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THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE SECRETARY
OF STATE FOR INDIA,
IN COUNCIL.

-

The humble Memorial of S. M. NARASIMULU
Naipoo, late District Munsif of Sevagunga,
wn the District of Madura; n the Presi~
dency of Madras.

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

*  Phat the Memorialist who bas served the Government for the space of 26 years has failed
to obtain justice from the High Court and the Government of Madras in regard to the proceed-
ings held against him by Mur. Sharpe, the late Civil Judge of Madura, and respectfully begs
therefore to submit his deplorable case for your Lordship’s favorable consideration and adequate

redress.

-

900 miles distant from Madura, before he was appointed as Distriet Munsif (Native Judge) in
the Madura District. Mr. R. R. Cotton, the Civil Judge of Madura (now retired), who had won
a high reputation there for his talents as a Judge, removed the Memorialist’s predecessor from his
office as District Munsif of Sevagunga on account of his iinbecility and incompetency to dis-
charge the onerous duties of his office, in the midst of a people occupying the extensive regions
of the Sevagunga Zemindary and notocions for all kinds of intrigues and wiles, false suits, perjury,
forgery and every species of wickedness* and recommended the
C;tg:nl’: ﬁ::;;";ﬁ‘}&g};’érﬁiixf' Memorialist to the High Court in Febraary 1866 for appointment in
his stead in preference to several candidates from the same and other
Districts. The High Court having sanctioned his appointment, he entered upon his duties on
the 28th March 1866 and discharged his duties with such energy.
ability and purity of character that he won from the above Judge the
Testimonialt dated 27th March 1867. :

2. That yonr Memorialist was Sheristadar of the Small Cause Court at, Cuddalore, a place

4 Tide Document XIL.
-

3. Your Lordship knows that a person who acts from a strict sense of justice, who will not
yield to power or be swayed by presents, is sure to incur the displeasuie of the powerful few,
while he secures popularity among the powerless many. Andsuch indeed has been the case with

your Memorialist. Mr. Robert Fischer, the well known Renter of the Zemindary of Sevagunga,

hated the Memorialist for not complying Wwith his wishes in suits laid before the Memo- -

rialist by him (the said Renter) against his oppressed tenants and reso-
euic;;‘s’;({’_mi”'“h” Vide Memo.  Jutely therefore sought his ruin* But during Mr. Thomas’ (the succes-

sor of Mr. Cotton) tenure of office, he could not find a fitting occasion for
wreaking his vengeance against the Memorialist. Unfortunately however for your Memorialist,
Myr. Sharpe’s transfer as Judge to Madura from Calicut in the end of June 1868 and his well
known short temper afforded to him the long wished for opportunity. Complaints weve caused to be
preferred and first impressions created in the mind of Mr. Shaipe prejudicial to the Memorialist's
character. The Memorialist was suspended ; hasty and irvegular proceedings were held against
him, and the irascible Judge without furnishing him with copies of his proceedings‘and taking
the Memorialist’s Defence as per Order of Government dated 5th May 1854, at once recommended
the dismissal of the Memovialist to the High Court (copy of his letter dated 23rd September 1363,
enclosed) upon the strength of hearsay inadmissible in Jaw, and statements the incredibility of
which cannot fail to strike a patient Judge possessing morve than a month’s ‘experience of the
Disirict ; and Mr. Shavpe left Madura for England on the same date, after having ordered copies
of his proceedings to be given to Memorialist. The Memorialist came to Madras and submitted
his Defence to the High Court.  But the High Court, witheut making any enquiry regarding
the facts stated in his Defence, passed orders on the 29th January 1869 declining to restove him
to his appointwent but simply directing his retivement on peusion.

y&)é/m;‘
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4. Although the Memorialist gave a Review Petition to the High Court setting forth valid
objections to the unjust proceedings of Mr. Sharpe, still the High Court without instituting any

enquiry or vouchsafing to grant him a hearing as prayed for therein, passed the following order
dated 14th May 1869. -

L. “ In their Proceedings of 20th January 1869, the High Court directed that S. M.
“ Narasimuln Naidoo should be called upon to retire on such pension as the Go-
“ vernment may think proper to allow. They considered that the ervors attri-
“ buted to him disqualified him from exercising any longer judicial powers, but
“in consideration of his long services were not such as to render him liable to
“ dismissal. The late District Munsif now prays to be allowed to serve for
“two years and nine months more that he may be entitled to a pension equi-
“ valent to half his pay as District Munsif or at least that he may be allowed

({3 to eom o= ¥ . . .
T S plete 25 years’ service to entitle him to a

one-half Vide para 30 of the ~ Pension equivalent to one-third* of his pay for the
Review Petition. “last 5 years.”

IL  “The High Court are prepared to view his last request favorably, and they accorde

“ingly direct that the order of the late Civil Judge suspending Narasimulu
“Naidoo on 12th Auvgust 1868 be modified and that he be considered to have
“ held office as District Munsif of Sevagunga until the date on which his suc-
‘“ cessor was appointed, viz, 24th November 1868. The object of this order is
“ to entitle Narasimulu Naidoo to draw pay during and count as service the
“-period between 12th August and 24th November 1868.”

-

5. The Memorialist then presented a Petition to Government on the 31st March 1870
submitting the necessary papers and important documents to show that Mr. Sharpe’s Proceed -
ings against the Memorialish were irvegular in the extreme and altogether unsupportable, and
praying for restoration to his office and retention therein at least for such period as the Govern-
ment may think proper to entitle him to a half pension instead of a third. But the Government,
withont entering upon the merits of the Petition, declined, in their endorsement dated 3rd May
1870, to interfere alleging that, «the power of passing orders regarding the removal of District
Munsifs is vested by law in the High Court” and that consequently they had mo “power to
interfeve.”

6. TheMemorialist was anxious to submit an appeal to your Lordship, but as the High
e Cc.mrt in. their ?rder fla'ted 14th May 1869 cancelled the .suspension
State 31st July 1866, No. 174. With a view to his getting a half pension of 76} Rupees, and the Go-
ggt"u"l:;‘lfnef;gsif iﬁ.’;‘_““ 1,23;!; vernment accordingly sanctioned the above arrangement in their
Finaucial Guzette page 776. Proceedings dated June 1869, the Memorialist thought it better to
Vide Para. 598, page 104 of 4 . f v %
the  Uncosenanted Servants' content himself with his pension than give trouble to your Excellency
Ve Xediny in Council. With this view, the Memorialist applied to M. Goldingham
the present Civil Judge of Madura for the above rate of Pension, and that gentleman supported

the application, following the Notification noted in the margin.*

7. The Esaminer of Claims however required the submission of a Medical Certificate. But
the Civil Judge informed bim in reply that a Cortiticate was wnnecessary as the Memorialist
sought to retire only in obedience to the order of the High Court; the Examiner of Claims
thereupon forwarded the application to Government with his opinion that the Memorialist
was entitled to only Rupees 51 being one-third of his average pay,on preduction of a Medical
Certificate. The Memorialist then submitted a Petition to Government on the 27th September
1870, stating various reasons to show that he is clearly entitled to o half pension according
fo the rule above quoted, and awaited the Orders of Government therevpon. But thle
Government without making a reference as to the question raised about the Medical Certifi-
cate, to the Supreme Government under Financial Order dated 7th December 1861 No. 14,819,
(as this was a special case involving a deviation from the established rule) direct’ed tlmf: the
Memorialist should present himself belore the Medical Oficer. He accordingly appeared before

the Medical Officer and produced the Certificate furnished by him to the Civil Judge, who
transmitted the same to Government. e

8. The Memorialist heard nothing more of it till the beginning of August 1871, when be
learnt, to his great surprise, that the Supreme Government sanctioned . small };ension of

3

Ruapees 25 to the Memorialist in pursuance of the recommendation of the Madras -Government
the Memorialist ‘applied on the:12th Idem to the Madras Government for-a copy of their re-
commendation to the Government of India and also a copy of their Proceedings dated June 1869
above adverted to; but the Government, by an endorsement dated 30th Idem, refused to grant
the copies solicited. ‘

9. In this deplorable state, the High Court not having restored him to his appointwent
and the Government having withheld from him the ordinary boon of a half pension which
their own rules and the scope of their Proceedings dated June 1869 allow, the Memorialist can
resort to no other gquarter for ultimate relief than to your Excellency, and in so doing, the
Memorialist humbly begs to place before your Excellency in Council, copies of all papevs in his
possession which are requived for a proper elucidation of his case, and briefly to submit the
following facts for your Exeellency’s serious and just eonsideration.

« Vide Orders «f Madras Go- 10. It is ruled* by the Madras Government that persons appoint-
srnment dated 5th' May 1854, 3 o E 3 R i
Ty Ttk March 1800, ed to permanent situations cannot be dismissed but for the followingz
No. 1,631 reasons i~
& . .

1. Fraud and dishouesty.

2. (Continued and wilful negligence.

3. Olfences involving moral disgrace. .
4. Proved incompetency.

11, No accusation was brought forward against the Memorialist of the offences under heads
9. 3, nor is there any thing on record to justify the imputation of such charges or the one under
No. 4 On the contrary, the document No. XI, containing his Testimonials from various Officers
in the Judicial Department certifying to the Memovialist's ability, carefulness and honesty, are
sufficient to induce every presumption in his favor.

12.  Although one Tyasawmicn bad accused the Memorialist of the offence under head
No. 1 by Petition No. 270 marked C, yet as he did not appear to swear to his complaint aud
offer seeurity for the due prosecution of snch complaint as provided forin Regulation XII of 1802,
the fairest course open to the Judge was to dismiss the complaint at onee. The Proceedings of
the Judge held respecting the same are consequently opposed to law and ought to have heen
quashed. Besides, there is evidence on record sufficient to bring home a strong suspicion, if not
a moral cofivietion, that the complaint was altogether false. The complaint, dated 9th July 1868,
stated that the Memorialist received presents for his son’s marviage which took place in .Augush
1867, that is, 10 months Me; and why should not the complainant have complained to Mr,
‘Thomas, the then Judge ? Why wait till Mr. Sharpe newly took charge of the District 2 The docu-
ments Nos. IT, TIT and IV, disclose the mysterious canse of the said complaint, viz., the pros

mise held out to the complainaut by Mr. Fischer and his Agents and the Withd.rawnl of the com-
plainant from the scene of action owing to the non-fulfilment of that promise. .Further, the
Memorialist would beg to draw your Lotdship’s attention to the fact t}'mt the high character
for integrity which he had maintained for a period of 26 years, as tesmfied tf) by Ju(.lges. at
very long standing in the Presidency, ought to have been taken into consideration when judging
of the probable truth of a complaint, regarding which there WaS 10 evidence whatever of a
veliable character. It is clear also that the High Court did not attach any credence to this part
of the accusation ; and the circumstances detailed in paras 7,21, 22, and 23 of the Memorialist’s
Defence and para 24 of the Review Petition submitted to the High Court, and paras 12 and 13
of his Petition to the Madras Government, will convinee your Excellency of the utter futility
of the charge.

15, As to the accusation made by Soobramaneya Chetty in Petition No. 277 marked I,

that the Memorialist confined him illegally to prevent his appealing from a decree passed against
him by the Memorialist, paras 8 to 11 of the Defence, paras 7 to 21 and 2% of the Review
Moation, and paras L4 and 15 of the Petition presented to Government, and the doewments Nos. V,
VI, VII, XII and XIII show that no appeal lay against the decree in question, as admitted by Mr.
Sharpe himself, and that the accuser was never in casfody as a matter of fact. Besides, Mr,
Sharpe had no jurisdiction to try acharge of the above nature which was properly one cogni-
zable by a Magistrate. The Memorialist also begs to state that no crimival prosecution was

I3
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ever attempted against him though Mr. Sharpe had given his sanection for it.
theretore, that there is no reason for entertaining the least

It is evident,

_ shadow of a suspicion against the
Memovialist in respuct of the above charge.

14.  Lastly, Mr, Sharpe himself framed

six charges in his report against the Memorialist
namely :—

1. That the Memorialist disobeyed his orders,

2. That he made protracted adjoux'nments' of a suit.

3. That he admitted 26 Reviews among the suits dis

posed of by him during the first
quarter of 1868.

4. That he did not send the Diary Books to the Civil Court.

5. That he did not give attention to the request of the Munsifs in adjoining zillahs.

6, That he was held in bad estimatiosd.

15, From a thorough perusal and due consideration of the reasons detailed in the Defence,
Beview, and the Petition presented to Government regarding thase charges, and on minute
attention to the contents of paras 10 and 11 of the last Pet; tion and to the difference in the
dates of the Documents No. XV and X VI, and to the facts stated in paras 22 and 23 of the above
Petition, it will be manifest that Mr. Sharpe groundlessly imputed to the Memorialist these
charges and that the proceedings he held and the enquiry he made arve any thing but formal

and are divectly opposed to the directions contained in the High Couart’s Circular, dated 20th
November 1866 and in the rule of Government, dated the 5th May 1854.

165, The Memorialist here begs to submit that though no specific charge was established
against him, Mr. Sharpe who was prejudiced against the Memovialist from the first impressions
created in his mind by persons who had long been unsuccessfully contriving for his removal,
saw things in a perverted light and represented them to the High Court in colors intended to
arouse at least a suspicion tending to his ultimate downfal. ‘

17. With reference to the High Court’s Order, dated 14th May 1869, the Memorialist begs
leave to observe that if the premature suspension ordered by My, Sharpe were reasonable, the
High Court would not have cancelled it as above stated.

18. With regard to the Government of Madras declining to adwit his

ist begs to submit the following for your Excellency’s consideration,
¢

appeal, the Memorial-

»

. By Section VII, Regulation VI of 1816, the duty of the late Zillah Ju 188 was
simply to recommend to the late Provincial Courts the dismissal of..Distvict
Muwsifs ; aud the Provineial Courts alone were competent to dismiss them ; an
appeal naturally lay to the Sudyp Court in the first instance, then to the local
Government, and ultimately to the Home Government.

Lo

The late Zillah and Provincial Courts having
and the present Civil Courts established in t
under that Act only the power to recomme
Court who possessed the power of hearing appeals asswmed the power to dismiss.
Lhe power of heuring uppeals whiel hud therelofore vested in Government was
not tuken away by that enactment and remuins intact ; and vnder this authority
the Goverument have hitherto admitted and disposed of many appeals on the

werits. By the amalgumation of the said Sudr Cowrt and late Supreme Court,
the only change made was in the denominaiion, the
called the High Couat,

change.

been abolished by Act VII of 1843
heir stead, the Civi Judges obtained
nd the dismissal and the late Sudr

wmalgamated Courts being
The luw as it stood before remained unafiected by the

3. The Sheristadars and his subordinates even fo ¢ peon of the Civil Court »s well
as the seyvauts of the Distriet Munsit’s Courts who are dismissed on the sole
authority of the Civil. Judge make their appeals to the High Court; and
Principal Sudr Amins and Deputy-Collectors, if dismissed by the Govern-
went, prefer their appeals to your Excelleney aug obtain justice. This is a

5

standing rule of practice. While so,itis not consistent with reason and Jjustice
that the servants below and officers above the grade of a District Munsif should
possess the right to appeal for justice, and that District Munsifs who are next in
grade to Principal Sudr Amins and are liable to be dismissed by the High
Court alone should be precluded altogether from seeking justice at the hands
of the Government against their dismissal.

19. On the 29th January 1869, on which date the High Court passed their first order, the
Memorialist (who though entertained in the Government service on the 15th December 1841 had
fallen short of only 2 months to complete the 25 years’ service, having been promoted to a pen-
sionable grade only on the 16th September 1843) could only get a pension of 49 Rupees, . ¢,
one-third of Rupees 149, his average monthly pay for the preceding 5 years, though his monthly
salary was Rupees 200 as District Munsif. Consequently the Memorialist in the last part of his
Review Petition set forth that he would get Rupees 100, that is Rupees 51 more if he was retained
in service for a further period of 2 years and 9 months which was then required to complete 5
years’ service as District Munsif; or Rupees 75 (that is 26 Rupees more) if he was allowed to
serve for the 2 months above alladed to. 'The High Court, considering it not just to refuse to
allow at least the smaller period which required to be added to his' service to entitle him to
Rupees 76, the moiety of his average salary, ordered in their Proceedings dat(.ad 14tl§ May 1869
that 3 months and 12 days of the suspension period should be added to his service thereby
entitling the Memorialist to & half pension of Rupecs 76} a month.

90. It has since come to the Memorialist’s knowledge that even if the High Court bad not
directed the addition above specified to his period

* Paragraph 598, page 104 of the Uncovemanted f service, and the Government had not followed

Se;,‘;’;i‘; ,}ﬂ?f};eﬁ‘ﬁf,';ﬁ}md before 29th October 1866, are the direction, the Memorialist whose eligible

: i the old Rules of 1831, but those : 99 y 9 5
;ﬂ;};‘}i‘}ese:?éé’f iﬁ:\l;d?i';te receive their peu;ions under Service exceeds 22 years by 2 years and 5

the new Rules; in other words, one-th'ird or half' wonths (excluding alideitn of abscnce) S
pensions are granted to the former after 15 or 22 years

service including all leave of absence wh(ilch ;lg)dtir:;g clearly entitled to a half pension,* he having
3 a towards pension, and to the la - e
ffltltlz? f; 10?'562;0;;?5' s:rvnice :xeclusiv'e of all leave of been appomted as Native J udge before the 29th
sbsence, 31st July 1866, No. 174, Govern- October 1866, according to the Order of the Secre-
te, 31st Jul . e : ; ¢ ‘
m:nsicfrelf‘:(;?n? fz?fﬁ Gotober 1866, No. 3,031, Financial tary of State noted in the margin (note also

Ga'Iz‘;tti, p‘;ge“'i Izli.tive Judge” includes District Munsifs  the reasons stated in the Memorialist's Petition to
e ter g

(Vide I“iuancialll ‘;etterr“]I'Il%.6 52()55 of the Government of Government dated 27th Sepbember 1870')
India dated 17th Janua .

91. Such being the merits of the Memorialist’.s claim to re'storatior.l .to l.lis appointment
| 2 1€ pension, it does not meed his feeble voice .to proclaim the injustice done ‘to. Fhe
and a }-lal' P a tl’le extreme hardship imposed upon him by the Madras Government declining
ﬁifgxftz::t;v?:h reference to his restoration on the plea of want of power, and by their recomfne n-
dation, after receipt of o Medical C'e'rtiﬁcaite, to the Sugreme G?vernment to grant hx.m a
reduced pension of 25 Rupees, that is, 1 of his pay.as District Munsif when .he is clearly entitled
according to rules: and the contemplation of the High Court fo @ half pension of 76} Rupees

month.

22, The Memorialist here begs to state his surmise that the.Government of M ad.ras in mak-
ing the recommendation were probably misled by .th? words in th.e first Proceedmfgs of the
H? h Court containing a direction that the Memorialist should retire om such Pension as the

5 8 t may think proper to allow. The Government seem to have thought that a dis-
:r:z:::’r:v‘:; a"llov‘ied to them of superadding a reduction of pension t> his lossf of.appointmenb.
The Memorialist humbly begs to state that t.ho.se words were uever meant to Slgmf.‘y xf\ore than
that the Memorialist should retire on the pension t.he Government could allo?v him in accord-
ance with their Pension Rules, This construction is amply supp?rt:ed by the ngh. Coux.'t,’s s.ubse-
quent Proceedings in which, upon the agg}ication of the Memorialist to be retam.ed in his ap-
pointment for a few months more to enable him to a half pension, they car}celled his suspension
and directed that 3 monthsand 12 days commencing from the date of hx:v, suspe:nsion should
be counted as service towards his pension, he drawing full pay for that period, being consider-
ed, to have been re-instated in office. Is it possible to mistake the intention of the High Court
that the Memorialist should draw half pension ? And is it just and reasonable on the part of the
Madras Government to uphold the declared intention of the High Court in the first instance
in their Froceedings dated June 1869 and set their face against it in the ultimate award of

pension ?

e
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23. 1If the Supreme Government’s attention bad been drawn to the Proceedings of the
Madras Government dated June 1869, sanctioning the disbursement of the Memorialist’s pay
during the period of his suspension and also to the contents of his Petition to the Madras Go-
vernment dated 27th September 1870 regarding his pension, the Supreme Government would
have found it impossible to justify the withholding of the moiety pension of Rupees 76} as
recommended by the Civil Judge himself.

24. There are numerous instances in which Public Officers inculpated with charges of a
really serious character have been restored to employment, (vide para 21 of Memorialist’s Petition
to Government dated 31st March 1870 accompanying,) '

25. The High Court themselves have recently ordered the re-instatement of the District
Munsif of Sholingar in the North Arcot District, after a suspension of 2 years, though he was
convicted of a criminal offence and underwent rigorous imprisonment,.

