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l s (Tar) ‘ Department, for favour of disposal.
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‘ﬂ‘“‘ | (By order of His Hxcellency the Governor )
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His Excellency The Rt, Hon'ble

G

; | Viscount Goschen of Hawkhurst G. C. I 3. ,,C Ié. .y

: ? Governor, Yort St. George, "341'53- U

Through . ; _

The Director of Public Instruction, m:r;ac“," it

+ & b - G RN
The Headmaster, Government Training Sehoel,

1+ Prd chinope)ys 1+ STl

Fa 24 by /L ‘ ‘The humble Revision Petition or M.R.Ry, M.A, Swaminatha
‘,‘ Iyer, late Sub Assistant Inspector or Schools, 'Amgpnkotlt,n‘i
L Range, Ramnad District and at present, Assistant, Goverrment

3 ; - Training School, fPrichinopolys .- . . Wby S

" Most Respegtfuny Showeth: =-= \'ﬁb ty ; 'b

ap S
That the petitioner uubmi tted to His Bxeellency a Hevi‘oion

4
N

S0 | | Petition on 12-12-1924, appealing agalnst the great injustice
) ! 4 K

o
a5

done to him by the Director of Public Instruction, iadraﬂ v i

Lo ' i , ol " placing him under suspension for eleven months and one day

without proper and sufficient grounds and in declining to

award to him, the benefits of the provisions coﬁtairié&:.iﬁya,

pension from duty :I._s thoroughly unjustifiable.

& ity

N 2. That the petitioner preaented the abova pctition to th :

Headmaster, Government‘ Training Schoo]. Tﬁchinopo]_y
’ i A q’»"

submitted the same to the Diatrict Edu ca ti onal Offioér, -

‘Trichinopoly and he submitted it to the Director. Att

receipt or the petition in‘ the Director's ortice on 292
it was returnao. Irom that io:t-"rice on 6-1-25, in ﬁﬂoﬂﬁ&uﬁ”'d
'g.yo. N. »R.0.C. 3665 C/24, nhrough the proper ch..nnea u%’ﬁs
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did the mischief. The petitioner was therefore taxed & fur-

ther sum of Rs, 5/-' to get the petition retyped for submi ssion
) 4 33 ; s g PR i

to the Director, o

3. That, on the above-mentioned petition His Excellency wun /
pleased to pass orders in G.0., No. 1062, Misc. Law, Education,
dated 20-6-25. On the communication of this G.0. to the - -

Director, he passed his own orders, in the petitioner's case,

in his Proceedings Fo. R.0.C, 3665-C/b4‘dsted*"9~6a1925'and

w'? ]
30-7-1925 (T ‘% vfkﬂw

..hough the ulrcetm hLad 1eferred to the No. and

nclosures I & II),

.....

4. That,
date of the G.U. in his Proceedings (Encls I), he was not
Pleased to communicate to the petitioner, a copy ot the G.O,

As the orders contained in his Rroceedings &re s.rburary and

again without pros and cons as ususal , and as they are still Vel
unfavourable to the petit—ioner, he applied tg the Director ior
a copy of the G,0, to know how his repreaentaticms mde in his.
Revi sion Petition dated 12-12-24 were viewed by dis Excallency
and to submit his further repreuen.twti ons accordinglky. 'But
the Director, in his Proceedinga. No.Q R.C. 3665 0/24'da.§ed.
20-'?-1925, declined to grant to the petitioner a copy .01‘ the
G. 0, Thereupon he appiied to His Excellency ror theﬂ a\ia;rd of
i a copy of the G.O0, and iis Excellency was Pleased, in hemorundm-:-
| No. 3040-c-2, Law, Educa.tivon, dated 5-10-1925, to order the

Director for the grant of a copy ol the G.0, to the peti tioncr

Z_J o That the copy of G,0. Mo. 1052 Rig.C. Law, DBducation

dated 20-6-1925 as coumunicuted now by the Director ang ap-

pended to his Proceedings K.C. ¥o. 3665 C/24 datea 9-10-25

(Enel. III), the petitioner apprehends, is only an extract and

not the text of the G.0. in the proper form. The petiti’omr

therefore, requests His Excellency once again, ror fhe grant

5 "m of the G.0. in the proper ‘and. complete Yors
. S S MR MR R




6. That, in &s much as the copy or the G.0, communicated by

\the Director, 18@5ncanplete as sta.tgd m, anc as 1;@, upart
from the G.O.) passed his own orders in his Proceedings R.C.

No. 3665 C/24 dated 29-6-1925 and 30-7-1925 (Encls. I & II),
which alone have been given effect to, the petitioner has to
make his further representationg, with reference to the = - -
Director's Proceedings anﬁe; and thesc are, as stiated above,
==® without pros and cons and the careful avoidance of the

same indicates that they afe against Law and custice as explaine-
}ed heresunder. The orders c‘ontained in the preceedings are:-

(1) 7The period (of the petitioner's duty as Personal
Assistant to the Assistant Inspector, Salem District) frem
6-12-1918 to 10-12-1918 and (his joining.t&;;: in continqat:log
thereof) from 11-12-18 to 19-12-18 ag treated as Extraordinary
ie‘ave without allowances.

(2) The period of his suspension from duty as Sub Assis-
tant Inspector of Schools, Aruppukottai for Il months and one.
day from 6-9-19 t0 6-8-20 is treated ag: =--

(a) Privilege leave for 24 days from 6-9-19 to 29-9-19
(on'Rs. 75 the pay of his Sub Protem appointwent as Sub Assis-

tant Inspector).

(b) FPurlough for 30 days from 30-0-19 to 29-10-19, on
Rs. 154; (half the pay of his permenent appoiniment then, as

Supervisor, Rs. 30/). |
(c) Pay at 224Rs. per mensem (£ of the pay of his perua-
nent appointment as Supervisor on Hs, 30/)' for 9 months arnd

8 days from 30-10-19 to 6-8-20, under Art. 193 (b) (ii) C.8.R,

7. That, as regards(I)of the orders quoted sbove, ihe peti-

Bl e e il T

tioner begs to state that the order is a new addition meade by

RiBEetm A e A'F
crenelriley a1l

S ;L _ the Director to the contents of the G,0¥o, 1052 Mis. C. Law,
Ky 2 SO ST T T . ‘
{\»_”_*,»*_;a ing ol Tducation, dated 20-6-25, with mueh prejudice unsupported by

g “zf%} ;i' Siediqies Dol o oty ‘ Skl D WA Te Ve e 30 4 v G ,
= : ; i the Rulings contained in the C.8.R. and against Law and Justice.
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& 10-12-18,

?rcm 6-12- 18, the petitioner had done duty as Personal Assistant

to the Assistant Inspector,

-

tra.nait in continuation therepf irom 11-2-18 to 19-12-18, to

jom his new appointnent. #s Sube Assistant Inspector (Sub

Protem) )Aruppukottai Rimge, oxee2z in Procesaings, B.C., No.9592

of 1918 dated .32-11"3- (Eneci, XAII to his Bevi i on Pcti tion

to His Excellency dated 12-12-24).

Apsistant to the Agsistant inspector,

While on auty .a.qﬁqrm&l

Salem District, his @

controlling officer, the Assistant Inspectox;‘gai,him speciiic

orders, exhibited in a programme,

Inspection of Flementary Schools, 85U or 60 miles awasy from his

Head-quarters, Salem.

ior conducting the Annual

In obedience to his orders, the peti-

tioner was on tour for more than a month, at ona stretch) trom

8-11-1% %o 10-12-18»conducting annual inspection 01 schools.mx

On 9-12-18, the petitioner received by post, &t Atur, 32 miles

away from his head-gquarters, Memo

dated 7-12-1918,

Salem,to hand over charge 0i his orfice to Mr, V. Vembu Sastri.

The petitioner
Salewn,

the very next day ii. €., 1U-12-18,

R,0.C,, No. 1125 0r. 1918

irom the Assistant Inspector, re-calling him

forthwith obejed his orders and returned to

travelling by road

journey B distance o1 J2 mlles ana hela his oitice ready to

hand over charge in the alr.ernoon.

Buy ¥y, Vehbu Sastri

]

expressed his unW1llingn"es to take charge that axternoon, on

the plea that the day was a-e auapicious ror him and ruliaved

o

the petitioner only on the fore-noon or the next day 11-12-18.

The Agmistant Inspector Mr. A.G.W.

the same

in his office itselr. He had also approved of the petitioner 8

de Rozario alao: witneuuad

as the office of his PersOnal Assia‘cant was 1ocated

touring ard inspection of schools up to 10-12.-18 as 11; 1:

3

evident from his review on the petifi oner's Diary, No. 'Din.

PX. %/b of 1919 dated 21-2-19. xhe .Uirector lras now trthted

this period of the titioner'a

i thout anowance.!&nd it amounts

Tor having obeyed the orders oi his @ontrolling Orricer,

] oy
raered

1ty as cxtra-ordinarz lu' ‘e

to puniuhing the poti tioner

-4

Salem District ana had been on » e
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Assistant Inspector, Salem Distrie i-."' This is against Law and
Justice.

Then again, on his relief at Salem by Mr. Vembu Sastri on
the foreenoon of 11-12-18 the petitioner was in transit to join
hia new appointment as Snube Aszsistant Inspector of Schools, K.
Aruppukottai- ordared imsthe Director's Proceedings, R.0.C.
No. 9592 of 1918"631:(#@::22-&1-18.» Aruppukottai is 252 miles
away by rall end 1Y miles §)y ‘road from Saieni' and the peti tioner
was entitled, under the Ruias. contained in the C.S.R. to join-
ing time, amounting to IO days and tie was due for duty at v -
Aruppukottal ‘on the fore-noon of 21-312-18.  But he joined duty
there even earlier i.e., on the afternoon af 19-12-18. The =
transfer ordered wes on promotion .and he was ‘allowed the: full
joining time also, as il is apparent from the orders. He was
also paid *he travelling allowance in full, for h‘i'a‘;}o\i?«rnayf
from Salem *o Aruppukottai. This period of the ‘petft’ionér"a
joining fime for ¢ days from 11-12-138 t0 19-12-18 is also now
treated a8 Bxiraordinary leave without allowances. The peti-
tioner is en*itled to his pav during this joinging timed ‘under
the Rulings contained in the C.S.R. end the denial of the same
By the Director i& apainet Law and Justice. ~v: o vy Kina )

8. That, as rega.rds (I:ZI) (a) & (b) ot the Orders stated 1n;
para 6 above, i.e., trea.ting a portion oi t.he period oi his
suspension from 6-9-19 to 29-10-19 as comblned pnnlege leave
(24 days) and furlough (30 days), the petitioner most hum‘nly
bep's to ata.te that in as mwh asg the Director in auperceaoiou

s

of his Ordera con*ained in hise Proceedings R. O 8481 of 1019
aated 24-9-1919, (rol, I to his Revision petition to nis -"-“
.‘chellency dated 12-]2-24)’@11&5 for medical oertiﬁcate on

hehalf of the pe+i'rioner on aoomm* of his -erious 111ness had

~in his Broceedings R.C, No. '1?40 of 1918 dafed 2-10-19 ordered

+he pe titji oner'a mxspensi on from dnty wifh effec.t rrom 6-0-19

. *he date on shich he fell 111 and as the medical certigcgtc

£y
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Turnished by the District Medical Ufficer, Salem was also

conseyuently dishonoured then, the period,or\his suepension
may net, now aftér a perioé or more‘ﬁhan plyears' bg t;eated
as leavs, Again the subéﬁitﬂtion o leave for suapeneion ;a
not admiasibie,under any o; tﬁe Hulingé contained in the C.8.R.

The Director starved thé petitionervgnd his family for_ll
months énd one day with his severé orders of squensioa and
that when he was seriously 111, dighonouring the me@ical - - =
certificate on his behalf and if he)h-now, after a period of
8 yearabhOnoura the same and voluntarily offers combined privi-
lege and furlough, in'lieu of his suspension, the petitioner
most humbly begs to state that he cannot be now considered to
have enjoyed the leave, a8 he had, already suffered the great-
est hardships during his suspension without allowances of any‘i
kind o whatever)for which Justice demands that he needs be
properly recompensed nowy,; owing to his suspension from &uty '
being unjustifiable.

Un 6-9-19 ‘the date on which the petitioner rell 111’- -
privilege leave was due no§him.for 3 monnhs’under Art. 246
C.8.,H. (as hs had not ror 5 vears from 10-11-14 the Jété'on
thich ) 1 ; 2
whi-e he last returned from%to 5-9-19 taken leave of any kird)
and it is evident from his Service Kegister. The privilege
leave for 24 days (from 6-9-19 to 29-9-19) and turlough ror
30 days (from 30-9-19 to 29-10—19)»1n continuation thereo#{
new combined by the Directoy’may be entire%étreated as privi-
lege 1eaveiunder Art, 260 C,8.R, and may be debited against“
the privilepe leave due to him on 6-9-19. 'The prant of furlough
in continuation of privilege lesve therefore,is not justified.

Again, in (.0. No. 2052 kis. C. Law, Bducation dated

\ ' 20-6-25 1t is - specifically ordered that the petitioner might be

given furlough from 30-9-19 to 29-10-19 on Half average sslary.

"Half average salary" to the petitioner amounts to Rs. 37},as

he had been, for the past 12 months prior to the commencement

e e
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that he may be paid for the portion of the period pf,hggiaul-

3 ‘,;“ »‘.‘;,*«.r-ﬂf”‘%"
P an

VUL.)

