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" N &) Medical Department. (2 & o

\_

jiajor-General J,P, Huban, O,B.E., K.H.5,, ,LM'-"S{
: Surgeon-General’m'_th the Govt. of Madra;, Madrag
3

Mary to Government,
Mucation and Public Health Department, Madres

: g -
X/ Mo .55811-£,2, dated  ¢77 December 1945,

%, W
428w o o ¥ _ ,
“Sibject: - Madras sducational Rules - Rule 92 - gpepy o ¢
educational concession to K. Janaki, daughter of

Dr, K.V, Krishnan Nair, Sub-Assistant Sup eon,
Reference: - Government Memorandum 1\10.35760-0545-1 Edn
dated 27th August 1945. s
< I formard herewith a copy of the explanation g
'1gth October 1945 sutmitted by Dr. K.V, Kmﬁhnan Naip, Su‘ﬁed
Assistant Surgeon together with the ,191'?91’1 8°§}54' 45 dateq
9304 October 1945 from the District Medica f;’-_cer, Salem, o
the above subject for infommation, I agrge with the Pema;’kgn
offeved by the District Medical Officer :ﬂnt c:ns.lder that pg
action need be taken against the bub-Aszlstgn Surgeon ;
respect of the first charge. As regar 3 . e Jﬁ?cond chapgq
the Sub-Assistant Surgeon has apo}g.gll’;eto ‘({1’ 19‘1ang 2
tone he hae used in his appeal peti dlghe sm’?’?l’maer}t againgt
officers of Education Department and iy 18 being 8

§>"r9‘f‘ @
. \&¢

TN

i & Co :
to the Director of Public Instruction, Madres and hengg ngm]:gi‘?&ted
;s necessary in this charge also. etion

Your obedient servant
3

B s
455'/'/)? Wﬁf'

VIt o,
kev.5/L2. Govt. of Madrgg_ thivs,
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v Copy of letter Ref.No.2154-H/45 dated 23rd Uctober 1945 |
frow the District Medical Ufficer, Salem, to the Surgeon-Gepers: /
with the Government of Madras, iadras. 0

- er =

Ref:-Your No.Ref.55811-2-k.2. dated 2-10-45 regarding
Dr, K.V, Krisbnan Nair, Sub-Assistent Surgeon, Local
Fund Dispensery, Athapur,

I am herewith formarding the charges framed against Dp, |
: : L j K.V, Krishnan Nair, Sub Assistent Surgeon according to your i
W ¥ u instructions and his explanation thereon. o

e He has attempted to derive maximum benefits from
: Government to educate his children on concessional. rates,
 DEPARTMENT ' " Hig claim is that according to Marumakathayem law it is
; ; »" _ the duty of the Karanavan of the Thav:zhl, as a legal guardian
1 7% of his-children, ta educate them and it is this Karanavan
| “ . who gave the certificate of indigency to educate his two-
4 daughters - Janaki and Kanthimathi, and they were grantea

Cw, 30

Ve R

ool S N e R A e et U S N AN A2, o Ton e the concession for some time. This is in accordance with
; R i g Pans G "0 i Madras Educational Rule 33‘Para'§2); The: pavent, Dr.K.V,
e | Kpishnan Nair, father of the children cannot therefore,

be held liable for the certificate given by his brother-
in-law who is the legal guardian of his children under Mgy

Subject. G .Mf:_u
makathayem Law, .

Pnoll . BlTes 520N Sy 2 el £ )4

|
1
S U Rafperne le o s—eslev dp k As regards his first'so% %e ob’gainee)l concession -
‘ ! {5 y | on the ground that the boy's father (i.e.) Dr.K.V. Krishn
ma/()’&-& MW HW-«K&’/’ | ) 4 Nair was an ex-military man, probably because this conces?.ll
. Pl ( B’y ) | ; gion was granted only to children of ex-Army men as the
o . ; Marumakathayam Law could not be known to Military quthorj-
‘9 “ties. This may, however, be verified, It-will, therefore
Py M Bt

|
sk f be seen that he obtained maximum goncessigns' legally fop
"o e $ RS his children =--first by bringing forward his previous milj.
Q’L\*(ﬂw %\ASW pWC‘o\MI“ WM’? ‘ | _ tary service in the case of his son and the poverty of the
7 Lot Ry s 775 . s W& Thavzhi Karanaven in the case of his daughters,  This lattep
| 2 w*1 le ‘is permissible under Madras Lducational Rules 33 and 92,
ENCLOSURES. AT Y oA His conduct, therefore, can only be considered as unmoral
................. . g and I do not.think that any offence has been committed by
s ol . No. ; . him especlally as there does not seem to be any rule which
| prgha:b;ts hlmhfmm obt%ining these two concessions, Legal
i o ) | | i ' opinion may, however, be obtained on the points raised b
1 B SR S S i D R R RS N YR 19 ; : him on Marm_;mkathaym;t Law, 4 i

