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Hiz Execellenep
IR ARTHUR ELIBANK HAVELOCK, c.cme., GGLE,

GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,
Fort St. George,
MADRAS.
The humble petition of Inayet Hussain,

late Registrar, Madras Deputy Collec-
tor's Office, Madras.

é3

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

Your humble Petitione cubmitted an appeal petition (Exhibit A) to your

Ezaellency in Council on the Board’s Proceedings, Miscellaneous No. 1627 (Land

Revenue), dated 6th May 1897 (Exhibit A1). Upon this your Petitioner received

an endorsement, Miscellaneous No. 2602, ‘dated 18th June 1898,  the Government

declines to interfere.” Your Petitioner, being compelled out of his desperate cir-

cumstances to seck again your Fxcellency’s mercy, submitted another petition,
1898, and the endorsement thereon, No. 310 R of 1899, being
d be submitted through the Head of the Department to

entures most respectfully to submit the

dated 1st November
that such petition shoul
which the Petitioner once belonged, now v
following with a strong hope that your Excellency in Council will be pleased to

pass favourable orders on a reconsideration of his miserably unfortunate case.

9. That your Petitioner entered in Government S(‘X‘ViC(?/_i)l‘._ghﬁ y.éar
1881 in the Land Revenue Department of the Board of Revenue, ;{nd fivence rase
to the post of Registrar in the Madras Collectorate on Rs. 60 a/mounth. “E‘x\hi\bit:}}
contains testimonials from Mr. E. Gibson, the late Mr, J. Grose, Mr. H."E. Sullivan
and the late Mr. R. W. Barlow, who invariably testified to hig conduct, character,

and intelligence in the various capacities he served directly under each of them.

3. That your Petitioner has never behaved since in any way in the
service as to fall short of the above opinion in the eye of his superiors, whether

Collector or the Deputy Collector of the District, under whom he has been serving,

as will be borne out in the following circumstances.

4. That your Petitioner belongs to the once ruling families of the
. Sultan of Mysore, and that asa member of the former

Carnatic and the Tippt
amount of pension which he converted into a

family, your Petitioner had a small
bonus after he joined the Government service.
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5. That your Petitioner in January 1893 unfortunately, though foolishly,
with a view to improve the condition of his family, went in share to a limited
extent in buying and selling Government Promissory Notes in the name of one
Rajah Eswar Doss (once a servant of the Carnatic Royal house). That, as soon
as the Manual of Public servants was placed in his hands on the 80th May of the
same year, on the perusal of Rule 22 of the book, he at once discontinued further
dealings with the said BEswar Doss (Hixhibit C) which, however, created ill-
feelings with him, resulting in litigations, which uunfortunately continued for a
Jonger period than was anticipated. That your Petitioner at the outset had suffi-
cient funds to meet the expenses in Court, but finding his opponent was a for-
midable sowear, prepared to spend any amount in increasing and dragging on in
litigation, he was half inclined to accept the favourable terms advanced privately
by Eswar Doss to effect a compromise, but as the Collector and hig Deputy,
Mer. B. H. Chester, strongly advised the Petitioner that, as a public servant, he could
not effect a compromise and that he should go on at any cost, he was forced under
the circumstances to incur debts, which, however, was not unknown to his superior
officers and ultimately the proceedings ended in favour of the Petitioner (Exhibits
D and E).

6. The Petitioner being advised by the Collector to engage the services
of Messrs. Wilson and King, he had the good fortune to do so, as the late Mp
Wilson of the said firm had so arranged with the Presidency Magistrate that t.lu;
hearing in the Police Court was fixed out of the usual office hours, thus enabling
Petitioner not to disturb or interfere in his Public service, though he had been
granted such leave as he was entitled to during the period. Thus it is obviong

that the Petitioner’s conduct throughout was not opposed to his official
work. This litigation was finally supposed to be ended in 1895 by the decision of

the Hon’ble Justice Shepherd in favour of the Petitioner on the Original Side of the
High Court (Exllibib E), leaving the defendant in the suit to appeal against the
judgment. =/

