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Saahilot

Bt : Erewnstmay Trats, e The Honourable Mi‘l}us’ter

Sub: V.Ve Sanskrit School, L%l RPatehdt

Taluk - Nalabar Districtis— |
Past bogus existancé an intainance of " ¥
fraudul@nt récordse cheat 6‘”?""9 oy ool At

Sir,

The above Sanskrit School was opefd in liathur 40 yoars
before undér the managéuent of the previous managér Sri. W.p.
1 do e ‘ S S ishng lManpadiar apd it was doing genuine and useful work in
RIS R e L & cause of Sanskrit €ducation. The above gentleman died in
Further Papers N :%540 and sincé then th® managémént fell into the hands of the
| présént manager 8ri.li.P. Raghava Nannadiar who is also the
Adhikari of the Amsom. Under the latter's managBment the ineti-
R Gl e = ! ek TR tution began to steadily detériorate and ever gfince 1947 the.
Rt e S S School was lying closed. The managér has been willfully fabpi-
s | | R . cating récords to concoct the existénce of the School. lMonthly
réturs, annual returns, régistérs of daily attendance of gtoff
and pupils, acquittance ‘rolls etc., were all pabricated and
forged and nothing more henious was 18ft behind in this fraydy-
lent transaction. _

2. As a congressman of the Locality I felt that this
kind of renk dishonesty and cheat should not be alloweq tg g0
on and I brought this to the notice of the Lducational,
lagistarial and g%ég‘:‘lauthomtles .80 Carly as February 1949,
certififate from th® manager of a big commereial firm in
Coimbatore to the effect that one Kallivalappil Govindan Kutty
Nair was employed in that firm for a period for about 1 yeap
and 5 months from 1947 and during all these days he hag besp
shown as a teacher working in this School. ' '

i . | 3. Perhaps as a rosult of all thege, the
: | : , : 10 . ) InspSctor of Schools, Cgimbatore Division, undep the
1 ; ' : ' of the Director of Public Instruction, ladras, held g
_ it .. ASS1sp 8nquiry in Mathur on 13-8-1950, The ¢gpee

ivisional
nstruction
S D open
19 rned pergons wore
" ~Baked to be presnt by notice®, I wag also presgntsggs :'}efe.
engairy. But unfortunat®ly, the above Goyipdan Kutty Nair
%/’ could not b® prégént as he had been out of the Localigty and
/ghe nphice did not reach him in time., 7pe Divisional
%spee' or of Schools becam® quite convinceqd
rgaietohce of the School sinc® 1947. The ay
wif(ly conf®ss2d it, 4s h® found that the e
the School was unshak&bly strong apg
the pivisiona% Iﬁspﬁggor th%t with
~duct behind it, he no objection i . of
| grant for the school from 1947-48 onwapgg . Xﬁghgza}'ﬁ'pl ’aﬁ
. T AL \ ¢ the fraud committed by the lapager it looks ag though the
B e . whol® thing would hq clos®d\u by.withdraying the aid and
To el T e T N ‘ récognition of the School. ‘If so, the"public of the
Locality would have strong resentment against the deecision
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No | -,‘2{- - \k‘)‘j m'*" /
P < '__/of the Department and if fraud, cheat, forgéry and faﬁi&cation
F;- of Public récords go unpunished. it would only encourag® worse

bogus institutions in future.

‘ 4. The manager of the School who is also the Adhiksri I

has att®mpted to protéct himself, shelving all his fraudulant

measures by throwing the entire blame on Kallivalappil Govindan

Kutty Nair, mention®d in para 2 abové. The lianager deposed before 4%

the Divisional Inspéctor that he knéw nothing about the School

nor us®d to ©nquir® anything about it. Please noteé that the

School was working just in front of his hous® and his village

lunsiff's Office, is in on® of th® rooms of th® school: still

then, -he most unhesitatingly d®posed that he did not know who

the teach®rs working in the School were or which teacher used

to attend the School, that he did not know how many pupils

' atténded the School, that he could not i dé%ify the Signaturss

| of his teachers in th® School records, that he did not concern

S : hims®1lf in th® appointment of releif of teachers, that he only

a styled hims®lf as lanag®r and would sign any papérs given to

him by the above Govindan Kutty Nair whom he had stated to haye
be8w entrusted with allth® above reésponsibilities. I do not
know what opinion the Divisional Insp®ctor has forufd about

| such a typ® of llanagér. I should think that the Adhikari's

ignorance, is nothing but préténtion. Every year he collects

| land tax ol about 7,000 rupees and it i8 impossible to believe

L 4 that such a r®sponsible man would blindly sign leaving his

} ' : résponsibiliti®s entirely to the tender mercies of another.

