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% The FPresident, Ramnad District Board.

‘ ? | ‘i , 1“ | { ‘2 » SiI‘,

Subject: --- Appeal against the orders of the Fresident,
Ramnad District Board, reverting me as an Assistant from .-

the Headmastership of a High School.in his R.C.C. A-9/26237=
of 45 dated 1--9--46. A '

-~

I beg leave to appeal against the orders of the President,
Ramnad District Board, reverting me as an Assistant mastsr from

L 7 St e e I the Headmastership of a District Roard High School, in his )

(%)
S Ll el

a0 | N Dopartment. | Date. | 6¢0. | No | RIS PHEGEUCH | HJWH?‘* A-§/26237/45 dateda’di--9--46. (cppy enclosed,; Exc. ) P} q-13 ‘M‘O'Y"‘
- LN IRRGIS Cre TR ” | R Ob. @ €. 1 am a B.A.,L,T., of the Macras University and entered
| | :‘ g service under the Ramad District Poard as the Mathematics Assistan d

of the Board Highlr School, Réjapalayam, in July 1924, I was

-appointed as the Headmaster of the N.M.Board High School, Tiruppat

in June 1940 and was asked to open IV Form there. ‘When the VI FQ@{

was. opened in June 1942, the District. Bducationa Cfficer, Ramnad, 4

1
|

‘ | ] / 14 w - iy 2 .
L MRS S e —— f 3 = (=Y & . Q3= 30 € [ . = By o - »
- v { . inclded my name in the panel and Sri F.5 Kumaraswami Rajays the
A Y /
appointed me as the Heaauaster |
A
AI ]

then President of the District Board,

on 11046 in the scale Ofvllo--lo/z--lVU. In June 1944, I got

:

the first incrément and in June 1946, the second increment and ny ‘

‘present salary is &5 130 (from 8-6-46) . 1 was confiimed as Heéﬁ

transferred as Headmaster, R.S.Roard High Sechool, Paramakucdi, A

ﬂm

‘ : | ' | ' 3. At the outset, I beg to submit that apart from the fact that

Fresident znd continued to he at Tirupﬁattur till I was recently 9 J
' i

" on publie grounds " and 1 joined duﬁy‘ﬁhefe on 7-8-46.

L
master fromi§-6-44 as per R.0.C. A-9/13455/44 dated 25-8-44 of the =‘
- |

:

the penalty is based om suspicion and not o charges proved,
there are vital defects in the procedure adopted for the conducy
of enquiry:--

&) Tnen communicating the proceedings Containiﬁg the
charges framed against me, copies of all statements and

; PR LA furnisied
WAL Aler. 68 gre based | were not fuTHlS
TECortE (0N WhlCl uhe CUalyew are t “od
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. ' \
(b) The enquiry was held during the<Summer Vacation and the

notice of enguiry to be neld on 15€5-46 was received by me

Ly telegram, only on the previous day, viz., 14-5-46. Two
important witnesses, peon Arokkiasami (who is connected with
charges 6 & 7) and teacner K.H.Ramaswami Ayyar, (who 1s con-
nected with charge 4) were not present ay the time of enguiry.
These two witnesses do not appear to have received in time

the summons for appearanée at the enquiry and theilir evidences
were not recorded and I was not in a position to cross-examine
them. 1 understand: the teacher received the summons, long
after the enquiry was over.

e The evidence of the witnesses at the preliminary

enquiry has been relied upon mostly in arriving at the findingAQ

Since all the witnesses excepting the waterwoman were examined

at the preliminary enquiry in my absence, it would have been
reasongble'to examine them at the regular enguiry in my presemes
afresh and recbyd their evidence. This was ndt done. The
findings bvased on such statements taken Sin camera should be
discarded.

(a) I was not given sufficient time to put im a further
written statement of myAdefence, after the regular enquiry

was Over. The enquiring authority was imn a hurry to go
back.. He came to the school at 6 p.m. and left the premises
in half an hour. I only wrote a sentence or two, on the spot
about the vouchers in réspect of chafges L& 2,

(e) I was neither supplied with a copy of the report of the
enguiring offiber nor wee called upon to show cause against &2
the particular penalty proposed to be inflicted. The oral
enquiry was held on 15-5-46 ﬁhilé I was the Headmaster of the
Roard High School, Tiruppattur, ands1 was transfgrred on

" public grounds " as Headmaster, Board High School, Paramakud
in R.0.C. A-9/26237/46 dated 14-6-46 of the President. (copy

Eve .
enclosed) 1 wa%plso sanctioned my increment in July 1946
A

when these proceedings were pending disposal. Then all op
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1y 3, = on a sudden, the proceedings inflicting the .present punish-
7 ment were received hy me on 11--9--1946 only.
2N e R findings on the charges agsinst me, remarks like £

comducl y )
" The &%é@émsat of the Headmaster is not free from doubt .

" The statement of the Headmaster....... is highly suspicious and
and the charge is proved."

" So I suspect the genuineness of his ( Headmaster's) statement."

are found which only go to show that the various charges have not
been examined plainly and in ful%’at the regular enquiry and cannot
be considered to have been conclusively proved.

5, Coming to the charges themselves:--

/ \szlhgb Charges 1,2,&3. relate to the appointment of menisls and
@l  payment of wages to them. I desire to state that the President

- has not issued any specific orders or instructions to be followed
by the Headmasters. The procegdure followed by me in the matter

of appointments of menials (sweeper and watermaﬁ) paid from conting

gencies is the same as that followed by my brother Headmasters of

N

the Board High Schools at Paramakudi and Kamuthi. In the Kamuthi

High SQhOOla ay one time, £ or 3 persons Wére given the work of

sweeping and all were paid, though the voucher for the whole amount

was got from only one persom. In all these three High SchoolSs

s e only ‘the Headmasters made these appoiwmewents or memiais without
3r}trn ohfaining the approval of the President, District Board.. Also
2;4‘ in the contigent billé,vthe names of the sweeper and waterman were
not written. The bills were claimed in the following manners:--
1) Wages of sweeper \ s 8
€2$ Wages of waterman %8

For nearly 19 years in the two High Schools at Paramakudi and

- é
,,,,, 4
-

Kamuthi and for 6 years in the High School at Tiruppattur toe
bills have been passed. Never was any question asked about the
appointment of these menials. I mention this only to show that
the President, District Board, allowedtthe Headmasters 1o make

&£

sx .fhese appointments and sjnce the President had not issued anv
N i \

= OTders on the subject all these years, 1 cannot he considered %o

‘be guilty of transgres

sing any orders of the fresident,
i
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0,37 !deposed that the watchman carried two henches to my house.

®
'E, v

: s 0 3%,
~¢; la -
thd Page 4. O
J" f../ .

-
| Regarding the wvouchers, since only one individual was made respon-

i sible for the whole amount, acquittance was' got from only one.

She paid the amount due to the others. There has been no mis- é
appropriation by me as conceived by the President. Nonglother r |

than Swarnshhammal, has complained of nonpayment. This woman |
refused to receive her share after she had been dismissed. 1t is
the dismissal that made her complain at all against me. She too
- received payment later and has accepted the payment. 30 the

charge of misappropriation cannot be considered to be proved..

6. Chargg@.

hy the Assistant Engineer.

' |
The auctioned backbenches were those condemned |

If they were serviceahle, they would ®

not have heen guctioned.

The remnants of three unserviceable
benches were asuctioned. One teacher has corroborated my state-
ment as per the findings of the Bnquiring Officer himself. The .

other teacher who wrote the whole auction records was not present

gt

at the time of enquiry, not having been summoned in time. e

el s R ¢ P
M SRS T

enquirec, he would have said that he made the correction at the =+®

time of aUCtioninb itself, Since the whole 1ot of three was auctiog

ed instead of onmly one hench. One Subhiah Pillai is said to have g

I do

ot know who this Subbiah Pillai is. He was not present at the

time of enguiry, nor was his evidence taken in my presence. 1

should think that the eﬁidence of fne teachers is entitled to more

<

¥

weight than that of the watchmsn or of an unxndwn stranger who was

never produced. Thue the charge cannot he considered to be provea,

T Charse Ha The Vice President says that the clerk admits

the clerical error. Yet he says that when Rao Saiib A.Rawmachandra

Pillairverified the stock, he found one bucket missing. This
ﬁgification took‘place'in.my atsence, after I had takem leave. 1

. ahould think that the loss, if any, musﬂ‘be accounted for by.the
peon and the watchman who have furnished cash securities for the

safety of the tools and plant of the school.  Thus the charge

carinot be said to Liave Leen proveds

! ; = o Sy 3 T R S
Paon Arokkisssmy VEE NOT—PROLUCCE,—EaSUeT e 15 Lok
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A\ 8T Charge 6. Peon Arokkiasamy was not produced, though he is

ny

ﬂf téken as a prosecution witness, for giving'evidence and being

| crosg-examined. He has said in.his first statement that I offereqg
: _ » : to give the amount to.pim during Christmas, if I found nim allright

