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V. Narsyans Rao,
Ex-Assistant,
Board High School
Us:llampatti o

o
ugh
- 1846 w :
«'the special officer,

A istrict Board,
; \”“""'/ " Maduras. .

The Sacretary,
Education & Public Haalth Department
Governmentsof Madras, Fort St. Georse, liadras.

The humble Rsv:lsien Appea.l of V. Narayaxaa Rao,
Ex-sssistant, Board High sSchool, Uailampa.tti en the

orders of the Director of Public Inspcnction,,nadrae .

’D180N008868'G10‘46 dated 19"11"46 re,jccting his

?:::;/%' original Appeal dated 9.10-46 to the DePeI. 22sinst the
‘[ L‘L _order of the President, 'Distrzlct Board, Madurs, D.Dis.

17101-45 dated <26-7-46.

[ =

2: ~The humble Petit ioner begs te submit that he h&q
sppealed to the D.Pel. liadras en 9-10-46 against the order
of bis dismi ssal by the p.D.-B.Madura. in his reference
D.Dis. 1721-45 dated 26-7-46, The i smissal Shied Yoms
gerved on the pPetitioner on 29-7-46 a.nd the Appeal was
submitted on 9-10-46 aftor a peﬁod O‘f 2 months ‘and 10 days.
. In Proceadings Wo.L.Dis.aaee-Gl.-lls da‘befl 19-11-@6 af ha
DePeloMadras, it bas bean ordered @at thy Appc R e

rajacted as it is time-bvarred. m

L : s - : |
> The poor Petitioner humbly begs .tg.\t.qu.',t

“.that ‘a few 'da.ys delay beyend thg. itim--;l.i_mit for Appeal

. may ;c_:lndly bé coniened in viu of the 'followimz j@énsmem- ‘.
tions + In the momssu no one seams to know the nxaet
GeQeissued from tima to time zovarnimt the time umat of

an aPPO&I of this kind. As por the statutery rul.s' six

menths -




ﬁnnﬁhs ;s the normsal period within which te prafer an
appesal znd the latter smeﬁdment circumscibing the '™t
the iimit to two months in the case of loc=al administration
employees is practically unkhamq. This important amend-
ment wWas nevar comnunicated’fo amy Hi€h~School under the
Board by its President and hence, the poor petitioner was

mided by the well-known Statutory Rule onlye

/- .The Petitionsr humbly bazs to submit that the
DePeleMadras has unfortunately set the appesl aside
on a technical flaw without going into the merits of the

case, It has inflicted a vital loss upon the poor

petitiener,

When durinz the last enéuiry day, that is, 3-7-46
the poor petitioner Qas precluded bp his ignor=nce of the
fixation of the date of enquiry from being present and was
physically uxzkiax disabled on bed on medical leave, he
was_given no further opportunity to éxplatn himself
by the Preéident; but was served with the order of dismissal.
This bolt from the biue 80 thoroughly upset him that for
soms weeks, he was 38 too shocked and paralysed to think
of any action. When at last on 659-46, he requasted the
PeDeBs to furnigh him with copies of certain important |
statemsnts to prepare the sppesl with, the B.DsB.Madurs took

his own time and issu2d 2 Memo asking the Patitionar to come
t

D

the office if he wantei copies, The liemo was recaived

by the Petitioh®sn 4-10-46, 1.e., 5 days after tha lapse
q

of tha Appeal time,

Under the circumstancaes,the Poor Patitioner, a
public servant,prays fervently that his Appeal may kindly bs
taken up for consideration by condening the small delay of a
few days in his submission. A copy of the original Appeal
is submitted herewith for favour of kind perusal -n?
favourable orders and thus render justice,

I beg to remain,
Usilampatti, 8ir, ;

30=1] =46, €4 Your most obedient sarvant,

" »
y Ly s ) - o)
e 4 N W Vi il . " . h.y\‘
.

procaadings of the Diractor of Public Instructien, Asdras. :}

T LeDiS.M0e8868-Gl-46 dsted 19-11-46. (f?ﬁ}

1 bject: Appesl-Sri VeNaraysna Rse,Ex-teschar-secondary
i 2 0eg,

Hepl §=Di strict Board,lMadurs-sdsinst dismiesal from
serficfi=rajeacted, |

;“x9;agagaﬁ%%%’ (1)e Appesl Aated 9-10-46 frem Sri VeNarayena Rso

-

:Q“ﬂJEL}é“

(2)e Ehit.NeDis,18580-46-A2.,dnted 31-10-46 of
the Presidient,Dt.Brard, liadura.
: 5 and
(3)e Further patiticn dated 12-11-46 frem Sri
: Ve Ngrayana Raoe.