7~ f

-?,d g

of the leave, drawing Ks. ?h/- per mensem. But the Director

had limited the allowance to Rs. 15/- only i.e., halt of the

pay or his permanent appoimtment then, ks, 30/- in his pf°'

ceedings K.C. 3665 C/24 dated 30-7-25 (Enel. II) quoting

hzs orders. This Artidle

. 8. R 1n support or

Art, 340 (b)
also clearly entitles the petitioner to "Halr his average

salary as it is seen by studyimg the same. Thus, even 1in

carrytng out the orders passed by fis Excdllency, the Director

js prejundiced against the peti tioner and has cut short the

Jeave allowance against the Rules.

the petitioner requests

That, for the reasons stated ahove,

penaion now treated as combined privilegse leave and I’urlougl.
full salary and allowances of the appoinrment of tqe Sub Assis-
tant Inspector of Schools)from which he was suspendgd,quder
vArt. 193 (b) (i),C.S.B.’au his suspension ;s thoroughiy'gn-

jus tili able,

9. That with regard %o Ei (c) oi the oraers quoted in para 6

supra, i.e., ordering the payment of Ks., 22k per mensem (Zth
of the pay’of his pérmarent sppointment then, Rs. 30/Y tor the
repaiving period of His sispersion,’ 4,e., tor 9 months and 8
days ‘from 30-10-19 to 6-8-20, the petitioner begs“téfatate“"“
thet the Direetor res mentioned in his Proceedings K.C. No.
3265 C/é&)dafed 29-5-25 (Encl. 'T) and 30-7-25 (Encl. II) 2nd
para that the proportionate pay was granted under Art. 193 (b)

11y 0.8.R. In the first place, as the orderibr‘éuebehsfén

‘itself is thoreughly unjustifiable, owing to the charges in’

\

wlo 7 decenr

ort of tre same, havi been im inar ralle and futile
suppor > ng ;W Ve ooppete ,@ 2 ?
in para 6 of kis Revieion Petition to

as explained at length,
His Fxcellency, dated 12-12-24, and as His Excellency also was

pleased to consider that there is no need for enguiry inte the

‘petitioner's case, it is held beyona all doubt that the peti-

tioner has been entirely Iree irom blame and that he is, there-

rore, entitled, ror thefpekiod of his suspension, under - - =

v
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the petitioner held the appointment of the S;b Aaat. Inapaour ,

of Schools, Amppukottai Rangre, Sub Prn*m, as it la aﬂdent

from *ha following Proceedings of the Director: g 1 0
(1) PR.C. No, 7240 of 1918 dated 2-10-19,
(2) Do. LV V-
(3) ‘)00 26.4"200 A ,.;",- %
(4) Do. TORTRB T T

It is only on 5-7-20 in the last of the Proceedings No. (4)

quoted sbove, (Encl. VI to his Revision Petition to His Fxcel-
lency dated 12-12-24) that the Director ordered the petitioner

to join his permenent &ppointment as Superyisor of Schoolt

on Rs. 30/- at a time, when the petiticener had \mdar Art, 210
C.8. R.' a superiow lien on his Sub Protem appoint men'r an Sub
Asst. Inspector of Schools‘;, Aruppukoftal Eange as the pqatﬁ_}_h
fell permenently vacant, conaequent on the deaﬂn of 2r. B.
the permanert incumbent in m 1920 whila

the petitioner was s8till under suspension.

Seshagiri Rac,

10, Thus, for the reasons stated in the preceding para, the
petitioner is en‘.‘.itliéd)und.ﬂr Art. 193 (b) (1) C.S.R. to the
£111 salarr and other allowances of the appointment of the Sub
Ass*. Tnspector of Schools (Sub Protem) held by hiixt, when sus-
pénded and ziot to 4 of the pay only of his permarent appbi’nt-
ment, then, as Supervisor on Rs, 30/-) as oide"red' by the - = =
Director, in his Proceeding‘s R.C., No. 3665 C/24 dated 30;7-85""”
{®nel. II). The Director has supported the orders contained
in these Proceedings by making hisown interpretati ons for Sab
Ssetion (ii) of 193 (b) G.S.R.' without any reference to m
‘authority of Government of India'wh'o issued Civil Service
Begulations and to whoni-'the power to interpret any of *he
Rulss contained fhe“ein ie reserved. Yone of the Rulings
contained in the Madras Supplamant to C.B.R. alsa mppart tha

interpreta*ions of the Artiola made hy the Director,

e
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The new inxnévznﬂ interpretaﬁms ar m 1’5 lb) (i

C.8.R. made by the Director are, (1) that ‘mc grant ot only
nt of the orﬂq

portion of the pay of the permanent appﬂint”

is intended in the article and not that of the eslry and o

allowances as laid down in 1t and (2) that, because he tack
 29-10-19)

the grant of furlonsh (of 30 days from 30-9-19 t"

to that of pri’vi’-).‘ege leave (for 24 days from 6-2-19, the
date from which he was suspended), the petitioner's 1ie

o;‘ﬁciattng appointmentd (Bub Asst. Ih'upect‘or oi Schools Sub
Protew on Re. 75) was automatically moved to his permanent

appointment {of the Supervisor o nchools ern Rs, 30/ } ana that
th of the pay of his permanent appointment, Rs, 224 is fixed
Jor payment to the petitionmer, in liefg of proportion of the

Salary and other allowanceffs menti oned in’ the Artiole.

in the first place, the grant or rurlough in continunﬁon

of the privilege leave itself is not 'fuatixied, ‘as explaintd
in pera 6 sbove, under the Rulings contained 1n the (, 8.R., when
the privilege leave was and is also still due to the 13'130@1*@10:10:,
as he has not also taken any leave even arter 6-8-20, the date
of his joining duty' after suspension. Secondly,it is laida
aown in the Rulings contained in Art. 212 C,8.R. that an 53 SRy
ficer forfeits his 1lien on his officiating appointment, only
anen he takes leave of more than 6 months' duration. The
period ‘of suspension now treated as privilege leave and fure
ough. is 24 days’ pluu 30 davs, or one month and 24 dayﬁ a&»ﬂ»é’
a short period. ;
Thus the new interpredations of twe Article made by the
Director, to deprive ihe petitioner of his lien on his orticia-
ting appointment during his suspension, in spite of kikx tha* iy
Uraars contained in his & Proceedings gquoteda in the previous
para, ihe petitioner begs ?.o state, are against the wery m&
conta ‘ned in C. S.R.)and Z%m alsc spainst Law and Tuwd 48

«-n‘ 7 LR l‘ii‘n
the petitiomr, ow b6 ms.de out or e, but tmy we1le mtendod

to preiucu ce the Direetot sgainet the petitioner in point &‘_A
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There is no justification whatever in the Proosedingn of
the D;lrector (Bnel.:
C.S.R. slone should be apylied “60’ the petitioner's case. ‘i‘ﬁio
(Lo wo gub, seotien (i1) meed be applied ‘mly when the oﬁ'inh’r‘ nu‘éﬁ’én- 5
At fowis When vio” trial Taw

(L)

~ 3 A A 4 .A
m.&’\‘ . ) y

\sled is not honourably acqu‘ltted of "blame,
been held againsti the psti tioner ever since he was mspeﬁ&ﬁ&;w
to establish, any eharge against’ him, e question o ‘honourable
acquittal of blaue or otherwise does riot arte‘e‘&*’ ait ¢ "I e
as much tho charges made againet him &ré’ tmi‘éui'iéciég ’foé‘f‘ do

: "ﬁ"ﬂ*ﬂ Vi tharawal

of the -trial against the pe titf‘onér heo al 80 clearly establi-

not warrant ‘a trial or-enquiry againet Him.

M
shed that hise auapemsi on from dv‘cy word thoroughly unjuutiﬁ.ub%

and th«..* he u,, .}‘exuorc gentitl:.‘c; 523 thﬁ fu}.l bﬁ;&f}-ﬁ,ﬂ OF: 5 ¢ a3

z

aaub st.ction (1) ancz rrot 01

(u) oL Art. wa Abj C. 8,,,:~. it &

3. In G.O. No. 1052 kis.C. Lew, Bauostion, aa‘tea 20-6-25,

1t is mentioned’ thet the Government do not’ consiger 'tix&t"”%ﬁcre

o B

is 8ny need for & fresh eénquiry intd rLis case. e p&ti

L &
o B e e
g5 S A

most respectfully begs to state that there Fas been 1o enquir

at 211, ever since he was suspended,to call a"ﬁ‘éé&’nﬁenﬁuiﬁr’ as

"fresh enquiry”. - Ssven months befeve suepending the petitionmer

s )

the Asst. Inspector, Salem Distriet %i&d of his own motion to
‘case, by cg@dg gq,g/ﬁi
ting some ’_d_,'t.sorepmcte-s,in “the Yours ‘of ‘travelling 'éﬁtéi’ﬂi? by
petitioner in his office -Jfloumal, Tecorded tn Bnglish the’ ' 7
/, expressed
in Temil, to please their: influential Acet.” Irnspector, ususlly

strengthen his stand-point in the petitioner's

vageries .of some Village Flement ary Schiool Master

t.heir back=bite to ea,"‘isfy t.heir mlico ngainst 1nspec§:§»g§gg§= m'

2%

f:cera bringing to light,, the irregu].&rities x;gti,ceg”fm ﬁglgr\
schools.‘ "‘he peti tzoner had 1nspeeted their schools inm the .
s ..‘Vun“." $ 2

e

eour e 4 btaniias
s oi hi.a tour ana repvrted againet ths. ix regrf,],mig&ga %

y AR o

noticed in thequ, I’urther the: mat Qers rucoraea \)y“ttﬁ anﬁﬁm

e 3 "LM m;«m«g £ sbke ardey 03
Inspector are 311 ub:n:m a.nd vague _smd nothip& agﬁmg%mt

il TRTTE Y 'h': £ 10 ’ i ¥ 5 R« g S A W |

-
s raing ¥ % 98 i

the petitioner, cb.n 6 18de out of Hem, but they were mum
on

-
S T »r.n YR ee -

to ,pre,?ncuco the Direetot sgainst the petitioner“ in |
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P
of volume. This informal inquiry against the petitioner, held
by the Ass . Inspector, in the ahsénce and without the know-
Jedge of the petitioner, when he was more than 250 miles away
from Sa‘ltem on duty as Suh Asst. In spector, Aruppukotta.i, cannot
he cal led Aas an enqnirv at all. A rémt]ér deparﬁnental enquiry
or tria:! in a Court of La.w should have bheen hald agai nat the
petitioner after his suspension from duty, in accordanca with

w54 uesl
the procedure laid down in Rule Xl\'lof the Rules i#Fssued by

the Rt, Hon'ble The Secretary of Staté for India’under section

96 B (2) of the Government of India Act.

It is a world known fact and the petitioner also as tea.cher,
is teaching his pupils, that one of the henefits of the British
Rule in India is that no person shall be punished without a
proper and regular trial; ' and to safeguard the interests of
His Majesty's Bublic Servants further, the Rf. ion'ble The .
Secretary of State for India, was pleased to make the Rule XIV
mioted ahove, under the Government of India Act. Seeing that
the procedure lajid down in the Rnle, are not followed by the
Heads of departments and other officers empowered wi th the
appointment§ and dismissal of Non-gazetfed offi cers and other
servants the Government of Madras, in their Memorandum No.7888/1
Public Department, dated 20th October 1924, have reminded
them of the Pula pointing out their duty to follow strictly the
procedure laid dovm +herein.~4~ Reopy of the Memorandum the

petitioner hegs to submit for ready referehes.(Encl. IV).

12. When no charges were established against the ’pe'ti tioner and
when no regular enquiry or ti’ia1|as laid down in Rule XIV of

the Rules under the Goverrnment of India Act quoted above, was
held against the pe titiohe}r, ever since he was suspended, he
shall not merely for the ujn;)ustifiahle order of suspension
against him, be punished by inflicting on him *%x the losses

enumerated helow: ===
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ched at Salam)on 8-12-1918 and delivered by post, to the -

AR
=

1. Treating as leave on loss of pay:--

::1245

(a) his duty for 5 days rfrom 6-12-18 to 10-12-18
(as personal Assistant to the Assistant Inspector, Salem
Distriet), under the orders of.hia.cnntrolling olrvicer, the
Assit. Inspector, Salem District’au explained in para 7 above.

(b) his joining time for 9 days rrom 13-12-1% to
v19512-18)admissible undaer Q;S.R.ffor his transier s on pro-.

motion, as expisined in para 7 above.

£x 2. Depriving him ,OFf his oiiiﬂlating appointment an Sub
Agsistant Inspecuor on whiehn he has hiu 1ien sven now a8

explained in para 14)hereunder.

3. Non-payment of full salsry and othcraallomnoes)
under Article 193 (h) (i) C.S.R., of the appointment of the
Sub Assistant Inspector of Schools, Aruppukottitxho hela
throughont the entire period of his suspension, evidenced also
from the four proceedings of the Director quoted in para 9
above,

13. That ,a8 stated in the previous petition the ksy-note or
the petitioner's whole case 18 the exceeding of joining time
by kr. Vembu Sastri for 13 dqya)which ig no fault of the peti-
tioner. Mr. Vembu Sastri is pfimarily r;sponsible for his not
having, susifieciently in time, on relief ét Vellore, intimsted
to the petivioner, then, &hInspecting.OIriﬁegltoufihg through-
6ut Salem Disirict the date én QMich he intended fo take
charge of the office from the petitiuner, B8O th&t he might

returr to his headquarters on or before ﬁhe date. The Peti-
tioner's controlling officer, the Azst, Inspector, Salem

District ousht to have, on receipt of information from the

Inspeétof, Velloré, re&arding Mr, Vembu Sastri's raliaf there,
intimated to the petitioner rorthwith and recalled him to his
Headqnartera earlier to hand over charge to hr. mebu Sastri.,
But he ordered the petitioner's return to his headquarters

only on 7--12--1918 in his Memo, R.0.C. No. 112 a/ials despat-
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petitioner on 9-17-1918 at Atur, 32 miles frmﬁ”saiekhA‘nwg
Immediatel~ lthe retitioner re

turned to the headqnartara W

next day i.e., 30-12-1018 ) travelling by road & tedious

f 32 miles. To add to hip own failure, the Asst. Inswhtbr“

had heen taking delwer,,r from the post men, Sdm all tﬁa

Petitioner ® tapels hoth official and privete, from ze-n-xé o

& ! :
'v;rF‘@““ *ﬁinevision Petition to his hmcellenoy dafad 1?-12-24 and they

to 6-12-18 without the knovledge and consent of the petttimr

1nterup*1rg the pestal authorities from.trananitﬁing thqn to

hig camping station, while they had been redirecting them up

o4

to 25211 g :
PR & " : 4

-18 in conformity with his =me written request;

*his is evident from the letter, No. P.C. 350 Post & Telegraﬁh(

+the Postmaater-General Madras (Encl, X to
»Revigion Petition %o His Exoellency

dated 27-8-190 of
: : '
his

dated 12--.12.-1924).
These tapals accunulated & at Salemn from 26-11
)

; Plaktb'ggtggiam
were all fransmitted on 8-1218 to the petitfonert's clmping

7 atafian at Atur where *hay were delivered to the petitioner

by post -12- 2 v
vy P ’ﬁi 9-12-18 and re returned te his headquarters

3 the
very next i.s., 10--12-.191s.

