n
moon-light, at a distance of, from 40 to 57 ft.
although they had failed to mention this fact
to the Station House Officer during the in-
quest.

The Sessions Court has, however, taken no
notice of the interlineations and alterations
in the Mahzar though they were much
by the memorialist and
were tried to be explained away by the Dis-
trict Magistrate when making the commit-
ment. 1t is because of the non-examination
before it of the Station House Officer (Court’s
witness) which is probably due to the Court’s
opinion that the evidence adduced before it
was unsatisfactory. Permission is, therefore,
sought to quote also portions of its Judgment
with a view to afford complete information
which is so much required in this case in
order to help a correct decision as to the
memorialist’s action.

« But the only direct evidence in the case
is that of Liakshman’'s (deceased) two sons
and the value of it depends upon the pro-
bability of their having clearly recognized
the accused (in the moon-light). * * *

« But according to the first witness the
moon would only shine on the path taken by the
murderers for 4 or 5 yards (he points out the
distance) from the shed, the rest of their way
being under the shadow of the trees.” * *

“The 2ud_witness contradictory statements un-

8

supported as they were by immediate men-
tion of the names of the accused to his
mother or by his mention of them to the 4th
witness, form, even when taken with the 1st
witness’ retracted statement to the Magis-
trate, an insufficient basis for conviction.
The case is suspicious, and it is possible the
witnesses have been “gotat” but as it
stands I am unable to find sufficient reliable
evidence.”

It will thus be seen that the inctedibiﬁty

* of the evidence for the secution (no evi-
‘ dence for the defence wl;r: even edled(n for)

was the sole reason for the acqui i

charge of the prisoners in th:cgesmomqtazlxsoéoil:t-
or by the Sub-Magistrate, though the Ses-
sions Court did not think fit to adopt the
same reasoning as that of the Sub-Magistrate
§mgqaonalnst), its work having been much
acilitated by the retraction before it of the
statement before the Sub-Magistrate by th

deceased’s eldest son, who, 1t is ea.rn}e,;stle
urged, thereby only adhered to his origi a.)i
version before the Station House 0ﬁic§ﬁ)

which no one had been incriminated by himy
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If there had been no retraction by the de-
ceased’s eldest son before the Sessions Courty
the defence conducted by a Barrister who
was engaged from the beginning would have
surely drawn attention to, and elicited e¥l®
dence as to the interpolations and the %'
ceased's eldest son's original statement, an¢
established the falsity or the untrustworthi-
ness of the evidence for the prosecution:
But the trial was not protracted simply be-
cause the case * was suspicious.” The memo
rialist, therefore, respectfully submits e
no grounds existed for ascribing to him
of judgment.

Again the District Magistrate says, e
the memorialist was ignorant of his pos s
a8 a committing Magistrate and uotes &
Bombay Ruling from the Indian Law
ports which the memorialist confesses he
not aware of, and had no occasion or I e:?s
to have had knowledge of it. It is the °ch
authority for the position maintained by
District Magistrate ; nevertheless the I ph
rialist’s procedure in weighing the evider
b?'f‘n'e it in such a case was 1n consonance as
his course of conduct in his official car Be!hld
& Sub-Magistrate for which no Object'onfrho
ever been taken by the superior Courts. 7
procedure adopted by the memorialist an
taken exception to by the District M’%:B W
has since been expressly sanctioned by t :;?]
Criminal Procedure Code and had gen ;
been observed by Subordinate Magist™®
used to make a searching enquiry. : o

The memorialist has only to e“"‘bmh"h
groundlessness of the assertion made ‘811“‘::
him as to his want of promptitude whic :m 3
is surmised, has reference rather to the the
quest held by him than to the duration o his
preliminary * enquiry before him l'1,ill i
receipt of the Police Charge Sheet, thoug in
both matters he has not been wantin
expedition, ' : b

