


<)

SRR - a2 % ’_’, E 5
X R ) - o p
(B T 3 ¢ a * .‘ p
o ¥ 3 j
\‘ D \
P, 2 By
4 S d g

— - | % )
MEMORANDUM "OF APPEAL TO HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR OF MADRAS,
"~ FORT ST. GEORGE, MADRAS. = :

His Excellency the Governor of Madras,

Fort St. George, M A DR A 8, — . o -
—————j,: ‘./.‘r‘_:-\‘ L 2 R T3rs

The Proper Channel,
MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY,

Rajaratna Mudaliar K., acting Assistant Superintendent;“
Government Press, Mint Buildings,\Madras, hereinafter referred‘

‘to as the Appellant, humbly begs leave to submit this Memora ndum

X

of Appeal to Your Excellency against the orders of Your Excellency's

22-5-1950, stopping the Appellant's increment for one year, with-

out cumulative effect; A certified copy of the order appealled

against is attached to this Memorandum,

This appeal is submitteg
in time. |

2, MAIN GROUNDS OF APPEAL. The only main ground of

| appeal
urged in this Memorandum of Appeal is that the punishment

imposed on the Appellant by Your Excellency's Government in their
orders cited, 1ls over severe in all the circumstances of the |

~ case, Your Excellency's Government have held that the Appellantts
; 1T's

the Government Press,
Madras, was not good for purposes of F.R.24 ahd therefore directeg

in their orders cited, that his

conduct as Assistant Superintendent ip

increment be stopped for one year
?
without cumulative effect. As the Government have punished the

Appellant under a misapprehension, the preseﬁt appeal is submitted

to get the said punishment modified, 4 very brief higtéry of

the Appellant's case 1s set out in the next paragraph

3. A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE APPRLLANT'S CAgégg The appellant

first entered service in the Government Press, Madras, in 1921,
as a Compositor and by his calibre and force of character rose:to
. the rank of a Chief Computor on Rs,150=200

and now to the Gazetted

rank

]
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rank of an Assistant Superintendent. His substantive pay

is Rs.190/¥ per mensem as Chief Computor and his officiating
pay as Assistant Superintendent is Rs.200/- per mensem., As
Chief Computor, the Appellant was in charge of one section with
only forty people working under him, but in his present post, he|l
is in charge of computing and composing sections with about |
one hundred and fifty people working under him, In the alloca-
tion of Election work and distribution of technical work to the
private presses, the Additional Secretary to Government, Public
(Elections) Department, Mr, S. Venkateswaran, AR

.y Will

testify to the Appellant's work and conduct, He hasg been in

charge of the scrutiny of the printing tenders of the Loeal
Bodies, Court of Wards, Commercial Undertakings ete for about
° Ou
fifteen years and the Superintendent of the Government Ppp
ress

will certify to the appellant's probity ang conscientious

Irﬁischarge of duty. Indeed, the Appellant requested the

Superintendent to_entrust the work of the distribution or +
o1 the

High Court printing of records work to som
eone else as so
on as

this work was given to him after #e became the Assistant

Superintendent, but the Superitendent directeq th
perintend e _Abpellant

\to attend to this work as well and he had to obey orgd
4 bor ers.

The
G.F. Amalanatha Pillai, distributeq
the High Court work to about twenty private presses (inel

. nelund

Deputy Superintendent, Mr,

ing

Triplicane) in 1946-48
at Rs.2-4=0 a page. Without any change in the size or
€ of the

the Appellant's brother's Alamy Press,

type and paper on which the High Court works Wwere printeq
_ ed ang

with no variations in the cost of living index eithép e
‘ 9 e
Appellant who distributed the said work to =
bout 60 priy
ate

presses in the City persuaded the printers tq undertal
€ the
work at Rs,1-12-0 a page. For 70,000 pages of printing
work
in this size the Appellant secured for the Government gavy
: Vings

to the tune of Rs.35,000, on his own initiative

. The distri<

ution of work to the Presses was aceording tq th
© capacity
y of

each press and the monthly statementy of the gigt
L STribution or

work to the presses
res submitted to the
Government

: |
. impress
%@ P of 1mpartiality, In fact
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Mr, V.V, Subramsmiyam, I.C.S., called for the'recofﬁé to