On hr. Vembu Sastri being called +o explain tor oxcccding

ﬂ'::\ PEJTC w.i&

hiegoining tirg, he to; esoape candamnation, rabricnted tho

"; L)i» g ‘ 3

charges against the pa+1timnsr descrihed in para 6 of hia

wers faken up without proper conaidaration and d'reeted

§ against the petitionﬂr for suspending him from duty. Thn

petifione* mozt humhly hegs to arate that tbe Di*ec+nr ia

ol i

primarilv *eaponsibla for the 1nnonﬂ1derafe orderu of auspen-

sion imposed npon the pa*ifioner. Fa might have afleaat 1mme-

dia*ely after his suspenaion, reinsfa*ed the perifionar in hta

; Sub Protem appoti ntment of the Sub Asst. Inspector, Aruppukottai

Ranga on Ra.TVB/- on which Ve hae hie 1iee sven now ae 1t 15

%5

evidan* trom para 14 hereunder ina+ead of ordering hic rever-

»(-:

aian to his permanan* appoin*menf as Supervisor on Rs. 30/1 ?

E AN



;V ; § -;‘&'g-m

588 nmotl asfim SE

codosgenl JFaan sdf SELISI

: g "u e grd R T
iz fIs (maf.g@ JAGge Ta0q 9l :

i a3 bl
d i & A IR S T e N ;E__f o5y O SI6EITE . RN S QAL
g weds gniﬂoeitbaﬁ tgad bad yadd : ¢

s

boa teocopot ooddlaw s old sladw Wy

4,8

2dqeyneis? 3 a0 028 0.9 .of

: "
e $ » 5 P ety B P
sad3sD aild soxT Tooblivd 81

"JA

of X .ron®) soubal ,fszonod-rotpsnisod adl T
(#2053 54=8f boded vonoflsoxd 2
. ? i e e B3 ke e BE S G Timan® B Legad
81-845+8 o3 Bf-L1-88 w01l ‘:.1-’3.[0.»4 Ja & DY i i
Bﬂiqmss Siasia I Bag add of BEeSisC 00 DT IIABNEL. A0S
<80 1+ 1Aeq oxd of hanovilsb awow yor CRL T

fodd atate ot aned Tidmad Yo tomol

AT A RPN ¢

| Ms‘aw;,«r Jr g l“‘ Oh  Jmenn it ifeg odf noor hesoamf

% "Dﬁot*ﬁﬁ“ 2 "f:? I'\‘?* janieT .nolapsqare std e*3s vIStalb

e ki

Sl ,; e \ '

& (o waeen &5 P g
wudie d 6 SLLL-E L« 10 I8RO0 S

' 3 41 cans it id og o3 vEAtelh:
sd? nasitaupbasH 9 o). HSNITRCET WONO T RS O i
£
- L QLT B vah
youTuot w0 ihed B hedn gl anLIlovaRe (?,_3,»,,__—»_ £-GL g o8k NBE
8} 1 o .
¥ v 5 () el L £ 08 bb“:i 0'.; o2 ‘-{;'75 2‘

fEah . antisd aeod

.
x> ’ - FoR (7.63 3610 “k }
BL-£1-88 mouy oizelrqg bne falolilio 3 cadeq AN
L i ’
? I3 - & oo % pof - Pg‘.‘ ,-'7.:’ bA Y ;"I"( ';ﬂ
con0 14tieq o 19 Ingannn L1A 2ubofiomi 9 v e i
! ' P R R i S Sl B
ot weds anlésiassstd oo LKC'Qﬁféﬁﬁ"ﬁ 18337804 90 Ao

S P
Adiiw vkl 3Inen g Oledi=-C

rH P4 Pkl ~Hotp bref
thiod noldiisd ol Ive

; : i iy Al A e fﬂ“.-r el BB RBIi8f~P 0
84 aredxedobesd el ol DHaniiis ¢ o e

5 S
r_ii"g:»n L= ; .‘-i»-'A'J’”‘
e R
3ﬂtbasnxe 10; nta!qxa ot 5qf£@n anied e al odmsV
sdﬂ bsﬁaat11n1 nﬂ**ﬂﬂmebnOﬁ paasRe ot e  amid 3
20183
" L Y &K

X

sidienotast vl Mambvg

‘qu .‘mf’soqm“ 20BA duf ot Yo fnomin toqus medesd

: ‘1 3‘1 aﬂ m?x MVQ "H}‘I &'f"' BE orf doidw mo 2\AY .of mo & Tirgk

nn11obto 10 bna*e"f* (Tobminted A sveq moaY dnobi

-,14": \/ {N

He was not even Pleased to pass orders for almost 3 years on

the represcntations made in his petition)dated.32-7-3° leme-- o
diately on receipt of the orders ror hic reveraion! orying-fér;‘
rc-in-statamcn: in hLis o:iiciating cppointuent under Art.193
(b) (1) C.8.B. and in his 5 petitions succesively submitted on
7-211-20, 22-4-21, and 22 %k—i.z.g,g/n the same subject. And
on his final orders ou 12-8-23, in his Proceedings E.0.C.No.
1911 & 1923, the petitioner appealea to ilis Exec;;any'a - -
Qouncil’on 12-10-22 and on the receipt of orders from;them,

submitied his revision petition te His Ixcelleney on 12-12-24

and with refererce to the a;me the petition under rerereree
is @ buitted. t i s

14, The most salient Tactor of the petitioner's redress ii
fhe question of his reinstatement in the asppointment of the
Sub Assistant Inspector, from which he was suspended, under
Art. 193 (b) (i) C.S.R. and it wus not considered in any of
the pfbceedings of the Dircetor or in the Government Order
comnmuncated teo the petitioner;'The peti tioner was appointea
Sub Protem Sub Assi. Inspepnor)&r%?%étai Range, in the ptoéeod-
ings of the Director R.C. 9592 o 1918 dated £2-11-18 (Enel.
XIII to his Revision peuioion to iis Bxeellerncy, dated 1~-1~-2{)
during the absence on other duty, of late Mr. D. Seshagiri
Rao, Sub Asst. Inspeector, Perambslur. Accordingly, the peti-
tioner tookcharge of that office on 19«12-18’and was doing
duty for nearly 9 months, xx& until 5-9-19. On 6-9-19 he i
fell hopelessiy ill)al on a audden)and the petitioner was
suspended with effect from that date and was kept under sus-
psnsioﬁ for 11 months and one day until 6-8-20, During ail
thie peribdrhe held the appointment or Sub Assist, Inup&ctdr;
a8 it is evident fPom the 4 proceedings quoted in para 9 above,
While the petitioner was under suepension, lr. Seshagiri Rao,
the permenent incumbent of the appeintment died in July 1920
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and consequently the appointment fell permanently vacant °"§;

the petitioner had the superior lien on it) under Art. 210 C.8.R.

On 5-7-20, the Director, in his Proceedings R.C. No. 7240 of
1918, ordered the petitioner to join his permanent appointment
as Supsrvisor on Rs. 30/} in contravention of the provisions e®
rontained in G.S.R.7when the petitioner héd then put in a ser-
vice %n the devartment of more than 20 years’without any blot,
of which he hed done duty efficiently as an inspecting officer
for wore than 17 vears’and wher he has been’besideq other
qualifications, fullv gqualified for the appointment of Sub
Asss*, Inspecter, vnder the Puhliec Service Notification, by

passing al) the tests preseribed for it and when no officer

having a lien on the appointment superior to Mee—gm that of

tha patitioner had reaumed it, @2

The aprointment or Sub Asat.VInspector, Aruppukottal was
kept vacant for more than 2k months, even after the petitioner
joined his permanent appointment as Supervisog under the
orders of the Director. Then on 26-10-20, one ¥r, C. Minakshi-
Sundaram Iyer,though equalgto the petitioner in his general
educational qualification,:yet inferior to him in his quali-
fications for the appointmént of Sub Asst. Inspector, as he has
not completed the te§ts prescribed under the Public Service
Notification, wes confirmed in the appointmentjwitp'effect from
1-8-20. (Plesse Vide No, 56 on page 698)of the notification in
#ve Fort, 8+, Ceorge Gaze’ts, Part I B deted 26-10-20), He was
the permanent supervisoer of Poraiar,and Snb Protem Sub Asst.
Inspector of a different Ranga--Devakottal. His title, there-
fore, to confirration in the appointment of Sub Assigstant
Inspector, Aruppukottai’was inferior to the peﬁitioner's)under

Art, 210 C,8.R. and in other respectis also, as exélainad ahove,

Mr. Minakshisundaram Iyer did nog»after‘hia confirmation,

joint duty in the appointment at Aruppukotta, but was on duty,

elsewhere and retired in May last. After his retirment

iy il
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£
L ]
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" kr. A.G.VW. de Rozario, Deputy Inum ..or, Bﬁttur w{*éenfirnq_, \

Ei Ry s S TRV | in the post and hi¢ did mot &lso join duty &l Aruppukotisi, but ~
b e K8 LT o Mpaue &rid 2 P41 has been on other duty in the Government Tralning School, '
oA 4 4 : s [+ . 1 o Chi ttu!’.

taewToq aic miag od NG er{t o9 VD » 15, Thus, it is clear from the represeniations nage in the

"8 @8l tuq a3l bad 18 g oedw . ri berH : ‘, Aruppukottai held by the p-titiomr,nub protem,. ai the time

redh o4t ned 5 ' ‘ of hie suspension, has not 'been)for the past more

VETIN ang Ftaatht Lane | him %o his permanent aprointment as Supervuor, at
oty PR A B FA0T o e CE AT Bt wehimy  ~otnateal , tEneA ' the appointment fell permanently vacant. This revi

A90IXX0 on. W bns 1P xot Had vk gtmag ot T o | ordered by the Directior with muech prcjudieo) to justl.

30 3518 st oF tofragin st atogas At Ac nerf g i les i orders placing the petitioner unjustly under susper 'I.on,\_for an

€ .if bomreoT BEA v eneld “—_ unusually long period of 1l months &nd one uay. l!o}, a8 i

St suspension has been thoroughly unjustifiable, and aq,lu

\1/ \Rxceuency wae also pleaved to order in G.O. 1052 xi;.c.’m.
"Education dated 20-6-25 for the grant oi pay 1o1r ﬂw‘*pox'i.“ ol
kweix his suspension, though under Art. 193 (b) (i) mch auda

AAAAA

further consideration for the reusons stated in tht e

ment of Sub Assistant Inspector, Arumn:otm now called
Deputy Inspector, Virudunagar, in the ](;to um-gmi’;ﬁﬁ' of
the Depnty Inspectors' Ranges and also the mtlm m-
dutyrtho £fx full salary and other allowances o1 thag .ﬂ,pinz.
ment, under Art, 193 (b) (i) C.S.R, fron the date a{ his m«- :

pension to the date of his roinntat-cnt. Ho is qlé qigu.-

st A Fiil T vio wd 4 Aoy o B Hlanl =ity 1 4 i i e w«*-«;

for confirmation in that appointment, on the gram bt h“

T9hay P Thnelritee SONOLER gl mew fgrroMrngiuA vo¥asagen %
; ! iq . ‘ having put in a service orf 26 years without a blot tp the o
Ca b ‘ r.’.,{_s. 3 0 s I BB LR verido mi brs = A ~ M § o - 54 % "‘“‘ e "_'
- department ,of whickhe had been for more than 19 yair‘
Ao ldpaitnon sif 1oty ,:*.&‘c-i bib «ev] merabnualiedsnid o aefficient Inspecting oificer and of his having bun
e ao gaw trd BTIORUGYHTA Fa Tnesatnlogas efdd nb viwd rolfst qualilied lor Rhe OPPotnMnt,unﬁer tm Punlie Servi ’A
¢ Joeaet o sl 4eitA canl valdnl Revitet bhs stetwaul: \’ :
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besides his other gualificaiions descrived in detail in the
succeeding para 16. Hundreds of persons who are bu;thts :
juniors and colleagues who wer€ also permanent Supe)}vi sors 1ike
the petitioner on lis, 30 or 40/-; L&ve been oanrirm;d in the
Neputy Inspector *e) dxxidm cadre and &re now arawing ge. 130/-

in the present timexMmRers¥-=x scaie. The petitionsr, also,

mt for the orders of suspension and reversion tu his permanent

appointment, unjustly imposed upon hin, without any grounds what-

erver, should have besn on a level with ihem drawing Ha. 130/-,
though he deserves more ior his qualilications. In this.c.n-
nection the petitioner requests that His Excellency | il be
pleased to peruse the Juarterly list of officers oi the depart-

ment. It exhibits that nearly 78% of %e permenent

ficlating Deputy Inspeclors are pereons who Lave n aeithor

passed or couple ted lnc ..uf‘:.n presoribed ior Depuly Imdﬁom
under the Public Scrvice Houliiculion, wne persons um\m;
geTvice wre given unde promouonu in ke cadre 01‘ Bﬂmﬂy --

Inspecicrs. 3

P.A, Uxaminstion (1897)

(2; }rorr;tculgr Brmolr: of B, ; .Degree Qxﬁg_}‘» _
rained Teachers' Certificate 2nd Colle i ,tm-

) Supervigor's Tegt (1908), leg % ,

) J¥ree hand out-line drawing (Klementary) ( :

; Tachnical Teachers' Certificate in Dravi

)

)

)

Account Test Higher (1909).
Suh Asst. Inepector's Tegt I Pari (1913%*"
Do, Do. II Part (Linguistie).
Second languege-Malayalam {1938y = = o
A thorough and practical working kngﬁ.@,or _m :
chain, planes table upd pnau‘-tiq . 5

- PN N~ N~~~
C LPIDdDAaAMA

-—

17. The petitioner, therefore, prays thst m. mn.n“ ‘u
be graciously pleased to consider h“ ,.;;.. :
above and that he may be awarded tho S :

VVVVVV

. & o
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for the reuasons stntod
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laid down in Rule XIV of the Rules isaued by the R, tion'bla
The Secretary of State for Irdiu under Ser-tion 96 B (2) of

Government of Indfa Aet, to vindicate his condict end fo

enfifle him to the redress claimed in para 17 ahove, as no
enquiry in any rnm)wan held ,ever since the petitioner was
Placed under suspension.

10, That %he Director i highly prejudiced againat tha peti-‘
tioner 18 harng out hy dﬂbiimn ary evidences which ﬂhﬂ P.tt'

tionmer is prepured to preduce in the enquiry, if hel& into hil

case, under Rule XIV eof the Rulea under the Geverment ,ot:slmlta

Act, quoted above. dowever, he begs to point out somei of the

évidences of the Iatest date:-.

