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Sub: BSTABLT SHMENT - Sri P.Thirukkuttalalingam P111a4 -
Yk . .Uoper division clerk - Claims to the post of
 Referencer - Petition %o the Government.

v

S

90 T Yimven the honour t6 forwarg herewith a petition addresseq ﬁ
%o the Government by Sri P, Tirukkuttalalingam Pillai, an upper )
division clerk of this office. 1In it the petitioner calls inte
question a number or appointments anq postings made in the ofrice
in the course of the last -9 years. The pointeraiged by him are .
scattered g11 over his long and not well arranged petition ang the
numerous ruleg quoted by him in Support of hisg contentions are .
those which. were in force 12 to 15 years ago and which have long
since been revigeg or superseded. So far as can pe gathered frop
the petition his contentions are: "

=1 thatiheveny appointed to officiate as g Referencer gng
allowed to draw the scale of pay or Rs.65-4-125 attacheg
to it from 4-2-33 to 31-5-3g and that therefore under

- ., €*planation (8) of the o14 General Rules fop Subording t

11140 ) Services issued in @.o0, ' : ) dateg

 R-7-1929 and rule 2(a) o; ; il
[} issued in G.0.No.686 Public {Servy ) 19-6-1931 ,
- he must be regarded ag & direct recrult to the category

of Referencers;

M - (2) that with reference to rule § (b) of the o014 General mleg

A Y - which prescribed a period of probation for a direct re-

iy crult he must be considered to have completed hisg probg-~
tion on 3-2-1934; ’ A

(3) that as 5 dairect reeruit and approveq probationer he pe-
came entitled for confirmation gg 8 Referencer next to
Mr. Hasan Sheriff, a similar direct recruit who' hagd
‘completed his probation earlier; ‘

ctly as upper division clerks:

~ (8) that on 1-g_193 he was reverted to the post of a lower

4 4 division elerk and that sry R, Thiagarajan who wag not
an approved probationep in the category of Referencersg -
Was appointed as g Referencer in hig place and sybse-
quently confirmed; . ,

< (6) that hig reversion and the appointment
LN were done in contravention of rule 3(
b g General Rules issued in &.,0.No. 04n
|- 10-92493¢, v - T
(?) that on the occurrence of a leave Vacancy in the category
of Referencers on 21-9-1937 Sri T.8.Padmangbha Rao who
probationer in the '

d aectin
of rule 3 (g) of the Reviged General
G.0.No.947 Publie (Services) dated 1 934

(8) that on the occurrence of a second permanent Vacancy on

28-10~1940
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| 28-10-1940 he should have ® zen confirmed as &
}{ Referencer but that Sri T.. Padmanabha Rao was 4. The next point rai \
, ' > & gﬁ;g-é957, when an off101§%1g§d3b¥ the petitioner 1s tn £
een eferen 1 : at or-"
eappolnted to officiate in 1t°§§s§ezgc§§°g irose, it
ri T.S.pa ¥

Rao and that
subsequently on 28-10-1940 when a tempor
ary sub@&l

confirmed in his place;
Vacancy arose he sho
uld have been
confirmed in it t
emporarilyl

5 (9) that in consequence of these arrangements he has lost
' his claims to draw pay in the old gcale of Rs.65-4-125.

S

L 2. The petitioner, bY his own admission, was first directly }

trulted as a lower division clerk and he. only contends that his

sequent pfomotion as officlating Referencer should also be treated
place on the date on which

| o direct recrultment. In the first
ted as officiating Referencer viz., 4-2-1933

g petitioner was promo

was over 25 years of age an ,. as such, under rule 4 of the 01d .

eneral Rules for Subordinate services issued in G.0.No.712 Public /L &

2_7-1929, he was not eligible for gelection by di-
encers or to any other -

services) dated
rect recrultment to the category of Refer
category. In the second place all appolntments of clerks in this
1th a few exeeptiops.be¢n~maﬂe4to«theéiomeEQ'grade;‘i;e.
1s in accordance with junﬂ

loffice have W
lower. division clerks' posts, a practice_which
: ¢.0.No.712 Public (Services)

' rule. 2(b) of the 01d General Rules in
dated 2-7-1929 and rule 3(a) of the revised General Rules issued in
& .0.04%7 Public (Services) dated 10-9-1934. The clerks are then =N
confirmed in the lower division and gsubsequently confirmed as Refe- = J !
rencers or uppeér division clerks in thelr order of seniority in -
accordance with rule 14 of the 0ld General Rules in G.0.?42 Public: [
ted ©2-7-1929. mhig fact has already been brought
ally in connection with an

(Services) da
e of the Government especl
the petitioner himself in 1936,

to the notic
preferred to the Government by
1274, Education, dated 16-6-1938

appeal
T invite a reference to¢.0. Ms. No,
nectlon. of course, as has been atated above and as has
there have been a few instances

in this con
been pointed out by the petitioner,
in which this principle was not observed and in which some clerks
were confirmed directly in the.upper division even though they' had

to the lower division in the first

been recrulted like the petitioner
f them being more than 25 years old was not eligi-

instance»and one O
ble to be regarded as a direct recruit to the upper division. These
en and there brought to the notice of the '

__ instances were however, th
Government in connection with the appeals preferred by 2 individuals
of these clerks in the upper division. (Please,

against the appointment
gee my letters read in G.0.No.Ms.1904,Education, dated 9-8-1938), It !
he petitioner's clalms to be regarded a8 a /

will thus be seen that t
direct reerult to the category of Referencers are opposed to both rule

appointed t
therefore, Sngziigiate as Referencer. Spi T.5.P \
(Services) dated suqi-ioructions in para 6 of < adnanabha Rao |
Eﬁfore the petitio;;il_lggﬁ’ entitled to confiréégigg.llgs gl
that the petitio : e only point of ¢ ash
tenti
than Sri T.5.p ner had completed his on on seem
-.5.Padmanabh probation as Ref
able to a a Rao, The r Referencer
is that gg?gi:tihzii probation earli:ﬁsggazhgrzh% gegiﬁion,
in G.0.No.1148 P ssue of the revised M L L.5.Padman
SO Lt blic (S ed Ministerial S -
ferencers anad : ervices) dated 1 ervice Rul
1 upper divisi >d 11-7-1939 the - —c
of pay, were tr slon clerks, th posts of =
: reated t » though carrying the ne=
while Sri T.S Pea 88 two dilfferent g the same -
S Prdnanabhar Ries categories and, t Scal
. clerk the peti a & "800 was holdin » therefore |
Caet irtnai e tﬁiingg Fas officiating as 3 ﬁe?§§§n°f UPPeT division)
Zagancy arose the pet1%12;§§57 when the officiatiggréefeﬁgy way th\|
ategory. of Referenc was an goproved probat =heer ‘
- ; s I loner 1
as a Reference ers, in as much as he had 2 n the
SI’iDT.S.Padman;bggrﬁioy:,:gsoa?d drawn the 'h?gh:irgigg ggficiated
as Referencer t111 nly a probationer, havi: Pay, whijy
But against th - then only for & tot , having officiateq e
is Sri T.8.P a total period of ab s
in para 6 of C‘l - e, admanabha Rao had : about 3 month «
a prior claim Eg'iéifiiuy%ic (Services) dafédhggfflf?gqinstructigﬁSa
ment. as officiating ﬁefﬁ?eiggrag ?eferencer b §irtueu;§’biCQUIred
e efore the petitioner 1S appoint

r

5. In spite of
to confirmati of this prior claim of § f
of the reviSGSngggeif{erencer the petitioneiiwgﬁiéPadmanabha Rao ‘
1?‘9-1934 seem to b;verﬁigs in 6.0.8.7, Tublic (QQrSQSer)rule S(g)
offici e % e a prior el Services) dateqg -
Wprobatﬁﬁigf xﬁffgcgrfrgsg on 21-9-1957?1§1§26b§833P°intea when gn
! The rule b S .S.Padmanabha Rao as an approved
there isg igp32zgtt:hhave been overlooked gistggiyta probationer.
1f he had raised thi:to;?:cgitit%ﬁner would have bi?i' o
¢ > on en, Hig re ! 80 appointed
i ason for no

» -

and practice. l
3. The next point raiééd b& the petitioner is that on 1-6 it th _
; ; 4 -5-19 en 1 »
?i :?sdiezeited iroi hig.post of officlating Referencer to that of 26 | % i Rao had b:eth§ng§n¥231§to;?e time ignorant that spi T s b ralsiss
viesion g n apr

prgﬁationei wascag;oligedpgithizip?écg?iaggiiji? gﬁ:ag:§agg§ 3zsa§§rgzg% 3 gﬁgsggtiigobe Bcoeptetie di%giigitigotge VASRICTE Hééufﬁidﬁﬁ?gbha

ed to officiate as Referencer as early as 7th May 1928, that 1s s force serrgirysiﬁ not only quoted a num§Z§ o%trwill be seen that