!

5. lior€ovér, in on® of his d®positions he says that
the School was clos®d in the month of July or August 1948 for
réasonghat he went to Coimbatore for his €ye operation. That
July or August the Junior Deputy Inspéctor visited the School
and found it unusually clos®d and the lianager's explanation
was only to cover a fraud which was accidentally discovereqd,
A managSr who as per his own admission was only a nominal
figure-h®ad, in th® conduct of th® School, nsed not have
clos®d the® School on account of his abs®nc®, Thes® two

statements, therefore ar® contradictory and T strongly
ré€iterate that all the fraud and‘humbug in the School was
s01®ly the result of the managér's willful dishonest actions.

6. Theme is anoth®r sfrious point which I fear has been
lost sight of. The School had already drawn grant for 1945-46,
During that period, the above Kallivalappil Govindan Kutty Naid
has b®en shown thak fkix imdxwidwa wex In as a member
| of the staff. But 1 have produced evidence to show that this
14 \ individual wag €mployed in Bowbay in Government concern during
I ‘ | 1944-46. This point was not raised at the tim® of Divisional
d | Inspector's enquiry and therefore noeds fresh examination.

\ ‘

7. The action of th® Ingpector of (Qriental Schools is
©ven more surprising and quéstionable. Sri. l.R.Sankara Iyer
of Mathur, retired District Jl.ldge, at the managep's pequest
gave him a ceértificat® of good conduct regarding the School.
He was not then aware of the irregularaties of the School
during recént years. He cauf to know of that only a fow days
af terwards. Immediately, he wrot® to the Inspéctor of Oeintal
Schools canelling the certificate that he® had already given.
But the inspector on the otherhand wanted the retired District
Jude® to conduct an enquiry and report résults saying that th® +£,
Junior DPputy InspSctor's enquiry and reémarks weps not suffici®ntbs
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enlight®nning. If the Junior Deputy Inspector's reusrks werse
not helpful in the fitn®ss of things he could have asked the

. D.&.0. to do if or took up the quéstion hims®lf. Copi®s of

" the correspondeénce of thé Inspector of Schools with the Retired
District Judg® are herewith enclosed for your reference,

8. The School in fact, was practically cles®d for the
last two years. Sven th® lanagér has sént up his formal
closure-réport immediately aftér my complaint. Subs®quéntly
the Divisional InspSctor cam® and enquired and the llanager
hims®lf confess®d that the School do®s not deserve any grants
for 1947-43. Now the question is what would be th® nature of
disposal given to this deliberate xRERRxsfuxkhak fhe attempt
of falsification and cheating. Is it merely the withdrawal of
grant and recognition for which th® manager hims®lf is prepared
If, so it would be only the 1iP®& of least résistence®, but would
not be exercise of proper justice. 1In the interést of Public
descﬁggiine‘bl would réquést that du® criminal action may be .
taken Adhikari for falgification of public records and he {
be kaksnxmndeclared unfit for holding th® managéuent of any '
régistered educational m institution or the Custody of any |
public records, otherwise it would only b® construed by the /
public as laxity of Departméntal Administration.

Yours faithfully,

liathur , SIS S IR @
Dated. —

Copies toi=

1.  The Director of Public Instruction, v
lMadras. :
9., The Divisional Inspector of Schools, !

Coimbatore.

D The District Lagistrate,
Kozhikkode.

s The President K.P.C.C.,
Kozhikkode.
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Offige of the inspeector
of Ore Schools,
HAdTAB 6080 18-4-140.

o Ui
t

DoUs ReCoNO. 64/49.

i
i
Wty
t
{ A

| Dear 51, | : A
. Sum- Alleged irregular working of the .
g b Sanskrit Ele-Schoo}, Mathur, and
A inves mﬂauo\n of paéti.tiona... ;
TR s g Refs- Your m.e_zﬁ%er daged 11-4-149,

5( I am in recelipt o.ero;tgr above quoted letter for-
warded by the Correspondant ‘70,';’1:!118 office, duly cer:sifving
t0 the offiel et and regular Working of the abwove sanskrit
$ohool during the past 41 vedars, i

Sl i 4 Dt dng P " rhe prosent difficulty is that & petition under
s G AR o L i date 20-2-749 was received in this officesigned by

