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_ MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH :—

1. That the Memorialist has been dismissed the service for fraud in the
disposal of a darkast vide Exhibit I. being the Proceedings of the Collector dated
20th April 1895 Reference on No. 27  of 1895.

. Forest 5

2. The Honorable Board were appealed to but without success : vide Ex-
hibit 1. being the petition of appeal dated 23rd May 1895 and Exhibit III. being
Proceedings of the Board dated 2nd July 1895 No. 3281 Mis. L. R.

3. And now as the only quarter where he can hope justice dome him, he
ventures to look up to and rely upon your Excellency’s generous and just Govcrn.

ment.

4. It is the humble hope of the Memorialist that upon ordinary consi-
deration of the facts of his case, your Excellency’s truly benevolent Government will
be plea.sed to see that the finding as to his guilt both of the Board and Collector rests
more upon possibilities than upon probabilities, more upon imagination than upon the
reality of facts on record. It will be equally manifest to Government that the Memo-
rialist cannot, upon any sens:ble hypothesis, be connected with the fraud if fraud

| there is.

“ 5. The facts of the case are as follow:—

~ In August 1893, one Rame Goudan applied o the Collector for grant,
under the darkﬁst rules, of a block of abandoned sandalwood plantation, describing
the locality by boundaries and roughly noting its area as 30 acres. vide Exhibit IV.
Rame Goudan’s application dated 11th August 1893. This, of course, was transferrqd

to the Tahsildar gE dlsosa.l and on its receipt, the Tahsildar referred it to the Re-

venue Inspector for report after careful enguiry. The Revenue Inspector, after en-
quiring the village officers, vide Exhibit V. being the statement of the Gamam and

- Monegar to the Revenue Inspector and after personally inspecting the block darkas ,
~reported no objection to the grant and suggested that the required memormdnm,‘ B

might be called for from the Village Officers. Owing to the denial of a copy of thm
report, t the Mamonahst cannot submit it herewith as an Exhibit. But the A .
: ollector himself vide para 2 of his letter to the Bo dagéd
§ No. 1065 of 1895. Exhibit VI. Besides, there i
Petn. ;
. pqotor before the Tahsxldar in hght of'

qtatéi;‘ent, hereth’h ‘submltbed dated 12th December. 1893 was recelved in oﬁce
‘th a list of trees on the land vide Exhibits VII and VIIL respectively.
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trees upon rates prescribed to each kind of tre i
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Officers and the Revenue Inspector that the trecs were unfit for use otherwise than
as firewood, the Divisional Officer naturally and reasonably traced the responsibility
to the Village Officers and Revenue Inspector and even called for a report from
the Tahsildar as to what evidence was available for their criminal prosecution.

Vide Exhibit XIV Refce. on No. 19227 dated 3rd February 1895. The Memorialist

presumes that the Tahsildar Woul(i have submitted the report called for to the Dy.
Collector and this Officer has reported the result of his investigation to the Collector.

What the nature of these reports is the Memorialist cannot say owing to the fact

that copies of them have been refused to him  Vide Exhibits XV and XVI.

.On receipt of the above papers and othérs, theCollector records proeeedings
finding fraud in the disposal of the darkasts in question and holding the Memorialist
able for the fraud vide Exhibit XVIL

N

aceount

An explanation is then taken from the Memorialist vide Exhibit XVIIL. as

a form and he 18 dismissed the service.