LRI ok a3 v C O i by that time. A word about this peon's conduct has to be said .

in this connection. To put briefly, as enough is being said

under the next charge, he is an unreliahle person anq his evidence
B’ ' ‘ 13 r | ‘ ; ' | cannot be relied upon. The ﬁayment was not made as his work and
| 5 o e s e R ) KRRy LT ' S | conduct were under watch. Since he was under suspension on

B R AR e T S | Q§>v3"% 25-12-45, the amount was handed over to the Scoutmaster for the

uge of the pupil scouts. It may be remembered that the amount

— = =

K o Aok LV TAR I it TET 1odntanid tasdeisad addov | in gquestion is one collected from the pupils by the monitors.
' p ] I
' The Vice President's remark, "He has kept the amount till 25-12-&5
|

XAl o v

Wl  end F 30U oo Ban Sk - which tends to, the idea of misappropriating the amount if it is
4B Eupi (4 e at Hei g 38 ook i , not found out and guestioned" is quite unjust. There was no mis-

: , : : .t d il osthy  erld g0y Ol 1o Lhitdo a1 appropriation at all, and this charge cannot therefore be consiceré
: - \E' o™«
Ei : : : 3 Jrb el d . i , _ L | proved. ; o ‘ e
| e [ @\ @134

. !
£ I ] . :
j L} 9. Cﬁ;;ge ? relates to my having placed the peon under s;:;bnsinn‘

"=,

e

T e

: This peon came to the school already with a had reputation. While ?

i

h he was in the Women and Childeen's Hospital at Kanacdukathan, his
? conduct was not satisfactory. On the initiative of the Doctor
{

there, he was transferred. I found his work unsatisfactory and

3

5 he did not behave also properly. S0, I represented to the Secre-

{ ) tary and Superintendent of the District Board Office both 1in

Ewne

1l \“;:kw'ﬁerson and in my letter (D.0O.), copy enclose%, to transfer him .,%

’Y\Qb from the school. There was no effect. Then I wrote a formal
et &Y complaint. Still there was no response. At that time the peom
| <:>A mishehaved and when a memo was issued to him asking bdm for an
explanation, he refused to receive the same.- It was at Xime
that time that I framed charges against him, placed him under

, : | ' Ji= \ ;E &59\1,13 guspension and immediately wrote to the President requesting &~
: ' g p - approval of my action. THven after this’nq action was taken by
the Diestrict Board COffice for a long time. Now I am accused of
| j .got knowing the rules and regulations and of impudent behaviour,

Gﬁﬁy ot the last stage wnen 1 found it impossible Lo exact any
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" sny work from him, to maintain discipline, I suspended him and

ﬁmmédiately wrote foe approval. Ry a telegwam or by the very

next post the District Board Office might have rescinded my order

and might have put me aright. After a lapse of three momtas this

peon was transferred elsewhere and for the period of suspension he @

was given quarter pay. Thieg tantemounts to the FPresident approving% |

i
my action. It is not understood how a charge agaﬁﬁt me can he
considered tenahle in the face of the punishment given to the peon.

I cannot be therefore held guilty of this charge.

2
@|to4 |
< 0. Charge &. In my explanation, I have said that the Issue

Register maintained in the school will prove this charge to be
false. This Register does not appear to have heen looked into .
by the Vice President. | But he simply says that the watchman is
justifigd in his complaint and my dealings with him were not

proper. Even properly-maintained school records have no value

The menial's sfatement is

accepted as gospel truth and I am accused.

in the eyes of the Enquiry Officer.

It is clear that the

Hnguiring Officer has not attached any weight to my statement of
mainténance, of register nor did he call for it. The charge cannot

he considered td be proved. : i

11y As per further instructions in ¢.0.

N.0.3625 dated 14-12-43

"The Officer holding the enguiry should record his findings on
each charge separately after carefullgmgmixy considering tae
evidence adduced in support o@ﬁt as well as that for the defence.

“here the Officer holding the enquiry is not competent to award

)
a penalty, his duty ends with the recording of his findings on tne
charges and it is no part of his function to make any suggestion
regarding the penalty to bhe awarded or the further disposal of
the case." At .

i
In this case the enquiring Officer has clearly shown his biassed

mind, not only in rezzgd#ngs recording hg; findings on unproved
"

charges, but also in suggesting the penalty, contrary to the ¢.0.

12, The prejudice can also be seen by the vacancy caused hy my

reduction having been substantively filled up to the prejudice of

my* Interests of the very mext day Zollowlng the proceedings telucig
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) -‘L‘)Teducing me, contrary to Rule No. 35 of the Madras Provincial

+ and Subordinate Services.

Extract from the Memo of the Presidernt.

- "Consequent on the reversion of Sri S.V.Mahadeva Sastri, Head
. gﬁﬂ master, R.5.Board High School, Parsmakudi, as Assistant, the °
’ R : K“L/ - following transfers are ordered on public grounds: |
J i i Y ¥ o . - “L v < e '
: ‘ ' AR r w el 1. Sri M. Arumugam Pillai, M.A.,L.,T., Assistant, Board High ‘
2 - R : School, Kamuthi, to be Headmaster, N.M.Board High School, Tiruf
e . \ : - ’ ) . J

wpattur. To draw s 1104 16.
J 15w The school pupils' Literary Association Anniversaries were

presided over by Sri Kao Sahib A.Ramachandran Piliai, Sri P.S.

Kumaraswami Raja, Diwan Bahadur CV.CT.V.Venkatachalam Chettiar,
‘ and Rao Rabadur R.V.Ramasundaram Pillai in the years 1981,42, 43
and 44 respectively and each at the time of his presidential speech

had nothing hut pmaise for my work in the school. I may also

mention «the following to show my good work in the school:

(1) The school strength which was*®less, than 200 in June 1940
J e e : a ke is about 600 now;

§2) An additional she@ to accommodate 2 or 3 classes was put
- ' - i up from donations got from the public, solely on my initis-
3 Liaret s ot v : R SRy ( ) tive, and handed over to the District Roard odg

&=

last year;

A (3) I have the- cooperation of the whole staff in the schools

LT (4) The school has presented candidates for the S.5.L.C. |
S ‘ ; Public Examination only for 4 years till now, heginning from
1943, and the results in these 4 years are 33%, 86%, 94%

and 79% respectively.

14, The following extracts from the Tabular Inspection Reports,

pertaining to the schiool, of the District Educational Officer,

/ Ramnad, will speak for themselves:--

: ¥ . %
1943-44. "The organising and supervising work of the Head ;
master is satisfattory. Girls' activities are well-organised” |

1944-45, "The organising and supervising work of the Head

master is satisfactory. He has carefully planned the work
of the school."
"

"Teaching is on efficient lines and the Headmaster
has secured the willing cooperation of his assistants."

Review of the Divisional Inspector of schools on the same: - -

"It is pleasing to nbte that the iﬁstructional side of the
school is receiving satisfactory attention."

1945=46, "Organising and supervising work of the Headmaster
"The results in the $.S.L.C, Examination are good.
4 4 The school average is higher than tne"Presidency average in et
% all subjects and this is commendable.
o :

|
\
1
|
g ie satisfactory."
g
[
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Bn Review of the Divisional Inspector of schools on thne same:--

C : :
¢ It ig satidfactory to note that the results at the §.8.0:C.
dWxamination nave heen commendable."

Tl51 In view of the foregoing defects in the conduct of the
enquiry, of the fact that the evidences have not been properly.
enquired into and recorded and all findings were bhased =X merely
on unfounded suspicions and half-truths, I humbly fequest that
the Government may kindly be pleased to allow the appeal ana res=
tore me to my original status in the District Board service.

I beg to remain,

'7:7;“/3/(39_#*:7 your mos¥ obecient servant,
20 - 9' (f ,(7.Vn 24¢Q.¢Lﬂ»6{pzvrzh<7 ¢
T

05703/ d,%‘,l‘ 0(02 9-"\'«-6" Jbtlee /g/oq).e/tﬁkwé .

f1es

-
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““Board, Tiruppattur. 5. Mahazar

. anid

‘Roe 'A'9/2628745

- Order:-

‘of the ‘school (2)

pnclosures T& - .
;‘/\\ /

Proceedings of the Vice President, Ramnad District Board at Madur

:

e

; : Lt Ble L HENE-LS S, § g g WEN e o, B ;
" Present:--8ri Rao Sahadur K.V.Ramasundaran Fillai,Vice-Fresident,

in-cuarse.

