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N His Excellency the Governor in Council,

H‘a adras.

W Ruuco i % b The Director of Puniig Ingtructien,
‘ C:thAﬂ*4‘1&£z%

| boak 0 Gresye A7;27”

| :&3 (5.1t The humble petition of Kandala Sooryanarayana, late sub-

T .

} (b' Protem Supervisor of Elementarv Schools,

Nadrasa,
A B KON, A T Y A

Ellamanchily in the
Vizagapa am District, showeth that

1. The petitioner entered the Educational Department in

1898 as a teacher in the Board Primery School, Narasapatam.

2. The petitioner was made a permanent Board Supervisor

in the year 1904 and was retained as a subprotem Supervisor

in the provincialization of the office in 1909.

-

5+« The petitioner thus put in a service of 12 years in

the Department and has bassed all the necessary tests required
of a Supervisor for Promotion.

4. The work and conduct of the petitioner have never ==

been subjected to criticism all these years.

5« In the year 1908 when Proposals were submitted for ==

provincialization of the Supervisors' services U .R.Ry. Babu

Sesibhushana Palit the then Assistant Inspector of Schools ==

found the petitiomer's work to he satisfactory and made him

subprotem Supervisor.
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The Assistant Inspector not having
énquiries in central

Succeeded in open

classes began to éncourage School masteré~.

nake false statements against the Supervigor,

in the range to

8. Accordingly the Board Elementary

School masters at

Ellamanchily and a few others in the betitioner!

9. The sum and Substance of the co

the following offences .

(a) That the Supervisor mage & false entry in his diéry

on the 17th of June 1910 ag

at Satyaﬂvaram,

having inspected the Board School

while he dig no inspection but only visited

the school on the following day j

€., 18th evening.
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Supervisor whereas hesstates in his complaint tnat

his schooy
K was visited by the

Supervisor on the evening of the 18tnh June

B {4
:
2
§

- and not on the 17th

2 Ml

£

, , (2) The complaint was made on the 19th of July i

€., the
very next day on which the Sub-Assistant'Inspector visite

| s8Chool and ®enarked very sériously against his bag work .

The
delay in maeking the complaint and that,

immediately after the
Sub~-Assistant'

8 unfavourable remarks on his school ig Very ===
significant.

i (3) The then Assistant teacher of the same school directly

3 contradicts the statement of tne complainant,

(4) The stateme

is also in favour of the Pétitioner.

e (5) The statements obtaineq by the petitioner from the Sait
Branch Post master,

and Board School master of Pentakota,

Sub~Inspector Payakaraopeta, Village Karnam

Village officers of Sri-

Supervisor. A1l these were
encioaed with the'explanation subm

itted to the Director op =--
25-411--1910.

12. That the charge againgt item (v) 4

S equally false is
clear from the following facts.

.

(1) Under the instructiong of Mr .Yates, the then Inspector
of Schools, who was not pie

recommended their confirmation. From thig it is evident that

the Supervisor ¢ould have had no part whatever in getting the

teachers confirmeq, Thislbeing evident, the complainant =-==e
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complainant teachers, it cannot be believed even for g moment,
would be so foolish as to entrust the money to one who could

not help them in any way.

(2) That the Supposed transaction refers to g time two ang
a2 half years previous to the enquiry is quite significant and

it was not at all supported by any independant evidence.

(3) That with no formal complaint secret depositions were
taken from the teachers Proves the attitude of the Assistant --

Inspector towards the petitioner.

(4) That the petitioner found it necessary in the discharge
of his duties as Supervisor to Tecord and report the unsatig=-
factory work of the teachers in faqe of clear and numerous =--
instructions from himself and ithe Sub-&ssistant Inspéctor. This

must have placed the teachers in g tepid state which soon

reached its boiling point when they are confident in the heat

of wrath of the Assistant Inspector against the petitioner.

(5) That Assistant Inspector's construction on the petitio=

ner's cross Questioning of the complainant's that the petitioneé

indirectly admitted the charge is g migsconstruction as clearly

éxplained in the Petitioner's explanation offerred to the Direec-

tor of Public Instruction on 25=-11--1910.

the teacher. The loan wg

straightened circumstances and when the petitioner was not a

Government servant.

was seft up by the Assistant Inspector is clear from the record

of the enquiry mage by the Inspector in Which he deposed that

he was compelileq by the Agsistant Inspector to make false state-

ments and that tpe statemient he made was nothing Ut S8 dict}’;?
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dictation of the Assistant‘Inspector. o complaint was eve:i

made by him sgainst the pPetitioner. : &

record, the most important portions in favoyr of the petitiong

to the following effect.