_ . _ Byl J M.P.Narayana Nannadiar and oghors and another under date
fo 25-2-149 signed by ¥.H.Achuthan Nair, President, Village
congresa Committee, Mathur and President, Panchayat ¢ourt,
;" pathurs Lhe allegation contained in para two of the
| secbnd petition is enclosed herewith for your informagion.
[ Asnother petition signed by one K.Govindan Eutty, .
:\ Keliivelappil House, Mathur Pe.C., Via Palghat has also been
i ' recelved in this offiee under date 17-3-'49. He state® that
| though the reeords show ghat he was an assisgang in the
« < 8¢hb0) sinee June 1946, he did ndt work in the insgitution
} and Was out of Mathur from November 1944 t0 February 1946
b and returned o0 Mathur only in June 1948 from Coimbagore.
|

b ' Phe imspection report and other reeords go 4o
T M S g g} 8how that the above toacher had been an assistant in the

o i ; { sehbol &1) these vears and tho Hoadmasgter's cergificate also
g cargifies to ghis effeet, Heoneq it 1s doubtful whether
] the above potision of K.Govindan Kutty, i8 a genuine one or
1 a forged doeument t0 bring the management §0 disrepuse.
under these eircumstances, I Would request You t0 be good
[ enough 0 offer your remarks On tho following difinite poings
; as for &8 practicable, Without ineonvenieneing vour dignity
{ and status s a respestablo eltizen of the liealigy,

fIe | 1. When ¥he Sehool is Workingp

| 2. Whether the wheool is working during 1947.48,

| 3. Whether Sri K.GOvindan Kmtty, thex assisgant

| of the apove sheool was in the village from
1944, ang nido"eggtﬁn asgtstant ginee January

vr 945, and also W er the all

% é"m ;_a ptre egation made by

A8 the above polnts &re of a serious A
:,_‘ whieh I haye $0 tako a dﬁ'lﬂ_lon, I would gongg_d:t;tgzaao?a our
4 4f you ean kindly g0 int0 the question as thoroughly as -
i . possible and Myour me with & repor; at an early date i A
o yislt made in thls cOnneetlon on 22.3.149 py tho Junior
peputy Inspoegor Of Sch00ls, Palghat, Sough Range, does
not through mueh light on the above allegations,

| ~ Yours faithfuily,
& | (Sd) TeS.Balasubramaniam,
A 19-4.149,

P’r 00’.

A0 )
=,

B nth
4}

: Erys
e S IR
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Sri _

N ]
P/ A " M.Re Sankara Iyer, BsAs, BeLes
1y ' ! Retd. District Judge,

v , ,‘1 { Maghur, .rpalghatﬂ‘

g= g &&--” ﬁ&lahar.

L A *Q'»“ Extract of pmitiéns dated 20-2-%49 of
Sri M.H.Achuthan Bair, President, Vililago JODEress -
commi &t 08, 11attmr and President, Panghayat Court, kathﬂl‘-‘

- 2, ~phere was a- Bzgn\ak'rit Behool in your v tllaze
w it e its was funetioning tﬂfl 1947 now ramains closed. We
undgragand that the Manager|of tue. &bOVe Senool kocps false

ropisters and at the time Of ’tnapectd.on some puplls are
brought from other Blemengaly Scho¢) etce, and show t0 the
inspectOr @8 shelr students hence the Manager i8 known to be
choasing the depa Ttment fur the laat saveral xs mantha. )
Yourﬂ fal‘hhfull?. "\_ 1”: jo

55 l

o

: Lo

Pl Pas . e

e ——

“making tho enquirye.

7l :"U"-‘ """"’ i WL Oy
M 2, gankara AlLyer, BeA.s Bels, Mathur, Palchat [alabar)y
4 * Rotds Distriet Judgee. R2 = 4 - 1949,
<o)
The Inspeetoxr of Ori.ent;al Schools,
Vadrag, ; ..,‘
. "; 4

Sﬁr' ¥ . ) 4
4 )" ‘~
' i e o

I am in receipt of your lehter dated 64/49 daged "
18th inst. I believe you would before now have re- gad
coelved my lettor of 19th inst. sent by reglstered post,
canca@lling my certificate dated 1ith inst. given tO

/7 Raghava Vannadiar., rhe ganscrit school is located aboug
| 'a mile Off my aggraharam, I have no personal knowledge

Of 1t8 working for some years past. As it was working
satlisfactorily for several years and as I had not heard
anything to the congrary, I only beleiyed the represen-
tation of Raghaya Mannadiar, who is also the Adhikari of
the Amsom zbout iys working when he asked me for a corti