Read the Tollowing:- 1. Petition cated 14-11-45 from Sornatnammal ;
Ex-waterwoman, N.M.Board Hi.h ‘Scrool, Tiruppatiun. 2. ReNont R SOLT .
591-45dated 12-12-45 from the Headmaster N.h.30ard Hioh School,
Tiruppattur., ~3. Complaint dated 30-12-45 from R.Arokkiasami,peon
N.¥M.Board Hich School, Tiruppattur. 4. Records of enguiry held on
30=1-46 of Rao Sahib A.RamachandaranPillai, Memher, Ramnad District |
: from the public of Tiruppattur dated |
©5-12-45." 6. Proceedifigs dated,18-2-46 framing charges against Sri |
S.V.Mahadeva Ssstri, Headmaster, NW.¥.Roard ‘High School, Tiruppattur |

€. Records of enquiry dated 15-5-46 conductad by the VicePresident
at ‘Pirruppatturs.- ] s il
" . ) v

Tated 15-9--46.

sornathammal ,

réie waterwoman of the K.N.Réard High School,
Tlruppaytur-pre#erred

a complaint on 14-11-45 that Sri S.V.daha-
obtained from ‘her acquittance4fmr,s € f0r her wages and psid a

lesser sum'and ‘also reported-tunat her-services were terminated by
the ‘Headmaster without proper reagons. Another -petition was re-

-deva Sastri-B.A.L.T. Headmaster N.¥.Roard Hi¢gh School ‘Tiruppattur

~ceived from'K.Arokkiasami peom of the above High School that the

Headmaster did mot' pay him®s 10-being the collectione macde from

the pupils as "present" to the school peons fpr Deepavali. A maba- |
.zar from the public of Tiruppattur dated 25-12-45 stating thet (1)
The Headmaster is not properly disbuwsing the wages-td. -the menials

iC that he is using the school furniture for private
Purposes in -his ‘house '(3) that he is utilising the services of the
school peon more for his private purpose -than for the school use 5
(4) that he‘ie not popular. ' : '
, These complaints were forwarded to Sri Rao Sahih A.Ramachandra |
Pillai, B.A.BR.L.,, Member Ramnad District Board Tiruppattur for con—f
ducting an enquiry on the above allegations and send hils fihgldwe"4
port -on the matter. Accordingly he made an enquiry and obtained
written statements from the persons concerned and forwarded them
to me with his following remarks:- ' :

“The allegations that he has not bheen paying the waterwoman |
properly, -that he has vtilieed one wucket, tnat ne nss Temovea. g
two beunches, vua® he has not paid rupees ten due to peon R.Arokkia-|
sami have all some substance in them ang thorough investigation ;
appears to be necessary.

a Head of any institution "
After perusing the detailed remarks of the above District _

Board Menber, charges were framed against Sri S.V.Mahadeva Sastri

Headmaster, N.M.Board High ‘School, Tiruppattur. The charges

-

|
|
i
|

]
&

I am satisfied that he is unfit to be

- framed against ‘him, his explanation and. the findings thereon are
- detailed belows - il ;

Charge No. ‘1. That he paid ‘s 3-2-6 to waterwoman Swarnathammal for |
supplying water for the month of October 1945 and got her thumb
impession for Rs 8 and that he paid the balance to some.other water
woman without obtaining her signature or thump impression. |
Explanation. That he is not guilty of appropriating any amount to
himgelf. When the waterwommmn suddenly stopped the supply of water
another had to be engaged for the rest of the month. TFor purposes
of audit, an acquittance from a single individual was obtained anc
the amount was paid to both in proportion th the work done.
Findings:- The explanation -of the Headmaster is not accaptable.

The proper proceedure is that he should have got the acquittance
from each individual for the amounts due to them and disbursements
made to them accordingly, The statement of the Headmaster that ke
paid the balance amount of s 4-13-6 (8—0-0—-5-2-6} %0 another WOoman
in' the ghsence of proper.acqulﬁtance is highly suspicious and the
charge is proved. :
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g ﬁfﬂcinhs:— Hig explanation for not ehtaining .h

s & e approval of the |
: Warge K- 2. That he has obgained acquittance from?Irulay%e for « “y Fresident for the appoitment and termination of services of menial |
Q‘ZT? = ;upplying water in November 1945 while he paid tiae wages , " F.staff is not satisfactory. This ought to have been cone only wih |
P ?ge fogiowsg_- Bramin waterwoman 1-0-0 TR : £ the approval of the Bresident Diﬁtrict EQ&?d'v, E bl B
= i Irulayee 1-12-0 A ' ~ e Charde No.4. That he sold one hackbench in auction on 12-1U-45
; Muthathal alias Thappakattai U-4-0 ¥ for s 6-€-U to one K,Karuooiah and corrsctec the number in the
Sornathammal = = ' 2-1-6 (. to be paid) " sale lisy as three and took the two benches to his house..
; : YA ' W Wt e 1 Bxplanation:- . That this and the next charge are unfounded charss
B B T A AR i Thie woTk of repabring the broken articles of furniture was SUperxx
i L : o W R R o mmmm vised by lessrs. K.5.Sivasubbu Fillai and R.L.Ramaswaml_Ayyﬁr, J
oL ‘The pay due to Sornathammal has neither heen paid to_her till now teachers and only with their help auction of t??nu?snglciﬁﬁig o s
R cxdal oy it.has been remitted in the Treasury. Deductlgg wialali 3, pne articles was.conaugteo. .It 1s‘ials§.tg say that he 145 %h; o ie
‘ y o080 Jmount actlhally paid comes to ’s 3-0-0 while he obtained acquittancg . home any articles pf furnlture_le%onglng to the school.
| 2T eor s 8-0-0..for November 1943, . : ‘ LA ; tgacpers mentioned may he enquired. ‘ : O
f ' v L mxplanation: That here also the sameaproceedure as 1n=charge Wiomhs : Flnd}ngszr The %1ddef says tht he took on}y one hactﬁe SR
I aftioen %as followeda Three or four women supplied water during that \ auction and not thregﬂas ngte? {n{the sale. list.  In the o
k month and the amount was diwided among them, dthough acquittancé . the Headmaster says that the backbenches are condemned oneinin? o
* was obtained from only one. The whole itrouhle started because of % areuparpg of benches. ;f that be the case there 1is no gi&to iave
| | “ " “ihe unsatisfactoty nature of the work done hy Sornmathammal. In noting in the sale list as 3 henshes auctioned. He ogg e Rohes |
K the previous month she sudcenly stopped the supply and he had to Y mgntlgned 1n;the sale records abouﬁ tk{e%oo’ndltlon;‘oféle.articulaB
| ' ‘engage another.,_ Since she begged, he gppointed her again but . s0ld in auction as one bundle of 3 backberichss and full p
- il - - 2

‘again her work was not satisfactory and’uence she had to be com-

should hsve been given in the ‘sale list and in the sale notice.
L-" " "pletely stopped. At this stage she began to scandalise him and t