(1) That the complainants were get up by the Assistant Ing=~

Pector.

(8) That witnesses were first examined by the Assistant Ins&;"

pector just before they were presenteq before the Inspector --g’

against the petitioner.

15. That the Assistant Inspector wag Prejudiced with thig

unfortunate betitioner may ajgo be seén even from the moment

confirmation as Supervigor he remarked to the rPetitioner that

his probation Would be made to cease. The petitione® a1g¢ begs .

the above attempts Purposely mage this a point in his tours to
blast the prospects of this unfortunate young petitioner whose
probation was ceased by the Director of Public Instcuction . A

copy of the order ig herein eénclosed. On receipt of the order
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The petiticner Pleces the zbove facts before

Excellency ang Begs that they may

. 16.

Hig

be verified with the recorq
which is completely filed in Director's office.

Though the |

iled they »
not as vet been favoured to him and hence copies could not pel
enclcsed.

rpetitioner Prayed for copies of &ll the records £

17. Last though not 1least that the petitioner & young

fully qualified was thus broken down in the midst of his ca

ree j
for no fault of his,

that he put in twelve years service and

that he was unjustly deprived of his hard earned footing.

18. That the betitioner therefore most humbly appréaches

His Excellency to beg that the entire records ir the case may
be kindly perused with a king ébpreciation of the evidence anga |
theat he may be restored to nis appointment.

19. That the Petitioner begs to add that he submitted hig
original petition through the Director of Public Instruction --

and & copy direct to His Excellency.

The petitioner most humbly begs to remain,
Jc-. wwma/ym
3% March 1917 <ol
Lols Sutoprotlimm Spinveavy
. ' Pl oo Ll Coke R |
Vuza,?%aﬂfw-é’wsz
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Address. ’
K. Sooryanaraygna,

Nemarirari‘house, Tittivari Street,

Vizagapétam.
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OFFICIAL MEMORANDUM w»\

—————— mrermee g0 ———————
Moulani Muhammed Auzam Sahib Bahadur, B.A. Acting Inspector

i Schools, I Circle.

R.C XN0.3110 of 1910, Dated 2nd Dec: 1910.

——— e @

In Proceedings R.C.No.7000 of 1910 dated 12=-11-10 the -l
Director of Puwlic Instruction has approved the recormendation |
of the Inspector of Scho ds that the probation of K. Scoryana=-

rayana, subprotem Supervisor, Ellamanchili Sub range he termi-

nated.

2. The Sub-Assistant Inspector of Schools, Ellamanchili

Range is requested to communicate a copy of this order to Sur-
yanarayena and relieve him at once. He will have charge of the

office of the Supervisor until the vacancy is filled up.

(Signed) Muhammed Auzam,

Ag: Inspector of Schocls.
I circle.

To the Sub-issistant Inspector of Schools, Ellamanchili Range.
Copy to the Assistant Inspector of 8chocls, Vizagapatam Dist.

R.C No. 415 of 10 datec 5-12-10.

(True Copy)

Communicated to K. Suryanarayana, Supervisor of Elementary

§cho @s, Ellamenchili Sub range for informetion and handing over

charge of the records in this office this forencon.

(signed) James M. Bhaktul,
5th December 1910.

Sub-assistant Inspecfor of
Schools, Ellamanchili Range

(True Copy)
J{' Ottt O a/yMa—)
3‘0 harn b 19/ -
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Stock Form No. 135.

-3 . \\
: | Lt ATIONAL DEPARTMENT. .\
L ] '/
4 / / o ,"
Badbar Ch191 5 Registered LU0 ) canyf,

Subgect.

Submitting with remarks the petition of K. Suryanarayana,

1ate sub pro tem Supervisor of Flementary Schools, Ellamanchili

g sub-range, Vizagapatam District.

. .
e

ENOLOSURES. : ’
y Ref " on Cur No. 38514/ 3%

.

>

el Station.M.8.0.T.8 8 . . . Dated the.f.......d. v 1y 198

i

' ¥ .
Giom [ Hamefbe ¥on'ble Ur. J.H. Stone, M.A., F.RH.8.,

; e .@aynam’n bttt Ag..Director of Public Instruction,

: % %%m/“y % l/c’%wmmmz %«/ﬁm‘aa; Ladr a s.