26. If your Excellency be pleased to call for the enclosures to Mr. Sharpe’s letter to the
High Court dated 23rd September 1868 (of which the Memorialist has not been furnished with
proper copies,) also the original Petitions dated 19th October and 4th and 27th November 18G9,
presented by the Memorialist to the High Court, their Ot ders thereon, if any, the Defence and Review
Petition together with the original documents produced therewith, the Mazarnamah sent to the
High Court by the inhabitants of Sevagunga commending the proceedings of the Memorialist
during the tenure of his office as District Munsif ; and the Proceedings of the Goverment
dated June 1869, it will be evident, on a full and generous consideration of all the circumstances
of his case as disclosed by them, that Mr, Sharpe’s proceedings with reference to the Memorialist
were any thing but formal and legal and altogether one-sided, that the High Court’s Order refus-
ing to restore him, while admitting that the errors imputed to him were of « nature not wor-
ranting his digmissal, was not just and proper; that the Government of Madras to whom th.e
Memorialist appealed for redress were in error in stating that they had no power to order his
restoration ; that the Government, who had sanctioned the addition of 3 months and 12
days to the Memorialist’s service towards pension in_conformity with the High Court’s Order,
which directed the same for the express purpose of entitling him to a half pension of Rupees
76}, had no diseretion to recommend a reduction of the pension which he was entitled to under
the pension rules to 25 Rupees which is but §th of his pay as District Munsif,

97. The grant of a Medical Certificate may perhaps be thought to be a valid objection to

* In granting Certificates to applicants for pension,
Medical Officers are required to state in the Certificate,
the period, if any, during which the applicant’s case has
been under treatment or observation. When the Certifi-
cate is sought by reason of old age, infirmity or other in-
capacitating cirenmstances, in which Medical treatment is
manifestlysuperfluous, a Certificate to that effect should be
given, which should nevertheless show the opinion of the
Medical Officer as to the alleged incapacity, It will then
devolve upon the Head of the Department in which the
applicant is serving, to state whether or not he is veally
soincapacitated asto necessitate hisremoval fromtheservice
of Government, and if so, whether his conduct and length
of service render him deserving of indulgent consideration.

Madras Goverument, 14th June 1866, No. 224.
Mr. Sharpe’s, and at the instance of the High

I, John ¥. Fitzpatrick, M. D., Officiating Zillah Surgeon
of Madura do hereby certifythat [ have carefully examined
M. Narasimulu Naik, late District Munsif of Sevagunga
of the Judical Establishment of Madura District, that his
age is by Lis own statement (53} fifty-throe years and by ap-
pearance (38) fifty-eight, and that [ find him to be unfit
for further service from prewature decay and inlirmity
not in my opinion attributable to intemperance or other
irregular habits.

(Signed) J. F. FITZPATRICK, M. D.,
MabpuRra, 1264 Now. 1870. Offg. Zillah Surgeon,

the re-instatement of the Memorialist. This Cer-
tificate was not granted after a proper examina-
tion of the Memorialist according to the direc-
tions contained in the rule noted in the margin.*
All that the Medical Officer did was to percuss
the Memorialist’s breast, lift up one of his eyelids
and give him a book to read bub a few lines in.
The Memorialist was asked about his age and
why he retired, and the Memorialist replied that
he was 53 years old and retired by an act of
Court. Thereupon the Medical Officer read the
copy of the Order of Government, thought over a
little, and told the Memorialist * I am sorry
Muusif to declare you unfit for further service,”
and immediately left the dispensary. After-
wards a peon having brought and delivered to
the Memorialist a_Certificate as per margin. the
Memorialist produced it to the Civil J udge.

28. The Certificate does not state whether the Memorialist is incapacitated by protracted ill-

health, loss of sight, or point out a single symptom of any bodily or mental infir

mity. At the

time the Certificate was granted, Memorialist was aged 52 years, 8 months and 10 days, which

fact is certified in the application for Pension by the Sheristad
with the rule of Government, and it will be likewise supported b

ar of the Court in accordance
y the Registry Book in the

Accountant General’s Otffice, and the voll of his nomination; while so the Medical Officer has

ventured an opinion that the Memorialist’s age is 58 by appearance,

The Mecmorialist is of a

7

ong robust constitution and is fully able to read and write, If the records of a suit be handed
ar to him and he be divected to frame a Judgment before a Medical Committee, it will appear
iether he is disabled by age or not.

99, Although a single Medical Officer certifies to the above effect under a remarkably
roneous view of the age of the Memorialist, yet it has been ruled by the Madras Government on
> 14th June 1866 that “ In cases of servants drawing 50 Rupees per mensem and upwards, the
rtificate should be countersigned by the Deputy Inspector General of the Division, after a per-
12l examination of the applicant ;” and as this has not been done up to this date, the Memorialist
ould not be regarded as permansntly pensioned, as declared in the Notification of the Madras
yvernment dated 28th September 1866. The Memorialist here begs to state that in a gimilar
se, one Govinda Row, a Tahsildar in the District of South Arcot was restored to his appoint-
mt on his appeal to your Excellency, even though he was declared by a Medical Officer unfit
: public service. Therefore, the Certificate would present no bar to Memorialist’s re-instate-
ent.

30. If the Memorialist was possessed of an innate consciousness of having by any means
served the unduly harsh treatment that has been dealt to him in the matter of his employment,
sension conferred by this Government however small, will be esteemed by him as a great
on.  But being couscious of no blot in his character, conscious also that be has carefully,
ithfully and industriously performed his onerous duties as a Native J udge, with due obedience
his superiors, aud afforded perfect satisfaction to his exﬁployers in the Judicial Department,

his Testimonials sufficiently disclose, for the long period of 26 years, he is unable to
ar the double ignominy which attaches to his removal from office for supposed errors which
‘en in the estimation of the High Court are “not such asto render him liable to dismissal.” and
his summary expulsion on a reduced pension of 25 Rupees which is even less than a half of

e lowest pension of one-third, viz., Rupees 51 which the Examiner of Claims recommended
m for to Government,

31. Your Memorialist, therefore, humbly and respectfully implores your Excellency to be
wiously pleased to divect that the Memorialist whom the High Court themselves admit « not
le to dismissal,” and whom they considered to have held lis office after his suspension, be
stored to his office till the completion of 5 years’ service as District Munsif or fo any smaller
riod your Excellency may deem proper, and in case of your Excellency considering the
sdical Certificate to operate as a valid bar to his re-employment, at least to direct the grant
him 6f a pension of Rupees 76} to which he is entitled under the letter and spirit of the
ension Rules, as above submitted. ’

Aﬁd, as in duty bound, your Excellency’s humble Memorialist shall ever pray.

MADRAS;, }

%ﬁ April 1572,

(Signed) S. M. NARASIMOOLOO.

et
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No. 208 of 1868.

FROM
' 'THE CIVIL JUDGE OF MADURA.

TO
THE ACTING REGISTRAR OF THE H1GH COURT
S1r, MADRAS.

I have the honor to state for the information of the Honorable the J udges
that I have this day suspended Narasimooloo Naick District Moonsiff of Sheva.
gungah from Office.

2. Tetitions had been presented requesting permission to prosecute the said
Moonsiff both criminally and civilly and after making due enquiry of all the
Revenue and Judicial Officers of the Neighbourhood whom I met as to the charac-
ter which he bore, and after seeing a considerable amount of most unsatisfactory
and suspicious work done by the Moonsiff I was prepared to enter upon the en-
* This is sth August 1568, quiry *Saturday last.

3. Of this, the Moonsiff was, on 4th and 5th Instant, duly warned by me
personally and directed to attend unless (as he requested he might do) he sub.
#Tlhis is 7th August 1568, mitted his resignation of the service on the previous *Friday.

4 T further distinctly warned the Moonsiff that he must not attempt to go
to his station until he received further orders from me,

5. The Moonsiff has not attended this Court for enquiry, but 1 ascertain on
excellent authority that immediately after leaving me on the 5th Insitant, he
started the same day for his station leaving behind him the enclosed unsatisfactory
\etter not delivered to me until the next day at 2 ». M.

I have &c.,

19th August 1868. (Signed) G. R. SHARPE,
Civil Judge. |

No. 242 of 1868.
x X x

& " 1 have the honor, in continuation of my letter No. 208, to report furthe;',
in regard to S. M. Narasimooloo Naick District Moonsiff of Shevagunga.

9. The Moonsiff has not, up to this date, attended before me for an enquiry,
although duly mvited to do so by my order of suspension dated 12th August 1868
(Translation A enclosed) and again by my order dat(?d 29th Alfgust endorsed on
his Petition (Translation B enclosed) and communicated to his Vakeel on that
date ; since then the Moonsiff came to my house and wanted to have a private in-

terview with me, but I declined this and directed him to come to Court if he had

any thing to represent.

: 3. Investigations of this kind are attended with great difficulty on account
of there being no provisions authorizing the administration of an oath. There
were however 2 Petitions on Record in which it was possible to do so. One of
these was the Petition No. 270 of 1868 (Translation C enclosed) but this Peti-
tioner when called did not appear. It was then stated in open Court by a Plea.
‘der that a Vakeel of Moonsiff’s Court had procured the non-appearance of Peti-
tioner on Moonsiff’s behalf and certainly that Vakeel's deposition (D) creates a
strong suspicion that this is the case. :

4 The other Petition was 277 of 1868 (E) with which also Petition Nos.
975 and 276 were also presented (F and G.) The same Petitioner had previously
presented a Petition No. 191 of 1868 (Translation H enclosed) complaining of his
not being furnished With copies of Judgment &c., by the Moonsiff The Moon-




my predecessor during the present year (R).

(9]
-

siff was called upon for explanation which he gave (Translation I encloged). These
are merely useful as showing that obstacles are thrown in Petitioner's way and
exhibiting Moonsiff’s disregard of the convenience of the parties; “ As no appeal
lies from the decree it was not necessary to prepare and give a copy speedily.”

5. The Petition No. 277 contained however charges of illegal confinement &c.,
against the Moonsiff. This charge is amply supported by the evidence of 3 wit-
nesses, a Vakeel, a Peon, and Batta Peon. (Depositions J. K. L. enclosed). These
depositions were recorded on 17th August last at which date I ascertained that
Moonsiff was present in Madura, and further these witnsses have been in daily
attendance at my Court since, but neither Moonsiff nor any body on his behalf has

applied to cross-examine them. Their statements are also supported by para 11 of
Moonsiff' s Judgment (M).

6. Tnere was also other Petition, 680 of 1867 (Translation N enclosed) by
a third party pending before this Court when I assumed charge. The late Civil

Judge had, in December last called upon the Moonsiff for explanation which

(Translation O enclosed) was not furnished until March--a nasty point for Moon-
' siff to meet was that the suit had been dismissed for non-appearance of Plaintiff,

whereas the Vakeel (Translation of deposition P) was absent on leave granted by
Moonsiff. Unable to meet this point, Moonsiff alleges that this Court’s order &c.
were mislaid and that his explanation was drawn up on the strength of memory. of
having read them once. I must attract special atteﬁtion tothe Diary (Tra.nslatu?n
Qenclosed) that document alone is sufficint to show that Moonsiff is utterly devoid
of any sense of justice; for, no man with the slightest ss'park thereof could have
kept these watched Plaintiffs dancing attendance at his Court from day to day,
week to week, month to month, and one might almost say from year to year and
finally have dismissed the suit on the very day fixed for final hearing for Plain-
tiff’s non-appearence although the Plaintiff had on that day appeared before the
Court and his Vakeel was absent with the Court's permission. The diary itself

as it stands is bad enough, but examination of it will show that it leaves unaccoun-
ted for several days at different intervals., Itis unnecessary for me to remark

what grose ignorance was shown in applying Section 110 of the Civil Procedure
Code in a case wherein Defendants put in an appearance

. (i -fear much that the above. is by no means a solitary instance of Moon-
siffs ‘Vrantisfhgiory " IRed CRUC NG hEy business, I allude to 4t more especially
because it has come under my own observation i

n the course of business durin
my short tenure of Office ; for, since my transfer .

‘ : to this Zillah I have not had
much leisure at my disposal. I may however refer to a case remarked upon by

. : I may remark that it wag m
intention at one time to have ransacked the diaries of similar cases and for that
a

purpose, I eaused some Vakeels to put in Lists, which are still available if furth
enquiry deemed necessary. urther

8. A very sure test with me of how matters are oo i
; P gomng on in a i
No. of Reviews and considering that this Moonsiff whe : R iy

during th
1868 (being the last complete quarter) passed only 94 decgree: first q\larter. of
granted during the same period 26 Reviews of judg ments 1 on the n‘1e1.'1ts.
as to his conduet are by no means weakened. » "W Previous convictions

9. Another test is also the regularity with which
the Civil Court. This Moonsiff (see deposition Bai e
the custom which had theretofore prevailed, get gt "¢ commenced to violate

- Civil Judge and only very stringent orders op et ::;ght the orders of the late
ing them piecemeal. haye succeeded in extract-

diaries are sent up to

o
9

10. Two other matters have come before me of extreme discourtesy and wang
of attention to the request of Moonsiffs in adjoining Zillabs (S. T. U. V.and T re-
quest attention to the gross delays in each case.

11. I will now proceed to place on Record what occurred at the interview
which Moonsiff had with me on 4th August last. My time wis so ocoupied during
July with holding the Sessions after the adjournment and preparing for the August
Sessions, that I was unable to leave Madura. I have howeverintended visiting She-
vagunga immediately after the August Sessions were over.On the Ist day of the
Sessions (4th Tuesday) Moonsiff came to my house. Of coursethereception ofaman so
notoriously badly spoken of, was not calculated to be very comforting to him, for I
at once told him that I should hold an enquiry and if grounds appeared should di-
rect his prosecution eriminally. He then commenced to requested to be allow-
ed to resign forthwith if I would forbear proceedings. I declined to make any pro-
mises and told him he might return the next day and tell me what course he had re-
solved on. He appeared on the 5th and after informing me that he had gone wrong
excused himself by stating that it had not occurred in my time and tendered me
some letters to show under what great men’s temptations he had fallen. T told him
that I had nothing to do with an enquiry in my private house, that such enquiry
* s is Sth August 1868 would commence at Court on the following *Saturday,

«do. 7th  unless Ireceived hisimmediateresignationofservice on *Friday previous. [
farther distinctly ordered him not to quit Madura before that date or on any ac-
count to go to his station. Ho left my house and the same day proceeded to Sheva-
gunga. 4

12 The investigation would have been much facilitated had the Moonsiff
attended before me in person, this however he has not cl.losen t? do but has content-
ed himself with putting in a Vakaluthnamah to obtain copies of document and

the Petition (W) presented under the above Vakaluthnamah.

13. T enclose copies letters received from tl.le Eead Assistant Collector in
whose division Shevagunga is situate and of the Principal Sudder Ameen to &%h.ow
inwhatbad estimation the Moonsiffisheld (.X, Y ) I have also .rec.:orded a deposmo.n
of several Vakeels to show in what evil repute the Moonsiff is held but these it
is unnecessary to forward.

14, I have not deemed it necessary to hold any lengthened enquiry or to
proceed to the MoonsifYs station. There is enough on record to sat.isfy me
that Narasimooloo Naick should be removed from- the o-fﬁce Of'MOC.mmff o
trust that for the comfort of the people a.if large and in the interests of justice the
Honorable the Jurges will be equally satisfied.

I have &ec.,

MADURA, (Siguned) G. B SHARPE,
23rd September 18 68. } Cinil. Judge.
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Saturday, but the J udge before that time had examined two v
one of them and two others to give written statement e
th'erefore was under the impression that there wo k; l(:n i
witnesses on the 17th-But on the evening of the l’l'ltl e
“:-ere submitted by the above Vakeels, the Judoe s %l
(xo.omastah, and two peons without giving to rob i’xal'n'l
written, of his enquiry on the gaid dateb ity
4. Your Petitioner applied to ;
ments containing the charges ag
 furnished to the Petitioner untii’
Judge recommended i re
takes leave to suggest,
charges-On the 29th of
endorsement upon the

and directed
17th. Your Petitioner

en the required statements
ned two of the Vakeels, a
oner any mtimation oral or

the Judge through his Vakeel fop copies of docu-

ovAF of s I;Stft?] er‘ 1-5.68, on which day the Civil
g‘iving to i)etitione o?(?l‘ Wlthuot, as your Petitioner
Auvgust the Judo fi ey Opportunity of meeting the
Wik ‘ ’Oe or the first time intimated by his first

1t marked B that Petitioner's personal attendaneo
Same endorsement iy effect declined to give

it 3V So
oner’s Vakeel, Petitioner’s non-

L1 1 E Ry i
My, Moﬂdoo@zstna. Vakeel, notwithstanding

' against the Petiti
of the High Court who was allowed to :plngrl'ell)‘ef? i
for

f . . ‘ . A .
S t th : 't 'I'h

hat Petitioner applied for

résupported hy an advocate®
e the Judoe as the representas
Y8 no application was made
8 0o doubt is true in & strict

Wwas also the vigw of the V.

tioner gave his Vakeelg Mr. S
-ncott and V.
19ht August o i asoodava Sastry ¢ amahs on th
other a.ugxorisi;lge ?Ll:;or:zmg t,he Vakee]f; toapply for :Zpi: ‘(’;]1‘;‘1“*»1;;‘:_5’ s&ng th:
» Yo appear on Petitione’s behalf, Tpe g d]e };avino' folised
: 4 edudge (=]

to give the papers, it was deor
. s eemed
possession of Mr. Scot, 1eless to prescat the other which i8 now o, the

5. With reference to {}e ‘
L1th Parha
the 23rd Septomber, your Potitioner foc, 15 PL Of the Civil Judge's letter of

. r feels it iner
P&l'ﬂgraph contains a Vel'ymeagl'e and in S 1t mcumbent upon him to say that, ﬂlat

interview between theJudge and yourPet‘z‘;’ime "e8pects an ingceurate account of the
The Civil J udge says, “of course the Yo ﬁo‘;leroq ,t‘he %thand sthof August 1868-
of, was not caleulated to he very comfortj II: tn ;’lf f.z.’fnati' 80 notoriously bg,dly spoken
the Civil Judge was about one month in tfe I(; iy T—Pétiﬁiéner would observe that
so that, he must have acquired his knowlede 18trict of Madura on the 4th August,
What the Judge did say on that oceasion 60 your Pei;
did not resign, the Judge would hold g aiv: T I
tioner, and the Judge also said that If; c:;:i:; %:nln;n nal enquiry agfeglé?l 31‘1 Peti.
to the roads for seven years—the other words Wiﬁ? ;‘o _ Seeﬁh:he mo:;l};erfsent
Judge are detailed in the paper annexed. P RN ; drzlxl fI‘C;::t dren . aftZr t;h_e
disposed to retire and stated his intention to thé' Jud titt oni’y on conditj .
that favorable arrangements as to pension should pe' 28 uf:a tlcl) B o il appe(;?-

from Petitioner’s *lettey of the 5t August addressed to

# Translation No. I, the Civil Judge, and which wag forwarded to the High
Court by thfa Judge with hig letter of the i2th Augygt

addressed to the Registrar of the High Court. The Pegitioner does not admit

3

that he was informed that the enquiry would be held on Saturday following as
stated by the Judge, or that he was distinctly warned not to quit Madura. Petition-
er did leave Madura on the night of the 5th of August, a course which he would
not have taken if he had been distinetly warned to the contrary, for it could have
done him no possible good, and would of course be calculated to irritate the Judee
as being a pointed disobediénce of his order, if any such order were received. N;r
if Petitioner had known that the enquiry was fixed for Saturday, would he have left
the place where the enquiry was to be held, and where he could quickly learn what
was going on, and proceed to a place distant from Madura 30 miles. In fact at
that time Petitioner was anxious to bring his family at once to Madura, as will
appear from his letter of 5th Amngust already referred to—DPetitioner returned to
Madura on the 15th August after his suspension. ~ ‘

6. Your Petitioner desires to be allowed to make a few observations upon
the charges preferred a:ga.i.nst Lim by the Civil Judge, and upon some of which or
the force of all of them combined, the Judge recommends Petitioner’s removal,

7. The first is mentioned in para 3 of the CivilJudge’sletter of the 25rd
September 1868, and is connected with the Petition No, 270 of 1868 (marked ¢
by the Civil Judge) presented by Iyasawmien of Shevagunga—TIyasawmien does
not state his occupation, he does not say that he was a suitor in Petitioner’s Court,
or that he sustained any personal wrong at the hands of your Petitioner, He
states his residence to be Sevagunga which is 11 miles distant from Manamadura
where the court of District Moonsiff of Sevagungais held ; Petitioner never saw Iya-
sawmien either before or since he presented the Petition of the 9th July 1868, but
your Petitioner is informed, and believes that the antecedents of Iyasawmien (who
is said to be a Petition writer by profession) are by no means ereditable. He was
convicted of forgery in the year 1866 by the Session Court of Madura, but the convic.
tion was reversed on appeal. It is stated by the Civil Judge that when Tyasaw-
mien was called he did not appear, and the Judge says “ It was stated in open
Court by a Pleader that a Vakeel of the Moonsiff’s (Petitioner’s) Court had procured
his non-appearance and certainly that Vakeel’s deposition D creates a strong
suspicion that this is the case”—First Petitioner denies that he had anything to do
with the non-attendance of Iyasawmien—Secondly the Judge ought in fairness to
have mentioned that the Pleader who made the statement in open Court was Mr.
Moodookrishna the advocate .who appeared in ‘support of one of the other com-
plainants against the Petiticner, and that he did not pretend to make the statement
from any knowledge which he himself possessed —Thirdly the deposition D which
is referced to as creating a strong suspicion gives a point blank denial to the sug-
gestion—Fourthly althongh Tyasawmien did not attend, he mentions the names
of a number of persons in the accusation which he makes, but no one of them came
forward to support his statements—Fifthly the Petition itself does not allege any
distinet knowledge of the facts by the Petitioner, and it is consistent with, and pro-
bable from, the terms of the Petition itself that the accusations were grounded on
what he had heard and not on what he alleged he knew. The Petitioner is of course
unable to suggest with certainty why it was that Iyasawmien preferred a complaint

for which Petitioner alleges there is no foundation, but Petitioner has reason to
believe that Iyasawmien was set to work by persons dissatisfied with the decrees
and orders which Petitioner made—Among the persons whom Petitioner displeased
by the impartial manner in which he performed his duty was the Zemindar of
| ‘Sevagungah and the *Contractor and Petitioner has heard

* Vide Docwment No. IT,  that Iyasawmien was put forward by *persons professing
1 WiDo; No, 1II. " to act on behalf of the Zemindar and Contractor of Seva-
~gunga who made promises of payment which were not

