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| naiah, .A (Hons.),
gi‘elrl%?m%fflc& of the Director of ..

Pu011c Instruction, Madras.
[ 2

The becretar Government

on ang Public Health’ Department,
I%gl;'%a:]f.i. George, Madras |

i l Through : : ) ',/*‘ &
The Director of PUbllc Instruction,

lUadras.

£ s 52/45, deted 20-4-45
Refce; Offifg_gigjgigg 0f/Publlc Instructlon;

I most humbly beg 4o Submit this memorial petition te

Goverﬁmeﬂt for favour of klnd and sympathetic considaration,
Tl 2. I beg to represent to Government the grave injustice
and materlal harm that the Director's Office Order No.52/45,
: déted 20-4~45 (copy submitted herewith - Euglosure 1) has
.caused me. Government ay kindly note that I am the worgt
affected of all by this order and may th%refo?e Kindly
' condescend 0 Zive patdent hearing to my humble representeliog
and'earnesb appeal,

3. The order (of 20-4-45) is painingly laconic; a,4 44
far 1 have not been able to know what *the Madras
a
d bubordlﬂate Rales® are. Unofficial enguiry has referred
an

go “the General Rules relating to the Madras
me Lo, 7

nd Subordinate services~
a
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» for which the SXpression uged j
_ the order is perhaps en abbrevxatlon.

4, Aith this elsboration of an abbreviation the oraer af

20-4-45 (Bnclosure 1) means o modify, and virtually eangel ,
"Z-”‘ pﬁfwhx n earlier office order No.110/44, dated 17-8-44 (copy sub-
‘ a

mi tted here,lth = Baclosure 1I). It fariher means<to trect

the gervice [ put in as an Upper Division Clerk ti) 31~0,4U ]
H yemporary service required of an emsrgency, #hich doey npp
a’s | e | ‘ p 4 4 u @

1ify for probation, Tnis Order of 20-4-45, \inclosare 1)
quatd

w A . P'\ 3
to me like a bolt from the blue, which stupeljeg
was U0
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¢,|3;A4hm catbion of the office order of L7-8-44 (Enplasure IT)s

(S »
travlc amezement. llost unexpected as it was, the order was

A
1

so very singularly downright; it did not give the lesst indj-

catlon of wherefore it had been served on me aad-q&e&-had—bees.
| eeRpedmenemne and what had caused Or necessitated the modlfl-

S el
o cop——r—

el Be The Office Order of 17-8-44 (Enclosure II) is the one

‘which granted me (and three others) regular promotions to the

f?kl Upper Division from the date (or dates) mentioned in it,

ment may kindly note that there js nothing extra- -ordinary or

1rregular about thls order, at least in so far as it relstes

k}to my promotion. Kor, on the date of this order (1.e.l7-8~44j

I was fully qualified to me

rit the promotion it granted to me,
8o it could not be for any inherent defect that the dffiee
Y{.-& order of 17-8=44 (Enclosure oY

the latér order of 20-4
6y T

Was sought to be modified by
=45 (&nclosure ),

he modlflcatlon has thersfore to be accounted fo

r by
external evidence, .

Un 1-5-45 while going througzh the pay

acquittance rall {which I d1d ‘before signing agaznst 1y name),

I dlaGQVered that myself and the three others meutioned jp >

_ the office order hag been supplanted by two other clerks

1.V Venxatanarayana and S.A,Nadar, who, in the kKnowled;

were first promoted to the Upper Division from luq-45
four of the office order had been promoted lony before (4.,

in August 1944 angtearller), and how the two (Veamatanarayaaa

oe of all,

Ve

pro
and Nadar) that\EEﬁngf%gr could be made to fUpersede ys jg 4
wonder of wonders thgt perhaps this oflice only

¢an explain,
It may also be klndly noted that this sort of pr

Omotion by
iﬁbtual supersession of others already Promoted appesrg however

%6 be & new leaf in the annals of? promotion po¢xcy of this

g office. My experience and _Observation have revealed to pe that

mﬁde
polxcy than by strict adhevpnce to rules and re'ulazlonu Tag

promotlons in this offlca have been going more by Self.

a@ the Government,

> -
> i
- -

A"Q‘ﬁ 7. ldf} E\Qy\_mAK )‘H‘Q Mﬁflu 5‘

_ i e ‘ 2 \QM
- i &5 L ,"' '.?’1 } -
N A g 7Sy \
& Y ALY {

Bds oo

Govenh



\a
,{‘(cn b= g e 25 =
t f[#arebelow how tH&- 9&? o
! ‘Lffrom L-4-45 are beset “fﬁh\a*izt
'valxdlty is open to guestion. \\x\
4 & < | 8. The sudden senlorlty granted By T
’ , | narayana and Hadar even in their first promotmo;
'm' over persons already prcmoted before them——is, I‘wv~
. : "i a fime example of pure wizardry. Nedar ca*?%%& this Ofllc o
A ”}’ . lNovember 1943, and Venkatanarayana a few months earlisr, At ;
/ : 1 | it ﬁﬁ the time of thelr entry into thls off10c, both were confirmed f

Lower Division Clerks, There we§[w1de interval more than szxteen
months between thelr entry into this office and their promotion, |
One endeavours in vein to .find, during this wide interval of - 7
wore than sixteen months, any change in the conditions and
circumstances that would afflect the pramobion‘of Ven&ab&ﬂarayﬂﬂ&
and Nedar. [In other words, these &wo clerks were as fit or
anfit, as fully qualified or otherwise for promotion to the
Upper Divléien on 1-4-45, as they were even whea they [lirst 7
_ entered this office, or, for that matter, as on any date in

) vetween., Thig being so, the faet that they were first prowote@”
to the Upper D1v1310n only from 1 445 and not earlier, Qhauld
naturally and logically lead to the conclusion that they were j
considered by the office (at least till 1-4-45) as undoubted
junior to all (including myself) who had been promoted allb‘f

that is to say, eerlier than Venkatanarajyana and Nadar r:p

pefore 1=4-45, This can be proved by reductio ad aosuxu/

Pgking the case otherwise, i.e. granting for the timg ;

that the office did really congider them (venﬁabanara““i

Nadar) as seniors to us (the four mentioned in the a@
|! Then the inference is firstly that they two woulde«
\been-promoted earlier than us, And secondly, if ~

technical difficulty or administrative ineonveﬁ /
Ly

]
’
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4 of their regular promotxon at once accordxna;ru‘_V”

certainly have been ziven (prior %o us) at least

A
&,
J

LY

W
R 1 /4

'f gy would
femporary promotion under emerzency powers and contlnued(fe”\
'bgll their position was clarified which could not be imaided

In this second alternative probability
s ‘

S

.&o take years or decades.
ig” i

L'ain, there could be no case promotingz others (instead of

 }the two) temporarily under emeroency powers, for bne simple

f reason that the two were there on the sgft and were needed not
,to pe brought from elsewhere at state cost; and oven if '
ation is strained to coajure up extreme circuystauces

$maﬂlﬂ

in which the two could not (in spite of seulorltj) e urznted

even teuporary emergsency promobion, the utmost ?robabllity and
pogsibility wbuld be that some others would be given temporary
emerzency prombtion till the cases of the two were decided
once for all --"but none could be expected to have repuilar
promotion during that time, Now all these inferences flowing

from the supposed seniority of Venkatanarayana and [adar over

us four menticned in the office order, lie flat falsified by

facts and by the office order No.110/44 dated 17-8-44 (&nclosure g

111). Thus it is more than crystal clear that till 1-4-45 thjsg
,aoffice had not the least thought or the faintest‘idea~of any
¢seniority of Venkatanarayana and Radar over myself and the
‘three others mentioned in the office order, Thus | bes &

invite the kind attention of the Government to the fget tnai

ti1l April 19465, the office did not consider Venxatanardyana
|and Nadar as seniors to us, Then how was the oflice all of a
:isudden pleased to consider the two as seniors tg us from 1-4-457

9. Another conundrum which seexs %o protect the benlorlty |

given to Venkdtanurayana and Nadar from intellsetual eriticismy

is how among the clerks promoted to the Upper DlVlSlon“befora

.’pi

1~4-45 the place of Venkatanarayana and Nadar wag Tized jouk
exactly above the four (including myself) meationed in the
office order and just exactly below the othera, For ~Govery:
i!i",{ﬁ .

may kindly note this,—we four mentioned in the offiee Vo N
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E nof their regular promotlon at once accordlnv T,
‘f‘py would certainly have been given (prior %o us) at least

y ontinued se—
temporsry promotion inder emergency powers and ¢ %;5
their position was clarified which could not be ima2ined

Ll
. 8.0 second alternative probability
jso take years or decades. ln t?;s s

there could be no case promoting others (instead of

‘. agalﬂ, ] ; t] 5 le
! iy o ‘or the sim
‘the two) temporarily under emergency pOWers, r p
{ f

_ reaso s
4o be brought from elsewhere at state cost; and sven if
it ; :

