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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—

i

Letter—from W. J. J. HowrLey, Hsq., A1k, Superintending Engineer, ITT
ircle.

Zo—the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department.

Dated—Bellary, the 29/31st March 1913.

No—2975.

I have the honour to bring to your notice that M.R.Ry. G Késavulu Nayudu
was appointed sub-overseer, first grade, in 1906 and when this appointment was
reported to you for approval in this office No. 4664, dated 12th December 1905, you
observed in paragraph 2 of your Memorandum No. 3630-C,, dated 13th June 1906,
that ¢ the subordinate has passed the late Middle School Examination and the drafts-
man’s test, while the examination prescribed for appointment as sub-overseer is the
sub-overseer and surveyor’s test”. You were informed in reply (vide this office
No. 3102, dated 16th July 1906) that he was made permanent in 1899 which was
reported to you in this office No. 490 W, dated 1st February 1899, and though he
did not pass the requisite examination then prescribed for the post, he was above
the average standard of intelligence and the then Superintending Engineer therefore
strongly recommended his appointment to the first grade in the new arrangement. In
these circumstances you approved of the appointment of the individual to the first
grade—vide paragraph 1 of your Memorandum No, 5528-C,, dated 8rd October 1906.

2. The Public Service Notification for the year 1899 prescribes the surveyor’s
test as the qualifying test for sub-overseers and unless M.R.Ry. G. Kesavulu Nayudu
had been exempted by Government from passing this test, the appointment would
seem to be irregular.

3. I have the honour therefore to enquire whether this man has ever been
exempted by Government from passing the test ; and if not, whether the draftsman’s
test can be considered as a sufficient qualifying test in his case entitling the sub-
overseer to draw on promotion a higher salary than he now is in receipt of.

II \$
Letter—frégn lW. J. J. Howrey, Esq., aatre.E., Superintending Engineer, TTT
ircle.
Zo—the Ohief Engineer, Public Works Department,

Dated—Bellary, the 5/7th May 1913.
No.—4211.

I have the honour to invite your attention to this office No. 2975, dated 29th/31st
March 1913, enquiring if sub-overseer G- Kesavulu Nayudu has been exempted from
passing the surveyor’s testand is therefore entitled to draw a higher salary than he is
now in receipt of ; and fo request you will be so good as to favour me with a reply
thereto. Pending receipt of your reply T have not been able to give effect to the
orders of Government in G.O. No. 246-W,, dated 31st January 1913, revising the
scale of pay of sub-overseers. :

Lot ]
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008
Memorandnm No. 744 R.-I., dated 29th May 1913.

With reference to his letters: No. 2975, dated 29/31st March 1913, and
No. 4211, dated 5/7th May 1913, the Superintending Engineer, IIT Circle, is
informed that the sub-overseer M.R.Ry. G- Kesavulu Nayudu has not heen exempted
by Government from passing the lower subordinate test of the College of Engineering,
that the samction of Government is necessary for his holding the present post and
that fresh exemption will have to be obtained at each stage of promotion that may in
future be given to him. The Superintending Engineer is therefore requested to
submit the necessary application in the prescribed form.

(By Order,)
D. MARSHALL,
Deputy Secretary to Government, P.W.D.

To the Superintending Engineer, 111 Circle.
.

v
Letter—from W. J. J. HowrEy, Fsq., AaLC.E., Superintending Engineer, IIT
Oircle.
To—the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department.
Dated—Bellary, the 4th June 1913.
No—-5122.

Referring to your Memorandum No. 744-R-1, dated 29th May 1913, stating
that the sanction of Government is necessary for G. Kesavalu Nayudu’s holding his
present post as sub-overseer and that fresh exemption will have to be obtained at each
stage of promotion that may in future be given to him, I have the honour to forward
herewith for your information copy of a letter from the Accountant-General, No. Spl.
15/P.W. 3177, dated 20th May 1913, wherein he states that it is not known whether
any examinations or, if any, of what kind were required to be passed for appointment
as a sub-overseer at the time when the unpassed sub-overseers now in this circle were
first appointed. He brings to notice that in the Public Service Notification revised
up to 31st March 1898 no tests were prescribed for the post of a sub-overseer. The
matter has been further looked up and it is found that it is in the Public Service
Notification appearing in the Fort St. George Gazette of the 1st May 1900 that educa-
tional qualifications were for the first time prescribed for appointment as a sub-overseer.
Entrants into the service prior to the Ist May 1900 presumably cannot be barred
from promotion because they may not be qualified under orders subsequently
promulgated.

