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HIS EXCELLENCY -

= THE RIGHT HON’BLE ,

z il o THE GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,
FURTHER PAPERS. {I | s

= THROUGH THE COLLECTOR & BOARD OF REVENUE,

HABRAS.

The humble appeal petition of GOVINDU-
ILURI SURYANARAYANA lale Sub-
protem 2nd grade Revenue Inspector of

Gudivada Talug Kistna District.

, ; {E i ‘ : G.0. No. Department. Date.

Most ResPECTFULLY SHFWETH,

1. Petitioner was (until the Collector has

recently reduced him to the grade of a Taluk

Gumastah) permanent 2nd Gumastah on Rs.

90 in the Bander Taluk jand Sub-protem 2nd
Grade Revenue Inspector of Gudxvada Taluk
in the District of Kristna. |

S, SRR 5,

i L " The facts of the case in which your Fxcel-
Jency's humble petitioner has been made the
vietim of great official ngour and injustice

are as follows :—

Your Excellency’s humble petitioner, Reve-
nue Inspector of Gudivada Taluk {Kistna

- District in the course of his duties, inspect-

ed the Village of OChinapalaparru on the
93rd of March 1895. On examining the Vil-
lage Adungal for F. 1304 petitioner found an

entry by the Curnum of the Village to the effect

i : ~that he had in his own occupation a piece of
i Village site bounded by a mud wall about 3
e s o feet in height measuring 7 cents, of which
MY st 4 Cents were occupied with permission and 3
' ~ without permission and he  (the Curnam)
- prayed for a grant of title deed for the extent
encroached upon, :
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2, Believing the Curnam’s recorded note
in the Adungul to be correct, your Excellency’s
humble petitioner made a remark that the
grant prayed for, might Te made,

3. Bub shortly after learning that the
Curnam’s entry in the. Adungul was false,
made with a view to facilitate the grant, peti-
tioner, on the very same day, measured the site
in question and found that it covered only 4
Cents, which were already granted to him.
After censuring the Curnam for his fulse en-
try, the petitioner, scored out the remark
he had made a fow hours ago and in liew of it

recorded just below it, that no fresh grant of @

tsite need be made but a title deed might be
issued only for 4 Cents granted to him for

building purposes by the Tabsildar on the 16th
January 1894,

4. About 6 weeks after this, 23rd of March
1895 (Vide para 2 of Collector’s pro.) the Col-
lector went to Gudivada for Jamabundi and
on the 30th April, the Adungul account of this
Village was as usual produced before one of the
Collector’s Clerks for preliminary inspection.

The sheet which contained the two ahovemen- | :

tim}ed remarks, one scored oyt and the other
revised, attracted hig notice and the petitioner
was advised to replace the sheet by a new one
without Scoring or erasure. This was accord-
ingly done by the Gurnam with the petitioner’s
knowledge as he had no reason to doubt the
bonafides of the advice. The new sheet did
not, of course contain the scored out remarks
but was in other respects a gennine copy of
the original.  The Curnam got the new sheet
sealed in the Taluk Office and he placed the
Adungul account again before the Huzur Clerk
on the 2nd of May 1895. Then, the Huzur
Clerk, called for the o]q sheet, only, as he al-
leged to compare and check the figures eon-
taiped in both the sheets. He seems to have

.had 8 lurking desire of drawing the petitioner
'fo & scrapo and accordingly placed  the twe .

sheets before the Huzny Sheristadar, who call-

ed for instantaneous written explanations from
the petitioner and the Huzuy Clerk concerned
and took statements in Lis own hand from the
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Curnam, fiom the Carnam’s Gumastah and
from the Taluk peon in charge of the Taluk
Head Accountants seal. The petitioner order-

‘ed the Taluk peon in the open office to send the

Cnrnam to him after affixing the Head Accoun-
tants seal on one or two sheets, having been
spoiled with the scored out remarks. The
petitioner later on, on the same day, sub-
mitted a second and fuller explanation to
the Collector but the second explanation was
n some inexplicable way, delayed till the
7th May 1895, in 1eaching the Collector, who
on that account misconstrued it, as an after
thought. On the 7th of May 1895, the Col-
lector passed an unjust proceedings inflicting
upon your humble petitioner (of 14 year’s Gov-
eanment setvice of which 4 years as a Revenue
Inspoctor) the threefold punishment of reduc-
tion from Rs. 85 to 15, suspension for a year
and transfer to a remote Division: '