24 years before' the petitioner was appointed as a lower division clerk the dates ang éﬁtf»a§o but that he has also me ulees which were in

. and 5 years before the petitioner was appointed to officlate as Referen- - | postings made ?n thbuo?§f of ‘& lerge nunber of :urﬁfe%y specified
; cer. According to the instructions contained in para 6 of%6.0. 1193, v i besides, described gh ce during the last 8 ofpg ntmente and

public (Services) dated 29-11-1934 he had therefore to be confirmed : Government by Vaéio einatupe of the appeals presenzegrs._ He has,

pefore the petitioner could be conflirmed. Sri R, Thiagarajan's and gquoted the numbus ndividuals in the office fro etito e

appointment was brought to the notlce of the Government in my letfter : _ by the Government uggnaggeiate and the contents of fhe ?idto time

No.655.4/37 dated 11-11-1937 and the Government, in view of the fact | /¢ " 3rder appointing him as an 5ff1z?rther in October 1937 theeg§f§&868d

that he had sctually done Referencer's work for more than 3 years, J ézs gommunicated'to him also contgfing upper division clerk whisg

were pleased to relax the rule regarding probation and to approve his | ,ga ha Rao as an officlating Ref ned the posting of Sri T.8. Pag

confirmation as Referencer from 1-6-1936 the date on which the perma- : | gi QOt raise any objection fo“fhﬁren°e{ from 11-10-1937, As°hea §

nent vacancy arose (Please see ¢.0.No.Ms.977, Education, dated 27-4-38)/(./ éi?d'ghtzisffoié&atinquacancylié §2p303€%§?§ offSry T S Podmanablia
erencer having thus been considered as the T;s.Paagangﬁhw°%1d have objected to the othe; aWhether 1t can be

be atated that thi which was made 20 days earligpointment of Sri
ate 18 1e not the petitioner's firsgeoetigimust also
pe on or

Hig work for 3 years as a Ref
equivalent of the required period of probation and he being the person
who wes entitled to confirmation under the instructions in para 6 of ; f appeal against the appoint
1934 by virtue of hig officiat- | [ (0 ) & Invite the attention S5 Seave and promoblons made Ln itk ere)
: "o o0.32 (Confidential) Finance dat:gng4fg-?g?ée§§3rf?gead tn ¥
192 274, Education

¢,0,1193, Public (Services) dated 29-11-
the contention of the astenq
4 16-6-1936.

ing as Referencer earlier then the petitioner,
pointed in Srl R, Thiagarajan's : ]

petitioner that he should have been ap
6. There is
no doubt that the regl reason why the D.tlt
: * Petltioner

place cannot be upheld.
has rekg
i i ed up these various cla
8 letter, gfter the lapse 6%m$ ggfgrred T e begigh%p
@ years e L5
years, is that he kae %eii
LD Y

-

4, The

e a—

\ recently



y the pAccountant General to be eligible
of Referencers and upper \

abv
Wly been,declare ed scale of p
_74/2-100 instead of the old

' the revie e

_)}AW on]iye'rk s X7 Rs. 55—5/2 70

yilon clel == o jch he had all along considered himself

1 the first proviso to rule 4 of the rules -
dated 29-1-1938 1t was ’

_4-12
ofps .69 aer
titled‘ UgA public (Services)
thé petitioner had drawn the old scale of pay

id that 1036 he was not entitled to draw the old scale on
1939 as he had not held the post of a Referencer oOr
rmation g ork without a break from 1-10-1937. He had
g Ou per division clerk's post continuously only
n ho ” .p 1t will thue be seen that the perilod of 10 days |
E 1 10-193 £ 10-10-1937 has become very important to him and
' 0—1957 pered that thils 1g exactly the period for which he |
£ficlate as a Referencer hls reason ‘
will be easily under-

om m el
. 1t 18 e right to ©
‘eg s clg.,j.mi-na % yegar old claim at present
- ring
ral facts in his favour. In the
xnowledge of

ftood- ' .e are however seve
Ther ot be sald that he had offic;&l g
; place€ ., ¢ sri T.S.Padmanabha Rao which was
’flrstfficiat 1%5%}) an appointment by virtue of which Sri T.85.Pad-
— amé entitled to draw the old scale of pay, while
108 the beneflit. Tn the second place the petitioner
el he B 1f peld the post of a Referencer and drawn the old
tually of Rg.65-4-125 for no less than 3 years and 3 months
ad 2 of paY petween Februaly 1033 and May 1936 and earned 3 incre-/’
gtre > ¢ acale. Finally he was holding an upper division
time scale of pay ase & Referencers' post
encer's post) from

+ (on the same
n the same category as a Refer
‘gubstantive vacan-

13:‘}1'5 ne 1

; fall;til his confirmation in a temporary
.ctive effect and he is now a permanent

If he had begun to hold the post of ah
gome 10 days earlier,

.or that of a Referencer
» he would have become

svision clerk
-10-1937 1ngtead of 11-10-123

: i upp
‘ [ wEDST e, Lron L the old scal
 / & to draw the O gcale of pay.
r1tled A 1t
ow open to me to re-

)/ en _
; g. Of course it may be sald that{is n
jader the petitioner

se the arrangenent made in 1937 and to cons
e naving been appointed 1n the place of S8rl m.S.Padmanabha Rao.
there are geveral difficulties 1in the way of making such a
For one thing 1% must be remembered that the original
- ade more than 7 years sgo and ari T.8.Padmanabha
R Rao has ing the old scale of pay from the date of hils

far back as 20-10-1940 under the impression that

reviaing the arrange-

q sonfirmation as

i he wWas 1eg1t1mate1y entitled to 1it. Again by

it and treating his sppointment between 21-9-1937 and 10-10-1937
ed in the new gcale and

4 his pay will have to be refix

the amount overdrawn by him after 28-10-1940 may have to be re-
covered. - Above all such & revision will lead to a serious and

| le anomaly in that Sri 7.8, Padmanabha Rao who is consl-

/ derably senior to the petitioner will be forced to draw the reduced
geale of pay while the petitioner will become entitled to draw a

higher scale of pay and thi e felt as a great
’ nardship and injustice by Sri m_§.padmenabha Rao. I may point

out in this connection that 1t wae with a view to prevent such i
gnomalies that the tovernment in thelr order Wo.Ms,1904, Education,
dated 19-8-1938 relaxed the rules and permitted two other clerks

of this offlce to draw the old geale of pay.

9 9. To obviate any ano

tioner may be regarded as hav
clerk from the 18 h Cctober 1937, There Were ighfact
g these

two vacancles of upper div ~kg in existence during |
10 daye. T invite the attention of the Governmen to G.0.No Ms.
2289, Education, date f upper divi-

i 1-10-1937 in whi
sion clerks were ganc g out such of

tioned for the wor !
the records as are of no value. imeelf was
ts from 11-10-193

appointed to one of these two pos
since tre order is dated 1-10-1937 there cannot per

maly I beg %O suggest that the peti-
ing held the post of 2an upper division

A

RS

k of weedin

haps be any

ob jection

o

{ j\{{.

;ff’

The petitioner h i
» and, therefore,

RPN Y
i et

5. : \4

objec . .
pogtSt%?‘gmti-fgé?ﬁ%n%fhim e %ar;iing been &ppointed ’tO cne of th 3
perform the ot -'fu.self. e objection that he did not acteai\‘
D Sitiinties sfo the post will not hold because the duti by 1\
e Stithat timeo the lower division and the unper divisioneslané\ !
ESehi tconsidered to be equal and no officiatin 1; N | |
W arrangementetgze;egﬁgié;:;rwi?g Ehe LB G s 20 Doitz Og;ng\r
~ eco - LY
the 0ld scale from December 1941 and no higdzg§;tiigltgedgzgsggytin
0] hj}

senior Sri T.8.Padmanabha Rao.