7. That in the meantime some charges of corruption were brought
against the Sheristadar of the Madras Collectorate, and Mr. W. Austin, the then
Collector, utilized the services of the Petitioner in that connection, aud though this
circumstance may testify to the esteem and confidence the Petitioner was held in
by his superior officers, it inevitably created another enemy in the person of the
Sheristadar who, together with his old unsuccessful opponent, succeeded in setting
up one of his creditors, thus compelling the Petitioner to seek the benefit of the
Act of Insolvency. From Exhibit A, page 12, paragraph 3 of letter to the Col-
lector, paragraph 18 of the petition and paragraph 9 of his letter in page 14, or
Exhibis L, page 4, paragraph 9, it is conclusively proved that the Petitioner
not only obtained the reguired permission of the Collector to go through
the Insolvency Act, but that every step of the Petitioner’s undertaking

was with the knowledge and consent of his superior officers, both with
regard to the litigations and its consequent attendants.

8. The Petitioner’s case was then under the rules formally brought to
the notice of the Board with a recommeundation to grant the required leave to the

aQ
J

Petitioner, and the Board thereupon found no objection to grant the said leave
(Exhibit G). The result of the Insolvency petition was then duly communicated
to the Board as directed in the following terms of recommendation. Exhibit H,
page 2, paragraph 3 :—

L * . * # gagit appears that he discontinued to have anything
to do with it after the Public Service Manual was received by him at the end of May 1883,
and he has been discharging his duties as Registrar of the Madras Deputy Collector’s Office
with efficiency and to the satisfaction of his superior, I strongly recommend that he may be

allowed to continue in service.* * # €9

From this it is apparent that on the one hand, so far as the Petitioner’s
private life was concerned, the presiding Judge of the Insolvency Court discharged
him without finding any misuse of the debts incurred by him, and on the other, his
public life as a Government servant fully continued to be unimpeached in spite of
the most adverse circumstances he was placed 1n. It was this, the Petitioner
believed, the Board was supposed under the public service rules to have expected
to be satisfied with, in calling for a report on the result of the Petitioner’s insol-
vency. But unfortunately, contrary to the expectations of the Petitioner, the Board
wholly ignoring the circumstances of his case and the strongly-expressed recom-
mendation in his behalf of the Collector, who it was believed to possess the entire
power of either appointing or dismissing the Petitioner, knowing, as he did, more
about his case, called upon the Petitioner to show canse why he should not be dis-

missed on account of the merits of :—
1irst.—The debts included in the Schedule of [nsolvency.

Second.—The result of the Appeal preferred against the judgment

of Justice Shepherd in Petitioner’s favour. (Exhibit ).~

9. From Exhibit A, page 10, paragraph 1, clauses 1 to 4, 1t is evident that
the Petitioner cannot offer a more satisfactory explanation either with regard to
the cireumstances that compelled the Petitioner to borrow, or that the Petitioner’s
official position did not entitle him to the application of Rules 23 and 26 of the
Pamphlet for Public Servants, he being only a ministerial servant, doing duties
under the direct orders of the Deputy Collector who only does the duties of Registrar.
Regarding (2nd) the remarks in the appellate judgment. The Petitioner, beyond
what lie submitted in Exhibit A, pages 11 and 12, clauses 1 to 4, begs to submit
that the two original Courts having strongly decided on those points tn favour of the
Detitioner, it will be no argument against the Petitioner if the Appellate Court had
differed on those points for the reasons that such decision was arrived at in the
absence of the personal knowledge of the conduct and demeanour of the witnesses.
That the judgment passed by the Appellate Court was to a certain extent ex parte,
as the Petitioner for want of funds was unable to engage strong legal representa-
tives to argue the appeal, but obtained only a formal representation of the Official
Assicnee. Besides, the late Mr. Wilson having strongly expressed his opinion that
the judgment of Justice Shepherd was not to be disturbed by the Appellate
Court, the Petitioner was not so anxious about maintaining a strong representation
at the time of the hearing. It may further be submitted that, if the Peti-



4

tioner’s pecuniary circu
mstances
the decision of permitted, h
a higher tribuni;,]iet:i,peinate Court to be reg;.r.;:l:mld not have al
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To
His Exeellencd

SIR ARTHUR ELIBANK HAVELOCK, comc. GO.LE,
GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL,
Fort St. George,

MADRAS.

