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WISC, ENQUIRIES.

Nominal(K,M,R & P)

« To K-B.I‘.Pblnk(k ansd.).......,

1.H.S.LePQLAK & COvuuuudhevnutunnn,osn o, 18.3.37. L

Draws attention to representation by Messrs.Maini
& Rahman on behalf of Abdullah Khan, ex-sergeant in
Kenya Police and requests S.0f S.exeroise his over-
riding power and authorise payment of pension
claimed.

- N .
2.H.8.L.POLAK(S/0 TO S.0F 8.)............... .18.3.37.

Requests interview and with regard to re#tq-optation

of Uessrs.Maini & Rahman urges S.o0f 5. to over-ride
Ken Govti's decision and grant a pension to Khan.

............ 19.3.37.

OESTROYED UNDER STATUTE

A

/Pl

e

Abdullah Khan ex-~sergean ‘An Kenya Police.and:
thereon atud’:u& copy of relavant memoran np

4.A/G0V'S DEPUTY,KENYAy.....,....46 CONF.......27.2.37.

Irs.petition by 'Massrs 8ini & Rahman on behalf of .

No.4. It is nece@sary to point out first
of all that there is no provision in law for the
award of & pension to an Asiatic Police Sergeant in

Kenya.

The argument put forward by the petitioners
is that, beoaule‘a pensicn was granted to Kutub Din
who retired in II.S:U!, one should be granted to his
colleague Abdullah Khan wWho retired in 1’;'.5’8'. But
the grant of a pension to Kutub Din was made on the
grounds of compassion and was specially voted by the
Legislative Council, It is true that there was no
very special pleading put forward. What actually
was said in the Governor's despatch was this ] .

"The Acting Commissioner of Police
recommends that No.24 Pirst Grade Sergeant
Kutub Din should be granted a pension in lieu
of a gratuity of Sh.600/- which would be
payable to him in accordance with Section 37(2)
of Chapter 36 of “the Laws of Kenya.

"Kutub Din has attained the age of
55 years, he is drawing & salary of Sh,120/-
per mensem and will complete 27 years'
continuous service on the l4th of January, 1931,
It is underatood that he served eight years in
the Indian Army before he came to this country
in 1901 in the employ of the Kenya and Uganda
Railway from whioh Administration he was
subsequently transferred to the Police Force on
the 16th of Janusry, 1904.

"I share the views of the Acting
Commissioner of Police that & gratuity is an
inadequate recompense for the long and 8
meritorious service rendered by Kutub Din to
this Government, and in the circumstances I

recommend




recommend for Your Lordship's favourable @
consideration, the grant of a

compassionate pension to Kutub Din at the
rate of Sh.648/- per amnum, i.,e. the
equivalent of 3¢ of the amount to which he
would have been entitled had he occupied

& pensionable post",

In 1932 new non-Buropean Officers
pensions iogislation was introduced throughout
East Africe in fairly similar terms, and in
accordance with this legislation Abdullah Khan
ned been granted a gratuity but no pension.
Executive Council wus asked to grant him a
compassionate pension and the memorandum
submitted to Council (flagged A) was entirely
sywpathetic to Abdullah.

It 18 alleged by the petitioners
that Abdullah secured & promise from his
superintendent in 1934 that he would be granted
& pension us wus granted to Kutub Din. This
wrowise, 1f made, was of course out of order
and [ tnink 1t wss wainly the danger of
nonouring & promise of this nature which osused
tne Executlive ouncll to reject the applioation.
Noull 1l not be desirable in the first instance
Lo engulre of tne Governor whether the grant
of a ocowpassionate pension to Abdullaeh Khan
Woull glive rise o representations from other
he8lalie Pollce sergeants who huve retired with
tnirty yeers' service since the introduction
of tne new non-furopesn pensions legislation?
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| Din was reocommended for a pension and the same

I do not think thet there is any need to
refer the matter out further. The memorandum
submitted to Executive Council says "There appears
to have been no doubt that he was given verbal assur-
ance in his mplrymmt that after his retirement he
would obtain similar treatment to Kutub Din and on
this assurance he continued to serve. While such
@asurance was not authorised it was natural to assume
that he would not be placed in & less advantageous
position efier longer service". The memorandum
wound up by suggeating that the present case is one
;n which an except.ion should be made to the
éoneral rule. In paregraph 6 of the despatch it is
stated that the Commissioner of Police 1}81 no reason
to doubt that & verbal asaurance was given to
Abdullah Khan thet he weuld ultimately be given a
pension. - g