5. Against these proceedings, your Excel-
lency’s humble petitioner appealed to the
Honorable Members of the Revenue Board,
who dismissed the appeal and declined to
interfere without considering the petitioner’s
long service, the absence of all motives on his
part to do wrong, and the severity of the punish

- ment meted out,

6. As a last resort and in full éonﬁden‘ce,

 that mercy will be shown to him, your humble

petitioner now presents this appeal to your

gracious Excellency and craves for generous
consideration of the same.

7. Your Excellency’s humble petitioner
will next submit his explanation on each of
the 8 charges brought against the petitioner

by the Collector in his Proceedings No. 1507

dated 15-5-95.

1. Entering a false remark in the Adungul
calculated and presumably intended to enable

a Village Curnam to ocoupy Village site with-

~ the removal of th
- substituting for it another and omitting from
- it the false remarks contained in the original

£

out autho:if;y.

:',»éptitious;! Yy removing or conniving at

2. Burr
| g‘laf the page of the Adungul and
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3. Committing himself to falsehood in
his defence.

Your Excellency’s humble petitioner respect-
fully submits the following explanantion with
respect to each of them.

The difference between the extent of the site
as measured first by petitioner and afterwards
by the Acting Ver Head Olerk is due to the
following reasons.

The petitioner measured the site on the 23rd
of March 15895 and found it to contain 4062%
square links. Six weeks after (i. e. 5th Mareh)’
under the orders of the Collector, the Acting
Ver. Head Clerk measured the same site and
found it to contain 5659} square links. Even
according to his measurement it would be 5§rd
Cents but not full six Cents as stated by him
Such insignificant difference of 1 or 2 Cents
generally occurs in measuring mud walls of
saline nature with the incorrect chain, Such
slight difference can be found out every where.
The petitioner suspecting the inaccurate mea-

surement of the Ver Hd. Clerk addressed the = =

Collector on more than one occasion to have
ground re measured by another competent
Officer, 'This, the Collector,was not pleased t0
do. Tt is possible that the Curnam, thinking
that the site would not be remeasured, might
have encroached on a little more or wight
have purposely done so by bolstering up the
wall from outside with mud if not by by actual
shifting as there is ample vacant Village site
both on the south and western side of the en-
croachment. It was the Carnam who was to

bebenefitted by encroaching upon the site who

made a false entry in the Adungul, who mis-

representated the Revenue Inspector and whi ™

obtained the seal of the Taluk Ilead Accoun-
tant. The Ver Head Clerk’s remark that the
walls appear to be old cannot be mugh re jed
on, as in a saline soil like this, bare walls

exposed to the sun, wind, and rain, would look
old even after a few weeks, and even the mosb
experienced persons cannot state the exact ago
of such Waus, heae
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The Collector’s 2nd and 3rd Gemds are based
onthe first, wherein he attributes dishonest
motive tothe petitioner and must stand or

fall with it.

If your Excellency believe the "honest plea
that the old sheet was replaced by a new one
under the advice of the Huzur Clerk, for the

sake of neatness, there can be no dishonesty . A

&SE& connivance of dishonesty in the act, If
there were any dishonest motive on the part
of the petitioner, the sheet in question would
have been removed between the date of the
original entry 23-395 and 30th April 1806,
when the Adungul account was first produced
before one of the Collectors Clerks for inspec-
tion (Vide para 1 of Collectors Pro.) The peti-.
tioner humbly submits that if the sheet were wrad
not removed with the kngwledge and under
the advice of the Collectors Clerk, he could not
have detected an interpolated sheet containing
the usual remarks in a book containing hun-
dreds of pages. Ifthething were done dis-
honestly, Your humble petitioner would have
taken care (as men of ordinary prudence do) to
destroy the old sheet without leaving it with
the Curnam, and the fact that the removed
page was left with the Curnam without des-
truction as a thing immaterial, would clearly

- show that the petitioner did it not with a.ny dis-

honest motive. 7

As to the Collector’s remark in paragraph
8 of his Proceedings, the opinion of the Board
recorded in Boards Pro. No. 3040 8-8-95 Mis.
that the petitioner was guilty of repeated false-
hood, the petitioner humbly submits that dur-
ing the long service of 14 years and odd, the
only occasion in which your humble petitioner
was found fault with, was, in connection with a
mishap, which occured in 1593. The petitioner

- enteredin his diary that between the 2Sth

“June and 1st July 1893, he visited the Villages
‘of Bantumilli and Cherukumilli which are close
Masulipatam, Head Qrs. of the Taluk.