S ‘ y As rgga.rds charge (2) he has expressed his regret
, and apologised for the language used by him ageinst the |
officers of the Lducational Department., I recommend that
his apology may be accepted and communicated to the 0ffj-
cere concerned, g

=
- R ——
e el e g I s e 8 e = wan e

T

y Copy of proceedings No.2154-H/45 dated 10th Octobep j
1945 of the District ledical Officer, Salem, to Dp,K ¥ xp: sy f
Noir, L.M.P., Sub-Assistant Surgeon, local Fund Dispenggp, R
__ Ethapur. ‘ . 4
Read - the following;« Pl L
(1) Letter No,5681l2-£,2, dated 2=10-45 ¢¢ the
surgeon~General with the Govt. of Madras, Madras, enejpei
"} Government Memorandum No.35760-8/45 Education dateq 97.g 4t
(v & and letter frem Direetor of Public Instruction, igdres ama
connected papers.,

R i
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: ' .-:\2\- ' :
The following charges are framed against De.K.V.Krishnan

Nair, L.M.F., Sub-Assietant Surgeon, ioeal Fund Dispensary,
Ethapur. - |

- a== . : |

Chal’ge NO ° lo- ' | ps

i i me ez i ted
That he in 1940 claimed edueational concessions gran
to theqdependants of ox-army men on behalf of his son K.V,

] uardian of the said o
pin ting he was the parent and gnardian of the
bggglggght;z‘% ;.%gwas his responsibillty fo educate him, In . s

- , son he Was stated that he was responsible for |
’;gg :ﬁga:g%gegg his six other chilidren Whicn WaS gesting / |
L. naanly Rs.160/- per mensem out of his salary of Rs.175/- :
or mensem, ' Giving the above as the reasol he had also
P e a.Poverty sertificate to the effect that his income
pro e uPticient to.meet the expenditure on the education
is 1?151) shij.dr;n (vide letter Roc,No,D,7083/40. dated 10-12-40
gg th: %omissioner of Land Revenue) a%dhfti?.‘ vazgfﬂz%ztw;ggt e
T econcession on behall o e . JLE'S
pleased t? sa_p_ct}on thQF G . _ ) Rul . by - vk
,Lgimi ducation concession under nu.e Rerinit o, Gk
.Bgt wh%%ﬁgi%]iﬁg% 1e%ules on behalf of his daughter K,Janaki j
e Maimia% he has taken recourse to setting up her uncle ;
in Ju y'uaraian (stating that as he belonged to a Malayali-
as her S vem femily the uncle of the pupil andsnot the
%aigmi Airn considered as the rightful guardien) since
a e_is a fixed income 1imit for the pm’pose.and his own
there 18 & & @ ve.the same. That he a responsible Govermment
lg;—%ﬁtl;as adopted such taectics for claiming a concession
g .

£rom Government amounts to gross misdemeanour,

..o his appeel petitiontdatedi@8-5-4biment to oA S
& .Tha:gtgiy_?n charlé% of Education with.the Govt, oﬁ Madras
the beil Tavellet unfounded and irrespons.}ble z}llegatlons
. ot pesponsible high officials including Divector of
agalns Instruction, Madras, but also used most discourtedous \
Publi® hl objectionable tone (vide paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 :
and bighly this amounts to gross breach of discipline.

of his petition)s

i ;s therefore, hereby directed to. submit his written

®iion to the above said charges within a week from
explan% T receipt of this memo,, failing which it will

the date that he has 1o explanation to offer and the charges
be taken 13 sposed of on their merits without waiting for his
111 be ‘CtiOpo “He is also directed to state definitely whether
ex%ligies to be heard in person,

he des-:> '

