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. 1I1s EXCELLENCY |

) SIR ARTHUR . HAVELOCK, G.C.)1.6.y G.C.LE,
— ' | EOYERNGR 6 63YTCIL OF THE PRESIDENSY OF
— . L T FORT SAINT GEORGE

. , . o
__ FURTHER PAPEM T MADRAS.
N TS L

G.o. No — e Tke humble Memorial of C. V. SRINIVASA
\\ Department. l Date. . Cnari, late Revenue Tnspector of
_ L R Chinna Salem, Kallakurchi Taluk,
- (now on Furlough) South Arcob
District.
Most RESTECTFULLY SOCWETH AS FOLLOWS,

o A The memorialist was reduced from the post of 2nd Gradoe Revenuo Inspector on
Exhibib A po 35 to that of taluk gumastah on Rs. 20 by tho order of the Collector of South

Arcot, dated Gth November 1897.

. 9, Againstthe above order the memorialist appealed to the Honor;}bla Board, . , {
———— Exhibit B. hich declined to interfere with the same. vide B. P. Mis. No. 238 dated 31st N : i
¢ 3

January 1893.

3. The memorialist applied to the Honorable Board for a reconsideration of its
Exhibit C. order referred to above. 'This Petition is herein enclosed: It will be scen from it

- . that a Review was urged, as the memorialist’s case was ‘not to his great misfortune

el

been minutely gone through and due justice rendered to him. Tufortanately again, W
Fxhibit D the Honorable Board declined to interfere with its original order. Vide B.P. Mis.
No. 1363 dated 25th May 1898.

4. The memorialist now appeals to Your Excellency as a last resort fully
trusting that his appeal may reccive Your Excellency’s most favorable consideration

and justice rendered to him.

5. The memorialist had an unblemished service of 18} years 6 of which being
LsbLibit E. in the grade of a 9nd class Revenue TInspector. He has all along maintained a

W ' character for honesty and efficiency as will be ovidenced from the testimonials herein
(o . \_/ - % ‘ enclosed.
- ' 6. The memorialist has been made a victim of a base conspiracy formed in tho

! year 1895. The memorialist’s bard and honest work icritated Subbaramier, an
3 intriguing Karnam of Chinpa Salem. 1o plotted against the memorialist. An
. ‘ improper'assistance would appear to have been given to this plot by M. C. Coopu-
: | samier, the then ahsildar, and a thick friend of the above said Karnam Subbaramier.
l This Tahsildax:, ;vill be gmciously noticed, is the very person who was reduced from
;! third grade Tahsildary at Trichinopoly to 4th grade in South Arcot, and theneo




‘Ezhibit F,

Lxhibit G.

" view to gather materials f

.Q‘he.Tahsildar bggan to worry him in the The memeril:
received such papers as require his inspection and d emorialist had not only -

e

¢4
piracy the very words of tho
are quoted below for Your Excollency’s

again to 5th grade in Salem. As regards this cong

Depyty Collector, Mr. R. Sunderasa Mudaliar,
easy reference.

. “Taking mto consideration the attitude
“ ramier, against the Revenne Ins
“supra) and the fact that the Petit
“the Monigar of Chinna Salem,
““of Olagianallur at the auction,
*“ sale, and has admittedly relied
« substantiating the charge,

of the karnam of Chinna Salem, Subba-
Pector (the memorialist) (Vide also chargo No. I (4)
loner (Ramasamier) got the bid-list in this case from
who is a close relation of the highost bidder, Monigar

presented a petition some 17 months after date of
much on Subbaramier, karnam of Chinna Salem, for

I am of opini :
« Inspector (the memorialist) lai pinion t%’at 'the' whols plot against the Revenuo
was laid by the ltriguing kavnam Subbaramier with a

““ view to bring about the ruin of hj 1
: . 18 official superi i
“laid conspiracy is to be found in the karn s raport o e piiro for such . deep

! . am's Tabsildar: d:
« May 1893, which the then Tabsildar B, o oo tabiildur, dated 20U

-“treated as confidential and wherein the k

" that the Revenue Inspector (the memorig];
“*about bis removal from office,”

. 7. The memorialist had oge day to re
against the said karnam, Subbaramier
- * ’
misconduct in the course of hig duty

th j
18?5 .Depiut? Collector Mr, P, Rajarathna

[.)ort, to the Tahsildar, Mr. Coopusamier,
of Chinna Salem for his insubo

Thereon, the k
m Mudaliar j

rdination and
arnam was dismissed by tho
n his order dated 27th AP"il

8. This karnam lost his office
before the Tahsildar on the very ne
list to have misappropriated Rs,

Rs. 12-2-0 being the sale proceeds of
Village.