4 that the two were there on the ot and we;e needed not

\\marlnatlon is strained to conjure up extreme circuistauces

in which the two coulo nob (in spite of seniority) be zrzanted
SibR temporary emgryency promobion, the utmost Q{Obgbllity and
posglblllty would be that some others would e iven bemporary

gmerzency promoblon till the cases of the two were decided

once for all --"but none could be_e;pected to have repular
*]' brombtion during that time. HWow all these infervences flowing
3, " from the supposed seniority of Venkatamarayana aud Nadar over
U 4s four mentioned in the office order, lie flat falsifjed by
s 4ina facts and by the office order No.110/44 dated 17-5-44 (Snclosure
! ' 11). Thus it is more than crystal clear that till 1-4-45 this
1loffige had not the least thought or the faintest idea of any
;seniority of Venkatanarayana and Nadar over myself and the
\three others mentioned in the office order, thus | beg
invite the kind attention of the Government to the fact that,
till April 1945, the office did not consider Veﬂkatanarayana

|and Nadar as seniors to us. Then how was the oflice all of a

sudden pleased to consider the two as seniors to us from 1-4-45%
9. Another conundrum

Which sesks to protect the aenlorlty ‘
given to Venkatanarayana and Nadap from intellectual eriticisms

is how among the clerks promoteg to the Upper
i

Division® before j
-4=-45 the place of Venkatanarayana and Nadar was fixed just

exactly above the four (anludxnw myself) meationed in the

office order and Just exactly below the others. For ~Goverum; .

— | may kindly note this,we four mentioned in the off |
. K 4"
e/ - : |

ice order 5
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f first appointment in the gervice.

.\Doraiswamy,which however was not the case;

T

' Hemid and prior to myself), the office coulg

B o R — .
i \ g
B :
él‘O C\
£

!Eare.not the only persons that were promoied al ter Venkatanara-
Zyana and Nadar had come to this office: in fact Phere gre more,

\ this fixation of senlority does_nbt appear t? couform-bo any
preécribed or known datum or criterion for determination of
seniority of clerks like myself, No?'has it any log%cal
relation to facts. Thus, I beg to state, this fization of the
seniority of Venkatanarayana and Nadar appears at best ?o be
purely aroltrary, :

10, The fact that these tigm (Vensatamarayana and Nadar)

alone were chosen for this 1rfewular and anomalous Seﬂlorlty out

| of more who were obviously all similarly clrcumatancau, Zoes

i i0,
.ﬁa goeqkaj to show how very partxal the office was to the tw

11, Further, the senior-promotion glveﬁ to Venszatensrsyana

‘and Nadar wove round itself a cocoon of'inCOOSiﬁteﬂCy'i“ the
;romotion policy of this office, To illustrate tais polnt, [

have to refer to an earlier case of quite a recent date, In
July 1944, Balasubrameniam (the third mentioned in the offlice
order) Was promoted to the Upper Division.

followed in August 1944,

My promotion

rhqucontended his earlier promotion
and claimed seniority over him., tThis office then ssoms to
have justified ite wction in granting him seniority over me on
the ground of his longer service and the earlier d.te of his

On this wery same ground

Balasubr&manxam bocame senior to two others, Hamjg and Uoraje

swamy, and should have been promoted aarg%er than Hamid gnd

for Joralswamy und
Hamid were actually promoted earlier than Baldsubrdmanxanu

Doraiswami and Hemid were promoted earlier than way 1944
the time of their promotions the office was perhaps
i of Balasubrumaniam s seniority over them,

| game Lo ﬁhﬁﬁpromoted in July 1944, (i.e,

. AL
ot aﬁare
When 3al.

&subr;m&niam
next to Joraig

Wemy sng

10 longer ygq
ignorant of Balasubremaniam's g nlorlty Over Dovg;
YOTA L3 mams -
Hamld Obhﬂmlse my pTO? 1D Ul Qn {0 1 - W ha\d
P & !;t'a tha ¥ ae, . ‘ B ) 1

e
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oJld then
N

have corrected the order of senlorlbv by placing Balasaubra=

powers and had temporary effect, and the offl

maniam acove Hamid and Doraiswsmi without any ddulﬂlbbr&ulve

inconvenience whatsoever -- the ofxlce coald do so if only

the order of semiority in July 1944, while it could do so .
thhout any inconvenience. That incorrect order of seniority

conbixueu tlll Jdnuary, 1945, when Governueut as&ed this

office 1o clarily the order of seniorilty as fixed in the

‘,? \\ &l of [ice order No. 110/44, dated 17/8/44 (Bnclosure I1). (Kinily

o &Béyq'm§‘ﬁlth Ge 0. 0L 1S, 359 Bdn., dated 10/3/45). Even then this
' offlce did not seem to be inclined to coriect btnml order of
senlorxty -- perhaps then it was a. bit toa late to do so.
; ? (That incorrect order continued right up to 40/%/43 hea

fateful date of the office order uader reference.) I do not

cr

know exacily on what grounds the office jusvified (in 1@91J

"‘Wﬁ,lsﬁ!aa"? Lo the uovernment Neuo. *leut,toued aoove) to Governuent the
X

. § , AV andna fixed in the office order of 17/8/44 (mnclose I1). (For this

] ?@5 3 v kindly see this office's comrunicabion to Government whieh

DA, c{.umnedl,tely preceded G 0.0, Ms.359, #dn., dated 10/3/45),
Aon

This office nisht bhen have plaaded adwinistri.tive liicone

venlence. or hardshlp to Doraiswami and quld* or sometniny

‘ alse, as reason for not correcting that order of

1 Senliority
,ﬁ 9.\\1;¢l&,(as leed i, the office order.of -17/3/41 -- muclosur@ If)
¥

|

and for retaining end contlﬂULn' thadggﬂgﬁz ngu vhatéver
that be, I fall to sea why “the saue’ policy and course of-
action sould not be adopted and applied ia the prebéﬁt Gasa

i.s. Venketenarayana and Nadar Vs, Doraiswami, Tamid, 3ala.

The two cases (viz. (1) Doraismweui
and Hanid Vs, Balasubramaniam,

gubrananiem and myself,

and (2) Veaka.ansrsysie and
Nada 3 L)Ggralaw&”l, i‘dx“.d 381 G 84U \}rafﬂa tam

aod myself)se«
thess two cmses, it may kindly De noted, are gxactl

I = 0

Doraiswani, Henid and Balasubrémaniam were al;/gndar enerreDCy

it wanted, But. the fact is that bhe of {ice did not so correct

9? i~ Be3.808 the uoverument idemo. of January, 1945, in the file closing

retention and continuation of that 1ncorrect order of sSeniority

‘MW%T«

B I S
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'Balasubramaniam's seniority over Doraiswami~and Hamid was

recosnized for the first time after Doraiswami and Hemid had
both been promoted, Similarly, the seniority of Venkatanarayana

,and Nadar over us four was recoznized fqr_ the flrbt _btime only

after we four had all been recularly promoted. I[n such similar
circumstances, when Balasubramaniam (in the former case) was
promoted only next in order to Doraiswami and Hamid eand not by
superseding them, why Venkatanarayana and Nadar (in the latter

cagse) could not similarly be promoted next in order to us four

and not necessarily by superseding us, is not clear to understand,

It obviously is a chanze of coloeur in the promotion policy of
this office -- necessitated not by circumstances but obviously
by personal prejudices. Government may kindly nobte how very
incriminating this discrimination between person and person is,

{t may also kindly be noted in thjs connection that , by implie

teation in G.0.No.Ms.359, gdn,, dated 10-3-45, this ofiice's

argument for snd justification of the order of seniority (visz,
Doraiswamy, then Hamid, and thea Balasubraman@am) in the case
of Doraiswami and Hamid 1§; Balasubramaniam was vintually
approved by the Govt. in the circumstances,” or at lesst it
commended itself to Government satisfactorily, The office,
within a very short time, diawonally digressed fro:m thisg policy,
And this digression gave rise to Lneonalstency in the policy,
Government may kKindly note that such frequent di.: Zressions from
and changes of policy ever and anon are very hamful to the
interests of staff like us, and will destroy the feeling of
gecurity among us which is our due under the rales and which

is 80 very desirable and necessary in the interests of effi t
clen

public service, 1 may kindly be paurdoned for thjs utterance
9

for this is the plaint of an affected person whose injury is
green and fresh,

12, Venkatansrayana i Nade i
: ¢ and Nadar migh ,
: t have theip grievances
that they were not promoued a8 soon as they eatered thisg ofij
lce,
or at lesst earller than we four,