Quiti apart from this, which proves
conclusively that he was promised a pension, is the
question of natural justice. Abdullah Khen served
the Government of Kenya for thirty odd years and when
he retired he had a salary of £60 a year with free
quarters which were valued at £24 a year, His total
emoluments were thus £84 a year, or Sh.l1,680, AS a
reward for his service he was retired with a gratuity
amounting to £48,6s,l4cents, this being a gratuity
ovt(_'n wWeek's salary for each year of service, as
provided in the non-Buropean Pension Regulations for
non-penaionable steff, Mr.Grosamith in his minute
quotes the despatoh which was sent home when Kutub




arguments apply with even uhtar ‘urce to e
Abdullah Khan, who served four iu.n longer on v
the strength of & definite promise,

I have no hesitation in adviaing that
Kenya be told that in the opinion of the
Secretary of State this case il"tn even stronger
one than thet vo_t Kutub nu tm:'n'hlxu
Abdulleh Khen was definitely promised that he
would receive & pension and that in any event
it ie little short of scandalous to remove an
old and faithful employee and give him &
ludicrously small grstuity euch as this whén
throughout his service he had at any rate
reason to bo).lovo‘ that he would get some
retiring allowende and towards the end hed
received & definite promiss by whosver gave it.
It uight be added tnat in view of the Long
service and the dafinite promise similar cases
eould not be numerous.

Some Zest Africen Governments npjur
to have no bowels of compassion in dealing
with their Asiatic employees and this is & case
in point. It 18 really rather diffioult to
refrein from strong langusage .
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Secretary of State. %

DRAFT. for conson.

MESSRS. H. S.L.POLAK AND COMPANY.

I am etc. to refer to

@ your letter of the 25th of May
on the subject of the petition of
ex-Police Sergeant Abdullah Xhan,
and to inform you that on the
3rd of November the following
motion was espproved by the
Legislative Council of Kenya:-

"In coneideration of
Mr.AbdullanKhan's 30 years,
6 months and 23 days sctisfactor)

service in the Police

FURTHER ACTION. Department of this Colony, this
! Council is pleased to award
oy . ; him a compassionate pension et
A . the rate of S8hs.640/50 a year
) (which 18 equivalent to
| three-fourths of the pensiu:

which woulé have been awarded

" \ to him had he been serving on

the
-8 1T (R



the pensionable establishment
of this Colony), with effect
" ‘from the date of his retirement,
“yiz. the 1lst April, 1936, instead
/of & gratuity of 8hs.966/14 (vide
Reéulation 12 (1) of the
Non-European Officers' Pensions
Ordinance, 1932) to which he is
strictly entitled under the

Regulations."

I am, etc.

. v
sgned ) W FL00



5
GOVERNMENT Houss/

KENYA.
e NAIROBI,
No. /59 LCEIVED KENYA
GONFITENTIAL- 22 NOV 1937
: /5 Novembper,1937.
T v

Sirn
1 have the nonour to refer to your

Confidential despatch of the 23rd of April

\n

last on the subject of tne grant of & pemsion
to Abdullah Khan, ex-Sergeant of the Kenya
rolic., and to inform you that on the 3rd

November the follewing motion was approved by

the Legislative Council:~-

%In consideration of Mr.Abdullsa Khan's

30 years, 6 months and 23 dgys
satisfastory service in the Police
Department of this Golony, this Council
is pleased to award him & compassionate
pension at the rate of Shs.640/50 a year
(which 1s equivalent to taree-fourths

of the pension which would nave been
awarded to him had he been serving on the
pensionable establishment of this Golony),
with effect from the date of his
retirement, vis. the lst Aprii, 1930,
ingtead of a gratuity of Shs.966/14

vide Regulation 12 (1) of the

on-Buropean ¢fiicers' Pensions Ordinance,
1932) to whicn he 1s strictly entitled

under the Regulations.®
I have the nonour to be,
8ir,
Your most obedient, humble servant,