2. The undermentioned sub-overseers in this circle entered service before the
1st May 1900 :—
(1) N. Guruswami Ayyar on 23rd May 1895 now in the first grade.
(2) V. Marimuthu Pillai on 1st October 1895 now in the first grade.
(8) G. Kesavulu Nayudu on 17th January 1899 now in the first grade.
4 (4) K. Sundaram Ayyar on 28th March 1900 now in the second grade.

3. There is now in this Circle an unpassed sub-overseer, second grade, M. G-. Subba
Ayyar by name—who was appointed on the 10th October 1900 by the late Central
Office, Tank Restoration Scheme, then working under the Chief Engineer for Trriga-
tion. There is nothing on record here to show whether the necessary exemption from
the examination rules was obtained by the Chief Engineer for Irrigation, The
Accountant-General cannot trace any order in his office. If no order is traceable in
the Chief Engineer for Irrigation’s or the Secretariat office, an application will be
submitted for the requisite sanction being obtained.

T request the favour of early orders on this reference to enable me to give effect
to the reorganized scale of pay to sub-overseers.

821 EdL.—2
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ENCLOSURE.

ZLetter—from N. N. Paparrr, Hsq., Assistant Accountant-General, Madras.
To—the Superintending Engineer, III Circle.

Dated—the 20th May 1913.

Wo—Spl. 15/P.W. 8171.

With reference to your letters Nos. 2076, dated 31st March 1913, and 4_212‘ dated 7th May
1918, T have the honour to state that (z) as regards @. Kesavalu Nayadu, his promotion to sub-
overseer, first grade (veferred t5in . Dis. No. 3630~C., dated 13th June 1906) was approved of
by the Chief Engineer in his Memorandum No. 5628-C., dated 3rd October 106, and that () as
regards the other men, the records of this office do not throw any light on the point whether
they have been exempted or not from passing the tests required for a sub-overseer.

9. Tt is also not known whether any examinations, or, if any, of what, kind, were required
to be passed for appointment as a sub-overseer, at the time when these men were first appointed.
Tt will be seen that in the Public Service Notification revised up to 8lst March 1898, no tests
were prescribed for the post of a sub-overseer.

3. Your attention is also invited to the Chief Engineer’s Memorandum No. 1011-C.; dated
14th February 1907.

v

Letter— from W. J. J. Howrey, Hsq., aarrc.E., Superintending Engineer, IIT
Circle.

To—the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department.

Dated—Bellary, the 29/30th July 1913.

No.—T056.

I have the honour to invite your attention to my letter No. 5122, dated 4th
June 1913, relative to the necessity or otherwise for the exemption from the exami-
nation rules of certain sub-overseers in this Circle before they could be given the
reyised rates of pay sanctioned in G.O. No. 246-W., dated 31st January 1913, and to
request the favour of early orders thereon, as, pending such orders, it is not found

possible to give effect to the revised scale of pay sanctioned in the Government.

Order referred to above.

VI
Memorandum No, 744/R-5, dated 5th Aungust 1918,

With reference to his letter No. 5122, dated 4th June 1913, the Superintending
Engineer, 11T Cirele, is informed that persons permanently appointed to the post of
sub-overseer before the 24th April 1900, the date on which it was first notified that
candidates for the post of sub-overseer should have passed the sub-overseer and
surveyor test, may be considered to be exempt from that test for promotion to any
grades of sub-overseer, provided they possessed the general educational qualification
for posts carrying a pay of Rs. 15 and upwards at the time of their permanent appoint-
ment, viz., Middle School examination, first class, up to 1894 and Upper Secondary
or equivalent examination after that year. As G. Kesavuln Nayudu was permanently
appointed in 1899 and as he does not appear to have passed the Upper Secondary
examination or some other examination equivalent to it, the Superintending Enginee}
is requested to submit the necessary application for his exemption. The same course
should be followed in the case of the other three men mentioned in paragraph 2 of his
letter quoted above, if they do not possess the general educational qualifications
referred to.