= o @

. netition dated 18th October 1945 from Dr.K.V,

. CopT Ngf P2eL.u.P., Swb-Aesistnt Surgeon, local Fund Dis-
KPlShi;n Ye%hﬂpur, to the Distriet Medical Officer, Salem,
peneary, ' i ]

s +h peference to. the proceedings dated 10th October
1945 'beaﬁiz p No.2164=8/45, 1 ‘submztt thebfollowing explanation,-

Ww The allegations and statements in- para.

s =o.4 _ave not substantially ecorrect. It is mo |

1 of Cgizg that I claimed concession for my son A,V.Gopimath ‘

doubt _ iy men. But I never represented that L am the %

t}: aﬁ gaf‘:ﬁﬂn or technieal guardisn of my son, . A.V. Padmanabha |
za e : :

contds=

«8e - - ' / T

Padmanabhe Henon, Tavazhi, Karanavan of the lMarumakkathayam
family of ‘which my son A.V. ‘Gopinath is a member, is his law-
ful guardian and continues to be so. = But as a parent, I

have as much a duty to maintain and educate my chitdren as

the lawful guardian, ~ It is in that capacity as a parent

and with a view to educate my son, Who is one of my dependents,

 that I claimed the necessary concession on the basis of my

military service, which T submit I am entitled to. The fact
that A,V. Padmanabhe Henon is the legal guardian was never
suppressed. : ke

- I served during the Oreat War of 1914-20. The con=
cessions claimed as an Ex-Army man, are ‘based on- separate
orders..of a differvent category Lrom those claimed under
M.E, Rales 92 and 33 para 2. The certificates requi red
in the former ave (1) Paternity, (2) Military service,
and (3) Poverty certificate = statingwhether the father
1s not affluent enough to educate his ghildven,

In 1940, I claimed concession not only for my son
AV, Gopinath, but also for my daughter A.V., Kunhi Lakshmi,
I could claim it only for these two as the concession was
vestricted only to those born before 1922, though T had
6 othor childven. The application on behalf of K.A,V.Gopi-
nath was returned by the Director of Public Instruction,
on the ground. that it was applicable only to Art College ~ -~
(Gopinath was in the fngineering College, Guindy)., I
appealed to the Government and the Government was pleased
to grant the concession prayed fov. ' fi

AV, Kunhilaksimi was a student of the Indian Medi-
cal School, Madras. She had given in the school her Tavazhi
Karanavan's (A.V. Padmanabha Menon's) name as her legal
guardian, being a Marumekkathayee., When the claim for
the military concession was made to the Principal of the
Tndian Medical School, he enquived of me in writing, how
T made the elaim., T veplied that I am her father, though
the legal guardian is A.V. Padmanabha Menon, her naternal
ucle t(ﬁ‘I.'havzh:'c. Kapanavan).  The claim was allowed and it
went up to'the Madras Government, possibly through the
Surgeon-Genevral and she got it. i T

In the ease of Gopinath, nothing about the legal
guardian was mentioned, as it was irrvelevant and unnecessary
with refevence. to ¥ this concession, which was simply based
on the military service of the father. . He had not giwven
his legal guardian's.name in the College of Engineering '
where he was. e

7N

) In the case of A.V.Janaki and A.V.Kanthimathi (the
snitials changed since into K) the claim for half fee
concession was based on M.E.R.92 and para 2 of 33, Here

the question of &t legal gnardianship as Marumakkathayee
comes up. AVs Padnonabha Menon is the real Tavazhi Karvana-
van of my children and my Brother-in-law. He is not o faked:
up person. i

1 had then 7 children going to various o
%3 § arious O
Yohools in Madras and I have given oniy the ’bZreO%j;wt; that
I had to spend more t-?anrRs.leo/- a month fop t1 “.1_:1' n, tha
oxeluding the concessions. I could get only ve e “education
from thelr poor Tavazhi Kavanavan and legalf b «1{ai_a,ttl_e hely
padmanabha. Menons goardign AN,

eges and

D@“:a@a

R T TN

e —————



'I have not adopte

Q&.\ - es
#

"| The claim for half fee concession for Janalki and: .
Kanthimathi was made in 1941 to the Headmastew, Govern=
ment Model High School, Saidapet, with the poverty certi-
Picate of -the legal guardian A,V. Padmanabha lMenon, It ~~§ x
was granted though I had given the applications for their 3
admission giving my status as required.  They were havingf <o
the concession for 3 years. 7 B RQN 0L | srindn 1 dail

*)They were transferred, the former to the Govemment,
Girls High School, Salem and the latter to Board High -
Sehool, Attur. The first was denied the concession
whereas the 2nd s still havingit. Both of them present-
ed to their heads of schools, certified copies of the :
poverty certificates presented in 1941 to the Headmaster, = '
liodel High’School,-Saidapet. _ ray b6 s ~ B
°°§Fr&ﬁ;the above circumstances;-it-wi}l;beaapparent, that
I have not misreyresenteavfacts for obtaining half fee con- -

cession to my children.