L
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*realized, and that therefore Iy
There is no proof except the 1
accusations of Ly

there is any foundation for any one of them

8. The next charge is referred toin paragraph 4 of the Civil J udge’s letter of

the 23rd September, and is connected with Petition No. 277 of 1868 marked E,
and Petition No. 275 and 276 of 1868 marked F and @ respectively. The
Petitions marked E. F and G are dated the 91h July, the same date as Tyasawmien’s
Petition bears—a circumstance which seemsto indicate concert on the part of the
complainants. It is a Petition presented by H. T. Moodookrishna E

cate on behalf of Soobramanien Chett

y plaintiff in Register cage No. 1
first statement is that the Moonsiff admitted o review motion in g i

be suspected. Plaintiff brought a suit upon a bond specially registered,
Judgment was given for him in a summary way. The Defendants -
aside the Decree under section LV of the Registration Act of 1866,
into the merits Petitioner was satisfied that the money had not been paid to the
Defendants, a fact which was testified to by two of the three attesti
and two other witnesses and set aside the summary Decree |y
dated the 8th of April 1868. Plaintift’s Vakeel applied for g oo
Decree and Judgment on the 11th June and 5th of June respe Pabition.
directed the Goomastah to furnish a copy of .the final Decree and  Judement
Plaintiff complained tothe CivilCourt of Madura that Petitioney had not f’u;liq 5 d
a copy, and the Civil Judge (Mz. Thomas) called for an explanation which Pe t.;,l 3
er furnished on the 26th June 1868 (marked T by the Civil J adgo) ' 1tion
seemed to be satisfactory to the then Civil . for Petitioney hc:u'd
the matter from him.  "With reference to the quotation made :
(Mr. Sharpe) in the latter part of paragraph 4 of hig letter,
meant to say wasthat copies of Decrees ang Judgments which were 1

ought to be made first, and that the copyimg of thoge which were - «:ll)l)ea able
should be postponed until the others Were completed., Petitior "1’1‘0 (r:‘l’l"b‘ﬂllﬂl"]@
adjourned for the vacation from the 15th of April to the "Séh 'M]Lr1 g Vll‘)mt o
re-opening of the Court, the writers were engaged Copyi:lcr dOcuE:)’ and upon the
with appealable suits which were firgt disposed of This ti) ctit,ioueuts connected
suggests was not— Exhibiting what the Civi] J udge designates ?‘etll‘ ;re’:l)%tﬁ‘l “'}
disregard of the convenience of the parties’ ¥ s tenz; t:I:{::\S;erf

fé although it doe
which would appear

asawmien failed to appear.
>etition in support of the
asawmien, and Petitioner denies that

* Vide Document No. IV,

squire adyo-
of 1868. The
atter much to
and
applied to set
Upon going

ng witnesses,
a Judgment

& copy of  the final
ctively,

sand  which
no_moye of
by the Civil Judge
all that t],e Petitioner

udge,

undue desire on the part of the Judge to prese
to tell against the Petitioner. |
9. The Petition E states that the saig Plaintify Soobk
wrongfully confined for 15 days, which the (il Jud a
iha evidence: of three witnesses whose depositiong
answer of the Petitioner is as follows:ﬁUpon the forn
the Plaintiff in Register case of 1868, the Potitione
the Plaintiff and one of the witnesses Calleyanee Umbalyy
half gave false evidence, and on the 11th March Petitiones di
2 t}k}@ Clourt (named Aroomoogum') to look after the Pla
and directed the Plaintiff and th.e witness 1o remain fo, £
14th of March Petitioner d.osu-cd t.o see. ' the Plaing;
further examination, but neither of thﬂm' &ppea?ed’. Whoreulloh 'th e
informed the Petitioner that they had gone wlth.()\lt his Knoyl, Wit e
dnj a statement in writing Wwas ma(}e : and signed by i Plain‘t'lﬁ"’ * same
the effect, that he did not see the Plaintiff aftey thelgth of § Vakeel, to
interview with the Plaintiff—Petitioner begs tq send 4 Sy arch whey he had an

of the Vakeel's state-

manien Chetty was
amply supported by
d J, K and L The
al eiquiry in the suit of
Y Was of opinion .thas
1, examined on hig be-
rected one of the Peong
ntiff and the Witness,
Wther enquiry—On the
ff' and the Wwitnesg for

ge Says ig

et (of which the original 1s +iv the Civil Court of Madlura) fir -the-informatioh

TRy AR “(marked No. V),

Sy b il A 565 of the High Court (mark it v
of "hé"ﬂono?bg 3613;1:5 i:'éhé of the witnesses referred to b?" tﬁ? ‘4'«‘1‘1&%‘“ "3 gﬁ-};
- i Tl:;l oot wrongful cofinentent whe not the le;mﬁ‘ S‘iﬁﬁé&a&
though thet{s e was ot kel abowt thewrongful e;zﬁyéme:g;nél;ﬁoﬁ‘ it
another matter, ! it on the 8th April, and Mis a et e s
sl coes e (Plaintiff on' the i £ 1h6 > o it et = as Dnidd
given ‘,"g”f;nsﬁ;hzf ¢hat Judgment—=On that day also a statéz;ﬁééhfmﬁ? ol;li(é:
o 3¢ V.Qaragmg ignied by Aroomoogiiin the peort relametot}wmgzﬁm s ‘sent
gla? I;;;lgq';:biiiim is in’ the Civil Court-A. copy of ithe _ ;
Plaintiff-T

! d No. VI). iah Pillay is eneaped inl earrying and
her(erth (ma,l‘ke T '« Batta veon Moottiah Plllay 18 eﬁgﬁgé s :
711, The other w‘meiifcﬁ;pmew R T P A

£ et No. VIL.  any ﬁve * days eontinuously a‘,b'theﬁﬁlagem which the

i e B ST 'staﬁﬁﬁég; i
il Ot n ddfoneied B0 DEhIo gt o Ut x5ty 4
49 Petitiofier’s Court was &dfr‘ﬁﬂ.w“ iy for the ‘annual Vacation—

e Hldnge,atdit wisadjounsadonthe 15th for the e
e theomEajsmte; wbote roforted to; as well as ' thio ciredmstances o a.l%l? cf; i
s - docttments By TP ol 1ok ] , “they" -8
The 1(11 {-,iti‘orjfer» &id not  confine - Plaintiff ‘-forl- Irl‘ﬁ .c:}?%s,oﬁ_ ;zznﬁﬁgﬁ ot song
that ?ﬂ’ ' not confined for the parpose; as Bm@:m o {;1}1)1 ‘ latw expressly says
-'Plamt‘l‘ "I‘&Sm teferting an dppeal, for two réaso_n?;‘.mrs : th.ega d A‘e"il;“his bdlr
‘that case 11“‘%9 1136 appeal in'such acase as iisr,»a,dmtted‘ bg 2 ]; c:eg‘ ) St
.there sha - Julv on Petition No.276 G ; &ndsecond'ly the ! nal e g
b il Yo sth + Agril, Whotess the ‘ordartol s o S ‘objedt
X:; églfmmvmgwn on the11th M”é:é‘iﬂME ’;ﬁ’f}}ﬁ@fa isio grotimd
, r : pressed m M, ¥ .
o] he bona fide one exp cat ot 4 Eetiedith
2 L P&ﬁgﬁ ::ntggu ‘confinement-—If the "Betlbwger;z?- %el;‘iq nénf/l;‘ 01’;:”"
fot the g Jarine upon this matter, and <had'su P
covies of the docaments bbaring upon AR ild-have shewn all
cbp%:e ai;. ﬁ:i sioexamining the three witnesses, h:vs thinks; henO -
tunt y © it -__ : ol ot Yo ooz o € R g ‘another
Brdeaatios mm of his letter! the Civil J “ﬁpﬁeﬁ o i
13 -~ Inthe e R 0. 1680 of 1867, presen £ ik * A
gt ety e explnaton. marked O -was givon {o .
Saee ythﬁgﬁhl March 1868, and: it seeme@"‘i; .fTﬁ;ﬁtt :
ol e R 1 e ran ok @ 5
. e hope s g St for your Pétitioner h | ; fkanil
’smiasfactorgm‘ﬂ;f;":fE?;ubjmg, sgain. I the Honorable P . :fg?e;ﬁg‘;&
autil Mr. § S i for any further explanation: OB thISIMALLEY, LOLHORC
e L e of soic oftho: documents (Q and e e
will furnish it, but in’the absence ot owiog ead  ATL GE
e gt go ino-the  ibatter po. 6f reviews granted by the
gessiTy miwppm 8 the Judge phigsionthd mutihed Omrbé which tells strongly
14." In : : 8 asa circumstan ¢ anag byl
. arter of 186 titioner

Petitioner durmg thle ,ﬁ.rsle:e‘ferencéfto»‘bhé records will shew .yh&ﬁ “th:elx:;;é? 3

against the\Pgt}tIOflerf namely that ot one: single J udgm?nt. was o 4,15
" now asserts to be true, d that they were not infact so'much reviews a&'Pees .

review on the M:Z;;f:;m@ suits restored for héaring, Inaﬂltf?eﬁgﬁﬂ e

G 4 ainst the Plaintiff fordefault under Seeﬁo{)ﬂg_wgl ‘-t'or.i ‘non—Pay"

ment was é‘c’;?;::jgw and 148 and under Section 5 of At 230 : - b :

O b L aa ” ty ; but
tment of batta. he number of wﬁew:ﬂh“;ws dighones

sts that the A Abo TREL L B k
¢ Th; J?gﬁ -l:;gtiiﬂ Petitioner shows as he submits, that the course taken
on g ' '

. ; R 1
tho exIALOn B o it quite consistent with: purity of donduct.! b is true that
by him 1 s p

_ o ing diaries'to the Civil Court, and

' o wave orders to discontinuersending L e o GRS

mwﬁ;m::?fm since Potitioner wonp to Madura, - [ giying, those. opders
e, MOL.-

o
Y
4]

charge s
called’ Soobramanien
Thomas the Civil Judge on

I Baslan ¢
P patan
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::(;::dM?' t ghqmas sent.a Takeed divect; 3 p{*ﬂ 1368 the Petitioner recol-

o no’ een done before ; Petitioner sent ay Urzi stat;

e 1es ought not to. be:gent to; the, Civil Couet. drzl s.tatmg h
10n.er;heard, 2o more about the mattei uxitii ,JZ;I fgé{mg i

: : m Ay 68, w

_  were sent 4 X

_Years had e v pLece,me :

i{[r e /to b sent, they were g entin Sﬂpeyrate‘booﬁl, because ag ,t.he‘(hraries for 2
- Dharpe sent only one order. on the Subj,e parcels for.puatalcqnvenigh ce.

I8 reasons why the
further orders, . Pe-
hﬁn Ml‘» Sha.l'pe ordered

believes that thel dscision. was:
tnll\gei.smmgnéd 2t Madura have tiot, escapag oo T M5 Fudges ‘and M
a Native , “.dg’e'“‘-Of(‘t}je 1 ot : ges, A
high his general ‘cha,r g 9wel’ :grade:-m‘ust -bey s g 3
racte s e Prepared to
18. There are r may be.| ... (M3 oy : b@a'r Of'them

The witnésses do 1ot
3 s A Pretend " to gy :
thing 'more definite i the sham s hmwledge. i 2521 O .
shape of. 5 Of'theifact; and wi :
. : . “’Ith()llt.some

som.e-'wllla,t rough treatment from ¢he (v ‘eves that some of the Vak alt 2y
Petitioner’s character, The Vakeel wh§ = . » g

: Wa’s . & : men L v g ; - = 4 >
* Vide Docwment No. IIT. hag :-":Inlss@d* from hig Office th§fke§,,D. was told he
: Vak 91 yet been dlsmisged‘;_wl;; ‘ &ﬁeel;. hut the Vakeel
o g eel wag § , Yhen firgt : 0
ation depended on his reply. T ul,f‘_“"“‘ed by the Civil Jﬁglentifofi?d :.t;he
1 o o vy Llla 8 s1tu-

*Vide Document No. IX, 20~ On solemy affirimat: T il ooy
o ' SRS ETRE 1AL 00y S, nat’f’,n oneof the Vak 54
Question—Ts the Moonsifpung o g " 160" 1 the fogzllf;:ﬂ?e;m&
.AnswerhThe-'A‘Successful Parties will g .k Wt Dige ere Xt aff .
will speak badly—I know nothing directly. pea. ‘?ell;‘the ‘unsuccessful pa:rt;eg
The Judge—Considering your inability e TR R

of the question asked by the Court,the Court thi:;:;er or understand  the drift
" Answer~As Court pleases./: o You unfit for Vakeel's duty,

21. ' Against the accusation of dishonesty, Peﬁﬁ SRR eI T AL
out that though he has been very unfavorably fcircnm:;?"i“k_“‘le_a've' to- point
August last the date of his suspension, mo one has comg 5 SMeane e ‘l'ﬁ,th‘v.@f
dishonesty, who pretends to have any personal.knowxeaga,::ﬁ ;; b:::“ﬁ:l:ﬁﬁg‘;
digy + . i 3 -

P
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he has incurred the displeasure of the most wealthy and influential litigants in his
District, in the impartial administration of Justice, and although the Judge openly
invited complaints against him ; and further that he has been only 2} years in the
Madura District, having spent the greater part of his official life in the District of
Cuddalore, which he left with the highest character for honesty,

22. If your Petitioner was unsafe to the community, Mr. Cotton the
late Judge who had very great experience of the people of Madura District from
his long residence, would not select him to this post while there are many
passed candidates available in the District. The reason of his so selecting your

Petitioner a resident of the distant .country of Cudda-
* Vide Doowment No. X. lore, will be seen from his letter * herewith produced.
93. - Petitioner has been upwards of 24 years in the public service, and
. 2 this is the first accusation against him, He begs to en.
f VTRt close copies of his testimonialz* for the informatifn of the

Honorable the Judges of the High Court—1t is a point for your Lordships’ serious
consideration, whether a person after bearing such a character forsuch a length of
time namely 27th March 1867, and after receiving such advises] as are contained
in Mr. Cotton’s letter would allow his mind to incline to corruption at the advanced
age of 51. | |

94, Petitioner therefore hopes this explanation of his conduct so far as it is
impugned will be satisfactory to the High Court, and begs that he may be honora-
bly freed from the imputations laid on him, and restored. to his office..

And your Petitioner as in duty bound,

shall ever pray.
(Stexep) S. M. NARASIMOOLOO,

MADRAS, ] —
District Munsiff.

97Tth November 1868. ) ' :
0
Conversations held between the Judge and Moonsiff during the interview on the 4th
and 5th August 1.868.
‘Will you resign or not ?
I was quiet.
He said——If you do not resign I will gladly see you work on the roads
for 7 years.
1 was much afraid and was quiet.
He said ——If you do not resign but should insist upon an enquiry I wiil
enquire on the civil and criminal sides and punish you.
I told—1I beg to allow me to urge something about the complaints

made against me.
He said—— Well what is that ?

I said———Mr. Robert Fischer is displeased wtih me in disposing of cer-
tain suits against his wish, he caused the complaints to be
preferred. ‘ : .

He said——Some words in an under-tone which T was unable to understand
and then I showed him the letter No. 2 written to me by
Mr. Fischer and after he had gone through, I likewise gave the
Testimonials &c., obtained from several Judges, he after perusing
them said these are given by favor. :

I said——1 hear the Tyasawmien is a man preferring false complaints
against the officials and was lately convicted of forgery, and
complained to this High Court that Mr. Cotton had caused to
be beaten one of the Assessors that attended to his case.

You sent a Vakeel of your Court and caused him not to appear

‘before me,

He gaid
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I said——Hitherto I have not at all seen his face,
He sa,ifi You are telling lies; it will be prdx;ed by your own Vakoel
I said——You are next 'to God I cannot tcll lies before you il o
He sa-id-—‘—.Do'ﬁ't flatter; will you resign or not? o s
i sau}~—1 will be entitled to a pension of 100 Rupe
- of my present salary, if I remain more 2 |
. the service, how can 1 resign now ?

He sa-_ld-———I am not going to stay here so léné, |
I said——1 am not belonging to Ma,dﬁra, Iéni,of Cuddalore.” T came
herfa only to complete the 5 years service in 1ﬁy;§feééﬁ£’p'oa€ t: '

fantltle myself for a moiety of pénsion, not for procuring mone
ﬁlegally. Lacted on 4 different occasions as’vl")istric.t T\I:: : Jf;'
in f}uddalore Distriet, no complaints Tike ‘this made hithi;::;o
against me, my age is now 51, I would not turn toa bad habit af-
ter so many years of service and age, if |
| p-Irpzent the amount will be reduced.
——1 don’t. care all that you must resic ’ atev
- amount of your pensiofx may bé, );oxlig ;I:lo’ﬁ?:' azgﬁllg?&;&tx
| . Wmowow morning it Ay
R e s R e tin Proglor, ey
He asked——What is the :;iui:% Amgpst ;"a?p’p%mq -f)gfo;e i 0
1 said~ —Tf T vemain dn the servico at least till the 16th S
_my 25 years service will be com

_allow me to' serve more 2 years

o \r.-_\.pension after the 18ti1 Septel‘nbsr,
He said——You better send your application t
I said I shall send it after 16th. =

A

He said——No you must send to-day. ‘ oy

es being the moiety
years and 9 months in

He said

if I am to gO to I)BDBiO]I at

eptember next
pleted.  If your hongy don’t

and some months, T will take
R - Wk i \

R e et (T PN
o-day  with testimonials,

I said Very well sir. : UBIRST giy (1t
He said-——You need not pass any orders and’ Juden
T said—Very well sir and left his Bungaloy., gm fe.njcs from th}s date.
SHEWETH, SRR 0 e - S Y 8

That your Petitioner was suspended from His Offies he ‘ %
of Madura on the 12th August 1868; that he has been r‘f:;l:lz ng:dl:‘ti C1Y}1 qudge
apd that the proceedings in his case are now under the cong; i 0 be dismisged ;
ships ; and that a false criminal charge against y‘our Pobiisged i 1031. of your Lord-
ment of a party is one of the grounds for regqmﬁlend‘ing hié*dism'wr(;ngﬁﬂ confine-
That your Petitioner applied to the High Court oy the 'I?g?lhi’.e ‘
for copies of certain Documents connected with his cage 'y nd i 'a.noﬁir (?ﬁﬂ)e.r.lges
the same date prayed that he may be allowed time to ik, e Piges 91' Petition of
That the copies applied for have not as yet been et 1 hi:ime.
That the proceedings in the case in the Court below, e
a 1nanner as practically left your Petitioner no foﬁp Srbithi his defumeﬁd m in guch
r Petitioner is humbly desirous of being allowed'to appear bmsglf and
our Lordships will permit him o' do 80 under the Rublre ounsel
Lordships are of epinion that it isa casein which g 8 ‘o.f the
d'the favor. . . . e T B P etitioner
PR e a0 T
S0 (Signell) S) ML NARASTMOOY 00
The Acting Civil Judge has no remaﬂltg ':tof make as the Matterg mlﬂt..in g
this defence were enquired into by his predecessor. 1 7 g to

90th November 1868. (Signed\,» 3. D

Reccived in the High Court on 3] D%em‘;fm%sbm GHAM.

therefore you
and prays that y
High Court if your
can properly*be grante

MADRAS, _
o7th November 1868.

" DOCUMENTS PRESENTED IN SUPPORT OF THE DEFENCE.

No. 1.
TO.
THE CIVIL JUDGE OF
MADURA.
The humble Urzi of S. M. Narasimooloo

Naidoo District Moonsiff of Shevagungah.

1. Unless more two years and nine months expire, I could not geta moiety of pension
on my salary Iat present get. Although I do not expect so much pension, yet till the 16th
September expire, I not getting even half pension on the average of my salary, the pension
will be much réduced by making the application immediately at present. As T have a family
with infant children and much loss is to happen to me, I hope therefore you will cause that I
may get pension from October.

2. T shall not hereafter pass orders and judgments according to your order.

3. Thisisa bad country and a place filled with much robbery and fraud, within six or
seven days after I had been to this duty, some people set fire to my bandy. When'a Moonsiff
was' temoved from the above station, it appears some people broke open his house and
robbed his property. On some occasion, stones were pelted on my house, ~ Consequently in
the présent state T am now situated, I am afraid to keep my people and property there.

Therefore T pray that ‘orders may be given'for my coming away immediately from that
village removing my people and property.

Mapura. ' “(Signed) 8. M. NARASIMOOLOO,
Sth August 1868, District Moonsiff.

e

No. II,
SHEVAGUNGAH 13th January 1868.
My Dear S,

Here is a printed copy of the Queen’s decree which will shew you that the pre-
sent Ranee succeeded to this Zamindary not as the heir of the widow Ungamuthu Nachear
but as the heir of her father the Istimerar Zamindar in succession to the widow Ungamuthu.
You may keep it for future reference as T do not require it, but the big book which I herewith
send, you must return immediately please as it is constantly referred to in the Civil Courts at
Madura, T have marked Ungamoothu Nachear’s and Kathama Nachear’s plaints. Neither of
them speak of the cowles separately as they wore most probably omitted on the ground
that they belonged to the Ain, for they were really waste and pyngal lands belonging to the
Ain that were so given out on cowle. The cowle tenure which was Teerwa could not possibly
exclude them from the Zamindary and the plea that they were not. claimed separately as the
Durmasunum Punnays. &e. s in my Twmble opinion wholly inadmissible.  The cowles were
originally  Adn lands, they ave Ain land still and will continue so for all time to come.