2. In the case of M. G. Subbayyar referred to in paragraph 8 of his letter the
Superintending Engineer should submit an application for his exemption from the
sub-overseer and surveyor test, as he was appointed subsequent to 24th April 1900.

C..A. SurrH,
Chief Engineer, P.W.D.

To the SuperintendingiEngineer, 1T Circle.

No. 821, EpvoatioNAr, 5ri SeeremBEr 1913,

Letter—from W. J. J. Howrev.
TIT Circle.

Vil

To—the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department.
Dated—Bellary, the yth August 1913.

No.——T441.

, Bsq., Aarc.E., Superintending Engineer,

Referring to your Memorandum No. 744/R-5, dated 5th August 1913, I have
the honour fo forward herewith two exemption applications on behalf of the five sub-
overseers in question and to request that orders of Grovernment exempting them from
the examination rules may he obtained at an early date to enable me to give effect to
the revised scale of pay sanctioned for the Lower Subordinate establishment in G.O.
No. 246-W_, dated 31st January 1913.

ENcrosures.

(1)

ApprrcaTion for exemption from the examination rules of unpassed candidates for
employment in the ITT Oircle.

¢

1. Name, age and educa-
tional qualifications of
the unpassed candi-
date for whose exemp-
tion sanction is sought.

(1) M.R.Ry. V. Marimuthu Pillai., 40
2 i N. Guruswami Ayyar

General
Name. Age.  Educational

=~

7

qualifiontion.
il

al.

Nil.
(3) 5 G. Kesavulu Nayudu 89 Middleschool, first class ;
has also passed the
draftsman’s test.

(4) K.Sundaram Ayyar w 43 Vil.
2
2. The post in which it is
proposed to ewmploy
: him aud nature of Sub-Overseer, permanent.
the appointment, i.e.,
whether acting or sub-
pro tem. or temporary.
e i St s e
YEAR. RS. RS, Rs.
i;\ q 3. The pay of the post | M.R.Ry. V. Mari- 1st Oct. 1895 85—5—45 50—10—70 70
Y and the pay proposed | muthu Pillai.
to be given to the un- | M.R.Ry. N. Guru- 23rd May 1895 50-10—70 50—10--70 70 -
passed candidate. swami Ayyar.
M.R.Ry. G. Kasa- 17th Jan. 1899 25—5--85 50—10--70 60
vulu Nayudu.
K Sundaram 28th Mar. 1900 25—5—85 85--5—-45 45
Ayyar.
Pay proposed cannot be fixed, but the same will not exceed the

- maxium preseribed Rs. 80 under G.O. No. 246 W., dated 31st

< January 1913.
4. The ination from | Matriculation Examination.
which exemption is |On the dates on which the four men were appointed substantively,
sought. no other special educational qualification was prescribed for the

post of sub-overseer.

5. The period for which
the appointment is
expected to last.

Permanent.

1




Application for exempt
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tion from the examination rules of unpassed candidates for
employment in the IIT Circle—cons.

6. The period for which
sanotion is now sought
(with dates of com-
mencement  and of
termination).

Indefinite, i.¢., so long as these men continue in service.

7. Is this o first appli-
cation or one for a
renewal of a previous
sanction? [ for
renewal, quote the
previous order grant-
ing sanction and state
for how long the
candidate has been
already exempted.

Nil.

8. What steps have been
taken to procure the
services of a passed
candidate and with
what result.

Vide Chiet Engineer, Public Works Department’s Memorandum
No. 744/R-5, dated 5th August 1913.

9. Recommendation of the

head of the depart- Recommended.
ment.
|
10. Remarks G5 G Nil.