10. The petitioner
August 1 £ gave a petition addre
stﬁdy 0f92§6°?§§f§t§22 zﬁg giizz gﬁ hig cog&gntioisigvggvgz gnczi:? 1
geveral i e office very b ul §
disooial%temzngrigp801al work, 1t was not,pgééigleugg gfgznfing e
- was when this disposal:was about to be givegntgagly
a i

he presented the present petition to the Government

KN

ems. - \,W -
/f."z‘ 145
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Po Thirukuttalalingam Piilai, \é; .
Clerk, Madras Record Ofrice, \
CHITTOOR . \" 9;§a13/2§
TO p 3 . '\’-":. - ol
' The Secretary to Governaent, :
Haucation and Public Healtn Department,

Fort St. Georsge, MADRAS,
Tarough

The Curator,
Hadras Record Office, CHITTOOR.

oir,

I beg to enclose COpy of my petition dated Z2i=8e=

1944 to the
Curator, liadras Recora Office,

and subwit the Tollowinz for consider-
ation and orders,

2. I was selectea for a clerk's post by the starr Selection Bogrg
in 1929. After serving ror Siort periods in some of the City UiTices,

1 was appointed as a lower division eclerk in this ofiice for the first

~time in November 1930.

—

Ly acting service in this orfice was as shown

below:-

Period Appointment helid Scale of pay, 0
(1) From 27-11-1930 to 0 : : |
‘ ~ R3-12-1930, | Lower division clerk
(2) From 4--1-1931 to actually discharging kse 40 - 80

- 12--1-1931, the duties of a (old scale)
(3) Frod 1--4-1931 to (| Referencer., :
‘ 25--9-1931,

=T A Tl 8. . MAVY WILTT

| k %

{\' , 51--3-1952, | Upper division clerk, ) 5. 65-4-125,
Y ® | , .

| (5) From 1--4-1952 to

J Lower aivision clerk
| 3--2-1933,

: gs - 80
actually discharging &

. the dutles of & eferegcerq
/ : (6) ¥rom- 4--2-1933 to '

| \\ >. 31--5-1936,

0
0
0
{
| 0
(4) From 3--3-1932 tp 3
0
{
0
y
o

Referencer, 0) ¥.65-4-125

(old scale)

( ola scale)

retrospective_effect from 1-6-1936,

: (old scale)
2. 65/- up to 4-1-1954,
85, 69/- from 5-1-34 to 4-1-35
e 73/« from 5-1-35 to 16-2-36,
BB. 77/- from 17-2-36 to 31-5.36, A
Pay in the scale of £5,65=4-135 allowed
&3 in G.0.N0.199 Finance, dated RBe=Bd--1936,
‘ ‘

In July 1937 1 was confirmed as a lower daivision clerk with

From 11-10-1957 I wag appointed

ag an Upper,division clerk without acting allowance in the &s

_ secale and continueq in that post till December 19453,
1 v

- I was confirmeq 88 an Upper Vivision clerk with retrosg
\ i from December 1941,

«60-4-125
In December 1943

pective effect
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i of §ervices
bgual Vol.II- 1
id not then count for pT
. Venkatesa

Jears as a Reprint cle

- elekk.

gervices 1%
(pleaae see P&
T g ca
I time of ®

5¥Service'

r %

3 - Pty

ez

z According to Rule 1 (k), (m) and (n) of the OldJminister;al

./

posts of Upper Divisio
tuted aistinctly separate categories (please see pages
158 : : ‘

ice Rules issued 1n G.0. No. 686 Public (Services) dated 19-6-1951,

n clerks, Referencers, and Lower Division

rks consti £ .
1.I1I=-1932 Wdition and 288 -89 of bervices

service as an Upper Division clerk

yanual, VO

9358 2dition)e.
obation in & Referencer's posie. Sri.
rved as an Upper Division clerk for more than two
1u se |
rk and more than two yea;s a

1933 against the confirmation

n an Indexing

H appealed to Government in
e

M.Co SubT

anian and Pe.S. Ramachandran as Referencers.

am

g on tnat appeal, Government in G.O.No., 51 Finance

Z order i |

14 that serv1ce as an Upper Division clerk cannot
: he

24-1—1964 . a Referencer's Poste.

i in

robation

tion (6) of the Old General Rules for Subordinate
na

7-1929 (™

4. Under expl®
gued i1 Ge e

o of the Services Janual, Vol.II-1952 Zdition)-
ge

0.%o. 712 Public (bervicgs), dat=d 2-

is said th"recrulted or app01nted dlrect“ when at _the
nd idaate

slige bIOH, O appointuen

"member” meant 6nly a permanent Government ser-

t, he is not a member of @ Subordlnate

The terd

o 7 a]‘,‘ 1 of G.Oe No. 1193 Public
pefore }-10-'?64 (please see para

) dated 29-11-1954).
pagzes 118 of Services Manual, Vol.1I-1932 Edition

‘ nt - 1
i Rule 2 (a) of the Old Ministerdal

1services
service Rules (at
4 289 of Services ‘Manual, Vol.II-1938 mdition) issued in G.0. No.

F

an
686 Public (Servi

to the category of Relerencers. 5o my appointment as Referencer on

4-2=1955 (mentfoned in item (6) in para 2 of this petition) snould %

P —

pngidered as direct recruitmente to that category as I did not

hola
then/any permenent appointment .

continuously on duty in that category for

be ¢
Ag a direct recruit to the cate-

gory of Referencers, I wWas

( item (6) of para 2 of this petition). Hence

more than three years

I completed probation as Referencer on 3-2-19394 under Rule 6 (a) (1)

of the 0ld Winisterial Service Rulas i

J/
ces), dated 19-6-1951 permitted direct appolntmentg{:/

S

)

ntroduced by Ge 0. No.73, PuJLlG i

Al
P Y

<3

i

f
!

(services), dated 10-1-1936 read with Rule 6 (b) of the 0Ola General
\
Rules for subordinate berv1cea isgued in G, O. Noe. 71g, Puollc 3

(Services), dated 2-7-1929 - vide pages 122 and 4 of Pervices Manuak\

)\

Vol.II-1932 Hdition. As an approved prodationer in the category of

Referencers on 5-2-1934, I stood second in rank in the list of

approved probationers in that category next to lir. Hassan Sherifr

[ﬁu&o& Rule 15 (a) pf iéf(Revised General Rules for Subordinate Servic.

"anda the first proviso thereunder at page 75 of Services lianual, Vol.I:

1958 mdition and parégraphs 4 & 5 of G.0«N0.1193 Public (services)
dated29-11-1934. As under Rule 1 of the Old General Rules for Subord
nate sServices ( at page 2 of Services ianual, Vol II - 1952 Edition)
and Rule 1 (b) (ii) of the Revisedzgészal ﬁulescgt page 63 of
services Manual,‘Vol.II- 1938.£ai£io%}/(§eneral Rules are applicable
except to the extent otherwise provided in tne special rules, Rule
2_(b) of the Old General Rules and Rule 3 (a) of the BRevised Genersl
Rules, . requiring that all first apoointments should be to the lowest
category, are not applicable to my appointment as Referencer om
1-27H935. 6.l 0, Ho.SIDERIAL. (BhEvisea) dared 170 Hong - paze

o8 of the G.0. - prescribed the quaiification_of a degree for direct
appointument to tue posts of Heferencers. This cannot adversely affec

me as I was appointed as a Relerencer before the issue of the Ge Q.

and as a Service Rule does nol have retrospective effect.

9. In the Revised linisterial Service Rules issued in G.0. Ho.
1148 Public (Services), datéaxil-7-1939 The mbm two categdries of
Referencers and Upper Division Clerks were merged into a single
category of Upper Division Clerks. G.0. No. 1148 Public (Services)
dated 10-6-1940 dispensed with probation for promotidn not involying
assumption of higher duties and responsibilities, But the Révised 3
Ministerial Service Rules cannot adversely affect me under Rule 15
(2) (ii) and (b) of the Revised uenerax Rules ( at page 81 of
vervice llanual, Vol.IT 1958 kdition) and Rule 36 (a) (ii) of toe
present General Rules for Provineial and Subordinate Services.
Government have aleo held in G,0. No.1798 Education, dated 19-11s/941
that * the order)in G.0.No.1148 Public (Services), dated 10-6_1940

’ -7
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Therefore wnenever an individugd,

- /hm permanently neld a post as Referencer before 11-7-1839 or an

tue ground that he was an appfoved probationer in the category of
g a
Referencérs vefore 11-7-1939 vaeated his post, I ha%‘prescriptive

right to be confirmed in it next to Mr. Hassan Sheriff.

©s The Accountant-General, nas declared that I am eligible as
Upper division cierk cnly ©o the new scale of x5,55-100 introduceaq
in 1935 unager tue first provisd to rule 4 of the rules issued in |
G.0.No. 169 Public (Services}, dated 29-1-1938 as I did not hold (I
JF e o °

thet post in an officiating or temporazy capacity on 1-10-1957

put omly ifrom 11-10-1937 and nas fixed my pay at 5,77-8-0 from
7_9_1943; It the statutory rules had been stri&tly observed, I

should no{_have been reverted Irom the post of Referencer on

1.6-1936 or at least I should have been reappo.rnted as an acting |
Referencer from 21-9-1957 and I should have been eligible o fhe | 2 1
oia gcale of #5,65-125 instead of the new scale of 5.55-100 alloweq

|~ by the Accountant-General.

