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REVENUE DEPS

To
His Excellency
SIR ARTHUR ELIBAKK HAVELOCK G.C. M. C., G. C. S. 1.

GOVERNOR OF MADRAS.

The humble Petition of Kormaxpa Rava Ivexcar
Munsiff Monigar of Kalanallur village,
Madurantacam Talug, Chenglepet
Distriet.
Most RESPECTFULLY SHOWETT.

1. That this is an Appeal re Munsiff’s post of the above village against the
order of the Board of Revenue dated 25th August 1896 No. 2323 rejecting the
appeal against the Collector’s order dated 17th July 1896 No. 2013 under Section
23 of Madras Act ITI of 1895 stating that no second appeal lies to the Board
against appointments made at a revision of village HEstablishments. But in the
order of the Government of Madras, No. 276, dated 22nd June 1896 His Excell-
ency in Council have decided that all appeals rejected by the Board under Section
23 of Act III of 1895 should be reopened by that authority suo motu and decided
upon merits.

2. That the village had three monigars before revision; but when, at revision,
the number was reduced to two your petitioner was thrown out and two others
were retained. Your petitioner has on his side all the grounds contemplated in
Act ITT of 1895 for the preference of a monigar at the time of revision and the
Respondent has none whatever as will be seen below. Yet all these grounds have
been unjustly overlooked by the Tahsildar Mr. Loganatha Tyer whose recommen-
dation has been adopted by the Sub-Colleetor.

3. The grounds in brief are:—

a. The village has not been affected by Revision since its limits have not
been changed and there has been only a reduction in the number of its
officers from 3 to 2.
h.  Your petitioner is a Mirasidar whereas the Respondent is not.
e. Your petitioner’s service, family or personal, is immensely greater than
that of the other,
d. Your petitioner is a Munsiff Monigar while the other is only a Revenue
Monigar.
Your petitioner’s Kist to Government is greater than that of the other.
f. Your petitioner’s personal service of 20 years withont any single fine

is itself an evidence of his competency- g
g. Your, petitioner has not been found guilty of any short comings and

has further had many testimonials from Messrs. Price and Farmer, the

Deputy Tahsildars, the police Inspector and the union Chairman of the

Taluq to testify to his good conduct and character, Vide Exhibits 3 to 6.




h-~ That the Collector’s remark n his Pros under A
and permanent Thasildars and the Sub-Collectop consider youp peti
tioner as unsuited to hold the POst is & remark unsupported by evi:
dence. The Tasildars referred to are M. R, Ry. Arumugam Pillai and

o (=]

Loganatha Iyer who have ot supported theip statements by proving. i
Ml Peanch, S Wic) and how your Petitioner was 5 fomente:,of
quarrels.‘ As regards the Collecter’s allusion 1o the Sub-Collector’s
SR8 LN, Foue Petitioner begs to point out, that petitioner ig aware
Of e 4 remark. Further, jf i ot equitable that 5 public servant
of Mirasi right should be removed from his lone held Miras;

1t of some opinion § & rast post on
account o PIion forme( by any officep unsupported by-evidensa

4. While such has been the state of things, the Tahsildar My Loganatha Iy
who was under suspension and whg is the AT e b

Chingleput, has entered in the revision state

ppeal that the acting

*. Your petitioner here humbly begs to point oy
your petitioner are unwarranted and one sided anq als
enclosed herein and the absence of the Tasilday’s reference tq any order of L
his higher authorities are alone sufficient to disprove the remarks, Ang ;{S or
petitioner has never been punished for his alleged (quarrelsome Spirit in an Re(:,ux-
nue or Criminal Courts but on the contrary he hag hag good  testimonials onm tlf
officers concerned. These constitute a sufficient, answer to the Collector's S l:
that petitioner has not established a character fop straight fopwapq discharge l;)f

duty. The Deputy Tahsildar reports have ended jn Petitioner heip £
Sub-Collector to be blameless. g tound by the

t that the above remarks oy
Oerroneous, The certificates

nor has the Collector to whom an appeal was preferred done Justj
petitioner. :

7. In these circumstances your petitioner humbly prays that His Excellency
in Couneil will kindly admit this appeal and call for the records from the Collectop
and render him Justice by restoring him to his post considering his 20 years
approved service in the same post which was in his family for more than 200
Years and considering the Board’s repeated orders and decisions that o Munsift
Monigar is always to he preferred to a Revenue Monigar who is in this case o
gire Mirasidar who has also been fined once or twice and who is in every way
inferior to the petitioner as shown in para 3 above.

For this act of Justice your petitioner shall as in duty bound ever pray.
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