\
¥

scrutinise the distribution of work and was satisfied presumably |
about the fair-deal in the distkibution of the High Court .
work. The Ramu Press owned by the Appellant's son which was
in the City in 1947 was shifted to Vellore in 1948 where he
has been having less work than what he had in the City. He k
had planned to shift back his Press to the City in 1949, but
-~ at the Appellant's instance, his son is still running nis
\Press at Vellore, He is unable to make both ends meet as his
Press work at Vellore is insufficient, but the Appellant is
helping his son with monthly contributions to maintain his
family without running into debts. This being so, your
Excellency's Government called on the Appellant to explain
his mis-conduct on pain of termination of his probation in
his present Gazetted post of Assistant Superintendent, why
he gave more work to his son without the knowledge of his
‘ superior authorlties. Vide the Government Confal, Memowandum
J No., 33177 A-C2/49-8 Edn., dated 17-11-1949, When the facts.

were stated, the allegation of the Appellant's S e, E |

conduct of favouritism in the distribution of the High court
work to his son's Ramu Press was dropped ang @ revised charge
confiding the Appellant's misconduct of favouritism in the
distribution of the said work to his brother's Alamy Press
was pressed, on pain of stoppage of increment

y Without cumula-
tive effect, for one year, in their Confdl,Memo,No, 33177 A E/49

14 Edn., dated 21-4-1950.

In the Appellant's written state~

'33\ ment dated the 1lst May 1950, it was explained as he did op

21-11-1949 how he did nothing out of his way to his brother who
has been living separately from him for over 12 years ang

that other presses did more work than his brother's Alamy Press
and that, in fact, the said brother was not benefited Monetarily

& more after the Appellant became the Assistant Superlntendent
to sustain the allegation of unreliability mentioneg in th
@

f charge. But Your Excellency's Goverament were nleasei £
Q4 To

consider the said explaination as neither satiqfaetory
nor

acceptable and were pleased to direct that hig inece &
emsnt hHe

4 St("ﬂ‘\h ~
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gevpsmeIdud V.V .7 G \
: stopped for one year, without cumulative effect, as proposed.

| | It is against this punishment that this appeaX is now pre-

ferred,

4 hoitire 2aw TAOL i wIED edd smb . z 4, GROUND OF APPEAL - EXAMINED. The charge as framed

anived need 2804 ‘ % & bi‘kh¥'f? Y by the Government, in their Memo, Confdl.No,33177-A E/49-14
st isond 31idz o3 Fonnsfg bed - d : Edn., dated 21-4-1950, against the Appellant runs thus:-

i .eopsdent ataslloqol edd 38 . ' w "The brother of Sri K. Rajaratnam Mudaliar (the

o P ot SH 1L e70LleV ¥8 2ued 11 Appellant) is having a private press of his own in the Madras
tqmusri b 8t onolloV 38 avow =zzevd 1 City viz., Alamu Printing Works. This Press was employed 
kg lodl | w/ by the Government Press to a larger extent than other private

St cninoges duodd by yIims” ; presses, for the work of printing High Court records and

o Belliss Fnompysvold z'voneilooXd ] . ; the owner was monetarily benefited. Sri Rajaratna Mudaliar
Lot N | ; should, naturally, be interested in the working of the Press.

90 3zoa heidessd Jaszeta =t A ’ He, having known of the distribution of the High Coutt work
to the varibbus presses, should have declared in writing to his

que ‘ higher authorities, his relationship with the owner of the

Q
=l

press, He failed to do so and thus with-held information on

an importaﬁt point which he, as a responsible Gazetted Officer,

should have disclosed and thus proved himself to be unreliablell,

B e L The facts were plainly put before the Government in

e LA e | ) Ppsg-67¥ 2 tne Appellant's explanations dated the 21st November 1949 and

"%?@?«Wgai _‘the 1lst May 1950, The points not mentioned before in favour

of the Appellant are now urged for Your Excellency's merciful

e

= h : consideration and favourable orders. The facts set out in

| para 3 of this Memorandum of Appeal are not in dispute and

the Appellant now confines himself to a merciless examination

Q of the allegations in the charge,

The Appellant's brother, the owner of the Alamu Press,
| Triplicane, Madras, was also employed in the Government Press,

Madras, as a Compositor, upto 1935 when he was discharged forp
want of a vacancy. He then set up this press and has beep

| living apart and independently of the Appellant, After the
{ | : Appellant's father's death a few year s agg . assets
_/Jv and liabilities of our family were divigeqg amongst oup
f%ﬁi brothers including the owner of the Alamy Pr

QS Emwa ol
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our blood relationship, all the brothers have been living

| independently of each other, Fortune smiled on the Alamu Press
SRR 1 .~ prother who has faired well after his discharge from the Press
and although blood brothers are naturally jealous of the well-

JATGYA 0 AUUOFD LA of among them, the Appellant has never been jealous of this

brother. As a Non-Gazetted Officer of the Press, the Appellant's
superior Officers including the Superintendent have been fully
aware of his relationship with the owner of the Alamu Press.