Your’s very Sincerely
(Signed) R. FISCHER.
No. IIL

Tyanslation of a letter written to Iyasawmien by Chowdappah the head servant of
Mr. Fischer. )

Many compliments ; we are well up to this date you must write to let me know your
welfare. '

Your letter sent by post reached me at 12 noon this day and the letter sent by a man
at 7 A. . Master (Mr. Fischer) reached here this morning. .Although I have had no leisure
to inform him the entire contents of your letter, I made it known to him by a written abstract
of it. He said you spoke to him at Madura and comimended you as the fittest man to accom-
plish the object intended, ~I.am not desirous to speak about 200 Rupees now, for_ you must at
once fils the complaint to-day or to-morrow as you say. As soon as the news of the complaint
being filed is received it will be better then to speak about the money to receive it and send to
you. There is no need for a Promissory mote you ask for, may arrange othierwise, you need
not consider. «There is delay in this, how can we proceed further.” If to speak on a matter
with great persons we miust show gomething done. It is nop' unkno.wn to you that it is not
proper to speak when there is nothing done, ~ You must write immediately about having filed



the complaint, I shall show that letter

and shall receive and gend you the amount. This is &
means for your fature welfaye, Therefo

re you must file the complaint without any hesitation.
Expecting a reply from you,

lany compliments
Friend
SHEVAGUNGA July 8th.

(Signed) CHOWDAPPAH.
Batta of 4 anp :

as paid to the man who brought the Jetter.
NOTE—On the

back of this letter is the draft of Petition

—

No. IV,
Translation of a letter written to Iyasawmien by Chowduppah the Head, servant of
M. Fischer,

Many compliments,

No. 270 C, of Iyasawmien,

know of your welfare, your letter reached ;
what we have already spoken. It is not in-
If you perform the thing you haye under-
sult therefrom. With the good intention of

or will be done contrary to
tended to get the matter accomplished by another,

taken, You will hereafter know the good that will ye

pecuniary help could be made in the mean-
tion,

. vain in case the matter suceceeded.
tendency to betray the parties. If that be

not appear that there is any such inten

From this I do not think your labor will go

Some gay that your conduct has discovered g
true it must b

¢ made up at least hereafter. It is not

person embarks inan affair there will be no excellence and mutual satisfaction unless the
affair is brought to a successful termination,

Compensation must be expected only in acting properly and makin
persons who are not aware what sort of persons we are,

As you have used words in your letter showi
to write to you at some length. As Master is coming there I think it better for you to see him
in person and tell him what has been done

and what is going to he done. I wanted to gee and
speak to you but had not the opportunity—However it is not of much consequence,
All particulars Wj]l‘be known on speaking to Narasimma, Iyer-son-in-law of Soobra,ma.neya Iyer.

Many Complim ts.
Cavriar Coviw 204, July 1868, 5 e

—

d Yours,
p—— (Slgned) CHO WDUPPAH
0. 3V

g it appear so, to

Special Register No 1 of 1868,
Before the District Moonsiff of Shevagunga,
On the 14th March, 1868,

Examination of Seetharamien Plaintiff’s Vakij),
Courr Q. Did not the Court order on the 11th Instant that the Plaintiffin this No.is to
be examined on some subject and that he should stay here only,

Signed) SEET
Takien, bofore me (Signed) SEETHARAMIEN

(Signed) 8§ M NARASIMOOLOO,
N District Hoonsif.
pecial Register No 1 of 1868,
iet Moonsif of Shevagunga,
8th.  April 1568, ¥

Before the Distr

Examination of Aroomooga Pi

llay peon of the gajq Court on solemn affirmation,
Courr Q. What became of the Plaintify Soobramoneya Chetty and witness Kaleanaumbalam
who were stopped for enquiry in thig No.

They went away at night time withoug telling me, I heard the deposition read
it is correct,

me.

(Signed) 8, M, NARASIMOOLOO
‘ District .Moonaiﬂ',

(Signed) AROOMOOGA PILLAY.
Solemnly aﬂim;ed before )

No. VII ’ as.
Euecuted by Moottien in the Month of March 18
10068868

List Shewing the P

Date on’ te on
Date on | which the w?ﬁ(:h the
Amount | which the |process ex-| Lo, .

of  [process-de- etciluted bgf enenedethe
; e Process. ivered to | the pec g
No. of Suits. Name of th Battah. ﬁ:’:}) dghem lﬁle s fo,
Villages. :
10th March
No. 234 of 1867 of! Summons for the Defen- 14 2ndi81(\iga:rch e bt
Streevulleputtoor danta Witnesst ........
Moonsiff’s file...... ) :
P. No. 103 of 10th March| 11th do
M, P, . No:

867 of Seva-( | Process to produce Mera- 12 | toth do. [1s68
;lgungah Moonsiff’s SEAATS. cevvrenerersesirsners

COTBIRIN 45 w0l

\ .| 16th do
No. 254 of 1867 of } Sunfmm(‘)ins Eor the 2ndDe 1| 18| 118 dogd dethde
cio. Ao Hsiinvees endant....cceeeses

h do

- do 23rd do 25t

Small Cause No.} Summons to Defendant 1 |12 | 19th Bhs Ao
171 of 1868....u.... 1] 4o do. |mstdo | dodo

versed decigion
i Do; ciovoe B as passed on
No. 182 of 1867.........|  Do. asth do | 28thdo |the ath April,
M. P. No. 200 of Jamation of Sale......| » | 12 | 27th do. the Cour(ti was
5P, No. 0 Proclamation 01 RaiC..... - -1 ladjourned on
1887 conyoiantn g } : ond April 4tl; sAﬁgﬂl :hg 15th Idem.
Small Cause No I Summons to the Defen- 1| 12 | 28th do 1868
~IMa. AR AT e T y
190 of 1868... ..., | | dant..c.c.o..
No. VIIL

I y 6 .
a (0)

: Pillay and
Translation o Condalien, Seetharamien, ‘Aroomooga Pillay

I, Vakil Theroomalasawmy Iyen,are e
Moottien informed the Civil Court that we R
The Judge ordered that we shou ‘
Soondramien. I appeared and was sworn(:ircums
We are going to ask you some u -
Your situation hangs on your reply. Tell |
Judge,
5 I answered—I will speak truth. e o
He asked—Did you ever come to Ma d i
eafl That T came on the 10thJuly and stay
I said— :
- 1 .
o5 t,heI)lisc)it;rou see the Moonsiff when you came,
= a(slke%l{; that I came obtaining leave from him.
I said—YXes,

. ‘oonsiff tell you any -neWB- : ile any one. e »
He aSked—_I')lfl th:nzfx‘r):r to it, he asked did he say to recopcﬂe T Hse
Before my giving

; thing at all. .
Sa-ld thalt no SUCh mo)r Iyen at Madurat

and afterwards he told to call

W wer properly.
s to which you must ans
tance:he(;e words were told in anger by the

&js and came on the 16th June

‘ rl
;‘e ;Ill{s:;i—ﬂave you seen ?yasaw
I saigl—_-'l‘ha_t I have seen ium o |

d—Havye you spoken : ; i
IH :a?g%jTha,b I spoke nothing. oo A e

: ituation, o
; u will lose your situati e did g sihefit i
i tenlmgnﬂzzxi?oned by the Court, which Iyasawmy ly :
me, of the Tyasawiny

] . . c b
S d ’lhut’ SB a:ou o ;

thing to him.

asked about him only I sai

I
removed from you go &way.

Note rédd ou, to me. him to be sworn.
wrote, nor W&:;l s '(I)l"' Theroomalasawmy Iyen caused hi
Secondly calling

S

No. IX el
he answers given by lhes
f the Copy of the Notes taken by the Court of the
Translation of the

: t
t on the 15th Augus
Tyen to the questions put by t?eccilg of Shevagunga,
rooma.lasawm¥ ¥y on—A Vakil in the Moonsiff’s Co
By profession—= :

n



A I
am come that I may tell. what I know about any thing the Court may ask.

Ag you can make known to the C
: ourt th :
the Moonsiff of Shevagunga. b the subject you know, you may tell the Court upon

Nothing to be said m i
g 2 yself upon the said Moonsi
Q. Ts the Moonsiff pure or how ? s

The Jud ; : A
: : ourt, : =
I in answer said that the Court’s ple:seourt ke g

He said that the Co - :
not pure, urt will not refrain to vacate by dismissal some or many in a place

No answer given to this,

He ordered : o
ed to be, be off and then he called Condalien and Seetharamien and ordered to

write out what the T
y know and
you may also write out and givilzz it on Monday (17th ) Court and then called me also, said

I accor@ingly answered, very well.

To : ‘ BEiT No X.
. R R M NURSIMOOLOO NAIDOO;
. 3 gl 4] HEeAD CLERK SMALL CAUSE COURT,
Sz, ~ i (8 ! Cuddalore.

MapugsA February 2Sth 1866

: With r e
o fted?o*;{?%?ﬁt%fﬁr' letter of the 30th J anuary. last I have to inform you that I have
gt .y:ur name for'the District Moonsiff’s Court of Sevagungah. I
‘qualiﬁca,tioﬁs ‘b;,,f, fmmb[zpom you -out of ‘many applicants not so much for your Official
St o 1; L elﬁg led to understand tha,t. you will act honestly and with integrity
B adzry o Shevagull.gah your position will at times place you on difficulties
alway;s ﬁnd m.e rg; ld ] tex:e ;to the straight for.ward course of honesty- at all hazards. You will
R A u);ﬁ :HutI;hoﬁ gou, suﬁd aflvwe you in cases of difficulty ; I warn you however
gainst, allo g yo to g : . A . . : .
all Bu;“;}y bring you to gﬁgf i‘xnz;nfvdidxt.o S e
e Moonsiff’s Court is situated at‘Mana. Madura, about 30 miles from ¢
:‘::tworltlthrough the: imbecility of the Acting Moonsiff is now into hands of :lsltagoﬁlrtdg::
“s, Ian very unsatisfactory. So the sooner you can come the better,

: Yours faithfully
(Signed) R. R. COTTON,
; 4 Civil Judge.

No. XI. » :
TESTIMONIALS & GRANTED TO 8. M. NARASIMOOLOO NATDOO

The humble Petition of M. Narasimmooloo son of M. Rungap; T
Moonsiff of Yatapoor in the gillah of gj;ﬁfah Naick late Talug
Most HUMBLY SHEWETH. :
With profound respect and submission I (Y. - ) g

to the kind notice of your honor humbly hopingb:f par do(:l ;zl‘bli?izﬁi agfim eved clrcumstax.lces

that your honor hiad been pleased to transfer my late father from the gc I va.lua.ble time,

that of Police Daroga at Kistnagherry Talug, and from thence to that ofalﬁfnt-y .of Pelshkz.nr to

Court at Salem wherein he continued for 10 years to your entire satisf: lt_clzlr in the Zillah

honor were pleased to appoint him as Talug Moonsiff at Yatapoor in Wh?zhloi &nld then _your

only for 2 ?ea.rs, but to our great misfortune and loss, he departed this life, 1 PR sq:b co.ntmu.ed

o large f“‘fnﬂy ,as well as my mother, myself, my sister and my brother-i e,laea\‘rmg ehlf“_i him

most destitute even for common necessaries of life, We have ap ;ll;(xil- fw 111?1 a <3ond1:1on ::s
' or Pension to the

address of the Zilla Court and to your honor whi i
favored with any redress. ile on circuit at Salem, but we have not heen

your hfmaw:vir éiI;PI;Zl)}: eiﬁaoizzz; s:fe a;‘riva.l from the Cape We proceeded hither to beg of
f s actor of our famil d :
b y and we most ¢ &
onor will be graciously pleased to put me and my brother-in-law in soeglzn:istllg ti::li)ofo;ag O::r
v (]

may earn our livelihood under the kind ;
s . protection of h :
mmendation to the kind protection of M, E,. Bevascoas ot Selemm fo thn s o of recom-
Y iy T purpose.

. Whigh act of cynity would.dsaw. upon gour houor, the _ymbounded Hlessings of. God

.

a_‘;l,}might,y; is the prayer of your humble Petitioner.

MADRAS, 15th February 1835. — : Shall cver pray-
Rungappa Naick was an excellent. PubljcuSerylant and a good man and I am very SOITY
to find from this that his family is in distress 1 should be glad to be of use to this man for his
father's sake. , _

M ApRAS, 15tk February 1835. | s (Signed) JOHN BIRD.
~ Narasimmooloo’s father was an excellent public servant; and a:good man. and. for his sake
(L ghall be féi@d‘f}d find that Narasimmooloo had obtained Qixcar.emplf)yment. '

i Mapras, dthyJanuary 1840. - — (Signed) JOHNFBIRD.

. Narasimmooloo, I can do nothing more for you than 1 have already done namely to certify
ghat yous farher s o valuable public servant and that;on bis.acconnt L should be glad to se0
you better porvided for. : - ! :

MapRAS, 27th July 1842.

T , Yours
17 e (Signed) JOHN BIRD.
.Narasi.l'nmooloo Nailk behaved to my entirve satisfaction during the period he wa'bsa
GQO#Q&Q’G&E}& 'L:he District M,(-).onqiﬁ" s Court at Caroor, ashe appeared to have been fa,.ithful, active,
assiduous and besides an experiencad porson ia fhe discharge of the Judidial- business, 1 have

Bvery réason to believe that he is a fit, person to hold a valuable and higher situation.

_19¢th-September 1843,
el (Signed) NAMASIYOYA PILLATL,

: , . —_— Moonsiff.
Qwing to the good opinion 1 had of the abilities of Narasimmooloo Ia.'?e 5th Goomastah
1 promoted him to the Office of 2nd Goomastah,. and again ‘on the 2.nd April 1.850 to that of
:Griminal Javabinivis. ‘He is well acquiainbed With the Grim,inal' duties; Reégulations .&c. anfl__I
,:gzqg’s;idgr. hm fﬁl‘iyrvgga,ﬁﬁed for the situation he holds and _deser\_'fmg of further Promdtlon.
,26th Jume 1851, : (Signed) J. C. 8. BRUERE,
. 5 s N Late Civil & Session Judge of Salem:
.. The sheristadar of the Principal Sudr Ameen’s Court in Cuddalore, Narasimmooloo
‘Naidoo, is well Acduainted with the Tamil, CGlentoo and English in which languages he is able to
read and write with accnracy. He is also acquainted with Regulations, Orders, and Laws, and is
com,pécent to conduct public business to the entire satisfaction of his-superiors in proof of which
Mr, Bruere admitted himin public service and from lis good conduct arid competency raised
Lhnn: to his present post oFsherestadar, and L consider: Mm{ﬁb, -ft()n.l the striei; and ppf_ight manner
iin;which:he‘hasndischa,rg‘ed the duties confided to him for the period he has been .@dgr mfg,_to
1hold a higher post than his present one. Being ' therefore conﬁdent that he mll 80 condu?t.
himself as to merit the unfeigned approbation of his future employers’ I have much pleasure in
granting him this testimonial of the high opinion I have of him, :
S (Signed) C. VENCATARAGAVA CHARIVAR,
Pincipal Sudr Ameen.

In delivering over charge of this Court I feel it my duty to bear testimony to the
ahilities of the Sheristadar of this Court, Narasimmooloo Naidoo, whom "I always found up to
his work, his knowledge of the Judicial Proceedings (both Civil and Criminal) is remarkable,
he is & man of integrity and of good principles.
2nd August 1854

(Signed) C. VENCATACHELLIAH,
: —_— Acting Principal Sudr Ameen.
certifying that Narasimmooloo Naidoo the Sheristadar of the

I have great pleasure in s ‘ .
of Cuddalore is very able and most efficient functionary, his

Principal Sudr Ameen’s Court ‘ ; :
knowledge of Cireular Orders and Regulations and the very great experince he has both in the

(4vil and Criminal departments will enable him to fill the Office of District Moonsiff he aspires
to, with eredit to himself and to his employers.

17th April 1655. (Signed, ) V. SOONDARA NAIDOO,

Acting Pringipal Sudr Ameen.

Extract from the Proceedings of the Principal Sudr Ameew's Court of Cuddalore, under,
date the 29th August 1856.

Being about to deliver over charge of this office which he retained for nearly 2 years
. of recording his high opinion of 8, M.

the Acting Principal Sudr Ameen takes the opportuniby
Narasimmooloo Naidoo the Sheristadar of this Court, who from the able way in which he dis-



- and much rarer quality of uprigh

: ;t:ig:;l ;ihé duties of his office; afforde
8 speedy promotion to a Dj : .
e will be indeed glad to

roquirdd B e A trict Moonsiffshi i
efficient discharge of the duties attaclhe?ltlz i; htecl)iﬁpossessed A
a ce.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)) V. SOONDARA NAIDOO
_ Acting Principal Sudr A'me,mi

I am ha,p s .
Py in being able to confirm
the character and ahilities of &, M contirm the opinion of former prinei
» M. Narasimmooloo Naidoo, He hl; 01P31h§11d1' ey
Y s on three occasions been

d him entires satisfaction and he ¥

(Sizg)nffd,) J. WILKINS.
- ; rinecipal Sudr Ameen,
arasimmooloo Naidoo has acted for different, A s e

(Signed) GEORGE ELLIS,
Civil J udge

of his duties and to hi i
to hi | '
s knowledge and ability. I also beﬁevetot,hl:,,l: lfllarefulness in the discharge
ey« Ry 1at he possesses the far high
' ; er

CubpALORE, Sy
. s il ALL C
L0 Mtk 1

Narasimmooloo Naidoo was ap ey Judge.

high testimonials peintad itriot

to A y me Distri ; :
R ;:lzra:;:ter and qualifications obtainefllsglct M00D§1ﬁ' of Sevagungah on the
te be an honest and eﬁic;enze or;ied’ and from what I have sez,zl th; Civil Judge of Cuddalore and
27th March 1867, cer and I hope he will still ris:liln i:ard of him, I believe him
. - he service,

(Signed) R. R, COTTON,
- Cwil Judge,

NO. 160. '

PROCEEDINGS OF THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE
AT MADRAS.

Darep 29th January 1869.

Read letter dated the 12th August 1868, No 208 from the Civil Judge ‘of Ma-
dura stating that he has suspended the District Munsif of Shevagunga from his
Office and submitting translation of a letter addressed to him by the said Munsiff

(Here enter H. C. No. 4317 of 1868).

9. Read also letter dated the 23rd September 1868 from the same Officer re-

commending the dismissal of M. Narasimulu Naick suspended District Munsiff of

Shevagunga,
(Here enter H. C. No. 4704 of 1868).
3. TRead also the defence of the District Munsif of Shevagunga, submitted

by the Acting Civil Judge.
(Here enter H. C. No. 6204 of 1868 )
4. These papers have refe;rence to the conduct of M. Narasimulu Naick, Dis-

trict Munsif of Shevagunga ab present under suspension .
5. The principal charge against him 1s his direct disobedience of an order of

the Civil Judge forbidding him to leave Madura or return to his station pending
t him and directing him to attend

the investigation of certan complaints agains
before him in Court on a certain date for that purpose. The civil Judge has distinct-
ly stated that this order was clear and positive,and though the Munsif has

t that he was only prohibited from passing any judicial

endeavoured to make ou
order, the High Court are anable to believe that that was the true purport of the

order or even that the Munsif bona fide placed that construction upon it.
6. There were several complaints against the Munsif before the Civil Judge

who seems disposed to give credit to nearly all, but only two are of such importance

as to require notice grom the High Court. The first of these has reference to

the Munsif’s grave misconduct in ordering the confinement of one Subramanyen

Chetty, Plaintiff in & suit before him. The Munsif admits that he ordered this man
into the custody of & peon, and the Chief Justice and the Judges have little doubt
from the papers submitted that he remained in custody for several days, if not for
the whole time supposed by the Civil Judge.

7. The second material complaint relates to the protracted adjournments and

ultimate dismissal of Original suit No. 65 of 1866. On this point the Munsif’s own
hod of conducting judicial work

Diary is conclusive against him and discloses a met
suit which was instituted on the 17th March 1866,
or 1866 and was afterwards

which is truly disgraceful. The

was set down for first hearing on the 9th of Novemb
efore the issues were settled. On the 37th
ich was on the 4th March 1868, or nearly

adjourned no less than 36 distinct times b
occasion for which the case Was posted, Wh
two years after the filing of the plaint, the Plaintifi’s Vakil was absent having
obtained leave from the Munsif, The 2nd plaintiff was present in person but the
Munsif dismissed the guit with costs, for default of prosecution under section 110
of the Code of Civil Procedure. Independently of the inapplicabilityof that section
to thecircumstances of the case the Munsif's order was directly opposed to a decision

of the Suder Courts which is still in force, that when a pleader has been retained in a
4 and decided exparte during his absence on leave.

guit it cannot be hear
8. The Civil J udge has also reported that this Munsiff has the worst possible

ra District and both the Civil Jndge and the Head Assis-

reputation in the Madu i
tion as most suspicious the large aumber of cases in which he

tant Collector men _ y
d reversed his own orders after reconsideration.

has admitted reviews an .
The Chief Justice and Judges have carefully considered the written defence of



the Munsif and are of opinion*that his disregard of the Civil !

ﬁfﬁpﬁjﬁﬁﬁfm requirement ofhis attendance and his graitljg:d?cleaxssi:}:i

ki .udici;noes above referred to,.show that he is not fit to be longer:

o mn s t‘]a{n fromp:;ve_rs, at the san}e time in consideration of his long serc;ice

v A ‘the extreme punishment of dismissal and merely re t:ﬁre him
: ch pension as the Government may think proper to allow h?m

(True Extract)

(Signed) P. P. HUTCHINS,
Registrar, Appellate Side

——

+

TO
THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OF THE
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE,
APPELLATE SIDE
MADRAS.

The humble Petition of S M
Naragimmooloo Naidoo, District Moonsiff

of Sevagunga in the Zillah of Madura.