‘ %I & ¥ (éaaéwadémz/ @%m/mwzd

. . With reference to Memorandum No. 504 - 1,

|

B

BEducational, dated 2rd May 111, I have the honour to submit

herewith the petition of K. Suryanarayana, late Sub pro tem
Supervisor of FElementary Schools, Ellamanchili.

B

8. The petitioner was one of those Board Supervisors
who were aprointed sub prg“Egp under Goﬁérnment when the agency
of Supervisors wae provincialized with effect from 1lst March :
1909, their confirmation being made conditional on the receipt
of d& favourable report as tp their work and conduct. He was,
however, not confirmed last year as the Assistant Inspector
reported unfavourably of his work and character and the_Ianecf

tor recommended that his pfobation be extended. In Ege meantine
Y i P sttt A ’
~
: there were sope complaints against him and the circungtanceg ¢
e % > -

under
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under which his probation had to be terminated will be found
fully explained in the enclosed copy of a letter from the

Inspector of Schools, First ¢ircle, R. C. No. 3110 V., dated ﬂﬁﬁ gfl

13th October 1910.

3. When the petitioner asked for copies of the
correspondence in his case, the Inspector was requested by me
to furnish him with copies of all the relevant papers on the

subject.

4 In January 1as$ the petitioner prayed that he

might be permitted to be employed as a Board Schoolmaster and

his petition was forwarded to the Inspector with the remark
that there was no opjection to bis teing so employed. The

Inspector now informs me that K Suryanarayana has been appointed

as a teacher under the Parvatipur Taluk Board.

I have the honour to be,
ST
Your most obedient servent,

WQ‘

for Director of Public Instruction.
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Office of the Inspector of Schools,
R.C. Ne. 3110 V. First Circle,

Camp, Rajahmundry, Dated 13th October 191cC

From .

0.J. Couldrey Esquire, M.A.,

Principal in charge of the office of the
Inspector of Schools, First Circle,
a8 2te1lvy.

To

The Director of Publiec Instruetion,

i op &9 & .4,

Sir,

In submitting the enclosed bapers regarding the case
of' K. Suryanarayana, Swpervisor of Ellamenchili Sub Range (on

probation) I have the honour to remark as follows :

The enquiry was originally held by the Assistant
Inspector of Schocls, Vizagapatam District, being led to it in

the manner described in vara (6) of his covering letter enclosed

herewith. Subsequently (on October 2nd and 3rd) I proceeded to

Fllamanchili and Tuni and myself took statements from the prin-

cipal witnesses. The statements there taken down in English

by me in the presence of the Assistant Inspector of Schoels, and

the Supervisor are enclosed; at the seme time, I examined the :

documents and statements collected by the Assistant Inspector

of Schools being for the most part those enumerated in his list
herewith enclosed.

The charges were three in number.-

(1) that in 1907, the Supervisor borrowed Ps. 100
from a subordinate, one §S. Buchishastri, now of Etikoppaka Boara

School, but then working in a resulte school: that he paid

nething

1

|
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nothing back for two yeare, and then only rs. 80, reserving the

of | ; g rest of the principal and tre interest for mamools.
¥ 2 | Y

(2) That in 1908, he took 7. 65/~ from the stars

i of the Ellamanchili Board Flerentary School as the price of

)
} : their confirmation, being one month's selary from each teacher.

: (3) That he submitted a false diary with respect
to his work on the 16th, 17th, 18th, 19th of June last.

With regerd to (1) the Supervisor admits having taken
% il the loan, and that it was arranged through another subordinste.
@ He produces the receipted pronote (Z. enclosed) as proof that
; ; the whole amount with interest was repaid on 26th December 1909,

i two years after the date of borrowing. Buchishaotri stated

before the Ascistant Inspector of Schools (statement V. Y) that
only 80 P3. was paid; but on being brought before e by the

Supervisor at Tuni he declared that statement to be false, and

|

{

r i

il to have been given in fear of the Assistant Inspector of
5 Schools.

of it, there is the evidence of all 5 of the Fllamenchili Board

|
'} Charge No. (2) relates to the vear 1908. In support
: gchool teachers

» Who made statements both before the Assistant

Inspector of Schools and before me, this evidence is circum-

‘:
i stantifal end consistent. When I toox their statements before
: the Supervisor, he at one peint drew ny attention to a circum-

stance noted by most of them, that he haa told them that "the

money did not go into his own pbocket"; this has no meaning

unless the taking of the noney is admitted.