Whroote- e

/_
AIR CHIEF MARSHAL,

GOVERNOR-

THE RIGHT HONOURABLE i ¢
w. ﬂl. -!o°'n I-P- B
/| SBORETARY OF STATE FOR THE COLONIES,
" DOWNING STREET, LONDO.
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23 apri1, 1937
Sir.
S .
sty of Stita I have etc. to acknowledge the
DRA” receipt of Mr.Wade's Confidential despe teh
/tuo..)u‘,
KENY As No.46 of the 2%th of February regarding

: : Py Jivien |
CONFIDENTIAL. & petition‘po me by Messrs.Maini and
RMM‘, o8 behalf or

A L
Abdullah mm,mlnt in the Kenya

Police.
“"l"l' A bolsllat Khan
2. I eppreetete that the—only
. @ nt” punaloadle il Ll by F K nem. funrpran
P""‘“"‘N“""‘&,“”" 8Pounde—en—wirtvh, a pension could be

» @ 2, !
anade) to Al b by opeuit

compaesion. At the same time, I consider

that the case for the grant of a pension

FURTHER ACTION.

to him is an even stronger one than that
of ex-Sergeant Kutub Din inasmuch as of
b aoeutdgd) Ut

Abdullah Khan was promised that he would
receive a pension on retirementc. In

ény event, I think that it would be

impossible




A scerva £

impossible ‘to' Justify the tarnination

b 1 ol
ol thevsopxioces of an old and-veluabie
employs: such &s Abdullsh Khan with the
grant only of a small gratuity, when
throughout his service he had, at any
rate, reason to believe that he would get
eome retiring allowance, and towards the

end of his service had received a definite
5 ‘._’ o) *o ol bion 4Gl in, Gl e ,_,.7 o

promiuir%r—gnw—ﬂ,— Kald Y ¥ A kad asdosd

ol M cama Lwa

3.

the

numerous, and, 1n2

i

ci rcu.mstlncell I

s

request ths

M Khan may be reconsidered.

I have, etc.

he application on behalf of
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GOVERNMENT HOUSE,
NAIROBI,
KENYA.

2‘7 February, 1937.

I have the honour to trensmit a petition
addressed to you by Messrs.Maini and Rahman, Advocates,
on behalf of one Abdullah Khan, ex-Sergeant in the

_Petition.
10. 2. 37-

Kenya Police, who retired from the Service on the lst

April, 1935.
Abdullah Khan's gratuity plpcrs;._;ghx;’
forwarded under cover of the Colonial secreﬁxv's Note
£ No.5/Bst.19/1/2004/22 of the 8th Mareh, 1935.
(“*) n Z” 2) 2: Before the introduction of the Non-Buropean
Officers' Pensions Ordinance compassionate pensions
were granted in & number of cases to Asian servants of *
TD Government who, after long and meritorious servigce in
‘T non«ponaioubie posts, had been retired either on the
attainment of the age limit or on being invalided. Such
\\ @ pension was approved in the case of Kutub Din,
&3 Sergeant in the Police Department, who retired in
IR April, 1931, at the age of 55 years after service
amounting to over 27 years and to which reference is
made in the enclosure to this despatch.
Kutub Din's compassionate pension was
calculated in accordance with the usual procedure then
Oobtaining at three-quarters of the amount which he

would have received had ne been on the pensionanle
establishment. In this connection the late Mr.Martin's

(J)ay /700475/ despatch No.775 of the 13th December, 1930, and Lord

THE RIGHT HONOURABLE Passfield's
w. ORIsBY-GOH. P Ce v ‘q" ’
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE COLONIES,
DOWING



Passfield's despatch No.40 of the 27at January, lydl,

refer.

3. In Decemoer, 1934, the Comnissioner of FPolic
recomnended the grant of & pension to Aodullan Khan asg
personal to himself on the grounds that a pension nad
veen awarded to ex-3ergeant Kutuo nin.

In reply the Commissioner of Police was
informed oy Government that ais recomuendations coula
not oe entertained for the following reasons; -

(1). That Abdullah Khan was not on the
pernsionable establishment.

(2). That nis post was not one recommended for
pensionable status. by the Inter-Departmenta.
Committee appointed in 1925 to consider
conditions of service for asiatics other
than Clerks (Mr.Amery's Confidential
despatch of the 17th February, 1927, refers)
In this connection the recommendations of
the Commissioner of Police were at the time
obtained and uid not include the post of
Sergeant.

