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: I The humble Petition of T. Obala - |
'i ’ ' ) O-a . Charlu, late Head Gumasta of
i ' |

Kudligi  Tahsildar’s  Office,

) _ . ) % L] , ' o Bellary Districr.
: . O A A v T T Pl %%MOST RespectruLLY SHOWETH :—
. o U I ! ‘ , That this is an appeal against the order of the
* 0( 220D Board of Revenue contained in their proceedings
Tw No. 3772 dated 17th August 1896, confirming the
: . Co order of the Collector of Bellary dismissin g Petitioner
] from service for reasons contained in the said

é' ;Oficer’s proceedings No. 1303 dated 10th April 96.

2. Petitioner considers it necessary t& briefly :

set forth here the circumstances under which one .
Gudapah of Kottur village, Kudligi Taluq was sent l
up to the Bellary Sessions to take his trial for the it
ffence of dishonestly destroying some valuable se- ‘

L . ' : - curity by tearing some pages of the Adangal and -
R _ SRR ol ] €e Chitta of Chikkakeriyaginahalli village. !
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3. This Gudapah was appointed Karnam gumastah 1)
m 1889 at the time of revision, on behalf of a minor .
and subsequently when it came to the notice of the =~ |
" Head Assistant Collector that ke was once dismissed. |
the service-in 1879, an order was immediat%lyissued
that his services should be dispensed with. When
the new Settlement was introduced into the Kudligi
Taluq in Fasli 1303, this Gudapah obtained posses-
,- sion of valuable lands in the village of Chikkakeriya-if

ginahalli by getting transfer applications to be put
in his favor and by substitating incorrect Survey
Nos. for the old Paimash Nos. of fields.  After the
receipt of some pseudonymous petitions, enquiry

as ordered to be instituted in the matter of thig

aud committed by Gudapah and before the Revenne

. ~ Inspector could re(f;ive this order and set himself

L/ ;to work, it was d.isc vel.'ed that some pages of the

| “ldangal and Chitta ( village account books) of the
village of Chikkakeriya#inahalli for . Fasl; 1302 re-
lating to the lands concerned in the fraud, lLiad beén
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these circumstances

9 -
torn out. The said Gudapah was charged under
and was committed to the

A

Bellary Sessions.

4. Inorder to determine Gudapah’s guilt, it become
necessary to examine some of the officials of the
Kudligi Taluq office on bebalf of the prosecution and

‘accordingly Petitioner and 5 others were examined.

Among the witnesses for the prosecution in this case,
the Sessions Judge questioned the veracity of 4 of
them and characterized their evidence as untruthful.
The victims to this unfortunate observation of the
Judge were Petitioner (8rd prosecution witness) Ma-
Harbhat (1lst prosecution witness) Rama Row (4th
prosecution witness) and Imam Saib (6th prosecution
witness). In consideration of the severe remarks
passed by the Judge in this case, the Collector of.
Bellary passed proceedings referred to above dismiss-
ing Petitioner and others from service. The Board

of Revenue restored two of the appellants and susa=-*

pended two others for 3 months although they were
found guilty by the Collector and although there were
not extenuating circumstances in their favor.

5. The charges levelled against Petitioner and
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for which he has been most unmercifully sacrificed . «

are (1) that he was privy to” the mutilation of the re-

cords and (2) that he made /'als-e statements concerning.,
them. :

6. . Petit;iouer begs respectfully to submit foxl" ‘
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His Excellency’s consideration that he was sent to
the said Kudligi Taluq in about 1894 and has been
there only 15 months, when this happened. He was

not an old official of the Taluq and was not much -
acquainted with the conduct and antecedents of ‘

people who often resorted to the Taluq Cutcherry '

_ on some business or other and whose appearance in

the office was never objected by those who were old
to the Talug, including the Tahsildar. Petitioner
therefore cannot be said to have better knowledge
of the antecedents of Gudapah than others in the
office, and if in this state of affairs he took no objec-.

tion to Gudapah’s presence in the office, will it 3 -

be consistent with justice, under this’ circumstance

N

alone, to hold that Petitioner was privy to the muti- "~
lation of records of which Gudapah was guilty o

Gudapah represented to Ra.ma Rao the Record
Clerk that he had obtained permission from Petxtx-
oner to look into the Adangal and Chitta and got
his fraudulent object accomplished. Petitioner never
gave such permission and granting that he did give
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Lim that permission, was it not for Rama Rao, an
old official of the Cutcherry and one well acquainted

" with the antecedents of Gudapah to ask Petitioner

if he had given such permission to Gudapah and
if he had, to advise him that Gudapah was a dan-
gerous man and should not be allowed to look into
the account books. How could Rama Rao believe
Gudapah’s statement, having known him fully as
he did, and place the records in his hands to facili-
tate the perpetration of this fraud and throw the
whole affair on Petitioner’s head? Does not this
conduct on the part of Rama Rao throw 'considerable .
suspicion and mfjolve him to a very - great extent in
GudaEahs fraudulent transaction and exofdrate
Petitioner from all blame ?

7. If the accusation against Petitioner that he
was privy to the mutilation of records 1s well founded,
then the conduct of the petxtloner does not bear the

-least characteristic touch of the alleved pr1V1ty For
as Head Gumastah (or Accountant) he is aware of
all records such as are material and connected with
this fraud, namely, transfer applications, Land Re-
gister, Paimash, Asamiwari Chitta §c. andif he was
privy with Gudapah, he would take care and see
that the accounts concerning the alleged torn pages
do not appear in any of those accounts. This he
would have done by destroying the necessary pages
in those books in order that the fraud may not be
detected.