The murder was committed on the n}gsy
of the 12th November, 1891, (not 11th 8t1%
speaking) at about 2 A.m., and the Sutt‘tef
House Officer received a report in the & h
at about 1 p.M., on the same date, ’ltho'm‘
the Station House where he was at the ©
was only dbout 3} miles. The Inspec wr'oll
Police was then at or very near the g
House, but the Station ?Iiouse Officer p::;
ceeded to the spot alone and held the ind%
before that evening, )
. The memorialist’s Head-Quarters (H‘:::O
is about 12 miles from the scene of oﬁd
(Buddireddipatty limits) or the village =g
bearing that name, and the Village Mu peen
report in the matter was, as it has agis
reported by him to the Head Assistant M,oaoh
trate on the 13th November, did not 00D
the memorialist's hands till that after?
when he had started from his Head f and
to the scene of offence at the request © few
along with the Police. Inspector who, & 1
hours before, had returned to Harur €

Again in Para. 54 of the Collector’s letter:
““This (the Buddireddipatty murder case com-
mittal) was early in 1892. After this his work
unsatisfactory till finally

still continued ve
in June the records of the Thumbal Forest

case came nnder my notice. This was an impor-
tant Forest casein which in a Judgment which
must be perused to be appreciated he acquitted
the Village Munsiff who was the originator
and prime-mover in the whole matter, con-
victing the 3rd accused on the very identical
evidence. This case showed him so utterly
incapable of grasping and weighing evidence,
if nothing worse, that I felt myself compelled
for the safety of the public to transfer him to
an appointment of equal pay where his work,

if bad, could be properly supervised.”

15

from Kadathoor or from the scene of offence.
The memorialist with the Inspector of Police
arrived at the scene of offence at about sun-
set and inspected the locality and took mea-
surements at once on the same day. The
PoliceInspector’s communication said to have
been addressed from the scene of offence or
Kadathoor on the previous day which was
mentioned to the memorialist at Harur by
the Inspector of Police was not also then
received, and as it was late in the night and
it was represented that the memorialist
should receive it before commencing to in-
quire into the cause of death, the enquiry
was postponed to and completed on the
following morning.

The memorialist’s version will be borne
out by the reports submitted by him to the
Head Assistant Magistrate, and the interest
taken by him in the case will be established
by his having recommended the offer of a

t of a reward to any one furnishing in-
ﬁormation towards the detection of the case.
The reasons for such recommendation being
the suspected tampering up of the evidence that
was supposed to be forthcoming. He does not,
therefore, deserve the aspersions made on him.

In this important forest case 12 accused
were tried by the memorialist, but the 3rd
alone was found guilty and received the
maximum punishment provided for the
offence. The date of the judgment was 31st
August 1891, and the appeal preferred there-
from by the convicted person (3rd accused
Pethanna Chetty) was decided on the 2nd
December 1891. The Collector in his office
proceedings, Reference on No. 64, dated 4th
January 1892, passed on a perusal of the
judgment of the Appellate Court (the Lower
Court’s Judgment had been sent to his office
so far back as September 1891) called upon
the District Forest Officer to report if any
further steps should be taken in the case and
was informed on the 18th January 1892 that
the High Court might be moved to set aside
the acquittal (in its entirety). In these cir-
cumstances the Collector’s statement to the
Board of Revenue that the records of this
' important™ case came to his notice only
m June 1892 or nearly six months after
receipt of the Appellate Court’s J udgment in
his office or just a week after the date of the
order of the memorialist’s transfer to a minis-
terial appointment, is therefore not true, and
ntended to cover the omission to appeal to or
even move the ngh Court to set aside the
order of acquittal for which there was ample
time between the 18th January 1892 and 1st
March 1892, when the time to prefer the
appeal expired and the powers of revision by
the High Court could still be invoked.

It is humbly submitted that i 1
had been set aside by the High Cgtﬁ'lte:xf g.gg::ll
or on revision, the Collector and the memori-
alist would alike be concluded by its decision ;
so long as no exception is taken by the Appel:
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late Court or by the Collector to the ncqumd
O\f'—"he accused other than the lst accu

(Village Munsiff), the memorialist has appa-
rently to account for, or explain his action

only with reference to the observations made =

thereon by the Appellate Court ‘and the Col-

lector ; but the circumstances of the case aré

such as to warrant the other accused’s convics
Uion or acquittal as a necessary consequence
(\)\fvtlxe 1st. accused's conviction or acqui
h en the Appellate Court and the Colleetor
ave both acquicsced in the acquittal of all the
accused except the Village Munsiff the case
agamst the latter person (Munsiff) was, of
ﬁgurse. as weak and unreliable as that against
hgs co-defendants also acquitted along with
- }:mM The reason of the disapproval o
¢ ¥unsifl’s acquittal by the Appellate

and the Collector 15 very unfortunate. reoot:s .