.?‘

I am subuitting the folilowing fgcts withh | j ¥
% a request that I may be declared eligible at least to the Scale or ﬁ ‘\
} | 1
{

f | Rs.65 - 125 to which I should have been eligiple. iln | ;j
| ¥ ;
—i | 3’. Oon 1-6-1956 I (an approved propatiouer in the category of ;”\ S
‘: n neferencers as a direct recruit) was reverted to a lower division
%j cierk's post and on the same date Srim R. Ihniyagarajan wnghﬁf; oy (]
Ql an approved probationer in the Caiegory of Heferencers wasg appointed
| a8 Referencer. Under rule 5 (f) and (g) of the Revised

General Rules u
|
for BSubordinste Services issued in GO

No.947 Publie (Sezvices),

{ I~ )

da ted 10- 9=193

e e Ao

1
%,I, & direct recruit and an approved probationer, }

should net have been reverted from the Helferencer's post on 1.6 =136 r
and 5ri R. Thiyagarajan,

not even-an approved Provationer should .uot

have been appointed in preierence to me in g Referencer vacancy. LIy
¥ L ] i~

|
‘éversion from & Referencer's post and Sri, kK, Thiyegarajan's appoint- L

Gent to the same post on 1-6

& Q A ¢1 i ¢ ,\
p 6-1956 were done in contravension of rule :

8 (f) and (g) of the Revised General Rules for Subordinate Sevices.

]

&% P8ge 60 of Servises Manmual, Vol. IT ~ 1938 #dikien.

I never gave

- probationers (Mr.Hassen Sheriff &nd myself)

- ~ - - S et

P / —T
g av»éZnou%f’

express or implied, for my reversion to Sfomer division “ﬁ;;

clerk's post or for any departure in respect of reappointment from 7}

‘\«

" my consent,

'the order laid down &s required under sub-rule 3 (¢c) and the first:

proviso %o sub-rulef(g). I do not know what reasons were recorded

in writing and reported to the Commission for these departures as

required under sub-rule 3 (f) (iiilﬂﬁna the second proviso to sub-

’

rule 4 (g%&is«uea in G.O.No. 947 /(Services), dated 10-9-1964 and

betiore Ele anenaument oraered in G.,0¢No. 1157 Public (berv1ces),

dated 29- 6119061

8. In JBly 1957 Sri K.R. Desikachari, a permsnent Referenceg,

wes promoted and confirmed as Assistant. In the Referencer vacanecy

that arose by the oromotion of bri K.R, Desikachari, Sri R, Tnlyaga-
rajan, who was not evemvam approved probationer in the category of
Referenceq&was confirmed as Referencer from 1-651936. This con-
firmation of Sri R. Thiyagerajan, who was not even an approved
probationer inAthe category oI Referencers, as Referencer in pre-
,férence to two direct recruits and approved prqbationers (r. Hassan
crneriff amd myself) awaiting confirmation in the Same category was
&one in contravention ot Rule 12 of the Old General Rules issued in
G.0.No.712 Public (Services), dated 2-7-1929 and rule 11 (o) of the
Revised General Rules for Subordduate Services and the proviego
thereunder at page 74 of Services Manual, Vol.II- 1938 Edition, I-
understend that subsequently on the recommendation of the Curator
that Sri R. Tuiyagarajan had discharged the duties of a Heferencer
for more than three years beiore 1-6-1966, Government in G.0.No.977
_wducétion, dated 27-4-19358 relaxed rule 14 (d) (1) of the Revised
General Rules for Subordinate Services issued in G.0.No. 947 Public
(Services),dated 10-9-1934 and exempted him from undergoing probétion
as Referencer.

I do not know whetker, when applying for exempting

Sri R, Thiyagarajan from undergoing probation as Heferencer, Government

were informed o the existence of two direct recruits and approved

‘awaiting confirmation in the

seme cetegory. In this place I beg to submit that If 8ri R, Tniyagarajan

hed discharged the duties of a Refeencer for more than three years

- o
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¢ .z o 7 L e ' A y Ay 4
5 v 'r{,/ b 3 l“/t‘iﬂ" ¢ 3“;3 t»{:-? g <] "y " " \ 5 . ]

e




g M g U \

¥ ; < e
‘tﬁmake any representation against his appointment as Referencer from ° J

'~§
\

Al

\

=6 =
2 51.9-1937 to 10-10-1957. I do not know what report was = sent to the
a
.

Jout actually deing appointed to the !
post " | . |
5 Commission for this departure from a statutory rule as required under =

Tf¥f4 I was appoinied as and

y"ctualjy drew the pay OI & Referencer for more ti ' :
lan three years -vide ;( G.0.No.561 Public (Services), daced 19-8-1987. If I nad been appointeq

item (6) inm para 2 above. iven before my appointment as Referencer
9

Y durlng as Referencer from 21-9-1957 to 10-10-1937 in accordance with the

Imy service of ome yesr and five months in this offi '
y o (ltems (1) to (3) and service Rules, I should have peen eligiole to the old scale of i5.009-125

H ) as 1
'(5) in para 2 above ower division clerk, I ac ’
B(5) ’ tually dlscharged the duties . under the first proviso to Rule 4 ol the Rules issued In G.0.No. 169

i

" : « Accordinzg to a strict . !
¥l of & Referencer g ict application of : . | h
/ / ol ; . : ceeiiervles Fuplic (Bervice), dated 29-1-1958. Ihe wmere fact that I did not hold
I rules, I should have been continuedd as Referencer from 1-6-1936 ti] ' i AT, .
ij ‘1 officiati sl a post in the £5,65-125 scale frou 1-10-1957 to 10-10-1957 nas made me

; , 1957 with © ng pay, lir. Hassan Sheriff should

JulyY . uld have been eligible only to the scale of 45.55-100 instead of x5« 65-125.

<:Onfirmed in the Referencer vacancy, I should have been confirmed ag =7

e

SEL division clerk in the vacancy that should have arisen D oRh ? o In this connection I also beg to submit thnat the vacancy between
f ccnxfrrmation as Referencer, the lien of iir. Haésan Sheriff (0210¢¥Eép { 213958080 b0 20 - d0 951 e geferencer's DoRta syl onsy e
, o fronlill'z'lgas) should have been Suspended as was Subsequently 1959 when only the posts of Referencers ana Upper Division clerks
Tt vide para 11 below-and I should have been EXEXKmusiy were merged into a single category of Upper. Division clerks - vide
:provigionally confirmed as Referencer from 1-6-1936 without eny break ’ para 5 above. Therefore there could not have been any justification
o reversion. ©Sri R. Ihiyegarajan's appointment and monfirmation as | % whatever. for the appointment of Sri T.S. Padmansbha 8o in &

seferencer 1n contravention of the statutory rules have depriveg ﬁe Referencer's vacancy between 21-9-1937 to 10-10-1937 in preference to

oi,izeferencer's pay in the Bs. 65 - 4 - 125 gcale from_1-6:1936 to A e e gk SR

22~ 12-1941 end 1 am now declared eligible only to the scale of i 55 ~10¢ S il T Y W AT
> = Oo

were KEXXE®X sepatate categories &and when Sri T.5. Padmanablia Rao was

T

9. o 21-919\5 ; b‘ri P. Guruvayya’ &a permanent R e oL even an approuea pxon
r’ ent o nowo then : ‘ V 1z 2 { i

Leave on average pay. As Mr.Hassen Sheriff, the first
| A ’ approved By this appointment Sri T.S. Padmanabha Rao has become eligible to the
probatloner 1n the category of Referencers, was on that date and

old scale of xs. 65-125 whereas 1 am deprived of the beneiit.

