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1Collector of Tlnnevelly, No. A—2~4978—22; dated
1925 -

‘Reference:- B.P. No. 3476, Routine, dated

The institution of the above suit was sanctioned in_
G 0. 1408 Law (Education) Department, dated 17-11-1922.
2. A copy of the notice of suit served on the correspdnf
VBT : )
of thgi?eorge Mi@dle School-$now National School) and a copy
of: the plaint filed in court are enclosed. The sult has e
dismissed withlcosts of defendant. A printed copy of the ju&g;
ment and a copy of the decree together with certified copies‘
of the material exhibits filed "in the cace and of the deposié
tions of witnesses are submitted herewith.
3. The decision of the District Munsif and the arguments

advanced by him for his conclusions seem to be erroneous.

The District Munsif has held that the building¢ has not been

_"1th1n th@ meaning of rule 55 of the Grant in Aid Code not-
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B

!
%d erted to purposes other than those JpprOVDd of by qovennment
j

withstanding thﬂ fuct that the defendant (the Correcpondent
of the Nati;nal School) who is his only witness admits that the

lines adopted or intended to be adopted by the National School

‘were Jjust the reverse of those followed by Governmesmt before

the nationalisation of the school and that the National Schooi

\

freed itself from Government control and Government aid, In

regard to the furniture grant too, the Dlstrlct Munsif hao

A i PR AT T v'-.rw»vv.sﬂl

held thot the school was not closed w1th11 the meaning -of
rule 59 of the Code, as phere was no actual clomureuand‘as
school = though it be the National School was working wit
fﬁrniture. i

4. Such a decision of the District Munsif should no
unchallenged

5. The local Government Pleader who was cons

prepared bheﬁenclosed draft memorandum of appeal




_by a higher Jud1c1a1 authorlty than a Dlstrlct Mun51f

I therefore recommend that an appeal may be filed and request

3 the'draft megggggggg_gz_gggeel eqclosed approved. The latest
\te for filinz the appeal is 4-3-1925. V% _ C nﬁ»\)
. | L ate &

e amm———

';Middle School now called the Natlonal School Kalll

-dalkurlch1, through its Secretary and Correspondent

Defendanta

.Mf K. V.Ananthanarayana Ayyar, " Pleader, Ambasamudram.

Clalm for recovery of Rs. 1708-0-0 being the balance of L

-bulldlng grant and for g . decree directlng the defendant to dellve

: any offlce deputed by the Collector JBE Tlnnevelly the artlcles oﬁ

‘furnlture purchased with the Government grant .

District Munsif in the. presence of ET.H.H.Thlrumala1samy Ayyar, ple

for the plaintiff and of Ir.R.Venkatachalam Ayyar and Ir.G.Sankaras
siva Ayyary pleaderé‘iqr the defendant and having stood over to thi
day for coneidéféficnfit is.ofdered and decreed that the suit be aJ

same hereby is dlsmlsqed and thls court doth further order and de

that the plainfiff do pay defendant Rs.87-2-0 for his cost and bea‘

his own Rs.264ealealv

Given under my hand and the

of November 1924.

g (sd) L.S.Parthasaratheir,

Digtrict lunsif.

Costs of suit. Rx. Amount.

Plaintiffs to be borne. R s icibn

1. Stamp for plaint. : 172 16 0
: Do for power. - | 1 Q0
Do for exhibits list. 0 8 0
Pleader 5 fee on Rs.1708/- 85 60
stence fer w1tnees. _ : b Gl T
g : @l O GG
e ' el [0: : 0- :
£ s
L B PR 264 1



Defendant to be paid by plaintiff. - Amount.
RS- Ao Eo

1.8tamp for power. » 1 0 0 g

2. Do for. doct.'list. _ 0 12 0

3 Pladdet’e e 6h-Ba.170B/4 | CLgE 0

4. Bubsistence for witnesses. : | SO O i The Correspondent,

b+ Bervice of processes. o George Middle School,

D Commissioner's fee. . ‘ 0 0

- 0T O

87 -0

(sd) L. S Parthasarathy Ayyar

Dlstrict lun31f.

N.B. The parties should apply as soon as possible for the return of‘

‘aii'éihibits which they may wisgh to preserve as the records will be,

liable to be

accordlng to
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of 1925.

The Secretary' of State for India
in Council through the Collector
of Tinnevelly.

The Educational Society in manage
ment of the George lfiddle School
now called the Natioanl School,
Kallidaikurichi through its ---
Secretary and Correspondent =--
Vr.K.V.Ananthanarayana Ayyar.
On appeal from the Court of the District lunsif of Ambagamudram.
Ordginal Suit No. 63 of 1923.
Between
The Secretary of State for India

in Council through the Collector Plaintiffs
of Tinnevelly.