€r it may be due to travelling out of
on the part of the superior o%iceﬁv who, BY
virtue of their position, can safely decty 2
subordinate officer whe is always at th
merey, or to““utter"” incapability * of grasping
and weighing evidence” on the part of -
wmemorialist after 16 years’ experience 8% ©
Sub-Magistrate, it has to be decided
Government alone on a consideration of the
:}e“o s urged on BorH sides, when the Hl
ourt’s decision thereon has not been sough®
owing either to neglect or to an anticipation?
ot unwarranted by the merits of the casé
of its order refusing to set aside the acquit~
tal on appeal or revision,

A reference to the fact of the case is there-
fore rendered necessary in view to a €0
decision being arrived at by Govemmwti
Thl::, t(;) the tpgmorialist’s misfortune, hb“; r];’e

one either b tor or
Board of Revenye. o

Now the Appellate Court's Judgment
shews that the . ‘illage Munsiff's guilt W3
established by his collection of sand
In the forests, and by the constmctiv:e‘f"*
session held by him’ of such wood seized !
the Forest Guard when it was brought it
the village from the forest.

The direct evidence given by the 2nd to ‘“h

Itnesses . &
p:uwc_'_‘uzm as to the collection of wood incrim!

nated notonly the Village Munsiff, butalso the
2nd to 5§h acZused whogvvere present Wi.th bt
and -busﬂy engaged in sawing and stormg it.
Again the Village Munsiff was shewn t0 VS
brought sandalwood from the forest over the
heads of the 6th to 12th accused, who Weﬂ;
said to have threwn it down in front ©
the Village Munsifi’s father's house, th-:
Village Munsiff residing separately from h!5
father, but still occasionally visiting o
father. Such is the tenor of the eviden
for the prosecution. The memorialist do€
not see why the evidence for the prosecutio?
should be disbelieved, as s nd and 4t
to 12th accused, and believed against the
Vxlla?e Munsiff (1st accused) alone, by
Appellate Court,

2
100
i
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(PaRA. 21) oF THE APPELLATE COURT'S
JUDGMENT.

“But with respe ¢

loads which the 1st accused was discove

bringing or having bro

evidence of possession cannot be
against one and disbelieved as regar
others. If I thought that the ac

have no hesitation in q
tion of the appellant.”
Again (Para. 4), thereof.

» - ™ - - * *

ot to the seven head-

ught from the Govern-

ment Forests, the case against him - 3r3
same platform with that against Ghe'lpa.rl
gé:cu (appellant). The woodo;zm thz
e

entified to be Government W believed
ds the
s

1 4

the Ist accused could be supported, T showd
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The memorialist therefore begs permission
to quote in support of his contention a few
passages side by side from his Judgment and
that of the Appellate Court.

The wood of which possession is said to
have been held by the lst and 3rd accused
was not the same. The latter had to ac-
count for what was taken on search institut-
ed into his house, while the case against the
former rested chiefly on the constructive
possession said to be held by him by reason
of his having led a party carrying head-loads
of wood and of their having been left by
them in his father’s house which he is said
to have entered at the time.

Further, as against the 3rd accused, the
evidence of the alleged collection of the wood
by him in the Forests along with the 1st
accused was wholly discredited by the
memorialist, and dismissed from his consider-
ation—the rationale decidendi in the case
against him being that * Sandalwood 1s a

d wood solely cut departmentally

reserve :
from Government Forests”” and is not per-

“ 1 ConViction . i
It appears to me that his mitted to be felled by private persons in

would be annalled if the direct testimony :.18

to the collection of the wood in and remov

of it from the Government Fore

st has to be

Government Forests—and th;a.t under sec-
tion 56 of the Forest Act which deals with
rivate as well as Government Forests one

. me of a s
Jeemed a concoction and the outeo bordi- II;a.d to account for his possession of the wood

conspiracy on the part of the Forest Su
hate and Police Officers.”

and that such possession was not satisfactori-
ly accounted for by the 3rd accused.

This view of the Law as understood and
acted on by the memorialist has since re-
ceived confirmation from the High Court in
Criminal appeal No. 4%, disposed of on the
90th January 1897. The Judgment therein
which has been published in the Forest Sheet
of the Salem District Gazette dated 1st April
1897 is also herewith submitted with other
records for His Excellency in Council’s

perusal.