on the 28tk M . _
xt day, viz, 2 2y 1895. A complaint was lodged

1-8-0, and 20th May 1895 accusing the'memoria-
Pora, {)‘kto bave delayed the remittanco of
mboke trees sold in auction in Chiana Salem

9. The memorialist had Dot given an ‘

fied with him, . yroomtothe Tabsildar inp dissatis-
the suid Tahsnd:ehba(;orezvlengfle him for his actiop taken againstffl:ob(:::g t::t::n
that.a simple report agaj y Vf; ‘o ]ead.a(?msade against him, The Tahsildar koew
nothing. Ho thr;uohtgtt::tft ) :nemonahst on the karnam’s complaint ws;ulillrcn([lmin

if superadded wouc;d 0 efore t 'at a report of hitch in the work of ti iali
pera R 8 ’ne seal his fate, On the pretoxt of Xi 16 momoria l,St’
f:qu.lry into the karnau.x 8 complaint dated 294}, May 1895, (b mekiog a confidontial
quiry made) the Tuhsildar kept that complaint with hig ’féruct; UO";!' was] suel hun
ver U months with a

or an unfavourabls re t
Deputy Collector dated 22nd September 1894 2‘;;0'}‘

memorialist within November 1894 was als required a report against the

o delayed till 12.1. :
meantime. 96 for this very purpose.

isposal, but g hoard of others

which should have been enquired into and disposed of by the Tahsildar—fiimsclf, and
itmselr, an

wbat more, many papers which have been dis .
. v . posed of by him v .
returned to him with harassing remarks, Evidently the Ta.hsildair:’li(llln:::::i::ng

;ebfzf;r with the memor.ialisb. If the memorialist had boen callod upon by the
absildar for an explanation or justification at the time the complaint against hiri was
o

made or even when the Tahsildar camped at Chiana Salom about a fortnight aftor

The Proceedings of the theu

. S
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j hmmarily rejecting the said complaint in the usual course,
Marges evidently untenable in support of the said comglaint.
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m's complaint or when he was at that very station in September and’

;I;e :;:;i 1895, the Tahsildar would have had nothing at all under the then existing
ov ’

circumstancos to report against the memorialist.

10. An elaborate report was submitted on v‘!f2-l.-96 to tlfe Deputy Collector.
This report will disclose on its very face that the s.au.i complaint .only served asa
pretext as stated above to hand up the poor mem(?nahst to the }flg.ber.authorxtles.
Knowing that the charge which was brought against ;he memorialist 1mmed1a}tely
after the karnam’s dismissal, was simply frivolous and.vexatiox'xs, thfa .'l‘ahsﬂda.r
promptea by a spirit of vengence tried to make a mountain of a mole-hill instead of
and added many fresh

11. The Tabsildar framed sixteen charges against t’he memorialist. Many of
those charges were drawn up from the Tahsildar’s own immagination unsupported by
records or enquiries. The report called for in the Deput:y (?ollector’s Pro. dated
99nd September 1894 has not been submitted in the line {ndlcated by the D.eputy
Collector, but it was done without touching auny of the items referred to in the

Proceedings.

12. The memorialist had been called upon to give his explanatio.n on the said
Tahsildar’s charges after a lapse of a year and half, counting from the time WheEl the
matter that gave rise to the complaints were alleged to have o?curred. I.n obe.dlence
to this, the memorialist answered the questions put to him.m conngf:t.xon with the
charges framed by the Tahsildar i seriatim and also submitted a wr.xtten explana-
tion separately on 9-12-96 with the facts he then remembered, and with the records
then available in the taluq office.

13. The Deputy Collector passed orders on this report of the Tahsildar after a
lapse of 20 months. In the meantimd he did not examine the memorialist’s work
with a view to learn whether the allegations against him were in any way supported.

14. 'The Deputy Collector reduced the 16 charges into the 3 following, eliminat-
ing the rest as thoroughly unsubstantiated. :

(a) That the memorialist permanently misappropriated Rs. 3-8-0 boing
the sale proceeds of withered trees.

(6) That the memorialist temporarily misappropriated Rs. 4[-15-3 under
the same bead.

(¢) That the memorialist was extremely dilatory in various branches of
work.

\ P . o -
- :/-‘/l é}“‘g/ 15. A perusal of the Deputy Collector’s report will convince Your Gracious
et

Excollency that even in respect of these 3 charges also, the memorialish; was not
found guilty of any serious fault as may warranb the punishment now inflicted on
him. He observes as follows :—

\d

« Tho Tahsildar’s time is engaged in drawing up charges and submitting an
« glaborate report against the Revenue Inspector (memorialist) unsupported by records

« on several material points and in a way he encouraged the karnam of Ghinna Salem
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and the Coll .
ector that the memorialist was not guilty of any dishonest intention.