The 3rd charge concerns itselr mainly with the

question when the Satyanaram School was examined. According

to the diary the Suparvisor spent the better part. of Friday

(17th June) in this school. According to the teacher Th. Jogiah

then acting as Headmaster, however, “the Supervisor did not put

T AR




PRt T e

A — e S N

i —

)

= 2 S e R

ey

L (R

in an appearance until next day, Saturday at & 0'Clock, when

he handed over some 'labels' and returned to Tuni, which is
about 6 miles away. In support of this, he produces a note
(enclosure¥ 10 of the Assistant Inspector's list) written to

him by #friend. The writer of this note says he has been asked
by the Supervisor to tell the Headmaster to keep the school open
for him, until 5 0'Clock, but not to mark the attendance. This
was dated Saturday 18th, and the remark about attendance could
only have reference to a Saturday. The Satyanaram teacher
further declares that he accompanied the’gppervisor to Tuni that
night, slept in the same house and spen@fﬁhole of the Sunday
forenoon in company with the Supervisor and the assistant
teacher of Payakarowpet school: the S8upervisor dictating notes
to the two teachers and scrutinizing the records of Satyanaram
school, which hed been brought in for the burpose. The state-
mént is supported by the Payakarowpeta teacher and also by a
receipt (enclosure 15 of the Assistant Inspector's 1ist) given
to the Headmaster by the Assistant Master, who paid the coolv
carrying the registers and was refunded by the Headmaster. The
Supervisor's diary shows the forenoon of Sunday as having been

given to the inspection of Manganaram school.

In defence, the Supervisor shows two letters one from
an inhabitant of Satyanaram to the effect that the Supervisor
took meals in his house one day some 3 or 4 months before
(enclosure 11 of the Assistant Inspector's list): the other
from an assistant teacher, apparently a relative of the last
mentioned individual, declaring that the Supervisor's inspection

was conducted during both forencon and afternoon of one day,

date unknowvn. Both letters are vague and non-committal and

might have been written as a grace. The writer of the second
had also given the receipt above mentioned (enclosure 15 of the
Assistant Inspector's 1i8t ) which shows that the schocl records

wvent to the Supervisor to Tuni ‘on Sunday 19t1 morning, this
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would not have been necessary had the time shown in the diary
been spent in the school on the 17th. The Supervisor also
called the teachers of Sreerampuram and Gopalapatnam schools

to shew that the time of the inspection of those schools corres-
ponéfﬁith that entered in the diary. Theirs are the two last

of the statements taken by me and enclosed. They are not of

much value.

From the eyidence and from the general results of ny
enquiry, I have no doubt as to the diary for the days in ques-
tion having been falsified. As regarde the other charges, what
is admitted is bad encugh, and the rest, if notd proved home, is

matter for grave suspicion.

I see no good in prolonging the provation of such
an officer. I have to recommend with regret that his probation

be terminated.

I have the honour to be,
e
Your most obedient servant,
(sda) 0.J. Couldrey,
Principel in charge of the office of

the Inspector of Schools, First
Circle.

(True Copy)

O s

for Director of Public *Instruction.
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To : 5
His Excellency the Governor in Council,
Madras.
fhrou;h
The Director of Public Instruetion,

Madras.

The humble petition of Kandala Sooryanarayana, late sub~-
protem Supervisor of Elementary Schools, Ellamanchily in the
Vizagapatam District, showeth that

1. The petitioner entered the Bducational Department in
1898 as a teacher in the Board Primary 8chool, Narasapatam.

2. The petitioner was made a permanent Board Supervisor
in the year 1904 and was retained as a subprotem Supervisor

in the provincialization of the office in 1909.

5. The petitioner thus put in a service of 12 years in
the Department and has passed all the necessary tcsts required

of a Supervisor for promotion.

.

4. The work and conduct of the petitioner have never ==

been subjected to criticism all these years.

5« In the year 1908 when proposals were submitted for ==
provincialization of the Supervisors' servieces U .R.Ry. Babu
Sesibhushana Palit the then Assistant Inspector of Schools ==

found the petitioner's work to be satisfactory snd made him a
subprotem Supervisor.

6. In the vear 1909 M.R.Ry. Ch. Bhagavanulu Pantulu the
present Assistant Inspector of Schools took charge and to the

petitioner's misfortune commenced to lay out foundations to



to see him ruined for the reasons shown in the petiticner's

explanation submitted to the Inspeetor of 8chools on 2-11-1910

7+ The Assistant Inspector not having succeeded in open

enquiries in central classes began to eéncourage School masters

in the range to bake false statements against the Supervisor.