My Lorpg,
The Honorable Court in {1sir Proceedings dated 29th January 1869,
have observed that your Petitioner’s 17 sard of tho Civil Judge's Order and grave

misconduct in confining one Soobramantjd Chetty, Plaintiff ina suit before him and

protracted adjournment and ultimate dismissal of original suit No. 65 of 1866 show,
he should be

that he is not fit to be longer trusted with judicial powers and that
required to resign on pension. :

2 Adverting to the first of these remarks, your Petitioner begs to say
that, only the words mentioned in the paper annexed to his defence, were exchang-
ed between him and the Judge,- and no such words as are mentioned in paras 3
and 4 of the Ciyil Judge’s letter of the 12th August and para 11 of the one dated

23rd Septtember 1868 have ever taken place. '

e In the 4th paraoftheCivil Judge’s first letter, he says,
tm"t_ly warned him (Moonsiff) that he must not attempt to go to his station until he
rveceived further orders from me.”  Whereas, in the concluding part of para 11 of

his 2nd letter, he states I further Ji-tinetly ordered him nof t0 quit Madura

before that date (8th September) oron @iy secount to go tolus Station.” This and the

r‘ia'SOHS given below, your Petitioncr begs to say will be sufficient to support his
plea,

« T further dis-

1. Your Petitioner many days after the presenta,tion of the Petjltions
against him, had himself proceeded, not on the requisition of the Judge, but of his
own accord, from his station to Madura, a distance of 30 miles, and went to the

Judge’s house on the Ath of August 1868, in view to Pay his respects to the Judge

who newly arrived. After some words passed between him and the Judge on

that date, the latter orderedyour Petitioner to let himknow on the next day, your Peti-
tioner’s intention aboub retirement, he accordingly weut 0 lis houseonthe 5th and
agreed to take pension . whereupon, thed udgedirected int 40 apply for pension on the
game date ; your Petitioner on that evening accordingly applied for the same by
his Urzi No. 1, and went away t0 his station on the same night. While s0, would
he go away if he had been directed not to quit Madura.

II.  Your Petitioner has, moreover, applied in the same Urzi, to per-
mit him to come away smmediately from his station to Madura with his family.
There would be no reason for him to make this request, if be had any thought not

to stay at Madura.
113 The Civil Judgesays in his

tioner that enquiry would be held on Saturday (3th),
tioner’s resignation 0t the previous Freday (7th). From this itis to be preswmed that
the Judge intended to take mo notice of the charges against your Petitioner, if
bunitted his resignation within the 7th. Your Petitioner made
while 80, 18 ta.oT€ ARy thing

twoletters, that he informed yourPeti-
unless he received Your Peti-

your Petitioner had $1
his Urzi No. 1 on the 5th, requesting to get pension ;

which can make him be afraid of staying at Madura.



e S

to the house at Médum in which
d your Petitioner’s people said that
1¢ night of the 5th, and that if the let-

ready directed your Petif;

Madura, there would be no reagon to
0 g ' i SR
send such a letter Upon the receipt of your Petitioner's Upy above alluded to.

V. If such words as are mentioned in paras 3, 4 and 11 of the J udge’s
letters, had actually passed, he would have suspendeq your Petitioner on the 7th,
on which date he admitg he came to know of your i’etiiioner’s departure to his
station, alleging as the grounds of Suspension, that while the conversation which

ge and your Petitioner

VI The Judge admits that, the ab
i Saturda;

statement, in para 5
eat misfortune ¢
Was well known fop

matter solely attributable to the gr
his long career as a public servant
superiors,

5 These reasons and
your Petitioner begs to say, will conyj
In no way disobedient to the Civil J udge.

6 Your Petitioner further bepg 4o ur, 1 :
Petitioner was disobedient to the Gy Jidqe e e(f“ granting that your
would be a severe punishment ; but the loss o o i = humbly submits,

o] ‘With respect to the alleged w

y d) to put him SO
answers to try him for perjury; by being unable ¢,

the evening, your Petitioner told him ¢, stay for furthy
the Couit Peon Aroomoogum to look after him, ang

Mme questions, and upon his
de so, as it was very late in
T enquiry, and likewise told
then your Petitioner loft the

3

EATR b iry, the P eon
itioner wanted the Plaintiff for enqui e
b 14th, when your Petitionerw . dia Lt Rt
.C(;-ult (@)dr;jl}:lethat the Plaintiff went away without 1}15t.f1;’1;(>$}11621 S e
= Ormi 1 by the depositions of the peon, and the PI.& % 17 defence in Nos. 5 and 6.
supporm y = . , r Potitloners NOS, . ;
: i ; submitted with you : ; S vy
Y iy hlw}}rim‘ eet‘f::; S(l)lrder to prevent his appeahng agzmst dWh 1§}elctt};§nP;§1;f
. - er Se ‘
Hifr safrs your ;;itionm. confined him for 15 day?,]It)eltné_g;3 132:1 d; ::?n g
o/ E A . -'tl{/{jt )y :
i Yeats Act of 1866, 1s, as admi bl herefore,
;};i}llnguinI?E‘Elsbtr:f:ogle CPetition, No. 276, final c'md .not c;pﬁe:étll:flen Th
ur ;};iti(one; could not have acted from ﬂ.w mo.tlve }mlillt}‘fig order being passed
yo : € Even if he (Plaintiff) was entitled to appea ’1 rlxly subsequen% to that
, e to prefer appealo e
11868, he must endeavour to | Pl ter Holidays,
Zntthe B;h Of %’zziltioner’s Court closed from 9th to 13th ‘1den(1jl f(.n.‘?ﬁsr:f‘ore o
a;de.was aczi?ourned RS o Sﬂ; 'day (();lhslt?;f)efl'o’r 15 days ,to pre-
£ a 2
i i b'h Feutioner Shoulc, sonfietne ion is altogether
; ptoslsll'ble f:C };zf yaou ealing. It is thus quite clear ﬂ‘liTt the acczsastlt(;:;;ih‘e PTaintiff
;;jlsle "11‘31}’ ef; the CI;Izll'tpegnAroomooguminhis depzslfljzeg’asrfae:ident falsehood.
S " ou 'y
: * 15 days, before the Court was adjour i L R
i ];IOCUStOdYIf:’ﬂll'e’ (d(g);sitﬁn L, the Batta Peon MO(.)t-tu,n statlc?;l it
, This peon is engage
e oo ent for 7 or 8 dCL}/S- b uhen days
Z};:ci‘i?;;tlgrzi:s:tgn?? thefvillages, but never stayed permanently
at Manamadura, the station of the Moonsiff

the Court,
11 These particulars appearing from the Desp:';tcll I]j;(:{l}{ ];)Tf; :
prove that the Peon has uttered glaring fzﬂse‘hood. Vide 1.ocu gl e
12 It is written in the deposition of Condalien ;

s (00 10 or 15 days.
Plaintiff was placed in pakra place of the Moonsiff S}L(J: 1;:'*', fiqrdl‘ It likewise
There is no place fixed in the Mooniff’s Court for ];(17; rJudoiuat s woqulition
appears that these 3 individuals who were sent f01: by ie foubnd i o Rl b
of the Plaintiff, from the time they came f?r g Wg osed against your Peti-
Pany with the’ Plaintiff, and the abovle ; Wlmesselsozho TZIZ Courtc peon Aroomoo-
:\?ner, arf? aztuatgdth}:zyBTzlic;;:z lv&li&li)gxfﬁls;endéd, for neglecting their duties.

m was fined, an i

ivil Courtss
aglu tsonoath before Civ ;
; i d to make false statemen : R
Sessmns., Persons'WhOl";‘ rerfO;Z;de for the detention of such parties tlliszooi'b ;:dering
11;1}(1) provll.mo.n o uif'; Your Petitioner pursued the usual cou
€ pre minary eng s et
the Court Peon to look after the Plaintiff | instances of parties being put in
titioner has seen several instanc i i B
ch ¥ fth PYZI;I;nlt)I?elMoonsiﬂs Courts,in whichthere is no Nazer,
arge ofthe Peo
ts as have Nazers. ¥ ies in charge
of the FNa.zer 0%3323%‘;; anert e S0 PetlthIleT’ kept tvgznlzgr;esc uddalo:e,
of the1 oeon and examineda;d committed them tothe Ses;m: gzﬁler time in this Dis.
when I))’our, Petitioner was Acting MOOITSHF sty ; ‘ag izo' so detained.
trict in 1866. No objection was ever raised to their be zan *order on the 28th
*Vide Document 16 The Civil Judge who passe following effect, “to be
No. 12 July, on the said Petition No. 277, tonthe‘}tlfout so disposing of the
0 0 ~tme1;tally no further orders necessary Wll 2k bther *order
con'mdered Hpat harge by hisown departmental order, he pa ol on behall o
bttt I8 a;:};ge 27th August on Petition No. 376 pre;:y otk b
No. 13, on Tk the following day,
o krishna on : d ne-
th. ntiff by Mr. Moodoo ; or the alleged wrong
Pl:.i:;g'ioilj;secute zour Petitioner before the Magistrate for the a

ful conﬁnement.



. 17 If the said ch i i

i g arge 1s true, would the Plaint
thc?ughhe Was permitted ;)o
frained from doing g0, k
not be a erime op T
Penal Code,

declare the o

1ff remain quiet fur a long
O-.Maglstrate on that charge,
27th August last ; but he re-
trate will declare, that it will
e ons 339 and 240 of the Indian

1ons below them, and that he will

(?“'fing fully that the Maois
i t)}floulr Petitioner’s part, under Sec;);i
¢ explanations and
5 mTrigrc as a malicious one,
the Civil Jud ;
be prosecuted ori 2R HEthe on
; ed criminallv. is ho o 41 o ce declared that vour Peiitione
Ing before any trial y: i .hf‘: as the Appellate authority )'Om“' i A
et al was lm‘tmte d ‘betare the M&f’istmtey’t‘;luiﬁ-- : again stat-
will come to this conelyg 5 't a5 a ground for YO:r Petit,io M '.;3111111t i
Magistrate, with w} om, if your Petitioner sho 1d 3 L
. ) Wi\w.llom the disposal of this char it O
ule from the : B :
the above Clrecumstances, it may be d
d e C ayg i};‘f.!:':'ume ’

that this charge w
. g€ was a maliei
men, A it R clous one, and that the Plaintiff was 7 # i 2
; $ NoL Ol abl in con=

remarked +l ent of t] : i
arked th: the said 3 witnesses is false, the 'Court have

ays, mercly on the
a criminal charge,

Petitioner’s gore misfortune
20 If the Hono

or otherwise of {] ,
the Plaintift {0 prosers

rable Court still :
enterta 1
arge, your Petitioner be. in.any doubt regarding the truth,

g8 your Honorable Court, to_direct

T doposition
iclos one and

Wwitnesses is
s barefaced falsehood, qn 7 ; bear such

2‘
2 As regards the protra,

alluded i cted adj
to in para 7 of the Proceedi adjournments of case N 0. 65 of 1866

by the Civil J u)ilpglznfmtlontm e hi); defetf:;tlon';; bf;gs to state that Lie has
18 not a tr - e LT

by the Goomast ahs.’ o tha(;tl ue copy of the B e Olcum‘?nt ok d

case to different dates are assigpmcf ®r diary, the causes for t}f)ey :; 2 Index peepared .
not occasioned 1 fed. - The adjour adjournme iz of the
A Ljournm S :

the request of theypaﬁ‘(t);‘ilers e carelessness lints on 36 different ..oz, were

reasons, and for those and {:he.ir Ploaders, and f,'or ltlh most of them wer- - on ab

prays that he Nt eiocntamed i his exl)lanationelr convenience, | - {hese

the case used by your Loz dships for filllltrﬁe;l Q, your Datitioner
. . ¢ ela q° Ty

23 Wlth referenCe y m the (9 911 W ;a:l Of

: - i LI 'y

17 and 18 of the de gl
of the defence, given sufficient reasons in paras

to support the Moreover there 419
; report madc » WCre 18 no tanei : Y e
possible reputation iy t;‘:e by the Civil J udge thzf[lé;:llle ;v:isnce on the rocords
. | rour Fetitioner has 7 worst

Your Petitioner firmly o0 that,
T ithat,
glb- suit disposed of on the morits is
uspicion on this point.
1:1:21 a he}f:ring of the case, and Leard
Do a8 16 ! or by Petitioner in pers- i
Would Bave beon no grounds fo g g Lon Submitted S
8 1or your Lordships to pass such : dS o
: chan order, But

»
e ——————————————

__averago salary.

5

bad time, the alleged two unfounded charges seemed to

i

owing to the Petitioner’s
them to bear about them a color of truth.

25 On the 16th September 1843, Petitioner W
eligible for pension, and he will not be able to complete the service of 25 years,
which will entitle him for half pension on the average salary of 5 years, unless he

remains in service up to the 16th September 1868. Moreover, Petitioner was ap-
pointed as a permanent Moonsiff only on the 28 March 1866, and unless he con-
years and 9 months more, he

tinues to hold that Office for 5 years, that is till 2

will not be entitled to a moiety of pension of the salary of Moonsiffship.

26 Although your Petitioner, owing to the compulsion of the Civil

Judge, solicited in his Urzi No. 1 dated 5th August last, that he might be pen-
sioned from the 1st October, being the subsequent date on which the service of 25
years shall be completed, still he was so enraged with your Petitioner, In conse-

quence of certain objections raised in his Urzi, that he, without retamng your
Petitioner in his Office, enquiry on the

and without holding any preliminary
subject. of the false petitions, suspended your Petitioner on the 12th August. If
the petitioner had not been so suspended, the intermediate period, that is, 5 months
and 17 days, between the date of suspension and that of the order of the
Honorable Court, would have been added to his service, which would then
amount to 25 years and 4 months ; if this was done, the Petitioner would have be-
come entitled at least to an average amount of pension of Rupees 75 per menscui,
and Petitioner would have no objection to apply at once for pension, in obedience
%o the order of the Honorable Court; but certain rules having been laid down that
the period of suspension could not be reckoned in calculating the period allowed
for pension, his application for the same before the completion of 25 years, will
only entitle him for a_pension of Rupees 49, being the (%) one third of his

as entertained in a grade

Your Petitioner humbly believes that it will appear to your Lordships,

27
e, if he were to lose about Rupees 26

how unhappy an old public servant should b
on account of the deficiency of 2 months gervice to complete 23.

28 Under thesecircumstances, Petitioner was preparing to put ina motion
to your Lordships, requesting that he might beallowed to hold his' appointment of
Moonsiff for 2 years and 9 month, or at least for 2 months, and then resign the
service on pension ; but meanwhile, owing to Petitioner’s great misfortune, his son-
in-law (husband of his first daughter) who was at Madura, as instrument of support
to his (Petitioner’s) large family, met with sudden death, which put him to great
sorrow and compelled him to proceed to that place.

29 It is a matter well known that your Petitioner is in
bl circumstances in life, because he was to protect a large family with the scanty pay
he was receiving, if not, he would not give the trouble to your Lordships to review

his case.
30 Under all these circumstances, your Petitioner most humbly prays,

that your Lordships will, on a consideration of the loss he had sustained by his
since these 7 months, and in view to protecting and relieving him
crowded with infant children, from the distress to which they
leased to allow him a hearing, and free him from the un-

and allowhim to serve for 2 years and 9
Moonsiff, or,

a very unfavora-

suspension &e.

and his large family
are now subjected, be p
founded trifling charges brought against him,
monthsmore, that hemay beentitled toapension ofhalfhispayas District

if your TLordships should not be disposed to extend that indulgence, to at least
allow him to be in the same post for two months more, that he may complete his 25

years,and be eligible forhalfhisaverage pay for the last 5 years, instead of onlya third
And your Petitioner as in duty bound,

Shall ever pray.
(Signed)'S. M. NARASIMOOLOO,
: District Moonsiff-

23rd April 1869,



* Not one-

third, but
mw—kalf

30 of the
above Pe-

DOCUMENTS PRODUCED WITH THE ABOVE PETITION.
No. XII.

Civil Court’s Order on M. P. No.

Shevagungah Moonsiff )
{ 277 of 1868 dated 28t} July 1868.

Special Registration No, 1071868,
Plaintiff -

Subramanien Chetty ¢ To be. considered departmenmlly~
By his Vakeel | No further order necessary.
H. F. Mutukisna an. | -_(Signed) G. R. SHARPE.
J Civid Judge.
No. XTI
Proceedings of the Civil Court of Madura, dated the 27¢h August 1868
of 1868

If the sanction of thig Court is re

charge, that sanction i hereby accorded.

quired for the entertainment of the
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. R SHARPE
Cinl Judge

Proceedings of the High Coup of Judicature g Madras
l.Read Pe.tition dated 23rq April 1869, from g, M. Narasimuly Naidu
SUnga, praying for o' Te-consideration of the orders
case on 29th Ja.nuary 1869,
(H. E. H. ¢ No. 2518 of 1869,
~In their Proceedings of

29th Janyg 1869 : e d 8 S !
S. M. Narasimuly Naidu should o Sty oy » the High Court directed that

UPon o retire o such pension as the
allow,: :

2 The High Court are ] £ his Pay

for the last five years.
iew his lagt g &

quest favorably and they
Naidu on 12th August 1868

Office as District Munsiff of §
appointed vizt. 24th November 1865
simulu Naidu to draw pay during, anq count as gery;
Avugust and 24th N ovember 1863,

(True Extract,)
(Signed) 11, WIGRAM, \
Ag. Registrqy Appellate Side.

, Dated 14¢), May 1869. .
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wondering service non-cont

Nuous: ~ employment i
these circumstances is there-
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ﬂerﬁuﬁ a.ccumﬁhted in_;&mdw ehgi§l i
W/ﬁ still so unfort"g,pg.ez as not. |

s
)

L ab Ry YER 4

him to serve for 2

riod from the date of 5mym:l
ration would be &dded to hl: 8:;:10;; e |
e mwgéoinm}o]mfww s as
i time pased under  suspen- place of allowing your Petiti AR

.

A1 OF JUDICATURE, -
e ELLATE SIDE,

joar el v READRAS.
| TR i
LI Phe Humble Petition of
g 3@%@@1?;00100 ',Naldw,
da «34’.r"—‘{",“(‘ hu {; T el

e g montis et old Rules (of
ng to cabout 9 months undar the o -

. Ly ¥ o Vet 1 11 ;
ds of Absence on ‘“i855), but as the periods °f:;00-lvle Rules' (noted in the
a5 towards Ponsion under the ested in his Petition No.
oned.”  (flause st S%::h'o” ~n) % W«P@ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁr rﬁ(.lu ' ot him tasive
roA Ay mafglof,lwﬁ dated 23rd April last to
ﬁﬁ%@p:mahna, rec- 29 j

f % Wwain &d com-
at least for 2 months that bmgm:' :ﬁnmﬂf: 16th
o :,J.J‘,';_L."""t'»f,fl% ‘L ;Pﬁﬁ'ﬁm m gmw o _' ..‘ ‘7 ".“ ofy ";1{)
1 rhich date your &etiHonet phlic i L holrE g
B e uld be allowed a
o Mr. Sharpe dated 12th August 1808, and the
on th sid dato and 24t Novomber 1865, on which
en the | hitment was sanctioned by your T

months been
actually be a

ffect of cancelling the
e S e
' to his resto-
laid down in
Lordships in

45

G N T
F) G i 3 -

x Jove period to be added to
‘“'M Wm“”n??n"'hl& spbndt;: for the 3 urp?seto pia W undersval o
tha been adjudged as  ponalty, his service. Your






S m——

2

quar:(;rs ii};iur Loz.-dship consider the fact of th
e ld?wn. in para. ‘3 of the annexed
e :h ing m'xmediately any one of the
e e Sheristadar wrote to your Pet

urged 1Lfit;?ugh’indirectly the injustic:
ke o o e S

e Sheri :
mezlzn:?(;i:; sending a letter to your Petitioner’s
thres modes ofso M. S-harpe’s silence till the 11th
itioner offerin Ptroceedmg on the said Arzi, it will
of being calle dg o return the Arzi, as it (the said
forn Madurs w}‘:Poﬂ to take pension at a sacrifice;
arpe, cannot amount to d;s ae he came, of his own accord, and
obedience of any nature whatever.