The appes]l of Sri V. Narayasns Rse is
‘rejected as it is time-barred.
2e The Dt.Board Office fil® DeDi seNnel 7101 =45
Agtad 26-7-46 §s harawith returned,
| S3s CeDe SeChettd,
For Director eof Public Instructien,

(Trus copyle

Forwardied,
{By Order)
(54) VeSrinivssan,
Sﬁparintandﬁnt.

To
The Spacial Officer, !
Dt.Board, lMadura, (with enclesure),

Copy te Sri V.Narayjans Rse. Care of V.Kuppsnns Rae,
Markisnkettal ,Be0 oUtttamapalaysm p,q,
Madvrs Districte

Copy to the Divisiensl Inspacter of Schoels,Medurs Dvn,

Trua copye
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%N. Naraysna Rao,

Care of Ve Kuppanna Raeo,
kayankottai,
fHamapal ayap Post, Pariakvul am Taluk, Madura Dt.

Throfis

m =0
District Board, 7 s8° F Pugps
lMadurse

/s
\

To

The Dirvactor of Public Instruction,
ladrase

Ragpacted Sir, ]
Humble Appesl praeferred by . Narayane Rao,
Sacondary Grade , Ex-Assistant, Board Hi &:h' School, Usi-
lampsetti, who has bean 44 smissed from service in Pree
sident,District Boari's Order Ne. D.Dis. 17101 -45-A2 dated
26-7-46, pray that the said oerdear may be cancelled snd4 that
he may be rgstored to sarvice with effact from the date
of termination of his servica undar the Board,
| The Appellant patitisner has put in 18 yesrs of
service undar this Board as a Sacondary Grade Assistant gnd
can claim an unblemished racori of service all these yaars
without even a warning or black-mark or any such thing,
In June 1945, the Head llastar of the Boagrj

High School, Sholavandan was pleased to order wholagsle

promotion in his school whersa the Petiticner was working gg

" an gssistant. In this connection, the Prasident, Dt.Boari
9

Madura undertook a series of visits to the Board Hian
School, Sholavandane Up to 1-11-45, ha had pajd 7 visits
In his visit on 10=7=45, the Patitioner was sant fﬁr by

the Prasident and abruptly quastionad whethar the Patitionas
raceivai sny 1lleca]l gratification from any pupil of the
school on promiss of prometien. The Patitiecnew ieniad the
chargs submitting that he.was away in Mysere during Msy 1945

and thaﬁ e 414 not meet any bey during the Summep Vecatione
In réfarenca A.2,6493-45 dataid 21=9=45 of the PeDeB.

the

T




the Petitioner was tT™an

aferred to the Board High Scheal,

Usilampatti on public ground®

In refarance AeZ2.l 7101 -45 Aatad 1-12-45, a2 charee
ng 7 charges was communicated teo the Peti.

sheat containi
tioner and tha Petitioner was called upon to submit a

: e
written statement in bis dafence.

In reference Ac2.17101-45, dated 14-12-45 , the
was pleased %o delete Charge No.6

presgidient District Board
; 6 andi to add an 2dd4i tional

andi t» re-numbar Charas Mo e7 28

chargs as charge NoeTe

on 23-12-45, the Petitioner raquested the Presi-
dent, Dte.Board to supply hin with copies of cartain records
to prapare the defencd. In Referencs A.2._1'710] -45 dated

2-1-46, the Presididnt , pistrict Boardi was not pleased

te supply cgpies of thase records stating that the Pati-

tioner was not entitled to et copies as per Statutory

Rula@s,
the Patitioner submitted a writter

The

on 11 =1 =46,
explanation in his defence denying all the chazrzas,

first chares was that the petitioner raceived a sum of RSe10
from S,Sundararajsn, pupil of 3" Form, B. of the Board gigh
Schrnl, Shelavanian promising to secura him promotion from
2" Porm, This boy's statemznt has orizinally appeared g9 o
Petition to ths Presiient, Dte.Board dated 23-10-45. 1If thapg

had beeén any truth in the allezation, nothina could ngye

prevented the pupil from sendiing the petition evenas azrly

as June 1945, 1t is sianififikcant that the petition ghoulq

have followed ths series of visits of thé PeIdBe to the

gchonle In his petiticn, no mention has baen made about thg

(2%
date of occurrance, This defafNct 1s‘deeimad one ... shapy,y
by
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%!"ZJE@’ 9 ;}‘fhe Petitioners allesing f11egal erstification, |