(Let it oaiy be supposed sg
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for the time being, for ﬁhe prbbability and possibility are
otherwise as shown in paras 13 and 15 below). But, for their
~rievances, we were nobt responsible. We -- at least mysglf
;id not want the office to deliberately promote ﬁerearller,
pthan my real seniors. ‘1f, however, Venkatanarayana and Hadar

||were my seniors and if I (as well as the three others) was

. ‘:

| promoted earlier than them, it was done solely on the respon-
ifslbzlzty of the office and perhaps be a mistake on its part,,
'But the offxce did not best correct the mistake by penalizing

i
i} ys for no fault or offence of ours., Why should the office
iuu_«w(.x

entice us for an pleasure voyage into the mid ocean and

there treacherously torpedo our vessel from underneath? This

et

is no justice orﬁmuity according to the judicial standards of

any’civilized country. Venkatanarayana and Nadar might have
suffered (let it, agzain, be supposed so). So also Balasubra-
maﬁiam did in the previous case. While Balasubramaniam's
suffering (for loss of seniority over Doraiswamy and Hamid)
could not make the office push him up above Doraiswami and-
iHamid, what special merit or consideration could Venkatan&rayana
and Nadar have in order to be pushed up above myself aad the
three mentioned in the office Order? Nome, none at all,
13. There is another aspect of the matter, Government may
kindly note this also, Recently (either in March or in April
*46) the office obtained from Venkatanarayana and Nadar whét

purported to be a voluntary written declaration to the effect

that they were quite willing to take their rank in thjg off1ce
with reference to the dutes of their joining this offzce It
it is clear that
they (Venkatanarayana and Nadar) are juniors to me and the

this declaration has any meaning or effect,

three others mentioned in the office order; for we four joined

this office and started service as clerks much earlier than

Venkatanarayana and Nadar came to this office., |[n Prafxayf”

them the irreguler seniority which they had voluatarily reli
1=

guighed in their dEClnrleﬁn, the office has oniy shown itself

P i —r >
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out as unduly oartlal to tuhem and in cons quegce as uaduly
preJuulced ‘against us,

14. Till ‘the ofiice order No.[2/45, dated 20/4/45 modified
the office order No.110/44, dated 17/8/44 (Eaclosures I & I1I),
"I was enjoying security and surety of a particular fixed piace

among the officiatiug Upper Division Clerks. Siuce I am now
deprived of my rsgu}ar promotion, not oun.y have [ lost some
service which would have counted for Upper Divisios probatisn,
but there is no surety now that I will hereafter be promoted
just next in order to Doraiswami, Hamid and Balasubramanissm,
Many'othérs may interpose between Pach two of us. I beiangz the
junior most of us four, it may not be for some loas time to
come that I can have promotion again. Thus, I bez to request
the Government to be plessed to recognise the srave haréshig'

and harm that the 0ffice (Order No.52/45, dated 20/4/45 (un

closure I) bas caused me,
eub
a way/of the trouble, This is nothing else than lmmedig e
cancellation of the O0ffice Qrder No. 2/45, dated 2d/4/45.
o

and Jpromotion of Venkatansrayana and Nadar ne<t in drder to

15, Windi & / r )
9. Winding up my humble re.resentation Iﬁgéf to Suggest

myself who am the Junior iost of the cierxs Prouoted g5 the
Upper Division vefore 1/4/45. this course of actioy hasg
certain very decided advautages over what the office pyy
done., PFirstly, it will npot wive rise to all the 900maljeg,
irregularities and other objections pointed above, oeCOndl
it would not cause hardship to persons (lige me) already
promoted, Thirdly, it would be consistent With the 90110;
which had been pursued by the office hitherto and whigh hasn

once commended itsell satisfac ctorily to Governwent,

and lastly, it would squarely agree wit: the voluatay

ration given by Ve:ﬁcatanarayaua xhnd Ns’ﬁar (v1de para

and thue wo'ulcf’mot”"IVe ’c&é‘m ->‘r6bhu 1301' 8

Fau thily, ;
J deulp~ |
13 above )
nY real )rlevanee .
‘Bhey ihave for not haviny

they have“valuutarily reliquléh@d?'

for, what spiewaneedc that wh |
i Yalen

I request that Yovern

may kindly consider the werits and advantases of fue

Soira, of

. |

|

e e T e I L LTS ESOIE BT Sl T TS e




e &

™ - wA0== o M\
A hiln suggestéd above, and may kindly advize our office to
45 accdrdin31Y- If for any resson the above course of action
is not agreeable to the office, then the only other equitable
alternative left under the circumstances Ls to throw the
entire seniority list of all the staff into the meltingz-pot
and re-shape it, as with effect from as early a date as possiole,
in:strict accordance witn rules, for no piece-meal patch-work
will suffice. Governmeat may kindly .zo into details and
satisfy themselves with the need for this.

16, I am not unaware of the trouble that I may‘bé
causing to Government, out is this not the trouvle, Sir, that
| B é parent hag, sometimes to taxe in the interests of his child?
17, I thanx the Government very much for the patient

hearing given to this earnest representation, and hope that

my request will kindly be sranted.

]
|
| ‘ I beg to remain,
: ; 511;0
: Your most obedient seryaut,
J p i ADRA S,

9th May 1945,

Copy submitted direct to save delay,
[For tn Soramnen Pb\%& | v

(o0 0o 5 P

tsww(m




- - e
T T =

(:r)ﬁ R 4

Jn“.f‘ g st P ,‘f‘“‘”'f 22T
R sl doR

o&ﬁ.;.. 1.9 .a ::l!-’f
oH-T -

(1% 1

| o Dy

i
fn§?i$§‘

»

—i

uffice Bsbablishment -- Promotion of clerxs to
the Uuper Division.

Relpn Read: Office Order No.110/44 dsted 17-8-44,

In modification of proceedings read above, Messrs.il R
Doraiswami, C.Abdul namid, N,.Balasubramaniam and ¥. V. Ramanaiah

will be considered to have officiated in the Upper Division

N ~

b..kc o sow vacanCLes that arose oefore 31-5-45 under Hule 31 of the madras

’1 P \) t\‘v J e ., Se SRR
§ =LA

& o) w.u.- Provincial and Subbrdinate Rules,

(Sd). Muhammad.

. - 20-4-45.

for Director of Public Instruction,

11
True Copy of the Office Order No.110/44 dated 17 th August 1944-

: . Office Bstablishment Officiating promotions -=-
Glerks (Upper DlVlslon) -- Office of the Director
0L Publ L__igotructlonl Madras.

e ms coasess e

The Deputy Director of Public Instruction lpersbnuel) is

pleased to regularise the emergzency appointments to Upper

«..,....-:-—‘-—’“’"

Division of the following clerks with effect from the d:tes

‘noted against their names, iy
| 1, Sri M.R.Doreiswami From 12-6-44
' 24, Abdul Hemid o 22.g-m4
é 3, sri N,Balasubremanian " 12-7-44
| and 4, Sri P,V,Ramanaiah u/‘ . 10-8-44,

(Sd) P, Bhadrlah

Deputy Director of Publie Instrucbiou
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‘ Office of the Diréctor of Public
Instruction, Madres, Dated the
19th M &a ¥y 19 4 5,

The Secretary to Government,

<

Sty e
Educstion and Public Health Department, _ 2“'741}-
Fort St. George, M & & T a Bs = narm s
. . /e Vi
| A BN TR
g «Through ¢ o) sy S
i , , _ [ MAY 1848 < )
i The -Director of Public Instruction, 7 . o ia £}
A < :"’i;;‘_:.;';‘_- ‘ T R0
% A ’ Medra s, : R R WS>
h"" i
| pee
w sir, | P & ;
. . y
~ ‘ DIRECTOR'S Office Order NO.52/45 deted 20-5-1945 treating

0 T,Service in the Upper Division Post from 12-6-1944 gs Service
’y.&orid 1.5.1-\#0¥ 2 Under Rule 31 of the General Rules relating to the Madres
AEGETRNERL I C provincisl end Subordinate Service Rules - Appeal for revision
Tk of the Orders- Submi t t1in g :

- = = ==

I most respectfully begto submit.the following for vo !
; Al , ‘ your kingdg

consideration snd revision of the above orderss

R ——— -

At the very outset, I beg you, Sir, ©° forbear my saying her
e

certein fects which will greatly help the underqtanding of my cage in

its true perspcctive,

I em en Officlating Clerk in the OTfice of the Direcotor op
{5 Public Instruction, I was entertained in tpis Office as & Lower Divi

| sion Clerk in September 1939 on the recommendation of the Gollgetqy 0;
‘ Madres from the 1ist of candidates sflgected for appointment by the
Medres Public Service Commigsion, I have been working in this 0ffsy
ever since that time, After my entry inor Whilg Office’ :

from subordinate offices of this department, were taken intg gy, ]
' 8 Office

(| on trensfer, 8ll of them being my seniors by date of thei p firét
appointg,_

| ment, 1 and other officiating clerks in the Director's Orfyee
: i made

many representations both written gnd oral to the Deputy Direct
i or o

Public Instruction (Personnel); how this policy of bringing oje N
rks on
tranefer from other offices affects gravely our future Progpect
8 in
the Office, We elso brought to his kind notlce, the Commission‘
8