" Pris he has not done. No motive has been suggested against the

4 ¥ ; R < : s A 3 el ‘ 5 acaine ; = A A There
. - threaten him zlso. She refused to receive the.same even at the = ,E?%le Pprchaser to.afpo?e ialgely Reeinst s Hlondmas o hack-
! e M “ " fime of enquiry by Sri Rao Sahib A.Remachandran Fillai, though e is no_reason to disbelieve his sgtatement that he took one ba
g < "'she‘adgi;tgd at {ﬁe cross-examingtion that it was .the énly a;ount \TE bench only in auction. The. correction made in the sale llgt
it | Y ' due to her. He can only say taat the whole amount nas been paic . Gated 17-10-45 against item 7 is also highly suspicious. ~—Ia¢
' P e i F e Pent women ~that . aid the workvand noipie has been ; conguct of the Headmaster is mot free from coubt. The statemsis
- 'i;twkeﬁ?ky‘hinl Sy e e B daToNid TR & IR ' ‘of the sale purchaser is more entitled to weight and so the eXPiaf
a ) . : : ok M SSETVIVERET 1 B I LAy : ¥ A LS L :
JOLE AR SR =S ; sallr ok 5 Tl 5 2 : ‘ .is not satisfactory. Further the wiole
3 C Findingss - The Headmaster has . not given.detailed particulsrs ¢ Ln%?;on 9f the ﬂ?%d%aﬁper . ‘ BT 2 J 3 o toiman
N i i g1 ' ad made to the several.individua: thing came to light only from the complaint of the night watct .
TN about the disbursement he had made € several . individuals A i B 1Y Py 3 biah Pillad S the
J Sk S - 1 e s tat nt.. ... From the ohs . . The neighbour tb the school Subblah Pillai also corroborates
L e e e R P Sortll ans, made #. statement of the night watchman that he took 2 backbanches to the |
i only the vagaries of the‘ngdmas@eT'a_§¢Clsc osed ., The wages S 7 Headmaster's House. Though the assistant of the” schoel deposes
. for the smervices rendered (water supplier to the school ) are | {50 el S1id _ g [r X L1
8 g R Fimd AL ES Hel: : \ in favour of the Headmaster that one bundle of broken furniture '
B - oo olaimed Jonly at: the send of Juoe e e o iy i lloe A i e sold in auction there is no motive for the sale purchaser and |
T -t proper for-the menlalswforathelam0iio ZflUﬂﬁu% C%&:LJJTMG Head “bled t1s0 the nightwatchman of the school te say that the former pur-
- |1 Amaster has mot, ohsexved the xules pi %hd<y"ﬂx cciaimed a lump © . 7 Chased only one bBackbench and latter saw 2 backbenches were taken i
b 8 . sum (the whole sanctioned amount for the  purpose at his will) and f6 the-Headmastér's house.’ | A |
| ) 33 ‘z' 1 1 ! o , P i -SJ ) 1 M) o ISR " Y s § ol & v'u» 300 ; .’~ i [ = > ;
:'@ 21, el sbursed tﬂeh&WOUﬂi at ranpomtwnaygtiilézgf?ne'qg%anpe for hig Cu S L rigrore weight should be given to' the words of the two pérsons who |
| T ) ! “ I ) g TG il elle ‘ 1 | froia eve g [iE=l | o Aip £ - 1 £ 2 L Ak ey < :
" PR, e Clednl, sipwa._uex; ééio'c v :HA?CIifer“LC 5 vodt Sly3ye'Hd connection' with’ the-school than' that of the &fssistant who ,
A ISDACTRIAG NS FLEe 0 Basq A ‘%rb P 0 OBEATAI M ¥ x i a direct subordinate to the Headmaster.'!! From the above I hold * |
claiming hisher sum from the. Boawrd than. for the amount, which ig et rd e d bR e Ch@rge\io'prbved”““ Yo R - Y , : 5
: & ' s i : Regarding the ms 3. e BT A Doy Sl w FRTRTT e : >
- o “i?uﬁilﬁ ngcfo€ktn§eyeﬁy1%es,iq&dgg%ﬂ?ivgﬁEQggpiu% bhe misappro- “0 longtge’ Ro.b:i- 'That he purchased 2 buckets' for 5 2-14-0 and sup- {
) & (Y o o= 3 3 - as i3 = I8 £ -0 & ar 4 : 5 g - - = X ) Y : L = {
| i ?ﬁlantofna cigcelie n?inziteéﬁt;ined‘":Paratg id:e'z%l?-ior‘tue plied ome bucket to the school and took the other o his HOUSS. B
' ; N %'g g vja'ﬂfi~ it‘i;azlerr tiﬁg tné ;;arje ica %Ql,Aa¥°e$ for ‘"8 He corrected the entry 2 entered against the item}bﬂcga$mln t“b. f
‘ P e A A P B e LEVd TV RS Sol R Mol oA L WBA LR | hin $ ' stock register as L udder hi= initials and shown 'the dissue entry
' ., dhat he did not keep .regular acquittance. fior the amounts dra eI g 2 i N i il Bl s SRABLIRL I8
et ¢ : v o o s o He Tyl s Tl :"a8 1" and ‘the balance nil, in ‘the contingent regis G ot
for thne payment of waces. . ; He has no husiness.in keeping the J { e IO R e ; : : 7 .
it Zarkl i RS : Tl TS e e o P 2 7 1§ X -t "““written 'that one hucket was purchased. ] - ! : o 5]
. unclspureged umount>foq mozeutuﬁnLtwo monﬂngﬂoue‘tp‘bornatuammal O dG esad nat. fas T S e bthhe'then‘SCHOOL clliex o
! (paid on. 26~-1-46), . Furtner mne-lhag appointed,menials, ati hisg will ; ﬁxi<§nﬁ T H‘lzrzfa 7 H§ eﬁoved>tne lotal member the correction y
|l . et ; : T S : S ' AT . o : J o ’ : Loy
and pleasure without obtaining proper approval of this office, --1;""137’ Lcenrmm-qei lu%h?r' hénawritine (tue word one in the handwritig
i oiensThie snowe hie nefarious belaviour towards the handling of the i : \%Otmud»e wknrm{i;%- ;::i'red off)'- if the office copy of the Contin_en
ond -pubddc money.entrugted; te himanc his, illegal actiéﬁ'iﬁ{appointinu R HRE 0"1-pe Cl:;- antﬁ' ""In the fair copy of the-contingent hill
, T Gy mendals without the;approvad of. the, eompetent; authordtysn ! ‘&;iéhfggy‘ﬁg found‘in the Distriet Poard Office,’two'may be found
b : ,1-3The ahoye | twe chargee {re'pr?vegggnd'tneihegdm&stay is guilty 010 8 Ly UG R 9 Luckats were purchased and both were issued for use
o e ofn e charges  pf (LJ Sengings &y izmproper Clﬁam Qn_cogﬁipgent items "“L“Tné‘clerk'made an error in entering it as 1. Suhsequently on
f v vithan what ies sctually due {&d- misappropriating thei balefice amount ' ‘%eing pointed out by him, he corrected the 1 as 2 in the stogx
deft, after dishursement for hie own use (3§ thatrheidoes not repister also. 'The statement that he corngted the 2 as I is
4 observe rhleg: for claimes and disbursementss - 7L . : lwrong, oo The office cbpy of the contln%eyt Hillmay be-verified
‘ o T ; £ the dersiins 4 ; . ‘which at: : i el %
, Lharge, Ne. .o That he has not)got tne'apprOVyl,cf the gndersigned = _ again to see which statement is QOTTui ‘ . s ‘
/ ”fﬁm the rem }Ll f‘w_qrfatqgr5&l V;tprwoymﬂ and forsappointing - ¥indingss = The school ‘clerk corroborates thatt of 'the explansa- \
: ‘ jy*i i el “Ol'°“°““ FECERM fu PEIE SN R R et - fion of the:Headmaster. He should have taken care ‘of *thegeorrect
) M-S ECGdl DEL 1 Pt AL : : § i e 5L ents The District Board Memrer verified the stock and Tound
" S = ey SR B = Lo AR i mn wea L arigr pa il entry . The Distrie Y O&Y REmnHel J A8 AR T K anG C )
} - ﬂgﬁglanatluﬂ;- Part time aPPantm°nLJllhe‘iw*efei.““bgv“biiiL~QL ‘ onlyyone new bucket in’the sehbol whé8reas the Headwaster plurcuased 4
g SRR B : . [ - e 2 e ) - - e Hescdimagtar a&Lwa) > . "l Fellny 4 ; 3 T e T 1 {
i  from contingencies have,heen mage pnly: by shne o '“ﬁ,4°1r 'qéZ« 9'new buckets. ' From thetabove verification of the District Somrd
i - : St e dpd 2t Kamuthi BEigh:Scho Hlsoy whille $ ¢ k B ; S TN . . 5
LSRR o1t mae, the- practice obtaining at Kemuthi High School Hiso, Wh.-8 Yember Sri Rao’ Sahib A Bamaghandran TFillai snd the statement of te '
I g from: 1 1983% teo June 194€ In tae Firuppattul : AN Y b o e [P : i) ‘g : L |
her was there: Inom: o uUne | Lvo: il e O S s e - Aan e : neon Sankarazn that the Hesdmsster took one of the new huckets o+ |
, % “ £ > 2 0 o A - ,ct t ime 1in “LLJZiU Lv-.,Ol'l u:;flbﬂa,.‘ an 8, g - oe AGHNESLeY 'v‘\)i‘. one ‘gl R QUERELE 1 UX i
" Hizh School he appointed one Bairavan for ghie Iirs S el < 1 w s nea in his hou=e it ie Slear that Lhe Deadnastde has e, q
thgﬁ Manilkkenls (tne present watchman, and wuen'he Was ;ppplnteg _‘5 _-di? 1§Hf1@ uuu9; 1L 48 %*cﬁl that MQ BEAUNRB LAY LAE Iile - |
‘ s watehman on hig recommencation, this Sornathammsal anc'la§tly 0 riated the school property.
! Irulayes I8 no oase Was Ghe @xes Gert e ?Pprovﬁl.OBEalne“‘ti e, Np,6:= That he keph s 10 duerto peod W.Arokkiasami,
S S RN & 0T irg 2 1e work 1= done satis- ¢ A Sl gt L i L A e B L o B U
Hesdtmastexr 18 fespon°1b1? for seeing that F ? é ents not of a per- 3 scuu&i; heln. the-cgollectione made 1TOWM: Wlid papids LQY
| faetorily anc payment made, These sre gppointm B A C L -
i’ mpnent, NBLREEL. oy TR el R " ‘



“Uamount 1f it ‘id mot found out and guestioned.