The statement made by the Collector that
the 3rd accused was convicted “ on the very
identical evidence” that was disbelieved
against the 1st accused is therefore quite un-
tenable. If a reference is made to the Col-
lector’s and District Magistrate’s proceedings
No. —’% dated 24th November 1890 of

whicilh:’::opy has been refused to the memoria-

ist in connection with the memorialist’s case,
]!;S:Vl(-)!lllld seem clear that the Collector’s state-
ment to the Board referred to above was
made with a knowledge of its being at variance
with his previously expressed opinion about
the burden of proof in prosecutions under the
Forest Law communicated to all Magistrates
for future guidance. In this view it is also
humbly submitted that the Appellate Court
went out of its way in scrutinizing the reasons
for the 1st accused’s acquittal merely to up-

hold the conviction and sentence sn?a.ssed \

against one of his co-defendants %sceased

a
when it agreed with the Lower Court that
possession of the wood was not satisfactorily
accounted for by him; and therefore its
observations on the 1st accused’s acquittal
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(PARrA. 15) oF THE APPELIATE Copgy’
JUDGMENT, A

“The 1st, 2nd. 5
. » - ’ ath a .
witnesses surprised g par[tl;i- b(i-tig”PrOsecuuon

wood in the village. "It was 8.,,ln'.; sandal-

and the only member -

i ly n T of th y
::t;sfactfmly identified by Zl!lngty -
hsses was the 1st aceused (Vill g
who led those carrying wood iln :fle

i
HE APPELLATE Courry SAYS I

TR OF IT§ JUDszxT.

o x;m :ltaﬁrznn:n:“ (taken by the P
- _ “Proweatio—, the inf 1.'11m.110rm'it
Exhibit . “T think the T.omwe. o, 1
somewhat over-valued thi: dozgger?: lllll].t :ﬁs
call-

ng it as it iy ) Prosecution byt
g:‘%)osxtlons very mat;:ia?lt;e < gfhf n.s ..t he oral
e the 2nd of May 1893 ¢, rf orc

:l szorrnectu:m of a first ent
e an interpolation, which' ; h
ate of return of 24_witness b e

Hills, viz., 1st May. "™ from the Chittary

In (Para. 10,)

“ Again the correcti
- ions t
Eff,ff‘f,f'y innocent. Ag far age:;zel;:s‘ seem
et Ppearances they are as olq 5 Judged
nt 1tself and there is no attenfptthgg =
con-

N (PAra. 9)

In (Para. 13)
Hardly anything appears in the Judg-

18

ca.nglot have any bending force as a criticism
on the memorialist’s Judgment or to avoid 16

(PARA. 16) oF THE MEMORIALIST'S
b JUDGMENT.

Tha (lnrlgness which pn:ventod the wit-
lnesscs from identifying the followers Wot
1ave equally prevented them from singling
Oqt the dg:fcn ants who were also not to
seen behind their back, when they were
carrying the loads. Further Exhibit D- (156
Cl:llﬂle. r('port) she“-s th&t the Only wimess
; 10 identified the defendants No. 1 and 6 to
2 was the informant Hyder Sahib 225
His evid . . T prosecator.
o« v of identification is open to the
néme objection as those of the other Wit
- lfsses. He had no conversation with any of

e accused at the point so as to be able t0
m‘;‘;gml& them by their voices.” i
ere the memorialist begs to urge that the

A‘p pellate Court cannot begl:ieve t!l;geevidence
of identification against the Munsiff aloné
and reject it against the Gth to 12th defen

dants. As this evidence 18, however, con-

nected with the seizure of wood produced,
the trial, more cogent reasons for distrusting
e seizure have been given with referenc®
& documentary evidence adduced in the
ki S¢, In paras. 11 to 15 of the memorid-
st's Judgment which are too long t0
extracted here. The memorialist ¢
earnestly beseeches a pems&! of it.