T e e s

;s still on other duty, I should have been appointed as Referencer

s —

in tbat vacancy unmder: suc-rule 5 (g) of the Revised General Rules ‘}'/ 10. I was appointed as ascting Upper Vivision clerk frow 11-10-1957.
for oubordinate Services at page 65 of services Manual, Vol.II - 1938 éiﬁl In the sawme appointment order ori T.S. Padumanabha Rao was appointed &as
mdition. In contravention of this rule Sri T.S5. Padmansbhs HRao, who ‘: acting Referencer from the same date. I did not then meke any repre-
was not an approved pro.atiouer in the catégory of Referencers,had - 'T}2< sentatipn agdinet his appolutuent & Referenses jiiem Cirileiac e s
been appointed in that vacancy though I was then on duty. I never j? } Sl S G C R Upp,d'Division B ks 1 B e
gave my consent, expreses or implied, for any departure trok the order . w: | identical time scale of pay i.e.,85.65-125 and I Mas a direct recruit
lald down in the first proviso to thd Bip-vule. not ) K had become an approved probationer in the category of Referencers on

There cbuld/have been |

w4 . | ; | | S5=2-1934.,
y Justification for departure from ihe oiger under tue second proviso 3
/57 ‘ | ‘ seter
to the Sub-rule as introduced by Ge0, 1OMPublic (Services ), dated ‘ ’] bl S g N AR R
’ l ‘

29-6=]

1936 as theré could nos have been P e \ | confirmed as Assistant in Qectober 1941 with retrospeetive efiect from

allo - . L 2 e A 3 < ; |
wance or exceptional administrative inconvenience as the entire office /

) ‘ 225-10—1940. AB repreaented ln p&lla 5 01 thls petit\ion’ tne ﬂeVlSSQ
was then only at Hgmore.

¢ 7 /jﬂ /"? ¢ 'ﬁ 22
%wewé;@ zﬁf’ﬂ@& o, . (A
. / “

I was never iuformed that Sri T.s Padmanabhs fi ]

o) e A

ey

Lt&o wasg Al y )
appointed as Referencer on £1-9-1937., Therefore L could not g \
i i ! ‘;",,‘ oy nt S . 5 —— . Y
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Services
Qghls}erlal Service Rules issued in G.0.No.1148 Publlc (ser )

ated 11-7-1939 =znd the orders in G.0.No.1148 Publlc (Services),

lated 10-6-1940 have no retrospective effect. Eollowing this principle

ven though#he posts of Upper division clerks and Referencers were
v‘ = ; B 3 - - - ed
terged into a single category qﬂﬂupper Division clerks in the Revis
i il had
ki isterial Service Rules issued in 1939 and lir. Hassgn Sheriff
fEin : :

¢ completed probatlon as Upper division clerk before he left thls
no c

/ S Sheriff was conflrmed in this
1 i i 3 QQGBF Lr, H&S ar
F O jice in Febobrua /(

=5 v V 2 a8 a dlrect
@ ne 1rtue ot his ha ln

= ] Vv ncy SO.Lely Dy tl

L&'eferﬂcer ac

A Referencers and Upper Division
7 ; 39, when tne posts of
petore 11-7-19 ’

g St liz. Hassan
jerks constituted separate categories. b the st imealie e
elexr :

. 3 . . ' .

: , - ted probation

1 sri T.5.Padmanabha Rao had completle
A AN ancy, Sri 1T.S5.

Reierencer vac

lerk. But his claim to the
ncer and Upper VYiviaion c
both as Refere

cancy wat mpi-ljEm—-mgsd not then considered as kr, Hassan
va
Referencer

d probationer in
i ( t had become an approve

i g direct recrui

Sheriff as

] E. ’ < I }- II < > l—.l. ] I

; i j g 0 r ice Ruhes. ;‘)ubl

: ; - ey : i By PN i
Hr. Hassan Sheriff's lien on the po
gequently post of Upper Div

.n suspended. In thie vacancy caused by the suspension of
had bee

: 1, a direct recruit and the seniormost approved probationer
nis Lien, 9

the category of Referemncers, should have been counfirmed provi-
in

1ly as Upper Uivision clerk in the previously Referencer vacancy
giona

)
~ e T

wi£n reference to rule 11 (b) of th? Revised General Rglés for
subordinate Services and the proviso to the sub-rule (please see page
74 of Services Manual, Vol.II - 1938 ldicvion). In contravention of
| these rules Sri I.S.Padmanabha Rao had been provisionally confirmed
i ag Upper Division clerk. In this place I beg to subwit that a_statutory
{
{ rignt, though dllowed to kir. Hassan Sherift, has been denied to me .
I never knew that lir., Hassan Sheriff's lien on his post in tiuis offic¢
wags suspended. ' I heard that Srie. K. Venkatesalu's(another permanent
Upper Uivision Clerk’s) lien on his post in tihis office wéas suspended
and Sri T.S.Padmanabha Rao was confirmed provisionally substantive

& 3 i " knowing
Upper division elerk in that vacanecy. I had no oppuriunity of

v

PRSI
=g

</

sl - /D A~

("
\

-, °

o

: ; L C
& ' o 1

Y
the tact as I was not in the Head Office frow June 1941 to &ay

‘

467

but was employed at roonamalle and rFalmaner. The result ot bjg S

Padmanabha Rao's appointment as acting Referencer on 21-9-1947 - Vige
para 9 above - and subsequent conilrmatlon in contraventlon of
statutory rules in a previousliy Referencer vacancy 1is that I am
declared ellglble\ only to the new scale Ol £5.55-1C0and I have been
deprived or the right of drawing pay in the scale of &, 65 - 125

irom 28-10-1940 to 22-12-1941,

12. In G.0, No. 1298 Education dated 15-6-1937 the Government
ordered the permanent retention of the temporary posts of four

upper division clerks in this office. Four of tone approved pro-

bationers (Messrs, R.Venkatesalu, ii.Natesan, ReP.Alwarappan and

P.Kannan Menon) in the category of Upper division clerks who had
been recruited direct to that category were confirmed in these four

posts. Two ot these direct recruits (Messrs. R.P.Alwarappan and

'P.Kannan lienon) were first appointed as lower division clerks like
mysel& in this office and were then appointed as upper division
clerks before their confirmation in the lower division. They had
coupleted probation in the upper division much later than two other

promotees (lessrs. K.C,Subramaisn and P.S.Ramachandran) to the

- Upper division. As direct recruits Messrs. R.P.Alwarappan and

P.Kannan lenon were alsg(conrirme in the Upper division not only

in preference to their seniors in the lower division but also in
preference to the two promotees who had completed thReir probation

muchi earlier than them in the Upper division. By this direct

contirmation in the upper division Sri F.Kannan kenon, one of the
Junior recruits to the upper diviaioqybecame senior to four of his

seniors(incluaing myself) in the establiehment list. Besides the

direct confirmation enthktled Sri. P,Kannan Menon to a higher pay

than six of his seniors in the office and still his direct confirmation

was(consiaered & hardship to gix of his seniors in service, 1In as

much &8 the appointments of liescrs. R.P.Alwarappan and P.Kannan Menon

were considered as direct recruitmwent to the upper divisionm,

%ﬂ/&a o W o

By

g o o
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i~ “ whicn under the rules in force at the time of their rirst appointuwe

- :

thereto a perioa oi probation haa been prescribed and who at tae T 1inaN

----.-—~-~=a¢--¢—-----—--'—-----n------—---——-------'------—----
= e

-ntment as Referenceer has also to be considered as direct recruit-

-,

i;nt. Under am application of the same rules, I beg to submit, that

: ! f b of the issue of the new rules had completed tneir probation satisiact,
I should nave been confirmed as Referencer in preference to Messrs. - | - _Z__.0 ‘_-T -------------------------------- --~--T ----- T et e i~
' e i ! orily and had acquired under the old rules a right to substantive
. Thiyagarajan and T.S. Padmanabha Rao, Rule 2 (b) of the Old _ | L e i e T S e e T T e R T e e S B
: RS . and Rule » (a) of the Revised { appointment to the service, class or category concerned in the oraer
= - i 'ervlces Il e A S S R R S e ST S S -----"------""---'-_--'-'7---" ----- =
General Rules for Subordinate : Tl ) ane _ ] R
’ - y ks Jetvd coat Foquiringethat yaliv tiret | B in which tney so campleted probation will preserve this right and
General Rules for Subordinate Ser 2 A | L I N o R o T T T T TNk E TSRO % PR T
o T ts should be to tue lowest category, cannot be applied Eﬁ?ff-???i?iE:Z-f?-%?f?f?i?f%-9¥-:§?-9£3-€E%?§' TH Do, ol el
appolntments sl ¢

' : ‘ L same G.0. Governuent have held that"All approved probatio 2ol
] { f ¢ 4 f > ] ;
gai : winen they were not applied in the case of liessrs | . ‘
against me alone :

P.Alwarappan and P.Kannon kenon. . £ o of course rank above propationers. " Therefore Messrs. ﬁ.Tniy:ba;
- - . Natesan, R-P. 5 : . : .
R, Venkatassalu, .