The humble petition of Inayet Hussain,
late Registrar, Madras Deputy Collec-
tor’s Office, Madras.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

Your humble Petitioner submitted an appeal petition (Exhibit A) to your
Excellency in Council on the Board’s Proceedings, Miscellaneous No, 1627 (Land
Revenue), dated 6th May 1897 (Exhibit A1). Upon this your Petitioner received
an endorsement, Miscellaneous No. 2602, dated 18th June 1898, ¢ the Government
declines to interfere.” Your Petitioner, being compelled out of his desperate cir-
cumstances to seek again your Excellency’s mercy, submitted another petition,
dated 1st November 1898, and the endorsement thereon, No. 310-R of 1899, being
that such petition should be submitted through the Head of the Department to
which the Petitioner once belonged, now ventures most respectfully to submit the
following with a strong hope that your Excellency in Council will be pleased to
pass favourable orders on a reconsideration of his miserably unfortunate case.

9. That your Petitioner entered in Government service in the year
1881 in the TLand Revenue Department of the Board of Revenue, and thence rose
to the post of Registrar in the Madras Collectorate on Rs. 60 a month. Exhibit B

contains testimonials from Mr. E. Gibson, the late Mr, J. Grose, Mr. H. E. Sullivan
and the late Mr. R. W. Barlow, who invariably testified to his conduct, character,

and intelligence in the various capacities he served directly under each of them.

3. Thas your Petitioner has never behaved since in any way in the
service as to fall short of the above opinion in the eye of his superiors, whether
Collector or the Deputy Collector of the District, under whom he has been serving,

as will be borne out in the following circumstances.

4. That your Petitioner belongs to the once ruling families of the
Carnatic and the Tippu Sultan of Mysore, and that asa member of the former
family, your Petitioner had a small amount of pension which he converted into a

bonus after he joined the Government service.
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5. That your Petitioner in January 1893 unfortunately, thoug :

with a view to improve the condition of his family, went in yshfr(;u:ll f:(;::?:z(i
extent in buying and selling Government Promissory Notes in the name of one
Rajah Eswar Doss (once a servant of the Carnatic Royal house). That, as soon
as the Manual of Public servants was placed in his hands on the 30th May of the
game year, on the perusal of Rule 22 of the book, he at once discontinued further
dealings with the said Hswar Doss (Exhibit C) which, however, created ill-
feelings with him, resulting in litigations, which unfortunately continued for g
longer period than was anticipated. That your Petitioner at the outset had suff-
cient funds to meet the expenses in Court, but finding his opponent was a for-
midable sowcar, prepared to spend any amount in increasing and dragging on in
litigation, he was half inclined to accept the favourable terms advanced p:ivately
by Hswar Doss to effect a compromise, but as the Collector and hig Deput
Mer. B. H. Chester, strongly advised the Petitioner that, as a public servant, he couly(;
not effect a compromise and that he should go on at any cost, he was forced under
the circumstances to incur debts, which, however, was not unknown to his superior
officers and ultimately the proceedings ended in favour of the Petitioner (Exhibits
D and E).

7 6. The Petitioner being advised by the Collector to engage the services
of Messrs. Wilson and King, he had the good fortune to do so, as the late Mr
Wilson ‘of the said firm had so arranged with the Presidency Magistrate that the;
hearing in the Police Court was fixed out of the usual office hours, thus enabling
Petitioner not to disturb or interfere in his Public service, though he had been
granted such leave as he was entitled to during the period. Thus it is obvioug
that the :I?.eti'tpne::r’s conduct throughout was not opposed to his official
work. This litigation was finally supposed to be ended in 1895 by the decision of
the Hon’ble Justice Shepherd in favour of the Petitioner on the Original Side of the
High Court (Exh}b?h E), leaving the defendant in the suit to appeal against the
judgment. L