Notification in which they requcsted gll eppointing Buthoritieg %
p ;. Q
disecourage the practice of teking on trensfer clerks from gpe ey
M

ment Office to another for the Commission stated, there werg 0

\Rﬂ// any
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‘protests from the Service Commission Candidates' ageinst guch transgérs’
as-they are‘detrimeétal to theif prospects, The Deputy Director of

P_ublic Instruction (Personnecl)was kind enough to &ssgure us/on more than
one a30asiog)when we, the Officiating Clerks, sew him on deputetion, that

he would safe-guerd our interests and sec that our prospects to whlch we

are ssnguinely expectant arc not spoiled by these clerks teken on transfer

to this Office subsecuent to our entry into this Office, end thet, he as

eppointing authority, would bestow pareﬁ%al care ron; us, ~,True to his

; words, he made 1t a ﬁ@icy that the totel service in the Director's Office
i‘should be taken into sccount end promotion should be given to these
]
l

%clerks who ere sceniormost by date of their esppointment in this Office,
¥ -
l

Quite in keeping with the policy stated abo#e, he gave preferenticsl

fﬂf?\ifvﬁfbrder NQ;110/44 deted 17-8-1944 (copy enclosed).

trest-ment in the matter of giving promotion to Upper Division posts when.

ever vacencles occurred to such clerks as have put in greater period of
gervice in the Direcotr's Office andLeliminated the senas lof feariand

ingecurity which I and others had &t the beginning, As we heve fully
satiafied the Deputy Director of Publie Instruction (Personnel) by our

work end conduct, he geve promotion to such of us as were quallfﬁed in

,__,,-_"» =
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AMin51tcrial Sorvice under emergency powers in prpforence to JLully

A

qualifled people who came from the subovdinate officos in order to

. e O I T

i PR e ==t
SIS i eSS = o S

give us & fair chance to get ourselves qualified in thc next earliest

nxaminutlon and on our ful'y qualifylng themselves for the UppGr
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on whvch we bccamc ?ully qualif.ed to hold the posta,

EPSE——

4&32d895t°’ our eme rgpncv promotions were regulariood from tho date
The reesson for
adopting such e procedure was nothing more than that it wes felr and

equitable, The follbwing are the gentlemen to hsve becn so promoted to

Upper Divigion Posts and whose promotlons were regularised on their
fully qualifying themselves - Messrs (1) C,P, Reghava Rao Neidu (2) V,
Remeewamy (3) M,P, Rameprabhu, (4) M, Radhekrishnen end (6) N, Nerayena

clerks fully justified the confidence of the Deputy

Nazir, All these

Direetor of Public Ingtruction (Personnel) by pessing the teate held

immediately after their promotion aznd getting themselves fully queli=

: assed
fied to hold the Upper Divigion Posts, Here begins my case. I P

& nd I wes
the Accounts Test for Subordingte Officers 1n Daécember 1943, a

e TS

" he should heve been promoted,

e ; PO

T R (\ )
promoted to Upper Division under cmergency powers 11@E¥th5se before me,
I eppearcd for the Deputv Inspectors' Test in June 1944 end ceme out
gucc

gsful and with reference to the Service Rules, my promotlon was

1ged with effect from 12-6-~1944, the day on Wthh I beceame

regular
fully quelified for the post, Three more clerks were lidﬁwise promoted

after me end their promotion wes elso regularised, DPlease sec Office

Sri 8, Arumuge Nedar, Permanent Clerk, Office of the Inspectress

of Girls' Schools, Fourth Circle, Madurs was brought on his own reguest

on trensfer to this Office in November 1943, In August 1944, he put in
en appeel protesting ageinst my promotion under Emergency Powers mede in
February 1944 on the ground that as he is fully quelified for promotion
instead of me, His gppeal hes been upheld
by the Director and by the order guoted gbove (egeinst which this gppeal
is pfoferred) my promotion to Upper Division Post was d&ﬁared to have been

medec under Rule 31 of the Genersl Rules relating to the Madres Provincizl

'f
“%hbordinatx SbfVlCGSRules (copy of the Director's Office Order No,52/45

R\ o [Tdeted <10-4-1540 is enclos sed} -which emounts to the cancellation of my
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promotion,

I sew the Deputy Director of Publlic Instruction (Personnel) and

requested him to e¢nlighten me on the points on which the

eppcal of Sri
8, Arumtga Nedar agalnst my promotion has becen upheld by the Dircector

He wes kind enough to tell me =5 folklowsSi—-—
"Upheld for the reason that promotlon of Pertlally qualified
o A w

people to Upper Division Posts even under emergency powers when qualified
e

people werc avellable is irregular, Therefore,

had the Provisions of the

Statutory Rules been completely complied with, Sri Arumuge Nadar wou
' would

heve becn promoted on the dates when the vecancieg occurred "
2

On the ebove premise, presumably, Sri 8§, Arumiugs Neder s o
o Pl

Venketanareyana, another clerk brought from the Office of the T
nSp(‘\ A

»

tress of European Schooleg, Medras were promoted over me fr
O,

.5. l‘l-‘l o vfl(-,‘- ct » ’I‘ 8 i,_b_\.x “,d j rom ti].(./ I &:y llg JU j, 't;tc;"ll ce R') %
3 _ OQlla T ™ 4 3
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I beg you, 8ir, to consider whether the above contention ig itself

tenable znd Jjustifisble from the faets mentioned below:--

Sri S, Arumugs Nedar joined duty in this Office round about
middle of November 1943, Veéancies in the Upper Division posts
occurraed in Februesry 1944 when I was promoted undef emergency powers,
It would appeér that since he was then very recently brought from
Rs,30-55 scele to Rs,57-70 scele (which in itself is a promotion) gnd
since he had put in Dy then barel y thrge_months of service in this

ffice, his cese was not considereq for promotion at 211 at thaet time

presumqbly in view of the fact thet his service in this Office wes too

. | short to deserve considerstion for promotion over clerks like me who

|
\\heve put in sufficiently long period of service and whose case &g hed
s /
been with those promoted, before me deserved first consideration, Thgt
¥ 3 - L

wee the position et the time when promotions were given to me and three

;others, under emergency powers and &ll of us got ourselvés fully

i .
{qualified for the posts by paseing the Dpputy Inspectors' Test helg

iiin June 1944 end our promotiong were regularised with effect from the

|\ axlZ dates mentioned in the Office Order No,110/44 dated 17-8-1944,

I do not see any irregularity in the Order regulafising my

g{ promotion for I was glven regular promotion from the date on which I
o . PN e T

|| became fully quelified %o hold the post end because, I %@ftmm seniormost
i,

’ﬁ of the Officieting Clerks aweiting promotion, I mey mentiop here that

Messrs T, Venkatanarayena and 8, Arumuge Nadar have given a declarstioln
Cu -

fyﬁtiwjf'in writing under Rule &7 of the Genersl Rules relating to the Madres

ﬁm;“y@rovincial Subordinate Service Rules thet they relinquished their right
of senlority by teking thc renk from the detes on which they joined
duty in this Office and by this degkkeretion they occupy &let end 32nd
renk respectively emong the 36 officiating clerks while/Ifaccup}(y the
6th renk in the 1ist of Senlority of the Officieting Lower Divigion
Clerks meinteined in this Office. The poggibilities of their being
reverted to their permanent eppointments when vscsncies cease to exist

In the Lower Diviaion,therqforq/are not limited,

I am extremely unfortunate thet the Diréctor should admit the
¢leims of the clerks end promote them over me on the ground that had
‘the provisieons of the Statutory Rules been gtrictly complied with, these
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clerks (namély'méssrs T, Venkatanarayane and S,\R?umuga Nedzz) would
have been promoted before me Qithout teking into sccount all the
circumstences of %he case, Ageinst that contention, I would agein
éubmit the cases éf prémotion which were msde immediately before mine.
Sri it Venkatanara&aﬁa wes here'when_Messrs M,P. Remeprebhu, M, |

Radhekrishngn and N, Nereyena Nair were promoted under emergency powers

end later their promotions were regularised like mine, Therefore, he

1

|
{
]
i

[

should heve been prbmotod before them too as per the acccpted contention
of the Director, He did not protest then nor.did he now against my
promotion, It would gppeer thst he was promoted just to justify the
promotion of Mr, 5, arumuge Nédar, whé‘has_no other claim except that

of technicegl objecotion @f to my promotion under emergency powers which
the Director scems To hefe accepted as cd??ﬁct, I mey respettfully
point out that "Emergency Promotion" cennot be characterised as
irregular or regular nor can it be anything else then "Emergency"; and
no eppesl sgalnst éuch promotion lies, Secondly, my regular promotion
from 12-6-1944 1s perfectly in oréer and neither Srl 8, Arumugs Neder
nor Sri T. Venketenareyana have any right to protest egeinst my promotion
on the ground of seniority havihg themselves relinguished their right

of seniority in writing,

To say that these two clerks would have becn promoted, had the
Rules been strictly observed end therefore should be giveﬁ éeniority
in the Upper Division should not be confined to mine glone, It should
elso be epplied to all cases ef promotions done hitherto Cy8e, Messrs
0.P, Ragheve Rao Naidu snd V, Remaswamy should be reduced in renk and

the gualifled people then avallable for promotion nemely Messrs T,E,

grinivesan, C,R, Siveramekrishnen and K,E,S, Sembandamurthi should go over

them, Mr, T, Venkatanarayana& now promoted should go over Messrs M,P,
Remeprabhu, M, Redhaekrishnan end N, Narayene Nair and S, Arumuge Neder

but
not only over_me/also over Messrs M, Radhgkrishnan and N, Nereyesne

; a4
Neir for at the tlme he wes brought here, they were officiating\Upper
Division Clerks under Emergency Powers, 8trictly in asccordance with

the Rules, thelr promotion should heve been cencelled and Sri B3,

Arumuge Neder should hev-e been given promotion over them also for

there wes no Justificetion (1t follows from the contention eccepled by
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the Director) to continue the cmergency promotion when there wes actuéily