I (a) iHis crders ;:a.saed in Proceedings No, K c.
3665/C/24 aated 30-7-25 (Bncl. 11) ,Limd ting his turl{mgh

ance to Rs, 15/- per mensem , Wren H-a- kxcellency was plmiaﬁl
to orger in G,0. 1052 kis. €, Law, Edueation dateq 2@-;&,-35,
for the payment of "Half average salary" (Rg, 3‘&")' 'zﬁl;h‘u
also admissible under the very Art, 340 (n) O, 8.R, mﬂtld vy \
the Diraetor in sudpor+ of his orders, as explumd &u gnra B .
arove,

(v) His granti rg furlough for 30 dﬂ*h m%ﬂf Art.m .
0.8 R. when privilege leave wan atizz due ta tha mm:mu an

medical certificate ,furnished hy the ms*rict mnﬂ Orrta» -
So.lem which was digh

onoured then and now after &6 y‘*' " h
honoured by him ,88 explaired in para & ahove,

(e) dzs depriving the petitioner of lien wh mtl
officiating appointment by the grant of mr!ough ‘Rlﬂm

Rl.lllm‘ contained in the C.8.R, and by his 'trw. 1nt‘ B,

tationsnot found in the C.8.R, , O in the Nadras Supp1.

thorcto A8 explained in para 10 above.

1I. His repudiztion or the petitioner's claime tm-

motion to the cadre of Suh A : j“'{ |
7 fosd Tione e §3yenns, | FECtOTH (now Deputy

Inlpeetors) ever since re ordereq th’e patitt omr', ,.."m,n!: 2
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(2) Again in November last, the Deputy Inﬂnc m.

Arivelur, applied for leave for 2 months on medical oertiﬁoﬂtc,
The Distriet Tducational Officer, Trichinopely wes again

pleased to recommerd the pctifi.oner as substituté dt’it!ing hiu

leave.in econsideration of the points mentioned in (!) sut pm

arove. Agai.n the Director chucked off his rec dationa and

e A
V. AR, S

appointed one Mr. K. Sankars lyer who entered service only on

23 bl Ay
12-3-»& and has passed oniy & purt of the tests prlegeridbed for

Deputy Inspectors. Thi s appoinmant also made by the - - -

Director‘hal involved greater expenditure from qu;le f\mdo,q
detailed avbove, than it would have 'uoen,u‘ thepﬂ;tiomx, vﬁo'ﬂ
has put in 28 years of service oI vhich he had beenf:orc ﬁla.‘n:‘
19 years as inspecting ox’t’ioer, besides his £l quelifrications
for the post of Inapoctor vcre appointed.

(3) Tren egain ever hn the current wonth, (memtmr 1923)
¥r. V. Vijayeraghava Chariar, Deputy Inspector, —Wudﬁ Range,
applied for leave for 23 days on averaye aalary. and again
the Diatriect Fjucational Officer was pleased to namaond tz\o

petitioner as his = hetitate. Amln for the 31'* ua the
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'dnrimr the period of furloug‘}w" had antomatically bheen moved to

MR ),

Enclosure II. /é}

- lemorandum.

R.0.VNo, 158/22 dated 10-8-2925, » e lantreoties
Copy or the Proceedings or the Director of Public Ins-

trustion R.C. 3665 0/25 dated 30th July 1928,

=== XXX~ = »

Read R.C, :40.1015/25 da\:ed 26th July 1925 df the DAt ok

Eduéational uuicer richir.opoly.
“he Diaurict Iﬁuucs»ional uuicer is infor d that R k. Ry,
M. A, aSwa.mina..ha iyer coulu draw loave Wilowusow Ser whe period

of his furlough only at. the rate o1 hall of hiu uubucmtivu

pay under article 340 {bv) or the Civil Sarvice Regular.ions

i.e., at Es. 15/~ per mensem. The term pay used in the civil

e "

Service Reguletions skould be interpreted as substantive pay
PELE T RBNEY, n |
and not as, sulary, vhich alone includes acting allowances etc.

2. The teacher should alsn he iﬁi"omed trat &8 his lien
’

}ﬂis pprmarmn+ appoiqtment,. and as he was

i

tn his uermanent appeointment as aupervlaor on Hs,

r?iﬂea to he posted
50/- only,

on the expiry of his leave, gven i.[f no s.mpensi on followed i"f,
he could draw allowances oniv at the rate oy ‘r.hrea-fouri:h or
his substantive pay, Rs. 50, during the period oi his suspene
gion, waich substaniive pay, he would have drawn, but for the
suspansion. Jurvner e rate of allowunce fixed Tor him, during

%

suspeasion, was under the diseretion wliowed to the appéllant

guthority an wrticle 193.(b) 4i vl the Oivil Service Regulations
4 ; ]

Copy of FIndorsement. Kex .G, 8o, 1015/25 of the Distirict Bdu-
cational Urifiesre, Trichinopoly. " : :

Cosmunicated (1o the Healdmuster, Gevi., Yraining Scheel ;.

Trichinopoly’with reference to his K.0.N0.158/22 dated 16-%7-25.

“Sermunicated to R HRy, MoA, Swaninatha lyeiim 4
Sd/=P.5. Sundarvem Sysr, . i
Hea.dmuter Govt,Training Bchoel,

Triechinoproly.




™

Wl sohwwofls cvasl

S sz T OB s
el X VIOGL OFUG BET

dbyo

| ST e VO IRE e e e IS -
sild bameolni 8i T9oiliy

b g "}"\’1\5

A0

WETLL L0 WAL 8l

ERRAS o o)

5

Fruad foadl

erah SONEEE oW, 0,9

besoord ey ‘1o vgel

sb 3END faas 0.9 notsavas

e K

,\ x o - " K 7
“:; \':I«VI o e ch}{ D-SQH
LEE0LTIU fam0 IYEoubE.
isou il Joirdadlk gds

s buvswlie JA .k:.

R B 2 A { P ¥ - T
e < i 4 { ; R i .
% - SRS S @i 1o 4S8 L O DUEH 341 - SRS D3 30 BRI Y O.LHII gl 10
S i
A
iy v R 5t 4 - - i
" e G L1 o 6% gy % ST S Fopeyieadd »F A R4t T
¢ < 3 £ £t o to {0y 08 afdnid s Ao s Aag
LECED - &) x
58T A tw 3 1 2 s
LneRy wad arial ol ) b X a1 B BN S &
= - - 1 -
“ " 2
X - ANy 5 w1y e g - s Al = . 4" g
RN SVAY 8T 3CMB 88 Delsyradal o Bt 4 enme il afynsd e lyral
o 1"
- ~J - L X - o q
WU 8 RIDNEVOL IS 215 4 SR Fepifryrveasocods Ao el uanles 480000 Ens
% £ el o
- ¥ 4 X o
el S 98 Fa1% harro Prac oEln BToaods Y daant gt ',
| ; &y : Z
5 « P e v st " " . i iy “ v . b T
: 3305 1 ¢ Lo liBasit el foue fvud %a o freg 9t orebralk
¢ TR L3R
- - - - - " - - M
B2r L0 dood halris of - I gRE L mamd nlequs tnanmrrag. abd

NG SNUE et oo Yo erdors

R

mimiogus tremamany 3 o

{
:3-& WO IS o Plensl g oo navg cevasi g 1o "{"‘xf.f:x:a Bt o
54 G T 74 3 o ST DR & T8 G a5 - g rm asanevalin waxh hitpen ad
enegaes ol o bodveq oy MRAMUE (VG BH L VeY Pvidoniesdus 81d
oy Ul Jawess eveil BLiow el YU eviinsiedue doliv 008
gr‘!i't-ﬁb Ll e Chas I Hennve [ia Yoveden 55 R N B0 TB e QB O8
b‘:}'r_:s;{;tés-qn‘;a, F0 g Dovie fiE G IEe TRy SaY BRI BRY (N0 RGBS

4 .aao‘;ﬁyﬁfﬁ}}é}i' Yol LIV IU oS ey

L ; A —

g ek L ki Yo & v;'-.‘ =~/ »
~RbiE. 36 it Al S 10 QRNSTUL

foodbE grlake i . dvnd cabbasuleell ard o

R e L
oy i) L ST HBAY \E At VLS B
gl s i &

W tend endandn

fxevioa 'mkww SR
‘mmumﬁ

wﬂ:n;ha ﬂwtntm'l‘,.tmn 'fa‘i_"
v Tocews da iy T brelogal e

:

PRASE e (00 8 AL 5 R T o

n\b‘

Ytk egel s Al someniete v i hiw
2 y : {

;:.Agﬂ:r‘vkﬁi’;.i.}ss Gr thateo

BRI olY & el e DRor i
& D Vi v B 'S T B Tt
DS o £ i an D

vlogernidoiay

£t B L uu

8 :’;“.f'“ l;

JArgon
FT R

o Tay ERE s

Sy

Fnclosure No. 221

Copy of Procesdings of the Director of Public Instruction
R.0. No. 3845-0/24 dated 9th OGatohar 1925,

can XA R =

~ Read Memorandum Ne. 3040 -1 Law, Fdimation'dated Sth
Octo‘ber 1925, |
Referance: -Lietter from 'rhe Director of Publin—"In"s‘tmcti en R.O,C.

Xo,3685-0/24 dated 22nd September 1925. Patition from X.R.Ry,

N.A. Swaminathe Iyer, Governsent Tralning School Trichinopoly
askiré for 1 cq:y ox‘ G.O
The uirectar of Pahno Ipafrurti(m ia requasfed 'M furnilh

8 copy of G.O 10 2 Law Rausation dated 20th Tune 19’25 to the

pe*i*i cmer.
8d /- ¥.T. Krishnama Achariar,

Sacratary to Gevernment, roopine
---xxx..--

Aommunicatad to the peti tioner through the Distriet

Trich inopoly #1th a copy of G.G.No.kisc.

Tdnca*i onal Officer,
1052 Law, Rducation dated 20-5-25
(8y Order)

%d/- A. Ngrayaraswami
Senior Superin*endent.

To ;

The Distriet Bducational Officer, Trichinopoly Trichino-
poly with a copy of G.0. FNo. 1082 Law Bducation dated fiféfa}f.r
Bead copy of G.O. No. Mise. 1052 Law Bducation dated 20-6-25.

g
OFDER: -=The Directer of Pu%olic Instruction is requested to
inform M.R.Ry, K.A, Swwzinixtha iyer, Asst. Government Trining
School, Trichinopoly, that the Government do not consider that
there is any need for a fresh enquiry into hie case. The
fovernment note that the Director is prepared to grant the
memorielist in continuation of the privilege leave ateady
sanctioned, furlough on nels average pey from the 30+h Sepfember

to 29th October 1919. They now anthorise the grant to him of

ﬁ.052 Law, Education dated 20th Junc 25




R.C. XNe. loow/as dated 14-10-1923
I?nrwarded $o the Haadmanter Governemmt "

PR 8

Trichiinopoly with the G 0 in qzestion.
- K. Natosa Iys
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Bo. 156/22 duted 20-10-25,

sa/z .3, Sundaram chr
Humatc: Gove m&: :
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¥nclosure IV,

Teverrnment of Madrasa.

Publiac Department,

Memorand um,

Wo. 7888/1 dated 20th Octoher 1924,

PRl & o, £ P

(
The attention or all Heads of Departments is invitad to 3

rule XIV or the Rules issued by the Secretary of State rbrv i
India'under)segtion 96-b (2) of the Govermment of India Acf
published at pages 4%5-38 or Part I of the ¥ort Saint George

Gagette, dated 10th ¥ay 1921 lalao papes 887 to 89U or Part I~
of the K¥ort Saint George Gazette, dated Sth August 1924),
deseribing the procedure to he rollowed in cases qf‘dicmtllaﬁ;”;m
removal or reduction of ar officer. The rule requires that
the order shall, except when it is bhased on fazcts or conclu-
sions egtahlliehed at & fudicial fxial, “or when the officer
soncerned hes a.‘nscnnded’wi th the aconsation hanging over 'hin-,
b2 preceded by a properly recorded denartmental enquiry.

At sach an #nmwwr a definite charge to writing dhould be franod'
in respecf of each offenoe,ard etplained to the accused tho
evidence in suvport of it and anv evidence wbich he mny adduoo
in his defence}should be recorded in his presence, and his
defence shoutd be taken doum in writing. ¥uriher each of ﬁho:ﬁ:f
churges framed should be discusged and a finding should be
récorded on each charge.

2. Case have recently come to the notiece of Governnqnttin
Which these instructions have not b2en followed. /#T |
is a statutory rule, it mﬁﬂt be complied with; and further .. ... .
such errors in the 1n1tial stages cause difficulties 1n thc

disposal of avpeals received from aggriaved qf:tcern. Heudl

Ve

of deprriments are therefove requested to see that officers

ompowe*ed to award the punishmerts in qpen:b
Presorined procedure strictly. :

(Tnm copy
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Revision petition of Mr. M.A.Swaminatha Ayyar

.

Secondary grade Assistant,Government Training School,

Trichinopoly submitted to Government- with remerks.

Station

Szom (Yame

(@e/o'ic‘,,uaﬁo; )

Moo d rigist

Fo FThe Secretary to the Sovernment of @Cq@zao

Education

Deparime

I have the honour to submit the revision

b% 5 -3 aﬁﬁ}bpetltlon of M.A.Swaminatha Ayyar, Secondary gr de

Assistant, Government Training School, Trlchlnopoly wit\

T &

S Bt

the following remarks:- i B

Para 1 and 2. No remarks.

Para 3. The orders passed in the Directors

Proceedings referred to by the petitioner =re in str:

accordance with G.0.No.1052 Law(Education) dated 20-6-

Para 4. Gos are not ordinarily communicated as

AR

they are.

.

taken by the Director with reference to the secol

sentehce of the G.0, separate prpceedings wefﬁ i

embodying the orders and,instructions,cqﬁt




¥

the copy of tﬁe G.0 furnlshed’to him is only an extract

'Para 8., s The presumptlon of the petltioner that

and not the full text is 1ncorrect

‘ . R Loy AT L S

The suggestion

made is impertinent

e

Para 67 .i fhe ‘orders 1ssued in Proceedings

1"’%'9 VL(L'?SGGS dated 29- 6= 25 and 30- 7- 25 were in accordance

H32 N)f:é' with G.0.No.1052 Law(Education) dated 20g€i- 2o ahd

‘ as these orders were merely Supplemental to or

modlflcatlons of the orders previously issued on the

45 e

there was no need to discuss the pros and cons

e

of the case.