7. That in the meantime some charges of corruption were brought
against the Sheristadar of the Madras Collectorate, and Mr. W. Austin, the then
Collector, utilized the services of the Petitioner in that connection, and though this
circumstance may testify to the esteem aud confidence the Petitioner was held in
by his superior officers, it inevitably created another enemy in the person of the
Sheristadar who, together with his old unsuccessful opponent, succeeded in setting
up one of his creditors, thus compelling the Petitioner to seek the benefit of the
Act of Insolvency. From Exhibit A, page 12, paragraph 3 of letter to the Col-

lector, paragraph 18 of the petition and paragraph 9 of his letter in page 14, or

Exhibit L, page 4, paragraph 9, it is conclusively proved that the Petitioner
not only obtained the reguired permission of the Collector to go through
the Insolvency Act, but that every step of the Petitioner’s undertaking
was with the knowledge and consent of his superior officers, both with
regard to the litigations and its consequent attendants.

8. The Petitioner’s case was then under the rules formally brought to
the notice of the Board with a recommendation to grant the required leave to the

(2]
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Petitioner, and the Board thereupon found no objection to grant the said leave
(Exhibit G). The result of the Insolvency petition was then duly communicated
to the Board as directed in the following terms of recommendation. Exhibit H,
page 2, paragraph 3 :—

sE¥ i % * * agit appears that he discontinued to have anything
to do with it after the Public Service Manual was received by him at the end of May 1893,
and he hos been discharging his duties as Registrar of the Madras Deputy Collector’s Office

with eficiency and to the satisfaction of his superior, I strongly recommend that he may be

allowed to continue in service.* * # LA

From this it 1s apparent that on the one hand, so far as the Petitioner’s
private life was concerned, the presiding Judge of the Insolvency Court discharged
bim without finding any misuse of the debts incurred by him, and on the other, his
public life as a Governmd servant fully continued to be unimpeached in spite of
the most adverse circumstances he was placed in. Tt was this, the Petitioner
believed, the Board was supposed under the publie service rules to have expected
to be satisfied with, in calling for a report on the result of the Petitioner’s insol-
vency. But unfortunately, contrary to the expectations of the Petitioner, the Board
wholly ignoring the circumstances of his case and the strongly-expressed recom-
mendation in his behalf of the Collector, who it was believed to possess the entire
power of either appointing or dismissing the Petitioner, knowing, as he did, more
about his case, called upon the Petitioner to show cause why he should not be dis-
missed on account of the merits of :—

[irst.—The debts included in the Schedule of [nsolvency.
Second.—The result of the Appeal preferred against the judgment
of Justice Shepherd in Petitioner’s favour. (Exhibit I).

9. From Exhibit A, page 10, paragraph 1, clauses 1 to 4, it is evident that
the Petitioner cannot offer a more satisfactory explanation either with regard to
the circumstances that compelled the Petitioner to borrow, or that the Petitioner’s
official position did not entitle him to the application of Rules 23 and 26 of the
Pamphlet for Public Servants, he being only a ministerial servant, doing duties
under the direct orders of the Deputy Collector who only does the duties of Registrar.
Regarding (2nd) the remarks in the appellate judgment. The Petitioner, beyond
what he submitted in Exhibit A, pages 11 and 12, clauses 1 to 4, begs to submit
that the two original Courts having strongly decided on those points in favour of the
Petitioner, it will be no argument against the Petitioner if the Appellate Court had
differed on those poiuts for the reasons that such decision was arrived at in the
absence of the personal knowledge of the conduct and demeanour of the witnesses.
That the judgment passed by the Appellate Court was to a certain extent ex parte,
as the Petitioner for want of funds was unable to engage strong legal representa-
tives to argue the appeal, but obtained only a formal representation of the Official
Assignee. Besides, the late Mr. Wilson having strongly expressed his opinion that
the judgment of Justice Shepherd was not to be disturbed by the Appellate
Court, the Petitioner was not so anxious about maintaining a strong representation
at the time of the hearing. It may further ke submitted that, if the Peti-
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tioner'gf pecuniary circnmstances permitted, he should not have alloweg
the decision of the Appellate Court to be regarded as final, there being yet,
a higher tribunal to revise such judgment in the Privy Council, and thyt his
Solicitors, Messrs. Wilson and King and Mr. Eardley Norton and others, promised
all help in their power, if the Petitioner only met them half way, and even thise.

