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THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO GOVERNMEN™,

- | ~ MADRAS.

The humble appeal petition of Mohammed Imam
1st Grade peon No. 41 of Rajahmundry Circle,
Coconada Sub Division, Godavary.
Most HoNozep Axp REspEcTED SIR, | '
Your humble petitioner has been a 2nd Grade Zamadar on Rs. 12/0 up

: ® ¢ 4.10-95 in charge of Godarigunta Fish curing yard in Penuguduru Circle, . He
. has been reduced from that post to the present post by the Assistant Commissioner

Coconada Sub Division whose order has been upheld by the Deputy Commissioner
in his Proceedings No. 539 dated 8-3-96 (enclosed) to whom an appeal was preferr.

ed by your humble petitioner.

Your humble petitioner hagnot been favoured with justice from the Board
of Revenue also to whom an appeal was preferred by him and the Proceedings of
the Board of Revenue Mis. No. 4307 dated 14-10-96 upholding Deputy Commi.
ssioner’s order No. 2451 dated 30th August 1896 is enclosed.

2, This is an appeal to the Honorable Government to cancel the said order
nad to reinstate your humble petitioner in his former office.

' The facts of the case are as follows :—

3. Your humble petitioner, while he was in charge of thé,Godarigunta F.
C. Yard, submitted an indent on 6-8-95 to the Inspector Penuguduru Circle for- 24

maunds of salt, as the stock in hand was quite exhausted.

4. According to the Indent he received a supply of 12 bags of salt which
were sent on two bandies in charge of the yard peon whom your petitioner had de-
puted. On the way 4 bags (2 on each bandy) got wet on account of the rain which
fell that day between 2 and 5 P. . The bandies reached the yard at about 7 p. i
To weigh the consignment, there were no scales available in the yard which can
weigh a bag of 2 mds. weight. Thc? seals &c on the bags were in good order. The
bandy people were hurrying for their wages. '.'l‘he petitioner was therefore obliged
to pay off the hire mentioned in the passport given to the peon who accompanied

the consignment and he returned the passport acknowledging the receipt of the

consignment.

5. The petitioner did also report that 4 of the bags got wet and that there
would be a deficiency of 10 seers of salt in all the 4 bags.” He could not report the
exact loss of the salt as he had got no proper scales.

6. ‘On 11-8-05 he opened one of the wetted bags for distribution of salt to
the curers. e upportioned the salt in 16, five seers boxes in equal parts and sold
the salt in 9 boxes, seven boxes were remaining as there is a Board order to this
cffect to avoid damages. ‘

‘7. The Sub Inspector of Coconada Range came on 15-8.95 for inspection
and weighed the salt in the 7 boxes remaining. The machine was wrong i, e. insensi«
tive, The beam stays away where it is slopped. The Sub Inspector said that
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there was a deficiency of one seer in each of the 7 boxes
| ed to him the cause for the loss, firstly, that the boxes .o tai
i Wetl.be.d bags and so there would certainly be some defic; Ppertaine? to ons of the

addltl‘on to that, the machine was wrong. "The Sub Ing e: cty st Zndly, that, in
j fnachme was wrong. To find out whether the salt undef i: o 31180 found that the
it could‘ perfectly.r ‘be ascertained from the salt cakes form Zpectxon was wet or not,
L : :;x]::;s '21};2 r:‘:;t1§ner requested the Sub Inspector to,insp:cta;;thzhetbbouom of tho
! g e refused to do so saying that the seals on thoe 1;31' three wettﬁ

ags were a

! r.ght and so he need not inspect th
j Tnspector. P em. He reported the loss o the Circle

The petitioner explain-

8. The Circle Inspector sen

' . t for th

| ‘hm% (?n 4-10-95 at Penuguduru. The Ing :c
petitioner, the yard peon who accompanieg t

tor on 7-10-95 at Coconada which j§ a mile o

the petitioner’s reduction t
0 the A
other bags. ot Com

petitionfzr and took a deposition from
tor agaim took statements from the
he consignment and the Sub Inspec-
f.fff'om Godarigunta and recommended
missioner without even examining the

9, The main
. grounds on wh;j
ares which he recommende

d the petitioner’s reduction
(i) That there wa i |
| 8
| maintained atnl(’)eflam on that day according to the rain register
(ii.) o uguduru and Jagannayakapnr factorice i
ab _the petitioner reportea on th N
received by him in good order o

(ii}) That there wag g diseri

assport that the bags were

10. With regard to {he

rain over the whole Taluq or Division ?