Forwarded to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, for favour of obtaining the
sanction of Government in reference to his No. 744/R-5, dated 5th August 1918,

9th August 1913

W. J. J. HowLEy,
Superintending Engineer, 11T Circle.

(®)

1. Name, age and educa-
tional qualifications
of the unpassed
candidate for whose
exemption sanction
is sought.

M. G. Subba Ayyar.
Age—40.
0

Qualification—Vil. ~

2. The post in which it is
proposed to employ
him ‘and nature of
the appointment, i.e.,
whether acting or
sub. pro tem. or
temporary.

Sub-overseer—permanent.
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Application for exemption from the

> tion rules of unp d didates for
employment in the III Circle—cont. g

3. The pay of the post

- and the pay proposed

tobe given to the
unpassed candidate,

Date of first permanent appointment—10th October 1900,
G;réde Eongpermanent appointment, third grade, sub-overseer—
—5—35.
Present grade—Second grade, sub-overseer—=85—5—45,
Present pay Rs. 85.
The sub-overseer’s pay will not exceed the maximum of Rs. 80
prescribed in G.0. No. 246-W., dated 81st January 1913,

4, The examination from
which exemption is
sought. z

Old sub-overseers’ and sarveyors’ test of the Coll £ i &
ing, Madras. z otlege of Engineer

5. The period for which
the appointment is
expected to last.

Permanent.

6. The period for which
sanction  is  now
sought (with dates
of  commencement
and of termination).

Permanent.

7. Is this a first appli-
cation or one for a
renewal of a previous
sanction ? If  for
renewal, quote the
previous order
granting  sanetion
and state for how
iong the candidate
has  been already
exempted.

Vil

8. What steps have been
taken to procure the
services of a passed
candidate and with
what result.

Vide. Chief Engineer, Public Works Department’s Memorandum
No. 744/R-5, dated 5th August 19183,

9. Recommendation  of

the Head of the Recommended.
Department.
10. Remarks e o Nil.

Forwarded to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, for favour of obtaining the

sanction of Government.

9tk August 1913.

W. J. J. Howrey,
Superintending Engineer, 1IT Circle.
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Order—No, 821, Educational, dated 5th September 1913,
The following persons are exempted from the examination rules for employment

as sub-overseers :—

(1) M.R.Ry. V. Marimuthu Pillai.

(2) 5 N. Guruswami Ayyar.

(8) i G. Kasavulu Nayudu.

(True Extract.)

(4) M.R.Ry. K. Sundaram Ayyar.
(5) 3 M. G. Subba Ayyar.

W. Francrs, :
Ag. Secretary to Government.. -

To the Public Works Department with copy of notes.

EpvcartoNat DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0. No. 821, EDUCATIONAL,
DATED 5ra SEPTEMBER 1913.

(Sussrer.— Lnguiry if M.R.Ry. . Kesavale Nayudu, sub-overseer, has been ezempted
by Government from the exzaminalion rules and if promotion to higher pay may be
given.]

Pusric Works DEPARTMENT.

From the Superintending Engineer, [LL Circle, dated 29th/31st March
1918, No. 2975,