A e

il

h ~l ~
7 i.s/%?}gmss has subsequently retracted this original 1

- statements in the parsong enquiry on the ground that it

was givan undap duresg. The .prosecution had avaded ¢his

by simply saying that the ng;i had been influe -
. ' g ncead :

to g0 back en hisg original statement by the Petitionar,

The boy is an adult 28224 18 and has sttained the 228 of

discration. 1t ig not known how the mig::ﬁig;nxu

has come to hazarq the statement that the Petitioner

teacher has 1nflcenced. the pupil. It is obvious that the

stat.‘ement is a mere Spaculationes In this conméc tion, it

would be pe!'ti?nent to point ogzt that the patitionan teacha

was transferreq ¢, Usilampatti as asrly as Saptembaes= 1345 :

and it was dig}?hsed in the open enquiry that the wheja e

was @REE @ngzineered by some colleagues of his at Sholavan:ss

as a rasult of P8Tsonal animosities against the Petit-ionez- ¥

and has foistad the cgse against the Petitioner long aftep

he was transferrad from the place of allesed occurren og,

It is a pity that in spite of the falsification of the ge

charzas in tha open 8nquiry, the PeDt.Board shoulq hava

alven credanca to these rumours set up by mischias monge
®rg,

a The Petitioner teachar was in charee of 1" Form ang W
_ is

highly inc®edidble that & poor assistant ehould have ine
f1uen§ed pupils of 3n 4o g Forfns. The erizinal alleqat;
and retpaction by the Pupil unier raferance convineinny 3
proves thex truth of the apgye statement and tne axi gt

of a very complex situation in the school wﬁich the P e

<D 5,
has failed to unagety to the mimtest details,

The sae | ez t
ond Charge wgs the allexei paymen of Rg
.25

by leDavid #
y Mo » 9" Form who got it back subsequently,

original petit 5
1on dateq 23-10=45, he 4id not make any
of the Bt

allagaq
Payment o¢ Rs,25. Nor has he mentjoneq any

rafarencs



raference about the petitiene=-teacher, It is not known
for what purcose and in what circumstance was this
petition sent by the pupil to the Presiiant,Dt.Board.

This pupil hadi made mention of the alleged psyment in

his second statement dated 24-11-45 which is claarly

an after-thought snd made with deliberation and concoctions

Charges 3, 4 & 6, hava baen successfullv repudiated
in the open enquiry that the P.DeBs has ne observation to
mgke therseon except to aéquiesca in the sssumption that
these charges alse could be said to have bean sufficiently
proved, It:would not be out of place te mention in this
connection that the avidence of K. Mappillaisami(Charge
Noe.6) is whelly unfeliable. It would be obsarvad from the X ;

proceedings that this witness had mentionad nothing adverse |

against the patitioner in tha open anqﬁiry on 5=4-46, 1t &

appears that this witness had vetracted his original state- | |
ment. In the enquiry on 15-4-46, the Petitioner categori-
cally denied the fresh alleeations mads by this witness.
The witness was not present in the enquiry. So the
Petitioner could net cross-examine nim. The Prasident,
Dto.Boari was pleased to obgerve that the anquiPy was over,

Maaﬁwhilp. the Petitioner was en sick leave from Qw46

to 11-7-46 undereoing treatment at Periskulam. During this
period the patitioner was away from tha Hesd quarters,

To his surprisa, the Petitioner iearnt that mother
enquiey was held on 3-7-46, 0On énquiry, it was ascartained
that the summons for this enquiry was served at the
Patitioner's house undes tha sicmture of his daushter
aged 10 ymsars, The Hagd lMastar » Usilampatti was awars

of the Patitioner's abgence from Head quarters on this date.
The Petitioner submittsd a medical cért;ficata on 1-9-46.