was not possible under his circumstances to adopt. If the Appellate Court diq 1t
decide in favour of the Petitioner, it was only a proportionate loss to the creditOOt
and nothing disturbing the Petitioner so far as his pecuniary interest wag cors
cerned, but as for the truth or otherwise of the case, the Petitioner holds thyee d?lﬁ'eren;
judgments relating to the same case in his favour diametrically opposed to the i dn

ment of the Appellate Court. Now the Petitioner believes that your Excelle -
will view the merits of the case in the light it deserves. b

10. From Exhibit K, which is the Board’s Resolution thereop
Petitioner was directed to submit his resignation under certain cop ditions, the
this was not the sort of the resignation the Petitioner thought he shedld und- As
citcumstances be bound to tender, he submitted another representation % er the

for a reconsideration of his case—vide pages 14, 15 and 16 of Exhibit | questing

11. The Petitioner begs to submit Exhibit M or page 16 of Exhib'
paragraph 21. The Board of Revenue permitted Petitioner to appear bef. e
Medical Officer to secure a certificate of unfitness for further geryice and ore' s
receipt to submit the question of pension to Government in the Ordinal‘; cou:;; its

12. Exhibit N is the copy of the medical certificate Secured whj
however, was a recommendation of the Medical Officer for granting him ¢ which,
months’ sick leave. urther 12

13. The Board thereupon by its Proceedings, Miscellaneong No. 1
dated 6th May 1897 (Exhibit A, page 20, paragraph 28), among other t,hin. 62'.7;
that as the Petitioner could not arrange to retire on medical certificate, gs said
removed from the service unless he then resigned his appointment, "
days after the receipt of the said order.

he must b e
ithin seyen

14. The Petitioner, in obedience to the commands of the B _
letter, dated 18th May 1897 (Exhibit A, pages 21 and 22, paragraph 30)°ard 11-1 his
his resignation holding at the same time the right of appeal to i ) Submlttegl
Council.

15. The Petitioner, without further discussing all the points i I;
and the manner in which he was most miserably treated, in spite of ﬂl]
recommendations of his superior officers, begs leave to submit that, a e strong
petition to your Excellency (Exhibit A) was drafted by a Vakil whe n’ hs the f‘irst
poor state of health and mind, he was overruled by the Vakil to i ane was in a
(page 24, paragraph 32 of Exhibit A) in spite of his will, to appear in t-.heargumen-t
tion, and he therefore begs to take this opportunity to withdraw the sam:ald Pet.l.
addition to expressing his deep-felt regret for its appearance, hulnb]y s u: and in
Board as well as your Excellency to pardon him for this mishap. e i

Excellggoy fn :

s favour,

€@

P
v

)
16. Under these circumstances your humble Petitioner having supported

his whole case on facts regarding his conduct, character and integrity, fully borne

out by the strong recommendations of the Co
Public servant for a continued term of 16 years, prays your Excellency on a

llectors throughout his career as a

reconsideration of his unfortunate case—
(1) to restore him to his appointment with arrears of pay as his case
fully entitles him to make this humble request, or

(h) to recommend him for any other appointment carrying equal
emoluments to the same Collector or to any other head of the

Department in your Excellency’s Government, or

(#) if the circumstances of his case should unfortunately appear such
as to deserve no better mercy and treatment at the hands of
your Excellency then to grant him such pension as he deserves

to which, however, the Board raised no objection but promised

to recommend him to your Excellency.

17. The Petitioner in conclusion would not withhold submitting for
your Excellency’s kind and mereciful consideration that he has a large family with
a wite, four sons and one daughter to educate and support, and that their destinies
(1epend on the consideration your Excellency may bestow on a poor but faithful
servant of the State who spent 16 years of his prime of life in uninterruptedly
securing the good-will of all his superiors in spite of adverse circumstances, and
ig still prepared to devote the remaining days of his energy in the due discharge

of duties that may be entrusted to him.

For which act of kinduess your petitioner shall, as in duty bound,
EVER PRAY-
AKBER SAHEB STREET,

TRrIPLICANE, MADRAS,
1st March 1899.

JRINTED BY SRINIVASA, VARADACHARI & 0., MOUNT ROAD, MADRAS.—1-3-99.
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