8. Accordingly the Board Elementary School masters at =-

Ellamanchily and a few others in the petitioner's range being

emboldened at the formidable prop of the Assistant Inspector

gave stutements before him against the petitioner behind his
back .

9+ The sum and substance of the c¢omplaints constitutes

the following offences.

(a) That the Bupervisor made a false entry in his diary

on the 17th of June 1910 as having inspected the Board 8chool
at Satyafvaram, while he did no inspection but only visited

the school on the following day i
(v)

2., 18th evening,
That the Bllamanchily teachers paid a sum of Rsb5 to
the Supervisor for being transmitted to the superior offices

in order to secure their confirmation in their posts.

(#) That the Superviscr took & loan of Rs100 from S. Blchi~
sastry a teacher of Pulaparti in the sub-range.

10.The petitioner before entering on his explanations for the

above three items begs leave to add that the
are only

items of charges

inferences drawn from the lengthy enquiry and correg-

pondence but that the petitioner was not furnished with any =--

e ite _and formal charges a ainst in respect of ite

11. Tnat the cherge against item (a) is false is quite clear
from the following faots.

(1) The complainent himself gave a vaucher dating 17th of

June 1910 and noting the station as Satyavaram to the effeot --

that he was supplied with service postage stamps by the Sufcro N
visor



Supervisor whereas he states in his complaint that his school
wes visited by the Supervisor on the evening of the 18th June
and not on the 17th.

(2) The complaint was made on the 19th of July i.e., the
vervy next day on which the Sub-Assistant Inspector visited his
school and .remarked very seriously againat his bad work. The
delay in making the complaint and that, immediately after the
Sub-Assistant's unfavourable remarks on his school is Yery w=e

significant.

(3) The then Assistant teacher of the same school direetly

contradicts the statement of the complainant.

(4) The statement of the Brahmin gentleman in whose house
the petitioner was fed on the day of his visit to the iillago

is also in favour of the petitioner.

(5) The statements ochtained by the petitioner from the Salt
Sub-Inspector Payakaraopeta, Branch Post master, Village Karnam
and Board School master of Pentakota, Village officers of Sri-
rampuram completely exculpate the Supervisor. All these were
enclosed with the explanation submitted to the Director on ===
23--11--1910. | |

12. That the charge against item (b) is equally false is
clear from the following facts.

(1) Under the instructions of Mr.Yates, the then Inspecter
of Schocls, who was not pleased with tﬁe work of the school,
M.R.Ry. Babu Palit the then Assistant Inspector of schools =-=
obstained from recommending the confirmation of the Ellamanchie
1y teachers and appointed them on provation for one yvear. After
the probationary period, he was pleased with their work and --
recommended their confirmation. From this it is evident that
the Buperviscor could have had nc part whatever in getting the

teachers confirmed. This being evident, the complainant =-«=e
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compldinant teachers, it cannot be believed even for a mamnnt;
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would be so foollih ags to entrust the money to one who could

not help them in any way.
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B it was not at all supported by any independant evidence.
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(3) That with no formal complaint secret depositions were

taken from the teachers proves the attitude of the Assistant --

Inspector towards the petiticner.

»
e
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(4) That the petitioner found it necessary in the discharge

L T S e

of his duties as Superviscr to reecord and'rvport the unsatis~-
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factory work of the teachers in face of clear and numerous =-=- - g

g

o
il =

instruections from himself and the Sub-Assistant Inspector. This
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must have placed the teachers in a tepid state which goon ==-=
reached its boiling point when they are confident in the heat

of wrath of the Assistant Inspector against the petitioner.

(5) That Assistant Inspector's construction on the petitio=
ner's cross questioning of the complainant's that the petitioner
indirectly admitted the charge is a misconstruetion as clearly
explained in the petitioner's explenstion offerred to the Direc-
tor of Public Instruction on 23--11+-1910.

13. The charge under item (c) wes & dead letter to which
life was instilled by the Assistant Inspectur by encouraging

the teacher. The loan was taken when the petitioner was in ==

.traf‘ktonod circumstances and when the petitioner was not a ;
g Govoflnpnt servant. It was liquidated and the locu-lnﬂf rﬁturl- .
ed duly endorsed by the claiment long befote the Assistent Ing-
pector took statement from the teacher Suc moto. That this mam

was uoi% up by the Assistant Inspeetor is clear from the fai.t‘
of the enquiry made by the Inspector in which he deposed that
he wao compelled by the Assistant Inspector to make false -fat

ments and that the statement he made was nothing but the dicta=
' tie
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dictation of the Assistant Inspector. No complaint was ever

made by him sgainst the petitioner.