The history of the case is as follows :—

The sub-overseer, M.R.Ry. G. Kesavalu Nayudu, has passed the late Middle
School examination and the Draftsman’s test of the College of Engineering, Madras.
Tfe was appointed by the Superintending Engineer as a temporary sub-overseer, third
arade, in 1896 and asa permanent sub-overseer fhird grade, in 1899. These facts were
reported to this office on each occasion and recorded in memorandums No. 2997-C,
dated 3rd August 1896 and No 866-C, dated 8th February 1594, vespectively, without
the question of his want of educatioral qualification for the post being raised. The
audit officer also appears to have overlooked the matter. The sub-overseer in the usnal
course was promoted by the Superintendinngngine‘e;vr lfo thle sIecond gradce on general
& uty. en the Irrigation Conservancy
= 6.0. No. 1272 W, dated 10th July 1905. e reo?ganized in 1903, ¢4
the Superintending Engineer, III Circle, promoted him to the first grade (50--10—70)
on that establishment.  When the Superintending Engineer (lzame up lor the Chief
o o . Engineer’s approval to this promotion he
I 52:3[1 11 ‘(3!;213 J?lfmﬂ{gx‘x;gmudum Do st was askedt to state how the man came to
be appointed as a sub-overseer without the
requisite qualifications. Please see paragraph (i1) of the Superintending Engineer’s
reply onapages 1 and 2 of current file of G.0. No.1846 W.,dated 12th September 1906.
He added that ** though he has not passed the present requisite qualification he isabove
“ the average standard of intelligence and I strongly recommend that he may be
“given the first grade sub-overseer’s place.” Attention is then invited to the notes
in the margin of page 9 of the notes to G.0. No. 1846 W, dated 12th September
1906, in which it was held thatas the Audit officer did not object to the man’s appoint-
ment on the score of want of educational qualifications the question of his exemption
need mot be raised. Accordingly the question of exemption was dropped and his
+ Vide Memo. No. 5598-C, dated 8rd October Ppromotion to the first grade approved. f
~ 1906. The man has thus not been exempted from

examination rules by Government.

2. The question now to be considered is as to what reply should be given to the
Superintending Engineer’s second query in paragraph 3 of his letter. The irregularity
in the man’s appointment without exemption having again come to notice, it seems

: S A . may be set right by obtaining § his
§ Men it similar position were exempted in

608 Noi 423 Eiucatioval dafodsisthy Sxomption grce forfall ahd dhpjmay i
Decambeb 1006 permitted to rise up to the maximum pay

of sub-overseers, viz., Rs. 80, if otherwise
qualified for it.
K.G.—15-4-13.
W. G. MonesworRTH—2]1-4-13.

.
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Secretary for orders.

The file is not complete. There were two cases of exemption of sub-overseers
sanctioned in 1911 I think in which the general question of exemption of men for all
grades of sub-overseer was raised. [ think hoth sub-overseers were in the I Qircle.

C. A. Surre—21-4-13.

The Secretary apparently refers to the case of G. Pachchaiyappa Pillai disposed
of in G.0. No. 670, Hducational, dated 23rd September 1911, and the case of
V. Muttuswami Mudaliyar which was considered along with the above—uviZe G.O.
Mis. No. 669, Educational, dated 23rd September 1911. The notes on the subject
will be found with the former "order. Attention is also mvited to G.0. No. 244,
Educational, dated 9th May 1910, and paragraph 1 (2) of G.0O. No. 593, Educational,
dated 4th July 1912, It will be seen from these orders that a man exempted for.
appointment to a particular grade or on a particular salary requires to be exempted
again before he can be promoted to a higher grade or a higher salary. Similarly, in
the present case it is necessary to obtain the sub .overseer’s exemption not only to
enable him to hold his present post buf also to enablelim to receive further promotion.

K.G.—1-5-13.
This means case is hardly parallel to those dealt with in G.0. No. 670, Educa-

tional, dated 23rd September 1911, as the man was not originally appointed on the
Conservancy establishment. In this case exemption must be applied for to enable

i him to draw his present pay and the

C. A. Surre—15-5-13, | application must again be renewed at each
step of promotion—@G.0. No. 244 of 9th
May 1910. ;

D. MarsHALL—10-5-13.

A draft memorandum to the Superintending Engineer is submitted.
B. Rav—26-5-18.
D. MarsHALL—26-5-13.
[1ssued as Memorandum No. 744 R-1, dated 29th May 1913.]

