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TO
BHis Excellencp the Right Honorable the Gobernor,
in Couneil, Fort Saint Georq;’.

Mudras.

The humble petition of N. Sundaram late Forester Godavery District appealing

‘ against the order of the Conservator of Forests Northern Circle dated 14-9-1893 and

the resolution of the Board of Revenue in reply to the Pgtitioner’s appeal thereon
dated 31-1-1896 Forest No. 150, respectfully showeth:—

1. That the Petitioner had been a Forester incharge of a Range in the upper

Godavery Division and was on leave without pay. from the 1st July 1895 for two

months.
2. That the Petitioner applied for an extension of leave for three months on

private affairs and was refused. .

3. That the acting Conservator Mr. Hooper who passed on 27th August 1895
the Yellamanchili Station by train, sent for the Petitioner who accordingly visited that
officer in the train. That the -Petitioner was suffering at the time from general de-
bility, joint pains, and spleen and that he nevertheless obeyed the Conservator’s Order.
That in this interview the Conservator questioned the Petitioner as to the return of a
reward voucher of the Salt Department and then directed the Petitioner to rejoin his
appointment as the Petitioner would not be given the extention applied for. That im-
mediately afterwards, the erain left the Station and the poor Petitioner had no oppor;

tunity to_properly acquaint.the, Conservator with the then state of his health. That
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the Petitioner had then no alternative but to proceed to rejoin his appointment, not-
withstanding ¢he deplorable condition of his health.

4. That the Petitioner while thus thinking of leaving Yellamaachili was un-

_ fortunately taken ill all on a sudden and was insensibly laid up with high fever for

three days. That after partial recovery on 31st August 1895, the date of the expiry
of Petitioner’s leave, he addressed a letter to Mr. Jackson the District Forest Officer
Godavery who was the Petitioner’s immediate superior, praying for a letter to the medieal
officer Yellamanchili or Vizagapatam in view of undergoing the medical examination
for the requisite medical certificate. The Petitioner received no reply from Mr. Jackson.

5. That on 6th September 1895, the Petitioner was served by a peon of the
Conservator with an order of suspension which also contained a direction for the Peti-
tioner to appear before the Conservator on or before the 9th idem. That the Petition-
er in the hope of securing a letter to a medical officer accordingly proceeded to Waltair
and appeared before the acting Conservator Mr. Hooper. That the Petitioner was dis-
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d, as instead of being given the necessary letter to the medical officer, he re-
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ceived a most unfair treatment from Mr. Hooper the acting Conservator who turned a
deafear to the Petitioner’s request and laid much stress on the Petitioner’s unavoidable
delay of four days in writing to the District Forest Officer Godavery.

6. That the Petitioner having thus been refused the necessary letter and told

by the Conservator to write from Yellamanchili all the other things which the Peti-

tioner had to further represent, came away to Yellamanchili and asked the Conservator
in \\'riting for a letter to the Medical Board as the Petitioner was afraid that the Dis-
trict Surgeon would be influenced against him. That the Petitioner having been whol-
ly unable to undergo the fatigues of a journey into the most malarious parts of the up-

per Godavery Talugs also proposed to resign his appointment, should- the letter to the’

Medical Board be refused. That the humble petitioner had no alternative but to pro-
pose to resign, as the Conservator was persistently setting at naught the Petitioner's
request, °

7. That consequent upon these facts, the Conservator’s order declaring the for-
feiture of the appointment by the Petitioner ensued. That the Petitioner submitted an

appeal against the order of the Conservator to the Board of Revenue Madras and could
get no redress. Hence this appeal:—

8. That the Petitioner by way of explanation of the sey
against him in the Conservator’s order and in the Proceedings of the
now appealed against, most respectfully submits the followin
venign consideration.