(3). That on the introduction of the Non-Buropean
Officers' Pensions vrdlnance, 1socz, tue
questlon of grenting pensionav.e status 1n
deserving cases was fully considerea and
Aodullah Khan's name was not among those to
wiom such status wis accorded.

(4). That the case of Kutub Din could not ve
regarded as & precedent since the Non-
European ufficers' Pensions Ordinance hag

not oveen promulgated at the time his pension



Memorendul-

'8

-3 -
was awarded and, whereas befor: the promulgation
such cases were treated on their merits,
subsequent to the promulgation they were treated
strietly in accordance with the terms of the
Ordinance.

4. The Commissioner of Police's representations
were followed in Febmiary, 1935, by representations from
the late Mr.M.H.MRlik, an Advocate, on behalf of his
client Abdullah Khan lnd an answer in similar terms
issued.

5. Messrs.Rahman and uh-;:. ddvocates, the
predeceasors of the present firm of Maini and Relumn,

subnitted & petition on the 22nd May, 1936, addressed %o
the Governor for the grent of a pension to nqgunn@

By direction of gir :ouph mm these
representations were considered in :Inctxnn Council and
the Governor aceepted the advice of h.:l-‘_comi,l that the
grent of & compasmiomste pension should not be approved.

rhin“deinuqn was aceordingly communicated
to Messrs.Rahman and Rahmen. :

A copy of the memorandum which was circnlntd
to Couneil ‘and in which the case was sumarised is
enclosed for your informmtion.

6. I take this opportunity of steting that
although there is nothing on recerd in the Police files
of any promise having been made to Abdullah Khan that
he would ultimmtely be given a pension, tHe Comissioner
of Police has no reason to doubt that a verbal assurance :

was given to him in the Police Department to this effect. '

although it is neadless to remark that such an -uu?”ﬁ_

if given, was entirely unauthorised and therefore of ne
foree.

This ?f;



This point was considere. fully by the
Governor in Council at the time but the view taken
was that Government would be creating & most
dangerous precedent were it to honour a promise of
this nature.

7. Reference is made in paragraph 8 of the
accompanying petition to the grant of a eompaaaionate
pension to the widow of the late Dr.L. DnI.owsloy in
which ca&se the Legislature approved the awerd to her ;
of & compassionate pension at the rate of £50 & year

-77 ltth mut from the 12th My, 1935 In thia cdn 9#:;
4/7‘# £.8 tion al.r :om Byrme's despatel Nn-681 of the arh. 1
December last refers. ‘

You will realise that the two ceses are
entirely dissimilar and in all the circumstances I
am unable to agree that any new reasons have been
adduced in the present petition on behalf of
Abdullah Khan which would justify the grant of the
petitioners' request and I am therefore unable to
recommend it for your favourable consideration.

I have the honour to be,

sir,
Your most obedient, humble servant,

Mg

ACTING GOVERNOR'S IEPUTY.



TELEPHONE 23R&

’

MAINI & RAHMAN. PO RBox N. 754,
ADVOCATES. : -
l/KZ‘l»‘lO‘l—.,
“A_‘:::;N‘LN b ;%:n-:;u (goézn}t.

™ALy ekasequore e anooare— 10th February 1937.

The Right Hon'ble

The Secretary of State for the Colonies,

Downing Street, ’ ) .
London; . )

Through His ‘Excellency the Governor of Kenya,

Nairobi.
. g9

Sir,

We respectfully beg to bring to your notica the
case of our client ,Mr.abdullah Khan, ex-sergeant in the
Kenya Police,

1. Our client entered the employ of the Government

of Kenya as a warder in the Mombasa Prison in the yesar 1902,
and was appointed in the Police Department in the year 1904
in which Department he served until 1935 when he retired.In
the course of his services he was awarded the .frican Police

Medal which is a tangible proof of his loyal,faithful and

satisfactory service to Government,
24 In 1930 our client's colleuague,Sergeant Kutub Din,
who was serving on identical terms as our client,contempl

retirement. He applied 1or and was awarded a pension instead



of a gratuity. Incidentally, the yearly pension granted to :
him amounted to more than the yratuity he would normally
have received. Our client lost no time in making represent:

|

itions for the award of a pension when the time for his s

retirement came, and received the assurance of his Superin—
:tendent that there would be no question of his being
treated differently, and that he would be granted a pension
on the sume lines as Kutub Din,