. ' rajan and T.S. Padmanabha Rao who uad not completed probation as

1%, I was appointed as temporary upger division clerk on S5=5=29352

R. Thiyagarajan and T. Se. Pzdmanabha Rao and was

Referencers before 1-10-1934 cannot be considered as seniors to me

betfore kiessrs.

as,1 had, as a direct recruit, completea: probation as a Referencer
y reverted to a lower division post on 1-4-1952 to giye place

actuall on 3-2-1934 before the Revised General Rules for 8Sgbordinate Services

| t ’tnem If permanent vacancies of upper division clerkizant arisen
(s) ° )

‘ came into force. But I beg to subwit that I have been miserably dep-
f them woﬁla no?‘h&ve-relinquisned their right to contirmation
poth O |

rived or the right, seniority and rank "as determined by tue old Ruleg®
favour on the @ ground that I was Bppolnted & upper division }
in my ' DE A

Para .1 of the explanatory instructions to G.0. No.794 Public (Services)
lerk before them. In the same way, I beg to submit/ that I should ¥
€ ~ i

: dated 25-9-1953 says that statutory rules have the force of law and
not be deprfvea of jthel Etagntory Eieuks toyreappclatiant and (contir, . have therefore to be stfictly complied with, as any infringmment of
matlio a statutory rule constitutes an illezality. Sub/gzzz g gi the same
TeSe Padmanfona R e e pPStS i Reference?s | instructions says that "An irregular.appointment is not fherefore @
pefore me fO%XAOQG-ﬁiﬁﬂ in 1928. Further both preferred to be temporary

n as Referencer in preference to Messts. R. Thiyagarajan and

e e = SR A

recongnised as any appointment at all for the purposes 6f the rules.*

N ATIR L ay as upper division
; er division clerks and drew pay & £ ) L ; [ , , . :
substantive upp B R S0 tuae appolntments and confirmations ot liessrs, R.Thiyagarajan and
lerks waen I was appointed and underwent probation as Referencer, S '
cle ' : '

n st d 1 T.S. Padmenabha Rao in contravention of the service rules cannot give
| = 120 worked as Referencers they could nave drawn pay omnly
¢y 1f they ha N g f adverse. - si
| ! . e g {] them rlght 0 adverse possSesslone.
g lower division clerks. Tunerefore my claim for coafirmation as
a

- . 4
Referencer pefore tnem cannot be saia to D%Kharasnlp to iﬁ!ﬁ#« them, 15, In 1934 Sri X. Govinda:Rao was promoted to officiate as Upper

xexexsx lr. Hassan Sneriti was directly appoin?ea as Relerencer ‘ Divieion clerk in this office in the .55 - 100 scale in pretference
after Messrs. R.Thiyagarajan and T.5. Padmanabia Rao hela the postis of | to liessrse Ge.Koi. Achutna Kurrup and G. Jayapalsamy who were his
'} Referencers. ©Still by virtue of his completing provation as a direct | Senlors'iﬂ the upper division. Three years after tiae appointwent
: recruit in the caéategory of Heferencers betfore 1-10=1944 earlier than J » was made, Goverauent in ﬁauc;tion and Public Health Department Memo.
| the other two, h® was confirmed in a Referencer vacancy before Sri 1 0 0. 1460-0-5 aated 11-9-1957 neld taat Sri K. Govinda Rao's éppeintment
T.5, Padmanab.a Rao, This statutory rignt, though allowed to lir.Hassan I : 'ywas iTEegular as_it ¥ah ot i ReRindaRcs akh Hhe medndee dietell]

s .t declared iessrs. G,K.M, Achutha Kurrup and G, Jayapalsamy as seniorsg
Sheriff nusg been denled To me, |
te ori X, Govinda Rao and ordcred the revision of the appointment maqe

4 = ( M ) |
i4» In para 4 of G.0. No. 1195 Punlic (Services), dated 29-11-1934, 1 7. I

{3 \ / /ﬂ A/ﬁ ﬂwy s
i . ) / 4 . £ -
for ;\ ‘y . gzwé:;yll444z¢4/QfZi;4Q§L{; ”“@?«%%mﬁfn&§ﬁ'(f/-

: - ¥ 1 osts
Government have declared that persons who have been holding p

A !

¥
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f:/ # l} ,: - }2 ¥ f,‘E;’ ‘ . Pl // " \’
fﬁ % pa 5 ~ Insteada of drawing £s.109 irom 17-2-1944 in the &s, 65 - 125
Ja s
z,' scale, I have now now to drgw 35.77-8-0 from 7-9-1943 in the scale

contraventlon of the service rules. Conseguently MessrsSa.Keilo \.

“ghutha Kurrup an#}. of 15.55 - 100 as allowed by the Accountant -General - vide para 6 abovy

have

per - -
\ Not only/I loat the higher rate of pay that [ should have been paiad

Jayapalsamy were deeuwed TO nave'nng tne up

Govinda Raoe. By ‘thls arrange-

tne old scale. ' “till aow, but also ‘I have to lose much bxktie fixation of the maximum
85,125/- in the scale of

pay at &, 100 in the s 55- 100 scale instead of at/is. 65 - 125,

llVlblOn posyts 1in preference 10O Sri X.

ﬁent $pri G.K.li. Achutha Kurrup was declared eiigible ©o

!0f45.65 -125 as upper division clerk.
, ‘ | The fixation of &&& my pay in the Rs. 55 - 100 scale has inflicted

i g - to revise the

it to the Curator - vide para 1 above _

16. The petition O v , a great and undeserved hardship on me.
which Sri T S .Padmanabha Rao was appointed as Refepencer

Che s (=0 : ; v

\orders und
ecented on 25-8-1'44,

o zEx 21-9-1937 and confirmed as Referencer was pr . | PO S e LT LT OO0 LG R S s 20 e ne i e e e
ro R g o T S IS Y T, Ma bkl Al chm ) R <V A
ve not yet been favoureda with a reply, L have to appeal to , Rererencers on 3-2=- 1954 and fall under gBlass (4) (a) referred to in
AS i1 na = P ‘ﬁ e o = e e B e S T T T = S s i e SR LR i SRR YA N
rnment SO tha hwat there may not be muc i ae;ay. 2! i E?Et-4 oi G.0. No., 1193 PubLic (Services) dated 29-11-1954. Hence
Gove | N e = g T = = i e e T ] S M AL P N A sy
- SR i irom S 2-1934 I had and still retain the prescriptive rlght to
tated in the Last sehtence of para 8 above, the appolntment | e e i S e T i N I T Sy RO R L
As 82 : . . B 5’ i substantive appointment to and.senlorlty in the category of Relerencers
. ppation of Sri. Re Thiyagarajan as Referencer from 1-6-199 i e e e e
and conflr | ; gs detelmlned by the old Rules. Therefore anythlng contained in the

ved. me of tne statutory rizght of drawing pay &s Referencer |
ri

nas dep i : : )‘ I
& 1936 in the old scale of HSe 65 = 125" Agaln as subiﬂltted. i l A R e e e P S e L i e = e e e TR T
trom 1- Lo Aul - et ofasei T ‘ e : only on 1~ 10 1934 cannot adversely affect me with retroapectlve efiect,
in toe iast aentenceJOfXPara 9 above, the appol i T.5,. h .1 e e S e e SR e e P e e
L 21-.9-1957 to 10-10-1937 in . |
padmanabia Rao as Refersncer from 9= contra n So 1 beg to pray that Government may be pleased To declare me
|
) r PN L 1es /e debarred me iTrow drawing pay i ! s
yengion of tne swatutory rules/ nes a & bay 1in ] f to nave held the post of Referencer at least from 21-9-1937 to 10-10-37
\ ole: nis confirmation as Upper Division C i | i € - : |
65 -125 scale; 41 by lerk in a i to which I should have been appointed in accordance with the service

tl’le ,.‘.S.

cer Ve m 28-10-1940 in contra i ; g ‘
eferencer vacancy fro vention of rules - vide para 9 above - as was done in the ¢ase of Messrs. G.K. /.

éﬂ ;&‘ f - puole-

previously R
Achutha Xurrup and G. Jayapalsamx{;cancel the confirmation of Sri.

the statutory rules - vide para 11 above - has deprived me of the

penetit of drawing pay as Refegencer from 28-10-1940 to 22-12-1941, -l }‘ | T.5. Padmanabha Rao as Upper Divisdpm Clerk in a previously Referencer

TR e T s e R e o vacancy done in contravention of the statutory rules - vide para 11

b s R TR as‘stated s bl 1 apbove - and confrim me &8 Referencer at least from 28 10 1940. %3

| of B8.65 - 125 and draw pay in that scale from December 1941 at least.