He was only considered i i
1natt istri i
it tren e entive to the District Circular No. 38 of 1892 in dealing

17. Th ali
e memnforialist humbly begs to submit that the above circular was not

‘brought int ico i
o practice in the taluk. He has only followed a mamool and which was~

adopted also b .

andpremittancgc>tl:JZa(1):;hel fovonue Infspectors of the taluk in regard to the collection

by any ono of the Tah:’)lr;ceeQS of .wnthered troes. This course was not objected to

of G years in the taluk. g r;;‘s mdud”?g‘Mr. C. Coopasamier during his whole servico

of it. But in the cir(;um tle memorialist however regrets his inattention in respect

tioned by any of his ¢ stances stated: abovo his actions having never been ques-
y of his superiors and having followed like his colloagues the mamool,

his negl i
ect on this score i
would in Yo " ey’ . . )
excusable, ur Excellency’s Gracious consideration appoar

18. ; '
memorh}‘lt:l regarq to t:be third charge the Collector appears to bave found the
e 2 ist guilty in spite of the Deputy Collector’s observation to the contrary in
‘the Punishment Roll submitted by the Tabsildar.

o 1bS). ‘The memorialist begs to submit that the alleged dilatoriness mentioned in
above charge would appear to consist in the following four items.

(1)
(2)

geiay i.n reporting a kasser chapavany case in Pethanore Village
elay in reporting a P IS i i cal
s porting a Poramboke trce cutting case in Perumaungalam
(3) Delay in the disposal of papers.

(4) -Delay in the disposal of darkasts.

20. As regards the fi ial1
i irst two cases the moemorialist begs to submit that ons was

- dismissed in October 1894 by the Tahsildar himself and the other in April 1895 by t
10

Deputy Collector. (Vide Deputy Collector’s Proceeding dated 18-4-95). Theso t
5 hae 3 S0 Lwo

. cases were improperly raked up by the Tahsildar and were added in tho lList of
ist o

papers pending with the memorialist. Th
; . @ Doputy Collector h

! et as pas

:;:eflas bellz;;g already disposed of. Yet they were considered by I:hesf}d Ilover o
1 : 1 |

t 01}or; o Board as being new cases calling for punishineat. This “?“"Cto" o

Al 0 . 2 * i
ppear in Your Excellency's Gracious consideration as beino unjust and :] Iceftmbu]y
g ncharitable,

1

Mr. Coopusamier, plotted the ruin of the memoriali
by a . ialist and brought abou -
R);ve::ledf;s;ettzr:i: ic?r ovexi{Q rtvxf‘)ntlts‘. 'Fho memorialist stiod Sllp:r?:rm;zowi\l::.l X
from bis position, . As slts \:rtc;r . The Tahsildar evidently wantod to pull him‘ dowlo
to mako him lao.behind atb1 i;bOVC, the-Tah.S“dar accumulated work with a purp )
conspiracy. IIZ o zn; tt] ereby ruin him. = The Deputy Collector noticI:)d i}o?o
total‘number - u d-le error in the Tahsildar’s report. 1le saw that t;ls
charge of the kip(il pending for moro than 3 months was only 10 and t! ‘t ;0
nd was not ono demanding scrious notice, Yet withal, tho Collcci:or :n]g

1. Ch T iali
arge 11 (3) Tle memorialist has already statod that tho Tahsildar -

AWy \.I;___“/

@

Pro.

6-11-97.

Vide Ref
No. not
in the Collr's.
dated

i+ e ]¢ave everything to your entire disposal an

_ Collector’s words would appear to have

. .
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“lowork against the Rever iali i 1
. we Inspector and Board found the memorialist not equal to his work and reduced Lim
“ substantial work himself by actﬁal ficld aw]i];":iisjf% not seomto have (?ono. much : :’ho H(;"l(::p:’)‘]’;' They have nob ascertained the number of papers placed at tho
« Government Revenue. gimaish in respect of fluctuating items of :e’Zomt’s disposal. They have not ascertained the quantity, the nature, and
16. Ta regard to the £ . quality of the disposals, and the percentage of the disposals as compared with the
3 rst two charges it was found by the Deputy Collector , receipts. They have not compared his work with that of the other Revenue
v Inspectors of the taluk. 'They bave not seen where error lay. The memorialist

most respectfully craves Your Excellency to observe whether with these defects of
enquiry the memorialist can be declared inefficient whilae there are uarebuitable
circumstances to prove his efficiency, if an impartial and careful examination of his

work was only done.