Brom the Superintending Engineer, IIT Cirele, dated 4th June 1913, No. 5122,

The Superintending Engineer now brings to notice that as the man—
. Kesavalu Nayudu—was appointed permanent sub-overseer before 1st May 1900
when for the first time educational qualifications were preseribed for that appoint-
ment, he does not appear to require any exemption and cannot be barred from
promotion. Pleage see the Public Service notifications issued in 1899 and 1900
As stategi by the Superintending Engineer, no qualifications are prescribed for sub-
overseer’s appointment in the earlier of the two notifications, while the Sub-Overseer
and Surveyor test is preseribed in the latter notification. It is submitted therefore
that we may agree with the Superintending Engineer that entrants into the service ™
prior fo the 1st May 1900 cannot be barred from promotion because they may not he
qualified under orders subsequently promulgated. The concurrence of Bduca-

D Myssiny a0 tional may be obtamed before inform-
0 Al e ;1;)%vethe Superintending Engineer as

2. With reference to paragraph 3 of the Superintending En ineer’s lett
orders are traceable in this office exempting 1\}; (6% Subbga :.\yg\'ar. ’l‘lxee eCrilFe(;
En.gmeer for Trrigation may be requested to say if any orders are traceable in his
office. If not, the Superintending Engineer may be asked to apply for his exemption.

K.G—14-6-13.

i
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Make an extract to go to the Irrigation office. The case may then go to the
Secretary.
. MaksHALL—18-6-13.
To the Bducational Department.

EpucarioNAL DEPARTMENT.

The question raised by the Public Works Department in this file is whether
sub-overseers appointed prior to st May 1900, the date on which it was first notified
that candidates for the posts of sub-overseers should have passed the Sub-Overseer
and Surveyor test, may be considered to be exempt from this test for promotion to
higher grades of sub-overseers.

2. Prior to 1896 there were only the ¢ surveyors ” and * drattsmen ” classes in
the College of Engineering for the training of subordinates. In that year the
surveyor class was developed into a
Paragraph 11 of report of the college for 1896 ¢ sub-overseer and surveyor” class for
on page 6 of 0. Nos. 541-42, dated 220d  the training of candidates for the posts of
September 1397, sub-ovarseers and surveyors, but it was
Paragraph 14 on page 18 of G.0. id. not until 1900 that the test was first
Paragraph 4 (c) on page 4 of G.0. No. 538, included in the Public Service notifica-
dated 25th August 1898. tion as a qualifying test for sub-overseers.
No qualifications were prescribed for
sub-overseers in the Public Service notifications of the previous years and it is not
known what qualifications were demanded for euc_h subordinates. Som_e persons who
had passed the old surveyor or draftsman class might have been appointed to those
posts.

3. As regards the main question, it is submitted that when qualifications are
newly laid down for any post it is not generally the practice to give retrospective
effect to it, the existing incumbents beiqg generally _exempted from the new rule. For
example, when the minimum qualification for appointment to posts carrying a pay of
more than Rs. 15 per mensem was raised from ‘¢ M}ddl_e Schop], first c!ass ” to ¢ Upper
Secondary ” or ¢ other equivalent or higher examinations,” it was laid down that the

new rule would not affect those who had
Note 1 ;9 the Public{T Service notiﬁcatimh on Eﬁ:smzi:shte g::gle:ncélOO}]eﬁll;BU;;-thl::e;r;
page 25 of G.0. No. 317, dated 9th May . ¢ 3 x ®
18%4, and the history of this note in the notes appointments in the public service on the
to G.0. No. 737, Educational, dated 14th date on which the revised notification
December 1910. came info force. Again recently, when
it was ruled that Bombay matriculates
should not be admitted to posts carrying a pay of more than Rs. 20 in the public
service, 1t was decided that the new rule
G.0. No. 127, Educational, dated 12th g},y]d not affect the promotion of those
February 1913. who had passed that examination and
were already permanently in the public service. Following the principle adopted in
= 4 | these cases, this department may, it is
W.F.—15-7-14. | submitted, agree with the Public Works
Department in considering that persons appointed to the post (_)f_ sub-overseer lyefore
the new test was prescribed as a qualification may be deemed eligible for promotion to
the higher grades of sub-overseer. These sub-overseers should have already by their
service proved their eligibility to be such and promotion to various grades among
sub-overseers apparently depend mainly
on service and experience. This exemp-
tion would not, however, qualify these
sub-overseers for any higher post such as
overseers, etc., nor qualify unpassed men
who held any post other than that of
sub-overseer before the 24th A pril
1900 * to rise to the post of sub-overseer
after that date.