(PARA. 10) oF THE MEMORIALIST'S
JUDGMENT.
he Ol‘ll

To the right understanding of t
evidence adduced for ttl‘xl: p,:gwc“ﬁon -tbo
documentary evidence adduced on both v
needs careful scrutiny, 1 shall firsé
Exhibit C.* * * * = flad after considerable
struggle for its production by the accused's
pleader, “It «"+ » » » « jg said t0 des;
troy the fabric raised by the ngecution-" ‘

* * If there_had been no alteration of 2
date nor interlineation in it, it shows that e
informant returned from the Hills_on ¢
2th April 1891, * « =+ » + “But th>
oral evidence is contradicted by E"hiblt,ﬁi
the first crime report submitted by the GU
;v&l:ctl:) ll;_he_ws that he and the inform:l’::.be‘

1e In wai v
g ait for the wood from

(Para. 18.)
for the

e The‘c\'idcnce of the 2nd witness C “p
prosecution is not borne out by Exhibit &
even with the alteration and interpolatloﬂ
it. He says to have returned home 0% "o
2nd day whereas it appears from rii
he remained for 5 days between the 28th AP
and 1st May. If his evidence be true he 068
have seen the cutting himself and be
not say at all.”

(Para. 19.)

The evidence of the ¥ wire is contr®”.

¥ y Prosecuth .
dicted by his previous staterent before the

ment of the Lower Court about the evidence

of the 4th prosecution witness, (s Doney:
lender and rl;'ot) which is quite %ﬁ,‘g‘:ﬁ’; ;
itself. It is merely remarked that “it st
alone is not corroborated as expected and
taken by itself is of little use to the Prose
Cution. It is elsewhere observed that 1
was indiscreet on the part of the 3rd and 4th
Prosecution witnesses to have adverted to the
name of the 11th prosecution witness o the’(’i'
evidence as was naturally to be expecte
e contradicts the 4th prosecution witness
and is no doubt partial to the 1st acCuset:

(PARA. 15) oF THE BOARD'S PROCEEDINGS:
. “The Collector merely considers him tohl;B
Incompetent, as a Sub-Magistrate, and D ;
submitted the records of two cases dealt vgﬁ
by him for perusal. The Board has carefully
Perused the records in these cases 8d 2057
siders that the Sub-Magistrate has fail

grasp the facts and to weigh the ev}denﬁ
Properly. The Head Assistant Magistrd "
observes that in one case (Thumbal Fores
case) the Sub-Magistrate's Judgment 15 70
involved that it is difficult to ascertain i
g:g_ the finding or whether thtgﬂ} ‘t";:': c:gg
e olale o 1
el% at all as to the main pmth Tudgment

¥

P
o

19

Ranger. He had seen the cutting of sandal-
wood by a number of Malayalees and the 1st
to 5th accused were at a distance of half a
mile from them. The 2ndwitiess ascertain-

ed from the 5th accused tll’mtcthen Malayalees
were cutting the wood for them. The wit-

ness now corroborates the 2ndwitness gng his
prosecution

evidence is therefore useless.”

The memorialist begs to submit that when
the evidence of the+2nd and 3rd witnesses,

(prosecution) was discredited, the evidence
given by the iEwithest whose statements s
contradicted by the m——ﬁ stood “ alone

and was © of little use " when taken by itself.
This needs no further elucidation.

Though the Head Assistant Magistrate has
remarked that the memorialist’s Judgment
was ‘“involved,” passages therefrom have
been freely quoted in the appeal Judgment,
and whereas the said Judge has merely
adverted to the difficulty of ascertainingZ,_

ding AS TO THE OWNER-

or to the want of & fin
SHIP OF THE SANDALWOOD SAID TO HAVE
HE 1ST AND 4TH ACCUSED,

N REMOVED BY T )
o leased to take it for a

d has been
:iﬁii?l?z“‘ as to the nI;a.in facts of the case”

:oh is quite a different thing. The find-
;fgu(s’aid t% be wanting by the lfead Assistant
Magistrate was unnecessary so long as the
accused (1st and 4th) were not found to have
held exclusive possession of the sandalwood.