. ficate on the 1ith inst, I thought that nowadays, the

Government 40 not take & pagernal interest in Sanskrig
studies and mighs abolish this school and if 80 the
Publie might suffer and granted the certificate. It is

' Oonly on tke 18th inst. that I heard of the eomplaing

aboug the working, for the firsi time and I at onee
wrote 0 Raghava Mannadiar withdrawing the certificate.
It 19 nog propor for me t0 make enquiries about the
facts mengioned in your letter &and repori t0 you, under
the circumsiances. S0 I reguest you t0 exeuse me from

Yours faitafully,
(8d) M.R. Sankara aiyer,
> ‘m.‘

CEET R D R S A S
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( A : Education Department.

From

LN

The Director of Public Instruction,
3 Madras
To
The Secretary to the Government of Madras,
Education Departnent% Fort St.George, M a d r a s,

R.0.P.No..45-D2/12/48-19 dated 8th Auzust, 1950,

SLYS

TR e P

Education--Oriental Institutions——V.V.Sanskrit School,
(o Mathur--complaint regarding irregular working.
WL L e Reference:-Govermuent Memorandum No.13158-F/50-1 Edn, ,dated

in5e 5..6. . 1950, : R g |

N|->ef i gl

WS B reeesined

ok flspedar of sbods, Condebel
' gl ,4;1”‘_“’“‘

I v : o The V.V.Sanskrit School, Mathur was a long-standing
- : L institution which was under the management of Sri M.P.RaghavaMannadiar 5
0T Amsom Adhikari, for the last 8 or 9 years. The school was closed from ¢ f
_ 3 cnﬂ,xl CfL ' 3 April 1949, Early in 1949 petitions were received from the public. of 7
P accrn  Reema G ha | Mathur that the school was not working regularly since 1947 and that the |
R g \ ¥ x ‘ _ | =Y registers of pupils and teachers were not correct, On receipt of the ‘
FQ&Ukﬂ;»n-:E1ﬁ¢=4~-n#ﬁzjillffﬂnéﬁ“34~¥»)f99”1~.'*““" DO TR R WA petitions the grant sanciioned to the school for 19L7-48 was withheld |-
)Lii (:Cil<;¢~ ! ’ \\ pending investigation of the allegations, a—

A A0 o

A ALA e
4
3 -

-

_[j;avb; C_ervvg;icagih;_w(?kggiﬂgﬁxn~)eni_

t — : - 2 The Depuﬁy Inspector of Schools,Palghat South Rance
: N \ © Uil vA7 A ST S SRS S LR ' 2 * 2 = > g
: a—?&‘” £ pr 1 A= (A = WMO\?U\*# L e 6-";&14 {Z,e «;l'a.},QJ ! - investigated the matter first. On the basis of nis report the District
,&,LL(;;-,‘(Q ) Alie , v D EMRRRR RS : Liducational Officer, South Malabar expressed the view that there was a

. )&g;aqﬂztwwbk?- = }-;c/\ ;3\mlgm4- L | case for a thorough enquiry, &ecordingly the Divisional Inspector of
5 g y -~ ] - Sl [ et ’g;buxtlf_‘}1CA&NDW,y o, Vi LA SN ‘ Schools,Coimbatore was ask?d to conduct an enquiry on the spot. He did ps
;,-(£3E74E>1ali = T RO R UTE B " ' so in March 1950, and examined Fh? petitioner Sri N,.K.Achuthan Nei r “and
, . & fgﬂ L )_.L‘..:_r_> oy ol S vaed B L BNIE L Ll £ ; <5 ] others. I have examincg the Divisional Inspector's report and on a
: ONdy~1341{ ; ' i B C & o consideration of al} ercumstapces of the case I have decideq to
| ltﬂl) e P e e e e N P A Ty T » Q'withdraw the recognition and aid of the school with effect from A

oL : AR SRR T 16/ ' _ : \and to recover from the Manager a sum of ks, 373/ being the grant pai
| : * : - / L g the g paid

\for the years 1945-47 in respect of the teacher Sri K.Govindankutty Nair

1 . TSRO 3 s 1
'whose continuous service in the school as shown in the registers is 1 i
to doubt.,
3. The petitioner has sugzge
be taken against the Manager of the
Tor the following reasons:—-

ste@ t?at criminal proceedings should
school, I dOFOt support the sugzestiop |

(a) Though it is alleged tp
satisfactorily since 1947, neither the
did s=% think of couplaining to the aut
departuent was not taken in by the fals
the years 1947-4L9 as no grants

at the school ceased to work |
Petitioner nor the local public
horities until January 1949, This
€ position of the school durine
Wwere paid for these years, 3