8. Clause IT, Secti ¥ y
,» dection VI i v
, Regulation VI of 1816 provides only that wh
v V whenever a Munsi

mauy be guilty of e
xaction or an :
office, and Mr. Sharpe can therefor other gross misconduct, the Judge can suspend him fr
n mm fronk

complaints and o} fore suspend your Petiti
X give securit : A etitioner onl : :
preliminary enquiry of thlesl; f“sddlreCted in Regulation XII of lyst)fzter R Nl eariin Gl
that the charge will be estabi alluded to in Clanse T, Section V and after he is satisfied on
ished. If the worq « Ac;uaedn :e e RegUI&tiop VI of 1816,
re used instead of the word

“ Guilty” in Cla

) use IT, Secti

tioner on the b > Section VI of the above Re

tioner on the bare presentati e Regulation, Mr, i

Ings in this respect are contr,l,,on of the complaint, Tt is cl’ea.r t]:h’“'Pe ref :llxlghb P
ore that Mr. Sharpe's proceed-

wicked persons to make cory to law and must be viewed me

3hout his d mplaints and gi ved merely as an act of e
ownfall, the officer who would tgrl;r’ehf:sth evidence against your Pe:;zii)l::x"g :,:)n::";;:
us app 4

earing to be prejudiced against him.

issued by Mr., Sharpe at th

rive at Madura, and as Tero

desired mj . omalasawmi
ght be elicited : 18D was exami
the same day. While scfmm him, and the other 2 ned on that day, all further particulm‘s if

. , Wh Vakil :
by the Vakils, What necessit b Sholﬂ,d he order a writt s and Peons might be examined all o»
i Jarpe hi‘::s:;&tement to be given on the 17th
to ask, and also to i '
: permit the Bar-

= 4 ther they di
ey were not named in the Petit.;)ynd\lld p;t Vi
No. 270 C,

: hear th 3
while the Petitioner HisciPidiy s ; at your Petitioner reeeived bribes, while
0

ch&[‘ﬂ’in R

0 pro:ecﬁt: ':}l:ery against your Petitioner and

: atment allud at charge, is a serions point for

; your Lordship il uded to in para. 7 of the memo. Was
P will, the Petitioner h0pes, be convinced that

10. i ;
The refusal* to furnigh copies of t}; alust your Petitioner,
e

* Vid
e Document, No, 14, Pleader, the ;
ance before ,

aper "
‘?Si:t?nsga:pil:d for by Mr. Scott, the Petitioner’s
i'ﬂse]f(MrpSh your Petitioner’s personal appear-
akil and n-ot, S for. getting even such copies,
animus of M your Petitioner, and the inviting of
titioner did not go bef r. Sharpe. To avoid disgrace and
dated 23vd Septembe ¥ cahion dated 27511 ore Ml‘. Sh&l‘pe,“ per his endorsement B.
WP R ad Petitionef:f;:it:‘,u“ded to in para. 2 of his letter.
can in no way amount to dis-

Y 11. The contents of th el W
mien showing the mapger 1n e1 -, C% 8 and 9) mad
D. 5 er in whi e by So ‘ ¥
real(;‘:v elro,t do not contain al] th::l ::zy were examined, as {lso z;:'fzw; Zm:h'l"e‘n:iom::?:;\:s
roni i themn and their signatan.. 2655 doposed, and that the A o A
o pen Court that he had dismj taken thereto, and the fact of ’el sitions W s
r's favor, and the A ssed Soondramien, the first V. “ Mr. Sharpe having sait
ponement of the examination of th: o:l::rﬂvwll:i(; dep?:dt i: thzwl;leet:l-
akils on that aay, ’

as their short depog;

; i epositions will

ing them to dwel] jn fear show,they might have all been examined withi hour) suffer
within an hour) sullet=

IR sas s L SSERS, . S e E
e U oy i e -— -
U, e e T St e

E e —

12. Mr, Sharpesays in para. 3 of his
Petitioner in No. 270 marked C, when call

by a pleader that a Vakil of your Peti
ance of Iyasawmien the Petitio
picion that this was the case.

against your Petitioner, & kno

Advocate in open Court that Iyasawmien was gaine
ery where, is it a wondert

the Vakil should answer as if he

were the common talk ev
ke saw Tyasawmien,
he was questioned abo
pleader he mentions above.

been witnesses to that effect, an
statement, or Mr. Sharpe, oughtin faiv

have procured the attendance 0
1f this were a formal co

euto bﬁs complaint.

missed on the mere presentation

13. Had your Petitioner
report made by Mr. Sharpe, he
cuted the said Tyasawmien, Mr. Fi

enquiry on the subject or

at.  No deposition or othe
If the pleader’s sta

of a compla
obtained the

permitted your

done so, and proved thab the charge was P

obtained those letters subsequent t0
Court that the above Petit

review petition to the High

Iyasawmien at the instigation ©
Zemindary, who is displeased with

pressed in his letter numbered 2, in
wmien failed to appear in co

r the purpose by Mr.

Petitioner, and that Iyasa
amount promised to him fo

produced in the High Court the
Iyasawmien; therefore there Wou
Iyasawmien is a got up one-

Soobramaneyen Chetty in his

tioner states in that petition,
ar or five days after

m from appealing
hig chief matter in

hen Civil Judge
farnish him with copi
entitled to appea

Petition to Mr. Sharpe, fo
days solely to prevent I
why did he not mention ¥
the 15th June 1868 to the b

that your Petitioner delayed to

of the appeal time. Besides, a0y party
furnishing him with cop

him from appealing, he s
15 days, as is alleged.

days from the date of
the intention of" preventing
0f 30 days, and not for only
Madura and other Cot

and Peons, and then examined an
Chetty, the com

tioner’s part ¢ Had the
our Petitioner wou

and while Soobramaneyen

‘Would this be an error OB §0
view petition, ¥’

prayed for in para. 20 of re
also was altogether false:
15. These reasons, a0
a3 well as the docum
I.:ordship that this charge
sident of the said Sevagung®
Wwho were punished by your
directed on several ocrasions
falsehoods through malice:

rts have placed parties
tted them for trial before

ents num
also was malicious
Zemindary, simultaneous

f the Agen

the di

documents,

Petitioner to bring those parties for trial fo

declared that your Petition
solely to the Petitioner’s SOT
14. With respect to tl

er is
o migfortune.
Le accusation of

d commi

ur Peti

d those detailed in yo
bering 5 to 6 anneé

to resign his situ

ner, and certain
While the fact of Iyasa
wn public officer,

ness to have called
f the above Iyasawmien by a process,

(Petitioner) would b
scher’s manager an

the trial, he has given su

your Petitioner

1d be nothing wanting
While so, the High Court ins
r malicious accusa
disqualified to exercise ju

Petition No. 277 marked E, your
Jated 9th July 1868 presented.

d the pleader would

urse of proceeding, then every

int, or on the mere cal

two letters, Nos.
ave either pro

Petitioner to prose
urely a malicious one,

ion No. 270, marked
ts of Mr. Fischer, the contrac

sposal of ce

Fischer's Agent, and
Nos. 3 and 4 written by &
to induce the

dicial powers.

the alleged wrongful confi

his arrival, that yo
against

y of the order o
hould have confined him

that g

plainant Was not in con

ation for being hard of hearing,

nsequence of the non-p&
has in proof of the same

he said Agent to the said
pelief that this petition of
tead of directing the J udge or your
tion against your Petitioner, have

letter, dated 23rd September 1868, that Iyasawmien the
ed did not appear, and it was then stated in open Court
tioner’s Court had, on his behalf, procured the non-appear-
ly that Vakil’s deposition D creates a strong sus-
wmien having presented the said petition
and the remarks made by Mr. Moodookistna an
d over by your Petitioner’s Vakil Soondaramien,
hat when Mr. Sharpe asked the Vakil whether
had known who the Iyasawmien was that
 document was taken by Mr. Sharpe from the
tement be true, there must, of course, have
have produced evidence to establish his
for the same from the pleader, or should
and required him to" prose-

officer may be dis-

Jumnious words of a pleader.

3 and 4, prior to the unfavorable
duced the same to him or prose-
d others. If the High Court had directed any
cute, he (Petitioner) would have
but as your Petitioner had
ficient grounds in his defence and

C, was presented by

tor of the Sevagunga

for not having conformed to the views ex-
rtain suits brought by him before your

yment of the

This is attributable

nement complained of by
Petitioner begs to state that Peti-
on the same date as Tyasawmien's
ur Petitioner confined him for 15
yowr Petitioner’s order; if this was true,
his first Petition No. 191, marked H. presented on
Mr. Thomas, when he complaine
es of his orders, and requested an extension
1, may lodge his appeal petition within 30
r judgment. If your Petitioner had

d in that Petition

for the whole period

The Small Cause Courts at Cuddalore and
ave false depositions, in the custody of Nazirs
the Session Court; while so,

finement even @ single day,
High Court directed the prosecution " 7n¢"
1d have proved that this charge A

ur Petitioner’s defence and his review petition
<ed to the defence, will clearly convince your
ly made by Soobramaneyan Chetty, who is a re-
ly with Iyusawmien ; and that the twoPeons

Petitioner for neglect of duty, and the Vakil Condalien, who was

have uttered glaring

%/é gz‘am Lk
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16. Wi ‘
ith regard to the two letters marked X and Y alluded to in the 13th para. of Mr.

Sharpe’s let 2 .
pe’s letter, alleged to have been written by the Head Assistant Collector and the Principal

Sudder Amin £
» your Petitioner begs to urge that as he has not yet been furnished with copies of

these letters, he i
officers have’stztli‘il%()t able to know the real contents thereof, but simply gathers that these
ed in these letters that your Petitioner’s conduct was not good

17. Ifthe above officers had know

h s4e : :
the Head Assistant Collector, after mnkin that your Petitioner was guilty of any misconduct,

Civil Judee 3 ; ; ng the requisite enquiry, should make his report to the
Section X':,Ii,u;(:iiiizilo;‘{ll : ?egula.txon ITof 1827,and the Principal Sudder Amin shfuld, under
ledge affecting bom. Petiti 0, 1827, report every instance in which anything comes to his know-
by them. The Zeport Zil't:;ne]:[s Charac"ner as a public servant—No such reports were ever sent
-serious objectious. They © Head Assistant ollector and the Principal Sudder Amin areopen 0
i s Petitiongr’(;a:;; ?::tml;eyfg:::e& t(;p:)}r: hear&;y. It is not evident what plausi-
communica, em. they had given the names of their
t,hemse]ves,n:: ;n:ntl;le;;:ttz.tter were examined in person by Mr. Sharpe {::lr by the above officers
has not taken place. Onnt(i?eq:;e ullmen drawn, the conclusion would be more reliable. Such
people of Sevagunga and its nei hi)r and, the Mahazarnamahs sent to the High Court by the
the impartial justice which he algmi:;?:::;;:‘f"h fl':r th: good conduct of your Petitioner, and
ring his whole term of office.

18.  Although Mr, Sharpe suspended

many  complaints against your Petitioner, your Petitioner on the 12th August 1868 expecting

he found tl i :
even one month aft oo that not a single complaint was preferred for
that there existed I:)l' t;lleli znq:}ry,dz. e, from the 17th August up :o 131? S:ptembfr 1868, and
from the office he held. Ongﬂ::ligt;";arranc a recommendation for your Petitioner’ s remo e
(with whom Mr, Moodookistna the ,.ezpfen;berl 1868, therefore, he called upon the said officers
maneyen Chett i alned pleader of My, Fj g £
familiar) to nmk:lj tl‘;:lil: charged your Petitioner with wro-ngfullﬂchel ﬁand Fonosp bS OObl:
to law as alluded to a‘:eport conce.ernmg Petitioner’s ciliing ;Z? nement. used .to e ve ez;
admitted, not bei bove, the said officer’s reports could not is proceeding being oppos
. eing supported by any record whatey not, against the Mahazarnamahs be
er
~——19._Your-Petitione :
rbegs to make g i
that the errors imputed to him disquasfi;:i‘]b?rva}?ons on the remarks made by the High Court
20. From the reaso T lor the exercise, any longer, of judicial powers.
L : ns above shown_ it w: ger, of )
18 not guilty of the errors imputed » 1t will be clear to your Lordship that your Petitioner

ror: ; to him, .
errors canuot disqualify an officer i m. Moreover, your Petitioner begs to suggest, that mere

om exercising judie; .
South Arcof ordered in Case No. reising judicial powers ; for, an Assistant Magistrate of

: 5 7 of y
amount of 500 Rupees e v 1869, two parties to find each two securities to i
p th, for f,hel

I 20 . >
do so, he sentenced them fo ot good behaviour for 6 months ;and on their having failed tO

to law : and on a reference made 1 lilh"npl'isonmentt for 6 nonths—a proceeding highly PP e
the sentence to be illegal, qua.sheg Y e Magistrate to the High Court, the High Court found
April 1869. 1€ Same, and ordered the release of the parties on the 96th

2] Upon an . )

! appeal against { ok
m:rl;onsg‘i’f:‘\r;% Péllhy' 2ud %lau Mllii;clstxon of your Petitioner in Original Suit No. 152 of 1 866
g‘iil;:g;n:u 'sl:,s}l)endéd a::l)?i &Tiﬂfe‘;f g?iﬁof °fD§;?et§; on the file of the Sevagunga Munsiff’s Court,

s i A n € _
Soobbigh, the f’:ﬁf’ﬁ?ﬂi’;&“” 10 1657, for having the then Civil Judge Mr. Thomas prepared

i [ % t % o
Naidoo, Tahsildar of Namak Muosiff and Coo]poosawmy & judgment, but finding from the argnments

convicted by the Sessi ul of the Salem Z; - 3
st ’;cqgi"::smg J\‘l;gge Hich T “"’i‘l’\}::ﬁa:’ id of the parties that the judgment was incorrect,
reinstated, Y the High Court in 1867, Enﬁ he postponed the further hearing of the case.

Mr. Dique, the ] :
Cuddalore was :o;tgmig;‘:gslgga:r,and Sub-Magistrate of and’ Mr. Sharpe his successor, who subse-

Court, but was released, ial before ‘the Session dUeNtly heard the case, though he might

stated him wi : fR :
 Govinda Eﬁ,tﬁﬁt{s llr;tlgelf.; : évenue re-in- have prepared a judgment in his own hand-
gistrate of Chedumbaru s Tabsildar and Sub-Ma. Writing, in accordance with the ruling of the

m of Cuddalore Zillah -
) dis-
bvisdie late Sudr Court, dated 7th August 1849

gllxli:s(e}i vueprc:‘!}n (;enrttiin lferimm charges and wag
0 be totally unfit to hold e i
ven a T still wi 1 : 4
ernmentahn:i,:q without doing so, simply e

Sheristadar’s

post. But the
subsequent] same Gov
hip, h Y Passed order thathe is fit to hojq 7, absilda IE under the judgment prepared by his prede'

Ship, he was accordi A
C : ingly appointed by th '
thlzszcgzzlg:ﬁecgm? officer was agzin :e(ggge!g?d::l ll:; cessor, that he concurred in the above fin ding,
T fo! and pronounced it i M Officers
it in Court. Many

the Board only dj r dismissal on another charge, b
in 1868. y directed his degradation to the 5th ¢ ut besides have erred in the performance of their

Somasoond ’ 2
te; ondra Moodelhar, ::I;a#:;l:zr h:f Madura was sen- official duﬁes, but su ch were aot de clare d unﬁt
vges by the Magis- 4o hold judicial powers. Many Munpsiffs, Tabsil-

; dars and Sub-Magistratesnoted in the margin®

T =
Sy

e

" Possible that the Memorand

‘Your Petitioner was dishonest, but

5

who have been gentenced to imprisonments and fines, and suspension,

and S
many other officers .instated in their former posts.

upon serious charges, have been released and re
with copy of the deposition of Vakil Teroomala-
and this latter document is marked C by Mr.

on the 17th, the day on which he gave

oner begs to submit here

22, Your Petiti
\dum Nos. 15 and 16,

SaWmien, and his Memorar :
Sharpe. The Valkil was examined only on the 15th, but o 5 e e
the Memorandum, whereas, the Memorandum No. 16 given by him on 8 8]

- )

- ¢ been taken on the 15th ; how is it
the depositi 5, wri down by Mr. Sharpe as having ] :
e ““t']t’e“1 given '({u the subsequent date (17tk) should be mer.moned ina
i 11 clearly show to your Lordship what re-

¢. Besides the deposition of Teroomala-
nent beard several people say that
ually fell from the witness’ lips, as
tion,—Vide document

date (15th). This alone Wi
Y conducted by Mr. Sharp
Sharpe, states thab the depo
this is opposed to what act

the Vakil took of his own deposi

deposition of the previous
gularity attended the enquii
SWWmien ag written down by M.
will appear from the copy of the noves
No. 9.

jrrecularities on the part of. Mr. Sharpe 1n tite .m-
: f.heoHirvh Court after admitting that the errors are
¢ cssa,l have, relying upon the report made on
dlessly imputed to your Petitioner, 'dis-
begs to urge this as a serious
id not declare that your Peti-
¢ merely state that he is un-
your Petitioner to have

93. While there are such errors and
quiry he conducted against your Pctiti?ne Hg!
10t such as to render your Petitioner hable' to d1sTn1 s
Such an inquiry, stated thab {hie errors, which wew;),lw LA
Qualify Lim fm: the exercise of judicial p()\.vers. Thox.Hi"h gt
D.Oinh for your Lordship’s special m)nsidm'aht.lm;.ent e:mlo:yment, 8
tioner ig altogether unfit to hold any iovu"f‘ tho said C(;m'b considered : :
g oA Atient consideration of all the circum-
s ‘;11:' :c;-ttion to a Sheristadarship in the Civil
i a ;)eriod of one or two months will be a

it to exercise only judicial po
fallen into error, it will appear
Stances that a rcprilmmd, or suspen
Court, or Head Clerkship in the Sm
pishment than was dese

to your Lor
gion, or even
all Cause Court for

rved.

more severe pu :
review

L Court in para. 30 of his
of Munsif ab least for 2
Jete 25 ye:u's’ service and be

requestcd the Hig il
pointment
t he might comp

5 years, ins

24 i hat your Petitioner reC
ik oy d to hold his ap

Petiti i llowe
on that he might be allowe® ¥ W vioe
A0d then resign his service O pension, 17 pete tead of only @ third, in caso

eligible for half pension on his average : s G nd 9 months more, in veder
i be disposed e fo it ¢ Munsif, Petitioner having been
that hel::l,ns ;f“{:]e](i;:?:ied to “I pension : ft{:(lﬁl.lfalllzl’l 1866.
=ppointed to that grade only o1 1 e Mfarch 1861 ruled that *The suspe-
titute a break rendering service non-
herefore regarded as continuous ; the
nto account as gervice towards pfan-
has been adjudged as a penalty, the period
d again upon his office at least for
he effect of cancelling the sus-

der, dated 13th

i ir or
e in thelr
b fice does not cons

Servant from ©

nder these eireu :
g inquiry
ension

25. As Governmen
“sion of an Uncovenanted
“ continuons, cmployment u
“ time passed under suspensio 1
“ sion, in case of l‘c-inst:xtement 3 ‘wher‘e S‘?hp {hat if he entere
“ 18 disallowed o your Petitioner considering vHe

: and would have t ‘ ’
2 months, it would actually be a re-mstuter}nent‘:};\:wmle e Jaciod oo the date of suspen
1 : ; i t then
Pension made pending 1nquirys and tha
pendi i

5 years’ i equired to
i the 25 years’ service r .
SN pLAVIES oy o g thutwould not be decreased, even if the
entitle llfb T;-S Ulla]} pension on the average salary of 5 years

um for ha :

f Slbl\ ﬂ.ll(l I)]]\ ﬂle Iea Ve a”““ e(l I() l)e leckoned as Sel‘iice uali’yiuo fo] penSiOn under
g q : =
g g 3y ( , th ld Rules Of 18{)0 nOted mar D"lnally ) W de uc ed

: ; ated in rades eligible for

A e 'ser:(lzzix-;::::l :::g the %‘ule subsequently
:,‘Ee Government of India on the 5b‘11 July
ks « gick leave, leave on private affairs and
during the whole period ?’f an apl?licant’s
_ice do not. count for pension— he was induced
a . 9 months. But'the High Court without allow-
o 1ested modified the order of suspension
vep, for2 e : that dale and 24th November

jod between ;
red that ﬂ?wizr:xppointed) should count towards the service
n

mstances is t

pendil i8 taken i
n,

g for pension, per
absence on sick leave to the extent of 215‘3?:
O_Illy are allowed to be ,-eck-)lled- Clatet &
101 V of the Absentee Rules: 4 A mad
on privilege Nt gep5 that

* .
In the gervice qualifyin

oy pension,

VI1l of the same  « furlough

f,o beg that he might be allowed to 8erve on

Ing your Petitioner to serve®
dated 12¢, August 1868, and ordere
1868 (on which date an officiating 1

°f your Petitioner,

neumbe

/[[é‘ /gb Zisriest

=y



26; 'This order being insufficient to secure the completion of your Petitioner's service at least

ey for25 yearsas shown in themargin,ty our Peti-
t Period of service from 16th Sept. ; : tioner again applied to the High Court .bY_a \ !
1860t 13t Aug. 1865, the dateof (. 34 10 9. petition, dated 7th July1869. (copy of whichis |
Period of service already allowed § 3 3 12 herewith submitted) requesting L0 allow him
by the High Court to be added ... § * _ _ o serve for the least period, required to take
: Roke). 0 B 9  him out of the suspension, in order to com= |
sl - 2 plete 25 years’ servics, or to allow again 7 : ‘ ‘ g
months to be added to his service. But t;h:
: . 1 , tha .
High Court, unfortunately for your Petitioner, stated in their order, dated 20th July 1869

}’ Q they were unable to entertain your Petitioner’s request.
i

Net service... ... 24 5 9

27. While the High Court once modified the order of suspension, °°“31de.nng thatu t::'
suspension was groundless, and that your Petitioner should get a reasonable pension, a‘nd allo "
ed 3 months in the period of suspension to be added to your Petitioner’s service, nothm.g- cours’ |
debar them from ordering a period of 7 months more to be added toyour Petmon?on |
service, or to allow him to serve for a period however small to make him entitled to half Pe“s;th
ab least on the average salary of 5 years, as provided for in the order of Government, dated 1
March 1861, referred to in para. 25 of this petition,

g 28. Your Lordship will, on patient consideration of all the circumstances nlluded‘to a'bove;
i l as well as those detailed in his defence and review petition, &, clearly find that the High Cour

) who have admitted that the errors imputed to your Petitioner were not such as to refn.ier hlrl
I liable to dismissal, should not consistently with that view, refuse to allow your Petitioner 1‘;
A serve even for the least period unavoidably requested to qualify your Petitioner for the ha
§ pension they themselves contemplated he would obtain on application.

!

i ) _ 29. Under these circumstances, your Petitioner was preparing to lay before y‘fur
| i Lordsbip his deplorable case by a petition, buthe received intimation that his2nd son-if~
y; ¥ law (husband of his 2nd daughter, married only in 1867) who was at Ramnad, was dangerously

.