When the High Court work was distributed by the Deputy Superin-

8L8 . .3iv ydi tendent of the Press in 1946-48, the Appellant brought to bear
' no influence directly or indirectly, in favour of his brother,

| to secure for him a portion of the High Court work, His

| brother who has patiently built up his press. business by his

own business acumen, got his share of the work by his own

initiative. The presuiption of the Government that the Avpellant

was naturally interested in his brother's press is i11-founded
; in fact. When the distribution of the High Court work was

3 iv mas i o2 ob oF holisd ol  (sho4n 3! entrusted to the Appellant as Assistant Superintendent, he put

{ up a note in writing to the Superintendent that the work might
| be entrusted to some-one else as he had his brother in his ming |

; 1 when he put up this note as the Superintendent was aware also of ?

i - H his brother running the Alamu Press,
o B [ 29 e 4 [ e o y c ,’: »'\ { 1

!

]

!

But when the Superintendent \
directed the Appellant to attend to the said work, he had to {
|

obey orders. He distributed the work to about 60 presses at g

' reduced rate of Rs.1/12/- a page and the distribution was done
S SR ; {
l according to capacity of each press,

There were presses which

did more work than his brother and his brother was paig accord-
ing to his outturn. He was not benefited monetarily more aftep

the Appellént became the Assistant Superintendent, but op the othe
' : X

hand, had to be inconvenienced in geveral ways including the
stopping of the Government work to his press temporarily which

he had to get back by a representation to the Govermment, 74

occurred to him to dissuade his major son to stay on at Vellore

under depressing clircumstances for his press work, in the inter

. est
of the Appellant's service under t

pp T he Government Press, but it aiq
not occur to him tn write more than what he didq by requesting

the Superintendent in writing not to entrust the distribution
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B T Tl T LRy aa [l CRINCE R . L o . el of the High Court work to the private presses to someone else %_
2:‘ $Jch“.. u p:.LfJ0\ 4 ,M .:f r~i | IR ' ‘ \ ' in the Press, but the Superintendent did not agree. He did not
Is,' ik ﬁrrl;%;::.:i:“:?ih“'”i"*-rﬁﬁﬂi'“ ’i‘i*ﬂf”tﬁwﬁi ‘ = specifically mention in this note that as his brother owns a
f YC-S;J'";f:";“b:’j ; %i’V :f“- ’r””* ”;;lrr:“h:; | f press, he might be embarrassed as the Superintendent was fully
{3 20 z2uofsst i tidon, . JHT o : : » E aware of it. This note may please be called for and scanned,
c N ‘ i : } i i to see if the Appellant's conduct is not above board, |
$ et it e 0 833 a8BL ~riol s
ved coobnednitequt i amibulont 2ve0i 170 Toljocim : " The brother does not form part of his family and as a
b e ; e iGtw qidsgotdslst 2l To svsvs | divided member of the family, he has been living apart for mamy
Yool add : ;wg§1 dat srid nerl | years and is very well-off, with no need for the Appellant to
P, JHapoMGIns LISy add B2=-BROL ot 2pe1d gﬁ‘ 70 fnshnad be interested in his weal in any way. The premises of the
16h -5 el rigy SlaEag, o ¢WLooetibnt w0 wIdooTik eansulint on Government that the Appellant must have been naturally interested
edHTaw damoD Ayl et Yo noidtog & min o’ STUNOZ Of ' % ‘ in the brother's press, was given work by the Government Press
vd 2eentfand 2estq aid an FLind vidmeidse sed orfw ~erdond ' : T to a larger extent than the other presses and was therefore more
e SR ﬁqc; oid Jo orsfe zid Jog emuos zmonizpd mwo : ¥ monetarily benefited, are all ill-founded in fact, No crushin§
of_odi dodd dusmomevod edd Yo soifafiestg edT .ovidsidink L A : evidence is adducéd to substantiate these allegations. There
zliL;x;;iﬁii-if;Lﬁgﬁji;ﬁgﬁviﬁ-;ﬁigi;gﬁﬂém;;jfwf;;;-Ejij is no specific rule of the Government Servants' Gonduct Rules
VIOW. FaKad 3 i o3 o notduiladetd edd ned .3oe) nt . which the Appellant WS infringed to merit the allegation of
L o A - snsllogeh edd od bedemrdne | ' unreliability alleged against him. He had, in fact, requested
i oy RS i ;5;*:3;~ﬂ¥ IREI S O , - the Superintendent, in writing, not to entrust the distribution
eldo B 2 5 [ fo-sr02 o hed 8 ‘ ?r' ‘ﬁﬁ work of the High Court records printing to the private presses
Fo }%w£*~4£ﬂmf; | as his brother was one of the competitors.and the Superintendent
G L2219 wmeLl odd sotanp tediond 2 iy ; \’ §x§§‘~;\;) | was fully aware of it. TIf the Appellant had not specifically
sk t5% 8dd .03 busdds Jrellagol odd bedoserih | < mentioned the known fact of the existence of the brother's press,
-, Tdapi 4 | 7 270b0 veodd it was a bonafide omission, but the spirit of ubrightness
-\&] permeating the note is there, the Superintendent through whom
4 this appeal is submitted will doubtless interleave the appellant':
written notes dated the 16th. and the 18th May, 1949, with his
orders thereon, and his own comments on the appellant's submissio
: set out above. As a responsible Gazetted Officer who rose to
his present position and rank after more than 27 years of un-
blemished service, he disclosed all the information to his
Superintendent not known to him and strove hard to keep himselrs
away from the distribution of work. Surely, Your Excellency,
' the
!
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the appellant has done what all a reasonable officer\;éputed
for probity can do under the circumstances, to be free from
the very taint of unreliability alleged against him, Morally,
legally and factually, the Appellant has conducted himself as
Assistant Superintendent of the Press, to be like Ca sar's
wife, above suspicion. Yet, he is considered to be not free
from blame and punished with his increment stopped for a year,
without cumulative effect. True, the punishment is trivial,
but the allegation against the Appellant, is without any substance
whatsoever, as now set out. The Appellant has, no doubt, that
Your Excellency's Government, who punished him under a mis-
apprehension would now recommend to Your Excellency to set aside
the said punishment and expunge the unmerited charge of f'yn-
reliability' purported to have been established earlier.r