(b) Sri Govindankutt~r s
Ny 2 oy Nair was not ¢ S whe:
Divisional Inspector conducted ? oot Tanle i) oS

- ) o the enquiry, This teacher was present,
IEZZEZ chffl at ?he time of itg annual inspection in 1945-46 and

1o ?' tA¢ €nqulry has revealeq that he was at times irresular i
attending the school, For thege two years a nrantugf Rs 37374 had A
?Geﬁ}pdld~0n“b6h?11 of the teacher, Though he might have actually worked
in Pne school, absenting himselr off and on, durine these Vears° = H;
decided to recover the entire grant paid on his behalf as it is got L

possible to determine at present t 3 A5 i
3 3 i he aetual riod of his servi
during those years, : pe rvice

B
L)

(c) The withdrawal of aid from 1.4 1947 and the recovery of
ks, 3?3/=‘are adequate Punishment to the Manager for the ir?e”ﬂlari+ie
comnitted by him, The Hanager has stated that Sri Govindankuztv Vaf s
to whom the working of the school was entfusted g Nalrp
the irregularities and that the petitions
between himself and Sri M.X.Achuthan Nair,

Was responsible for
were the outcome of hostility

Page 2,
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A8 Begfffe taking criminal proceedings against the Manager,
- 15 desirable to obtain legal advice in the matter. I am, however, s

f opinion that the publie time and expenditure likely to be taken up }
the suggested criminal proceedings would be out of proportion to thel

portance of the case and that it would not be expedient to instituteé
~ eriminal proceedings against the Manager, A

-In the circumstances explained above; I consider that the
. petition of Sri M.K.Achuthan Nair does not call for any further action,
.

I request -the favour of early orders.

v ' - Yours faithfully,
& oy . &Z/ﬁzL_,/4?vvy4~,4L«Apﬂr
! -
. For Director of Public Instruction,
Grd.8-8-50, )

L s
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- proceedincs Rop.No.45 D2-12/48-49 dated 4-10-1950 is enclosed for the

Education Departmen?(/
From e e e @

The" Director of Public Instruction ' The Secretary

:overnment,

Madr-a S - § BEducation Depgpfment, Madras.
il - Rop.45 D2-12/48-49 dated 6-11-195V. X

Sir, : A
Sub:~ Schools-Speclal-V.V.Sanskrit school, Mathur-Complaints ?ﬁ

LS regarding irregula® working-Recovory of B.373 from the
~Manager.

1910y T95F - ) 0.1 70,2636 Education dated 26-9-1950.
(A0 b % 4 M‘-

o~

OA';.

F LT w 1 o 3 ShiS T At
W&&g&@@%ﬁf‘ﬁmé%ager of the delunct.V.V:Sanskrlt_Scho?%%xhathur was calleq
upo=Eo-rofund a sum of k,373/-being the teaching gfant-and the special

grant paid on behalf of Sri K.Govindan Kutty Nair whose serviee in

The school from 1-4-1945 to 31-3-1947 is open to doubt. 4 copy of mv

information of CGovermment. Sri Raghava f‘amnadiar i1s not inelined to
refund this sum of J.373/-as may be seen from his letter dated 25-10-19=n
(copy enclosed, in which he has proposed to place the matter in the
hands of hils advocate. .The contention of the manager in regard %o the
actual service of Sri K.Govindan Kutty Nair, in the school is not correct
A-Vide my reply Rop.45 D2-12/48-49 dated 18-10-1950 te the manager T
(Copy enclosed)

78] 4 L

,,zﬁgéﬁwﬁth reference to the G.0.duoted abuvetggéi.MIPvRaghava |

2,8ri M.P.Raghava Mamnadlar is the amsom Adhikari of Mathur

But for this position of authority, the irregular working of the Bansieis
school under his management would have been brought to the notice of K
the department much earlier. One of the reasons for not recommendine

he institution-of eriminal proceedinszs.against him-was that-the prant

of ®,373/-drawn by the manager can le recovered through thé Collector

of Malabar even if the manager declines to pay it. I therefore request
that Govermment may kindly instruct the Collector of.Malabar to take
suitable steps to recover the sum of ®,373/-due from Sri M, P Rae
Mannadiar, amsom Adhikari of Mathur. i

e

Vi, ¢
G ¥\ For birector of Puplic.Instruetion
fo . WAt s st o s o s e oo o ok ke ok ok )

Copy of Director's Proceedings Rop.'0.45 D2/12/43-49 dated 4-10-1950
to Sri M.P.Raghavan Mannadiar etc,

Sub:~ Schools~Special-V.V,5anskrit school, Mathur-Complaints megarding

irregular working-“rders passed.