8

\

ill with apoplexy, and it put him (Petitioner) to great sorrow, having already lost his 1st 801
x‘ in-law in February 1869. Your Petitioner proceeded to the above place, and had the misfortune
.

oflosing the above son-in-law also in the beginning of December last—a loss very sorely felt by
your Petitioner’s family.

e _30' Your Petitioner earnestly begs to draw the attention of your Lordship to the fact of .hi“

£ having borne a high character for integrity during the whole previous career of 24 years’ service
;[" ! * Vide Document No./%", bis several Testimonials, a letter from the late HonorableE. Mt\ltz.‘_fl
k£ " (enclosed)* and lastly Mr. Cotton’s certificate of the 27th March 13

‘, ~ will fully show. Isitlikely that your petitioner will have stooped to lose a reputation won by f
141 such a long and steady course of self-denial ¢

: ’ 81, Under all these cirqumstances, your Petitioner humbly prays that your Lordship that is
| Fil . well aware of Mr. Sharpe’s temper and irregularities, will consider the loss sustuined by your
¥ Petitioner, in consequence of his suspension, &c., and with the benevolent view of protecting and
relieving him and his family from the distress to which they have fallen, be pleased to direct your

j’t ,‘r - ? Petitioner’s re-instatement to his office of District Munsiff, until such period as your Lordship may
\L i deem proper to entitle him to half pension, instead of a third ; for which act of justipe ’;“‘1 vy :' ‘;Ti1
41y - supreme benevolence, ‘ L ; * il
i ' | ' G i
14 {‘ )‘/MADRAB. Your Petitioner as in duty bound, X .‘l
| ‘i k-  (Signed) S. M, NARASIMOOLOO. - i B A il
L VT //“"”' Pl T . i
‘ 7 e VA "l it
: Soidt ... e Srser g TR T f ' |
1 [4/ Ztrce /dv . / . : % i /A ! . - | I
/ L5005 : "/ hf) J Vﬁ TG ; { y ik
| Hawe el f £ . L aln? . }{)sz |
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To

H. E. STOKES, ESQUIRE, ,
UNDER SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT,

PENSION DEPARTMENT,
Fort St. George.

RespECcTED SIR,
late District Munsif of Sevaganga in Madura District, res-

pectful}y beg to submit the accompanying Petition for your kind perusal, requesting at the
:ame time that you will be pleased to lay the same (with the papers regarding my Pension)
efore His Excellency the Governor in Council for His favourable ganction of my prayer.

i Narasimooloo Naidoo,

I beg to remain,
Respected Sir,
Your most obedient gervant,

MADRAS, 27th September 1870- (Signed) S M. NARASIMOOLOO.

To
HIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,

Fort Saint George.

The humble Petition of S M. NARASIMULY
Na1poo, late District Munsif of Seva-

gunga, Madura District.

.

the Honorable High Court in their Proceedings, dated 29th January 1869,
t, he requested them by & Petition to allow him to serve for
half pension, but instead of granting the request, they
by the late Civil Judge, Mr. SHARPE, and declared in their
Proceedings of the 14th May 1869, that they considered the Petitioner to have held the office of
District Munsif from 12th August, the date of suspension to 94th November 1868, on which
date a person in his room was appointed and dirvected that the period between the two dates be
added to Petitioner’s service, in view to entitling him to half pension. :
9. Petitioner again moved the High Court to re-instate him for

on their refusing the request, he presented an appeal to the Government who,

passed an endorsment, dated 9rd May 1870, stating that they had no power to interfere, If
the Government had not taken such a view, the Petitioner would surely bave been re-in stated

,f{‘“‘ reasons shown in his appeal petition.
bmitted his application to the
1868, as per Proceedings of t

HumsLY SHEWETH,

THAT though
directed the Petitioner’s retiremen
a few months more to entitle him to
modified the order of suspension made

a short time more, bub
to his misfortune,

3. Upon this, Petitioner su present Civil Judge of Madura
he High Court, dated 14th May

for Pension from 24th November

1869,
Para 508, page 104 of the Uncovenanted Servants’ 4. The Civil Judge in forwarding the appli-
ade Mecum. 1 before 20th October cation to the Examiner of Claims.en'oneously res
commended that a pension of one-third on the aver-

Native Judges 2 inte
1866, are al;:)‘:vged ?eggﬁms uoder the gld rules o
inted after thl;n o‘t‘ltx;’r r;c;ew:’ age salary of the last 5
but upon being informed t

years might be granted to
hat the Petitioner

their pensions under the new rules; 4
one-third or h.u ')enﬂi()nﬂ are gralnt;'d to ﬁl? formg; Petltloner,
J i i ing all leave . . .
service, e 18 was entitled to a moiety according to the rule noted
a 2nd

after 15 or 22 years
“b“"lco5 v?;ich y::der the roles of 1835 counted |
S A T rocommendod i &
s°°':°tzlyceofe;:am 31st July 1866, No. 173, G‘;- Jetter to the Examiner of Claims that the Petitioner
_ R;mh“am";:ﬂ%mm 1866, Ne. 3031 gpould be allowed half pension.
' % : R



2

5. Petitioner then appeared before the Examiner of
tion was returned to the Civil J udge as no Medical Certif
replied that such Certificate was not necessary as the Pe
of the Honorable High Court, The Petitioner once more appeared Before the Examiner of Claims
and requested to be favored with his opinion with refe

red with : reuce to the rate of pension and the
Medical Certificate, but was simply referred to Government to whom the application for pension
was submitted.

Claims and was told that his applica-
cate accompanied it. The Civil Judge
titioner sought to retire at the desire

6. Under these cireumstances, the Petitioner
may be overlooked when the Government passes
humbly ventures, therefore, to submit the following circumstances to Government, iu what he
believes to be the fittest time for it. c

7. Petitioner begs to state that it was ouly in obedienceé to the Order of the High Court

that he has applied for pension. The case stands analogous to that of a person aged above 55
years under the recent orders of Government,

8. The High Court in'their Proceedings of t
Petitioner’s re

ber 1868

he 14th May
-instatement by allowing him to draw full pay (fro

3) durin_g his suspension, the above period counting towa

1869, have virtually ordered
m 12th August to 24th Novem-
rds pension, and the Govern-

pay or to grant him pension from the day following the
said date,

9. As the Government do not call for Medical Certificate in applying the 55 years' rule,
Petitioner sees no reason why the Examioer of Claims should exact the same from him when the
High Court of their own pleasure have directed his retirement.

10. No Medical Certificate need be submitted in a case of this deseription, but the Examin-
er of Claims has simply objected, pursuing the strict 1

: ; etter of the rule, without taking the special
circumstance of the case into consideration, thin king prohably that this was the proper province
of Government.

11. Under these circumstances, the Petitioner humb]

y begs the Government will be pleased
to dispense with a Medical Certificate in this exceptional ‘

case,

12. The Petitioner begs to add that the Goveérnment of Tndia so far back as the 17th
January 1865, in their Financial letter, No. 265, declared that the tepm Native Judge” in cludes
District Munsifs (vide N. B.*page 105, Uncovenanted Servants’ Vade Mec om). There cannot
therefore be the slfgh‘teSt doubt that a District Munsif comes un der the term “ Native J udge.”

13. It is stated in the Notification of Government of India, dated 29th OQctober 1866,
(referred to in para 598 of the Vade Mecu'm) that Native Judges appointed before that date are
allowed half pension, after 22 yaarg’ sez'vwc ?Including all. leave of absence which under the Rule
of 1855, counted towards pension, apd it h‘gs been like.wise ruled (in para 599) that the option of
the old Pension Rule which is secared by the notiﬁca’tloq of the 29th October 13’66 to Native
Judges who were in the service on that date is not affected by their 'f,ransfer to Small Cause
‘Courts as Jadges though it has been expressly t‘ule.d that Judges of Small Cause Court are not
to be considered Native Judges; and as suchnot entlﬂeq to the benefit of the above Notification.
These two facts are quite enough to show t.hat. a.,ll Pathies appoint.?d as Principal Sadr Amins or
District Munsifs before the date of the Notification are to be considered as Native J udges and

" as such entitled to enjoy the benefit of the same.

14 To put it in clear words, the Petitioner begs to submit that the old Pension Rules

hich the pension is at present claimed, say, that aft?r. 22 years’ service & Native Judge
under whi ion and after 15 years one-third. The Petitioner humb] y presumes that it is
can get half Pensz:-?h t a person should be a Native Judge during the whole period’ of the
Hobsbag R : entifle him to half and one-third pensions respectively, because that would
iR R ye"":is' 0For a person cannot' be expected 0 become a Native Judge at the very
be simply unposm] s : lea.slt served some 10 years in the subordinate grades to fit Lim for the
o»utset. 'bl\ie ;\c::is:s lgea,aNative Judge ; and then in the event of his having to pass 3 further
19: ?ngs:)f ;2 or 15 years as the case may be, his period of service would become respectively 32
Per =

2

3

i is clearly entitled to good service pension
A0 yosin, v v.VhiCh lclln; e!;:;(:): Izlrtnzsefd;;llezgftilzc:te fci' the lattef. What c?,uld lt];:xce;li:ej
R Peno_d lan- izion made in the above Notification “ for Native J udgfest (w s
i gOOd'Of ?he SPem"ff plovlesm their service in the subordinate arades be tal_ien into cons i
Pt M““mi Tm And this provision, it is humbly submitted, applies t:l p;;sz?;ation
;i"“ agio:;d(;iatti‘zie; ufllc;es howsoever a short time it may be before the date of the Notific
have be g

(that is 29th October 1866).

W E v D ber 1841 ; his ser-
i i i er i.(.'e on trhe loth Decem ’ '
10- Petiﬁonér as enterﬁalned n the llb]lc ser i h ' 1 id i5em ; :

ded t , o
vice from that date to 24th November 1868 (allude and 9 days, of which his service in

g 11 moaths
i ay 1869) extends to 26 years, ; : £ leave out
e .Of tsle Htgeilizy 25 yzars 9 months and 8 days. Even deducting the periods o
pensionable gra g

beyond the
e iti has served more than 2 years ;
of the above 25 years, it will app 5 i Petltw“:; refore your humble Petitioner who offici-
2 i der the Notification ; and that the was permanently
22 years required unde ; iod of nearly two years and p .
ted as District Munsif on four occasions for a Peno_ ‘tled to the benefit of the above notifi-
ate .as A he present Munsifship in March 1866, is entitled to 0D Boidiaet the Lidee ot
app.omted to_ L PRECE tv of his average salary for the la?t five ye -be s okl deaocords
cation, that is, to 8', moi ?ore the date of the notification in q.ues}:,wn, S i M o
AR f"‘j:'ﬂe? tl:e said notification, the Petiti"ne; wdlt't?:; to t}lrlis i;ldulgence as he
ing to the spirit © its that he is justly enti i
it humbly submits id Notification.
N e Petl::;)::: District Munsif before the date of the sai ; : s
i . " '1ne
was appointed perm es, th r who has faithfully i‘el‘v‘edsudplz:;:;s et
r 3 . L 1 nis
g cllcu‘(‘;'st'illwline alone, to the entire satlsfachonz CorToN herewith sub-
- . § ’
career of service 1n t.'he qut}iz Testimonials, chiefly of Messrs. iARer%;:s of the Honorable High
henirery c;pws " been obliged to retire solely und?lrl tbe Opleased to take his case into
mitted) and who has now - ble Government will be E e
es that the noble t him pension equa
Court, most hull:lbly “:;‘:&‘;Ie consideration, and be plea:ed t’ol.i;t;m and Es recommended by
their serious and equita ; ted in his appli n, % v £
: ears, as requeste R Petitioner as in duty
il av.erag.e ss:l::r)x’dofeitgr to the Examiner of Claims, and your .
the Civil Judge in his

bound, shall ever pray-

e Petitione

(Signed) S, M. NARASIMOOLOO.
M ADRAS, }

27th September 1870-
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To

THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE SECRETARY
OF STATE FOR INDIA,

IN COUNCIL.

The humble Memorial of S. M. NARASIMULU
Naipoo, late District Munsif of Sevagunga,
in the District of Madura, in the Presi-

dency of Madras.

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

That the Memorialist who has served the Government for the space of 26 years has failed
to obtain justice from the High C)urt and the Government of Madras in regard to the proceed-
ings held against him by Mr. Sharpe, the late Civil Judge of Madura, and respect{ully begs
therefore to submit his deplorable case for your Lordship’s favorable consideration and adequate

redress.
was Sheristada of the Small (fause Court at Cuddalore, a place

before he was appointed as District Munsif (Native Judge) in
the Madura District. Mr. R R. Cotton, the Civil Judge of Madura (now retired), who had won
a high reputation there for his talents as a Judge, removed the Memprialist’s predecessor from his
. office as District Munsif of Sevaguunga on account of his imbecility and incompetency to dis-
charge the onerous duties of his office, in the midst of a people occupying the extensive regions

of the Sevagunga Zamindary and notorious for all kinds of intrigues and wiles, false suits, perjury,
forgery and every species of wickedness,* and recommended the

* Vide Dooument No. X. Mr.  Memorialist to the High Court in February 1866 for appointment in

2. That your Memorialist

200 miles distant from Madura,

= ; Cotton’ Memorialist. .
o yec oy bpone i his stead in preference to several candidates from the same and other
Districts. The High Court having sanctioned his appointment, he entered upon his duties on

{he 28th March 1866 and discharged his duties with such energy,

2 t Vide Dooument XI. ability and purity of character that he won from the above Judge the

Testimonialt dated 27th March 1867.

on who acts from 2 strict sense of justice, who will not
is sure to incur the displeasure of the powerful few,
ty among the powerless many. And such indeed has been the case with
the well known Renter of the Zemindary of Sevagunga,
g with his wishes in suits laid before the Memo-
aid Renter) against his oppressed tenants and reso-
ht his ruin,* But during Mr. Thomas’ (the succes-

ure of office, he could not find a fitting occasion for

' 3. Your Lordship knows that a pers

: | yield to power or be swayed by presents,

N while he secures populari
your Memorialist. Mr. Robert Fischer;

hated the Memorialist for nob complyin
rialist by him (the s

* For particulars Vide Memo. Iytely therefore soug

e
i ™~ e, gor of Mr. Cotton) ten
N wreaking his vengeance against the Memorialist. I.Infortunately however for your Memorialist,
Mr. Sharpe’s transfer as Judge to Madura from Calicut in the end of June 1868 and his well
known short temper afforded to him the Jong wished for opportunity. Complaiuts were caused to be
o the mind of Mr. Sharpe prejudicial to the Memorialist’s

gsions created i

. preferred and first impre : :
chatacter. The Memorialist was suspended ; hasty and irregular proceedings were held against Yol s : e
/4

him, and the irascible Judge without furnishing him with copies of his proceedings and taking
the Memorialists Defence as per Order of Government dated 5th May 1854, at once recommended
the dismissal of the Memorialist to the High Couf't (co.py of his letter dated 23rd September 1868,
euclosed) upon the strength of hearsay inadmissible in Jaw, and statements the incredibility of
. ; ; : : ing move than a month’s experience of the
wl | to strike & atient Judge possessiis 0 P - . '
vhich cannot fal 4 te, after having ordered copies #2< Lasursrnte

d on the same da
Distriet ; . Sharpe left Madura for Englan
s s ; to Memorialist, The Memorialist came to Madras and submitted

i : iven , : . :
(;’f‘ his pmcee(.il"gs t%_behgéo art.  Bub ¢he High Court, without making any enquiry regarding
is Defence to the =18 cders on the 29¢h January 1869 declining to restore him

passei- 0

directing bis retirement on peusion.

the facts stated in his Defence;
to his appointment but simply
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¥ 4.. Although the Memorialist gave a Review Petition to the High Court setting forth valid
0 Uec?non: to the unjust proceedings of Mr. Sharpe, still the High Court without 'insatitutiwg 21:3/
engquiry or vouchsafing to grant him a heari: Y el / |

dated 14th May 1869. 4 o prayed for therein, passed the following order
I, “In their I.’roceedings of 29th January 1869, the High Court directed that S. M.

“ Narasimula Naidoo should be called upon to retire on such peusion as (the G 0,

vernment .may. think proper to allow. They considered that the errors attri-
« Puted tf’ hlm‘dlsqunhﬁed him from exercising any longer judicial powers, but

4 m'coxfsxdemtlon of his long services were not such as to render him liab,l ):

“ dismissal: The late District Munsif now prays to be allowed to serv ef :

:‘ two years and nine months more that he may be entitled to a pension : Ex

“ valent to half his pay as District Muusif or at least that he may be allo?v:l(;

[{] - ’ -

o e to complete 25 years’ service to entitle him to a

one-kalf Vide pars 30 of the  PeDSiON equivalent to one-third* i
A ¢ -thurd* of his pa
Review Petition. “ last 5 years.” pay for the

IT. “The High Court are prepared to view his last request favorably, and ti
“ingly direct that the order of the late Civil Judge suspen'ciing 1:?1-: (':conlL
‘: Naidoo on 12tl} August 1868 be modified and that Lie be considered tiulr::vl;
“held office as District Munsif of Sevagunga until the date on which hi
“ cessor was appointed, viz, 24th November 1868. The object of this o:d S“‘?‘
“ to entitle Narasimulu Naidoo to draw pay during and count as servi s
« period between 12th August and 24th November 18G8.” o

-

i 5 'The Memorialist then presented a Petition to Government on the 31st March 1870
s mlm.ng the necessary papers and important documents to show that Mr. Sharpe’s Procgclzl
ings .agamst the Me.monahst. were irregular in the extreme and altogether unsupportable, a d
praying for r.estoratlon to his office and retention therein at least for such period as the Go:'e’rl ‘
mfmt may thx-nk proper to entitle him to a half pension instead of a third. . But the Govemméxnt:
without ?ntermg upon the merits of the Petition, declined, in their endorsement dated 3rd M‘]\ :
;’1870, tf,‘o mterfer; alleging that, “ the power of passing orders regarding the removal of Di tr;c);
unsifs is vested by law in the High Court” and th .
e g u at consequently they had no “ power to
6. The Memorialist was anxious to submit an appeal to your Lordship, but as the Hiot
i o - 2 ¥ L 1
o ey Sl Cfmlt lll. their order dated 14th May 1869 cancelled the suspenci:n
ftate 31at July flsﬁa'aNo' 174, with a view to his getting a half pension of 76} Rupees, and {] etG
: t ia 20th yop di . %o W
?gtvuel::l‘!net';SG gL i :\P ernment accordingly sanctioned the above arrangement ip the(i)r
e A 1 G te --6. . s PR B
ionncial m:zgse' I;:iz :1 0 noceedm.gs datec'l June 1869, the Memorialist thought it better to
Q"ed gnm,mmmd Servants  content himself with his pension than give trouble to your Excel]
at ” . . e . . : (o x 2
e Mecum in Council. With this view, the Memorialist applied to My Gold(;:n?q
the present Civil Judge of Madura for the above rate of Pension, and that "entlem'a e
the application, following the Notification noted in the margin.* 3 i g

7. The Examiner of Claims however required the submissi ical Clerti
the Civil Judge informed bim in reply thatq a Coartiticate ‘wa.so:n:i:e,:::ilcilq(t.:mi;ate. - B.ut
sought to retire only in obedience to the order of the High Court; the);'ﬂ i et
thereupon forwarded the application to Government with his opin’ion th ?mmer'()f Cl.aims
was entitled to only -Rupees 51 being one-third of his average pay,on pr da 'the i 352
Certificate. The Memorialist then submitted a Petition to G:\'ernn;ent po: t;lct:o:n Mokl
1870, stating various reasons to show that he is clearly entitled to a half P z‘f'h September
to the rule above quoted, and awaited the Orders of Government th p‘enmon ey
tovernment without making a reference as to the question raised about t:‘e“l’o“: ey
cate, to the Supreme Government under Financial Order dated 7th Decemb -el s B
(as this was a special case involving a deviation from the established f'ule‘;ld'SGI, HE 28,
Memorialist should present himself belore the Medical Oficer. He accordingl i it
the Medical Officer and produced the Certificate furnished by him to tﬁy appeared before
transmitted the same to Government. : © Civil Judge, who

8. The.MemOrialist heard nothing more of it till the beginning of August 1871 wl
learnt, to his great surprise, that the Supreme Government sanctioned Z Smau‘ p,e\: len he
sion of

3

Rupees 25 to the Memorialist in pursuance of the recommendation of the Madras Government

the Memorialist applied on the 12th Idem to the Madras Government for a copy of their re-
commendation to the Government of India and also a copy of their Proceedings dated June 1869
above adverted to; but the Government, by an endorsement dated 30th Idem, refused to grant

the copies solicited.

9. 1In this deplorable state, the High Court not having vestored him to his appointment
and the Government having withheld from him the ordinary’ boon of a half pension which
their own rules and the scope of their Proceedings dated June 1869 allow, the Memorialist can
resort to no other quarter for ultimate velief than to your Excellency, and in so doing, the
Memorialist humbly begs to place before your Excellency in Conneil, copies of all papers in his
possession which are required for a proper elucidation of his casc,and briefly to submit the
following facts for your Excellency’s serious and just consideration.

* VideOrders of Madras Go- 10. Tt is ruled® by the Madras Government that persons appoint-

P ) ted 5th May 1854 . . - s L
‘\,:““;;‘;f d"i;m March 1860, ed to permanent situations cannot be dismissed but for the following
No. 1,631. reasons :—

1. Fraud and dishonesty.
9. Continued and wilful negligénce.

3, Offences involving moral disgrace.

4. Proved incompctency:

on was brought forward against the Memorialist of the offences under heads

11. No accusati
9. 3, nor is there any thing on record to justify the imputation of such charges or the one under
estimonials from various Officers

No. 4 On the contrary, the document No. XI, containing his T
in the Judicial Department certifying to the Memorialist'’s ability, carefulness and honesty, are

sufficient to induce every presumption in his favor.

