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To
His Excellency,. - -
__ the Viceroy in Council,
CALCUTTA.

The humble petition of Gurusami Iyer of
Mannargudy, Chidambaram Talug, South
Arcot District.

o

That your Excellency’s poor petitioner submitted the accompanying appeal to His
Excellency against the order of the Government of Madras, declining to interfgre
with the petitioner's appeal prefered in connection with the petitioner’s dismissal
from the Maniem office of Rajendrasholaéam andit was returned to him for non.
compliance of certain formalities shown in Endorsement No. 3579 of 23-12-95
(Exhibit J) herewith sent.

2. The omissions kindly pointed out have heen supplied and the appeal i3 re-
submitted for His Excellency’s benign considsration. As the petitioner had hjther-
to been entangled in a series of difficulties in domaestic life he wasnot in a position
to resubmit the appeal with its connected papers a little earlier. The petitioner begs
that Iis Excellency may be graciously pleased to accept this appeal as a matter of
grace and render justice to the poor petitioner’s cause by ordering his restoration to
the Maniem office in question which he and his ancestors had held for good many
years or by favouring him with an Endorsement that ths order of dismisssal would .
not affect him in receiving any other vacant office of a village Carnam or Monigar.

For this act of kindness and charity, the petitioner; as in duty bound ever pray.

13th June 1897, » .« ~

The petitioner begs to remain:
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i' : " His Excellency The Governor
f in Council, Fort St. George,

S

| T | o - -~ MADRAS.

° | ] - : ' - The humble appeal” of Gurusawmi Iyer
’ - of Rajenthirasolagan, Mannargudy, Chi-
) ' dambaram Talug, South Arcot District,
against the decision of the Head Assistant
. Collector of South Arcot dismissing the
B : ‘ petitioner from the office of Maniam Munsif
of Rajenthirasolagan, Mannargudy, Chi-
dambaram Talug, South Arcot District.

Most RESPRCTFULLY SHOWETIL.

Explanation . That your petitioner was informed by the Tahsildar on 22-10-94 that he was
for delay. dismissed under the orders of the Head Assistant Collector of South Arcot District

‘)\ . dated LA 4ot he appealed -against that order to the District Collector and the -

2.10-94 ‘ )
District Collector dismissed the petitioner’s appeal as time-barred. Vide Exhibit
; LU

' " B & C. Then your petitioner appealed to the Revenue Board and that Honourable

Bt ¥"¥1 /- Board also refused his appeal for the same reason Vide Exhibit D. Your Petitioner

127 did not know that the appeal should be made within a month. ‘Although he sent the

Vide Exixibit same appeal again it was in the same way rcjected. The Tahsildar never endorsed

A on my dismissal order that within a certain time I should file the appeal which your

S A petitioner submits is necessary underthe Board’s Standing Order No. 178, Paragraph

, g "‘L{’”"‘"{’ 12.  So having regard to the ignorance of your humble Petitioner he requests that
B : S | !:/VV\“';) your Excellency be pleased to take up this appeal and consider it on its merits.

oo : ) 4

X Causes that 2. 'That your Excellency’s petitioner lumbly requests to put forth the causes
led to his dis- that led to his dismissal. On 12-4-04 your petitioner was asked by the Station House
missal.  QOfficer of Jayankonda Solapuram to give lim a statement to the effect that an Idol
which was the subject of the criminal proseéutioh was found in a certain place

F |  and that the accused admitted having stelen it. Ou your petitioner declining to do 8o
? “° ' -~ he threatened that he would bring your poor petitioner to tronble and so your.peti-

tioner being afraid of him involved himself by giving him the statement lie required.

. e e e

{g/’, . ) But'on his being examined by the Magistrate your petitioner revealed the truth.
’{/// / ' - * But anyhow the Magistrate of Odayarpalayam did not believe it and remarked in
| / his Judgment in Calendar Case No. 186 of 1894 that your petitioner ¢ perjured deli-
berately.” Your humblepetitioner found no way ei.t,her by way of appeal or by re-
view to cancel that remark being only a witness and not-a party and so he had to

remain quict.

E
]
‘_ C 3. Another cliarge against your jetitioner was that the Tahsiidar found that in
3 the pound register No.  of the village one item of Rs. 0-14-0 was corrected iuto
Rs. 0-6-0 and the mark of the man who paid it was taken while he was able to write.