Read:ri) From the Divisional Inspector, Coirmbs e L
| No.146 D/50 dated 16=3~1950 ang - ore Division letter Re.
x'Efﬂ} 11) G.0.Ms.No.268C Educatlon dted 26-9-1950

= e

Aacsome petitlonsiwere received from the publiciof Mathur, Soutl
Malabar, alleging that the Sanskrit Elementary school in the Vii“kguth
under the management of Sri M.P.Raghava Mannadiap waé'notRQﬂranwa&e
sregularly since 1947 and that the registers of *eacherslanak G ii )
not reliable, the Divisional Inspector of SCh;o{Q Cdiﬂbatgrepwgs % were
ted.to conduet a detalled enquiry on the snot and submit his f;jﬁlgques-
After a careful consideration of the Divisigéﬁﬁling?ééuorrg réﬂﬂgib'

nal In: : port,

-

the Director passes the following ordersg:

Yours faithfully, |

C B O S ] - °
1) Withdrawal of recognition and aig The enquiry
he i i 1 SO b . , — R
the DlViﬁlgﬁaj ?QSP?CLOT‘uaSﬁQiSC7OSed that the schoel was not working
regularly from about April 1947. The manager hinmself has sccent P
fact The recognitlon and 8id enjoved b Lhe cak o A ed this
e L e S oo ©iHJ0yed by fthe sehool shall be @eemed
towa§$ >£ie»_1 _f—l.._“wt ?.T;f‘l“x.'\il.ilb:‘: eJ.f‘rj Irom 1=4=1947, The sehool is. not
eliglible Ior any t("';r.Ctll].lg {,I‘aﬂt Lrom led=194%7.

made by

¥
X

2) Recovery of grant vpaid on behalf of &ri K.O e

Sri K.Covindan RUtLy Nail : 2 : ovindan Kutty Nair
8ri K.Govindan Kutty Nalr was on the start of theé scho -1 P?@s‘1_3,194g”'
The grants pald ] e

NV i % N F whk~ 92 ) W
ts pald on bils behalf upto 31-5-1@47 are as™ollowsie
Y o i PO ) (a2 ] t -
Fer1od. Grant-Specialzrant-Total
S SR » v, (.\_‘\1_ N N {“_\'1 ey — )~ el
- == L 0 L'Geen 101 G
J1947: 104546 1 Bs. 66 B, 186
7
/ \'s") % % O )



e Por-L il ZUCS S e Y RS
et . N = oo T == m

1946-47 137 50 187 -
L ___‘-'___‘_'_________________________ ’
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It hasAbroushlto ®ie notice of the Director that this teacher was
i be a

' employed elsewhere during certain periods when he was shown to
S member: of thel stafif of this ' school. - That this teacher was continuously
on the staff of the school from 1-4-1945 to 31-3-1247 as shown in th
school records is unreliable nor is it possible to &term ne the actual
period of his service in the school during the two years. The Director
therefore orders-that the entire amount of. teaching grant paid on his
behalf, viz B5.373/-as detailed abowve, for the period from 1-4-1945 to
31~3~1947 be recovered from Lthe manager.

B The sum of P:,373 ordered to-te recovered from the manager should
be remitted into the trecasury immediately to the credit of "XXVI Educa-
tion C~-recpoveries of over payments®, and the chalan submitted to the
Director before 20-10-1250, The manager is informed that fallure

to pay the sum B,373/-within the prescribed date will entail action
-for its recovery being taken through the Colleector of Malabhar.