Je To muke more sure of his receiving treatment
identicaliy with Kutub Din, our client engaged the services
of Mr.M.H.Malik, . local advocate,who, during the Select
Committee stages of the Police Bill, interviewed the then
Comnissioner of Police and obtained from him the assurance
that Abdullah Khan would be granted & pension on retirement.
4. In the year 1934 abdullah Khun proceeded on
leave preparatory to retirement. He made representations

to his Superintendent for the award of a pension as promised
to him nearly four year ago, and was informed that the

Commissioner of Police, obviously true to the assurance mude

by his predecessor, had recommended to Goverrment that he

should be given u pension. Later,however, to his utter



surprise and disappointment » he was informed that he was

not to be granted a pension,but gratuity,

Se OQur client made many attempts to persuade the
Govermment that the promige of pension made ﬂo him should

be honoured, but he was unsuccessful in his endeavours,He
once again approached lr.l.u.llu.lik' who took up his casc with
Government. Mr,Malik Was informed by Govermment that the

question of granting pensionable status to ofticers was
considered at the time of the introduction of the Non-
Buropean Officers' Pensions Ord.iz'mnue 1932, but abdullah
Khan's name Was not among those to whom bensionable status
was accorded. Mr.Malik was further informed that the cuse of
Kutub Din was not a preoebdent. and special cases were dealt
with on their merits, R
6. The present writer then mude representations to
His Excellency the Governor pointing out the injustice done
Lo Abdullsh Khan. It was represented that ;= ‘

(a) though an Ordinance deregatory to the rights



(v).

(e)

(@)

of a Government servant had been enforced, it was
incumbent upon the Government to preserve the
rights of individuals whose cases were of a
special nature;

the question of Kutub Bin's case not being treatét
as a precedent did not arise at all. abdullah
Khan had been given an assurance which, it was

submitted, should be honoured;

the reasoning that when Kutub Din retired the
Non-Buropeun Officers' Pension Ordinance was

not in force but that when abdullsh Knhan retired
it was in force was illogical and it was
submitted that had abdullsh Khan retired earlier
(1.e. before the said Ordinance came into force)
or had he retired at the same time as Autub Din,
there would never have arisen any guestion of
refusing him a pension;

it was inconceivable how by continuing to serve

Government longer a person should lose his

rights which he would unguestionably have



-5

received if he had merely discont.ime;i his
Service at the same time as his other colleagu
This amounted to Saylng that the longer one
served the Government the les‘s} reward he
received; .

(e) the grounds on whichKutub Din was granted a
pension instead of g gratuity applied equally,
if not with much stronger force, Lo the case
¢f abdullah Khan,

Te The Colonial Secretary replied to the erfect
that after full consideration of the representations of
our client's case in Executive Council His Excellency
had accepted the advice by Council that ne Compassionate

in
pension should be granted to him/lieu of the gratuity

he had already received,

8. Nnt.ur&lly, We are unaware of the reasons on
which His Excellency's advisers recommended against our
client, but when we find that in December last the loecal

Legislative Council approved the grant of a Connassionate



pension to the widow of an officer who died after enjoying
his pension for a considerable number of years, we feel
that our client's claim deserves to be given further

consideration.

9. It is evident from the above citation that the

door of compassion is not closed and we appeal to those
sentiments of Justice and fauirplay rfor which the British

Government is famous to redress the legitimate grievunce
of our client,who,we submit:-

(a) never doubted that the promise made to him
nearly four yeurs vefore his retirement would
not be honoured;

(b) has served for & longer period than his
colleague,Kutub Din,

(e) was serving on precisely the same conditions
a8 Kutub Din, therefore he should in equity
be given similar treatment;

(d) 1s a decrepit old man without any means by
which he can make voth ends weet,

10, We respectfully beg Lo emphasise the fact
that our clienmt's statement of the assurances .iven to him

and to his Advocate have remained unrefuted and, in so fur

as he was concerned, he naturally expected those whose



duty it was to safe-guard his claim when the Non-
European Officers Pensions Ordinance was contemplated,
and we beg to submit that it is manifestly unfair

that the penalty for oversight on the puart of the
authorities concerned sq..ould be paid by our client. .
11. We therefore earnestly commend to your
favourable consideration thigs appeal, both from its
legitimate and humane standpoints. We are confident

that our client's right, of which ne has been so

glaringly deprived, will be restored to him.