6. That the Government have been cheated of their dues is more than
clear from the evidence on record. The question for the consideration of the
Government is whether the Memorialist has had any hand in the fraud. In the
it must be admitted that the Memorialist has had no personal knowlédge
the block under darkast. His knowledge is only derived from papers
These papers were furnished him by the Revenue Inspector and the Karnam. These
men reported thab the sandal wood trees on the land were withered young plants
fit only for firewood and the Memorialist valued them on the prescribed firewood rate.
The other trees on the land not being shown in the list as fit only for firewood,
their value has been fixed at the rabes prescribed for them. The fact that the
Memorialist calculated the value instead of having it done by the Forest Department
was once made a ground of inference against him. But the ground has been with-
drawn by the Collector himself. vide para 4 (2) of the Collector’s letter to the
Board Exhibit VI So that it will be clear to the Government that, in the
valuation of the trees, it is not the Memorialist whois to blame. There is a sort of
andertone in the Collector’s arguments to the effect that the Memorialist should not
have believed the acting Karnam. But the Collector would seem to overlook the
fact that both the permanent Karnam and Monegar say that the sandalwood on the
land were small ones and withering vide Exhibit V. and their statement has been
checked by the Revenue Inspector by a personal inspection of the block itself. How
then, can the Memorialist distrust the veports before him ? If the number aud nature
of the trees reported be incorrect and a loss results to Government, is 1t not more
reasonable and just to hold the reporters responsible rather thau the clerk who
worked ‘out the fotal value on preseribed rates ? Thus one of the grounds from which
the Collector infers fraud on the part of the Memorialist disappears. It 1s submitted
that this ground is the-only rational ground upon which the theory of fraud can be

built as agdinst the Memorialist.

first place,
of the nature of

¢ that the Government will nob find him wrong

ven in the matter of the non-reference o ]
The settlement register shows that the block as an assessed waste. The village Officers

who ought to have known the history of the block do not say in their statements
that the land was an abandoned sandalwood plantation or that it was once before ap-
plied for and refused vide Exhibit V. and columns 10, 11 and 13 of Exhibits VII. and

1X. Nor does the Revenue Inspector who was

emorialist know that the land was once under the Forest

How, then, can the M

divected to make careful enquirysay SO,
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¢ the darkasts to the Forest Department.
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C mble hope and prager of the Memorialist that upon the
t Your Excellency’s Government, will

hold out to him a succoura

7, /Tt s the humbi¢ e
R Aaratiolls, the Benevo AR 3
s foregomﬁ his case into f;wourable congideration,

o ploased to take e e
P;gphind and restore him to offic 3 thereby vindicating the cause of justice.
ineh :

For which act of chairity and justice, he ghall ever pray, as in duty bound.

i3 He begs to remain

Most Respected and Honored Sir,

S\u\&.:\ \.\s rﬁﬁ\ﬁ‘h l |

. - ; - e { '.
' A Your Excellency’s most obedient and

humble servant.
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froceedings of the Bourd of Debenne

(Land Revenue).

Nos 2401 Mis,,dated 27th May 18986,

|

Read the following letter from Herbert Bradley Esqr;,col-

lector of Céimbatore,to the Secretary to Government Revenue : o
[

Department,Thro"¢he Commiggioners of Land Revenue,Madras, ,

] . Ref, on Cur, No.l462/Rev, of 96,dated 16th Map 1898,

I have the honor to forward,an appeal to Govern-—

Eal L4,

ment from one Venkata Dasa Iyer appealing from an order of

the Board confirming my order dismissing him from the Service.,

’ /é’ma-
——f&dét@% ga)

| TZ";Z: //ﬂ/)“@w
74/49/141 9/&4/(/ S 2s =
- Laforé AZOév

} wilLZ
The facts of the case have been Ffully stated in this office
letter to the Board dated June 28nd 1895,Ref. on No.1065 /petn.
of 1895) I have little to add to that letter, |
2,With reference to the remarks in the latter half of page
4 of the petitionlI have to point out that the petitioner

£ could not have substituted a fresh Memorandum because the.
one on the record kerewme the Deputy Tahsildar’s signature.\

Resolution

Subnitted A0 Government,

i o The Board has no remarks to offer upon the present ap-
peal petition which has ‘been presented ¢ months after the
issue of the order appealed against,

(True Copy and BExtract)

1‘ ; we//&//" i
‘ Ag, Secre%ary.

To
The Secretary to Govt, R,D,,with Petn, to Govt.and its

enclosures, the latter to be returned,
Copy to the Collector of Coimbatore,with two files of

records returned,
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