B T

Para 7.

subgect

L‘" 2 T S e S

\The period from 6- 12- 18 to 19- 12- 18 was treated as

extraordinary leave without allowances as the petitioner

'gmade an *unauthorised stay'for 5 nights out of hie
 jurisdiction and failed to return to headquarters
Land hand over charge to L.R.Ry VembyJSastri on the 6th
even on receipt of information from him on the 4th
jBécember 1918 that his successor was awaiting to

frelieve him. Instead of returning immediately he

opened further correspondence with the Assistant

&'Inspector and now makes a false statement that he receivel

intimation only on 9- 12- 1918. No other kind of
fﬂpleave than extraordinary leave wiﬁhout aliowances could
be granted for the period following viz 11- 1z 18
to 19- 12° 18, As he had drawn the travelling
a owance for the Journey from Salem to Aruppukottai
it»Was_not-thought necessary to ask him to refund the
" 1This act of grace cannot now be cited by

giylng‘him e‘olaim for pay for the trans}t

This para also contains impertinences-

% A\
%Qe,,,\rr’ PArtsdd v
A \r, & L % Q"\ )-/I\&)...
ot B A O Q«u:va A =
2 a) e
ey b ﬂshvgvkkLHS

\He_’wo\, e f} 7—:)-4 Mo
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Lp. 139

s

Subsequently the District Medical Officer, Salem

declared him fit for duty on 29- 10- 19, The
attention of Government is invited to my U.0 rep{y No.
<0 Q/25 dated 12- 5- <5 which explalns the circumstances

under which leave was granted to the petltloner from

t
6- 9- 19 to 29~ 10- 19 and his suspension was ordered

,to gate from 30~--10- 19} It is therefore ihcorrect

to say that leave was substituted for suspension. In
‘fact G.0.Mis.1052 Law(Education) dated 20- 6- 25

has led to a curious anamaly. The period he was

B

junder suspension was treated as furlough and he was
5rdntea half of his substantive pay for thls period,ie

By the_Government grghting him.3/4

e s R by

of his substantive pay for the period from 30-10-19 to

e ————

6- 8- 1920 under article 19% of thHe Civil Service

Rs.15 ber mensem,

Regulation, his furlough ﬁ's actually been converted

into suspension, Again; his contention that he'hed

three months privilege leave to his credit on 6-9-19
'is incorrect as by the grant of extraordinary leave
from 6~ 12- 18 to 19- 1%- 18 he had forfeited all the
privilege leave to his credit on 6~ 12- 1918, & The
privilege leave earned by him from 20- 12- 18 to 5-9-19
24 days and this was granted  to him, the remaining

gperiod being treated as leave on half average pay.

AThe petitioner contends that he could be 5iven‘a

leave allowance of Rs.37- 8- 0 ie ;o half ofhas
officiating salary for the period from 30- 9- 19 to

29- 10~ 19. As he was granted iurloggffor this perlod

]*he could not retain his lien on the officiating
|

| appointment and could not for that reason be given AWK

:3 anything more than half his subs stantive pay viz Rs.lﬁ/-

réated"as'leave Without allowances. P&-f“ﬂ Bk Para 9. Government have in an” ether
; D : < = S

'M.:}Q’:}%muﬂ’:onnection been informed that the officer was not
e acquitted of all cherges against him and they have in

[L) their Order No.1052 Mis, Law(Education) catsc 20-6-25
: sanctioned a proportionate ray of Rs.22% for the




for the perioa of suspension.

The charges of (1)

staying outside jurisdiction for 5 nights and (2)

purposely delaying to hand over charge were proved from
g

= records. The first charge he has himself admitted
i though he tries to explain it away;ﬂnly on the charge

of writing false

dlarles he was given the benefit of

,19 ,L(L“)the doubt as a formal enqulry was not held in hlS

7 presence. He cannot. therefore be granted full pay
7 3 Ce—— e — RS
T R budﬂw and allowances for the perlod of hls suspen31on The
s s SRR o —
(}f;hr% 4 charges are descrlbed as "imaginary, false and futile"
oy

-language which is open to objection.

ai\ Bars 10,  The petitioners eombeuiion that ne
o)) ot : : ;
3 held a lien on the officiating appointment during his

N

suspension -period and that he is therefore entitled

to a pay of Rs.75 for that period is untenable,

as,

g —

when he was granted furlough from 30- 9- 19 to 20-10-19

/

—

It has already been shown that article 193 (B)(i)of

he ceased to hold a lien on the officiating appointment.
the Civil Service Regulationswas not applicable in his

case as he was not acqulttea of all charges and that

e

his case could come only under drticle 193 (B)(ii)

. ('under_which Government fixed a proportionate pay of

,3/4 of his pay for his suspension period.

Paras 11 and 12.

The charges against the

. e

",petitioner'for'which he vas SHwesisked were of such a
nature that orders could be passed with the written
,rds.

'ﬂrgro -aVailable and the explanation given by the

pstltioner. It vas on these grounds that the

v

on of a fresh enqulry was con31dered1unnecessar7

1d Biﬁable by the Dlrector.

ed_ y the petltloner does not, at all,

The Public Deportment

hls”Case.~.Under this memo only when an

_issed removed or reduced, should the
Tas recordlng evidence in his presence

'In»the prgsent 1nstance, he

i

LErTr

T

)

—

-"L } \‘!‘\ . ‘ \g ‘*‘ Sr ,\/i};‘

-

.. -0~ P
3 } i : =
he was suspended and for thigrperiod he was given 3/4“

of his substentive pay. On his return to duty he

was not given the officiating promotion which he
enjoyed before No one can claim promotion to a®

3higher grade as a matter of Tright. It can only m be

t :
4@ reward for good work which he did not do.

Para 13, It is not a fact that because

- M.R.Ry Vembyanstrl exceeded his joining time the

petitioner was !punished.Mr. Vembu Sastri wrote to the

. petitioner to say th~at he would Join duty at Salem. It
was because the petitioner did not act upon this

1nt1mat10n but prolonged his tour and thereby obllged

Mr. quu Sastri to exceed his joining time that he
was punished. - In view of his unsatisfactory work and
’ - ’v.‘
| - |
the irregularities committed by him he forfeited all

claim to the appointment of Sub.Assistant Inspector

and hence he was reveérted to his permanent appointment

This, the petitioner cannot -treat as a legitimate

|

m,A -8
“para, his work and conduct were such that he did not

il ‘ 3
| BE deserve to be continued as Sub

grievance.

Paras 14 and 15.

| As stated in the previous
s

M)

.tssistant Inspector

' of Bchools and his claim to be reinstated as Sub.
ﬁssistant Inspector of Schools from 6- 9- 19 and paid
the pay of that post from that date is, therefore,

preposterous.

e

*\\ilﬁw,gz Para 16. No remarks.
Para 17. It has beeh shown above that the

regquests are inadmissible.

. ;\c.‘»’) A e Para 18.
¢ - J

to Government that the enquiry which has, already been

It has already been repor ted

R aad

conducted in the casg was guite sufficient to meet

the ends of justice and that, therefore, there is no

need for a fresh enquiry.

Para 19. His furlough allowance was

fixed at Rs.l5 which was half of his substantive pay

N
-



_ﬁé‘was granted'furlough in continuation of privilege'

_ leave as by the grant of extraordinary leave from

.

6- 12- 18 to 19- 12- 18 he had lost all privilege leave

at his credit. He had no lien on his officiaoting

appointment from 30- 9- 19 as his furlough cdmmenced_

» from that date and as his conduct and work did not
_Jjustify his retention in the Eadre of Sgb.Assistant
Inspectors of Schools. ﬁisrsubsequéﬁt promotion to

the cadre of Deputy Inspectors of Schools had n6t been
ordergd as only'trained graduates are ordinarily eligiblé

for appointment as Deputy Inspectors ‘and as trained.
undergraduates are appointed only in exceptional cases

——

in recognition‘of their extraordinary merit and record

of work.

As the petitioner has been creating unnecessary

{

' work and correspondence with'his never ending memorials, it

! is only reasonable that the Government should inform him

% o

| that further petitions from him will not be attended to.

‘I have the honour to.be,

Begeipa

for Director of Public Ins ruéz

TN

Your most obedient servant, £
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fopy of R.0.X0.,138/25 dated B-7-2540f the District Edu=-

: " |
oa+tona1 office s Trichinopoly communicating copy of the pro-

edi ngu from j’rec ‘or of Public Instruction, Madras E.C SGbR-C

',df 1924 dated 29th June 1925.

s

" Refgrencei-- 1. Proceedings Dis.No,6845 dated 13-10-1920
SEaeg 2. Procesdings Dis.No,3502 dated 12-5-1922,
3, G.0, No, Misc. 2052 Law, Rducation dated

o « ' 20625,

- @ X KK - e

‘In partial modirication of the Procaedings.quotéd ahove,

. gl -
the Director is pleased to grant M.R.Ry, M.A, Swaminatha Iyer
4

- Asst.,, Government Training School, "richnopoly extragrdinary:
: ’ ) piicad

lgave without allowances’lrum 6-12-1918 to 19J12-1§Id both days.
: ) %

*

inclusive and combined privilege leave and turlough from
# s

£.9-1919 to 29-10-1919, the privilege leave being tor 24 dayse

«

from 5-9-19%9. During theAférlough portioh of the Aeave the
R

‘- e T - el e | e S P ..
teacher will draw half of his substantlve pay. The Director 1s

also pleased #@ egrant the teacher, inder orders ol Government,

/

pav not exeeeding h“ee-fonr*ns of his suvbhstantive pav for .the

period of his suspension from 30230~ 109 to 6-84-20 under Art. 195
’ -

(») ii of *the Civil Service Regula*ions. ~ .

3, The Dis*rict Bducational Officer is requested t@ be good

enough to 1nfovm M R «Ry, M.A, Swamlnatha Iyver that Government

“* S

do no t consider that there 18 any need for & ive sh pnquiry &

-~ x.
intohis case. The COpj 01 the enclosed petitian dated 12-10=25"

%

may be return to thv petl*Lonbr.

! _-«MAAK_—'-‘

Communicated to h R, Ry, MioAg bWamdnafha lyer” Asst. Model

Section, Government Training School, lrlchanfOlj tnrough the

: o o
Headamas ter, Govi., TrainingvS%gool, Trichinopoly wzth refer-

e

ence to his appeal to Government.,

2.  The copy.of the peti tion is returngd nexowi the e

y s 33

Rommunicated to M.R.Ry, M. A, qwamipatha Iyer, ior inxormation

-

with the copy-of Mhe pefifion._ . L

‘ ~

y ; Qd/.. g %undarah Iyerﬁ\ :
: "~ Headmaster, Covt. Traifing Schoo,
oo S Tri chinop oly. :

r(Tfﬁe_nﬂﬁy\
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Fnclosure II,
i Memorandﬁm.
R.O.No. 158/22 dated 10-8.3925,
A Copy o1 the Pfoceedings or the Director of ?ublic InsQ'_ ﬁ§§

truetion R.C. 3665 C/25 dated 30th July 1925, , o

wslaatcadt

Read R.C.No.1015/25 dated 24th July 1925 o1 the District'
Fducational 01;icern Tricuinopoly.

The District Tducational Uilicer is inlormed that M.K.Ry,

. :

Mo A, 6SWarid e th Iyer could Graw leave allowance for the perioa
of his iurlough only at the rate o1 half 01 his substantive
bay, under afticle 340 {b) oxr tﬁe Civil Service hegulations,
i.e.;\at Rs., 15/= per mensem. The term pay used in the Civil

Seérvice Regulationa s%ould be 1nterpxetea as sub tantlve ray

and not as, salary, which alone includes acting allowances etc.ir
2 The teacher should also he~inf0rmed that as his lien

durineg the period o1 furlough had autOmaticallylheen'movéd to
his permanent appointment, and, as he was entitled to be posfed.

: N ; ; ; .
to his perma:::?\%ppointment as supervisor on ks, 30/- only,

b}

on the expiry of his leave, even iI no suspension rollowed it
he could draw aliéwaggﬁs only at the rate of three-fourth of
his substantive pay, Rs. 30, during the period oi his suspén-
sion, ﬁhich subs tantive pay, he would have drawn, but tor the e
sugpension. surther the rate of allowénce fixed ror him, during.
suspension, was under the discrétion allowed to the appellant
authority in article 193 (b) ii o1 ihe Civii Sefvice Regula ti ons
e .

Copy of Endorsement. Kgx L.C. No, 1015/25 o1 the District Edu-

cational Urficer, Trichinopoly.

Gommunicated to the Hea&master vat., Training School,

. Trlchlnopoly w1th reference to his R.C.No, 1&8/ < qated 16-7- 25

Bommunicated to M.R Rv,,k A Swaminatha Iyer.a -*l

e : Sd/- P.S. Sundaram Iyer, :
: : Headmaster, Govt. Training Sdhool
Trichinopoly.

(True copy).

& LR
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Fnelosure No, III,

Copy of Procesdings of the Director of Public Instruction
R.C. No, 3665-C/24 dated 9th Oetober 1925. -

SRETES & 0.0 & 1T

Read Memorandum No, 3040 C-l Eaw, Education dated 5th

" October 1925,

The Director of Pubhlie Instruetion is requested to furnish

a copy of G.O, 1052 Law, Education dated 20th June 1925 to the

petitioner.
: Sa /« V.T. Krishnama Achariar,
Becretary to Government.

SRS o & .o
&

Aormunicated to the petitioner through the District

Educaffonal‘bfficer, mrid~inopolylwi*h_a copy of G,0.No.Misc.

~

1052 Law, Ednucation dated 20-6-25, ‘
y , i

(By Order)

Sd/« A. Narayenaswami,
Senior Superintendent.

T 0 ' . 3 : \
The District Educational Officer, TricHinopoly)Trichino-

poly with a copy of G.O. No. 1052 Law Education dated 2)6-25.

s

\Read copy of G,0. No. Misc., 1052 Law Bducation dated 20-6-25.

-

ORDER: -~The Director of Public Irstruction is requested to

- d

inform M.R.Ry,, M.,A, Swaminathe Iyer, Asst. Government Trining:

School, Trichinopoly that the Government do not consider that
w = 2

there is any need for a fresh erquiry into his case. The

Government riote that the Director is prepered to grant the

»

4.. . . N :
memorislis* in continuation of the privilege leave aready %




pav not exceeding three-fourths of his substantive pay itor

the period Irom the 30th Uctober 1919 to the 6th <August 1920,

- = v = I e v

R.C. No. 1000/25 dated 14-10-1925, e

Forwarded to the Headmaster, Governement Trining School,

Trichinopoly with thg G.0. in question.

Si/~ K. Nateua Iyer, s
- Dt, Edl. Oificer, Trichie
pPoly., '

| - (Copy)

Commuricated to MsR.ly, M.A, Swanivaths Iyer with reier-

.

: énce to his petition dated 9-9-25 to xx His Excellency ithe

Governor of Madras. 3
Sd/— P.S. Sundaram lyer,
Headmaster, Government Training
Schocl, Trichinopoly.

