


zﬁ c‘f;ala aiyer ;
Forest Dapartment, "ollector‘

The Secretary to the Government of Madras
Educational Department»

Most Honoured Sir,

The pe&itioner B.S. Venkatachala aj.,yer’ oum é
to bring the following few lines to the benevole 1
tion of the Government and favourable orders- | ‘
Mr. M.A. Ananthalwar B2.A., B«C.B., a resid.en‘t

‘Triplicane and a retired Engineer of lysore P-W.D-«, Ig

appointed by Geo Maddox Esq., tne Secretary to Gomm-j:.
of Government examinations, as a Chief examiner for coi :
ing the practical and oral examinations in the Civil |
Engineering subjects at Rajahmundry centre in May 1916

Adverting to confidential letter No.1536, dated 18ta N

|
1916, issued from tne Secretary's officé; requesting aim 1
SRR A ReteAsarY. ALY DAL, B8 nis assistant, in co |
ing the examination, the humble petitionér who was the

: 5

serving as a Technical assistant in the office of Indi

architecture was selected by the said ¥r. Ana.nz\w ‘ 1

the number of students was very high and tiae g me fer;

-ing the examination was very limited. ﬁro—i A- A.nant

L SRR C R
RN AN PRTE Y

showed the confidential' letter to me. In it

a@s follows: --"In conclusion I have only to

examiners are remunerated for their servic '

with these examinations" x X

. The fact of having appointed the petitiener

assistant was also communicated to Geo laddox Es

information on 25th May 1917. : 7
In gobedience to verbal orders of the sai&llr

M. A. Anan.tha_lwar. I at once proceeded to Baja.hm




,«ef tho “statement of work done by" hin at'nndahlunéry’
‘..T "An assistant by name B-S- Venkatachala liyor. who 1.
:Qnaliried in the IEngineering aubjeots. who is now a tochnioal
y';nseiatant in the Indian Architecture office, and who served as

a Survey assistant in tne Madras Fisheries Department, was taken -

|

to Rajanmundry.* 3
% - Nr. Ananthalwar, being the chief examiner, was given in o

-

- the month of April 1917 a cheque for nearly Rs.410/ - from the ' ﬁ}

b
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office of the Secretary to the Government examinations with a
note to take Rs.375/- for his share and to pay the balance of

Rs. 55/~ to the petitioner, B.3. Venkatacnala aiyer, for his

e Wg‘;r 8

services in connection with the examinations at Rajaamundry.
 On the 1st of April 1917, as I had been appointed in

this office, I had to come away here. The said ¥r. Ananthalwar
taking advantage of my absence at Madras casned the cheque and
did not pay me the sanctioned amount of Rs.35/- This matter
was also reported to Geo Maddox Esq., who gave a reply which
was not to the point, stating that he cannot interfere with the Ei'e
matter.

When an amount of Rs. 55/ - was sanctioned by hlm Lo J

be given to the petitioner the Secretary should have Jl&lo& for

the stamped receipt in token of having paid the amount or to »

. return it if it is not paid. My letiers to ¥r. Ananthalwar, e f
_ q .

requesting him to send me the amount, have become entirely futile |5

as he ‘wantg Lo make a deduction in the said amouni. On informing

this agaln to the Secretary I received no reply.- I toen brougit

all tuese tnings to the kind notice of the Direcivor of Public
Instruction on 26tn June 1917. Again anotaer reminder petition
was put on 4tn July 1917; anotner.was again sent on 17-7-1917.
For all the above reminders the petitioner is not fortunave to
receive any reply till now.

As sufficient time has already boon passed away since

‘;the cheque of 33-410/-‘was cashed and the. portina nr'tho tggungs

balance of Rs.35/- waich was legaliy;aanctﬁ
Maddox Esq., has not yet been paid to tue p

The petitioner, therefbre.'humblypiég
honour at least will be graciously pleased to

the matter to have the balance of Rs- 35/ - due t¢

paid to me at an early date. It is not knowﬁ7

amount of Rs.j5/- due to me is with M.A. Anantha lwa

returned to gSecretary's Qffice. If the said amouﬁ€~
returned to Secretary's Office, the petitioner hu'mi)_ :
quests that ne (tae Secretary) may be directed to s;n
the amount to the petitioner by money order, deductinsa

commission; if the said amount is with the Chief,Examﬁ
the Secretary may be requested to get back the amount

bim (M.A. Ananthalwar) and send it to the petitione}QW*

I'beg to remain,
¥Moslt Honoured §'i r,

Your most humble & obedient

£ k.