- /
S o e R i ragaPbijan had not been confirmed as Referen 5 ‘
it Sri R, Thiyag £ ; % cer from 1-6-1936 ? this is done I will be eligible to the scale of Rs. 65 - 125 and I
in contravention of the statutory rules and if I had been confirwmed as ~ can draw pay in that scale from 28-10-1940 If Goveruwent for any
Referencer frow 1-6-1936 in accordance with the statutory rules as reason are not pleased to canced the confirmation of Sri T.S.Paduma
stated in para & above, I will be drawlng 25,109 in the 5, 65 = 125 ' nabha Rao as Upper Division clerk from 28-10-1940, I beg to request
scale from 17-2-1944 onwards as shown below:- . that I may be declared to have held the post of Referencer from
f
Re. 77 from 17-2-1936 to 16-2-1937 1) ff‘ -
e = J 91-.9-1937 to 10-10-1957 so thnat I may becoue eligible to the scale
& 81 from 17-2-1937 to 16-2-1958 I'F Ji * B g,
H

a, 85 from 17-2-1938 to 16-2-1939

" g9 from 17-2-1959 to 16-2-1940

g 93 from 17-2-1940 to 16-2-1641

w .97 from 17-2-1941 to 16-2-1942

W 101 from 17-2-1342 to 16-2-1943

% 105 from 17-2-1945 to 16=2-1944 and
# 109 from 17-2-1944 onwards.

I beg to submit that there will be no hardship to anybody by the grant
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‘ g i i ; 2V CEC b rgamio 0 B,
o : - ° :\ /—"‘/ card August 19 44. )
falternami§e request and that my hardship will be mitigated From \py/ - . \
i : P, Thnirukuttalaiingam Pillai,  a® - W
y to cer ta in GXtent C C l er k, \"T‘“‘ - ¢ ;': b 1
Madras Record Office, ‘ - ‘ F %
' i = @ H I,iaf 0 O RBe \ ; A 3
1 beg to remaln, 3 = = - == ¥ F e

O1Tr, g 1' ot : . it ¥ ip
1 S pedient servant et
Lot SHOBEIS ’ The Curator,

lMladras iecord OQzfice,

47. v % ,,:,%/ ' | CHI TTOOR.
7 W/74,5- | ' B a8 1 ; i) » ;

In Fepruary 1935 1 was appointed as Referencer 1in the #5,65-4-125

scale and that appointment was a direct appointment to that category

ander the Statutory Service Rules then in force. I became an approved

(%)
$

| continued as Referencer till 31-5-1936 on which date I drew a pay of
f 8.,77/=-. After that datiznaﬁ#ﬁy Should have been appointed 28
~g Referencer unless e was 2 senior to me &5 an approved probationer

|

!

!

l

%

1 probationer in the category of Referencers in Tebruary 1934 and
|

1

!

|

« in toe category of Referencers. Tlll the reissue of tne m1nlsber1a1
1

}1W : service Rules in 1909 Referencers and Upper Division Clerks ConStltuue.
| \

Padmanabha Rao (not an approved probatiouer in the category oi
Referencers but ouly in the category of Upper division clerks) was

apﬁoinned as Referencer couatrary to Statutory Service Rules and

| "
4[ ' separate categories. I now underSEann tnat in September 1937 SrieT.Ss
[k
|
|

was subsequently confirmed as provisionally substantive Referencer

|
|
| in' 1940. Under the Statutory Service Rules he should not have been
.‘([
q, ; appointed as Reterencer in preference to me in 1937. Further he
‘ e .
W
il : should not have been confirmed provisionally suostaﬁive in a

Referencer vacancy in 1940 in preference to me, & direct recruit and

P e S T

an approved probationer awaiting confirmation in that categorye.

So I beg to request that the orders referred to above may kindly

e

be revised and I may be declared to have held the Referencer's post

from 21-94@1957 and that 1 may also be confirmed as provisionally

subgtative Referencer from 28-10=1940.

——c e ——

I beg to remain,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
Thiru
Bd. P./Kuttalalingam Pillai.

e e

SacT MOl

e

True Copye.

s I ~1
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Rag ‘Baliadur 'BF.B, 5 Ballga;Ph.D; (hdy . " S\
" Curator, Madrss'Record of, CHITTOOR

To -1 0%

From

— -

S

U\ e i o 0 unttalaron atd pno Bapael e - T
c3 $.8 @VRWARRGN | The -Secretary to,Government .Tm?a &

|
;

{
Subt-'Madras'Record Off1ce =°S¥1 /P, Thirukuttala— A
|

at ) ocEducation rand -Public Heal
fetnl pantye Fort Bt. George; MAD

2 e SR <0~ &
L Boaztment

i
-

SR e X 2 T P aniraom & nicists bhamgaetl #0w aahvo on g F t: ..f“
3 LP GPETC __“_A_‘“" \'“x""“' Bix; : )

i oy S 5 . | T e °0 07 % '1ingsm PiTlat; Upper 'Division Glerk - Glaims
A’\_M’:“'—SJ‘&“ TR ~—“-&M~—w"‘""‘_§\’"ﬁ\i’*‘§ §‘¥ Lpankn L e holraag “--‘-'té'-"‘Eﬁé"i'p‘é‘ét“.dé’ﬂiéfeﬁéﬁééf.“"" { 0 hemeos

- 0 ey er 10

P

Ref:- Education and Public Health Department Memo-

~ randum No.6883 C/45-1 Education dated 20-4-485,
- y AT SO ST : 'V N andum No,6883 C/ 5 uca’ a 20-4-45 |
y AR ! sana 3;\—\,9“"'*‘"\“5“ * The Service Re%:ter of Sri.P.Thirukuttala-
(I R ; lingam Pillal is enclosed. Service Register of Sri,T.S.
NS . e A e T o Ni‘;).s:’-'*_és.%ﬁma‘r Padmanabha Rao has 'been sent to the of fice of the Controller
J A of Naval Accourts; Bombay, where he has been employed since
) = TR T s TR T e TG O 4 SN AR S 18t June 1943. I am asking the Controller of Naval Accounts
A o \ to return 1t urgently and as soon as 1t is received T shall
) "y ANl =1y T A 2 N L forward 1t to the Government. ‘
1 S TR BT W, 3 P,T.0
N <8
fB' N i, 1y PR e e T it Ty ey Figices e B

B e
¢ v



--after the expiry of the p

Zo.
R

RR-L129 Srl.P.Thirukuttalalingam Pillai was
declared to have eatisfactorily completed his
probzation as a Clerk’'An the lower division in
this office order No.457 A/36 dated 2-7-36; a
copy of ‘which 1s encloged. 'An éntry to.that
effect has'also been made in his service book.-

No such order was issued on his completing pro-
bation as a Referencer. However, under rule
9¢c)(iv) of the 0ld General Hiles for Subordinate
Services issued in ¢.0.94

7 Public Services dated ()
10-9-1934, when no order was issued within 3 monthg.
resoribed.period of '
had automatically to be

rily -completed  his period

'{\.' “: é‘jn‘;\‘tf;jn 3

i~probation, the individual
deemed to have gatisfacto
of probation.

Q6 Semuice
t D ¢ ' P'l"'}'*‘

= R S
. S PSSR SRS LS
o AT NP, g

N

—9f-

Copy of Office Order R.Dis.No.457 A/36 dated //
2-7-36. \C§7

OFFICE ORDER,

to have :
followi individuals are deemed
complzgzd their ggobation satisfactorily in the %;dras
Ministerial Service as Clerks Lower Division on e
dates specified against each.

1. R.Venkatesalu -= So—g-gg
2. M.Natesan - 8- 6 2
3. R.,P.Alwarappan -- 21-1 5 i
éJﬂRJIhirukuttalalingam,zillaiwéiszm:_Af
5. R.Nageswaran - 15—8-31
‘6, P.Kannan Menon -- 8- -31.
7. V.Varadachari - 10-8- Sé
8, G.Jayapalsami - 11-10-32
9. G.K.M,Achutha Kurup - 9-11-32,
10 .X.Govinda Rao - 23=-6=36,
(sd) B.S.Baliga,
Curator.
‘ 23-7-36.
ng
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No.588 A/45.

From

- g

Madras Record Orfice,
C/ Chittoor, 12-5-1945. \k)

Rao Bahadur Dr.B.S.Baliga,Ph.D,(Lond.),

e ——

g TARY TO 8ot

Curator, Madras Record Off4 ce., CHITTOCR.

“ \\ ot
S he™Secretary to Government, 21934

Baleation and Public Health Department,
Fort St.George,MADRAS,

&

w{%ras Record Office - Sri.P.Thirukkuttala-

.11ngam Pillal - Upper Division Clerk - Claim

to the post of Referencer.