eral points raised
Board of Revenue
g for Your Excellency’s

(1). The acting Conservator in his proceedings above
say that the Petitioner segmed to be in sound health on the 27th August 1895, the date
on which the Petitioner met the Conservator on the platform of? the Yellamanchili
Railway Station. This impression of the Conservator was, according to the Petitioner's
belief, the cause of what followed7 As to this allegation, the Petitior?er respectfully begs
to say that he served in malarious tracts of Vizagapatam and Godavary Districts and
there, contracted malarial fever which was the immediate cause of the Petitioner’s leave
in the first instance. The Petitioner was not well, having been suffering from spleen
and general debility and yetin response to the Conservator's order, met tohe Conservator
at Yellamanchily Railway Station with great difficulty. The Petitioner having had no
sufficient time to represent fully this grievance to the acting Conservator, the Ct:)nserva-
tor was led into & wrong belief that the Petitioner was i good health an,d directed him
to rejoin his appointment. Thmfggtjoner replied that he was too ill to quit home. To
the Petitionter’s great misfortune, the Conservﬁtb?‘“f&l&”ﬁ?}"'hééd of the - Petitic;ner’s
nity to make a further representation of

humble reply and the Petitioner had no opportu
his. case in more convincing terms.” The Petitioner was pot therefore in sound

health.

‘ (2). The Conservator saysin the concluding sentence of para 3, that the

" Petitioner told him on 9th September 1895 that he had intended to go to ;'ejoin his

appointment immediately after the refusal of leave by the Conservator ang that he had

not therefore brought his illness'to the Conservator’s notice op 27th August 1895.
The Petitioner is sorry to state that he never spoke to the Conservator like tlc;is,

quoted was pleased to

(3). The Petitioner was found fault with in para 4 for having not gone to
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the Doctor and for having put off writing to the District Forest Officer till 31st August
1895. At this crisis, the then Hospital Assistant of Yellamanchily was laid up with
illness and his help could not therefore be sought. Neither could the Petitioner who
was insensible think of writing to Mr. Jackson the D. F. O. until 31st August 1893,
The delay therefore in writing to the District Forest Officer was due soley to the Peti-
tioner’s state of unconsciousness but not to his intention to resign, as stated by the
Conservator in para 4.

(4). When Petitioner pleaded illness on the 9th September 1895, the Con-
servator threatened to speak to the District Surgeon unfavourably to the Petitioner.
The Petitioner was driven to despair and consequently wrote in his communication of
the 10th September 1895 that he would resign his appointment if he could not be sent
to the Medical Board without reference to the District Surgeon. The Petitioner
begs to submit that the Conservator was no authority to décide the state of the Peti-
tioner’s health. If the acting Conservator had suspicions as to the Petitioner’s plea of
illness, he should have sought of his own accord, professional opinion. Instead of do-
ing it, he led himself into an erroneous belief that thg Petitioner having once been re-
fused extension of leave on private affuirs, falsely brought forward the plea of ill
health.

(5)- The Petitioner after abatement of high fever and return of conscious-
nessasked on 3lst August 1895 his immediate superior for a letter to medical officer.
Mr. Jackson could have without reference to the Acting Conservator acceded to the
Petitioner’s request. The matter was simple and if Mr. Jackson had given the neces-

sary letter without much ado, the Petitioner would not have come to grief.

(6). The Petitioner was no direct subordinate of Mr, Hooper. And there
are apparently no grounds for him to have sent for the Petitioner so often and bronght
him to this plight.

(7). Mr. Jackson neither furnished the Petitioner with the letter desired -

nor sent him any reply. It is therefore obvious that neither Mr. Jackson nor} !