14. That though the whole record of enquiry was only one=
sided since the witnesses cited in defence of the petitionmer
were not made to appear before the Inspector yet there are, on

regord, the most important portions in favour of the petitioner

to the following effect.

(1) That the complainants were set up by the Assistant Ins=~

pector.

~—

(8) That witnesses were first examined by the Assistant Ing-
pector just before they were presented before the Inspector -~

and those that happened to spesk the truth ware rejected.

(3) That the Assistant Inspeector even wrote a letter to --
some requesting them to give evidence against the petition e

und;with all that they sent -tatemenfl in favour of the peti-
tioner.

(4) That the witnesscs were even compelled to give statcm&nta
iguin.t the petitioner.

15. That the Assistant Inape&%or was prejudiced with this
unfortunate petitioncr may elso be seen even from the moment
he took charge when in his Tecommendations for the petitioner's
confirmation as Bupgrviuor'he remarked to the petitioner that
his probation would be made to eoa.o; The petitioner also begs
to point out that the Assistant Inspector having failed in al}
the ebove attempts purposely made this & point in kis tours to
ilsnt the prospects of this unfortunate young petitioner whose
prof.tlon was ceased by the Direetor of Public Instruetion. A
copy 6: the order is herein enclosed. On receipt of the order
by the yebitioner from the Sub-Assistant Inapoctor'- office ==
Ellamanchili on 5-12-1910, he hnnded over charge ot the office

the same evening and has since then been vacant.




16. The petitiomer places the above facts before His
Rxo‘llency and Begs that they may be verified with the record
which is completely filed in Diregtor's office. Though the ==
petitioner prayed for copies of all the records filed they have
not as yet beem favoured to him and hence copies could not »e

enclosed.

17. Last though not least that the petitioner a'young man,
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fully qualified was thus broken down in the midst of his career
for no fault of his, that he put in twelve years service and
that he wag unjustly deprived of his hard earned footing.

18. That the petiticmer therefore most humbly appréaches
His Excellency to beg that the entire records in the case may
be kindly perused with a kind apypreciation of the ;vidon.. and
thet he may be restored to his appointment .

19. That the petitiocmer begs to add thet he submitted his
original petition through the Director of Public Instruction ==

aand & copy direect to His &xcellency.

The petiticner most humbly begs to¢ remain,

I Cuen O Bngess QS
39° arndl 197
Lote Sckpriolin Spurroaer’ T
8¢0”‘0¢§:,¢?, s lovlo,
el i ann AL St Ramgye
dexy%afwoé;‘”

Address.
%Ki Sooryanarayana,
Nemarivari house, Tittivari Street,

Vizegepatam.




OPFICIAL MEMORANDUK g
e bt bbbt O D e
Moulani Muhammed Auzam Sahib Bahadur, B.A. Acting Inspector of
Schools, I Circle.

R. J0.3110 of 1910, Dated 2nd Dec: 1910.

.

In Proceedings R.C.No.7000 of 1910 dated 12-11-10 the ===

Director of Puwlic Instruction has approved the recormendation
of the Inspector of Scho ds that the probation of XK. Sooryana=

rayana, subprotem Supervisor, Bllamanchili Sub range be termi=

nated.

2. The Sub-Assistant Inspector of Schools, Bllamanchili
Range is reyuested to comnunicate a copy of this order to Bur~
yanarayana and relieve hin at once. He will have charge of the

office of the Jupervisor uatil the vacaney is filled up .

(8igned) lMuhammed Auzan,

Ag: Inspector of Schocls.
I Circle.
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To the Sub-Assistant Inspector of 8Schocls, Ellamancnili Rangk.
Copy to the Assistant Inspector of Schools, Vigzagapatam Dist.

Ay .
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R.C JNo. 415 of lo dated 5-12‘10.

(True Copy)

Coamunicated to K. Suryanarayana, Supe-yisor of Elementary
Sche s, Sllamenchili Sub range tor'iuformstion and handing over
charge of the records in this office this forenoon.
(signed) James H; Bhaktul,

Sub-assistant Inspector of
Schools, Bllamenchili Range

5th DecemLer 1910,

(True Copy)
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