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HIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONOURABLE
The Governor in Council,
FURTHER PAD L | Fort S1. GEORGE,
Bl gy ‘ MADRAS.

GoO- | No.
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May 11 Puase YoUR EXCELLENCY,
AN HUMBLE APPEAL.

P. Krishna Rau, late Salt and Abkart Sub-

Inspector, Kurnool circle, most respect-

fully begs leave to be allowed to approach

your Bucellency n Council with this ap-

: - peal against Resolvtion Mis. No. 83/

10-1-97 of the Board of Separate Re-
venue Madras.
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That your Excellency’s humble petitioner begs to state that he, on 11-12-96
had preferred an appeal to the Board of Revenue, Madras, against Proceedings No.
5015/13-10-96, of the Deputy Commissioner Salt and Abkari, Central Division, in
which an order of dismissal was passed on your Excellency’s petitioner. The Board
in its above Resolution has very summarily disposed of the petitioner’s case by de-

clining to interfere on the petitioner’s be_halﬁ

SUMMARY OF THE CASE.

fortunate charge against your Excellency’s petitioner
his dismissal, is after all very simple.

7 The origin of the un
which eventually resulted in

. Your Excellency’s humble petitioner begs to submit that he was appointed
a permanent Salt Sub Inspector by the then Deputy Commissioner of Salt and Ab-
s No. 4234/1-9-96. Before he got this appointment the pe-

kari in his Proceeding ; :
titioner was acting as Assistant Jailor in Bellary. Being relieved of his duties at
Bellary on the 23rd of September 1896 the petitioner proceeded to Kurnool and

reported himself to the Circle Inspector there on the afternoon of the 28th Septem-
ber 96. After remaining in the office for only a few hours till sunset he, along
with the other establishment of the office, repaired to his lodging. Again on the
following morning the petitioner went to the office where he was informed by the

office Head clerk that he was posted to Chowlie duty at Mudumalam a village 30
miles off from Kurnool.
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/) - Your Excellency’s petitioner implicitly obeyed the direction and started on

3_ the journey to Mudumalam. Hardly could he go a distance of 3 miles in that
divection he was overtaken by a very heavy shower of rain and was completely :

drenched. Feeling quite uneasy to make any further march at the time, as he :
was already illhe directly returned to the office and represented to the Circle ¥
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Inspector what all happened in 'the_ way. The petitione
with all humiliation to keep him in the office fora fe
may recruit his health and have benefit of some inst,
which he was posted. The Inspector relentle
petitioner’s prayer and even further ordered

petitioner had better resign and go away.

high fever on, chose to tender his resignatio
likely to ensue. Your Excellency may be

U entreated the Inspector
W days at least so that he
ssly r

that
The petiti

efused to comply with the
your Excellency’s humble
oner who at the time had

who had on the outset fortunately secured an appointment carrying a dec
of Rs. 30 was cognizant of the fact that by his resignation he would log
next moment after having had hardly a day’s service if that can be oalls
petitioner was only aware that the highest that would be donein hig
mere acceptance of the resignation which itself wag even hard on the
Nothing short of a regular external constrainment woulq phaye ind
Eixcellency’s petitioner to adopt this step

e 1t by the
d so. The
case was a
petitioner.
uced your

The Inspector first made a Teport to the Assistant Cloms
Abkari, Bellary Sub Division, against your Petitioner,
any explanation whatever from the petitioner very stro
Commissioner making much, after all, out of nothing,
dismissal.

missioner of Salt and
The latter officer without
ngly wrote to the Deputy
And hence the order of

This is all the fault, remissness - or d;
merited his dismissal.