12. Although one Tyasawmien had ace
No.1 by Petition No. 270 marked C, yet as
offer security for the due prosecution of such complaint as pro
the fairest course open to the Judge was to dismiss the complaint at once.
the Judge held respecting the same are consequently oppo?ed to law an i
quashed, Besides, there is evidence on record sufficient to bring home a strong suspicl
a moral conviction, that the complaint was altogether false. The

iali i wts for his son’s marvi
stated that the Memorialist received presents : .
1867, that is, 10 months before ; and why should not the complainant have complained to Mr.
Tl’:)l;l the ’then Judge? Why W harge of the District ? The docu-
as, g

llll'lse held out ’1,0- the com lainant Oy Mr. Fischer and his Acents and the wnthdrawal of the com
( p tb g

1 ther, the
i i falfilment of that promise. Further,
i ; of action owing to the non '
]\,}:1:“" lf:l(;m u\lﬁs(;:: to draw your Lzrdsﬁip’s attention to the fact tl};tdﬁle h‘l)gh J(j;:‘:sctz:
Memorialist woulc q : s e :
' intai riod of 26 years, as :
for § i hich he had maintained for & P& : e i
"e";'n]t(ff::{ﬁ:di‘ng koo SR 91%: g o ha-"‘: Pelfnt:anl::vl::onzon:\l'?;::ce \vhatevJer T)f a
4 i 1 whic e as

of th of a complaint, vegarding . LT
Mli:gls ':;::’;21‘:::“ It is clear I::lso that :he High Court did n:»t f:,tztac:dar;{; z:.ezl::ﬁezmﬁla&vs
of the f;ccusntion . and the circumstances detailed in paras 7,21,22, 8
. £ 3

i ’ d paras 12 and 13
i iti itted to the High Court, and p 4
Def: 94 of the Review Petition snbmitte ! s
of l:: clie:il:,?of:atr: theoMadms Government, will convince your Exceueﬁcy 0
of the charge.

on, if not

ait till Mr. Sharpe newly took ¢
he mysterious cause of thes

ya Chetty in Petition No. 277 marked' E,
§ his appealing from 2 decree passed aga.mst
1 and 2% of the Review
ad the documents Nos. V,
admitted by Mre
Besides, Mr.
ogni-

15. As to the accusation made by Soobraman®
that the Memorialist confined him illegally to prev;n aras 7 to 2
liim Ly the Memorialist, paras 8 to 11 of the gs ezcteg(l}))Vernment,a
Motion, and paras 14 and 1 of the Petition presen.t:e th ;lecree in question, &
VI, VII, XIT and XIII show that no appeal lay g,g.;,mst ed as o matter of fact.
Sharpe himself, and that the accuser was never1in e Z re Which. was properly oneé ¢
Sharpe had no :illrisdiction to try a charge of the above n::e utho,t; B s rosecation Was
#ble by a Magistrate. The Memorialist 8150 begs to st

used the Memorialist of the offence under head
he did not appear to swear to bis complaint and
vided for in Regulation XIT of 1802,

The Proceedings of
d ought to have been

complaint, dated 9th July 1868,
age which took place in August

;
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ever attempted against him though Mr, Sharpe had given his sanction for it. It is evident

. ; . e 3 : . viden
therefore, that there 18 no reason for entertaining the least shadow of a suspicion against t} )
8 gainst the

Memorialist in respset of the above charge.
14 Lastly, Mr. Sbarpe himself framed six ch in his i 2
i P charges in his report against the Memorialist

1. That the Memorialist disobeyed his orders.

That he made protracted adjournments of a suit.

o

That he admitted 26 Reviews among the suits di i i
Rt of 1 g its disposed of by him during the first

o

4 That he did not send the Diary Books to the Civil Court
5. That he did not give attention to the request of the Munsifs in adjoining zillal

g zillahs.
G. That be was held in bad estimation.

15. From a thorough perusal and due cousiderati 3 T
Review, and the Petition presented to Governmen:ri:::rgti‘:: e:i::: ns.ldemlled LS Deftence,
attention to the contents of paras 10 and 11 of the lastc Petii:i,on Bj;ld ;(:a:%es’dfmd & l.nmute‘
dute'*s. of L?\e rouments No. XV and XVI, and to the facts stated in paras 22}e (1”:‘“.0“(:e i
Petition, it will be manifest that Mr. Sharpe groundlessly imputed to “th a;:i 2 (’)f t’,he e
charges anc.l that the proceedings he held and the enquiry he made are :n 7 ;‘fml‘lallst P
:l}ld are directly opposed to the directions contained in the High Co t"‘ C?- st bt
November 1866 and in the rule of Government, dated the 5th M:y 18;‘: i A

‘ 16. .The Memorialist here begs to submit that though no specific charge w '
s l.nm,. Mr. Sharpe who was prejudiced against the Memorialist from t.}:xe : = ‘esmbhs.hed
created in his mind by persons who had long been unsuccessfully contrivinoef "St}-:mpressmns
saw things in a perverted light and represented them to the High Cotirt ih : ]"T .ls removal,
arouse at least a suspicion tending to his ultimate downfal. . 2.0 Jnetitnd o

17. With reference to the High Court's Order, dated 14th May 1869, the Memorial
jrfTLVe to observe that if the premature suspension ordered by Mr. Sharpe’ oA rialist begs
High Conrt would not have cancelled it as above stated. st

18. With regard to the Government of Madr ini
. \ adras declining to admit his ;
ist hegs to submit the following for your Excellency’s consid.ger:,t?o:ut G 5 s el

S e B sectlon VII, Regulation VI of 1816, the duty of the late Zillah Jud
;\lmpl.?r to recommend t’? the late Provincial Courts the. dismissal ouf gl,)e's w.'as
uusifs ; and the Provincial Courts alone were competent to dismi S
appeal naturally lay to the Sudr Court in the first instance tVhsmxss them ; an
Government, and ultimately to the Home Government. , then to the local

2. "The latg Zillah and Provincial Courts having been abolislied by Act V

and the present Civil Courts established in their stead, the Ciiil J(f d‘ i 1-843
under that Act only the power to recommend the di’smissal and JtlgesiObmmed
Court who possessed the power of hearing appeals assumed the powe;et a:ie‘ Slfdr
The power of hearing appeals which hud theretofore wested in Gover : ‘l§7111-ss.
not tuken away by that enactment and remains intact ; aud vnder tl "n"’mli 't.vas
the Goverument have hitherto admitted and disposed of mwany a i ?Uthont_y
wmerits. By the amalgamation of the said Sudr Court and lat; Sum:i: <y
ihe only change made was in the denomination, the amalgamatedpf ’(;;it Cm{wt’
called the High Court. The luw as it stood before remained unaﬁ;ctecli Sb?/ez.’;g

y Lie

change.

3. The Sheristadars and his subordinates even to @ peon of the Civil Ceurt
as the sesvants of the District Munsif’s Courts who are dismissed 0; t?-s “fell
aut-ho_r'xr,y .of the Civil Judge make their appeals to the High C .‘te. o
Principal Sodr Amins and Deputy-Collectors, if dismissed b; " chl; ,'and
ment, prefer their appeals to your Excellency and cbtain justice ;‘hi:\iern-

" 5 a

e e e e P e iy
- —— e

5

standing rule of practice. While so,itis not consistent with re d justi

that the servants below and officers above the grade of a Districta;;n 9‘1_] iH
possess the right to appeal for Jjustice, and that District Munsifs wl un‘mf shou-ld
grade to Principal Sudr Amins and are liable to be dismissed ’;alih?th e
Court alone should be precluded altogether from seeking justice y the High
of the Government against their dismissal, s il

19. On the 29th January 1869, on which date the High Court passed their fi
Memorialist (who though entertained in the Government service on the 15th D i) 4 g
fallen short of only 2 months to complete the 25 years’ service, having been ecember 1841 had
sionable grade only on the 16th September 1843) could only get a pension E;O;I;O::d to a pen-
one-third of Rupees 149, his average monthly pay for the preceding 5 years, though h‘.lpees, i e,
istrict Munsif. Consequently the Memorialist i’n theliast 18 n:‘on;hl.y
Review Petition set forth that he would get Rupees 100, that is Rupees 51 more if he W}ia:eto. his
in service for a further period of 2 years and 9 months which was then required to com I:Z;le;i
District Munsif ; or Rupees 75 (that is 26 Rupees more) if he was allfw(,d t
bove alladed to. The High Court, considering it notjust to refuse tz
allow at least the smaller period which required to be added to his service to entitle bim to
Rupees 76, the moiety of his average salary, ordered in their Proceedings dated 14th May 1869
that 3 months and 12 days of the suspension period should be added to his service thereby

entitling the Memorialist to @ half pension of Rupees 76} a month.

90. It has since come to the Memorialist’s knowledge that even if the High Court bad not
directed the addition above specified to his period

* Paragraph of service, and the Government had not followed

Servants Vade Mecum. ; . a4
“Nati \od before 20th October 1866, are the direction, the Memorialist whose eligible

Native Judges aPROIMEC RTRC o of 1831, but those
; 7 es 0 1
allowed Pensions under the 0 s n;ions under Se€rvice exceeds 22 years by 2 years and 5

appointed after that dabe receive their pen - o
the pew Rules; in other words, one-third or R months (exclu ding A tive of absence) M oer

pensions are anted to the former after }5 or 22 years' :
service including which under the clearly entitled to a half pension* he having

all leave ?«fi aboenioe i S
R ted towards pension, and t0 e A 2
T s zclus® been appointed as Native Judge before the 29th

» service exclusive of all leave of
Sy ¢ State, S1st July 1866, No. 174, Governs October 1866, according to the Order of the Secre-

+ Secretary © ( : :
meut of Indga, 99th October 1866, No. 8,031, Financial tary of State noted in the margin+ ot ks
o™ includes District Munsifs e Memorialist’s Petition to

salary was Rupees 200 as D

years’ service as
serve for the 2 months a

598, page 104 of the Uncovenanted

Gazstte, page 77 the reasons stated in th

6.
The term * Native Judg § the Government of
e df;’;“f-;:}, }iﬁﬁirletgs?gs o iy Government dated 27th September 1870.)

91, Such being the merits of

and a half peosion, it does not need hi
Memorialist, and the extreme hardship 1mpos

to interfere with reference to his restoration on

the Memorialist's claim to restoration to his appointment
ed his feeble voice to proclaim the injustice done to the
ed upon him by the Madras Government declining
the plea of want of power, and by their recommen-

dation, after receipt of @ Medical Ceitificate, b0 the Supreme Government to grant him a
reduced pension of 25 Rupees, that is, } of his pay as District Munsif when he is clearly entitled
aceording to rules, and the contemplation of the High Court to @ half pension of 764 Rupees a

month,
e his surmise that the Government of Madras in mak-

992, The Memorialist here begs to stab
the words in the first Proceedings of the

ing the recommendation were probably misled by. ' '
High Court containing 2 direction that the Memorialist should retire on such Pension as the

Government may think proper to allow. The Goverl'lment seen.x to have'e thought that a dis-
cretion was allowed to them of superadding & reduction of pension t>his los.=f of- appointment.
The Memorialist humbly begs to state that tho.se words were uever meant to sxgmfy mere than
that the Memorialist should retire on the pension the Government could allow him in accord-

ance with their Pension Rules. This construction is amply supported by the High Court’s subse-
p of the Memorialist to be retained in his ap-

quent Proceedings in which, upon the a%jcatm ; ;
pointment for & few months more to enzsle him to a half pension, they cal?celled his suspension
and directed that 3 months and 12 days commencir.xg from the date of 111§ suspe.nsion should
be counted as setvice towards his pension, he drawing full pay for that period, being consider-
ed 1o have been ve-instated in office. Is it 'passible to mistake the intention of ‘the High Court

that the Memorialist should draw half pension? And is it just alfd l‘e&SOnab.le on the part of the

Madras Government to upho]d the dec]ared intention of the ngh Court in the first instance

in their Froceedings dated June 1869 and set their face against 1t 10 the ultimate award of
o

P'eénsion ?




6 ' ' :

93, If the Supreme Government’s attention had been drawn to the Proceedings of the
Madras Government dated June 1869, sanctioning the disbursement of the Memorialist’s pay
during the period of his suspension and also to the contents of his Petition to the Madras Go-
vernment dated 27th September 1870 regarding his pension, the Supreme Government would
have found it impossible to justify the withholding of the moiety pension of Rupees 76} as
recommended by the Civil Judge himself.

94. There ate numerous instances in which Public Officers inculpated with charges of a
really serious character have been restored toemployment, (vide para 21 of Memorialist’s Petition
to Government dated 3lst March 1870 accompanying.)

95. The High Court themselves have recently ordered the re-instatement of the District
Munsif of Sholingar in the North Arcot District, after a suspension of 2 years, though he was
convicted of a criminal offence and underwent rigorous imprisonment.

96. 1If your Excellency be pleased to call for the enclosures to Mr. Sharpe’s letter to the
High Court dated 23rd September 1868 (of which the Memorialist has not been furnished with
proper copies,) also the original Petitions dated 19th October and 4th and 27th November 1869,
presented by the Memorialist to the Hi ghiCourt, their Orders thereon, if any, the Defence and Review
Petition together with the original documents produced therewith, the Mazarnamah sent to the
High Court by the inhabitants of Sevagunga commending the proceedings of the Memorialist,
during the tenure of his office as District Munsif ; and the Proccedings of the Govervment
dated June 1869, it will be evident, on & full and generous consideration of all the circumstances
of his case as disclosed by them, that Mr, Sharpe’s proceedings with reference to the Memorialist
were any thing but formal and legal and altogether one-sided, that the High Court’s Order refus-
ing to restore him, while admitting that the errors imputed to him were of @ mature not war-
vanting his dismissal, was not just and proper; that the Government of Madras to whom the
Memorialist appealed for redress were in error in stating that they had no power to order his
restoration ; that the Government, who had sanctioned the addition of 3 months and 12
days to the Memorialist’s service towards pension in conformity with the High Court’s Order,
which directed the same for the express purpose of entitling him to a half pension of Rupees
76%, had no discretion to recommend a reduction of the pension which he was entitled to under
the pension rules to 25 Rupees which is but 1th of his pay as District Munsif.

97. The grant of a Medical Certificate may perhaps be thought to be a valid objection to
# In granting Certificates to applicants for pension, the re-instatement of the Memorialist. This Cer-

Medical Officers are required to state in the Certificate, ¢ .
the period, if any, durl?gg which the applicant’s case has t}ﬁcate was not gral.ltEE(] after a proper examina-
been under treatment or gbservation, When the Certifi- tion of the Memorialist according to the direc-
cate is songht by reason of old age, infirmity or otherin- . ’ . ”

capacitating circumstances, in which Medical reatment i tions contained in the rule noted in the margin.*

manifestlysuperfluous, a Certificate to that effect should be : . .
%/il“g,néal Wh(i)(:il: should n:(.a‘:arthehzis show the opiviion. ﬁf utha ﬁln ;;mt th',el-Mtid!:’ﬂ Oﬁllc:l‘ did was to percuss
Ledi icer as to the alleged incapacity. 16 Wit then e Memorialist’s breast, lift u 4 :
devolve upon the Head of the Department in which the $ ! T p one of his eyelids
applicant is se(;ving, %o state whether or xioft. h(: i veally and give him a book to read but a few lines in.

soincapacitated asto necessitate hisremoval from theservice s e -
of Government, and if so, whether his conduct and length The Memorialist was asked about his age and

of service render him deserving of indulgent consideration. why he retived, and the Memorialist repli
’ € 2 plied that
Madras Goverument, 14th Juno 1846, No. 224 he was 53 years old and retired by an act of
Mr. Sharpe’s, and at the instance of the High Court. Thereupon the Medical Officer read the

I, J‘:lhﬂ Fég‘li:zpitrick, 1:_1. E , Officiating Zillah Surgeon copy of the Oxder of Government, thought overa
oi Madara dohereby eertify.that [ have carefull examined  [j P
o s e, Disieich Manil nysﬁwswa 11btle,.a11d told the Memorialist “I am sorry
M e Judical Establichuwent of Madura District, that his  Munsif to declare you unfit for furtber service”
age is by his ownstatement (53) fifty-three yearsand by ap- PR ediatel $ A
N rance (38) ffby-eight, and that [ find bim to be unfit 4" immediately left the dispensary. After-

for further service from premature decay and infirmity £ "
not in my opinion attributable fo iutemperance or other wards a peon having brought and delivered to

irregular habits. the Memorialist a Certificat i
Sigood) J. T FITZPATRICK, M. D., , 4P OVERBigRcs ue pEt LY, he
MapURA, 12th Nov. 1870. Ofg. Zillak Surgeon. Memorialist produced it to the Civil Judge.

98. The Certificate does not state whether the Memorialist is incapacitated by protracted ill-
health, loss of sight, ot point ont a single symptom of any bodily or mental infirmity. At the
time the Certificate was granted, Memorialist was aged 52 years, 8 months and 10 duys, which
fact is certified in the application for Pension by the Sheristadar of the Court in accordance
with the rule of Government, and it will be likewise supported by the Registry Book in the
Accountant General's Office, and the voll of his nomination; while so the Medical Officer has
ventured an opinion that the Memorialist's age is 58 by appearance. The Memorialist is of a

. 7

and is fally able to read and write. If the records of a suit be handed

strong robusb constitution
over to him and he be divected to frame a Judgment before a Medical Committee, it will appear

whether he is disabled by age or not.

99. Although a single Medical Officer certifies to the above effect under a remarkably
erroneous view of the age of the Memorialist, yet it has been ruled by the Madras Government on
the 14th June 1866 that In cases of servants drawing 50 Rupees per mensem and upwards, the
Certificate should be countersigned by the Deputy Inspector General of the Division, after a per-
sonal examination of the applicant 2 and as this has not been done up to this date, the Memorialist
should not be regarded as joermcmently pensioned, as declared in the Notification of the Madras
Government dated 28th September 1866. The Memorialist here begs to state that in a similar
case, one Govinda Row, a Tahsildar in the District of South Arcot was restored to his appoint-
ment on his appeal to yoar Excellency, even though he was declared by a Medical Officer unfit
for public service. Therefore, the Certificate would present no bar to Memorialist’s re-instate-

ment,

30. If the Memorialist was possessed of an innate consciousness of having by any means
deserved the unduly havsh treatment that has been dealt to h.im in the matter of his employment,
a pension conferred by this Government however small, will be esteemed by him as a great
boon. But being conscious of no blot in his character, conscious also that be has carefully,
faithfully and industriously performed his oncrous duties as a Native Judge, with due obedience
to his superiors, and afforded perfect satisfaction to his employers in the Judicial Department;
as his Testimonials sufficiently disclose, for the long period of 26 years, he is unable to
bear the doﬁble ignominy which attaches to his removal from office f.or s'upposed errors which
even in the estimation of the High Court are “not such as to render him liable to dismissal,” and

to hi e expulSi‘m on a reduced pension of 25 Rupees which is even less than a half of
the {Z;:;t [);nzion of one-third, viz, Rupees 51 which the Examiner of Claims recommended

him for to Government.

g1, Your Memoerialist, therefore, h““fb‘}’ and respectfully i111{)101‘95 your Excellency to be
g“aciou;ly pleased to divect that the Memo'l‘mllst whom. the Hl{;h Court themsetlves admit “not
Liable to dismissal,” and whom they) cons»iie " t’a we Aok Tiie office, after.luss puspension, be
restored to his offlce till the completion of 5 years '§erv1ce s Dwﬁ‘rwb Munsif or to any .smaller
period Excellency may deem proper and' in case of your Excellency c;:onsxdermg the

,your. ; abe as a Vi lid bar to his re-employment, at least to direct the gran?
ﬁegicnl ‘?ertlﬁcafte bof(;{):::;es 76} to which he is cntitled under the letter and spirit of the

im of a pension 0 3

pension Rules, as above submitted.

4. as in duty bound, your Excellency’s humble Memorialist shall ever pray.
And, as 10 ;

MADRAS,

' %ﬁ April, 1872
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cretary of State dated 3lst July 1866) ap- "
: plicablg to Native Judges to a balf pension
: of 76/%er mensem upon his average salary
m for the _:.Q...mmm:mﬁ\ 5 years, and while the iy
¥ Txaminer of Claims recommended the Me- S. M. NarasIMULU NaIbv,
_, movialist to Government, for a one-third Pen- 0 A \

sion of 51 Rupees, the Government of India Late District Munsif of Sevagung® .

sanctioned a reduced pension of 25 Rupees, in Madura District, ,
upon the unjust recommendation of the A Madras Presidency. |
Madras Government to that effect, in direct o 2
contravention of the scope, and intention of To
the High Court’s Proceedings in respect NORABLE THE SECRE-
thereof alluded to above and approved of by b ek ke 7 : i Ix
the Madras Government in their Proceed- TARY OF STATE FOR INDIA

ings adverted to within. _ 1N CouNCIL.

Prays a patient perusal of the papers here- Useom &%3«.......:..::.
with submitted and restoration to his ap- 1872
pointment for a period entitling him to a 4
Pension of 100 Rupees, the half of his salary

ot

“as District Munsif (Native Judge) or at least Q%f

to uward to him a half Pension of Rupees ENCLOSURES.@7 :
763 (on his average salary) to which he is : :
clearly entitled under the Proceedings of the States that an informal enquiry was held |
High Court and the Madras Government and against the Memorialist who was NativeJudge
the Rules alluded to above. at Sevagunga, by Mr. Sharpe who was

Civil Judge at Madura for scarcely 2 months ;
that on the latter’s recommendation for dis-
missal the High Court of Madras passed Pro-
ceedings ,declaring that the errors imputed
to the Memorialist were not such as to render
him liable to dismissal, cancelled his suspen-
sion, and directed his retirement on Pension,
allowing 3 months and 12 days of his suspen-
sioh to count towards Pension \2?& a view
to secure to him a half Pension.

9, That the Government, on appeal for
: : restoration, were in error in declining to in-
44 S , ' torfere for relief, on the ground that they had
21 ) no power to do so.

3. That while the Memotialist is entitled |
by the Pension Rules (by the Honerable Se-
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