¥ 3
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& man fully quslified to hold the post. I aﬁ steting here 211 these things
because I want to place before you how the premise, formed on a very

S A 3
fundamental misteke of firstly upholding "a clzim". for promotion (for

promotions cennot be claimed a8 & matter of right) and secondly sccepting

without feservation fhat promotion of partiglly qualified people under

Emergency Powers when gualified people arex available is irregular when

there sre reesons for justifying such promotions, cannot but be held

untenzble, I may mention here that the policy of giving emergency Pro—%,
motion to Upper Division to pertially quelified peopie wee hitherto
followed in order to givem them & ﬂigr chance to get themselves fully

quslified for the post in the next examination to be held on the

following considerations:-—

(1) That Clerks in the Director's Office have better claim for
promotion on account of the fact that they have becn doing
more onerous znd responsible duties entrusted to them to the
entire satisfection of their superiors,

(2) The work in the Director's Office is held to be far superior
in -charecter to that in the subordimate officesg snd therefore
| Clerks hzving more experlence in the Director's Office have
better claims for promotion to Upper Division then those who
were brought from Subordinate Offices and whose work in the
Director's Office has not been of sufficiently long period to
merit consideretion for promotion over those elready in the
Office even though the trensferred clerks sre fully qualified

for promotlon by virtue of their hevin eased the two
depertmentel tests, and g P

et —————

(3) It is held thet this trensfer from Subordinste Offices to the
Director's Office is iteelf & promotion since they have been
brought from & lower scele of pey to a higher scale of pay and
therefore they should zweit their promotion only gfter the \
officleting clerks like me, :

¢

In conchusion, I beg legve to gum up my cese &3 follows!:——~

Z //w_,/ I‘w?fwgfmfﬁfrgency Powers in February 1944,

My

e

|| Emegency promotion lasted upto 12-6-1944 on which date I became fully

| |quelified to hold the post and I wes given reguler promotion only from

'\" 1that date,

2, To say thet my Emergency Promotion wes irreguler and to

. cencel By reguler fromotion ig itgelf lrregular for, the cancellation
ghould have Peen done during the period eff my Emergency eppointment lasted,
This wae not A0N® &t that time for the ressors slresdy stated, 'To say that

I heve becn consldered to have officisted under Rule 31 of the General

t. .Rules relzting to Medres Provineisl snd Subprdinete Services Rules

32 A
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ifgannot be zccepted as correct for at the time the Office Order No, 52/45

1datod i6;4—1945 wes issued, I was fully qualified znd entitled to hold
;the post of the Upper Division Clerk in this Office, To put it in
‘other~words ny Emergency Promotion hes been held to be irregular when
-there are no reasons to consider it so snd my reguler promotion is

treated as emergency promotion when there is no Jjustificestion to treat

$

it so,

L3

3, I became fully eligible xa snd qualified for promotion from

<

112.6.1944, I have been officlating in the Upper Division since that

S

date, I was essigned a particular work which carried with 1% the.

wes furnishe

SR s
e —

Officiating Allowance, A Certificatc to this effect
—‘_’—-——‘_"___,_‘_.ﬁm e s e - T TR T
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while clelming my p&y,
Ry s s

It is, therefore, shecer injustice to deprive
ne of the regular service I rendered in the Upper Division by cencelling

ey P

the previous orders of my promotion,

4, Since the two junior clerks promoted over me have not offi-
ciated in the Upper Division before in any manner, and since the promotion
given to me has been cancelled, it is an unquestionable faet thet &11 of
us stood on the seme level on 1-4-1945 with regerd to guslification asnd
\eliglbility and the only declding factor in the matter of promotion was
Thercfore I as the seniormost of the officiating clerks should

seniority,

heve been gssigned first rank esmongst those promoted on 1-4-1945, end

5, If the Director thought thet the procedure hitherto followed
required modification or chenge, I beg %0 submit thet in gll fakrness
the change should heve been effected without ceusing any hardships to the
clerks who have elready been promoted by him before and 1f he thought
'?of cancelling the previous promotions, he should have scraped the entire

' promotions msde hitherto with reference to the contention which he

' aooepted as correct. I submit that I see no fairness in dlseriminating

h;only the four of us in thig matter,

And finally I most respectfully beg to stete here thet I was

given promotion in consideration of my long end satisfactory work in

the Offiec, To deprive me my legltimate rank on guite unjustifigble
' g 18 reglly én injustice done to me for whigh T pra v
é:erU.lld Yy for PQQTGSE‘

1 may mention here thet I lest over 9 months of B88rVice ip +
" U8 § L‘-‘le 1’}:

PRer



I, thercfore, prey for the intervention of

Division from 12-6-1944,
the BENIGHN GOVERNMENT on my behelf, & humble and feithful servent

of theirs for restoration of my service from. 12-6-1944 to 31-5-1945 &and

my status quo in the BX Upper Division,

I beg to remain,
S AN,

Your most obedient servant,

' T RS ov4 >
lﬂ 5. 4%
. Glerk, Office of the Director of, Public

Insgtruction, Medres,

Copy submitted to Government direct to save delay. y/
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Copy of the O“flce Order No. 110/44 dat~d 17--8--1044, \

OFFICE ESTABLISHMENT - Officiating Promotions - Olerks - Upper
Division - Office of the Director of Public Instruction, Madras. }

The Deputy Director of Public Instruction (Personnel) is //”D
pleased to rogularise the emergency appointments to Upper Division of ||\

the following clerks with effect from the dates noted against their 5

)

names.

(1) sri M. R. Doraiswamy ...from...
(2) Mr. C. Abdul Hamid e S T LI
(3) sri N. Balasubramaniam "

6 ° o ¢ o o

(4) sri P.V. Ramanaiah >

® o o s v @

12--6--1944, °
22--6--1944,

12--7--1944. &
10--8--1944, {

Sd. P. BHADRIAH,

Deputy Director of Public Instruction,
(Personnel).

[ESSE
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0
Copy of the Office Order No,52/45 datod J0--4--1945, l

=

OFFICE ESTABLISHMENT - Promotion of Clerks to the Upper Division - \

READ:-- Office Order No0.110/44 dated 17-8-1944.

In medification of Proceedings resd above, Megsrs

M.R. Doraiswamy, C. Abdul Hamidl N, Balasubrasmeniam and Sri P.V.

6 ‘ w 1 5 o = n e s . o A o s
Ramsnaish Will be considered to have officiat~d in the Upper Division k

Vacancies that arose before 31-3-1945 under Rule 31 of the Madras %

Provincial and Subordlnate Rules, E

JH.TH Al l‘h AD
For Director of Public Inatructlon.
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Madras, c- (jE%ﬁ

Dated 21st May 1945. f
iR | : From

M@. Avaul Hamid, & : b
Clerk, Office of the Director of Public Instruction,Madras.

I T 5
j , % ' The Secretary to Government,

i . o Education & Public Hbalth Jepavtment
| ' 1 Fort St. George, Madras. .

: 9 Through °
The Director of Public Instruction,Madras.

. > Sir . :
Wos e “ee s : ¥ { Sub jéct:- Promotion to Upper Division and subséquent
' Y e : cancellation - mefixation of rank below junlors -

el 0 2 O B appeal agalnst orders of Director of Putlic
Instruction. ‘

e humbly Leg to eubmit the following humble appeal against

1 the orders of the Director of Public Instruction cancblling my

i promotion to Upper-@#ivislon and fixing my rnnk 1n that catagory below
my two Jjuniors and request that you will be pleased to consider it

sympathetically and pass your favourable orders thereon.

il ‘ L ‘ . ; ‘ ‘ I an A permanent attender of the office of the Director of Public

Inetruction,Madras, since July 1936. On passing the 8.8.L.C. examina-

tion in 1940 I was promoted as clerk in this office wlth effect from

27th June 1940 and catlefactorily completed the probation on §th Auguét

t\1942, I passed the Account Test - Part I 1n Juqe 1943, In July

| © 1943,3 clerks were deputed for L.T, training at Teachers' College,

” Saldapet, from this office. _As there Were no candiqﬂtes availatle
in the llet furnished by the Madras Pyrlic Services Commigsion for
appolntment ae clerks ln the Ministerial Service as substitutes in

P b | thelr places, the vacancles caused by their deputation were filled

up by appointments made by transfer from the subordinate offices

under the adminigtrative control of the DireCtOT_Of Pitlle Instruction
As ke Bemult, she following Glerke SLepRal, tnto *hie office: -

§. Arumuganadar, Mahalinga Pillal and %avangquanl a§11 the above
mentioned clerks gave undertakings in writing that they Qoulﬂ take
thelrank from the dgte of appointment in kR @egggg;;ﬁ%visavis Other
clerke in the depastaomt.

