


- DEPARTMENT.

Subgect.

Petition of M.R.Ry L.Venkataratnam Naidu Actiﬁg .
lAssisfant Professor,Presidency College'regarding the date
his increment in his officiating appointment;”for orders

of Government submitted.

R. " No. 2642.C/24

, Dated the...20=1=2

Scom (@tama} ReLittlehailes Esq,, .4,

Madras.

3. o She Sect elazy to the Sovermment of Nadzao,

Law(kducation) @epaﬂmont. ot
-y o Through the Accountant General, Madras. o
| ('8 Si/L,

I have the honour to submit herewith ftor favour

o 0f orders the petition of M.R.Ry L.Venkataratnam Nafdu,

permanent Deputy Inspector of School s, Satyavedu Range

and officiating Assistant Professor of Sangkrit, . = %
‘Presidency College together with copies of correspondeﬁce
between this office and the Accountant General on the

subject ox of the date of his increment in his preaeﬁt

A
officiating appointment and to atate;}haf:had Mr.
Venkataratnam been réverted to his permanent appolntment
for a short peried and reappointed to act in the

Subordinate




=

. : = .
Subordin#te nducational Service Colleglaxe Brandh

once again he would be eligible for an officiaxing =
pay of Rs.l55, the next higher atage as stated in the ; fﬁ -
letter of the Accountanti Genera;,Bomhay to the : i ﬁ;,

] : Auditer General comnunicated in'Government Memo KNo.
e . £ F 2l : g
' /. .\~ %461 C.S.R.Finance dated 2-2-23. .

@

2. It is not possible to confirm NMr.L.Venkataratnan

Naidu in the Subordinate Bducational Service Collegiate ¢
Branch as there is no penmanent vacancy of an

Assistant Professor in ganskrit in any of the Govern-

nent colleges.

3. The Directors Proceedings Dis.No.847/23

; ’ this
~ dated 21-2«23 quoted in para 3 of the petition is

office ecircular communicax1ng Government Memno No.
o il
t 3641 civil

subordinate officers of this Department.

Service Regulations-Finance dated 2-2-23 to

I have the honour to be,
g4 r, v

Your most obedient sexrvant,

% - for Director o blic Inetruction

22-1-25

A+ Re k%ﬁﬁ\

From
M.R.Ry.L. Venkataratnam Nayudu, MA:, LT,

Officiating Assistant Professor of Sanskrit,

Presidency College, Nadras.

.‘
g

The DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION,

X A D R A8

¥
Through

The PRINCIPAL, PRESIDENCY COLLEGE, MADRAS.
Through

The PROFESSOR OF SANSKRIT AND COMPARATIVE PHILOLOGY.
Sir,’

With reference to your Proceedings R.C. No.2542/24,

dated llth November 1924, stating that I can be allowed increment

in my officiating appointment as Assistant Professor in the

Collegiate Branch of the Subordinate Educational Service only

from lst March 1927 in accordance with the Accountant-General's

letter No.Edn.1/646, dated 15th Septémber 1924, I beg to bring

the following facts for your kind consideration;--

2. The Accountant-General in his Objection Statement No.

\

Edn.527, dated lst August 1924 objected to my drawing pay at

Rs.155/- from lst July 1924 in my present appointmént as offi-
M

ciating(Professor on the ground that if I had drawn pay in the

scale sanctioned for the cadre of Assistant Lecturers, I would

not have reached the Rs.150/- stage on 1lst July 1924 and that

I cannot have the benﬁflt of increments both in my substantive
——'———-ﬂ"“‘"’“w D s S S PECE,

post of Deputy Inspector and in my officiating post as Assistant

Professoi, With reference to the first part of the Accountant-

General's objection, I beg to submit thap my pay in the officia-
ting appointment is governed by F.Rf/gélégé under the last
sentence of that rule my officiating pay on lst July 1923
became Rl.150/? as the preaumptive ray in my aubstantive poat

ths Deputy Inspectors' cadre was Rs. 150/-_on that daat

!
1
i
i




The Accountant General's argument based on hypothetical pramises._ﬂ
viz., that if I had drawn pay in the scale of Aesfatant Pro=-
fessors, I would not have reached Ks.150/- on 1lst July 1924
cannot hold water as my pay in my officiating appointmenf
became Ls.150/- on lst July 1923 in accordance with the last
sentence of Fundamental Rule 32. The Accountant-General's

