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(I1.) That he was of opinion that though there was no legal proof of ilt, there W:!
not the least room’ to doubt that petitioner has misconducte pimself in the
mauner imputed to him in the extortion case.

6. With regard to the first ground, petitioner begs respectfully to sut?mit that the state-

“ ment of the Otficiasing Collector is wholly unfounded: In the first place it seems odd how a
Talak Sheristadar, who is a subordinate of the Tahsildar, can exercise the so-called andue
influence over his superior, except by raising a voice against his irregularities as the pemwngr
- did in the present case. '} he ordert of the

g g transfer sent to Tabsilder runs thus: © As the
Sheristadar of your taluk has been transferred to Poriyakulam and vice versa, you &re directed
40 send Narainsawmy Nuidu to Perigakulem” But no meéntion of any wisconduct whatever
- Was made therein, wor is there on record a single report or complaint from any purty to couyinee

the Officiating Collector that petitioner exercised undue influence over the 'l'ahsildar and use

1t njuriously. The Officiating Collector appointed your Ex cellency’s petitioner as Sherista
in Fubrnary 1867 and confirmed him in September ; and in December of the same year the then
Collector, the Hon. D. Arbuthnott, transferred him (petitioner) to Periyakulam Taluk. DO
that the instances of misconduct imputed must have been bronght to his notice in the course
of only two months, fur it is reasonable to suppose tht, if petitioner had really misbebaved hims
self, the Officiating Collector would never have confirned him, and it remains to be judge!
whether the Officiating Collector had time enough to muke personal observations about peti-
tlﬁnen"g onduct in so short a time, and in what way he could have made it, beyond trusting to
the misrepresentations made to him by those who sought petitioner’s ruin. Petitioper nee
hau-dlg suy that it mast only be by slow and laborious provess that one can get influence over h}:‘
superior, if that were possible at all, and that a good deal of time must have elapsed before 1he
effect of using that mtluence injuriously becomes so prominently known to the U‘?c“‘“"g
C_"‘“&tqr as to induee him to bring about petitioner’s trausfer. The Officiating Collector
stated in Lis report that he personally informed petitioner that his misconduet 1M t'.}"e
Pulney Taluk was the sole reason for his transfer, but your lxcellency in Couneil w1
S6¢ no rpasim why the cunse of his transfer, which is said to have been persoually com-
Watieated to him, should  bave been omitted in the order of such transfer, nor will youf
Excelleuoy in Council hold such personal imtormation admissible, in-a 1.,3&1])0‘?‘ d“ew&,,
the firsy place w his being provo in eonsequ s i

the Buard of Revenue agfmf his order, mn;e?n the next place to petitioners b o 20

- A s nonjall given
IF, forwardid fo Abe Feans m‘;fd chirz!er,

¢ his transfer.

hich had .1 him by his superio‘r as to hixsf
which had a bearing in the disproof of the Officiating Collector's reason or i
Petitionor did not complain of his transfer to Periynkulam: Taluk, imasm ach os it ‘“{ “khes,‘hwis-
place and there Was 1o veduetion of pay ; further, that as the Periyakulam .]a:; .
tudar. had' acquired landed property in that taluk, the (lollector deemed 1t I: vle ol i
t‘mnsie? him to Pulney Maluk under the Sub-Collector, and this tm'usfur took ple - e
tug Officiating Colleetor, who subsequently degraded Letitioner, wis bub_c(,][?ctl;)rdouwmr"
hn.d.heen anything bad against the petitioner, snd ¥ his trausfor wns at the Su l-lect.or pin
motion, theu there might have been some corvespondence between bim aud the Co R
- the circumstances which necessitated petitioner’s transfer, but no such corresp P“r e
evex; mkm' ?lnce. Hence the statement of the Oiliciating Collector, that the § m(‘)o e
at Puluey Taluk miscondacted himself in such a wauner as w necessitate his transfer
talak, is utterly unfounded, .
y ‘ ‘ gpicion
i 7. Ihat in respert to the second ground, petitioner begs to_state tha:.ﬂ;e :‘nn:c
Which t.he Officiating Collector attaches to petitioner’s immocence 18 _nut only g ”woul d
opinion*and conclusion of the Sessions Judge in the case, but is unsustainable 2:‘ oo' # % the
g LX e be seen from the! atlthen:‘\;af" ’i) the
: i P roceedings* subsequentiy: it T was
Sessions J ndge. At the time of petitioner’s triHl for extortion by the Sessions J n;ig‘{oﬁcilh:“
not the practice for the Courts to dvaw out » summary in cases of acquittal. Hene hed opinion