5. PRAYER, The Appellant has now come to the pleasant
part of his appeal and it is his final prayer to Your Excellency,
The Appellant has shown how his conduct, as acting Gazetteq
Assistant Superintendent of the Government Press, he has been
discharging his duties efficiently and above reproach of any
kind. Even with regard to his brother's affairs which formegq
the subject-mater of the disciplinary proceedings instituted
against him, he has acted bonafide throughout and strove hard,

in writing to the Superintendent, to keep himself away from the

distribution of the High Court work to the private presses. He
has not held back any material information which the Superinten-
dent was not aware and his only fault is his implicit obedience

to his Superintendent., He cannot be found faylt with, even

for an error of judgment and he is not charged with the infring-
ment of any specific rule, either in letter or in spirit, The
punishment was imposed by Your Excellency's Government under
an improper appreciation of the real facts of the case ang it

1s Your Excellency's pleasure to set aside the said buni shment
as unmerited, The Appellant prays that justice may be meteq
o

ut
to him by expunging the remark of ‘'unreliability:! fasteneg 4
®hed to
him unmeritedly and modify the punishment of stoppage of inere
“@Man

for one year, without cumulative effect, imposed op him by
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. Education, dated 22-5-=1950, certified copy attached to this

=8~ %’xg,:t

Your Excellency's Government, in their Confdl.Orders No.Ms. 1563,

Appeal. |

The Appellant assures Your Excellency of continued

good work during the rest of his short tenure, |

The Appellant humbly begs to remain,
May It Please Your Excellency,

Your Excellency's Faithfully,
it et

(K. RAJARATNAM MUDALIAR)

Ag. Assistant Superintendent, ﬂ
Government Press, Madras. /

/
/
1
|
|
{

Government Press.

Forwarded.

3
T e i \

AR

-superintendent,
‘Government Press, Madras.