' second contention also will not hold gdod as I have reached the

maximum on lst July 1923 in my permanent appointment in the

Ordinaxy Grade of Deputy Inspectors and have claimed the incref F

AN s e

AT

ST

] ment on lst July 1924 only in the officiating appointment under

y
% g the second sentence of Fuﬁdamental Rule 32. i
! 3. With regard ﬁo the Accountant-General's letter ddted
; rik-7f§{/ 15th September 1924 in which he states that I have been conceded
§ wa> the option of drawing the presumptive pay of my substantive g
". I appointment instead of the pay in the officiating appointment,

R e

I humbly beg to submit that the last sentencel of Fundamental
Rule 32 lays down that when the presumptive pay of the subs-

tantive appointment'exceeds the officiating pay calculated

R —

under the rule, the officer will draw pay equal to that

presumptive pay. In such cases the rule does not give the

officer the option of drawing the officiating pay of the

»
AAS 8

appointment. - The Auditor-General's decision regarding the

application of Fundamental Rule 32 communicated with Procee-

dings Dis.No.847/23, dated 21st February 1923 also supports

this view. Even granting for argument's sake that such an

is allowed there is nothin§ in the rule to show that the eption
option/once exercised is final and cannot be revoked when

the ﬁa& in the officiating appointment becomes advantageous. Pl
I have drawn an officiating pay of Rs.150/- from lst July
1923 and since officiating promotions with allowances are

declared admissible to Deputy Inspectors of Schools appointed

to act 'in the Collegiate Branch of Subordinate Educational
Service -- vide G.0.No0.920, lLaw (Bducation), dated 28th June

1923, I was eligible on let July 1924 for the next incre
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incremént in my officiating appointment under the second sentence

kil
Zﬁ ~ of Fundamental Rule 32, The Accountant-General's statement
| N
that had I been confirmed as Assistant Professor I would have i
, & : b
drawn Rs.l140/- only from lst March 1924 will be true only if |

l :
" ! I had no substantive post at the time of my confirmation as
|

Assistant Professor. But inasmuch as I hold a substantive

\ \ i
i
i

appointment in the Deputy Inspectors' cadre and my substantive
f pay on lst July 1923 was Rs.1l50/-, I would be eligible for a

i ? l 7 ——

3 : pay of Rs.l155/- under Fundamental Rule 22 a (ii) on lst July

1923 and to the usual increments from that date if I had been

confirmed as an Assistant Lecturer on lst July 1923. This

could not be done for want of vacancies and I should not be
‘made to suffer on this account. The last sentence of Fundamental
Rule 31 quoted by‘the Accountant-General does not seem appli=-
cable to my case as the pay of the officiating appointment

(Rs.125 - 250) is not less than the presumptive pay of the

t' substantive post held by me which is in the ordinary grade of
| . i

? Deputy Inspectors on Rs.75-5-100-10-150.
| 4. I beg to point out that if I am reverted to my
f - %$, : permanent appointment for even a short period and then re-
WAL f appointed to my present officiating post in the Presidency
‘*“Md“;7§ College I would be eligible for a pay of Rs.155/- under Funda-

S

|

|

i o

d gﬁwdﬂpuu mental Rule 32. In the above circumstances I request you will
i . 0™ pe g0 good as to address Government if necessary on the subject

%%7 and to permit me to draw my increment in my officiating appoint-
jk‘ ment from lst July 1924 as it would work great hardship on me g
i to remain without any incremeént till lst March 1927. T
| I

S’utmbtad MW,,VMJ@( I beg to remain,
i Laxu0Mh4" ' :
iﬁ sir,

i Qfﬁh}5 cﬂb/%?&4 tZ/nZ£ZZZ§Z;ﬂ Your most obedient servant,
‘ >

Lho :

.