8. With reference to the other charge against
Detitioner, namely, that he made false statements,
he submits that his conduct as a witness in the Ses-
sions Court and the circumstances under which he
gave evidence and made statements, have to be taken
into His Excellency’s merciful consideration. Peti-
tioner does not consider it necessary to narrate here
the circumstances under which he is said to have

. made false statements as the same have been pointed

o | \“ﬂrJ‘th_r rence to Imam Saib and Venkata-
narainapah whose cases have been very leniently

out in his statement made to the Collector and in

his appeal to the Board (vide his statement to the
! Collector dated 18-12-95 and his appeal to the Board
"senclosed).

dealt with by the Board, Petiticner ventures to sub-
mit the following observations as to the gravity of
their alleged questionablé conduct and begs that
after a consideration of this, Petitioner’s case may be
considered in the same way and justice meted out.



4

Tmam Sdlb 1s a Dufterband.  As such his duty is to
receive and give records. He knows to read and
write. This record keeper Rama Row could not
Liave given any paper to any one without this man’s
knowledge. (Gudapah’s antecedents are better
known to him (Imam Saib) than to any body else,
having been in the Taluq for a period of 18 years.
He has deposed that he saw Gudapah tore the pages
and yet as he was busy, he did not take notice of it.

This evidence has been questioned and the untrust- .

worthiness has been severcly pointed out by the Ses-
sions Judge. Can it not be held that he made false
statements and yet the Board restored him to office

service in that Taluq. He must know therefore
Gudapah’s conduct. He said that he saw Gudapah
looking into accounts on the 26th September, but as

. he was busy on that day, he failed to take. notice of
this conduct. Why not the same urgency of business

and hurry of work taken as a sufficient explanatlon in
extenuation of his (petitioner’s) conduct in having

made without any bad intention his alleged contra-
dictory statement in consequence . of multifarious
duties he had to do at the txme,,such as Head

. Gumastah’s work, Head ‘Accountant’s, Darkhast

Clerk’s, Pound accounts work, Treasury work as

" that was the last day of closmg the Treasury accounts

in that month. " Petitioner ° prays that his case also

‘ may be taken 1n the same merciful cons1de1 ation as

the Board were pleased to take of others.
10.  Petitioner most respectfully prays that Ilis

. Excellency will be pleased to kindly peruse his state-

ments and grouunds of his appeal preferred to the
Board of Revenue which Petitioner believes will
sufficiently explain the falsity or otherwise of his
statements and will disclose circumstances to His

“Excellency’s consideration as to the Petitioner’s in-

nocence in the whole fraud and then determine Pet;-

T,
bbadt = 2

‘with pay. Venkatanarainapah has about 10 years |=

tioner’s guilt. Petitioner under the circumstances, . .

regrets that his guilt should be inferred from the
alleged contradictory statements he is said to have
made, without any direct evidence connecting him
with the commission of the said fraud and feels
constrained to observe that the order of dismissa] s
very unjust and most illegal.

11. DPetitioner submits that he has put in 10
years good and spotless service under Government
and that for a supposed questionable conduct on
Petitioner’s part, he should be made to lose the be-
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nefit of that service, is too severe a punishment and

- one which unwarranted by the circumstances of the

case as it is, deprives Petitioner of bread throughout
his life.

12. Petitioner, the1 efore, throws himself upon
His Excellency’s mercy and prays that His Excell-

ency the Governor in Council will bé pleased after a .
~ careful consideration of this appeal and other papers

connected with this case, to cancel the ordel of the
Board of Revenue in this matter and meet out such
justice to your Petitioner as may appear just and

reasonable.

For which act of kindness and charity your Ex-
cellency’s Petitioner shall, as in duty bound, ever

pray.

D I T




.

e ot B i Ane e IR
r - ) ‘

- } @ﬁ 3
s B I e T T E R T U
'

) £ 009
, \ 16-7-v6
1 ’ ’

it

1, il Ak 4 e T
.

i

Sy,

%msebings “of the Bourd of Bebenne

( . (Land Revenue)

P

‘ col : Ho.Sﬁ“ﬁMLSC.,thCd‘éth Decenver 189G,
Wt " . B . .

RS

. . ‘ - Read Eadorsement. ol the Callector of Bellary,Dif.fio.4501 of
s e . ’ i ’
ST

‘ By i 1896,dated 24th Hovember 189¢,Torarding a nenorial to Go-
{ oL

T e eI T T

D P

1 , .
¥ smangs aaenerd
.
¥

vernnent Irom T,0bale Charlu late Ilead Cumastah oft ITudlighi
: !

T - ol
. Taluk orffTice.

P e
G e e RRTTRY ST

: - Recolution

g

" Subnitted to Government.
.
4 : ) : : ' a
N e

In Sessiong. Case Ho.75 orf 1895 on the file ol the

Digstrict Court, of Bellary,one Gudenah,disnissed karhan of

Lottur,vas charged with hoaving mutilated certain records ol
. the

- e T 2T
>
.

Iudligi Taluic CfTice,viz,the Adengal and Chittah of:

-y

EECH

o
"

Chikkekeriyeginahalli. village Tor TFasli 1302,vvhich contained
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Gudapah oo acquittcd)but the Sessions Judge remarked at the
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. Court.
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