(Truelcbpy);




Fnlosure IV.
Government of Madras.
Publiec Départment.
Memoranaam.
No. 7888/1 dated 20th October 1924, .

- XK =

The .attention or &ll Heads ot Vepartments is invited to

»

rule XIV or the-Rules issued by the Secretary oi State ror
india under section 96-B (2) of the Government of India Act,

published at pages 486-88 oif Part I of the Fort Saint Géorge

Pt
2
-~

Gazette, dated ioéﬁ May 1921 (also pages 887 to 89U_of Part 1
of the Kort Saint George Gazette, dated 5th August 1924),
describhing the procedure to he rollowed in cases of dismissal,
removal or reduction of an officer. The rule requifes that

the order shall, except when it is based on facts or conclu-
sions estahlished at a judicial trial, or Whén the officer
concerned hés ahscoﬁded with the *accusation hanging ovef hi@

he prenedéd hy a properly recorded departmental enquiry.

A+ such an'enquir} a definite charge to, writing should be rramed
in réspéct of each offence and explained to the accused, thé
evidence in'support.of it and any-evidence Which he may adduce

in his defence should be recorded in his presence, and his

\

deience should be taken dowm in writing. Further each of the
charées framed should be discussed and a iinding sheould be .
recorded on sach charge.

2., CaseSmave recently come to the nptice of Goverrment in

which these instructions have not been followed. As 'the rule

is a stmatutory rule, it must be complied with; and fturther

such errors in the initial stages cause difficulties iﬁ the

disposal of appeals received from aggrieved oitficers., iHeads ”
dof degartments are therefore requeated to see that.officeisg
“empowered to award the. punishments in question followvthe'f

prescrtﬁed procedure strictly.

/

(True copy ). . : 127?9?‘
_ T ity ¢
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‘To >
His Bxcellency The Rt. Hon'ble
Viscount Goschen of Hawkhurst, G.C.I.E.,C.B.E.,
. Governor, Fort St. George, Madras.
Throingh / : : %

Most Respectiully Showeth: =-= : \

Petition on 12-12-1924, appealing against the gfeat 1nju§tice‘

“done t0 him hy thé Director of Public Instruction, Madras, in

The Director of Public Instruction, Madras,
&
The Headmaster, Government Training School,

. Trichinopoly.

The humble Revi wion Petition or M.R,Ry, M.A, Swaminatha
Iyer, late Sub Assistant Inspector or Schools, Aruppukottal
Range, Ramnad District and at present, Assistant, Government

Praining School, Trichinopolys: ; 5

T™at the petitioner submitted to His Excellency & Keviegion

placing him under suspension for ele#en months and one A&,

without proper and sufficient grounds and in deelining to

award {o him, the benefits of the provi sions contained in

Art. 193 (b) (1) C.S.R., to which he is entitled, as his sus= «
£ ‘

pension from duty #—te thoroughly unjustifiable. : 8

2. That the petitioner presented the above petition to the
Eeadmaster”lGovernment Training School, Trichinopoly.i;h who
submitted the same to the District Educational Officer, = =
Trichinopoly and he ‘submitted it to the uirector. Atter the
receipt o1 the petltIOn in the birector's ortice on £9-12-24
it was returnea from that orzice on 6-1=25, in Endor sement
No, N. €Ky 0. c 3665 C/24 through the proper channel wi th the
remark that it was received in a spoiled condition and ﬁha}

fresh petition need be submitted. ‘The petition 1s‘found‘te'

heenls@aked<1nto some meddcinal oil and it 1s'n6t knowanhf'




did the mischief. The petitioner was thererore taxed a fure-
ther sum of .Es, 5/-'to get the petition retyped for submission'

to the Direc%or.

3 That, on the above-mentioned petition fdis Excellency was
pleased.to pass orders in G.U. No. 1052, Misc. Law,'Educatién,
dated 20-6-25. On the commnication of this G.O. to. the = =
Director, he passed his own ofders, in the petitioner's caae; -
in his Proceedings No. R.0.C. 3665 C/24 dated 29-6-1925 and
30-7-1925 (Enclosures I & II). o
4. That, though the Director had referred to the No. and
date of the G.U. in his Proceedings (Bnecl. I), he was not

pleased tp conmunicate to the petitioner, a copy of the G.O.‘.

As the orders contained in histroceedings are arbitrary and

again'without_pros and_ cons as usual, and as they are sti1l ver
unfavourahie to the petitiéner, he applied to the Director for
a éopy of the G,0, to know how his representatidns ﬁade.in hiﬂ
Revi sion Petition dated 12-12«24 were viewed‘by dis Excellehcyf
and to submit his fUrthér represen tations éccordingly. But -
the Director, in his Proceedinés'No. R.C., 3665 0/24;dated'
20-7.1925, declinéd to grant to the petitioner a copy o1 thgl
G, O, Thereupon he applied to ilis Excgllency for the award of
a copy oi the G.0., and His BExcellency was pleased in Memorahdum
No., 3040-¢=2, Law, Education, dated 5-10-1925, to ord‘er the ,

Director for the grant of a copy oi ihe G.0, to the petitioner

5. That the copy oi GgU. No. 1052 Mis,C. Law, Lducation,
dated 20-631925’as coumuni cated now by ﬁhe‘nirector and ap- -
pended to his Proceedings K.C, No. 3@65 C/24 aated'g-lo-éS’\
(Enel. III), the petitioner epprehends, is onlylan exiract aﬁé f
not the text of the G.U. in the proper form. The petitioner

therefore, requests His Excellency once again, for the grant'%’d

of a copy of the G.0, in the proper and compleie Porme = f




6. That, in as much as the copy or the G.0. communicated by
the Directbr‘isiincamplete as stated ewpra, and as he, apart
frﬁm the G'OU pdssed his own orders in his Proéeedinga R.C.
No. 3665 C/24 dated 29-6-1925 and 30-7-1925 (Encls. I & II),
which alone have been given éffect to, the petitioner has to
reke hisifurther represéntationg, with reference to the - = =
Director's Proceedings alone; and these are, as stated above,
=»® without pros‘and cons and the careiul avoidance of the
'saﬁe,indicates tha t the& are against Law and Jubtice,Aa’explainQ
ed hereunder. The orders contained in the proceeding$ are:=

(1) The period (of the petitioner's duty as Pergonal
Assistant to the Assistant Inspector, Salew District) frow
6-12-1918 to 10-12-1918 and (his joining B continne
thereof)’from 11-12<18 to 19-12-18 Ziftreated as Extraordinary-
leave without allo;ances.

(2) The period of his suspension from duty as Sub Assie=
tant Inspector of Schools, Aruppukottai ror il months and one
day from 6-9-12 to 6-8-20 is treated as:--- :

(a) Privilege leave for 24 days from 6-9-19 to 29-9-19

(on Rs. 75 the pay of his Sub Protem appointment)as Sub Assis-

.

tant Inspector).
(b) Furlough for 30 days from 30-9-19 to 29-10-19 on
Re. 15/- (half the pay of his permenent appointment then, as
‘Superviaor,‘Rs. 30/ ).
(c) fay at 22;Rs. per menuem;(% of .the pay of his perua-
nent appointment as Supervisor dﬂ Bs, 30/@)for 9 months and |

8 dayg)from 30-10-19 to 6-8-20, under Art, 193 (b) (ii) C.S.R.

T That, as regﬁrds&l)of the ordere quoted above, e peti- |
?ioner begs to state that the order is & new addition mede by
the Director to the contents of the G,0Vo, 1052 Nis., C. Law,

Bducati on, dated 20-6~25, ﬁdth much prejudicg,unsupported by

the Rulings contained in the C.S.R. and ageinst Law and Justice.
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On 9-22-18, the petitioner received by post, at Atur, 32 miles

he
_the plea that the day was w6 auspicious ror him'andhrelieved

this period of the petitioner's duty as extra-ordinary leave

—u4-¢ .

G 10-12-'8 : ' ‘
from 6-12-18 the petitioner kad done dutx as Personal Assistant

%o the Assistant Inspector, Salem District ana had been on
; ,

transit,in continuation thereo?)from 111§}18 to 19-12-18, to JQ’?’
join his new appointuent.as Sube Assistant Inspector (Sub
Protem) JAruppukottai Range;oxa&xﬂ;n Proceedings, K.C., No.9592
of 1916 datéd 22-11-16 (Bncl. XIII to his Revision Petition
to‘His’Excellency,dated 12-12-24)., Vhile on duty as Bersbnalb>

= Lo B
Asgistant to the Assistant Inspector, Salem District, his i

controlling. officer, the Assistant Inspectoﬁagsb him speciiiec =
orders, exhihited in a programme; for conducting the Annual
Inspection of Eiementary Schools, 50 or 60 miles away from his

Head-quarters, Salem. In obedience to his orders, the peti- -

.
0
A

tioner was on tour for more than a month, at one stretch’rrom

8-11-1% to 10-12-1é)65nducting annual inspection of schools.&Re

away from hislheadfquarters, Memo R.0.C. No. 1123 or 191%'__A
dated 7-12-191é Iirom the Assisf&nt inspector, re-calling him to
Salem, to hand over charge of his oiiice to Mr. V. Vembu Sastri.
The petitioner forthwith obeyed his orders and returned to
Salem, the very next day i.e., 1U-12-18, travelling by road
jéurnéy,a distance oi B8 wiles and held hig office ready to
hand over.charge in the aiternoon. Dbut Mr. Veimmbu Sastri’

expressed his unwillingness to take charge that aiternoon, on
no€ :

the petifioner only on the ifore-noon o1 the next day’11-12-18.
The Agsistant Inspector Mr., A, G,V. de'Rozario also witnessed

the éame, as the office of his Personal Assigtant was located
in_his office itself. Hé had also approved of fhe pétitioner's
touring and inspection of schools up to 10-22-18, as it is :

evident from his review on the petitioner!'s Diary, No. Dis.

P1. 8/6 of 1919 dated 21-B-19. The Director has now treated

without allowance#land it amounts to punishing the peti tioner

fdfqhaving obeyed the orders ol his Qontrqlling Ofiicer, the =




‘u,

6

the date on which he fell ill, and as the medical cert;g}cate

o

Assigtant Inspector, Salem District.k This is against Law and

Juetiqe.

Then again, on his relief at Salem by Mr. Vembu Sasfri';n
the fore-ncon of 11-12-18 the petitioner was in transit to join f
his new appointment as Suhe Assistent Inspector of Schopls;-&
Aruppukottai, ordered in the Di?ector's Procéedings, R.O5C.
No. 9592 of 1918 dated 22-11-18. Aruppukottai is 252 miles
away by rail and 11 miles By road from Salem ard the peti tioner

wes entitled, under the Rules contained in the C.S.R.,to join-

_ing time, amounting to 10 days end he was due for duty gt

Aruppuﬁottai on the fore-noor of 21-22-18, But he joined duty

"there'eQen earlier i.e., on the afternoon of 19-12-18. The

transfep ordered was on promofinn‘and he was allowed the full

'joininp time also, as it is apparent from the orders, He was

also’paid-thg tfavelling allowance in full, for his journey
from Salem to Aruppuko*tai. This period of the pet%tionerzs }“
joining time for 9 days from 11-12-12 to 19-12-18 is,also now, [
treated as Extraordinéry leave wifhout.allowances. The peti- E‘
tioner is entitled to his pay during this joinging time* under
the Pulings contained in the C, S R ‘and the denial of the same

bv the Dlrector)is againgt Law and Justice.

(2)

By That, as regards If (a) & (b) of the Orders stated in

para 6 above, i.e., treating a portion of the period oi his
suspension from 6-9-19 to 29-10-19,as combined privilege leave'
(24 days) and furlough (30 days), the petitioner most humbly
bees to state that, in as muoh ag the D1rec+or in .supercessicn
gf his Orders contained in his Proceedings K.C, 8481 of 1919 (pf
dated 24-9-1919 (Encl. I to his Revision petition to dis - =

Txeellercy dated-l?-13-24)yca111ng for medical) certificate on

Yehalf of the petitioner, on account of his serious illness had’

*n his proceedings BeC. Moo 7240 of ]018 dafed 2-10-19 ordered

-the pe+1+ioner 8 suspension from duty with effeo+ from 6-9-19,

i

X
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ifurnished by the>Dibtyict Medical Officer, Salem,was also

!
g
1
i
\

‘-.6--.

‘consequently dishonoured then, the perioa ot his suspensi on
may not, now arter a period of more than 6 years, be treated
M —_— : :
as leave.  Again the substitution of leave for suspension is

not admissible, under any ot the Rulings contained in the C.S. R
The Director starved the petitioner and his femily for 11’*
months &nd one day with his severe orders of suspenslon and

+ that when he was seriously 111 dishonouring the medical ---'3‘

o

ce*t*fica*e on his'hehalf and if he h now, aiter a period or
5. vearg’honours the same and volun*arily offers combined privi-
lege and furlough, in lieu of his suspension, the petitioner :
mos t humblv begs to state that he cannot be now conaidered to
have enjoyed the leave, as he had, already suffered the greate
est hardships durlng his suspension without allowances ot any
kind e= whatever)xor which Justice demandsA+hat he needs be
properly recompensed now, owing to his suspension from duty
being quustifiable.

Un 6-9-19'the date on which the Petitioner tell ill,h -
privilége leave wus due to him for 3 months'quér Art. 246
C.S.R; (as he had not zor § yeérs from 10-11-14 the date on

thich, by : . o
were he last returned from to 8-9-19, taken leave of any kind)
and it is evident trom hig Service Regiéter. The privilege
'leaveifor 24 daye (from 6-9-19 to 29-¢-19) and furlough for
30 days (from 30-9-19 to 29-10519))in COntinuakion'theredf;
now combined by-the Director)may be entire% treated ae.privi-
lege leave'undér,Art.-aeo C.S;R.Vand may be dehited ageinst A
the privilege leave.'due to him on 6-9-19. The prant of‘furlolu"l

in con*inuation of privilege leave therefore,is not justitied.