“ i On 5th January 1944, 2 vacanclegé¢ in the post of Bhbes 'Qviql
‘ : on

enlority in lower ﬁivision

) Sl}" Nlave?‘ﬂi

roge. According to 8

C)\.:
DR J‘.E}L,W‘

S X { - - L g »y. ’




R;E;J
g—j? &;aq pleased to promote me Aas ;ell as my immediate Jjunior
jﬁ izV;b. bhelliah to upper division under the emergency provislon,‘
Z{nw i?he intention being that toth of us who were not at that time
‘fully qualified to hold the vost should have an early opportunity
fo pass the test preseribed for the post and thue become eligible
for regular éromotioﬁ immedliately on passing the esald test.
‘3In June 44,I passed the Deputy Inspector's Test and my promotion
= regularised from 22-6-44. On 17th Aigust 1944,S. Arumuganadar
-_appealed againgt my promotion'on the only ground that he was
!fully qualified for upper divisgsion and that the promotion
‘conferred on me under emergency provislon was irregular and that
therefore he should have been promoted priofr to me. I have
put in a total officiating service of 9 months on probation from
20-6-44 to 31-3-45 in Upper Division as my probation waa fepularised
with effect from 22-6-44. 4§£3n:5?3wiiﬁgarv to Avgnyet 44 I
,ﬁ;L ! officlgted in one_?f’Fpe 11 seats, the duties of vhich ‘considered
'ff??' to be more ewhers and more 1"e<=rom‘ible than fhoae attached to
P i

Sm— "m

e IAIR =

F ‘Other Doqts 1n the Samevcat“g°ry' Many clerke of thig officé |
| were given promotlon under emervcncy provision with one test
' the gubsequently on passingithe remaining test thelr promotions

were regularised.

The»same procedure was followed in my casé
| ‘when promotion wag made Poth urder the emergency provision and cew et
On the ¢ ;

gorEpent agég;’t Arumuga nadar, my promotion

wae reversed and he as well as T. Venkata Narayana who wae ‘also
s < Wag

|| regular rules.

appointed BY transfer in this office were promoted over me Their

lpanke in upper divislon were fixed above me though they were promoted

lonly after I had officlated in upper division under emergency

provielon from 5th January 44 to June 1944 ang algo under regular

rules on procation from 22-6=44 tg 31-3=45, The gnly ground held out

to justify the step taken to cancel my promotion and to refix my’

rank in upper division below G. Arumuganadar and T. Venkatanarayanf

. oth of
wae that Po them were fully qualified to hold upper division
‘ at the time nf:?
: post < i V1 promotion to upper divieion by emergency power

| as well ae under regular rules.

\

e

™ 43

vsaaﬁa“xtso b (1)

] N
v‘¥7, Services,

=) %
() . ! \

~3=

I only wish <re= to invite the attention of

-

In this éonnection,
éovernment to the fact that S. Arumuga Naaar gave a gpecific

undevtaking in wrlting that he would take h_s XX rank in lower divi-

sion below all those who a@e in thies Pffice. Conseouvntly his rank

If S-

in lower-division was 32 and that "of mine was thwvteen.

d
Arumuga Nadar contenta that he was dcnied ixxm promotion at the

Htime of/pvomotlon on ground of seniority, I S%let that hie claim
ig untenable. If on the other hand he contents that he should
have been promoted over me on ground of having passed the pres-

cribed test ea:r -1ier than me, I again wespectfu 1y submit that

even 1n this case hie claim is in con81etent with the rulee unde”

of the gneval rulea of the Provincial and Suboridnate

ﬂﬁ?

promition to a seleotion grade or category shall te made
n grounds of merit and abillty, seninreiv bteing consldered where

merit and ability are approximately equal.

Under rule 4 of the Madras Ministerial Service Rules promb-

‘tion to a higher category from a lower category is admiseitle.

| ’Sl r-'tb ‘%‘\‘14

fadUpper Divielon posts in the Director's "'ffice fall under selection

L-&g
“;y category and consequently max my prombtion to this category was

l Ngﬁln accordance with the provision of this rule.. Again the fact
that Sri. S. Arumuga Nadar was senlior to me in total service

e%% that at the time of my promotion he was- fully qualified by
yirtue of hig having passed the tests earller does not confer. on
pim any legitimate right to claim prombtion for under rule 30 b (1)
(“Q,Of the General Rules for Provineial and Subordinate ServLces,
prombtion to a selectlon grade or category is admigsible only

on grounds of merit and ability, senirioty of course, being

QR
considered when merit and ability ané aprroximately equal, The

fact that he passed the prescribed tést earller than me and that
conseqﬁently; he should have been prordled before I was promytec
does not constitute merit?féglltty ag defined in the above rule,
33 for a pases 1n a test or tests rendere an individual only %o bew

cligible to certaln .appointment tut does not confer &S

ﬁﬂnt1ﬂﬁ authnyp

comne

ointment or promﬁtion:unless the ap:

to clalm &0 Lty
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conceﬂned fecls that an 1ndivi ,dual poscese the merwt and abllity

{ reouired to diacharge Lhe duties of the nost When I was promdted

4]

to upwer-div gion under emergency orovision it was ap-arent that
the appointing authority consideﬁgd me to posses the merit and
ability required fof the work. It is clear thgt the emergency
pfovisioﬁ mace iln my cage in the first lnetance did nof confer
on me any right to claim the probationery rights of the appolﬁt-

img ment. Mv subqecuent prombtion under regular rulecs on passing

7_the required tests conferred on me probationery rlghts of the

appointment 1n the category of Uprerdivieion clerks and from

[\June 22-6—'44 to 31-3-'45 I have been a probationer in that

‘!cqtegorv. The probatlon once started can elther te terminated

i
{‘or extended but cannot under any provision unﬁxr of the rules

llbe reversed except as a penaltv or punishment., I reﬁpectfullv

eubmit that xux there wag nelther terminationmor extension

of probation in my case &k but altogether quite a now procedure

-conterary to rules has been adopted to prbmhte's. Arumuga Nadar

over me by ¢ancelling my appolntment made to upper-division from
00-6-'44 and refixing my rank in that category below S, Arumuga
'Nadar and T. Venkatanarayana only on the grounds that at the time

fully qualified but were mot then promb-

of my prombtion they were
ction that 8ir. Meveral

%ted. It mey be remembered in this conne

a me to the Upper-divigion 28 Arumuga Nadar and

_Statham appolnte
writing an& undertaking that

T, Venkatanarayana gave HHEEX in

they will not clalm seniority over me and others as 2 condition

for appointment in this Office. Such appointment from a 'B' to

14) claes Office was 1tself a promPtion. If Arumuga Nadar and T.

Venkakanarayana XaE Were really, found fit aubgequently for promd-

tion to upperdivision 1t 1s but naturally that their clalms for

prombtion should be complied with but under no circumstances

can they take thelr rank over me and M,R, Doralewami, for we had

robation earlier in that category and also on 1-4="'45

started bhe pr
ve were both senior and

when the orders in his appesl wae paased,

fully cualified to hold the appointment in upperdivlsion.

LY

oA R A T T ——
/ o 77
4 A :
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e

o,

7 O
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’ !
u«‘ 5
! In the light of the facts presented and the developments

a regult of the cancella-

tion of prométion and refixation of my rank in upperdivision, grave

ne to me and I request that Government may bte

i
{ narrated I most respectfully submit that as
(’ injustice has been do

& leeased to restore my promdtion from 29.6-1944 and flx my rank in

( (|

& || the category of upperdivieion clerks from that date.
|

ﬁ ,

i , I beg to remain,

{ Sir,

! Your‘gost obedient servant,

f%4v3721_:h~4%%€-«~L*4>L'

Ty- S-S

/Clerk, Office of the.
Director of Public Instruction/
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A . ' ,f”/ ofTice of the Bilé%gxr of

' o . pyblic Instructions”Madras.
K.0.N0.201 F/45 dated 15-6-1945.

,f,\ [-10 e wﬁ‘, A 2-19 auﬁ
,Sub: Petitions from lessrs. vatﬁg@ana%ah, M.R{ DQféiEYami
,;ﬁﬁﬁ?*m\ and ¢. Abdvl Hamid, Offlcla?lng Clerks, folf? of the
Bt Ny pirector of PubliF Instruction, Madras - Sggmlttlng.

pene I } a2 \::—‘:AA\}-C,

:Submitted.