The petitioner.
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Returning , with remarks, the petition of B. S.Ve <8
with reference to Endorsement No. 850.B<1, Homeé (Educatianv»
24th August 1917 and recommending that the petitioner may be
that the matter referred to by him should be settled behieqn5
the Examiner (M.R.Ry M. A. Ananthalwar). :
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Slation M & d T as , Dated the /g/ September_ 1917

o The Secr e{’az‘tj, to the Sovernment OF %a@mo,'

HOME @epqdmeﬁf
3 ' {Bducation)s
S"’) i -

With reference to Government Endorsement, No. 850. B-
Home (Edlcation) dated 24th August 1917, on the petltlon‘qr
B. Vem\atachala Ayyar (herew1th returned) , I ha've the h
to state that M.R.Ry M.A.Ananthalwar Avl., B.A., A.C.E., B

retired Engineer, P.W.D., Mysore State, and Editor-in-ch

"Indian Architecture", who has settled in Madras , was ¢  :

by me to conduct the Oral and Practical Examinat.ions at :

RN A

mundry last year in the Engineering subjects of the Apr

2,

G,

nical Examinations, as the services of loocal Engineering

Cfficers were not available at the time. He was reque

the letter in which the examinership was offered to him



1 the '°“k employing as an saaiatmt not to omino but for olor:toalg
vork &o. , ANy person whose aerviool he might wiuh to avail mnlolt
| of. The appointment of the Assistants is not roquire’d to b. Bub-
Titted for my approval, and the assistants amployed are reapomiblo

: WW gw dﬁ 1eve
1 3
n ‘regard to the poyment % quvanq: %:s ﬁ:egardd

usiatant itv. 1i.avery .doubtful rhather he wit.h but a-

. 8pent out of his own money the Railvay and other e
; ;

umouy to the Examiner by whom they are appointed. the assistant

receives all necessary instructions from the Examiner and works -

: . : 1
¢ nder his orders and supervision; he also receives the remuneration q.nd e, Lo l(a.dras espeoially Vhen 1t 'was not diffiou

8e . a
from the Examiner. The assistants.do not correspond with me on any [l {0 advance for the purpo e from his employer who was

“@tion. & states also that the assistant has
natter conneoted with the Examinations. As regards remuneration, Tetio The Examiner states also that the

3 lm r sts that th tter be left in his
. they are allowed a lump sum regard being had to the number of days tg‘x:d o t’ e ° ma i

amd 4that th tt
of Examination, the number of candidates, &¢..and the vyemuneration pet’&‘lgpe i e a.lreagy been.. i.nt il Wikt v *&

™

flff | be settled betwebn Hm and the Exa.miner: In these circumst

80 allowed is inoluded in the remuneration to the Examiner: a bill

”
for the total amount is sent to the Examiner and he is informed of i : | g \to Niimend et tﬁé RaLLyiduer nay be infeapad a.coording%y'
‘ the amount allowed to his assistant; the assistant receives the t ' - . : b T 4 % G
i - P » . % .‘, I have the*honc
! amount directly from the examiner. The above procedure has been : r * p
in e’xistence. for a long time and there has been no hitch so far ; , " ’ Sir, .
8 between any of the examiners and his assistant. % o ; %. s .
! ; _, x Your most obedient se
| In the present instance, the petitioner was appointed by % \ : . =Y S o i
j ¥.R.Ry Ananthalwar as his assistant; a bill for Rs.410 was sent . “"*Wﬁ-
3 to the Examiner and he. was informed that the amount included the 4 : % Npeay oy salt
Sum of Rs.3% for his assistant. He states that he paid an advance | ¥ ' " %‘ . 4y ]Afﬁmiﬂﬁigae""
@ of Rs.15 to the petitionef when the latter proceeded to Rajahmundry | ”,/467 ' % e ’
and that the balance of Rs.20 is due to him; he further states % lp/ﬁ'

that when this sum of Rs.20 was offered to the petitioner, he refused

-0 take it and went away saying that "he would complain®. The Q
.83istant's version is that he did not receive the advance of Rs.l5 : : '
nd therefore, the whole amount of RS.35 18 due to him from the Examiner. | : - : :

+

LL appears 10 me from the correspondence that there i8 some misunder-

! standing between the two.

4 If the examiner had taken a receipt from the assistant for the

T —

advance of Rs.l5, the assistant would not be able to deny the faot.
No receipt was demanded by the examiner probably because there was
) 00 misunderstanding at the time of payment,- and the assistant now

wants to take advantage of the oiromt&noo In h:l.a lctt.or dstod
the 25th August 1917 (wh:l.oh was rooeived by me prior to the rooo:l.pt

i
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