The allusion as to the lpisa,ppreciat}on‘of
evidence by the memorialist or to his in-
ability to grasp facts was one fit to be ad-
ndicated upon in the circumstances of the
%wo cases by the High Court in one case or by
the Sessions Court in the other. It was
not donme by the Sessions Court, and all
opporl;unities were threwn away to obtain
it from the High Court. At the same time
the memorialist admits his diffidence and
want of boldness to_cha.llenge the opinions
expressed by such high and eminent autho-
rities as the Collector and Board of Revenue,
though they have evinced a reluctance to
make allowance for an honest difference of
opinion in his case. He will therefore con-
clude by saying that Authority clothed with
Superiority is able to maintain its ground
under any circumstances, but that he has
been victimized more Om sentimental con-
siderations which, he believes, if disclosed,
will only be disproved, and that justice has
not even been tempered with mercy in his

FMW




List of records accompanying the memorial submitted by S. V.
ent Pensioner, residing at Chattram

Arunachela Iyer, Governm
Street, Dharmapuri, Salem District.

e /' 1. Printed copy of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, No. 527
i . (Land Revenue), dated 11th September 1893, bearing Collector’s Endorsement of
%Ir'i” % communication dated 5th July, 1894

: / 9. (ertified extract of the Collector’s letter to the Board of Revenue,
No. 5#’ dated 31st March 1893 (paras- 3, 7,53, 54) containing seven sheets.

ed copy of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 7th

w/ 3. Certifi
b July, 1893 No. 2%, (three sheets).
o \/ 4. Certified copy of Petitio
ed to the Collector of Salem, (1% sheets)-
/5. Collector’s order No. G,‘,S“ ,dated 1st September 1892 (one half-

sheet).

6. ifi of Petition No. 787, dated 24th April 1893, addressed to
the cl{ecw,i?ﬁ?mwgm the Head Assistant Collector’s Endorsement thereon
(two sheets). :

v 7. Certified copy of the Collector’s Proceedings No. G:ﬁif‘,, dated 22nd
June 1893, (one sheet).

¥ 8. (Certified copy of Petition No- 2149, dated 10th December 1893 with
the Head Assistant Collector’s Endorsement thereon (three sheets).

v : : by the Head Assistant Collector

v, rtified copy of 8 Endorsement by
of Salem, on g:t;:on No. 2%, dated 28th March 1894 (one sheet).

v orfifi f a Petition, addressed to the Collector of Salem on
27th Jan:a(,),:y f395 :3,5:) p:;;: Head Assistant Collector’s Endorsement thereon
(two sheets). :

“ 11. Certified copy of & Petition addressed to the H
. Sa?; on the 27th May 1894 (bwo sbects) |

Y 2. Certified copy of Collector’s Memora
June 1894, addressed to the Head Assistant Collec

thereon (one sheet).
\/ . mct from the Service
13. (Certified ex rded by Mr. Longley,

n No. 1492, dated 8th August 1892, address-

ead Assistant Collector

ndum No. g, dated 8th

tor, with his Endorsement

Register kept in the Collector’s
in December ,1998 (one

Office containing the opinion Tece
sheet), 7
|~ 14. Original (Certificate granted by Mr. J. H. Munro, on 28th January
1893 (one quarter sheet):
_~"15. Original Certificate granted by Mr. Gillespie, on 15th April 1895

(two quarter sheets)-




16. Origj :
s s riginal
(two quarter sheets) :

17. Orig:
'(' e I'L'r““ll )t' 1t1
Collector of Nellore d‘lp t!l“]”“ "'ld'lr..\wd to J. P. Bedf
y datec J. P, Bedford, Esquire, Acting Sub-

(.(’!1(_‘ Sll'.‘t't \

ertificate
g grante X .
ed I)‘\ Mr. Ghose. on 17th October 1895

9th O
(.l"i"'l' RO g
1895 with his opinion endorsed thereon

% R
. rinted
to or by ed copy
) \V:‘l" o l.\ Uf t'. g .
1} Ht l‘Il(l,n-“.““.']t \T,HHHI!IiIl*\ L'l'll!)},.,] l l p
nt made on Petiti, i 1I.] n the form of letters sent
ns addressed by the -qalis 3
y the memorialist, a8

also of ex
' extracts f
retirement, om the Collector's
S l'vlml.t ar
. l(I l)[h.‘}- : . g
papers relating to his

19. R
" Uf. o % T 218
hillf Sheet‘t} (J](ILI’ xi). ll‘:,l['ll‘ (hlt('(] :)'”.l ’

! Ll H"I‘t"“l}"-" I.\w'"; i“ t’l'i;.,'l“ill (()11‘.‘

118 1S Important)

()l'd(‘l' :\'(). 1843

gonl
genl

20.