99. Tho item No. (4) is very misleading. In the first place the Pahsildar
did not choose to show as observed by the Deputy Collector wheu the darkast memo-
from the karnam in the taluk office, and when tbey were sent
Secondly many davkhasts with memoranda were sent
back to the Taluk office for further iostructions. It is therefore unjust to include
guch references under the head * nndisposed of”. The Tahsildar does not mention
these circumstances in his report but simply malkes it appear that a large number of
darkhasts was pending with the memorialist from the date of their presentation by
the parties. The memorialist was not in a position, to give, to the satisfaction of the
authorities datewar details in all these cases, as considerable time had elapsed, and,
as the necessary records not being in the possession of the memoriulist. It is there-
fore uncharitable to raake the memorialist responsible for the time occupied by others
and conderan the memorialist with a sweeping remark that he was dilatory in his

randum were received
to the memorialist for report.

work.

93. The Collector states in his Proceedings dated 6th November 1897 that the
memorialist admitted his neglect. The memorialist never admitted the neglect” in

his work or in other words, ¢ this dilatoriness” charged against him. The following
extract of the memorialist’s veport dated 20th February 1807 N 576 sddressed to

-4 the Collector will show that the memorialist could not have made any such admission-
PR e

__..———"-"
“Para 2. Mr. Coopusamier with prejudiced mind at the instigation of the karnam

# of this place (Chinna Salem) misrepresented the facts without proper enquiry and
12.1-96. I am a defenceless poor. I have com-

der several Luropean and Native gentries. I
« haye none but your honor for my fate. The mischief of the karnam is unbearable.
« My stay in the station is detrimental for his roguerism. T'he Tahsildar, Mr. Coopu-

«gamier has recommended my transfor in June last when he left the District. I
d mercy be'ag a defenceless poor.”

« gufficient ground against me on
“ pleted 18 years gervice by serving un

:1‘. 5 memorialist only admitted as he has done in this memorial his neglect to

_obsorve tho Qi:i\_llaaNo.ﬁ_S_pf }892}3\ will clearly appear from the . context. The
o 1 been all along misconstrued and all inter-

his_just 'prayed.was, refused oo that score.
e N 2 el SR L

*feret.ce jvigh _his ‘
respectfully invites your Bzcellency's consideration as regards this particular, and
(1 “

RO craves . fm"‘iwticeo

“ao4, 1} is alloged that tho

?mem&‘izﬂiét bumbly begs to submit that the order of suspension referred to was
l.-'.\, : 5..' '\“,‘
G 1 .\) N \._

The memorialist mcst

~

memorialist was suspended once before, but the
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‘never

25. To sum up :—Th

spiracy formed by the ka
Tahsildar, i

o —

carried into effect,
immediateiy on receipt of
Rajarathna Mudaliar.,

under para 6 Supra,

credings dated 6t} November 1897

lency’s reference.

Excellency will be graciously Ipleased to take int

26.  In such a cage of proved and dee
should have accepted

have rejected one and all the charges. U

chiefly,

present gumastaship to higher posts in the keen
dream to the memorialist,

| 28. For this act of kindness

(2) The memorialists long and unblemished service of 181
which in the grade of a Rovenue Inspector.

And lastly the severity of
the memorialist is aware of, for ar
restoring him to the post of a Re

‘ever pray.

Cuppatoge,

25th Seplember 1693,
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ﬁe was condéned. ia respect. of the faults concerned, ,
his explanation by the then. Deputy Col]ector' M, P.

e whole case of the memorialist is the outcome of a con-
rnam of Chinna Salem with the aid of his friend the
the karnam’s dismissal.

- His words are quoted below for your Excel-

appear to be good reasons to believe this.”

-
./.\

P laid conspiracy the appellate authoritios

ort with considerable caution and should
ofortunately this was not 8o done.

the Tahsildar's rep
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pirit of vengeance which actuated the
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{he interests of Government and slow

he was ©exU wranely heglligent of
arpe was estabhlished 10

and unbusiness/é%EH in his worit.¥he third charge |
the Collector a8 repards all pranches of

the full gatisfaction of

S wnzn-——darkhasts,subm1551on of diarips,\ozr sTate-

the nemorialist’ )
.menus,field'aZmaiSh,diSposal of pending papeYs &c.In the circumstaQCfs
the GollectDT was convinced that the memorialist vwas clearly unfit_'m
for vhe posb of a Revenue Insprctor anﬁ ordexred his rediiction ﬁb

what of taluik gumastah on Is.20.

é: : Apainst thls order OF
ty occasions without suc

the Collect.oOl the petvivioner tywice

cess.We now %

appealed 1O ¢he Board but on bo!
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