I'he petitioner begs to point out that all this :

of explanation from him. The Assistant Commissioner Seems to haye J, a h.S aI‘:’
misgivings about the correctness op legality of such & Punishment, o ad his zyvrl
for the trivial case before him. Tt ig 10 doubt to deg] with the prosecution
niently, according to the view the Assistant Commy g

. etitioner more le-
S810ner hag take
i ismi n of the case
that he recommended him for a dismissa]. h A

M pending your orders’.
was done

d, on th
directly petitioned the Deputy Commissioner in which he © 4th October 1896

AR had maq :
of all the incidents connected with his saq h led to ii: ZI;?: bre':ast
. o g gnation.
I'hat petition was forwarded to the Assig oner for remarks. That
thereupon the Assistant Commissioner in hig o, C/46 dated 11.10.96 reports
“That putting aside all extraneous matter, 5, o, heavy rain, wilg animals, fever etc., the
i { /s, - the
fact remains that-being ordered to go to take charge of Mudimala he diq not go. Heg
states what I was not aware of that he actually proceeded three miles or so towards
his destination and returned. Whether he did

actually make q start, I am unable {0

say, hut I clearly understand from the Inspector’s repart that he simply refused to go”.
It will be seen from the above quotation that the Inspector

to him that the petitioner simply refused to go. The petitioner be

> Assistunt Commissioner w
your Exccllency that the Assiste

case and whig
tant Commiggi

had only written
gs to point out to
ould have done better if he had

8

in the petition
the several facts stated in
] ; the Inspector on idors i o far that
only obtained a lep,ort ftrizgner It is obvious that he}al cﬁnzxder: 3}1 :III':I: s?de i
llency's pe : in the case but he had pu ]
of your Exce ireumstances 1n & ; ottt Woma
traneous Circ the petitioner did actually v
LD, WEEo 9% i The fact that P ied the petitioner
known to him. 7 ns who had accompanie B
reasons best d if only the peo _ i R
hly prove by the Assistant Commissioner. .
have been thoroug_ the Inspector or by : s in the peti-
ined either by : collateral circumstance )
RS B ould not consider any o d the disappoint-
Assistant Commlssu;ne:mw b sined the uFgency of the business an
. ’ but only
tioner s case

i from para 3 of the
It will be observed .
Eine gon i s answered with
ment, the Inspec?or. ha(ifg!;etter that theurgency of the bkusme';t-;1 :7::1 i St
Agsistant Commlzswfg; < which the Inspector had to make.
icht chan
only but slig

to suffer in the least.'

: 0 i for
I may add that ow the petitioner rquf;mt_(;b t¢; %o lulﬁ.lld ;7:]':160: If;:g éf of
i 4 Paraigirs A rected him to go and said that he wou :
Sub Inspector Bmdoluf‘y al‘o;‘d dg;b Inspector Bradbury thereupon at once made arrange
; Jie himself.

wwed and was at once
Tandrapad i the eve of starting when @ Sub Inspector arrive
ments and was on

: d to allow the
. 14", If the Inspector had himself oTﬂy condetscenlcie a(;a ks
sent off to Mudimala .h ik e b A p
i e

mmon practice prevalent
gHjtlouer ¢ ptl')ayeAl‘ sti;stant; Commissioner alludes to the common p P

the AS
above letter,

; lency’s poor petitioner
¢ . on your Excellen:
n doing S0 s up : 1cious than the common
in tho Departmont Kt B O e Para 4:—Nothing is more s
it ma(}e % efsﬁg inability to go where, or do_as ordered;
A B xpress n
practice of €

£ d01
»  The words ‘does not go or
individual does not goor do”.
fusing 1 uch as the individua
fusing e as m

’

e h as the individual
i t to refusing n as muc ! :
. hat ‘it 18 tantafmow{b ‘ e
has rightly Ly Sse'ght mere meaning which the words ‘does :-,u:,th ZO s ain
does mot go or do’. oo inion he says, it amounts to t}lab, bl; consrt)rued o
not a refusal. ¥n hli‘ ;)rgur Excellency in Council it will not be
that in the opmion 0O

Bt . : ointment, the
Lat circumstances the petitioner resigned A
a
to that. Under wh

W i wi m para 6 of his
1 did not want to consider as will be seen from p.