R T




e e o

2

4. Your humble petitioner craves your Excellency’s indulgsnce to the following

few lines in answer to the above charges. The second of the
briefly answered. The Talsildar of Chidamb
Explanation J
;J;;.,m.ds doubt found that it was corrected
s ey .

the sccond corrected
charge.

above charges may be
arm on examining the said account no

(and your humble petitioner admits that it was
). But he satisfied himself that* the correction was not for

priation but ouly to rectify the mistake done b
Tabsildar sent for theman who paid it and er,
said, he paid only 6 annas and not 14

any misapprO-
¥y writing 14 instead of 6. The said
quired him about the sum he paid. He

annas.  What move can your poor petitioner
do than by actually calling the man who paid the sum and proving that he paid oy

us. 6. He Tas done what anybody could do under the circumstances. 'Chese things

will be evident from a perusal of the Head Assistant Collector’s dismissal order filed
herewith as Exhibit B, '

gl
{ ..
57 Asregards the second part of the said ¢
mark instead of the signature of the person w
begs to submit it is more a matter
petitioner to explnin.
your humble pe

harge that your petitioner took the
ho paid it when he knows to write he
for the person who put-the mark than for your
I that person chose to put his mark instead of signing how is
titioner to know whether he is marksman
an utter stranger to your petitioner,
proper to dismiss him simply for eith
. lessness of

or o signatory when le Is

er committing a clerical mistake or for the reck-
a third person who pat his mark instead of his signature. There is Do

evidence at all to show that your humble petitioner was aware that that man could
~.sigihis name.

ey

T asg.y —_ -

6. Asregards the first charge your
ment to the Station ouse officer 1
stated to the Magistrate is right
your humb)

_Explanation
as regards
the first
charge.

as made only under threat and that what he
and true. The Station House officer threatened
our inmble petitioner with criminal Prosecution if your Petitioner did not furnish
him with the required statement, So your petitioner Leing new to the office and

not educated had to vield to his threats ang the result was tle entangling of your
poor and inuocent petitioner into this trouble, o

- Ge
7. Your petitioner requests y
Was in in the Magistrate’s Court.
His locus  Prove whether the st

standi i the threat
Magistrate’s
Court.,

our Exce]lency to consider the position which he
He was only a witness ang as sueh how could he
atement given to the Station House officer was ,obtained under
' and coercion. Neither could any evidence o adduced by him t<‘) prove them he
being no party to the proceedings nor could he appeal against the Judement. Is it
right to dfsmiss your poor petitioner on such a flimsy basis a5 this ar?d espcci:ﬂ\'
when he had no apportunity either by way of appeal or by review to Justify his cof;'
du.ct; on that occasion. Nor was the Head Assistant Col]t;ctor kind enongf: to take
evidence in the matter or at any rate to ‘make himself sure that whether your
petitioner perjured or not. : U
M(w{aghr‘ 8. Turning to th;) legal view of the m
‘ Legni’;}}é@o{ that under the rulingsin I, 1. R, 16 ¢

atter your petitioner humbly submits
the matter, any evidence on the

al 349 such observations by the Judge without
s and a mere olfey dictuin, Your petitionet

agistrate’s observation in hisg Judgment uncalled
case cannot of itself aflord sufficient ground for lis summary

record is ulfravir
further begs to submit that the said M
for as it is in that

- Your petitioner humbly submits that it is not’

petitioner humbly submits that the state-

13
\ L
> v ' . \‘
. R |
' ) riditarily hield the office
dismissal especially when your petitioner’s ancestors have heriditarily he .
. ismissal especi: g , . 5 g tora 4).
y"::; RS ARS fo:' nearly a century (vide Boards proceedmgs No. 178 para 4)

FIRI, ' (avs that vyour
Loy ety . d respectfully prays that y
e ‘ The petitioner herein therefore humbly and P ary power by taking a

ill be grasiously pleased to exercise discretionary p oy elow and
excellency w i his case by calling for the records from the Cou
Prayer. legal and right view of his case by

m is dismi d restoring him to

i 1 «der of his dismissal an
im justice by reversing the orde ni restoring 1
e e, Yo 1 yh ct of charity your humble petitioner as induty

his office. For which a * b '

ray. | ) | | )
o Tho humble petitioner begs to remain
your excellency’é obedient and faithful scrvant.

i 1 ' nénts filed : — . — NI
st 0C“; The order of the Tasildar of Chidambaram dated 16-10-94 dismissing
. the petitioner which reached him on 22-10-94.

" petiti District
B. Endorsement on Revenue appeal 13 by th‘e petitioner to the Dis

Collector. | . . tric.t
‘ C. Endorsement on the review petition presented to the Distri
. Endor
Collector.
D Do.  to the Revenue Board. X
. § i dismissing the
' Collcctor dismissing
y f the Head Assistant mis
F. Copy of the order o ; ‘
petitioner.
‘ L ]
»
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