1) I have signed as. pgtrent and guardian in Amo'st;fi ,PPE
applications'for admission of my-chlldren,_whiﬁhr}g-qulgei~v

consistent with para 2 of 33 M,E.R. .

‘f}It.is.nb~where statea;'that~1, a parent who is an -
Ex-Army man, could not takg’aﬁvantage of the same, eve
5f I am a person governed by HMarumakkathayanm Law, \

12} Tn the above circumstanges, I humbly submit, that
d any tactics khak and that I always

leid open, the entire facts for congideration of the .

aquthorities. | i), ol I
charge No.3.~ It 18 not frue to say, that I have .
= ——mTounded and _irresponsible allegations

tated my grievance against the order and the reasons
Lo or. It is clearly provided in para 2 of the i8R,
33 that in the case of Marumalkkathayam family, it shail be ! f
af ficient, even when the pavents are alive if the karanavan
8f the child's Tavazhi oP }f Ehere is no separate Thavaghi,
ghe Karanavan of the child's Tarawad executes the authority
(nameli the poverty certificate), ‘
: the order,of‘fh Head Mi
) perusal of A , the Head Mistress, Govern-
ent Girls High bchgol, Salem, would clearly sho&,-that she
ﬁﬁs not geneht%?ggfufgifg 500? ;ule Sh ik atneionned by
8 and I had a..J U0 Infer {hat her order was not
%:ggg on a propeT epprisement or appreciation of the rele-
ulese g L : ;

yant ¥ | ' Ao
res , Wi ol | ‘
The Iﬂiggzt;g gtgirschOOL?’_Lolmbatﬂrey-has stated in
or aw i . & ol le) 8 £, R, i i
ERseameat 0 LT, 00T opagod o lntras Binrional
Rules, 3 nor the sub S e Inspectress neither
a pule 38 DOT substantive law relating 107l anshi
ggaperson and property, i to'gugrdlanshlp
1 [ sueh circumstances, I had to infer that she did not
1Ly address her mind to the Question, but was guided

pler of her subordinate. :

T N 8s
(L e
&

ewpond

P
« the 9
iy 1P eontds ~

officers in paras 5, 6 and 7 of my appeal petition. f ﬁ l= 2% 4. (@)

. concession without givin
wes nothing in his order %o show t

| paragement or Jig
| used eXpressions,

W o i b )
e Director of Public Instruction also refused the

€ any reasons in his order, There

combined effects of pulc hat he considered th
BAEISE atbas sucﬁ rule 92 and para 2 of rule 33, M.E?R,

e E 2 considepats
decision. Hence T inferrod th;tugg’ he came to the abowe

routi was s : :
peruszi E?yihby the orders of his subo;dgizgegulged in a

come to a difg felevant rules, would have enabl d°P~a mere

I had reasons gée%2190ncl¥§ion’ andfin the Cichmsgigéto

ti 1eve that the Direct o L oeances

100 passed orders without reference ggtzﬁe°£e§:3iég Iﬁitrue-
rules,

b1 neve
P used these e i i
Pe - L o
Ipressions in a spieit of dig-

respect to the authorities, If T have

the same. in any sense offensive, I apologise for

person on these charges.,

ID. addition I want
Headmistvess

of Gt rerament Girls' High § .
1sE§§i§ib°hO?lsa Coimbatove : ChOOl’tbale@'(z) The Inspectress
tion, in order to show that 4 he Director of py lie

charges levelled against me are not tigéinnocent gt

/True Copies/

D
pncrm———

for Surgeon-General with the
GOVt. of M&dl’as. e b,
- '\3\\\'}' N



=




| ¢ :