L el . A Saue
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by 4
\g// wo~4. R - i \:b
: / e g ar, 5 o/ r\‘
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I ¢ I 28-12-45 and Nanded over the ; e T R S ) . TN g sl He has
Dedpavali t1Lllius=ko-40 ‘& Ll a over 1€ amount UO0 tihe s¢Out | T LA 7 S sl T a severe warnlige. ng nas
assgci;tion only after the peon 'spread the news about his,ngn_ Sy gﬁd slaborate engui¥ies and gave him & §
peyment of the share. (40 : '

Txplanation: = *

Fo sum was dué 'to’ peon: Arokkissami =s such. * It
collection mmde By '‘the lass monitors on *his sutheority and
net had the ‘discretion to distribute it as He ‘thought ‘proper.
gince in his ‘opinion Arokkiassgmi® did not deserve any gift he did
netgive it to him. '_Tut he told him that if ke ‘sHewed: better be-
haviour, ne would consicder nis case. But- by the 2bth' DEcember

he had ‘hecome worse and was getually under 'suspefisiond” “ 5o he
paid the“amount ‘to the scoutmaster 'to ‘use it for' the purpose of
scouting. e T g * M S P Ay PR oy
Findings:- Thisg is a" petty matter and the Headmaster ougiit Zm not
To have interfered, Him action iIs very mean and guestionable

and proves how ‘fle ‘is 'a misfit &o hold" a pest fro ﬁeadm?stér. Xes
Pesides interdering in the peomwls'  affairs he hias kept' the amount
111 25~12-45 which ‘tencs t0, tue idea of misappropriating the amon

P g GEalrs: Ihis" cugree hag
slso been proyved sgaingt him. AT

“:“Mgonarvie No.7:- "That he placed the pebn R.Arokkiasatii’ Uhder suspens-

_ 4is; BEHOOT peons
", from seryvice

I

Bxplanation: - Ever sihceﬂA;oKKiakénﬁ.qunégjas,béqnginfthe schod
' his behaviour was not satisfactory. He represented ‘to” the secres,
tary =nd superintendent of-%“é‘ﬁiatrigt'EpgpdTOffiCe,fﬁdthjin per-
son and in hig demi official letter to kindly transfer him. Afte
wards he wrote a formal complaint also.’ ' The, immediate’ 'Gatise fop

_suspension was hisg refusal to receive his niemo asking him to ex-

not, know what elge to do since he could™hot exact any 'Work from ki
nim.  He immediately reported the fact to the Tresidentialsp, I1f
.bis action is wrong he begs Lo be excused for the=sane. 'l
Findings:- The Headmaster took the law in his hawk to' order s
and menials as he liked. _He 8t0hped the wat

i . gkl pEESY, LIS Watlerwoman
and appointed new ones, withoul my permission.”

Ve

excused. This clearly shows his impudent behavi
utter ignorance of rules and regulations.

proved against him, o)y 1 : nE y

Charge No.8 That he is not issuing kerosene to the night watchman
properly.and utilising the kerosene purchased for the school yge
in his house, * T TR
Explanation:- This is:
Register in the school

LEMir 1ty e
beldaviour exnibits nis
.50 thie charge is also

an absolutely false staement an

d the 1 .
will .prove this. 03 ssue

———

" rough handling hy them pupils wnile he was 1n H1S

( F LT ) 1 1 = rood &
21so recorded that nis worhngs.f.g.q an& f?n?fifrls nesezoi;tggo
has proved himself quite unxlt_to be a ngéom@,’:_. 4 uand e
this warning he had troublesz1th the pup}Ls,aya?ep g 9r’eg b

| snd behaved with them in such a tactless manner Mﬂl?u.:lu L
| office room itsd&
biselfil Bven after these inc%aents and af@er”?ont}ngoqi wgiglyz by
"the public of the place ne dld'ﬂot mend_nlg.y¢y§‘¢najlveg} li
only‘a slur on the management 1if novaot}og.l; tﬂﬁe?‘0r3u }caj'y
azainst the impudent rehavioury of this 1n91v1du~} who 1s nolglng 2
Abfesponsi*le post which requires tact and c§pn01ty for managemen
and the guiding factor to QIivg The 1nst}§ut}on to an e§f1c1§nteom
one which are all lacking in him. 3 Co§s1a§r1ngﬁall ?h?SE-pOIHtf 1
T am strongly of opinion that Sri o.y.;ahaCSVa Sastri 1is 1ncqpaolv
lof managing the institution wnenwne has not got The cooperatloq

of the staff, pupils, parents anc yub%lc. I can say tn%E ae is
£it to be an assistant snd not as Headmaster of any institution.

g0 I recommend that ne may be reverted as an assistant €0 wokk
e 8411 J v B - T () o dtE oS i ler Headmaster,
3 . sion witnolUt thne orders’ of the President, District Board. UIEGESTELLC RO

On perusing the materials and records

placed before me 1
record my findings on the akfove ehariess-

XREET

1 have heen receiving complaints both from the Fublie anc

members of the Board apout the henaviour of Mr. S.V.Mahadeva Sasth
j [ 4 : Sard - i ts and mempers of the staff and the
JIE SeUi T L L " e I A e W s i ST B0 VO R { ORI R A RN T, T towards the menials, studentcs s ! A :
: gl¢1n\@1§ andeF' ,W?e§.h? founﬁ tp‘F\hé TriT iQFuoordlﬁate and m sabldc at large. The culminated points reached when written com-
impertinent and in, K addition refused to receive-a memo als0, he dig pub BT

plaints about the 11l egal L‘,Tftific:;-,ti?n 1*ecsiv1§:d j-E‘rOm the 'g’lenials
tuat payment to the menials and the mlsapproprlatloq Qf school
.rticles etc. which necessitated me to depute th? Vice President b
to inguire into the charges. I find from the oasegvatlon of the
Vice President that the charges are all proved and Mr. Nahadeva S#
Sastri hes proved himself to be an undesirable man to hold the

in ! o s Headmaster which requires tact and driving capacity.
155 R 13 ] £ TSR @Y Y & RN O T L i .ost Df g Headmasuver Y rcq res &, anc £ ’
., thig cese ne nas suspenced the school. peom i \?°§§l§§aml,Wlth0Ut | ﬁa has no winning manners to assure the confidenve of the public.
» the previous spproval. Here also the H¢§cma§te LOE2 N0t accept x 1% R e V1o Drodihaied s
the charge wholly and saystnat if his action, is § :

no hesgi-
tetion to record here about the utter incapacity anc tactlessness
6f Mr.S.V.Mahadeva Sastri. Hence I herehy order that bri S5.V.
Mshadevs Sastri is reverted ss an Assistant of a Hign bchoo+ ;n
this Roard from the date of thés order. Separate orders will
issue about hisg posting as an assistant.

Mra L5 A
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-rf-s,d\r T
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(8d) S.Arthur.
Findings:- Though the Headmaster says that he'is"miintaiﬁin Bar Vioae B ; : o, P
< : o 1 ¢ ) P 1 g JHNarsg -
proper account for the kerosene purchased there bs no nécesgﬁt; j For Vice Fresident 1in charg
for the school peon to complain against the Heacmaster of tp & . it 5k ]
school if his dealings witi them were proper. 80 I suspect the TofEx 5.V Mahadeve Sustrl, Headmasters H,S-Bosrc (THBE e
o e S 3 - : ",}‘ 1 ! & L allils I Ldoe 4 »
senuineness of his statgmenp and Lig dealing with them which hag A an mae o oten. N .M.Poard High School, Tiruppattur, Ramnad
given room for petty and frivolous complaints. From the ¢hares PSR L aSTHB LIRS S eiiienel Officar, |RRIIRaY
enumerated above and from the explanation, the Vice President, x Copy to the District Rducationa B ‘ a
Ramnad District Board after due enquiry has observed as follows:- ,
"I1find the Headmaster guilty of the charges of misappropriation
and mismanagement of the public momey and the articles of furni-,
| ture entrusted to nis care., IHis behaviour towards the menials
" ig very mean, questionable and proves beyond doubt that he is a D
misfit to hold a respomsible post as a head of am institution. I& ‘

He has suspended one of the peons and appointed waterwoman as le g =
pleased without the orders of the superiors without observing the !
deliles on the subject. Further as a Headmaster, ne OUéHF to‘uaye | y
Won the good opinion of the pupils, parents and the public of the
locality. Contrary to this he! has incurred the displeaguge of OoE
-one and all of them: The pupils, and the puhliec of the place have
logt their confidence in him ang I agree with their views that.he
ie not getting on well there, “The same state of affairs conti- -
\ nued ever since he was appoinfed ms Headmaster from 17-6-40y Any
\ amount of warning is of no avail.  The previous FPresident Sri
‘S Jayaram Reddiar Babe fRuma nlﬂ;apd observed tmctless and his

5work,uns&tisfa°t°r? on gimg}ar‘pgpplm;nts, Hﬁfméﬁg ﬁ%%&%%Q65

and.
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Inclosure Il.llfi,”jzi:> :

Fy. L;ngy ndum of the I'resident, Digtrict Board Ramnad at Madura. e
' . ! N < e iy & ~'Raja Sri R. Shanmuga Rajesward SethupathihrW.i.4.,
R L <l ] ¥ A W ‘ “,‘\j._hoc A 9/26237/45 Dated “14-6-46%

» &y : ' ‘ 5 : Thesfollowing trahsfers ‘aré ordered on public groundss—

b _ 5 i 1. Sri 8.V .MNahadeva Sastri, B.A.W,T.» Headmaster, N. . Board
High School, Tiruppattur to he the Headmaster, R.S.Boavd High
School, Faramakudb. :

2. Bri K.Krishnan Nair, B.A.L T., Heazdmaster, R.S.Eoard High
¥ 2 _ . School, Paramakudi to he the Hesdmaster, N.W.Foard High School,
i ; . | Tiruppattur. .