)
Again, in G.0. No. 1052 Mis. C. Law, Education dated

i3

20-8-25 it is specifically orderea that the petifloner might ba%

SR A

given furlough from 30-9-19 to 29-10-19 on Halt average salary.
"Hdalf average~saléry" to.the'petitioner amounts to Rs, 37%,&37;‘

he had been, Tor the past 12 months prior to the commencement

G
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or the'leave; drgwiné Rs, 75/; per mensem. But the'Director—w
had limited the.qllowance to .Ks. 15/- only i.e., half ot the
" pay o:,hie pernanent appointment then, Re.;304- in his Pio-
_ceediﬁée'H.C.‘3665 C/ée)dated 30-7-25 (Encl. II)-quoting._
Art, 340° (b) CoBiR. in support of his oraers. This Artidle
also, clearly entitlee the petitioner to "Half his average ¢
eamary as it is seen by studyigg the~eame. Thue, even in
carrying out the orders rassed by Hie Excellency, the Director
is prejudioed against the petitioner and has cut dhort the
leave allowance againet the Rulea.r ‘ T

_That, for the neasons stated-above the petitioner requeet
that he may he paid for the portion of the period oihhis sus-
pension)now treefed as combined privilege leave and Turlough,
Tull ealary and allowances oi the appointment of the Sub-Aesie-
ta.nt Inspector or Schools from which he wae suspended under |

Art. 193 (b) (I) c.s. R as his suspension is thoroughly une -

'Justuiable. G
_ . L:z)

9._ That w1ch regard to H (c) o1 the oraers quoted in para 6
supra, e, oraerlng the payment of Re., 224 per mensem (£th
of the pay of his permanent apﬁointment then, Re.ySO/) ror the
Vremaining period of hls suspension, i.e., tor 9 months and 8
dayvs from 3021019 t0o 6-8- 20 the petitioner bege to state
that the Director hes mentioned in his Proceedings R,C, No;'
3645 0/24,da%ed 29.6.25 (Enct. I) and 30-7-25 (Enci. II)‘an
para’that the bfoportionate pay was granted‘under Art, 195,(B)‘
(i1) C.S,R. In the first piaoe,,ae the order of suepeneﬁon
iﬁse]l:t"is‘ thoi*onghly unjus tifi e;j)le, owing to the charges in
eupport of the same, having been imaginary, false gnd futﬁle,_
' TGk closais sl e dusors " smiAfeiial G 8 1A
<as explelned at leng thr\in para 6 oi his Revision Petition to

His Fxcellencv,gated 12-12- 24 and as His Excellency aleo was :

pleased to consider that there is no nee& for enquiry 1nto the:

. A .
petitioner's case, it is Held beyona all doubt that the,peti-

«




wadoy Art. 193 (b) (1) C.8.R., to the Ll saIary and other allowu'
ances of the appointment held by him, when suspended. During
the entiré period of his suspension for 11 months aqd'one.day;

the petitioner held the appoihtment of the Smb Asst. Inspectdﬁ

of Schools, Aruppukottai Range, Sub Protem, as it is évidqgﬁ,

from the following Proceedings of the Director? e=-
(1) R.C. No. 7240 of 1918 dated 2-10-29, . : g
ey Do. e Rl 20 . 8-12-19.

“13) Do.: 26=4420,
(4‘) ; Do. ” ‘ 5“:"2'0.

w5

It is only on 5-7.20-in the last of the Proceedings;No. (4))
quofed above, (Bncli, VI to his Revision Petition tb Hié Excéla,
lency dated.lz-l -24) that the Director ordered fhe pefi*ioner
to join his.peré;nent appoigtment,as Supervisor of Schools,

on Rs, 30/-7aﬁ a time, when the petitioner had under Arte 2101
0~S.R. a superiuV*lien on his Sub Protem appointment as Sub
Asst Inspector of Schools, Aruppukottai RaPUG as the post
fell permanentlf vacant, consequent an The_death off Mr, D
Seshagiri Rao, the. permanent incumbent in 13222;; 1920, while

the petitioner was s8till under suspension.

10, Thﬁs,'for the reasons stated in the preceding para, -the
petitioner is entitled,under.Art; 193 (b) (1) C.S.R.)to‘ﬁhe
full salary and other allowahceé of the eppointment of the Sub
ésst. Inspeétor of Schools (Sub Proteﬁ))held by him when éﬁs;
pended and not to # of the pay only of his perpérent appoint-
ment fheﬁ,ygs Supgrvisor)on‘RS. 304L as ordered by the e
Director;in nis Proceedings R.C. No. 3665 C/24 dated 30-?;2§ ’
(Fnel. II)., - The Director has supported the orders con%ainé& 
in these Proceedings by making hisown interprefati'ons for Sub;
Section (ii) of 193 (b) S SiRe )without any -reference to the
anthority of Govermment of India‘who issued Civil'Service
Regulations and to vhom the power to 1nferpre+ any of the

'Rules contained therein)is reserved.' None oi the Rulings

‘contained in the Madras Supplement to C.S.R. also support




g S A . WGy v pia . ., : The new I® XERKKEKEAK 1nterpretations ot Art. 193 (b) il
4 e ‘ | B ; .

! C.8,R. made by the Director are, (1) that the grant of only a §

> por*ion of the pay of the permanent appointment of the 0111cer,“

‘is 1ntended in the article and nof _that of the salny and other

? ) : r e -
A P 3 allowanceqtgs laid down in it and (2) that, because he tacked
' : 3 ; res ) ‘W~ the granf of furlough (of 30 days from 30-9-19 to £29-10-19)
) % 2 : ( \ . R0 = ’,l ;
- : : T ' g v to that of privilege lesave (for 24 days from 6 -4~19,.the
: . 0 = : '

date from which he was suspended), the petitioner's lien on his
: L e S

gificiating»éppoihtﬁent# (Sub Asst. Inspector ol Schools Sub

Protem on Rs. 75) was automa 17Tically moved to hls;permanent

_ypoxntment (o1 the bupervxbor o1 schoolb on Rs, 00/) ana that

7B

Zth of the pay 01 his pernanent appointment, Rs. 225 is fixed

-

Loy payment to the petitioner, in liet oi proportion of the .

vf ; salary and other dllowanceb mwentioned in the Article,

Iﬁ,the first place, the grant of turlough in cdntiﬁuatibn
1:7" of the'privilége lzave itselr,is not justitiea, as explained
» in para 8 above”'under the Rulings contaised in the C.S.R.,‘Whnn'

e : thenprivilege‘leavé was and is also still due to the petitioner,

as he has not also taken any leave even atter 6-8-20, the date

4;“ 'of'his jbinifg dfty after suspensioﬁ. Secondly,it is 1ai§
| i e Bulings comaiﬁed in Abt, 212.C. S.R. that an Ofe
- ficer forfeits his 1ien on his ofticiating appointment, only

- when he takes leave of more than 6 months' duration. The

. period of suspension now treated as privilege leave and fur-

- g i T i
& A ¢ ) - ough is 24'days‘p1us 30 days,or one month and 24 days,en&ayg,
( \ : , :
7 : a short pariod: 7 %

Thus the new interpretations o1 the Article,made by the =
Director, to deprive the petitioner of his lien on his Ofticia-
ting appointment)during his suspension, in spite of hkx the

& 2
Orders contained in his’4'Proceeaing§)qpoted in the previous

para, the petitioner begs to staté, are ageinst the very Hules

contal ined in C.S.B.’and :ii_also against Law and Justice,




B Toi.
There is no justificatiqn whatever in the Proceedings of;
the Directbr)(Encl. I & II), why Sub Section (ii) ©f 193 (5)1 :
C.S.R. alone should be applied to the petitioner's case, This
.Qub section (ii) need he appiied)only when the officer suspen«fl
ded is not honourably aéquitted of blame. When no trial has
beenrheld against the petitiouer,ever gince he was suspended,,
to establish any charge against him, ,the question of honourable
acquittal of blame or otherwise does not arise at all. In
as much the charges wade against him are unfouhdéd, they do
not wérrant‘a trial of enquiry against him. This wi thdrawal
.of the trial against the petitioner has also clearly éstablis
shed fhat his suspension from duty oy thoroughly unjustifihbiég
and-that he is, thereiore, entitled to the Full benefits of
sub seétion (i) and not oi (ii) of Art. 193 (b) C.S.R. |

L

11. In G.0. No. 1052 Mie.C. Law, Bducatién, dated 20-6-25,

it is mentioned that the Governwent do not comsider that there

is any need for a fresh enquiry into his case. The petitioner
most respectfully begs to state that there hLas been no enguirx \A

at all, ever since he was suspended'to call a second'enQuirg,aa

A

"fresh enquiry". Seven months before suspending the,petitione%

the Asst. Inspector, Salem DistriCt)h&d of his own motion to

strengthen his'stand-point in the petitioner's case by creat-

o

ting some discrepancies in the hours of travelling enteréd by

petitioner in his office jcurnél, recorded in English, the

vagaries of some Village Elementary Sehool Masterg, expresaed.

¢ :

in Tamil, %o please their influential Asst. Inspector, usually
their back=bite to satisfy their malice againset inspecting of-
ficers bringing to light, the irregularities noticed im their

schools. The petitioner kad inspected their schools in the

course of Lis tour and reported égainst the irregularitics me

noticed in ﬁhehnfourt@er, the matiers recorded by the Asst,
+uLL,°“~%7a~a%}, . i

Inspector ure all oh-wwed and vague and riothing definite against

the’petitionér, can be made out of qggi, but they were intended |

to prejudice the Directoz aéainst the petitionerﬁpﬁiain,poin




S : ‘_ v ey i 7 ¢ : : . ﬂ‘\ ; of volumeé. This informal inquiry against the petitioner, held

- 5. i g g = 88 by the Asst, Inspector, in the absence and without the know-

N e - i S v'ﬁ 7fi”': - ledge of the pefitioner” when he, was more than 250 miles away

7 .- e ;‘ B L i : from Sa.‘l}em1on duty as Sub A;;s‘-:. Inspector; Aruppukottai, cannot
- . : e B - be called as an enquiry at all, A regular departmental enquiry

i e ',;§é~ : or trial;in a Court of Taw should have heen held against the

petitioner after his suspension from duty, in accordance with
: : AdSued

the proeadure laid dowm in Rule XIV of the Rules iSsswed by

the Rt. Hon'ble The Secretarv of Staté for India under section

96 B (2) of the Government of India Act,

It is a world known fact and the petitioner also as teaéhep;“
is teaching his pupils, that one of the henefits of the British

Rule in India is)that no person shall be puniehed’without a

proper énd-regular trial; and to safeguard the interests of
His Majesty’s Bublic Servants further, the Rt. Hon'ble The
Secretary of State for India, was pleased to make the Rule XIv,
quoted ahove, under the Government of India Act. Seeing that
the proceéure Jaid dowm in the Rule,are not followed by the
Heads of departments and other officers émpowered wi th the
_appoizfments and dismiséai of Non-gazetted officers and other
servants the Government of/lf,adraé, in their Memoreandum No.7888/1
Public Department, dated 20th October 1924, have reminded -

them of the Pule’pointing out their duty to follow s*rictly the
‘procedure laid down fherein.~4.lcopy of the Memoranéum)the

petitioner hegs to submit)for‘ready referenee. (Fnci.IV),

3

12, When no charges were established against the petitioner and

when no regular énquiry or trialias laid down in Rule XIV,O;
the Rules under the Government of India Act quoted above, was;i
held against the petitiOner,'ever since hé was suspended, hq,w
shall'not;merely Tor. the unjustifiable ordér of suspension
fagainét hkim, be punished by iﬁflicting orn him xx the losses

enumerated below:n-;




o | o G

(1) .Tfeeting as leave on 1088 of pay:=--
- (&) his duty for 5 days 1rom 6-12-18 to 10-12-18

(as personal Assistant to the Abelstant Inepector Salem

District), under the orders oi his controlllng—orricer, the
Asst. Inspecoor, Salen: Dletrlct,as explained in para»V above.,

(b) his joining time for 9 dayb from 13-12-1% to

Y

19—12-18 adml ssible under C.o.h.) for his transfer s oﬁ pro-

» motion, as explained in para 7 above. -

LZJ Deprlvirg h1m Oof his officiating app01ntment as Sub
Aseistart Inspector on which he has his 1ien?eve£*now,_as. \
explained in para lé)hereunder.

(3) Non-pavment of full salarv and other allowancee
under Art101e 193 (%) (1) 0.8, R., ot the appointment of the*
Suh Assistant Inspector of' Schools, Aruppukottai he hela

. F - 1
throughout the entire period of his suspension, evidenced also

<
from‘the four proceedings of the Director)quoted in para 9 |
above,

1355 Lhat as stated in the previoue penltlon the key-note of
the petltloner 8 whole case is, the exceeaing ol joining time
by Mr. vembu Sasbrl Tor A5 dq/e Whlch is no fauli of the peti-
tioner. 'Mr. Vembu Sastri is primarily responsible ior his not
having, sufficiently in time, on relief at Vellore, intimated

.

to the petivioner, then, an Inspecting Uiiicer, touring through-

-

out Salem Distmict, the date on which he intended to take

: cﬁerge ¢t the oifice rrombthe.petitioner, 80 that he might
return to his hesdquarters on- or berore %Zﬁ.date. The Peti-
~tioner's GOntrolling officex, the Agst, Inbpéctor, Salem
Disfrict’ought to have, on receipt of information trom the
Inspector, Vellore, regardlng Mr. Vembu Sastri's relier there,
intimated to the pef1+ioner Iorfhwith ,and recalled him to his
Headqﬁaftere earlier,to hand over charge to Mr..Vembu Sastri.
But he ordered the petitioner's re*urn to his headquarters ;

“~uon1V on 7~-12--1918’1n his Memo, R 0.C. No, 1120/1918 &espat- l
;ched at Salem on 8-12—1918 ,and delivered by post, to the_- -



,}4 "33-1. to 6-12~18)without the knowledge and consent of the'petitioner;

;:‘ i; } = petitioner on 9-12-1918 at Atur, 32 miles from Salemd.
| Immediately, the petitioner returned to the'headquarters,the
next day i.e.; 10-12-1916,trav§lling by foad'a tedious journey
of 32 miles. TJ add to his own failure, the Asgt. Inspectof

had been taking delivery from the post-man, Salem,all the

Petitioner's tapals both official and private, from 26-11-18

interupting the postal authorities)frOm transmitting them to

his camping station, while they had been redirecting them up

to 25-21-18 in conformity with his =& written request; and

this is evident from the letter, No. P.C. 350 Popt & Telegraphiss

5
¥

1 . dated 27-8-19 of the Postmaster-General, Madras,(Encl. X to
-  his Revision Petition to His BExcellency dated 12--12--1924).
These tapals accumulated & at Salém,from 26-11-18 to 6-12-18,
were ail transmitted on 8-12-18)to the pesitioner's cémping
station at Atur, where they ﬁere'deiivered,to the petitioner
by post on 9-12-lé)and he returﬂéd te his headquarters the 
e next i.8., 10--12--1018, '