~ Even men of higher education cannot say

: ,v,yhé,t‘took place yesterday. In such a case

“what value might be attached to the statements
given after a week, by the Village Munsiff of
‘Bantumalli, who rarely lives in the Village
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' ' during the day time and to that of an ignorant ‘ B NG G, W \ O ; .
dull headed washerman M. Lakshmudu peon, : Wi TR o o i3 i (#C%}

that the petitoner was in Bander from the 28th
June 1893. On the report of the Tahsildar : e\ v ‘,_ = s
charging the petitioner with the false entry in e\
the diary, the Acting Head Qr, Dy. Collector . : d
. who was in charge of the Dn, addressed the - i S i 1 k 2; g -/‘é—,,L & AL
' Collector in his letter No, 884 dated 13-9-93 | N\ ' SN 2% Ml7/
(Public Copy is hereinenclosed) recommending : : \ :
the cancellation of the petitioner's Acting 1st ] \ =T ,
grade given to him for 2 months and his rever- O Sty 5 N N M - N g ? r

sion to his permanent appointment on Rs. 35 J
A,

as 2nd grade Rev, Inspector. On this, the ) e LAY
resent Collector reduced tl stitioner to & - e o N /( %
I educed the petitior o Ry > AN\ N Zd‘/ a2

post of a Taluk gumastah on Rs 15. : - \ Sy Mo ),_'/’(—_
5 : ™ ) Y \ . ',C %{ ;

On the intercession and strong representation
of the permanent Head Qr. Dy, Collector, the

Collector has taken a favourable view of the | 4 \ b
4, . . P | d ; X 5
petitioner and reinstated him in course of about ]' ;/-(/g ('W
4 months as 2nd grade Rev. Inspr. The Acting ' ‘
, :

Head Qr. Dy. Collector in his letter says that
the petitioner ought not to have come to Masuli-
patam without leave. Petitioner submits that

. L ! ‘
- no leave is necessary and whenever work com. 1 <L> - % AM W
; | e £ |
B

pells him to attend he can come as the peti- s )
b tioner will have much work to attend to but ' : ; Can X

could not exactly remember whether he had - q -

- . been to Cherukumulli or Masulipatam on the I 4 2 \
30th June and 1st July as the petitionervhad F e LN g - s ; i

unfortunately lost his note Book. The petitioner | ) \ w/() 0? t/CC;
never meant to falsify his diary and made no | \ = Q%a - | 4
secret visit to Bander, on the occasion as it was R ‘ g
done only in connection with his official duties : : G iy, \
as Bander being the petitioner’s Head Qr. % et
station of the Taluk. Whatever view the Col-

o lector might at first have taken of petitioners / - . : -
. . .C “ Ny g &‘Q N , 4 1\
S short visit to the Taluk ead Quarters, petl-: L » ity o AR, ) S
g tioner submits that it is hardly fair to punish T - e s \ _Zx/?%/‘ “'/( 7 ;

him again for an offence for which he hdl i o i, S8 e
cither beeh punished before, or as the petitioner e S 2
hopes on a right understanding of the incident, ,

was thoroughly eondoned. I Pa e o ’ -

In conclusion therefore Your Excellency’s 3! s :
humble petitioner humbly prays that your A A f 4}/)}{9
Eeellency in Council, may be pleased to grant - -5 , = ﬂ xz/7
a generous consideration to all the facts above ] :

represented and restore the petitioner to the ' , / u

Revenue Inspector’s post aud order cancel- . oy 5 o ey : > A [ Ay PP L‘Af/? %
ment of his suspension, '*f;u ‘, ; L\ )
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