: ! No. 1 to move first after handing over charge to the first
agssistant.

{(sd.) S. Arthur,
For President.

b & B mm e e e e St

Eneclesuxre CITT,

D.0, letter to the Secretary, District Board Office, Rsrnad.

S.V.Mahadeva Sastri, R.A.L.T., Tizuppattur,
i Headmaster,
ot [0 e i \ : : N.M.Board High School, Dated: 14-11-45.
Sir, ; $
Sub:i- Peon Arokkiassmi--work and conduct ungsatisfactory--
fact reported--transfer reguested.

| b b e “Jt‘ , ' I regret to reportmthat peon Arokkiasami (recently posted
: PP, ST g ' iy 8 } here from Kanaduksthsn Women & Ghildeen's Hospital) does not
: S : _ > work properly and is disobedient also.
‘o » , ‘
LS e L) He does not go to school im the morning and superwise the

! i N . work of cleaning the premises, latrines etc., when nis turn comes

A ~ ; L™ in, alternate weeks. ' |
- ) 5 )
L He rings the bells at odd times and dislocates the work of
o 1 T ‘ SR - ' f all classes (at 11-10 asm. instead of at 11-30 a.m., at 2-50 p.m.
instead of at 3-10 p.m. #nd so onj4 Every time he pleacds' ignoxrs
rance though he is really careless and negligent. . v
Since he has not furnished security, I cannot send him to tie
o | sub.treasury for remittance (unless the amount is very small) and ‘
f encashment of cheques, ' Y

\

He wants all privileges like masters. He refuses to go to ,ﬂ
school on holidays thugh the clerk, teachers and myself go there
to do any urgent work.

Of late, there is a complaint that hooks, pencils, pens etc.
“left inadvertently in classrooms in the evenipgs by puplls_anq
masters are found missing. There is @ suspicion that he is res-
ponsible for the loss of these articles. v
' ! ) » R e
Hence I request that he may be transferred immediately. 1
1 Y . yours sincerely,
- I (sdy S.V.Mshadeva Sagtri.
¥ 14--11-=45.

i
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[ ' A 1 LA, % A _Loca{) Adpiniatration Department Received Registered
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¥ (fm {Name) To ; | & /
, : Raja Sri R, ®Phanruga Rajeswara s B gy

‘ ol o | el B Dealgnatxon Sethupathi M.L.A., The Secretary to Goverament,
FENR FL i S R G SO : : Precsident, . ¥ 1 g ] \
{ . Station pamnad District Board at Education & Public Health Depart- %

Madura,. Sttt o ment,
& M T L - £ . 4 S M a d r ass.

Eppan s No, R0G..4h. 2780807240 dated mmlOmmmrsms194 64

Appeal - Sri S, V. Wa .LudeVu\SQStI'V u..L L.T. ageinst
he orders of reversion as an assistant from Head-

. fa ster ship- {)z, "8 OW\‘L

-BLv !
LG LTaRN,
2 9 00T 1048 )

Fwe T %é{\ W:Lth the appeal petltlon of Sri S5.V. Mahadeva Sasty-.
BedeL . T @eing’ 2 orders of his reversion from the post of Head- pEsSt e
b WS l{)’ of a High school to that of an assistant with-the following remarks in
3 addition to the findinzs observed by me in my proceedings Roc 4 9- 26237 -

14U b dated 1-9-46.

@ 3(a) Sri S.V. liahadeva Sastri B.4.L.T., while submifting hig €Xpl;
nation to the charges framed ag,alblst him, desired an oral enguiry %o e
held and to be heard in-person,:-He did 1ot ask for copies ofsall state-
ments and - so they weee nok. mmlshed All records connected with che
char:es wer@ also made guailable at the time of enu_uiry but he did net &s -
for then. @‘ 133>

3(b) L\Iotlcé’g for the enquiry to be oououcﬁed by the Vice-pres

'@( © on 28-4-46 werc le&gg on 17-4-46, -The above enquiry had to be postp

BN, R

WS owing to Rama Vilas Strike and the Head-master was ‘also miormed

\\_Vure about thes admu rnament of the enquiry. Another date for the enqw ".‘,

) held m>15-5-46 was intiMated on 14-5-46 by wire. He-had not raised anyy

¢ objection at the time of “the enquiry abaut the shorter notice nor did be

say that that two individuals mentioned now in his application are impori :‘4

‘ ant factors in the caSe and that their evidence were important, This ig i
[~ s after ‘thought. But one ©of the witnesses connected with charge No. 4 T« 1«
@,‘50 ed to by him Sri M.S5. Sivastbbu Pillai was enquired-®into and his statc F

‘ , was recorded., As for peon Mrokiasami his statements wers obtained i

& : L o (,and the charzes No. 6 and ‘?"wpre proved, In as much as intimation alz N
: : ’ ‘ \ . ” 4 g8 « s0 far back as -17-4-46 about the proposed enquiry, he aight to’have Jnt¥s
iy A : B il : 3 . _ ed to 1e about the individuals to be sxamined on his behalf o reb-eai- =k

S 1 ' | Ly ' ol =00 P‘ charzes. This he has failed but now he wants to teke a cloak under thig

ey ‘”ﬁ' l/zn

. plu.. A8 such his pless that the absence of '‘Sri K.R. Ramasami Iyer ang
peon Arokiasami at the time of enquiry will not in anyway abgolve him p. K
' e ooF o 5 s : * the charzes, -
: : | 3(c) At the regular enguiry conducted by the Vice-president almogy
the persons concerncd were examined in the presence of the petitioner
their statements were also recorded. - He ought to have raised objectic, §
A -‘ : the time-of ‘the enquiry about the maauer and Léde of tﬂt, enguiry coad; h
- What he says cannot be relied on and this is only an afterthought to :
the char ef.
(d) His plea that he was not given time £© put in a Turther writ -
: , " statement of his defence 1is a deliberate lJe- In the enfuiry conduct e
g -asm e e 1 CRE : L @ % vefore the Vice-president his sta ytement was aflso-recofded and he has
F ; _ : o that he hag™Mothing to add regarding tyaer points what he has explai
, | i before.: * - 4 . R o
g i : : % (é) Hig argument that he was sanctioned &n increment and sthat he
. : : %'@WQ transferred on publlc grounds will nct in any way @ffect the charzes

g

prove that he is free from the charges. His plea that the mcrement
sanctioned recognising his meritorious werk cannot stand to reason by \1.-,
the accmued increment was sanctioned as a matter of routine for the
e : of duty’ pu’q in by him and the charges were only pending enquiry o 3
F L - score the ihcrement cani.ot be stopped. Further whebher | e ig LTE
p i on publi_c g;rouz‘lils or i complaing, he is entitled %0 x.-:\wumk;. allew
: unlegs the transier 1is on reyuast. 2

4, Tron the preliulinary
ernamdran B3 ‘,,. -».;v,‘i )

NS |

L\" SN 'J

& . ‘\u:.\ kl _J_\; ¢ \r.l\\»_k\:LC‘[, ec‘ bx q-ri Koo S8 .LL

e 1‘9,;,. &0y UlSU-‘- lCT) 5 l.]1LL 280 bkj:‘;’ LC &
gonducted by the Viece-president it is; olear that all Bhe chaps e
beyond doubb, :
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. ] Hiswplea that®he has not been given any instructions before, | - 3 lo ,l B
that my appreval is necessary in the matier of appointment and terminat- : e e @ o} -t w -/Sf O /3»/{,{
ion of gervicgs of menials paid from' cabtingencies in the schogl is not ! ; = 2 4 @\7:1
cornect. But’J_S.}liS duty to ovsain the same in as much as he has neitie L charse NO.*77:% 5 o 0N

1k been delegated withpowers nor he is the ‘appointing authority. ol = 3 \

-

A

: - - ] S T ] while ' af 35 e

, the charse against him for not obtaining the approval for the berminat- 'y His statement that no action was taken on his complaings

was, penging disposal, e had the boldness t0 termingbe big dervices of amainst the peon, he was akked to frame charges and obtain and Subrjy
sweeper and appointed a ubstitute without getting any appréval sul &