Mr. Hooper cared very much to acquaint themselves with the real state of things, * '
Mr. Hooper was not evidently disposed to treat the Petitioner with any degree of leni-
ency. His order of suspension was served on the Petitioner by a peon of the acting
Conservator personally, instead of being Communicated through his immediate superior
Mr. Jackson. Before passing an order of forfeiture of appointment on the Petitioner,
the acting Conservator should hava called through Mr. Jackson for an explanation of
the Petitioner’s Case.- The refusal of extension of leave, the order of suspension and
eventually the declaration of the forfeiture of appointment, all these, came offin an incre-
dibly short period of 18 days; during most part of which, the poor Petitioner was
confined to bed. The Petitioner therefore submits that his hard service of nearly nine
years in jungles was wholly ignored and not in the least considered by the Conservator;
who accorded to the Petitioner the most unfair treatment. The Conservator seemed to
have been bent on disposing of the Petitioner's Case 10 as adverse & roauner as possible.

oINS A e NG U ST

. (8). The Petitioner put in an application recklessly for an extension of Ieav:
on private affairs without allowances, although he was suffering at. the time from_a pro-
longed illness; simply because the poor Petitioner thought that leave without allow-
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‘without pay. The refusal of leave was intimated to

* the Petitioner’s illness and the extent to w

4

ances would be readily extended, the original leave itself being oneon private affairs |

the: Petitioner on 27th August 1895
and the Petitioner fell ill on the 28th, The Conservator says that the Petitioner should
have started on the 27th only to have rejoined his appointment, The Petitioner having
been ill and also in the expectation of getting extension was quite unprepared to start
literally on the day of the receipt of the order refusing extension,

(9).  The acting Conservator wasg unable to discover no extenuating Circum-
stances in the Petitioner's Case; the Petitioner begs however, to submit the following

in this ccnnection. - A

(a). The Petitioner did not attend the local hospital, because the hospital ] '
assistant was laid up with illness, : '

(). The delay in writing to the District Forest Officer was unavoidable,
as the Petitioner was laid up with high fever in a state of unconsciousness.

>

(¢). The Petitioner did represent to the Conservator at the Railway
Station that he was too ill to revert to his duty.,

his appointment,

(). Itis true that the Conservator threatened to speak to the District,l
Surgeon Vizagapatam in a mannep unfavourable to the Petitioner. '

(/). The Conservator took upon himself to set aside the Petitioner’s plea
of illness without reference to any medical officer and  decided on the strength of bis
own belief that the Petitioner wag simply' pretending illness,

(2). No formal explanation was taken from the Petitioner in due course
nor were any charges formally drawn up.

charges in writing and obtaining the Petitioner’s explanation thereto through the
Petitioner’s immediate superior, confused the Petitioner verbally with a lot of questions
which only tended to make the Petitioner desperate. This is admitted by the Conser-
vator himself in para 12 of his proceedings under reference, . )

- () The Conservator was obviously prejudiced against the Petitioner and

Petitioner’s Case on a wrong basis and in a hurried manner,

(£). The Conservator deemed it “unnecessary to enquire into the nature of
hich such illness prevented the Petitioner

from rejoining his :{ppointment in time." The humble Petitioner is not able to under-

stand how such enquiry could be needless, since especially the Petitioner would have,

in all probability, been granted the extension of leave applied for by l}ifn, if ,the Conser-

vator had enquired into the matter and satisfied himself as to the Petitioner’s then state

s

(@).  The Petitioner never told the Conservator that he proposed to resign/ )
: 4
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lc;a iezl:b and as to the Petitioner’s consequent nability to returp to work. It should
¢ considered whether the Petitioner. oversiayed his leaye wilfully or from

causes over which ke had no control.  As this had not been done by the Conservator

» 10 spite of the Petitioner’s Tepeated prayers, re.
he Petitioner hag thus

fl:e P;,tgloner Was, moreover, in a gtate of bad health an{ jt s only natural, that the kY
. , & £ by
State of Detitioner’s ming could not but be 1 consonance with the state of his body. N

of.tl(xie ;'oreg'oing facts and arguments by Your Excellency’s jx_kt, impartial and\ livers].
minde Government, Whose mercy the Petitioner implores in a mosf unqalified

years in gbe Petitioner .after laborious, faithful, anq approved service of nearly 9
- dePartment which tayeq one’s energy to the utmost, has been all op 5 sudden
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