W -

26. {?l Z‘P
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_L.Venkataratnam Naidu from 1-7-24 in his officiating

.
/

Accountant Genéral's office

gopy o letter Edn. 627 = =
: Dated 1-8-24.

i The Principal, Presidency Caiiége, M adrés.
Esttl, Bill for Rs.3827/13/0 has been passed for
payment for Re.3822-13-0 only. The difference of Rs.5/-
has been disallowed for the reason given below.
Pay claimed for Mr. L.Venkataratnam Naidu
due to increment from le7.1924. RE.155-0«0
Admitted his permanené pay as B=x

Deputy Inspector. - : . 150w 0«0

IS

bxceﬁso 5-0-0

Mr.Naidu is officiating in the cadre of Assistant
Lecturer and if he had drawn pay in that scale he would not
have reached the Rs.150/- stage on l-7-24. The sumn of

e

R8.150 drawn by him hitherto in the otficiating post

represents the pay which he would have drawn in his substantive
poet as Deputy Inspector of Schools, for the reason that
when he officiates as an Assistant Lecturer he should not
be in a worse position than he would be . in, if he actually
held the post of Deputy Inspector. He cannot however have the
benefit of increments both in his substantive post of Deputy
Inséeétor of schools and in his officiating post of
Assiétant Lecturer,
%* % % X%
Copy of letter R.C.No.2542 C/24 dated 22-8-24,
from the Director of Public Instruction, Madras to the

Accountant General, Madras.

with reference to your objection statement No.ddn.

«

527 dated 1-8«24 regarding the increments claimed by M.R.Ry

appointment as Assistant Professor,Presidency college,l

have the honour to invite your kind attention to your letter

No.udn.
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Edn,1-19 dated 5-9-23 statina that there is no audit
objection to tne initial pay of the Assistant Professor

beinz fixed at Re.140 from 1-7-1922 in his permanent appoint-

ment as Deputy Inepector and to state that he was drawing

till 1-7-24 his permanent pay~while acting in his'preaent
post under the last sentence of fundamental Rule 32. This
is also in accordance—with the‘r;?gkgkzggied by the Auditor
General in the corresoondeuce .communicated with your
N0.G. A.55-832 dated 26-1-23. . o WY it
Mr.Venkataratnam Naidu reached the minimum 6f
Re.150 in the scale of 75-150 altached to pis permanent
appointment on l-7-23. A8 he has since put in one years
service in his“officiating appointment he becomes eligible

for an increment of Rs.5 in his otficiating appointment trom

Rl 7-24 under Fundamental Rule 32 and 26 (a) since afficiating

PSS, __/

T <t

TS

. Wr.Naidu does not have the benefit of increment

promotion has been declared admissible to Deputy Inspectors

appointed to act in the Subordinate Educational Service

collegiate Branch in G.0.XN0.920 Law(iducation) dgted 28abm3 -

in his

substantive avpointment from le7-.23. In these circumstances

it would appear that there is no objection to airlowing
Mr.Venkataratnam to draw inérements in his offic;ating
appointment under rule 26 (a) of the Fundamental rules.

2. . The objection statement is herewith returned.

* KKK

Copy of letter No.5dn.1/646 dated 15th September

1924 from the Accountant General, Madras to the Director of
Public Instruction,Madras.
¥ shie

With reference to your letter No.R.C.2542-C-24

. dated 22-8-24,1 have the honour to state that,under

Fundamental Rule 32, an officer draws the pay in the

officiating appointment under the rule or the presumptive '

T L:z?
f%z

pay of his substantive appointment whichever is more

adyantageous.to him, In the present case, the option of

drawing the Er¥exankx& presumptive pay of his substan€3ve

appo;ntmant has already been conceded to Mr.L.Venkataratnam

Naidu: 'Had he been confirmed as Assistant Lecturer, he

would have+drawn: Re.140 only from le3-24, and he would have

§ Teached Rs.1565 only on 1.3-1927. He can theretore, ve

allowed to drawa Rs.150 till 1-3-1927, It will ne noticed
that at present the ray in his officiating post is less than
the presumptive pay of his substantive post. In this

| connection, I would invite your attention to the last
(}sentenoe of Rule 31 Fundamental Rules,

% 3K X%

% o 4 vk

Copy of letter R.C.No0.2542 C/2% dated 23.9.24 from

the Director of Public Instruction, Madras to the Accountant

General, Madras.