1 (s e % | gt v pO R o L aest X
¢ MGons 1om apology and the | i X
agrociyith i, Do Asked o) SEHIEE Sh ARSI SRR G 13 QMCJL M 5FRYO () (/,5-3 S B 5ie e
mqttor treaitel S g ket iy S ol S | | 37—

ad

l
. St S Bt #,“R. Mq;-w,,;f,_‘ (

For Uircetor of fublic Instruction,Madras. [ SO £ RS B XA P /2 xw:—&»«zw /Va:?,a,, M M

._ , | i oy A - largen, L S
MG/ AR o L e e ——

Lelle pon AZ, /’.e, R fe-, s*rm.Z’z..
| #zae.

| R |, e A 3—”&41 /.uoe/.;,w
R R s 2246

|
L ety P P S ; 1

SRS L xov MA«-W bagar 4ib At

i % i

M. nlas 45 9.t "—M% L cosalne for
[ %M M»’(‘V"‘““Vr %"C A/é ‘ﬁt t;‘, -'jp “‘—' f‘—&—t—\_‘,
,,.,.;4 /% b 2g. s 4s-
U

b

rs, s

o ST o © T




"2 B2 A&
E RN

s .»?\ 8|
=N

e
=
gs'
=3
t+
% A
™~ -
{

q;

i I\'[.u.?. = Rulk 92, - Grant of fee cohcessgsiong to
dafizhter of Dr.X.V.Xrishnan Yayar, Sub-
SArzeon . i

¥, Janakl,
Assistant
)

7 4 P e .
W oy ~Please see I\:Ifmorzmdu‘n No. 35760,C/45.1 Zdn., dated

ofth August 1945 on pagle 19 of (C) and the Secretary's Orders

two charges againet the| Sub-Ass istant Surzeon, one qbout the

Y

tgc’é\ié‘é' doritefl Wy “hir [tod getilee. Gﬁn@eswloluog&x ddaughter.
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tone offsiksgpetition

ALy TRRETIEDG e - i
is or pages6-9 n.%.'“-f &"f- W, setens G A f4< : |
Ay o ) & fL wi's ?
AS® reraiis, E LiEst | @ll&ﬁ@e Stiag, Dill. O.ﬁ.ﬁ»&lﬁﬂszog:

cjders tnat the SulzAs

I.U'Iles and_tpat h1s €ondlaatecan only be considered as W
' ”,

t*E Da 11, 0. ands 1gcom'nends tuat‘g‘ ;

PHe SLGh agrdes with

¢, No.556988.L, From the |

on page 18 of the same

actdon mked e tmcen

L tdaat in v iaWw of the
; LA A :

need ue t'1_cen. against hiim. " The 3.G."also agrees.

»
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a;ned an . tu. Se . ;3
& 2 ) § -

apolozy. atendlfe,rad by, th
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of Tee concessmns.
v

hls oinléren. '"T’c is far’ OOHSiderat‘mn ‘whether the Dlrector‘
m S/
remarks should be obtained mas explanation of the S.4.§, Bin /
y .

It ‘would ¥eem that the, DeP.d's.remadrkesmay becob- T

Sfromigsatis fact ot “-z Hﬂ'é seems s ko —maﬂu in, that e smas. .ri“g’ht r»

1 s . vy o ' 4 .
fwxﬁmzms Y an i) peteiBe., 44 Ao

i H ’ﬁ‘her"ﬁ'\’e' "'P'le‘ffer dnd encls. may ype

%}7; of 3 Tge

Sub Asg,lstaht S&Fgéon rielates '%o admséi’bﬁ and withdrawal of

,po(hou/ tenderedbb/ “‘xe e Al 8 o Bcfiome

> Ly 1 =
@ Bducation and P.H.(C) Dent.

Gl R . WoBS8 LY. B, 2 dated 8-12-1945,
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paper. The D.#.0., 3alem, framed

d';l,scqgr_’t;_)e;ous -wmw &31;1311‘ ;l;l i
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A1 re'-m:wks insthe fi'bst inEtances

am;' Edplmﬁuleé referred to by the

J‘Jv wpe g

puplls Wh:v_le rule 92 is tha only 'ie that relates to the Brany, 1
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There is no doubt that the bub-Asst. Syy_

geon has" exp101ted the. jpules 0 get the mayimum concessiong §
O
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it is enough if the Surgeon-General is asked to communicate

to him the Govt.'s displeasure at his bonduct in the matter.
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