In the circumstances, the Petitionsr's gbsence in tha enquiry

on 3=7=46 was unaveidable, I1metéad of giving an opportunity

(uﬂd , .
Wy 3
x

to the Petitioner by postponinz the enquiry, the PeDeBepzce..
ceeded with the case and had passed ex psrte ordars. \
His absarvations that , "“the assistant was asked to appser .\
on 3=7-46 mhiX& when Mappillaisami was expected to”ﬂﬁff a
stétament in the prasence of the Assistant but knowing
eviienfly that the pupil would not be amensble to his
dictation, he absented himself." ere in view of the N

foregoing facts manifestly unfsir to the poor pati tioner,

ACharge NooeS was that MeAbdul Kadar, 2" Form, is
allegeilto have gmi¥aix paid the Petitioner teachar g éum of
RSe4 in all. This.boy is a bright one in the class snd as
such hg has no nead to approach any body te secure pPromotion
as admitted by himself in the epen enquiry. His statement
is not only belated but alse made six months af‘er ths allagey
pmyment. |

Charge No.7 is the alleged payment §f Rsel =1 2=0
by E.Mohidaen, 2" Forme In the open snquiry, this boy
had first refused to answef any quastions put to kambyt
kept on weepinz with the result that the P.D.B. himself had
to obsarve that he may ba sent out of the room, Subaequantly
howaver, on beina secothad by the P.DeBe the boy saij that
he gava the tagcher monéy. On bsing cross-8xamined, thig
boy said that he 4id net remambar when the allegeq paymen +
was made or how much was paid ani for what purposae, In
this connection, the Patitioner bags to submit that in
raspect of charges 5 and 7 which the PeDeB. states have
been prevad beyond doudbt, the alleged smounts invelveqd, viz.,
R8e4 ani Rsel-12<0 ar® g0 trivial that it could be highly
incraiibla that the Petitioner would compromise his reputa-
tion for such frivileous thing 8ven assuming that he ig capable
of influencing the epinions of superiors in such highly

impertant matters as annval promotions. In may be TR o

A
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in this conrection that thesa boys wera juveniles and
Subdéct to chgtas tﬂair opinions according to the influence
broudnt to besr upen them by peopla in authotity., Tn nona
of thesa cases, wera the parents of the boys examined.
tb affirm the validity of their statemamts ér to cnrraborate
the zenuinenass of the allezed paymants. It is the peculiar '
misfortune of the Petitioner that these twe chareges upon
which so much is made had been built on{istvw slander qroands}
that they will be‘inadmissibla in law.

The Petitioner alse begs to invite attention to the
fact that he wes sbsant from the hesd guarters throughout
the period of the alleged payments., The Petitioner was in
Mysore during that period. The P.D.B, while sdmitting
the plea of alibi obssrves that evan a day's stay st Shola-
vandan betwsen the 1" gnd 4" June 46, that is, the dates of
the publication of the 1" and 2" lists of promotion, will be
sufficient for all the undesirable activities comnlainad
aboujite 1In this conmction, the Petitioner bags to submit
that 4f the sl1e284 payments had taken place between the
1" and 4" Juns 1345, then ¢he statemeuts of the boy M. Abdul
Kadyax ebout the a201ecaeqd payment 10 or 16 dayé befora tha

?2ff2n08ment of the »ssults is false ani as such charga yo,5

£aksx to the around, Secondly, it would be significant

to nete that the first Pasgs List'was notified on 1-6-45

in which all the com lainants excapt M,David, Charga o, 2

have bean declaraed a8 passed, It would be - Hithy 1mp!‘bbab]e

1n such cumstances that paggen stuients would venture to

—

°ff°” monsy to any oné for constderation alleasi by tha

PsDeBe nor wouli thary bas aﬂytfuﬁtificatiﬂn on thaie part

o také To 3uch cau n a
N0 E8ch 902 courses instedi of calsbeating thets pasItg

As vegaris M.David (Charzs No.2)

assuming for arqumant'a saka
that he pail snd teok back the money, his success i the

geconi list would belje the above charzes and rander 1£’