We nave the honour to be,
3ir,
Your Obedient humble servants,

FOR MAINI & RaHMaN,

YA
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Circulated 1‘30 all Memb'iru of Lxecutive Council

.19/1/2004. on the .2...July, 1930.

37
CLICE.

APPLICATION FOR COMPASS3IONATE PEIN3ION
ABDULLA KHAN, ex-3ERGEANT KENYA

Sergeant Abdulla Khan's appointment in the Police w.s
terminated on the 31st March, 1935, after over thirty years!
service. In accordance with the terms of the Non-Zuropean (fficers'
FPensions Ordinance, 1932, he was paid a gratuity of shs.90¢/14,
the grant being approved by Council. In 1935 the late dr.Udalik
submitted that a pension should have been paid. The Colonial
Secretary was not, however, prepared to agree.

Messrs.Rahman and Rahman, Aavocates, huve now suoultiea
a petition to His Excellency the Governor thut their clients
case be reconsidered and His Excellency rroposes tin.t Council
should consider whether a compassionate bension snoulad be granted

or not.

2. The posts of Sergeants in tne rolice have never been
pensionable. No pension is therefore peruissible in the case of
Abdulla Khan under the Qrdinance. . pension comwguted on the basis
of the Regulations under the Orainance woula dmount to Lhs.854/-
per annum. It 1s for consiaeration as t¢ whe ther Council snoulg
recomaend the payment of an ex-gratiu pension of li.ls, or any
lesser amount. The grant of an €x-statutory pension of tihis nature
vould require the sanction of the Les 1slative Council and tli
Jecretary of 3tate.

S There agypearu to be little doudt that hea Adcull. n
retircd before the enactment of the lon-EBuropeun Officers' rersions
Cruinuince the sznction of the Legislative So.nci! and the Secrctary
of 3Jtate would have been sought to piy lum cormpasalonate Lersior.

Butfore the introduction of the “O0=5Lro e L Q1cers!
F.nsions Ordinance compnssionate pensions were . - .nted in . onur

of cases in respect of Asian Servents of Governnorn: Wao, ifter
long “na meritorious s.rvice in non slonable (osts, hod oeor
retired either on attaining the ..ge t or inv: liument ¢r
acdic.l grounds.

Such an arrangeiient w.s ppTovVed 16 tou € sv Ol dat Gr Qe
Sutrgent Kutuo Din Police X p-runent woo otirea 1n o.,ol U othe oo
of 55 .fter secrvice mounting to L7 4o rs ONtis viu 1w u.ys.drg
pension (czlecultted in _ccord .nce e dsual proceuure of
three-quarters or the =mount whi Ch ne woulu L.Ve rocelveuy s 4 O
becn on the pensionnble stoff) ..,unt. . Lo shs.048/ jor .

4. Had 3erge.nt Abdull:. Kn.n Fellrea 4% taAc o wae Ulile Lo ro ls
no doubt thit he would h:.ve been Eranted .. punsion s1al.rly out
owing to his post not a.ving beun mage . 'Pension.ole uliiol' wr
the Non-ZBuropean rensions Urdainonee, 1980, o . [ro.u. tca
bucame eligible for .. grituity only

There uppeirs to h.ve oeen HO QuUOl tL Lt W o3 p2vesn verg 1

assuronce in his Deprrtment th.t on retircacnt n. weula out .an
similar treotment os utub Jln ind on this .ssur.nce lie contl ke
to scrve.

ahi 1
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While such assurcnce was not wuthorised it w s
naturcl to ~ssume thot he would not be pli.ced in . les
~dvantogeous position after longer scrvice.

5. It was hoped thit upon the enactment of the Kon-

Buropean Officurs! Punsions grdinwunoe it would no longer

Jc nécessary to seek the sanction of the Legislative
Council periodically to the paynent of comprssionnte
Pensions, as evidenced by the fnct that in his speech
in the Legislotive Council on the 9th My, 1932, in

connection with the Motion for the awnrd of o pension

in lieu of - gratuity to 3ergeant Kutub Din, the
Treasurer stated:... ...%nd it is only now thot the
Government is in n pesition to present to the Council
this Penpions Bill for Asians, which has ~lrcady been
publishcd ~nd will be introduced to Council cither ot
this or the next Session. Once thit Bill is passed, Si
there will be no more recomiendations of this kind to
bring before Council .