With reference t6 the correspondence ending with your
letter No.Edn.1-646 dated 15-9-24w1 have the honour to state
that ¥.R.Ry L.Venkataratnam Naidu Deputy Inspector,Satyavedu
rahge was the temporary Assistant Professor of Sanskrit

Presidency college till 30-6-23 and continued thereat

to draw his substantive pay under tﬁe last sentence of

- \'

Fundamental rule 32. The sanction of Govermment for the

cpntinuance of the temporary poét expired on 30-6-23 as Gevern

declined to sanction the continuance of the post after eg

that date wide in G.0.No.651 Mis Law(Zducation) dated 8=5.23,
M«R.Ry L.Venkataratnam Naidu was thereafter posted to
officiate as Aésistant Professor of Sanskrit in the same
college from 1-7<23 in place of M.R.Ry L. R Ramachandra

Ayyar on other duty vide items 18 and 23 in the consolidated
absentee staiement for the Subordinate Educational Service

‘Collegiate branch for the months of June and July 1923

iéapoqﬁi el T
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respectively.,  On 1-7.1923 the substantive pay of Mr. L.%
Venkataratnam Naidulin_the.beputy>Inspectorsvcadre was Rs.isq/
and hence he would under Fundamental Rule 32 be entitled

. on that date to an officiating pay of Rg.155 the stage next

. above his substantive pay and to the next inecrement from

1-7-24 in the scale sanctioned. for the Subordinate Educational

. Service(Collegiate.Branch). I thereforge request that you

will be s0 good as.to inform me whether you agree with this

view. I would also point out that the pay of the officiating.’

appointment (Re.125-250) is not less than the presumptive
pay of the substantive post held by Mr.L.Venkataratnam Naidu
which is in the ordinary grade of Deputy Inspectors on
£4 Rs.??ZiOO-lO-lso. The last sentence of rule 31 of the
| Tundamental rule does not therefore seem applicable to the
case. | "
XK KX
Copy of letter No.Edn.l;726 dated éth October 1924

from the Accountant General, Madras to the Director of &

Public Instruction, Wadras.

i
- - o .

5With reference to the corfespoﬁdénce ending
with your letter R.CeN0.2542.C-%.24 dated the z3rd
September 1924, I havé the honour to staté that the
temporary post held by M.R.Ry L.Veﬁkatafatnam Naidp in the
Presidency college, Madras priér 10 1l-7-23 and the
permanent post in which he officiated in that éollege 4
from 1-7-23 should be treated as in the same college cadre

and in the same time scale fdr the purpose of Fundamental

i
|
f

Rule 32. Mr. Venkataratnam cannot therefore be allowed

an increase of pay on account of transfer from one post

to the other and the officers pay should be regulated

under the proviso to the first sentence of Fundamental

J

G;JﬂvﬁlﬁQ:Q Rule 32 subject to the alternative in the last sentence
g D ' e : G T

£\

" of that rule. His increment in the presumptive pay

of his substantive post will be in the scale of that post.

L}

%* % % %

(True copies)

for Director qf/gubrfallnstruction

T\\/‘Z/\i
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- letter No.66 A/549-22 dated 18th January 1923 recorded 1n‘Fihahce

had reverted to his permanent sppointment for a short period, itsmay

' Department memo: No.246-1 C.S.R.dated 2nd February 1928.

2

. With‘referegce to the point urged in the concluding portion
M uusi _ : ; E
of Mr.VenkéEEﬁmﬁ(ﬁﬁEﬁorial thet he would have been henefitted if he §

be pointed out that the Fundemental Rules doee not provide for revi- g

d

sion of officieting pay on account of increase in substantive pay e
80 long as an officer has not actuelly reverted to nis substantive "f
’(

post he has no claim for an increase in his officiating pey except ?

r : : _ )
when it works out to less than presumptive pay Vide Auditor General'Jt

e 1t is elsc to be noted that lr.Venketratnam Neidu never actu |

1y joined the substartiglgpost irn the Education Department to which i?

Dye Accoquant-General.
N

his lien was transferred.

To
The Secretary to goyernment,

Law Education Depaxrtment.
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Presidency College, regarding increment

" that the petittioner cannot have the

\\/

Law (BEducation) Department.

/

C.No. 679 - ‘From the D.B.¥., R.C. No.

dated 20-1-25.