-

On Mr. Vembu Sastri being called‘to explain for exceeding
hisjoining time, he to eécape‘condemnation, fabricated the
charges against the petitioner,deecribeq in para 6 of his
Revision Petition to his Excellency)datéd 12-22-24, and they \.
were taken up without proper coneideration and directed
against the petitionbr)for suspending him from duty. The
petitioner mbst humbly begs to state that the Director ié\
primarily responsible for the inconsiderate orders of suspen-
SiOn'imposed.upon the petitioﬁer. He might have atleast, imme-
diately after his suspension, }einstated the petitioner in his
Sub Protem appoi ‘ntment of the Sub Asst. Inspector, Arubpﬁkottai
Range,on Rs, 754- On'which‘hé has his ldien even no%.as\it is

evident from para 14 hereunder, instead of ordering his rever-

sion to his permenent appointmentrés Supervisor on Rs. 30/-
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.Hde was not even pleased to pasa orders for almost O years'on

the representations made in his petiticn dated 22-7-20 inme -

diately on receipt of the orders Ior his reversion, crying for
.re-xn-s tement in his 0111c1ut1ng appointment under Art.193
(b) (i) C.S.R. and inhis 3 petitions succesively subnitted on
7-11-20, 22-4-21, and 5-7-22, gég;QZZn the same squect. And
on his final orders on 15-8-“3, in his.frqceedings R.O.C;No.
. 1911 & 1923, the'petitioner.appealéd to His Excellency's = -
A,iGouncil,onl12-10-23 and on the receipt of orders from them,
L covision petition to His Dxcellency on 12-12-24
on which the G.O. 1(_552 Misc. Law, Dducation,r dated 20-6-25 kadfad
and with.?eferenge to the same the petition undér ieference)
is awbmiﬁted.
14, The most salient factor of the 'petitioner's redress, is
the question of his reinstatement in the sppointment of the
Sub Assistant Inspector, from which he was s@spended, under
Arse 395::(b) (1) C.S;R.)and it was not considered in any of
thévprdceedings of the Dircctor)di\in the Government Ordeg

conmuncated to the petitioner. The peti tioner was appointed

Bhbu . 3
Sub Protem Sub Agst, Inbpector Arukottai Range” in ‘the proceed-

.

b.ings.of~the Director K.C. 9592 ot 1918 dated 22-11- 18, (Encl.-
XIIL to his Revision petision to ilis Bxcellency, dated 1~-14-24)
dur ing the absence on other duty, of late Mr., D, Sesghagiri
Rao, Sub Asst. Inspector, Persmbalur. Accordingly, the pefi-
tioner tookeharge of that office on 19-12-18 and was doing
duty for nearly 9 months, ®e& until 5-9-19. On 6-9-19 ke
fell hqpelessly’ilg al on a sudden and the petitioner was
suspended with effect from thet date and was kept under sug=
pension for 11 months an@}one,da% until 6-8-20, During all
this period)he held the appéfhtmént o1 Sub Assist, Inspectog
a8 it is evident fPom the 4 proceedings quoted in para 9 above.
While the petitioner was undér suspension, Mr, Seshagiri Rao,

the perzenent incumbent of the appointment died in July 1920,




and consequently the éppointment.fell perﬁanently vacant and .
the petitioﬁer had the superior lien on‘it.under Art.=210'C;S;
On 5-7-20, the Director, in his Proceedings R.C. No. 7240 of

1918, orderad the petitiOner to join his permanent appointment

‘as Superv1sor on Rs, 30/- in contravention of the provisions ée

cOntained in C.S.R. when the pet1tiorer had then put in a ser-

vice in the department of more than 20 years'w1thout any g;gﬁ,

Qf which he had dOné duty efficiently as an inspecting officgr

f&r more than 17 vears and wher he has heen besides other
2

‘qualifica+ions, fullv gnalified for the appointment oi Suh

Asssf. Inspeo*or, under the Puhlie Qervioe Nofifioafiqn, bv I

passing all the tests prescribed for it and when no officer

’having a lien on the appointment superior to Xmm—pa-that of v
——— : ; 3 :

: % - A
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+he petitioner had yesumed it <

The apreintment of Sub Asgt. Inspector, Aruppukottai was
3 ) i " ] g

kept vacant for more than 2% months, ever after the petitioner

Joined his permanent app01ntment as Supervisor}under the
Orders of the Director. Then on 26-10-20, one kr, C. MinakshfL‘
Sundaram Iyer though equal to the petitioner in his genéral

educationsl qualirication, yet inferior to him in his quali=-

Aficatiohé for the appointmeént of Sub Asst. inspector, as he»hds
: not completed.the tegts presc;ibsd’under the Public Service
NotifiqatiOn;Awés confirmed in the appointment)ﬁith eftect from
1-8-20, (Pleaée.Vide No. 56)0n pé@e 698 of the notification in
‘thé Fort, St. Georpe Gazefté, Part IiB,datgd 26-10-20), He was
the permanent supervisor of Péraiar and Suh Protem Sub Asst.
'fngpector of a d{fferent Range-Devakotta1. dis title; the:ea
fdre to confirmation in *hé appointment of Sub Asslsfant :

Inspector, Arunpuko++ai wa s inferior to the pe itiOner s)under

B Arts 220 C.S.R;)and in other respects also, as explained above.

-
.

Mr. Minakshisundaram Iyer did not after his confirmation, ‘

joint duty in the appointmen+ at Aruppukoffa, but was on duty,

elsewhere and retired in May 1ast. Affer his retirment




kr, A.G.W. de Rozario, Deputy Inspecior, Sattur)waa contirmed

in the post and hé did not slso, join duly at Aruppukotiui, but
>'has been on other duty in the deernmeﬁt Training Séhool,
Chiétur.‘ ‘ : .
15. Thus, it is clear from the representiations made in the
previous ﬁa;a)tﬁat the appointment of Sub Assistant inspector,

Aruppukottai ield hy the petitioner)sub protem,,. at the time

of,his suspension, has not been'for the past more than 6 yearsl

‘résumed by any officer, having a lien on it, superior to the
petitioner's, apart from the orders of the Director;’reverting

him'to his permanent appointment as Superviuor)at a time when

the appointment fell permanently vacant., This revision was &=

ordered by the Director with nuch prejudicé,to justily his =k

orders placing the petitioner unjustly under suspepsioq'fpr an
unusually long period of 11 months and one day. Now, éé his

suspension has. been thoroughly unjustifiable, and as His

-Exceliency wag also pleased to order in G,0, 1052 Mis.C, Law,

 Baucation dated 20-6-25,ror_the'grant 0f pay ior the period of
ku&x}his suspension, though under Ait. 193 (b) (1) which needsi
fUrthériconsideratidh for the reasons stated in this pétitioh,-
.the reversibn to hié permanent appointment =md ovdered by the

: )
Director is not Justified)under the circumstances stated above.

)
He-is therefore entitled to his reinstatement in the appbiht- ‘,;
'ment of Subh Assistant Ihspéctor, Aruppukottai)now called :
Deputy Inspector, Virudunagar, in the late reoréanisation of
the Deputy Inspectors' Ranges and also the payment for his
duty the £k full salary and other allowances oi that appoint=
ment, under Art. 193 (b) (i) C.8.R. from the date oi his sus=
pension to the date of his reinstatement. ie is also eligible:‘
for confirmation in that appointment, on the ground of his

having put in a gervice oi 26 years,without a blotjin the

department of whichhe had been for more than 19 years an

efficient Inspecting oificer and of his having been iully

qualiiied for the appointment)under the Public‘Service Notii;
: ) : % : , cati o

’
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‘ficiating Deputy Inspectors)are persons who have notek either

nl?u

%
Y,

besides his other qualiiications described in detail in the

gucceeding para 16. Hundreds of persons who are but his

juniors and colleagues who were aiso permanent Supervisors like

the petitioner on Rs, 30 or 40/# have been coniimmed in tﬂe
Deputy Inspector’s fixxdw cadrg and are now drawing Rs. 130/-
in the present timexxwIaxsx—xX sqgle. The petitioner, &}so,
but for the orders ol suspension and reversion ﬁo his\pe}manent'
appo{ntment, unjustl& iposed upon him’withput any grounds whatf
egver, should have been on a level with them,drawing Rs.,lSQ/- |
though he deserves more for his qualifications. In this cons
necfion the petitioner requests that His BExcellency will be

pleased to peruse the quarterly list of oificers oi the depart-

ment. It exhibits that nearly 75% of the permanent dnd 0f=

passed or completed the teftis prescribed 1or Deputy Inspectorts |
: VA%
under the Public Service Notification, and persons with short

i g Unolug : : : =
BErVice arle glven wnde prouwotions in the cadre of Deputy = =
) : 3 : ;

Inspéctors.

L]

al

16. The educatioabqualixfications, general, proressional and

technical of the pet{tioner are the followingt-=-

(1) F.A, Bxamination (1897)
(2) Vernacular Branch of B.A.Degree (1901).
(3) Trained Teachers' Certificate 2nd Collegiate grade.
(4)  Supervisor*s’ Te§t (1908).
(5) ¥ree hand out-line drawing (Elementary) (1908).
{6) Technical Teachers' Certiricate in Jrawing.
- (7) Account Test Higher (1909).
{(8) Sub Asst. Inspector*s’ Tegt I Part (1911).
(9) Do, Do, II Part (Linguistic).
" - Second language-Malayalam (1918)
(10) A thorough and practical working knowkedge of the

dhain, plane; table and prismatic surveys.

17, The ﬁetitioner, therefore, prays that His Excellency will
be graciously pleaseq to consider his representatioéslétated'
above and that he may be awarded the following specific = =
reliefs, as his subpension from dUu} is thoroughly un;uutifiable'

for the reasons stated SRl -
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(1) Payment of salary ard fixed travellling allowances

-

for the period of his duty’aS'Pereonal Assistant to the
Assistant Inspector, Salem District ¥From 6-12-18 te 10-12-18.

{2) Dishursement of his traneit pay from 11-12-18 to

19-12-18, on his transfer from Sslem to Aruppukottai, as Sub
Assistant Inspector, ordered in Proceedings No. R.C. 9592/18<¥Q)f
dated 22-11-18 of the Uirnofor of Puhlic Irs*ruction. :

(3) His re-instatement under Art. 193 (b) &é!ﬂ C.S.R.
in +he appointmen* of Sub Assis+ént-1nspector of Schools,
Aruppukottai Range, now called.Deputy Inspector of Schqole,'
Virudunagér)from which he was suspended and on Whigh he hés
his lien still under é;;. 210 C.S.R. as explained in para it
above, f .

(4) .Payment of the ftull salary and other allowances of-&
the appointmenf of bub Assistant Inspector cf Schools, Aruppu-’
kottai Range Irom.whlch he was suspended under Art. 193 (b)
(1) CQS.R:>from_tbe date of his suspension,to the date of his
re-instabemert ae if he had continued to hold the appointment
without heing suspepded ss defired in that Article. This
period is treated as dvty in. Fupdamenfal Rule 54 (a) which is
orly a reproduction of Art, 193 (b) (i) C.S.R, (Vide, hemorandum
attached’+o tre Fuhdamevfal Ruleé’notified in G.0. 150°Fort
St Georpe~€uaoh¢s dated 6-12-21), The petitioner had lone ago:-

eTected +o bhe poverned bv the Fundamertal Rules,

1é. The petttioner further begs to sfate that he is entitled
"to the redress enumerﬁted in the previous para;for the reasons
gtated in this'petition; suprported by the>Ru11ngs contained
in ﬁhe Civil Service Regulations quoted ahove,and requests
that, in the event they are not awérded)a regular enquiry may
-be held into his case by an officer not employed in the Educa=
tiondl Department)for the reason that the Director has been
highly prejudiced againsf the petitioner, ever since he sus-

him ,
pended/?rom duty or prererably a trial in a Court of Law, as?

e




laid down tn.Rﬁle XIV of the Fules issued by the Rt. Hon'bie,
™e Secretary of State for India,under Section 96 B (2) of
G§vernment af ‘Indfa Act, to viﬁdicate his conduct and to
entitle him to the redress claimed in para 17 ahove, as no

enauirv in any form wss held ever since the petitioner was

/

placed under suspension.

10, That the Director is highly preiudiced agains the peti— f

)

tioner is bhorne out by dncumenfary evidences which the peti-

tioner is prepared to produce in the enquirv, if held into his

case, under Rule XIV of the Rules under the Government of Indiaf

Act quoted above, However, he begs to point out some of the

evidences of the Iatest dates—w

I (a) His orders passed in Proceedings No, R O ZG?
sses/b/24 dated 30-7-25 (Encl. I1) Limiting his furlough alow_

_ance to Es, 15/— per mensem when =8 Fxcel)enom was pleased

to order in G, 0 1052 Nis, C Law, qucakion dated 20-6-25
for tre pavmen+ of "Half average salarV" (Rs. 374 ) whioh is
also admissihle under the very Art, 340 (b) C.S.R, quoted hy
the ﬁirpo*or)in snnpo"+ of- his orders, as exp]ained in para 8

-above.

(r) His granting furlough for 30 days against Art.260
.S,R.,wheﬁ'privflege leave was sti111 due to the petitioner,on ‘f
'ﬁedical certificate furnished by the District Medical Officer,

-Salem, which was dishononred then and now after 6 yearg,is

honoured by him as explained in para 8 above.

i 4z
(c). His depriving the petitioner of lien on his

officiating dppointmen* by the grant of furlough against the
Rulings contained in the C.S.R. and by his strange interpre- {

tation$not found in the C'S’RU or in the Madras Supplement

thereto, 2as explaihed in para 10 above,

II._'Hie repudiation of the petitioner's cleims for pro-

motion to the cadre of Sub Assistant Inspeotori (now Deputy
: @naaﬁutaqpcﬂﬁnégauA
-.Inspecfors9b§ver since he ordered the peti+ioner's reversion



to his permanent appointment as Supervisor, in lpife
of his long and good service of 26 years in the -
department of which he had been for more than 19 ‘
years as Inspecting officer and of his full qualifiq
cations for appointment in that cadre ahd of the
recommendations of his controlling officers for pro-
motions to that cadre, when hundreds of personms,
his juniors and colleagues, inferior to the peéi-
tioner in qualifications and service, are being
confirmed and awarded gradual and regular .promo-
tions in that cadre, which is evident'from a pérueal

of the quarterly 1ist of officers of the department.

it

20, The petitioner finally prays that His -
Excellency will Q; graciopsl& pPleased to consider
the representations made in this petition and award
to him th? specific reliefs enumerated in para 17
“above; and in the event they are not awarded,

the pétitionerimost'humbly requests that a regular
enquiry into his case or a trial in a Court of Law

may be held, as required in Rule XIV, of the

Rules issued by the Right Hon'ble The Secretary of




prayed for.
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