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Secrebary to Gover G ; i N
mducatior Public Fealth Depabe

Mfadras Ldl., Rules. - utmend’g $- Recovery of-S.Bala-
krishna Servail, Bx~student, Govt. Trg “Choo-, Han
Institution of legal proceedings - ﬂnCLlOﬁ = I’GGU-@é‘b &
T have the honour to state that ome S.Balakrishna Sel’val'g@‘
an LA—stuclcnu of the Govermment Training School, .La..m d trained 3in
1954~536 has not fulfilled the usual terms of tl»e bond'which he
Gxecuted on admission to. the Tlaminé‘; schopl.” He is reported to b
& defaulter to the extent of Rg 30-11-0. Though he 'was "'-"-em;'_nc"ed
Several times by registered notices he has not
Also the Registered notice issued by the Caverm .
in July 1947 though acknowledged by the ex-student was noL rctﬂ 1ec1 t@ "

2o The Revenue authorities rveport that the ex-student is at
Present regiding with his father at Iuthinal villagey in Ramnad Dt
and they possess landed property to the eXtent of 3 acres and 38
cents, 4

3s I therefore request Covernmenbt Savc,tlon,for the institution
of legal proceedings apainst the ex-student S. Balakrishna Servai
for the recovery of the amount.

,ﬁhc Covernment Pleader, Ramnad has claimed & sum of Re 2-4-8
(Rs /- owardu fees and Re.0-=4-6 towards the charges for the regis-
tO”GQ notice acknowledgment due) in conncm,lon with the reglstered
notice he 1s.apod to the F x=-student in Jul '1947. The claim of the
Governme ot pleader may be sanctioned.if it is in order as it is
doubtlul vhesthier he is entitled to a fee f‘or this purposes

For Director of Public Instruction.

P.l.E. 25/2/48
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Ramnad: of a sum of RS 2=-4=0 d\wvww W&#&Mi—bﬁnowaxﬂs

the charges for the registered notice acknowledgment due) 1ni connec=-
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tion with the notice sssued. to SrisS.Balakrishn@ Serval,ex-sf

of the Govt.Training school ,Rammad for his failure to fulfil

terms of t

D.P.I.

fee for the purpose.

payment #06 the Governient Pleader,
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[// \ =& Home 'Department.
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he bond which he executed on admission to the school. The

madras 1s doubtful whether the Govt.Pleader 1is entitled to a

o  The D.P.I. has also asked|for the institution of legal pro-

ceedings against the ex-student for the recovery of the amoupt. Orders;

)«zill have tO issL"e“ in the Edn. department asking the DyP.T. td

arra

fo~r the condugbtsrof the sult in consultation with the Government

pleader ,Ramnad, Afcer the suit .is isposed of, orders will hg
TR
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i sgue sanctioning | the payuen t.of regulation fees to the Govt.
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In similar cases, the Gowt.pleade r concerned was paid only 4
regulation fees. The question of puayment of fees/may therefa

a5

taken up after the suift'‘I'sfdisposgd of,

3. Th® case may be returned to E & P H, dept.
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