It mayy be considered, however, that the present

0

B

r,

cige 18 onc in which an €xception should ve maac to the

general rule.
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Hy. S.L. POLAK. ool ,C DANES INN HousE, //
TELEPHONE: HOLBORN B886. 2 265, STRAND,
. TEL.ADDRESS: KALOPH, ESTRAND,LONOON. ) b
CanLES; KaLOPH, LONDON. LONDON W C 2.
BENTLEYS CoOR. A
P/M. 18th darch, 1937.
The Rt. Hon. bir. W. Ormuby-Gore,;}.E.F
Uolonigl Office, -
/
Downing Street, ;
LONDOUN, 3.W.l.
liy deer urmsby-uore, PERS ONAL
11 wes a pleesure to seé jou geBlelde Ler L
and lookin: 30 well. i hive just r "
v.3it eo lodia, iD » gcurse ot which, 10 r, . .es
ipto sontact .1th verious pheses o.  r ul.ous o=l ¢
oversees, ucieuly a3 ‘tezersds U 1
skoulu very aagh 1 . . b
cou presently, 11 =i WIF IR A
In the wcanwhile, I o wr.t.. v . ¢
petitlou submitted tov you .o» 111y 0
nenye, under date the luye ul vimo, o auTH.
advoostes, ol deiroul, om velhal. u. - ce r A 1
Khan of the wnenys folice. I 1o hope il =t it 3 e
for you to over-ride the decisioun e.rived sl v tLe senyb

Government. My privete informetion is tlat the prouise tll.-ed
{8 not challenged. The uen bimself is {-norant cnu, 1 wa

informed, substantislly illiterste. tau ¢ .cen a 1i'ter-



(2) -

person, he wuld probably have taken the necegasary o
steps to obtein confirmetion in writing of the‘proniso’
of a rension wmade uy his Superintendent.

I neve only to 2dd thet the wretched man's plight

is described as miserable, and that he is now mainly

denendent on charity. lay I =8k you to be good enough

to oive tLis mstter rour early personal attentiont

These

little human @ .npe meke s tremendous di fference, asg

yod kmow, In the psyskology of co.,unities, and I fee)

sure . st e foyoursble decision would Ve very greasly
welcomed 1n cireles much wider them those ilnmediately

;uestion.

esgocliated i tre

@aa in

" HY.S.L.POLAK & co, : ]
SoLicirons AND Privy CoumciL Acents. P e

ATTORNEY OF YHE SUPREME COUNT OF 3.ArmiCA i
TRARSVAAL WD j

P .!’n.

DANES INN HOusE, e
265, STRAND,
LONDON,W.C.2.

18th liarch, 1937.

HY.S.L.POLAK - Y

PROVINCIAL DIviSiONS).
M.H.L.POLAK.
—_—
TELEPHONE: HOLBORN 3865, f
ADORES 8: KALOPH, ESTRAND, LoNDONK
CaLES: KALOPH, LoNDON.
BenTLEYS Cope.

B/,

The Rt. Hon. The Secaretary of State
for the Colonies,

Colonial Offige,

LoNDdouwm, s.i..

3ir,

e have uesn requesied 0 iessrs. laini end Rehman,
Advocates or Seirobi, to drew attuntion t0 o rapresen t.tion
made by them 10 you on the 10th Yebruary lest, on beralf

of their allent, Lr. Abaulleh Khon, ex-sergeant in the

Kenya Police.
We cen sud nothing to the footls steted tterein, wut we

venture to erorass the hope thet, having reszerd to ecuities
end to the strons worel claim thet ex-serc2ant Abdullah iwhen
hes upon the Lenyn Governnent, you will be pleased to

exercise your oveér-riding power and to .uthorise tl-e _g,\,’rneuf
to this unfortunate man, who has served the Crown so loyelly
end for so long a period, of the pension that he cleims, in
the absence of which hiu declining years will ve s.ent in
penury.

We have the Honour to be, Sir,

Your ovedient §

gl - G