ing Collector formed an erroneons opinion altogether of the case and this unfou stionet’s
P P ; S 3 . Jone
‘ %L?lggﬁ SENING Lorper Ling (:Onvtl:yed to the %ouurd, they declined to interfere 11 petit ;
: s
8. Your Excellency’s humble petitioner then petitioned the Sessions Judge to Mh”,
T ic Qo to
opmion of the case, as the Officiating Collector hul:!o vaguely attached & “’,““lt?::“m L to
£ ":l‘l'e' mnocence, The Sessions Judge says it was not the practice at “’,‘:‘ cherefore; the
o Court to record a statement of evidence in arriving at an aoqm“‘l | g o merits

u~ si : Y t
o il &suons Judge can say now is that the acquittal of petitioner was 8 bon fire ‘m.ir;';,g was 109

i h“gﬂmg&w”m the evidetice, nor any mﬂﬁﬁ?m on the goot}t E:f the witnesses that t 20
 mall Qg 0% 80 tho words of the highest tribunal of the district—one that possessed
Ve N T m“miﬂ-ﬁhﬁﬁmofﬂﬁm . ‘ 4 )
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9. Your Excellency’s humble petitioner thereupon petitioned the Board to reconsider
the matter, as their decision was based upon the Officiating Collector’s srroneous report, which
was evidently against the conclusion of the highest judicial officer in the district who had

personally investigated the case, but the Bourd
g declinedf to re-open the matter. Petitioner

then appealed to Government, but the then Government of Lord Napier saw no ground to

interfere in spite of the above reasonable representations. Al »
10. Thus your Bxcellency in Council will perceive that the undue influence alleged to

have been exercised by the petitioner over the Tahsildar and the misconduct imputed to him, -

id

which necessitated his transfer and his subsequent degradation, are srbitrary and unjust,
the result of prejudice and misapprehension. Phe Provecdings of ‘the Sess dga

cates petitionor’s character and relieves it from all culpability. < i 0

bl ’ : - £ 1866 and XLIX o sta when

Pl el i ca:fsubordins,te officer is acquitted of an offence

L by a Court of competent jurisdiction, he is

entitled to reinstatement, and if that is considered inexpedient for strong reasons, the Boaafd:s

sauction should be obtained before any punishment is awarded to him., According to g

onr Excellency’s poor petitioner must either have been reinstated or his case referred to the

oard before he was degraded, but no such thing was done in his case, and he i denied the

benefit of such a reference. fact of the Poli
L 120MP e frthar DD to Brifig o JUT Excellency’s notice the fact of the Folice
Inspector; who was conjpintly g:cused and tried with petitioner upon the same eharg. : ;.but was
upon appeal to the [nspector-General of Police reinstated in the very Pos_lt-.Qf_ Police Inspector,
while petitioner has had no redress. ; L s t some tim
: 13. Petitioner has b aitide till now vainly hoping th at his case may &t some Lims or
‘other receive the favor;blze:o:sideriﬁon of the authorities, but gl ?eh:f o
quent occurrence, petitioner’s attempts have proved fruitless; the ‘authorities, who have no

knowledge of s ‘he petitioner’s being under the impression that
Having Bge‘: : 0;1;: x('iel circumstances ti:m ls):itéma N i “ﬁ% chatacter, and that he is
- Jneligible for furt _ ; g et onest, zealous, and attentive in.

1% &
.

1K al endorsement.f|
15. In these circumstances, petitioner mos nbly bogs that your Excellency in

Council at leas s i il ) S T T
. y t, as the final appellate authority, will enter into the merits of the case, and by a
iusﬁ consideration of all gh; cri)f:ul;smnoes'ab%ve st forth, and of the long service (24 years),
e ieal and the integrity with which he has been serving Government, .'d‘hd the wrong which
ety 'elen done him, order his restoration to the post of Sheristadar of Periyakulam Taluk, or to
1ar post that may next fall vacant.

For wwhich act of justice petitioner, as in duty bdund; ghall ever pray.

No. 187. ‘ORDER THEREON, 17th Decembér 1878 No. 2,025.

E . Miscellaneous.

Tre petitioner will be informed

to the Secretary of State.
(Trog, Mélenetd . 0 0

(Signed) L. A CAMPBELL,
e Under Secretary to Government.
T°‘u“¢._'?eﬁtion My L :

Exd. A. F. Goodall
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