L3 & -

T 13 : : . Isequ- 5 the explanation of the peon., Gontrary to the orders }ssued and “’vut =
ently, This will clearly prove hig arragant attitude to disregard the - out awaiting orders, he placed the peon under suspension from 1~ "15’3‘«15
rules and disobey the orders of his superiors though the irregularity The complaintsireceived from him wers farwarded to Sri Rab Sahib
wag tomec gl opeRp ot el outgt oL : : A. Ramachandran Pillail member Ramnad District Board for enquiry ahg
% : As.for vguchers Tor the payment of wages to the menials paid & OI:l reeeipt of his remarks from the above\‘me_mbcr, the peon was btrans p_
\ ) ai.q Lf?OIﬂ COﬂtlIlge_ﬂClt_’a?, ne gave o statement before the Vice-president at the. erred, His statement that no action was taken till the peon was &
7.7 P time of enquiry that he paid  the amount to oné. individual only for the transferrved, is not correct. N :
whele agiount though the amount is due to different individuals Who v g - * o f__\,‘ Z
during the period. 'But in iis explamation dated 11-544, ho o o e ' = .

i . ; 3 "he b o No, 8:=
-~ he palid the wages in proportion to the work dome by the I’lelliufzJS }ghzfl : @\QULV Cha rge N
,gﬁlb his statements are coatradictory and suspicious SR 2 O &

: and his irresular gof - If the Head-master had issued kerosene properly then, there
in-payment paved the way for the temporary misap T2 S T action

e T e J Misappropriation and fop . would have been no cauplaint at all,
w ar 1 o 3 A R
gfo;ktagmaggagzifg g?{iggtg.ﬂ_g?gfl,tgis'g?fgiv;g;;gszigg-rb?tﬂr}-13610 Sahib " From the findings observed in Ny proceedinss s 9-26287-45
seen that the Head-master himself made payments to diﬁ«ér Will be olearly @ [')S"‘Séited 1-9-46 and from the above remsrks it will be seet®thit all the
and not to cme dadividual for payment 0 others who dig tint sk duai o \ charzes azainst him are proved., Though he was been informed tHat
for thé month, Q. the details furaished by the above m\?bs-dm? work mirg approval for the appointment and termination of services .of meniai .
made to watendas 10r November 45 comes t0 s, 5-1-8 as 019@ el_‘,‘,‘pa.yments J p;,iidL from contingenciecs is necessary, He terminated the services i
obhained acquittance far ks, 8[— and thereby misappropriatfows Witile he of the sweeper subsequently. This will clearly show his arrogXent
fse 2-14-f. T el vk “¥ERE &sum of atbtitulle. Further he has no winning manners ‘to assure the coniide; .
. ‘ ol Pl e Wiy ; of the public. @Gemplaints have Deen received from the public and L3
1. Brahin Waterwoman se 1= 0-0 ' members of the€lBoapd about the dehaviour-efiwri S. V. lMahadeva Sastr:
. 8. Irulayee 1-12-0 . g ' Y . B.A.L.T., btowards'®he renials, students and fiehber -of the staff and
dulluthathal alias Thappa . public at large. As observed by the Vice-president)and from uy
; i katian O £-0, ' : . Findings, in proceedings dated 1-9-46, it will be clearly seen that he |
4, Soraathanmal 2= 1=6 ( paid: on 28-1-46 'j ig tactlesssend thoroughly unfit \go hold a resronsible post and his ’i
AR e ’ ] -“;-E—é-T o) appeal petition dessrves no consi &tion and, it nay kindly be reje ci,
HS. = A ] y 7 -
R L s e et Mo e Bk 8 e ®nsey
¥ dd %‘gggiﬁstﬁgj?g?gnég a paltry sum yet the fact of Llisapprblsoriatigg | ‘I forward Herqwith the following records for perusals
= ; ok o ~ ) ‘ l. D, VYig 238175-41 ( pages 54 + 4 ) u
M et oI R Bt (o e
, A LR S L O ) g o Palts of bencheg gy alle e - o kom FouehcrsyTor the months of October and Hoveide o
the petltloner, i 11 the articles sold in aucti leged by -l QﬁW' file ( A 9-26237-45 ¢ 186 Pages ) J .
of the benches then there wag no necessity 60 mentioy O are in w parts | & G ; ¥ , :
as three benches and the ' conditions of ‘the bencheg o2 IJ;Il»the sale list{ i . | 5
mentioned in the sale list., 'The night watchmen says Eht have been oY | , "
penches 5o the appellant's house and one Bubbis h Piﬁa-dt e t-ook two ot ' ng//f
Prom tle statement of the bidder, peon and subNiah piﬁ “1?-(? saw it, r l{"(‘t =
that he misapproporiated the school, property andwpee rdaé" 1% is clear . . ;
in the sale list- "@rded false statemenﬁﬁ |

- % : : IQ" " RS ' President,
% Cha rge No. 5%- The peon has given a statenm ‘

; ‘ R D . , A-19-1%, . 'Ramnad Distrigt Board at Kadura,

2 of tnE TeW Duckets purchased to the appellant's Lol %ﬁaﬁfﬁ_é?;"k e | &l % .

ﬁ'“_ old bucket. Sri Rao Sahid A, Kawschandran*Pillai B, @ o ‘pl)'i:ﬁi-% %?1 i " \Oy. :

k Board member who verified the buckets in‘the schocl Sys thas memo"i.‘g g : b T g B e |
1 only one neWwg bwaket in the school out of 2 buckets purchased, BTN % : . A e il : 2
!1 & ' L a s A o0

\ . M 1eD Charxge No, 6:- e placed peon Arokiasamy under suspensden from i - Ve i B e i el I

A, VJ-\} /}2—1”2145 and remitted £he share of Deepavali collection die toglz?imrti{ N =
it / the Seoud Master for the use of ¥ e

J j [ scouts only on 85+12-45, In as much as |
{ fKA the collect%gnf yoke made by the peons for Deepvali, he need not have 1
‘ , jnterfered with the digtribution of the amount a d xept it himeelf until
el ‘W 4 brouzht to the notice of the BT+ 5 L - /- ' :
Biyy-tit was o ; he authorities.| Furthier he handed over
& Ik tpe amount vO m-w.e,ulcoutmaste? only after the peon aspread bhe news o6f
4 ;1 o) payment of his share. This shows his low mentality. 1

®
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= APPEAL - SIi 3.V. Mahadeva Saswi forneii'iv Headmaster,
R B \ao l:t Don | % ? ’ g Board High School, Tirupa tuur - Dlo'bl‘le Board, Ramnad

against reduction as L.T. Assistant.

%‘V\n)ﬁwghm H&W w www\/\w h ; . % _ .

Subject.

(w WQLM.) : i 5 1 } . 95 | 3'\\; D m e

ExcLosURES.

oS MO S

No. : R.C. No, 10831 G1/46

Dated the..~om-A==1947 19

SpPare COpies------s--ceesemeumeoee 5

r~

(@eoig/%amow) Director of Public Instruction

- Jo She §ecze’fami to the Soveznment -of Oladzas,

IDUCATION & PUBLIC HZ ALTHﬁDopawmg%t
| § o

&U’ In resubmitting herewitih the papel‘s r‘eferred to me

for remarks with Government endorsement io. 65355 B.l/46-1

Edn.; dated 7th November 1946, I have the honour to state

llows ;= -

as fg.lfnc appellant, Sri 5.V. Mahadeva Salstri, B.A.L.T. ‘

was Tormerly the Headmaster of the Board High sehool, 4

4 ~ Tirupattur, under the District Board, Ramnaddé In bhis Pros {
dated 18-2-1946, the President, District Board, Ramnad, : t

frﬁneﬁ eight charges against him and after (,Ol"Idquln"" nn

O nb“ ‘gt.‘«y enqulrv jssued his Proceedings dated 1-9-1946 1*educ1ng
! sri 8.V. Mabhadeva sastri as L.T. Assistant. Against this

order of puni amenu, Sri S.V. Mahadeva Sasthi preferied
E his appeal dated 20-9- 1946 to Government, This appeal is

WSSTW

-
p—

in time and may be congidered.