—this is also
S 15 also important)

J a1
: 1326
J 99 .o <b, dated 4 .
4z, CCl’t' . th ‘\l)”l 1805
of Reve . ified extrac 595 (one sheet)-
€venue, with Salem (‘tm(_ el

N (lilt{.d 9
2d 30th Augus ) .
gust 1894 in original (one half sheet

Order No.

t fl‘ nm .
| t.h" N
C : ollector’s ]vt,t:q-h\'t “f--:“‘.]]“\“h\ forwarded to the Board
. ertified ¢ No. 5=, dated 31 1 180
Sub-Mao; ertified copy M }1st March 1893.
ub ‘\I‘lglstl'ate (Thum Py of Jud (
' )

09

s N

ok gment in case No 182

v 94 ' al Forest Case. d; ase No. =, on the file of the Harur

a8 "—' : Cel'tlﬁod » 3 y ( lhl)ni('(l of h\' [h(' me . 1:

1€ file of the Hegq v, ¢ Jud ‘ RN
’ e

For
orest Case),

wd Assistan ('ulh-(l.]t' “.t i Criminal Appeal, No. 64 of 1891,
or and Magistrate of Salem ('I’humhﬂl

ox
&9, Pl'illtt

fee Lt °d copy

ary 1897 ; @i il -Opy of the

e {1 Crimina] Appe £ 1¢ Judgment of the Hi ;
trict Gaze ppeal, No, 481 1.0 1, igh Court, dated 20th Jant-
8o Published as S i
" 1ed as Supplement to the Salem Dis-

tte (Fore
\ A\‘t S - o
heet No. 4. dated 1st \I ril 189
! ' o R 7\'

op
A 26. Printe
dated 24th Nove

d copy ,
y ([),-]\..
. -”,(‘) f Q
“”)L‘l' ¢ ¥ of Salem District . ’
IH')U, No. 1968 District Magistrate's l’rn('v(‘dlﬂgsv
Magis,

(9 1r 4
al. C .
Collector’s ord {
aer .\U. 1062 !

half sheet),
n original, dated 22nd May 1894 (0N€

(”"“‘I‘li :

’ 2% ertify
- Certified copy
d

of the §
Sale : -
em Joint Magistrate’s Judgment, date

10th S
A Lll)[(nlub(;r 1 .
881 in Op:
tence pase in Crimin
ce passed by By : ninal :\l’l)":!l No. 18 :
29. ( ~ emonialist, (two g - fasi» #g0inst the conviction and sen-
ad, | 4 sheets)
opy of th ) J
J U e [ roce .
eding
178 of ”ll' Court of ““. [)i*tl’i(‘t \[‘l"iitl'!lt(’ Of
Magis

\)‘."IIL'I“, .\U 1001 l )O) ' t I €
. T ( 5lt(‘d :.,‘_,' N 1 IL‘ t \ S
. une ') {
O .3 \\'”li l'l(‘ I,(“ ] "" ‘ :
e A\\ sistant . ,i("l sLrate ’ a

k“lL t. tll(_ eon (t““ \' t
5 s} n I'¢ 1€¢ \).

30. Certifi
file of A l?lhml copy of
the District :\fu"‘i;tl"lt ”“. Preliminary Register No. 1 of 1892 on the
d1strate : ’ Zister INO. 0 892 0O
of Salem, (Buddireddipatty murder case) five

sheets).
31 Certifi
},Ic'ld \ ik “]'tlh(‘l] "Ytl"
dead Assiste , xtract fr !
sistant, ‘\I“'('“”trutp ( om a le-!)..”_ ‘“”'”Hittml et et f the
2. U » on or about ghe 18th N g e memorialist 10
- '“(.Urtiﬁ!}(l O 3 ! NOovember ]\(”
py of the Preliminary Register No. 5 of 1891 on the
. - No. 5 of 1801 0 :

file of t} )
1¢ Sub-Magi
Magistrate
lt( Of lli“'lll" (kth(‘ !l’)l)\'(t “”“'d 1
er case) sheets.