"6' . e
e oy

4
g

gi 3 &« tne others have already submitted a copy of their petition
"e 3

1 2 i < _i". . -
&' ¢ 2, The pPetition from lir., v. Abdul Hamid alone is submifted #=
-. N
S ot to Government.
SexscitE
o]
d

#

3., Messrs. M.R.Doraiswami and P.V.Ramanaiah, the petitiocners
are candidates selected by tle Nadras Public Services.Commission
por appointment in this OTTice. They were appointed in the
_ Office on 11-9-1939 and 2-6-1941 respectively. They are atill
officiating clerks and have completed thelr probation as lower
division elerks. MNr. C. Abdul Hamid is a permanent attender
in the 0ffice and was first pmemoted as clerk on_§2:61;9%0,“
e has also completed his probation as olerk. Thése clerks
have submitted petitions azainst the .orders of the Director

@ =8 .
) 13

:

};1'cm~ki contained in this Office Order No.52/45 dated 20-4-1945, a

N .copy of which has been enclosed by the petitioners. The

circumstances in which this order came to be issued are detailed
below ;
In the year 1944 certain vacancies arose in the Ubper
‘ “\{ | 51vi5ion and these @lerks were promoted to the vacanclies. These
A promotions were, however, made under the emergency rule
bocause they had then passed only one of the tests preseribed
for promotion to the Upper Divicion. Later, when they passed
the other test in the June Examination of 1944, the promotiong
' lMere regularised in the 0ffice Order No.110/44 dated 17-8-1944
%qerFt» (copy enclosed by the petitionersj. 5m,17-8-1944. Sri S.Arumusa
j Nadar, a permanent clerk of the office ol tre Inspectress of Gitrlg
k;\  gchools, Fourth Circle who was transferred to this office
on 10-11-1943, submitted a petition against the promotion of
Ebthéﬁé“petitipngrs to the Upper Divigion,.s?aplng thaxrﬁhe promotisn
{of semi-qualified clerks to the TUpper Division when fully
| gualified clerks like himself were available was irreoular
|l and reguested that he may be promoted to the Upper Division in
: l| the place of the ungualified clerks. After goingz through the
. matter it was found that a mistake had been made and that
4 | Messrs. S. Arumuza Nadar and T,V.Venkatanarayanan, two clerks
| transferred from the subordinate offices who were fTully ghali-
‘fied for promotion had been superseded by unquglified el exks
viz., the petitioners and that' the two c%erks in view of their
1"gatisfactory work had every right t0 claim promotion in preferenc
§ to the petitioners who were opnly parti@lly qualified gl
.at the time the vacancies aroge. So, te renedy the lrregularit
that had been made, the promotlons of the fowr clerks meﬁtion dy
in O0ffice Order No.110/44 dated 17-8-1944 were mollified ang fEI
petitioners wevre in 0ffice oOvder No.52/45'dated 20-4-1945 noﬁ-e
gidered to have éfficiated in the UPPET Alviston unller the lbmabe
gency rule till 31-3-45, go that MeaSIS. T.V.Venhatanarévénahe;nl
s spumuza Nadar who were fully qualified at the time o ;.(
a4 ortpinally avisen and into whieh they shoula havé“ﬁébh~ban‘le?
“gppointed fnstead of the four eclerks may set the Senioriﬁv oo
deserved in the Upper Division. ey

4. As the petitioners memtiom, 1t is E®X ne doubt true
Athat the clevks who were transferred Irom the suborﬁinﬁ?’
‘ﬂjw“@%gave an andertaking in writing under General Rule 37 p

ol el fheir rights of seniority e B0 110 With Tefcrence LiOmS5S to May
their ceniority fixed in the 0flice wWith reference to'f}\y gl
of tpansfer to this office. This undertaking hag no béje%r Y
tion of clerks to the Upper Division ag it i°_i ;Cdyln? o e
S ntenled t '
-3 O BPRES ™ : “O
Al vind on alone
SNAANS§

e officeg
elinquishing
o

p Yomo

rix the seniority of these clerks in the 1owey

w3
?‘ @T =
* o,
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““and d@eldad

 the clalms of Srl Ar

' Sri T.V.Venkatananayanan fpr pro,fﬁ

order can be achieved by pretect %ﬁ@ P&@@%@

of Sri Arumuge Nadar and T.V.Venkatanar&Yan%ﬁ.




B
s .44*‘ " e
powers conferred by sub-section

@Fcction 241 of the CGovermment of India et 1955

¢ ’P'E.

r" |
'PS /W “2__ «q“'

v%rnor of Madras directs that ruln 29139 T th Geéeral n
| ! > s #5‘775
1 Jfor Macras Provincial and Subordingte S°rv1ces e
ed in favour of Sri Arumuga Nadar and Spi P Venkaéa_ W
R ™ Pt L

|

treated as Messxyrs.

enan se that they meer be

seniors to

f.Dorziswamy, Abdul Hamid, N.Balasubramanian and B.V.

5 ;giah for purposes of appointment in the cadre.of 1.4
I - = — L]

;&u@

13 g | > J D- ‘I- 4.2 ‘ :
e office of e -\A,(f ,9&9 w..s:./a LY
V. 6‘-{\ \ 6 120 -U-&S 7 Caanc .
f i& a3 4"* . ifo, the D.P.I, )
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e Department (B).

NVETTH

onh

LNT- Jﬂfface_gi_@;r_ector blaee
PV, Ramanaiah, 1 m,B,_Dm:alawamﬂ___“

iBaul Hamld - Ufficiating clerks - Petition

-

ESTABLI

Inswuctlon - Meosrs. :

and C.

-~ —against-the- Dmeet{}r 's-order- deeldwing their appointment |
|

e ———————

Dlqu1on prior to 1--4--45 as mergency
tG—hhe~U??er ‘ L e
|

A, X Sl l\appomtment-» i e e i =52 = —| =
3 - . S |
A= % {elo o= 49,.4:4:;51.5_* Setitions from-Hessrs. P. V—-Ramaaaecahulﬂ.%k—noralswaml——rﬁ
s L _._M___aﬁd_g %aal damld—grﬁiﬂa’&lﬁg—elep{s——gi fice of the
— 0.2, L., dated the Oth May 1945,.19th May 1945 and ;
g el b g " May 1945. ;f‘
[-Zb<f— - Endt. of the D.'FV.I., R-C. Mo 901"*7’11;3 fated—the—15t
20 | June 1945. ___-__,._T :
e *. ! Messris. F.V. Ré‘rr;al;&fiah M.R ”,_‘—
L it BSOS . Dorad svani _;a?fl,“,.ﬁ
> § Abdul Hamid, Officiating clerks in the > Uffice of the '
P e ol —— Director of Publie lnstruetion, Madras, have petiti ,:5 o
BLNS R a—ga—frfsﬂ(ﬂ;fé“D:re ctor's Office *Or&e"r‘ivc-52/45 date&—the—”ﬁ
A 4 . T e T |
P - T 2ot april 19050 4hiER B mditied his orfginalstiall
/4\"'(& No._l_l(l/fl_lliwdated e LR Ut 1944 regul'lI‘lSlng the T
_ ' temporary promotion of these clerks t, _the Upper Q,:Lvmlbn—
b s TGN il w—ppev—ieusly—m&ée—&né‘aga*n“de@m¢mauheu o

R I BBk R
to the Upper ~‘—7%5‘wouid~-be—~eeﬁ‘8* =7

horary under i"uj:é\?ﬁ“gf

ial andSubor (& hate

dered to “to be tem|

for the 1 rov:mc

the gene ral rul&@

‘__.,-

The rea«séﬂ@

2ow Soc MonlVelT

r~m 0 ll)——— :

OeTV1ces
a_or

_for revising th &dlarlsnmg tl
% he ¢ an olnt-a‘
emporary JP !

ments of these - f'*lerks are- giveyp A i 2 v "
e 1ree:trorls ol e ¢

1

!

Ol pe @B1GL,

posts of Upoer 1)

SIS

o '»"'-”'"”t
j"jﬁlon clerks in the

IR &

25 The

Director's Yifiee a_z,a_ﬁe,lectlon

LY

| e

L el
POsts appointment to whicl
]
J

)

is made-only o»njrﬁfeﬂﬂds of mepsy

t

uelngwéaﬁgiderc;% only where

i

-and a,b}law/ se«merﬂﬁn

o S
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egual. The Director says Messns,uS.AA cumuga- Nadar

Venkatanaravanan two clerks tr a1

: }
- . - . _— ’\

Vs office from subordinate oifices were

S0 T 1.