N.Subramania Iyyer. :
For Director of Publie Instruction, Al

/True copy/
: : ok LS
opy off Director's Proceedings. 45 D2 12/48-49 dated 18-10-1950 to

Sub:- Schools-Special-V,V,Sanskrit school, Mathur-Complaints regarding
irregular working-Orders. ~ . : ¢

-Read:~ Sri M.P.Raghava Yonnadiar letter dated 10-10~1950,

The Director has come to the conclusion that Sri K.Govindan Rutty
alr was not continuously serving in the V.V.Sanskrit BElementary school
during the years 1945-47 on the lasis of tie fol owing facts:
statement to the Deputy Inspector of schools, Palghat South
Range, Sri K.Gov?n@an Ku?ty Wa@r had averred tEat hg iras employed else~
where during certain periods, in the ;earsnlgﬁo,19§; and 1947.

i i1) eri C.P.Ragnavan lalr; Ex~Headmaster of the school ha¥ simted that
sri K.Covindan Kutty .alrz"rema@nea absent for one or two months
iit)sri M.P.Kochukrls@na hagnadlag,_an"ex—te%?he:r of tbe school has
stated that Sri K,Govindan Kutty Fair "used to absent himgelf for 10 or
k 15 days of?bnd on", s ' iy
 ° T4 ig clear from the.above that Sri K.Goviidan Kntty ITa
ot continuously atﬁgndlng the»sgh?pl dur?ﬁ% “Se gerlig 1-4—1?%U
3i—3-1947 and tﬁat the fecoyds of :Tf §Cnuoi‘sghWLnL uneﬂr?ggkar ;
++edanee of the saild feacher CaﬁﬂuoLle reqle. gpon.a .brL‘H.P:RagHaVa
% ;rqﬁqar 1g therefore informed that :he oraers passed.in. the Directortg
QM‘A?””CM;ﬁrvs Rop.45 D2 12/18-49-dated u~10~1;§0 will not be reconsidereg
k$g,‘,. proceed s to refund the gum of 5,373 lmmedigtely will entail
| being taken throu h the Collector. of Malabar,

-4 that faliure
‘éf}l a~§.cn for 1ls recovery Al - .
' acvloll = proceedings should be acknowledged.

The receipt of

Mathur,
1) In his

was
to

A
this

Calicut. L ‘
N.subramania Iyyer.
For Director of Bublie Instruction.

/true copy/

Sri M.P,Raghava Mannadiar, Village Adhikari, Mathor Amsom via Palghat ete.

Copy of letter from M.P.Raghava. lfannadiar, Pattathi Hou

A Palghat to the Director of Public -Instruction, Madras. q
| Sub:~ Schools~Special-~VVSanskrit Schocl-Mathur-Complaints regarding
| irregular working-Crders passed.,
| .'\ . 4
Ref:~ Yourfletter No.Rop.45 D2 I2/48-49 of Ig.1#.1950.
| 3 1

T thank you for your letlter No.quoted above.

I am sorry to note that the.dedision contained in your letter
No.45 D2 12/48-49 of 4.10,1950 still stands and cannot be altered.

I repeat that I have concrete and clear evidences that this
teacher was serving in this schocl for the period in guestion.

Your Superintendent of Sanskrit Schools has made Five inspections
during the period and I have evidences to show that he has$een this
particular individwal duripg all this times and this teacher had amvnle
opportunities to tefl him on one of.th§SQ occassions atleast that he
was not continuously serving more Specially when the same teacher wag

1

dealing with all the correspondence of the schcol.

My second standing evidence is that "RECIIPTS" obtained from

M ?his teayher fo; having receiveg“hls payyin complete for the full periogd
j in question, which was duly audited by the Chariered Accountants and !
I accepted by your office. ‘
I’ (al . -
' If the amount OI;B.3734—}S still to be repaid it should be

done by Sri K.Govindan Kutty Nalr who received this morey and not by me. %
‘ . As this decision of yours is shaking the Very el “oF v

prestige, I am compelled tc consult my Advocate

with the records under

whose-directions T am writing thigs
In spite of the above clear
reconsider you§ decision coritained
\.ﬁ/‘of 4,10,1950, I request that I may
*& uAl hand over my papers to my Advocate
near anhd dear to us.
Mathur.
25-10-1950

/true copy/

‘/\,O’\‘ g

to save the prestige of my family that is new at

letter.

evidences, if it is not possible to
10 your letter No.Rop.45 D2 12/48-49
kindly be informed so, s0 that I ean
U0 proce'd with the legal action
stake and that Is so

Yours faithfully,
(sd) M.P.Raghava Mannadiar.

o o Sk g e
ey r st b T -
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(End$.ef the D.P.I. Rep Ne.45-D2/12/48-49 4/18-8-1950.
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‘orders fer the withdrawal

YT TSI e Tl e o S?ﬁ paia ' | R e AR gl
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Frem Sri M.K. Aehuthan Velr, President, Village .
Congress Committee, Matbur ‘Palghat ‘dated nil.