IBt ro epn e . .
ground,’if i Taing, 18 it a point that it should

it needs hardly b
for a short perio
apt to be melte
water. Furthe
there was a gho
ble and calleq ¢

It is a plain fact and

8 discusg .
ed. A slight showor of rain which lasts

d will ¢o to dam
d away a4 the
r when the yar
}Vlver of rain, the
) @ shower g
(1) The Inspector's 2nd

dlnsbant it;. comes in contact, with
Ipeon sald in his statcment that
-0 inspector made the fact very fec-
slight drizzle. g
ground i ..
. bags'Werls tha!f the petitioner endorsed on the
quite contrary to .the petit,’ﬁ I"ﬂl’elved by him “all right” which is
. 10ner’s allegation in hi itt |
18 deposition that
the bags in which
ndors passpor, :‘Ei*:gti of Salb.in them. Ttis truo that he
right” The Petitioner, i oo ® consignment was received **all-
damage caused t, the s:aalg : mttl‘xnglfo, o shat there was no
cAS b g o P the bags and no mischief done to
petitioner mad, wet of the bags and wastage of salt, the

as -
date, eberate report vido the P, 4 report of tho samo

ago the salt, an article naturally -

1

| 3

O '

(iii) - As for the Inspector’s 3rd ground, he reports that the petitioner in
bis statement dated 4-10-95 said thap{he did not report the amount
of wastage and that he entered 10 seers in his P, 4. as the amount
of wastage, that a portion of the entry in P. 4. isin a different ink
and that as the petitioner could not explain the discripancy, he
saisappropriated the deficient quantity of 7 seers of salt. Here the
Tnspector misunderstands the petitioner. The petitioner entered
in his P. 4. the 10 seers a8 the approximate amount of wastage.
In his deposition dated 4-10-95 be said that he did not report the
amount of wastage by that he meant the exact amount of wastage.
Io entered in his P. 4. only the approximate amount but not the
exact amount as he got no proper scales as he already stated;
Now the difference of ink. The difference was not dus to the ink
bottle. The ink was one and the same. The petitioner made the
entry at two different intervals with two different pens. He began
to make the entry without ascertaining first the amount of wast-
age in the bags, The first postion of the entry he made with his
usual black pen and then stopped with adoubt to enter the amount
of wastage. He went to the wetted bags, touched them and satis-
fied himself that the amount of wastage would be 10 seers appro-
ximately. He came back to his seat, took, by mistake, a different
pen which he used to write in powder ink and completed the entry.
S0 the latter portion of the entry appears a little white. Hence
the diffence. Theso mistakes of trivial nature are most common
among sll classes of officials. The same facts, the petitioner sta-
ted in his deposition before the Inspector but he took no notice of
tbem and much more, he ascribes tke difference in ink to the non-
genuineness of the entry and concludes that the petitioner mis-
appropriated the 7 seers of salt. The petitioner humbly begs the
Honorable Government to judge how much injustice is done to the

petitioner.
The Sub Inspector from the very beginning bears a natural hatred
r who being a Mohammadan, On account of this caste preju-
known cause which the petitioner canuot explain, the peti=
that the Sub Inspector has created in the Circle

11,
towards the petitione

dice and some other un
nd ventures to say
ilfealing towards the poor servant.

ngs to a respectable family. His grandfather was

His father is a pensioned Head Constable.
der Government and discharged his duties to
He had more than once been appointed to
If the petitioner’s

tioner doubts 8
Tnspector sOme

12. The petitioner belo
o Naik in the Military Departrnent.
The petitioner has a long service un

:re satisfaction of his superiors,
::e ;netr:]e)orary Su osts by the same Inspector.
e

conduct is nob good, 1 happen to be appointed so,

13. When he ha
of the Godarigunta Fish ¢

b Inspector’s P
t would not
d to revert for the last time, he was ordered to take charge
aring yard tbough be represected that he was quite
S aneo to the work but bis entreaties were of no avail and he accordingly took
e of the yard and has been performing his dutics. The petitioner applied
::::ciet: the Inspector to crapsfer him to some other place or grant him leave as
the water of that place Was not agreable with l'1im. But hi.s.requeSt was neit}:er
complied with nor a0y endorsement given to him. The petitioner prescnted him-



sions the Inspector refused to comply i
a scornful look to get away from hig Presen
" the Inspector towards this unforty

ce. All this illfeeling 0n the part of
Sub Inspector’s prejudice and ma];

nate and poor servant seems to be due to the
ce against the petitioner, - -

| II, The petitioner hag got 14
III.  As the petitioner proved j

IV. The petitioner wag neithep 8

7-95 from the petitioner,
Leave application No. p.

4-29 dateq 2.8.95 from the petitioner.

RAJAHKUNDRY,
' Dated ,_” 3//3 ”\/’:} o
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