@
N

G

Madras,
15-7=1950,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS

_ \\TMHW ~)a)
gt e Education Departmenta:. >~ = i
AL G*Q,MS;NQ;l§§§A5::rgg%Qa§109-@@@@;2@;@:;%5:VJ_,'fj,f .
éOV#RNMENT PRESS #sri K. Rajaratnam Mudaliar -Acting ASsistant
“ superintendent - Government Press - Interest in private Presses
| [(Cénfidential).
L AT TN T = V= V=V =V=V=V=-V=-V=-V-V-V=-V=-V-V=-V-V=V=-V=-V=-V=V=V=
“fﬂwwvvvwv‘vv Read the following:-
/Memo No.33177 A E/49 - 14 Education dated 21-4-1950.
- From Sri K. Rajaratnem Mudaliar dated 1-5-1950.

| , ORDER;- -
I : In Memo N0.33177 A E/49-18 Education dated

R —

t 91-4-1950, Sri K. Rajaratnam Mudaliar, Acting Assistant Super-
» intendent, Government Press, was called upon to show cause why
nis increment should not be stopped for one year, without cumu-

lative effect with reference to the following charge:-
CHARGE:-

. /“ b
- o

| ‘ The brother of Sri K. Rajaratnam Mudaliar is |
| having a private press of his own in the Madras City viz., Alamu
if - Printing Works. This press was t_amployed by the Government Press:,
to a larger extent than other private presses, for the work of
printing High Court records and the owner was monetarily benefit-
| - ed. Sri Rajaratnam Mudaliar should, naturally, be interested

; ; in the working of the press. He, having known of the distribu-

;‘ tion of the High Court work to the vaTiousfpresses, should have

‘ declared in writing to his higher authorities, his relationship
with the owner of the press. He fajled to do so and thus with
neld information on an important pofnt’, which he, as a res-
ponsible gazetted officer, should have dlSC'lOS@El and thus proved
himself to be unreliables #

2, Sri Rajaratnam Mudaliar has submitted his
explanation dated 1-5-1950. The Government consider that nisg
exnlanation is neither satisfactory nor acceptable. They
direct that his increment be stonved for one year, without

- cumulative effect.
! (By Order of His Excellency the Governor)

A " « 0

b ‘UWoaran Lo
To / For Secret%:gér to Goverhment
\/Sri K.Ra jaratnam Mudaliar, )

Acting Assistant Superintendent, Govérmment Press.

| through the Superintendent Governmeng
( The Superintendent Goverrnﬁé?x‘ngrest. : Press,

The Accountant General., :
Copy to the Special Officer, ?cfﬁ?m U

EJ/-22-5-1950.,
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No. 20475 E [sD
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Govt.Press - Sri K. Rajaratna Mudaliar, Asst. ‘
Supdts.-Interest in private Presses.

Faum o 5.6.0 Ende. 174 M, [k R doled 157 s2s.
Sri K. Rajaratna Mudaliar, Asst.Superintendent

Govt .Press has prvferfeﬁ é;; appeal toAH.E. thé Gover- b
LA‘@gff";; nor against orders of Govt. in G.O.1563.Ean.d/22-5-50

withholding his increment for one year without cumula-

tive effect. The brother of Sri K. Rajaratna Mudaliar

1s having a private press of his own’in Madras city '

viz., Adamu Printing Works.

b b3 (D) v In Memo No.33177 A-49-14 Edn.a/ 21-4-1950, Sri

K. Rajarathna Mudallar was asked to gshow cause with

reference to the charge specified therein why his in-

crement should not be stopped for one vear without

cumulative effect. The following points are specified

in the charge:- 4
Fd
(1) The brother of Sri X, Rajaraﬁna Mudaliar 1is ‘

having a private press of his own 1n the Mairas elty

Viz., Alamu Printing Works and thig Press was employed |

by the Govt.Press to a akxgxx a 1ar5er extent than

D) Printing of High Court
| records and the owner was monetarily benefitted and

_J? {,% ﬁi./fgfq other private presses for the
2 LA o e A4 \

Srl Rajaratna Mudaliar should naturally be intereated
in the working of the Press.

(2) Sri Rajaratna Mudaliar having known of the

distribution of the High Court work to the various

presses should have declared in writing to his higher

authority his relationship with the owner of the Press
and he falled to do so.

