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Dated 14%th October, 1949.

4

Fromw D. Soundar Rajan, 4N |
son ef Devarajwlu Naidu, \\\v
lorth Arcet Disfrict Board High scheool Assistant,
o .9 Narasimhaswami Matem North Atreet, i
A d o salavenpet - VELLORE. . ,7;*“','\7’.,. e
gRub= T R,

e

Back Papers. :

Department. l Date. @.0. ! No. l Department. ~ Date,

[ | o, i

To o “) (M“T 10 A
The Secretary to the Government of yadras '6' v UV '

Fducational Department,
rort st. George,
Madras.

5 P i qa") ~ & A N ’_" ",\;'\:
‘;v ; ‘7q 5 Sir,_ ': - (';;é A\ T, P A A s

g LI - A g—}. S

- T ; o This notice is given %o you under Section 225(1) of £he
! ¢ Madras Local Boards act two months in advance of the legal
Further Iﬁypers. : ‘N : | proceeding I infend taking in the lecal civil Courti(@s auxiliary
‘ 2 ‘ ; to my eivil suit in respect of which I have already served on you
’ ' i ‘* statutory notice on 2nd July, 1949,) praying for an injunction order

l .
Duts et S0 1y o, Dopartment. | Date. against the order of the Special Officer, Distriect Board, lorth

arcot No.R.0.C.B 3/12662/49 dated 9/10/49 removing me from service.

. y . : ¥ b On 18/8/49 the special Qf ficer,District Board,framed chargem
: : | ‘ against me,end(@n confimmation of the ftransfer his personal

rel Assistant Imposed on me without the grant of teaching conditions

- ‘ & = applied for-the deftails of which are givem in ghe previous noticea

' ‘ / and wanted me %o put in my written statement of defence and state

: 1 whether I desired to be heard in person. I desired %o be heard in
A o ) - person in my written statement dated 97T/ 8/49 and wanted an

. iy ’ \ﬂ . ) adjournment till the validify of the transfer order passed by the

b ; i | : ' ‘ > % 08 ; ' pPersonal Assistant to the Special officer was decided by a compe=-

' - { T |tent court and pleaded that when my statulory notice as above said

| '}, ~ |was subsisting for a civil suit, involving the point of law borne

=TT by the charge, an action against me based on the charge is begging

the questlon and so is not valid unless that point of law is

' ‘ cleared.

: | : _ , ‘ Further, since I have expressed my willingness %o he heard in
i | ‘ ~ Mtk L : © |person, in my written statement, the special officer cannot pass

: e order in absentia without hearing me. If the Special officer is mot
in favour of graniing me an adjournment, the Special officer might
have talled for my immediate appearance and heard me. The special
Oofficer, at the instance of his personal Assistant,evaded to call
- on me since in my written statement I have volunteered %o prove the
irregularitles and frauds of the pPersomal issistant practiced on
Government to rebuttthe charge; for, {he Pergonal assistant feared
thaﬁiﬁg}wuuld expose fihe fraud he had commitfed on goveramen .
the matter of purniture Contracks involving over Rs.60,000/- placed
( ; : with the anjuman, Vellore by the District noard for Ghe supply of

i e : Teakwood articles of certain specifications since non-teakwood
furn}ture was passed by the Personal assistant ané as Teakwood .
Farnitore andg paynenés made accordinglys aW___.la_btiLi—ﬂiEM
ihw w;thg : r_donicul road contracts invelving over a Lakh jupees
2 : ut a

» ppraising Governmen he nature of his inferes n 1%.
; ; s @ Further, my remaval from sergigﬁ for disobedience o an order) wien Waeve
- g | [) \ ’l-

my Statutoery Netice fo estioning the very order,is (I8
not valid. r a ¢ivyil suit gqu !

3 On the basis of fhe spne of action I intend applying
' : } for an injguction arderet$§°;§n§§:35acer, after the immediate filing
5 ' g of the sult covered by ghe revious statufiory notice above ref¥erred
| ?C,Siﬂce the subject matper iz the sam§é>praying for refraining you
Aot fron sesyiee removing me ppoom service, temporary reliefy, till &he

: e T B ! dispnosal of the suit aboye peferred to, and the graut of permanenf
! ! relief prayed for lberein,




The Special gfficerrs order removing me from service is

thus not operative %ill orders are passed by the pHonrthle gourk

r two monfhs complying

{

on ‘an injunction petifion to be filed afte
in this regard with the statutory provision.