S

S
o,
- pe
‘.\' @ f Z[‘sw w¢‘77‘7’

88 Uncertified ¢

the above case of murde

34.
appointments held by the memorialist (four sheets).
V" 35. Extract from the Pension Application submitted on behalf of the

memorialist

#
4

grante

after priv
/42, Certified copy of the St
3rd December 1888 countersigned by the

nmnmr—ialist's
District Medical Office
43.

Hacket Will
~"44. Printed copy of a lette

, by the memorialist.

Harrisor
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36.
on the 28th
‘/ 37. Copy of the
September 1895, sent to the
of communication to the me
38.
with Mr. Ghose’
v 39. Note for the Head £
with Mr. Ghose’s
40. Certified copy of
October 1895 granted by Hacket Williams,
Officer of/Salem.

‘_/
41.
d to the memorialist by
ate Examination (one h

45.
1362, dated 15th Nov

46.
gummed and atta

47. Procee

48. Salem Coll

o to grant copies of cert

3

opy of the Sessions Court Judgment in Case No. i
r committed by the District Magistrate ( sheets) e
Certified copy of the Service Register with entries of several

by the Collector (one sheet).
Certified copy of & Petition addressed to the Head Assistant Collector

August 1895 (two sheets).

Collector’s Memorandum Ref. on No. 160 dated 15th

t Collector of Salem, with endorsement

Head Assistan
orialist (one sheet).

d Assistant Collector, dated 21st September 1895
s order thereon, dated 22nd September 1895.
Agsistant Collector, dated 24th September, 1895

order thereon, dated 28th September, 1895.

the Pension Certificate (medical) dated 1st
the Acting District Medical

m

Note for the Hea

Dr.

Original Certificate of health, dated Salem 31st October 1895
Dr. Harrison, permanent District Medical Officer
alf sheet). :
atement of personal observation by the

Medical Attendant, dated

r (Dr. Harrison), two sheets.
Printed copy of a letter dated 29th October 1895, addressed to Dr.
iams by the memorialist.
r dated 29th October 1895, addressed to Dr.

Certified copy of the Proceedings of the Madras Government No.
ember 1894, granting an invalid pension to the memorialist.
yosting granted by the Ammapett Post Office,

Certificate of 1
No. 43.

ched to Enclosure
dings of the Court of Wards,
0. 3299, dated 17th August 1898.

s order Ref. on No. 187 , dated 27th October 1898.

dated 27th May 1897.
actor’s order N

Salem (Collector
d 7th May 1894, refus-

ard of Revenue date
of Collector’s letter.

~£Zf,/z{A,g{chzigﬁ/§7

Government Pensioner.

edings of the Bo

50. Proce
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Reyi’tefed 2. 2 b2 oy
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Spare copies ___

Classifier,, 45
along with letter No.
2948/48 dated 7th December 1880,

Submitteq
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Hroceedings of the Bonry of .%efn nie

6),
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Dated
24 th February 1ggg 189

. .Y

No. 1135 uis. . |

G.0.

No.

Department.

Date. |

s !

AL

BB e s il
the Tollowing letter from M.R.Ry
N 3

M. Adinarayans Iyah Gary
2

Deputy Commissioner of' Revenue Settlem |
ent Party Ko, I1I, ?

No. 122 dated 15th Pebruary 18¢gs—

A

With reference t
0 the Boarqg»
S Proceedi
ngs
)

No. 298 Routine, dated 6th insta
nt, 1 have p 7
he honor 4o

- %
Cy: PR LT T T e

point out that the document now Torwardeq to
Me with the

Board’s Proceedings is not the gratuity roj; but
u

T,

~omias =

‘ : a co

o the G. 0. sanctioning a gratuity of s, 144 to g i
€ad classirj

er

N - N. Gopalakrishnayya on the abolition of the late g
.4 4 anjam Pap-
— ty. The document wanted in my letter no. 62/28-1 g9 G
THTEE 1n. e

- c
b TR application for gratuity containing the hist
g Ty of The o
er-

vices of the individual prepared in Form No, 15 rep
; erred to
in article 990 of the Civil Service Regulationg and
r Sub=-
mitted to Govermnment for sanction through the Accountant,
; nt-~
General. As this gratuity application will pe requireq f
or
Teference in preparing the pension application or ¢y Heaq
Clas at
sifier,I request that a copy of it may be obtajney from
thﬁnﬂavernmept Office and supplied to me.
The Boarg reguests that the application for

gratuity
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