542 C/24,

Subject.=- Petition from M.R.Ry. L.Venkataratnam
Nayudu, Acting Assistant Professor of Sanskrit,
in his
‘officiating appointment.

Mr. L.Venkataratnam Nayudu entered the
Bducational Department as Assistant Lecturer of
Sanskrit in the Presidency college on the 1lst July
1920.  From the list of Educational officers corrects=
ed up/the 1st July 1923)it is observed that the
petitioner's pay in the Subordinate Educational Ser=-

vice, Collegiate Branch, was Rs 135 in the scale of
S ’

Rs 125=5=175

75=74=-250. His initial pay in Ehe Dé;uty
Inspectorate was fixe& at Rs 140 from 1-7=-22 and heé
reacined the maximum of the scale, n;150, on 1=-7=23.
Under the last sentence of rule 32 of the Fundamental
Rules he is eligible for a pay of Rs 150 from 1l=7=23

as Assistant Professor, Presidency College. The

v
petitioner's contention is. that his pay in tthe col=
legiate branch should be fixed at Rs 155 from 1=7=23

andi that he should be allowed to draw increments in (

i

that scale under the second sentence of rule A2 0B 'l
the Fundamental Rules. The Accountant General holds
{

enefit of incre

ments both.in his substantive posti.of Deputy Inspect-

A
or of Schools and in his oLficiaLing,post of Agssist=-

ant Lecturer.,

e

9 4s pointed out by the Direetor of Publie
[ e ’
Instruction Mr. Venkata

ratnam vould be eligible fior

©

Ry e ke : ) et e R 1)
an officiating pay of Rs 155 a month if he had reveits
ed for a short period to his substantive appointmentd

3

and been reappointed to act in ch<’$uuo*u1n Le udu-

‘cational Service, Collegiate Branch. The Dlrecggr

m. " . - b

- *ﬂn.o‘v



{
‘ _’
ducatlonal Serv1ce. Colleglaxeg

the Subordinate

Branch 1n Whlch Mr. Venkataratnam can be conflrmed.

A'The petitloner should not be made to. suffer on this

’>acc'oun1:. It is s%tha"t he should hmve thvelt bt
"I

i1l the 1st March 1927 for the next increment.

is for consideration whether, as a épécial casg)the

petitioner's request may be complied with. If 80y the.

file may be sent to Finahce u.o.

i isz» Celgment
) L~‘="——'-‘ |

et A AR s s bl g 0

Tinance(C.8s R)

(

S
« Navudu

h S

started as Temporary Asst.lLecturer

S e

on 1-7+20 without a substantive post and the pay of

was Rel1265-5-175-74-250. He was

the temporary post

confirmed as Dy. Insvector of Schools with effect

.92 with an initial pay of Rs140 in the scale

o]

from 1=

of Rs75-5-100-10-150 but continued in the temporary

post till 30-6-23 and thereafter as of ficiat ing Asst.

Professor, the temporary post having been abolished

from 1-7«23, He claims from 1-7»23 Rs

officiating Asst. kmmximrex Professor, a post

Accountant

p.t

carries a pay of Rsl125-5-175-75-260. The - ok
CWM‘&F“%>'”%
1Y s - o £ - x -~ 2 o+ s S - ¥ + 3 o i
Gene ral refuses to admit the claim and says that he ; ) s
k ; o & OB

tadl evhen

w

only from 1-7-2% and

=150 unier the last sentence 'of F.R. 82,

exhibits his substantive

tement

of ficiating

DAY L=

;.foF

(P2}
.

4

-

'X‘o‘w o /3 6/3—/62!’,?
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roa

1-7-26 s 150
1-7=27 oo 150
The 1 sesem

Accountant Gener

therefors to

officiat

pay
Rs

130
135

140

1586
be

correct. The theory on which t claim is based for
T N F € v 1 Ly aR 3 & 5 3
Redbo from 1-7=28 18 that '3 Ho, 1du revertea

C

Ge

1 = B e 4~ ¥ Nl ) % .
8 1A 10 2 lir. Naj ) it till 1-3-27 for hi
next increment. his justifMcation
< . / L
S AV iy :
\ccountant eneral admitied 1 3 tdal O
. ial
ey Wi P )
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