The Educational Society in manage

ment of the George Middle School

now called the Natdional School, Defendant.
Kallidailurichi through its Secre=- :

tary and Correspondent lMr.K.V.Anantha

narayana Ayyar.

Appeal under section 96 Rule 1 0.XLI C.P.C.

1 The Secretary of State for India in Council through the
Collector of Tinnevelly . * Appellant.
The adress of the appellent for service of all notices and
Process ‘is the same.
2 The Educational Society in management of the George Middle
School, nowW called the National School, Kallidaikurichi through
its Secretary and Correspondent lir JK.V.Ananthanarayana Ayyar,

Pleader, Ambasamudram. ' : Respondent.

The appellant abovenamed begs to submit this appeal agaif
the decree of the District Munsif of Ambasamudram in the abow:

suit dated the 20th November 1924 on the following among oth




List of Records . 0.5.0.63 of 23 in the District nun
Ambasamudram.

1. Typed copy of plaint. ‘ 1

2. Certified copy of plaint. 1

in the case oral and documentary.

L

3. The Lower Court has not correctly underatood and applied Sf do ofc written Staégﬁgggagg behalf of ﬁnﬁf
Rules 55 and 59 of the Grant 19,A1d Code. A5 3 T atuts. $
‘4. The Lower Court ought to have held that there has been a B g St HepauTtitons PoW 1

Bivisimr diversion as contemplated in Rule 55 and that the Govern- do of do D.W.1 1

ment are entitled to the refund asked for.

do of ‘emhibits ‘A, By BiimBe. €. C1;
- b : ; : : c2, C3 D. E F; G, Gl GQ Go
5. The Lower Court has misconstrued the allegations in the\<‘ { G4, G5, H, H1,J,K,L. M.N ﬁi ,0.P.P1.P5.0q wnd 1: &
plaint. ’ IF

8. Confidential file.

5 : 6. The evidence of D.W.1(the Correspondent of the School) shoqg

_ 9. File D.ll0.2488 of 13, and 6291 of 08. 2

that the School is being conducted free Qf all Government control . : ¥ 10. File 2214 of 22 B3. - 1
. n . n . . 2 4

and on independent "national" lines which have never received the 11.File IL.D.73251 of 21B3. 1~

approval of the Government and the Lower Court has altogether ignored

12. Current file.

his evidence.

13. File D.Dis.344 of 20, and 6412 of 21B3(only docket
A sheet)

7. The Lower Court Bas also erred in its finding with regaqf

14. File Dis.146 of 17, 783 of 18, 206 of 18 and 581
of 20, 4

e L q

to the effect of the resolution referred to in para 7 of its judgmeut

8. The Lower Court has erred in its view that Rule 59 of the

Grant in Aid Code reguires that the institution fshould be" physicall] Judgment.

closed" before aﬁg provisions could be applied. Decree.

17 S Suit Notice. 1

9. The school has ceased to be a recognised educational insti

Draft memorandum of appeal.

tution and must be demmed to have been closed within the meaning of
Rule £9.

10. The Lower Court ought to have found Issue i in favour of

&

the appellant and granted a decree as prayed for .

y ‘ Particulars of valuation.

; . RS-A& P.
E Court fee on Rs.1708 as paid in the Lower Court. ° 172-7-0.
1 3! on Re.l being the provisional value of the
articles of furniture _ 0=8=0

172-15-0

Value of the relief claimed in the plaint. RS .1709--0--0

decreed

in the appeal. ! Rs.1709==0==0
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?'Geor e i

kuriciui - Appeal against tue ju

OQ S.

No. 63/23 - Tistrict lunsi

Ambasamudram - Sanctioned.

~

s

sl From the .COllector of Tinnevelly _Af.?{éggzsd'ated% 22 = 2 =19

» » Bd.of Rev..L.R.& Sett. §ndt. A 1145,

ORI E R,

I\‘Ti s,

NosSOL[: date& 3’3

The Government sanction the
filing of an appesl against the order |
in 0.8, No. 63 of'23: on the file.of
the nistrict Munsif's Court, Amba~-
SAmuAram.  yi———, yerme

2. The f0110wing £eiegram will
be despatched to the Collector of
Tinnevelly: -~

~ IELEGRAM. e

Your letter to (the) Board -d'
Revenue No. A -2-4978-22, dated 22nd
..Eoby.@)z.‘)) (The) Government accord
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