-

3 As regards point (1) above 871 Rajaratna Mudallar

«-ﬁ“‘/

3 ed that
‘wkﬁg, 5 b. bq ¢f  submitted in his explanation already submitt a

=

(D)  the Alamu Printing Wokks was connected with the Print.

ing of High Court cases ever since 1946 and that the

owner of the Alamu Press though his brother‘hai been

Separated from his femily &eg long Dbefore he sters

VI
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. wn. He denied the charge and ‘
started a press of his o = & : involved — ¥&=® his withholding information‘of his

g s had neither been em-
stated that his brother's Press had I 1 connection with his brother's Press (Alamu Printin g
: extent nor monetarily benefitted thewuh. y .
Rroyed Setaiargerfien ) ¥ ¥ ] : [ Works). There does not seem to be anything new in
rivate presses who had cuted High Court = '
R~ CEueE, DT ITESRLP R E the facts stated in the petition pointing to the

- A atter of fect he statement "
Printing work. i B T e e Eieysta encnts conclusion that he directly revesled himself as a

e 1-3 i p 31-87
f.v nd on 31-37 hat [
in page 43 ¢ s DD of P1t 1s obvious tha A brother to the Proprietor of Alamu Press which is
Printing Works was e : xtent N '
the Alamu ng as employed to a large/exten o Y103 Ede T the mrue¥&d point at Iissue. In the circumstances
than the othen, got the largest amount of work and the L ' h
‘w it is for oraer-s, wvhether the decision of Govt.with-
‘ t nt. Mr. R
highest payme ajalah, Pif]};( the! (Secretary) fold ; | holding the &zcrement of Sri K.RajaratnamMudslier
he should rstructedto Dl on B3ZNE(DY e innd”
that he shoul certainlv have & the higher / F] o | S for one year wish cumulative effect will be recon-
authority his relationshlp with the “owner of that Press heres
. e
and might have added that he was a divided brother and he The \omonolsheet of the llant is at (R)
_ | | appellant is a
would have done so if his conduct and intentions had been ¥ Jeo das b5 fand i
| ; L\x'f-\. ; The file may be circulsted to H.M.(E.& L )
above board.
' and H.C.M for or\iers with reference to Secretariat
U, As regards point (2) Sri Ra jaratna Mudaliar : ' :
4 ' ' ‘ \/ : } 2 O 24 o instructiong 115.
i V1) e | » " 3o K )N .
stated that he had nothing to do with the selection of wfyﬁ‘ P e J (A ] 'ﬁ (45 \]‘%D'
private presses in the city and he only carried out the ’ ‘ A s
% .
oréers of the S.G.P. who took a decislon in such matters, ‘/ ’ég/b’b
and that there was no neoessity for him to declare to - 4 f
stk B ' ‘ \\-
the higher authority his relationship tn—tire Press, ——
> The explanation of the Sri Rajaratns Mudal 1ar (:\ ol JD W
. . I P > o ‘u, ‘ :
was not accepted and the punishment as in the charge *ﬂ% e | | : o 6"%/6” @0‘1 e Wf /
was confirmed in G.0.1563 Edn. dated 22-5-1950. 12 Uk & ‘I Bace o ALk & o WD
s | =
é Sri Rlajaratna Mudaliarlstates that he has pre_ | & [UJ..—& ol (s C‘MM lﬂ\
ferred this appeal on the ground that the punishment | W ohn T W
< “ﬁ\ﬂ £EAN ‘l\l' {) | o‘é 6L'L‘L" :
imposed upon him 1s o%er severe in all the circumstanceg 7, e g e W kel 4\9 qd.m "6-56 o — P

now ‘, ! ke ! &‘Mf,lémf a:fl@ Vhe

of the case. The appellant/states that he requested the

Superintendent in writing not to enlist the distribution y\{ % "{,}4_. L | '_ A W W («’3

of the High Court Press to the private presses to some_

one else in the Press but the Supdt. did not agree. He
also allegeg that the Dy.Supc?If. Sri G.F. Amalanathan 17-¢ LD

distributed the High Court work to b, hout 20 private presses };‘ *

£
( 1ncluding the appeXkemfx a;f;l;’l.lcan-t—l-s brother 8 Alamu
[A46-4 &

Pregs. Triplicane) in b948=40 at Rs.2/4 g page, that he ’ %W

dis '» o . =
tributed the work to private presses after negotiation = Ay K‘ N H—t’ n %/U\/ M @5‘\/\/0-&( ’y\m
b Re1x12.0 ml/page thakxhg 8nd he takes eredit of a ! W N’A’"‘) \\)
s LG e W-&p e ond | v \/\‘ \(}/W m /\' ML’Q’Q‘

aving Rs.35,000 besere fgne xgxakuxxEMreduction of rate, )
hese faets do not however Z.ﬂf Lom on the main praaliion ) ﬁ/lb Jb /;”’ 2‘_’;«%
n e S .' L % a2 % S’gb Ly v1/&}/

+ SSBER.
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