1 igsioner

Assistant Commissi

SR £
esigned willingly or after compulsion s zm'nu.z i
letter. “Whether the Sub I;jfi;:‘cj;:r frHegn i bl?l, ”j:s:ﬁaqzz gfgﬁ{gﬁm
rial, as he did not go whi:r’e. Tn I;ara 7 of the aboz? lettetr]-z ;ub P )
tion for dismissal at leabsler.xess of the petitioner— ['hat' bevident S i
e dwcllp o L0 - - have lasted tn the Department s sl emouage”
Ly, feeble and would never L e e emam.ple } i b mads 0 ey
the petition b-l.tt I : Ub:in o tr s erw,ise”. Th‘e‘clrcur(;lsts s wnder hich you
others similarly incline :tgoner pleaded his inability and the st
B e ilssioner on them read Fogether vl?ll ;81; iztant Commms_ionen
bt ASSiSta;I];t; (;(;I;:;n:)f the petitioner as opined by the
feebleness on ] :

P y 1 ) i ] th mind .

o 18 i No. 5015/13-10-96 has
:ssioner also in his Proceedings e :
/i The Deputy Cor}x:mgsziflléz;: (S)f the petitioner and says ‘it 18 enough that he
gt e fe

Vit dings should
made a strong note Oi:’ The word feebleness as used 111;’ 1;1)54e i::r?:ntmg Sy
has left the dep%rtr{‘snﬁimess to be an employe in the Sa g aﬁ that the petitioner
only meat physuca’t;her construction beyond that. Becau

. 0
not admit of any

7 i ere, fever,
fore the Inspector for his not being able to proceed thither w
adduced before

¢ 1 d e]ng . l

ny mental condition of the petitioner.
a ’
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'+ Although the serious duty of certifying about one’s' fituess or o.therx.vise to

articular service legally devolves upon a body of medical oiﬁc(?rg,.m this case,
s issistant and Deputy Commissioners have taken the responsibility on them-
izives in pronouncing an opinion of feebleness

on your Excellency’s petitioner.
"The petitioner therefore begs to submit that on the resum

tion that he leaded in-
ability to go under certain circumstances he was taken to

have refused duty ; and
the fact ot his having done so was

attributed to the feebleness on thé part of the
petitioner and because he was feeble he was found o

nfit and dismissed.
/-  Further in para 2 of B. P. No. Q73_—3rd August 1895 it is clearly laid down
X2
that:— 99

Lo 220
*“ Removal from office for such a cau

23 as unfitness for the duties of the office
need mot usually entasl any further conse

quences. It ought not to ba
re-appointment to another office for the duties of which the person may
be suited, and it should not be accompanied by any subsidiary orders
which would operate as such g pay or otherwise prejudice the person
in question.  Removal should e the penalty in all cages where it {s
not thought necessary to pay Suture re-

employment under Government’’.
Your Excellency’s humble petitioner who has had only 3 months acting service
as an Assistant Jailor and hardl

one full day’s servic
culated himself during the year 1892, He studied for F. A and also appeared
once. But unfortunately did not succeed. Not being able to receive any further
oollegiate course on account of poverty Your Excellency’s petitioner wag put to the
necessity of joining the Public seryice.

Up to date the petitioner ig only of 21
years of age and has been placed in such a predicament, :

© as salt Sub-Inspector Matri-

The petitioner most respectfully begs to appeal to Your Excellency to make
his case a special one for Your Excellency’s consideration. The Petitioner has been
rendered a ruined man and a man despised at everywhere by the over-zealousness
on the part of the officials of the Salt angd Abkari Department ip having made the
petitioner an example of for maintenance of strict discip]

ne in the department,
 Your Excellency’s humble petitioner mogt resp

ectfully begs to submit that
the dismissal is a very cruel punishment beyond  all Proportion to the charge of
tfeebleness. It may be that the petitioner was found unfit to serye in the Salt De-
partment. Tt does not necessarily follow that he is a0 incapaciated limb useless
o every other branch of service, ; '
'/ The petitioner therefore humbly appeals to
prays that the order of dismissal may be cancelled

cy’s humble petitioner begs to make the alternative

¢y in Council and
o5 AT conclusion Your Excellen-

For this act of justice.

Your Excelléngy’s humble petitioner
Respectfully begs to remain,
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