Edueatien - Oriental 1nctitutians MWL

Sanskrit seh@el Mathur - Complaintgregarding
IxREny irregular wo“king.

" The letter en pagey 5*&!‘ frem Sri M.K.

*

Achuthan Nair, President, Village Cengress Committee
s 2
Mathur, Palghat refers te eertain irregularities in \

the management ef NV Sanskrit Seh@@l Mathur Paggh&t

: The petitionpr states that i
the aectien taken by the Departmental antherities Tiz. ]
withdrawal oﬂ grant end reeobnition eof the seheel ig
nat eopmensurate with thé’fraud eommitted by the

mansgement and suggestsitha% due eriminal actien may *

be taken againet the Manager for falsﬂ?f&&ﬁ&cﬁ “of oy

el Sl ’)iTF( N e the D
v-f‘ﬂlts_ e .P.I.

publie records.

in the matter"is'oh pp-lS-lé ef. Nl

-

R T i )

It is seen frem the Direetqr's rep' '§hat

the Divisienal Inepeeter of sehmls Coimba-torfé‘ con-

dueted an enquiry in Mareh 1950 and examined alse the

petitioner and ethers.

L)

Divisienal Inspector'sg repert‘the Directer issueg

On a ceconsideratien ef the

of the reeegnitien gng ,
 ®ig

{0 the sehesl with erfeet frem 1-4-1947 and for the

e
recevery from the Manager'of a sum ef Re; 373 “beir:
the grant pa%d ?}r the year 1945-47 in respect -

teacher whes's sentinusus serviee in the seheg) Wa, |
8

deubtful. Fer the reasens stated in parg 3

T the
letter, the Direetor dees net eonsider 1t Neeegq
ary

te take erimlnal preeeedings ags

weuld sppeer:frem the roaann*furnhshcﬁwb?~¢*uh D4
Pemt

that the aetien taken ageinst the Mansger Beemy gue
a fi
The Direeter alse censiderg that the

Publie
time and egpenditure likely te be taken up by th
; e

eriminel preeeedings weuld be Gut of mmm«m
on te

elent.

the impertance ef the egce and that 1% weuld net
net be

eYbedient te *nstitu e npimlnal s
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Achuthan Nair, President, Village Cengress Committee

Mathur, Palghat refers te eertain irregularities in \

the management ef V.vV. Sanqkrit Seheel Mathur Palghat
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From the D.P,I., Rop.Ne. 45D2 - 12/48-49 D/ 6/11/50

Sub: Sehools-Speeial-V.V.Sanskrit sehool, Mathur-mzmpizi
eomplaints regarding irreguler working-Reeevery

of Rs.373/-frem the manager. ; \

On reeeipt of complaints relating te eertain irregula- \
rities in the management of V.V.Sanskrit sehooel, Mathur x
j Malabar Dt., the D.P.I. instituted neeessary enquiries l
in the matter and issued orders for the withdrawal eof
the reeogni%ition and aid te éhe Sehool with effeet from
1/4/47, and for the recovery from the mahager of a sum
of Bs 373/~ being the grant paid for the years 1945-47
in respeet of the teacher deSP eontinueus serviece in the
sehool was doubtful. The Gevt. alse agreed with the D+ EEE
that the aetion taken by fke him was adequate and that

| there was no need to institute eriminsl preeeedings against
the Manager of the xR schooli/.- Vide G.0.Ms.Noe 28836

| Bdn. D/ 26/9/50. The D.P.I. now reperts that Sri -M.».Raghed

| »
N Mannadiar who 1s the mansger of the gehoesl and the ‘amsom
Adhikari ef Mathur 1s not imelined to refuna the sum of

that the Cellr,

(51

Rs 373/~ an of Malabar may be asked to take
°® g

4 er -
steps for the reeovery of the gum frem the manager. 75

| The contentlen of the manager ig thgt the teacher on

| wvhese aeeount the amount of Ps 373/L yag ordered te be

reeovered frem R1m Was serving in the geheol during the
>3 v b L4

peried referred te . The Direetor is, however, eonvineed
\, v 4’ J 4 O

of the fael that the teacher wgg net in servise An thg

sehool. In the eirdumstanc ees stated b

Oy the D¢r90+®r the

& 'F‘ =
Collr. of Malabar may be ggked tq recover the money as

suggested by the Diregtor -
S s or. A.draft Memo is gubmitted fOr

gpproeval . W L\LA?/‘JL/ \]4,\/‘,.,,)-&., S
2