Ref:- Education and Publlc Health Department Memo-

& PO g

‘- [ ““ \ oo

randum No-6883-C/45-1 Edn., dated 20-4-45 and

“this office letter No;988 A/45 dated 23-4-45.
T

’\{. ‘}Lﬂ; - :: rj’r @ ie

In continuation of thls office letter cited

above,

) -4"'1

B e
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vS letter.

dpost of H

fhould b
s Chmesd L

,A-i._g &
y in such poS

11 e l7(d) e

.2% claim TO

o the PC

nt whiCﬂ

T’BI‘S be fore-
nD\flng held the
n October 1937 is opposed to facts.

,overnment of India Act, 19235,

ik "la:c‘lng’ ey

= _—— - ‘ | g Rase -,H.,

" " .
P A S 5
1%
£ +n the post of HKeferencer. His confir-
f (‘onLn mabdon LR b £ 7 3 )
}n of rlereLge be yuestioned now, ¢ I'Z{
f v ‘\n
please see paras 4 and 5 of the
ond (8)-= 4 :
_ﬂ;% (7) 20

presumably Sed Padmanabba 590 dld not bt chate l

cer subsequent te 1388 It seews! that his

:oferen

regulated by cleuse (d) of rule 17 of the ey
e

'Qfgﬁse»(c> of the above rule doces not séem to

he wWas neither on duty cs Referencer on| the date
xS N

[,dras inisterisl Service Rules nor wWss he zbsent

+ on thef date on leave. Under the proviso

~ould not ke by virtue of his service g&s Referencer
(&
be regerded as & probationer in the category of
3] 5-37 when an off iciating vacancy srose in that

on i 1928

4 ervice could not also count for seniority in that
His: ® A
the proviso to general rule 13 (1934).
see -

i tioner being en approved probstioner in that c:tegory
75

In " this

en appointed‘to the vacaency. It wss this Leac O
entitled Padmensbna Kso to be confirmed in the
sacancy wiich srose in 1940. For the ressons stated
ow the office arrasngements msde several
pis suggestion that the petitioner may bé regsrded
post -of upper division clerk from the lst to

In view however of
1 circumstances of the cese an orijer under section 241(5)
may perhaps be issued

the petitioner is entitled to the old scsle of

»W/,y .5 the category of upper division clerks.
7%k

J The file imay bDe sent to Public (Services) and Finsnce for

dL//,m PIids furtn sofomantiom
§ W o B o Jcfienin ]
s /JWW}M el 1B, L
&//w,[: /.azmwaﬂ,ﬂwhww
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| public (Sexvices] Departil
|

4 A R SRR R
Please see the petition on Pp.7-20 ¢.fe Ifrom Sri 3'Tik
kuttellingam Pillad, a$ upper division eclerk in the Madras ﬁ%A

Orffice. The petition!is a long drawn out one and contains

i
|
]
. | = 5 e N e e '*‘,
unnecessary material .| But the Curator, Madras Record Office
|

YA A = e e 'and has offercd his remarks on the ﬁTTTﬂhs\
SO |t Y

3 3 . . 1.1 L, ~ 4- f o 4 4. o
ant points raised ;nc; -- see ihe Gurator's letter

analrsed

O ’.\

pp.1-5 ¢.L. As observed by him, the petitioner calls in quesi

oD },\\

a series of appointments and postings made in the Madras Recorg

. 3 . ]
Office during the last 8 or 9 years and calls terhis aid Seve ) ‘
rules which were in f?ree from 1929 onwards, and which have hg@rlk
|
:

3 i R et o
amended and re-amended meveral tirmes. So, at this distance of

time it is diffiecult %o estimate the correctness of many of his

. : L A B
contentions and the interpretation put on many of the rules.

|

i 0 . ~ 1 3 4. “Tn
Ordinarily, such a petition ought not to be considered at the

present time -- Sce tﬁe insiructions issued in U.C. Note No.

3 |

1189(0)/42-1 dated 17-11-1942. But, as the subject matter of \
‘ Iy

b

51

the petition relates to his pay it may be considered now. IT

is deferred for future consideration, the position will become

§
)

only worse. : ‘ - |

4
i

E), 1t would appear that the petitioner himself would have
allowed matiters ko lie over. Bui a ruling of the Accountant- |
General deprives him §£ the 0ld scale of pay of Bs.65-4-125 and
allows him only the new revised scale of pay of re ferencers ﬂnﬁi

! -
upper division clerks, in the Madras Record Cffice, namely,

1 5 1
R:55-5/2-70-74/2-100 under the first proviso to rule 4 of the l

rules in G.0.No.169, Public (Services), dated 29-1-1938. 1If he i

had begun to hold the | post of an upper division elerk or that of
' )

e

a referencer some 10 ﬁavs earlier, that is, from 1-10-37 instes

{

of from 11-10-37, he would have drawn, under the rules, the cld
|

' -

scale of pay. Thig is the reason why he had raimed up this old
i

matier. .

{
1
|

rz

4¢& The requests|of the petitioner are summarised in the

coneluding paragraph of his petition on ppe.l9-20 e.l. Thﬁ}re&

guests arei-
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PR nfarmatlon of Sril/T.8.Padmanabha Rao

X e metitioner be|deeclared to have
cancelled and the & { -

- : cr [from 21-9-1{?7 to 10-10-57 and
" @4 the post of referencert :

N irmsd a8 +c foereneer at ' least from .%5,8—10-4(:.
. or a]_te‘g_nativ@_}{ !

~sr he
TaeL Y

=7 to 10-10-37 80 that hﬁ; may become eligible
-

fProm 21=-9 ‘ .
o . the scale of pay of Rs.65-4-125. He contends
o araw pas e . S : 1
.ogarded as a direct reeruit {8 the category M
tnat ne may P& ST e M ted
.- « fTom 4-2-33 and eonsz,doxi'ed to have comple tec
oo goferencer™ i seripti
4 and established a preseriptive

A-2-5 : :
p from 9 ' I3

~ I‘O“)q tio ) )
B ( How far this contention

el S . 3 b

1 confirmed in his turn.
to. be © | i
:q aiscussed in pars 2 on p.2 c.f. This de-
LoD — K

o,

the view taken by th_e curator and agrecd

> . that this contention is opposed to
£.& E.He Peyhe HaEE i

v !
ractice. it may also be emphasised that the
prac bt :

Lt and -
- Oantmeﬂureferred to by the petitioner as well
r appe ~ o

' at a time when the Service Rules

BB op= ition and were notiadhered to strictly.

S e condition n ¥
in €

departmel

the guestion of Sri T.Thiagarajan's confirma-

{ mav also &gree that there i8 no case

The gurator 18 preRRTIE, R B .
| _ pad a hetter claim than Sri|T.S.Padmanabha Rao, to
ﬂétitlone _a on 21-9-37 in the officiaging ¥eferencer's va-
| . Tve ﬂWPOinLed s 3 - aras 4 and 5 on p.3 c.f
e whieh &rose on that dauiz:— see pe | el tong
para 8 on P4 Lo, the—gurater) points out that there

;ie eonsiclefal)le difficulties in ‘!'is?irng the E’Dmintmepts »
. sade Beveral years ago. To avoid all ’;Lhe difficulties thedu | f ;
i? ou—r'zrtﬁ‘r suggests that the petitioner mﬁ”" be regarded as having \
! : held the post of an upper division cle*lc {rom the 1lst October |
“» to the 10th October 1937. He adds th.aﬁt there was actually
ft n vacancy dvring those davs. 1t is f@fc congideration how far
i it would be proper for Govt. to say thEat a person held & \
Iﬁ’ post when ,ﬂc‘cmli,v he did not perform the functionjatiache . {4
.,v to it, nor was hé shown on paper at ]_e%&st to hgve laeenavpo::i%t‘;ﬁ‘ b
PH ed to it. |

dcclared to have he](d' the post of Referen- ’/‘1 2

ihat technically the ,},m.,

IL‘ | G dX

5 V’, | N

(4

T T T ——

by s

\%
SN
: .
|

3 R i i .
4, As shown in para 7 of the Curator's leliter on pe.é
‘ R e e e E T NP S Ap—

the petitioner's case i.‘.S ‘n hardsone and would justi:%‘_v 8 relaxa-

-
£ion of the relevant rules in order to enehle him to draw the

{ s 1 .
i ; i 3 C yree 1o i
o0ld scale of pay. This de.partmont may therefore agrece 0 the

: ol 4 : rxt . e and Pass on |
suggestion of the . & P.H. dent. at 'X' on p.2 anie &g 1SS an

the file to Finance De!nt.

>

Thig dente. mav ask for the circulation of the file o

¢

A-1 also.
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of'Sri:?}Thirukutﬁ
‘ - Clerk, ladras Rec
' Order cited abeveaiw

=
"N
allngam Pillai, Upper Division
Offlce, returned with the Governmal;
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