W.F.—15-7-13.

* The date on which it was first notified that
candidates for the post of sub-overseers
should have passed the ¢ Sub-Overseer
and Surveyor test.”
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i ualifications. As the minimum pay of
4. The above relates only to techmealt%e e e
Paragraph 2 of letter No. 1365 W., dated 1st Rg. 25—5—3b) was in excess.of R« 15,
October 1912, on page 2 of G.0. No. 246 W., candidates who wete appomted atbe
dated 31st January 1913.
have possessed the minimum general educational gualiﬁcatiouf p:sc;ﬂ;'e]: nmR zhel g??l);)é:,

i i 1 1881 Prying a pay o T 3
Service notification for admission to posts c?‘;gedbto pR);. S
Note 1 to the P“‘Elici Slf"i":.ﬂ““':iﬁ““i"n of Sehool examination in the first class up
1894 and article 2 of the notification on page 804 and Upper Secondary or equiva-
2hoR G0, N 17 Bcstizal dated Gl }Zn% egxamiuatiggelater on. In th?a ease
Ran et of Kesavalu Nayudu it is stated that he
has passed the Middle School examination, but it is not mentioned whether he passed
in the first olass. He was permanently appointed in 1899. It he did not pass in
| the first class, he will require exemption.
| If the others also had not been qualified,
W.F.—15-7-18. | they should have been specially exempted

| from the examination rules.

S.K,—14-7-13.
(. RAMANUJACHARI—14-7-13.
W. Francrs—15-7-13.

To the Public Works Department.

Pusric Works DEPARTMENT.

Letter—irom the Superintending Engineer, ILL Circle.
To—the Ohief Engineer, Public Works Department.
Dated —the 4th June 1913-

No.—5122.

- . . . »

3. There is now in this circle an unpassed sub-overseer second grade—M. G-
Subba Ayyar by name—who was appointed on the 10th Oetober 1900 by the late
Ceutral Office Tank Restoration Scheme then working under the Chiet Engincer for
Tirigation. There is nothing on record here fo show whether the necessary exemption
from the examination rules was obtained by the Chief Engineer for Irrigation. The
Accountant-Greneral cannot trace any order in his office. If no order is traceable in
the Chief Engineer for Irrigation’s or the Secretariat office, an application will be
submitted for the requisite sanction heing obtained.

I request the favour of early orders on this reference to enable me fo give effect
to the re-organized scale of pay to sub-overseers.

From the Superintending Engingeer, IIT Cirele, dated Lth June 1913, No. 5122. "

9. With reference to paragraph 3 of the Superintending Engineer’s letter no
orders are traceable in this office exempting M. G. Subba Ayyar. The Chief Engineer
for Irrigation may be requested to say if any orders are traceable in his office. It
not, the Superintending Engineer may be asked to apply for his exemption.

K.G.—14-6-13.
Make an extract to go to the Irrigation office. The case may then go to the

Secretary.
D. MarsHarn—18-6-13.

overseers before the year 1900 should-

No. 821, Enuoarronat, 5ra Srpremeer 1913, 5 :

Papers connected with the appointmen
ut of Mr.
dated 10th October 1900) have {gan destroyed. :
from ezamination rules are traceable in this office,
it is submitted, be returned to the Secretary.
G.V.—5-7-13.
P K.S—5-7-13.

M. G. Subba Ayyar (No. 2064-T.,
No papers relating to his ezenption
With these remarks the file may,

F. E. MoreaN—7-T7-13.
As the Public Works De igati
: . partment (Irrigation) say that th
lethE the appointment of the sub-overseer M. G. Subl)aa vaar h:vg aﬁ:;ﬁ c([:g;ne(itzd
e Educational Department may be requested to state if a o

1 te if any order: 1
:eExelpptlo‘n of the man are traceable in that department. If 303&?3 S?E;riiglgld}};e
ngineer may be asked to apply for his exemption. The original of the Superintending

* This file was returned to Public Works Ihgineer's lotter No. 512, dated dth
Department ou. 15th July 1913 with Hdw a0 1913, has already been referred to
cational in; No, 1960-1. Educational with No. 744 R-3, dated 21st

TJune 1918. *  This may be forwarded to
Educational in continuation.
: Ve s

K.G.—14-7-13.
W. G. Moreswortr—16-7-13.