~ Director 'iul]y ouq11~> -

0se 111 t,he Up per

ied for promotion in the vacancies which e

| =5

_Division in 1944 but by mistake the pet titioners W@QMWQPC_Dqt

I
T injjStiCé’Céﬂsed thereby, ﬁis'offlce order regularising

the ue&’Ofar/ axpointnents

made to tie Upuer Division had

tne COHtelblOH bhat SHOTLA S

_to be modified. TIn regnrd to

irumugca H"dar qndisri Jid P Lenk Bbﬂndrdlaﬂa had. relin(u1oded
e c:\. LN S C
. > ¥

“‘~the1r right—of senlorlty"“”"“T*‘ﬁf and»unat—tﬁe Directorls —— h - ST

~Order Wo. 110/44 dated 17--8--1% regularising the temporary /1 s
« . |

orommtlons of the oeﬂtlonels had eaﬁyl-ﬂb-d orobwuon@rj _]_‘L{:Q‘LS’

R84 {

L I
bhe Dlrectur has ppinteﬂ out that the undeft|,1ng reiurred to

X (f-\»‘\-{,\ }—.‘; £ ‘/-»

i el e B 4 A s 1k 3 3 L ar G i
_was only in regard to appointment QS“QlFthﬁln tue Lower Division
,mﬁandmthgyé is no probation for-a 10W8r'd}ViSIODZPromotedfto_theﬁ

;|
solicited to rule 34 (o) (i) of —— %' TR
B e s, LR e
frobation to Upper Division

upper aivision. Attention 1s

the Madras liimisterial Service Rules.

» o Afps ¢i‘- ﬂ' ¥ i i WL ¢
clerks! DOSIS in tue Dllecuor S folc_ 15 required only in respect
N b ol " 4 | .7(._” ; ‘ . X

of these posts which have been declared to invulve tie assumption
S i) | o
of greater -importance than those. T T

[

|
undern .
I

letter on p.l. of G.U.No. 414 Edn,, dated 10--3--4Z it will be observed

|
|

bhat there are only certain specified lyost

- Bescnn

" of duties and responsibilities

division posts R 60—

k. ttaching to loweT Fromthe-Directorts—

of such a nature.

@®

the Upper Division posts in‘wuicn the petitioners officited 4

were not of that category, circumstances there seens to be

In the

interferaing with the orders passed by the Director:

£
(Jr‘,(*,_a _LL),‘..

Public (Services) may

5' Lj\S%f
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w P
1 Arumuga Nadar,

Bl
.40 W Wee s

i a‘a, Sh-'-l- \G.

BN O g g U s "2\

—_— 3

/ﬁigﬂ‘yublic (SerVice;?\bepartment. .

The facts of Lhc eéée*ﬁre set out briefly

aragraph 3

o

[P = SRR 17223 0 o0 (he Director Endorsement on pp. 26-2W§n At the time the

g petitioners were promoted to the u.d. under the emergency

\ v' ,K n'j Vs i d 1 o 2 2 B !: ",‘;\ °

% provisions, the claims of Sri Arumug%a Nadar and Sri Venkata-

. I naraysnan for promotton to the u.d. were not considered

nreuumablv because. they had been transierred to the

¢ |

office from Aubordinste

Director's

O0ffices only recently. This was also

4
in accordance with| the past'practiee in the o6ffice--geec para-

graph 5 of the Diréctor's Endorsement on page 27 C.F. Sri

a clerk taken from the Office of the inspec-

| - o2
tress of Girls Schools, Fourth Cirecle, petitioned against the
‘”/' 60 promotions of the Petitioners only on 17-8-1944. As by that

B o 3 2.0 L(‘ - o &
Qa2 time the petwtonert had been fully gqualified to hold posts
and '

Al
of u.d. elerks/as ordenag had also been issued rogularmhg th@q

J ] promotlongjthe Director was not bound to cancel the promo-

A i
tions already made.

oL D o oty |
in his Office Orﬁer dated 20

) and
He, however cancelled his previous %EWEEFZ

_1945,directed that the 42‘;,;._.&;%
covrat ‘

&&»‘qud' should be regardeﬁ‘as having officiated in the u.d. % unt

s qt‘t Lw“ “"3 3 upto
}£~4"4'4' ,ﬁl 31-5-1945 under the emergency provisions so that Messrs.

- N | - 3
Venkatamenarayanan| and Arumuga Nadar might get senioriiy over

pemaently SV T o the petntwoners in| the postsof u.d. clerks. From the ruleg
4V o B | i A ;
2 S 01nt of view there mgs nothing irregular in thig

| ek pny gl L i

| WA«YM am a 2. From the portions marked B on pages 18 and 22 ¢ly, 14

M‘Mr\a?%;/ur would seem that at|least two of the petitioners were acting

. { P —

in posts in respect of which declarations under 1.R,3q have

issued. They?shOuld therefore be treated as

£L been i Tobat
et . Auke 39‘*"(3)7*T¥ fu.d. elerks;and {t g
O o ps .m_,(ampzvsy ners in the oatePOr" 0 o le Director'g

A ol et QL

| Rk po bk “"“(‘

|
!} --L-_" ..>J (
|

statement at Y on pﬂ%e 27 ®CFy and the statement af X on
(P2 e HA

page 2 ante do not scerm to be correct. 1here doe s not,

lmueh foree in the afgameﬁi of Mr.Abdul

Bemid at B on pagei24 Cel'ey because there was

HGWEVer sgem 1o he;

no ac *l;ual

5 c*l.»x/ 4 Zécf"

R “Hermipnation of pro‘;atﬁon in this case, but Onlv

— LA - the ordens issued earlier to set righi ap ﬁ**ﬁéﬂﬁlsn*a%F
i g AVien, {—
1rre2u1anﬁ? [Th &USSL“OH whether i ig desirable ip
Tygian A= Y in an
(fsg{ i office whewe Lwo g@ts of u.d. clerks --

L one _['O]_" wh 4
{Q L'\,\ ”\‘S i tl.‘Ch_ DI‘O\\&

,QLMWB) tion is necessary and the other ‘for which o
¥ 13 \ A e » 'rl —" s n(-)t
o5 necessary -- has been raised by A.8. ip g afother ¢ -
! i A
T It g

1
|
s
g



ﬁk:f'm = LR s R i T ¥ o o [ "" I J i - . . \ t\ ‘:‘, At | “ /5/ 3 ‘}.

f N, f - S . A ’ : P~ \
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6 - 4 ) A o -" "“j k « 1% di » ‘. 3 “ j

| heil cami . | k ' T s ‘ —

: ,;"'}3%1% examined.7 _ B & has heen iscued. | B

} 3. The Education & Public Eealth de;Lartmer;t consider W? SN e - | ' A draft memorandum is submitted below for approval.

; : & ! - i i PSS < , 2. Ll i - e ] s -
that on merits theére is:no case for 1nteri‘e?§ng withigthe Seet ; ..
DT TR T i 19=10=1945.

. Director's orders. This department may agree with this view.

|
il ; : e ! — —4 o e L, R,
] " The file may he returned to fe&k P.He ‘ rﬁ‘( (1,48”’101‘"17]6'.1” Y\To 2%;{%& 2 -%'Edn' d'lte_ci_ZQ lCr lgab)
{ : v ™ L ‘
3 P S T C.N0.56052,B.45 From the D.P.I. Rc.No0.201.F.45 d/6-12-45. = | =
M9 909 ) e s :
: &iﬂ = ¢ C.No.2047.8.46 | /d.0e 12 C of oL ted 15-1-1946,
" w9 (s L e PO S AN | S0 ¢ gt f T.M. dgt e
f e e - 1 w1 3= ¥ o5 " ’ ¢ e e ‘
. with referecnce to A.S's. guery in the margin on page 3 e With referb.enc‘e to the portion marked "W' im Pub,

: : L
(Ser) Dept. uote on h).;“) ante the ‘hP‘ I.Jmtates that although |

supra, a relerence is invited to paragraph & of the Legal

i Department'é note on p.3 N.F. of G.0.No.l922, P. N D., dated

] - . s 1 R ik an 4 3 ! ) L. el } . } } ‘ N \
. 18-7-1945. The Director's action in having ordered that the o 0 5 S : ~ posts for which officiating allowance Was
a], petitioners should be regarded as having officiated in the upper - . ; not required -to put m probation in the'
* 9 . e s LN - - = = bt s
" dlv ision upto 31-5-1945 under the emergency provisions wz.ll ¥aAs @ A ihar g oL tbe pontu;n a ed in para 3 of the letter ox&
| «nh , e s b : , ) _. ! BB e R SRS VEN 0 DAta) STRCHINCRCTRE Sl e R
4 B :
t them adversely in the matter..of increment because service . ; . i ,
| fect them ;’ ; o . P ¢ 1 a0 7The7v-1<'ew taken by the Director in para 3 of his le
" under the emergency provisions will not c¢ount towards increment. 3 Fs -t ' T Qe‘é;n 0, he CornonT The eriteria‘xxf)&x men tione
g _ . et B ; ==K : ’ : ' = ', | 1 8 S s 1 s S AR
| : A.8. % ourse sgems to be to cancel th , =5 g i A pe
| s susgested by A,S5. the proper course ance e ) s ’ B , % =
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