1 \
Yours faithfully,

NP oud o0 Bofan, |

.
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% T j 7 S ER= inow She v ~ -t

8 | yi:ggr<(§&lcritﬁ (gijs.
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From “Q
0] SoundaraaRajan,
Son of Devarsjulu Naidu, North arcot Digtrict
Board High School Ag8sistant, with Besidence
at No.9 Narasimhaswami Matam North Street,
Sallivanpet, Vellore.
To '
The Secretary to Government of liadras
Education Department. A
Fort St. George, Madras.
o
_ &
‘ " \‘,:‘F".\&,i; 3 4,70;_47 /\1\% 4
Sir, /’ky“ (2 <

In continuation of my statutory notice dated 14th
Cctober 1949 under Section 225 (1) of the Madras Local Boards
act for en injunetion order against the order of my removal
from service passged by the Specisl Officer, Digtrict Board,
North Arcot, I submit that the above order gets invalidated
a8 the prior eanction of Government @as not obtained to weive
the provisions contained in the rules as required by the proviso
to one of the rules. Further the Specisl Officaer fsiled to
take into consideration my readiness to a@bide by any alterns-
tive workable course expressed by me in my written Statementyg
and passed order in absentia; without calling upon my immedd-
dte appearance, pwsa d$ the Special Officer was anxious to
pase orders, at the instance of the Fersonsl Aggistant, before
the hafiding over of charge to the President to be elected this
day next week.

I alsc claim the payment of fs, 18~10-0 being my pay and
allowance from 1-4-49 to 8-4-49 due at Katpadi Roarg High
gchool which was promised to be paid to me in the Special
Officer's Office Memo L.28793-49 dated 13-9-40 at the time
of final decision but the same has not been ordered to be
paid in the final order of removsl. Thig constitutes the
cause of action for payment of arrears of salary the relierf
claimed being the payment of R.18-10-0.

Yours faithfully,

e G Ly oo

Srow (%) J
Plase e o Ww”‘“-fnw B R- Sovenidan Rasg

by B Preocdant DA novilsf F<a Gun s b
ook hovn~ & sppeal G Hs
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arasimhaswami MatamfStreet,

Sallavanpet, Vellorse, ‘ ‘
|ttt December, 1949. 4

/73
l““‘Tﬁé“Sscretary to Government of Madras, |
|
Edfication Department,
Fort St. George, Ma dra s.

Petitions under the Fundamental Rights of the
Indian constltutlon.

The petitioﬁeg,adverting to the order of the Special
Officer, District Board, North Arcot, R.0.C.B.3/12662/49
dated 9-10-49 removing him from service and his petition
dated 2-12-19&9’submits that he is given té understand that
the Director of Publiec Instrggtion is contemplating to take
action against him under Rule 154 of the Madras Educatioqa%

~Rules on the representation by the Headmaster.

The petitioner submits that thes veol culprit whom

i

both the Educational authorities and the District Board

- are shielding) by victimizine ok o peoioten - the petiti»oner,
i Brd T.B. Gopalakrishnan. still probationarv Headmaster

Board High School Katpadi, who unfortunately happens to

be the brother 34 b Santhana Krishns Naidu, Depuby Direc-

tor of Public Instruction. It has evef been the unshaken

belief of the petitioner that all are equal in the eyes of
law and the same is guarantesd under Fundamental Rights in

T our onstitutlon recently adopted by the OonstitubntAﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ.f

bly. ‘It Wwas this belief that prompted hm to bring to

- -

.@’e’ a\nqmalies ‘of one with hlgl{ conneetions thoush wﬁgw Conshi!

_varned by his well-wighersj tuega‘bib’ﬂ of zgmis prineiple, Wil
' ., Y U W

have adverse effec eneral | uhlic s (8
et | 20t on LR B this . Fewilew, ALY WEAPTRRY

The petitioﬁér 1n th!b above circumstances, requests
‘that the beniem c,ov,ﬁmem be‘%ieé"sg“a to re-exemine the

‘whole matter on the baosw ound disclosed viz., that

culprit is being shielded &

of the Deputy Director wh;;ffif” :
the whole matter for enquiry in the

nd to ple ce

9 L bt ] % l.‘J "~’ l, 3 " *
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vf ' ' gl
| B 7 - ¢
g hands of an independent tribunal or any authority not
‘ connected with the education department and thus
) ' ‘
i (1) to safeguard the interests of the petitioner
who had taken risks and brought to 1light the

s
I
. . ) . = !
anomalies only in the interest of public good, gJ

as the man in power (Headmaster) was abusing
the same )feeling confident of the cover afforded *
by his high connections; . vTJ
(2) to implement the provigions contained in the
Fundemental Rights guaranteed in our €onstitu-
tion, viz. that all are equal in the eyes of
law by bringing to books 211 that try to fpms-
trate the very basic principles of our Constitu-
tion.

(3) to stay the Director of Public Instruction from

further proceeding in the matter until the benign

Government make arrangement for a fuller and
impartial enquiry,
g '

¥

" The petitionerg as in duty bound,
fo be,

shall ewver pray

Yours faithfully,
Z%j,;r5 | 3 f’1—51ﬂcjuh«
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