To the Bducational Department,

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

No orders exempting M. G. Subba rar inati ;
traceable in this departll)uen%. \%’ugie bWugsﬁs%i}zitrz‘:E mt:; b:xiil;:xlrlﬁ:;g Ezllecr;‘?isn:lm
S.K.—19-7-13. =
C. RanaNUTACHARL.—19-7-13.
C. 8. ANANTARAM AYYaR—21-7-18,

To the Public Works Department.

Purric Works DEPARTMENT.

As Ke_gavalu Nayudu was permanently appointed 1z 1899, he should have passed
the Upper Secondary or equivalent examination and not Middle School, first class,
as stated by Edueational. Itis clear that he has not passed the former examination and
8o he requires exemption from passing it. The Superintending Engineer may be asked
to submit an application for the exemption. He may be asked to follow the same
eourse; mf rega.rdt t;i.‘»l thgf o;her three men mentioned in paragraph 2 of his letter on
page 2 of current file if they also do not possess tk wh ati
s it y 1ot p he neclessm y general educational

2. In regard to M. G. Subba Ayyar referred to in pars i
.2 € ! Ayy L paragraph 3 of his letter, th

t%)upertl]gteudll)n(g) Engineer dmgy be asked to submit an applicati%:u for his exemﬁtioﬁ
rom the Sub-Overseer and Surveyor test, as he was inted p
R . s was appointed subsequent to 24th
3. A draft memorandum as above is submitted.
K.G.—24-7-13.
G. D. PruMMER—28-7-13,
D. MarsHALL—29-7-13.
C. A. Smrra—31-7-13.

{Tssued as Memorandum No. 744 R-5, dated 5th August 1913.]
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No. 821, EDUCATIONAL,, 51H SEPIEMBER 1913.

Hrom the Superintending Engineer, IIT Circle, dated 9th August 1913, No. T441.

to Memorandum No. 744 R-5, dated 5th August 1913, the Superin-
tending Engineer, 1T Circle, submits an application for the exemption from the neces-
sary general educational qualification (viz, the Upper Secondary or other equivalent
examination) of the four sub-overseers mentioned in paragraph 2 of the Superinten-
ding Engineer’s letter on page 9 of current file, as the men were appointed before any
technical qualification was prescribed for the post of sub-overseer.

9. He also submits another application for the exemption of M. G. Subba Ayyar
from * the Sub-Overseer and Surveyor test.”

3. The applications may be forwarded to the Educational Department with the
request that the men may be permanently exempted from examination rules so as fo
admit of their promotion to any grade of sub-overseer.

K.G.—13-8-13.

In reply

D. MarsuALL—20-8-13.

To the Educational Department.

EDUcATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Please see the Educational Department note on pages 3 aud 4 ante and the Public
Works Department note on the previous page. Krom the application on page 4 of
current file it will be seen that G. Kesavula Nayudu is a ¢ Middle School first class”

y % e sandidate. If, therefore, he had secured
Note 1 to the Public Service notificatio G g i e
page 26 of G.0. No 317, Educational, ‘111“215 slaciig OF potmAnon’ BUNCIHETL oL
Stib May 1504, salary not less than Rs. 15 on the lst
: ; 3 ; July 1894 and had continued in service
without interruption, he will not now require exemption from the examination rules.
Apparently, he had not secured any such appointment and his first appointment to
the service was as sub-overseer and that in 1899,

2. A dratt order sanctioning the exemption from the examination of all the fi
candidates referred to in the Public Works De; i e nv‘e
e partment note on the previous page is

S.K.—30-8-13.
C. RAMANUJACHARI—2-9-13.
Approved.
W. FranNors—4-9-13.

[G.0. No. 821, Educational, dated 5th September 1913.]
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