paseless, It may also bs netad that wana of thegs boys

the dates of alleged payments sani the: \y

nave, mentioned

¥ T [:3‘7‘
L s ErOQZcution had failed te clarify Wk® this aspect eof the \

guesfion. 'For the reasens sta*ei abeve, these -1legsd i\

'w\(‘l ™ .‘ '.'
\\:‘1 \ 45 \

=¥ &

““peymen ts sre merely figments in imaginatien of mse=

tie ruin of the . -
s

»muwachief moneers interested in bringing sbout

Petitiener-teacher,

The Petitiener bezs to invite the attention
‘0.f the suthorities té the observations of the Head lizster
about the allegad payments, under whem the Petiticner
was working when the PoDeBe c2lled for the Head Master's )
personal remarks en the Petitioner's written explenation ’
dated 11-1-46. According te him none of thise complainantg
have mentiencd te him about the slleged payments either
orally or in writinge It is regrettable that the P.D.B,
had not tseken pains to correborate the statements of the
complainants by letting in preper evidences. Alse the
motives for the sllezed payments have net been proved ang
it is highly incredible that s poor assistent could
influence the decisions of persons in suthority. It wouls
be cbserved frem the enquiry, that the ststements have not
bee voluntary and have been extracted under duress. -~
Further most of these statements have been proved as
unreliable. It is slso simificant to note that most of
these statemsnts have been written on the same date viz,,
24-11-45 behind the back of the petitiener and leong after
he laft the scheel, which is sufficient evidence to.prgve
that they have beén énzineered by interested parties., The
Petitioner beacs to submit that the observations of the

president,Dt.Board that “Ifyis very clear that Suniararajan

pupil of 3" Form B. (Charze Noe.l) has been influenced by
the teacher and prevailed upen ye e back en his ewn previous

statements dated 23-10-45 and 11-12<45, AeGovindemaian, 6" Fom

(Chare Nee3 and N.Ramiess,4" Form (Charee Noe4) have alse
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o R a3l 1. i nbb e o ) ART
® by them'’, is not fair to the petiticner
ener covld neot marshall se much influence
il :'?1' (N : " " Ty e ' e | .

ged é.étiona ax with the poor'resources

In cenclusien, the Petitioner humbly beas
to submit thét he had dppl“ied to the President,DteBoard on

6<19-46 for cepies of certain important decuments in comec-.

tion with the case with a view to prefer an appeal ageinst

the order, The P.P.B. was aszain reminded a week aftar

to expedire the ssme, There had been ne response so far,

Thue my attempts te present a ressoned appesl with the help

of all availsble decuments have baen feiled with the

consequent deélay in the submission of this sppesl,

‘The Petitioner therefore begs to pray that the delay of a

8

few days in the submission of the appesl may be kindly

condoned tkking inte acceunt the peculisr intricacies of

the situstiene

Finally the Petitioner bess te submit that

~he has had an unblemished recerd of 18 years service in the

Boari anda“autheritiea would kindly investicate the case W

F— g

thoroughly and render justice to the pooi' unfortunste
e Fetitioner,

I beg to remain,

Respected Sir,

Your most obedient servant,

4-10 -46.
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DRAFT FOR APPROVAL.
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t either to set aside the order of the |

Director of Public Instruction -and -direet him to
hear the appeal o the merits; ‘or themselves passg !
 such orders as they deem fit TLRT




'/Vé\\ﬂ Usilampatti-Revision of orders passed on app2alssc B -

~if m‘b Petiti

ORDER(

— = o=

ik

From the Special officer, Dt. Board, N.Dis. 21@@/46 dateq

i~ From the D.P,I., Rc. 368-G1/47 dated 18-3-47

== = e

on from Sri V. Narayana Rao, dated 9-10-46

23-2-47

Ms) s 13'[{‘9 Edu:cation dated 256 47) \:

.|

he Govt. have considered the petition of Sri V. Naz

Ek—Assistant, Bgard Iligh School, Us*lampatti,for Pexx

] W&O Rao,
o | : b
of the orders passed by the D.P.I. rejecting h/yés anpeal ‘%1

\

( L,,, dismigsal from service on the ground that 1t was t‘me-&\_amﬂ

‘ \
1 In the|circumstances explained by the petitioner)’ehe%e{“a
i (3.
1| in the submisslion of the appeal ls condomed:—The—fovt, aam

S vl ae, : e iied |
consider v ec £} , s has put in 18 years Servic .|
and the extreme D shment of dismissal has been inflictea

, k\\ttamm laghole, o I ok z‘w efpt et O o
| him 1s ap egl s}\ould be HRHAXHEIY considered on meﬂi*_ﬁ&;]
' i J\:L:c]—/ckv-

% They accordingly set aslde the orders passed by the D .7 |
4‘1 1) 4 ‘{._w in his| proveedings L.Dis No. 8868-G/46 dated}9-11-46 ang as -
I i "
“ | the Directar to hear the apneal on menrits, J
| E 547 5}

_iiTo the DN.I.‘// A A M
' " 5.0. District 25 :
- |Board, Madura. v’ ‘

copy to the netitlioner @
PO |

/ \, [

Q/ ;‘
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