o

3. CHARGE (i) This charge is only technical since the

@)‘QDL o T \“1@ appellant did not toke the acqulttance of the menials to i
. whom he had made payments. As it is not suggested that B . |

i

misappropriated any amount, no serious notice need be tak t

of this charge. ‘Q“i

(é\\' P’ ) CHARGE (ii) Apart from taking a single acquittanee |
A ey for payments made to 3 or 4 persons. the appellantg 3 ‘g
N (24 '-{1-3 n’\)_{ ,
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y - Subject,
APPE AL = SriSWVe Ma@adeva Sasﬁri, fbrmé}iy Headmaster,
Board High School, Tirupattur - District Board, Ramnad
against reduction as L.T. Assistant.
) ’ i
& . \ A A
l“ 8\ v /S ‘\ X
\ A=58
P,
ExNcLosUREs.
No. R.C. No 10831 GL/46
! : Stationll 2 A T 2 8 ,  Dated the e 19
pgte 00])[33 .....................
: From (Tame)r. S.R.U. Savoor, M.A., DeSc., T.Be8e, N 5
(@eoigmcs’ciow) Director of Public Ingtruction
- Jo Ihe Qecrelaray fo bhe Sovermment-of Mladeas, |
S |
TOUCATION & PUBLIC HEALTHYCPAT mm‘p{, }
. ; E ;:1 {?\J.(’ S \ }l
81:’/’ "‘ : |
In resubmitting herewith the papers referred to me

for remarks with Government endorsemnent o, 85335 B.l/46-1 |
Zdn.; dated 7th November 1946, I have the honour to sgtate -~
as follows - *

2. Tae appellant, Sri S.V. Mahadeva Sastri, B.A.L,T.
was formerly the Headmaster of the Bogrd High school,
Tirupattur under the Digtirdch Bon?dtmﬁmnngdag Io bis Prog
dated 18-2-1946, the President, District Board, Ramnag
Prafed eight charges against him and after conducting an

g enquiry issued his Proceedings dated 1-9-1946 reducing

! ari 8.V. Mahadeva Sastri as L.T. Asslstant. Against thie
order of punishment, Sri S.V. Mahadeva Sasthbi prefeiveq 4

, his appeal dated 80-9-1?46 to Government., This appegl is
in time and may be considered.

3. CHARGE (1) This charge is only technical since the |
appellant did not take the acquittance of the menials,td~ ¢
whom he had pade payments. As it is not suggested that A
misappropriated any amount, no serious notice need be;ht«fQ |
of this charge. Qg

CHARGE (ii) Apart from taking g
for payments made to 3 or 4 persons the

o
; !
single acquitty,

e
PPellantg has nod



/ FF
not explained elther in his written xmkxtEmsErk é;planatiod ortﬁ% t
~ the enquiry what ae did with the balance of Rs 2-14-6 as acc ding
%o his own statement for the amount paid was only Rs 5--1--6.
Hence there seems W be a case of misappropriation.
— b$ QNI e
CHARGE (iii) The appellant has stated that it was the usual
111 practice for Headmasters to appoint and remove menials according
1 " %o exigencies of service. Tbis statement of the appellant has not
p \&been disproved. This charge may therefore be ignored. . . "
Y CHARGEA(iv) and (v):- These cynrges relateX to the auction sale
of broken bencie and'alleged-losg of.a. bucket costing Rs 1-7-0. As
. regards. (iv) th appellant contends that the teacher who recorded
p»}*” +he auction sakes Wwas not present and his evidence taken. The entry
 4in the sale lilst shows nRenches (Back) 3" and auction was kno cked off
by K. Karuppan for Rs Ze=B8--0 and he has also signed in the list. The
auction took place in October 1945 and there was absolutely no reason
for him to have waited $ill 27-1-1946 to give a written statement to
the effect that he took only one back bench. The allegation against
correction of 1 into 3 does not seem to nave any basis.  If at all
one is inclided to think that there is any correction, the correction {
seens to be from 2N toNds -

B

AS regairds toe bucket the ex-clerx who made tae entiry confuses

that he made tae entry wrongly. The buckets (2) were received and
i gsued. wrom t he entry in the contingent register it 1s seen that
for Rs 2-14-0 only onc hucket was purchased but from the District
Poard Office Tile (R.0.C. No. 406/45) 1t 1s scen that sanction was
nsked Tor apd given for the-purchase of 2 puckets. Tron the entry
in the stock XERIELEX book, it is seen that the original entry in
yed ink of bucket purchased locally is 1 and this is corrected into
8. But, then the bakanee should be 1 and not nil, but this entry -
ailh is notb eorrespondingky atered, 1t may however be noted that
Lthe charge is that the Headmaster corrected the entry "2!" Yo Lhs
gtoek register ns one and the balance Nil. In the preliminary
-enquiry it was found that. one. bucket wae missing. Toe person o whom/
it wns issued should have been held responsible for the loss and '
questioned.af course the Headnmaster is responsible for the proper
maintenance of the registers and I agree with the view that the
registers were not properly maintained. The charge that 2 back
benches and 1 bucket were taken away by the appellant may not be
neld to be conclusively proved. :

! Apart from these there seems to be some force in what the -

'_appellant has stated regarding the enquiry. The enquiry which was

1 originally £ixed to take place in April 1946 was po stponed to May
1946 for reasons best known to the president, District Board.6n 14th
May 1946 notices were cent out by wire ete ﬁhat.the enquiry would
be held on 1540 May 1946 at 6 P.M. The burry witn which it was .

- conduected and conciuded vitiates the*enquiry,to a certain extent in
that ample ppportunity wag not aforded to the appellant to either

| cross examine peons or to defend himselfe

_ crARGE (vi) The conduct of the SBPSl SR EE T Lo this

0% g3 gtribution of Deepavali collections L8 irresponsible and irregular
W7hen the amount was sollected Sponsthe SLuden sl b, aigel fie
purpose, the maount should have been dif“glb%:edﬁg’ the peons. The
Headmaster had no¥ bt by Trom WA IERERE N ipy.one fles) o

: as toority to retdin the

e rnodd the amonat and he has 1o autuority to reteg S
ii;%?%fdhnnd. Tt was only after petitions wenb against the Head-
master that he handed over tne amount bo bhe gcout Committee. He had

i i ;7 unt in that manner.
no authority to disposeé of the NilO

CHARGE (vii) This charge ipdicates “nozEe{‘irregular action
of the appellant but his bonafies in the matter need not be ques--

tioned. The bad conducet of the peon has bgiﬂ ihown in_the many
reports sent by the Headmaster to the president, District Board.

Since

¥




i S5 [ APREAL.~. Mahadeva: Sastri, 8ri-S e — ~Ex-headmaster
‘,-f;!’l | | Ty ‘;J\'M"ﬁ-; ‘Boa rd Eégh School &rupit.taz;); Bifs_fi;tﬂaré J?nald = ‘.
{ ’ ;e ~ | 'B ol o S .1 ‘
: pol |
m Sri S.V. Mahadeva Sastri, dated the 20th September 146
ﬂo -\ From the President, District Board, Ramnad, Roc.AQ. 26237 /4
\ dated the 24th October 1946
Bl Fr m the Director of Public Instructlon, R.C.No.lOBS’!L-Gl/{é
W\ﬁr" Hee ~ dated the 2&rd March 1947. " -
PR A ke e . e
ORDER MS.NO. /U-D‘L' EDUGATLON, RN L T 1047,
- e - <
"T\e',,
Ex-headmaster, BOarQ
S
o SR e T Bourdly Barmaghl secotiD. 2é~21:°>'h7/4e datea
. the 1st September 1946 reduc:.ng him as L.T. Assmtar;{:— >
‘\II' .l . : ; : T Al om that date. The proceed_mgs arose out of certain /4
'E':' *.L‘.ﬁ : : - | i = e pet';;iors‘aig;{ﬁét the appellant received by the‘Pr-e,si:den,e;f <
:r‘: 5 i ‘ | R | el :j» B . | Charges 1 and _2h;'slgain.st“glf;ewa;ppellant should be—;i—e_wed ‘fﬂ
Yo' '.',,‘.,- AT ' | ‘ | i v . tog%her and they relate to the improper taking of a
‘i i | | i ghvs, R le acqulttance for payments made to two or thr
I o : | B O ‘ ’ The proper procedure ﬁ to obtain acquittances
i-r‘w T 'J ‘ | : g e s | each 1ndiv1dua1 for the amount due and disbursea 5o 1)1‘
l fr e
-
3
|
3 twu; ‘benches were taken to the appellant's house and *%\j
: 4 J : S 3! evidence of the peon, Sanakaran, heo—has. I

the appellant tookone of the two i . ]

in his house, the findings of bhe PI’eSlderlt

The appellant should not haye also ltpt the



B s

eepavali collections due to a peon and placed him under

previous orders of the President.

5wgension w1thout the
ma.bw‘ &

’?W < h &.AM.

:wgification to hm uphold the appeal.

Ska;hﬁakafkre i

%z, The appellant is referred to the President,

|

: : The A.P.I.
a1 o qu> — The' dhpellant by namee.
i (par =/ghree only) -
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The P.D.B., Ramnad

(with enclosures =
lQ' !Xl lgl Iulxy
1b!, 'p!' and two k
rcgistcrs) by regde

=

5 = postoe

s \
f O~ Education and P.H. Department 1&
I |
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