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Government, Solicitor,

C Secrenary to the Government of Raras ,
Qp .tment F@rt . George, Madras, with & copy of the
atc~Gencra1's letter referred to auvove.
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.
ari K.Kuttikrishno penon The Goverrment Solicitor,
Advocate-Gencral, Madras.,
Madras.
1S .No.378 aate¢ 29-7-1290.

Writ C.M.P.N05.5255 and 5340 of 1950 - High Court,
' MRAras.

Having regard te the lmportance of the questions involved

and the time taken for the study of the various aspects of the casc,

I request that Government mdy XxX& 5indly oe agdaresseda for payuent o

me of a.consolidated foe of Hs. 2,500/~ for my &ppearance on their

behalf in the awove petitions.

sd, K. Kuttiaishrnd Menon,

Advocate-Generdli,
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, From
- 4 B \ . R (‘,
o | H.M.Su2ll ESq.; M.A., LL.B., The Secrete .rsgct.o thc é@er}:me 1t
: il Government golicitor, of padras, . - s = :
K ) SRS i | el W : ’ MaAras. Bducation Depw mdﬁmﬁ ;

il KN 29 L{ _ Dted 3lst July 1950.

. _ : e . Sir,

g —————

Engincering College - Admigsions on. communal vasis -
validity with reference to the provisions in the Now
Constitution - High Court, Madras - C.M.P.N0.5340 of
1950 - C.R. Srinivasan vs. The State of Maaras.

Rs.325-10-0. In view of the fact that the post of the Govermment
goliecitor will be abolishecd as from today it is requested that

X
‘//{ 1 enclose a note of my fee in the matter amounting to Yp "'\r-
my bill may be pas seed for payment immediately.

|
|
|
|
|

" RV Youra faitbhfully ,

. : G (,overnmer't. SO.‘_lCltDI‘.
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1he " State of Madras,

¢. R. Srinivasan,

And

PetitiOne?g

Re spondent.

J

Inéfructions Lo oppose petitione.

" Attending Court when petition in

1ist for hearing but adjournede.. -

perusing and considering petition

and
fois;‘25;

Perusing and considering papers

as instructions to draw re spondent's

counter affidavit: engaged 5 hourse

Drawing Counter affidavit,

fOJ_sO 18Q Q

] -
Instructions to Counsel to




BROUGHT FORVARD:

settle further arffide YT Gow ;

i st et e

7 4 . o s |
& 5 Attendlng Court when petition
sn list for hearing but adjournede. " 3 184 k| : g g B S

+ 32 (D) :‘- Perusing ar;d considaring | -‘ e LC .
u | ‘J“”“ ——JL*EPk! C;whkﬁ—~5;a4ka&taL~

/é.ll papers and looking up. Acts ] S“.S , A\l
I . ; f)(,l 's"l/av* “V ,kvm‘:’lﬁbi_ﬁmbl n.ﬁww--.
l , and EXD.LhOT‘lthS wlth view to | - S
\;; instruct Counsc'l Lne Advocate - | @rd&u Ne_‘_‘Q\‘B?(B %Ad@‘s&t ! ) \,_Q,_‘_"DO y
: General, at hearing. 100 O o R fs | 1
: ' o : oY |
26 Tnstructions to Counsel 1 i) SRt ,—._ﬂ,c,_ ___Gw-uLL CDaA.&Lvm I - m

_to appear at final hearing. " 10 Oc

18 &) Attending Court imstruct-

ing Counsel when pstition

(along with petition No.5255) . oae RPN S | e
TRl 2 § _ - ﬁ'
called, part heard (common hearing) : s i SISy ( 91 > -—&{,C
and adjourned: half charge. i 15 O : | ot < SRR SR e == lL‘—~- —f"&_
19 6 Attending Court when peti- *[ w il e EAPICESREIE VA ¢ = ; e W Thtn e n 0 S S

tions further heard and judgment

reserved half charro.
# Nl Attcnd—l—no COL‘L_(‘L, Uhen : - -_,.-______,___})__ _______
3udgf’10fl’ﬂ do livered: half ch"u 76 o ] S ‘ MRS o e e ey
' & TN v
/42 Perusing copiles of JUdf," o le,
ment and order: half charge. " 8 8. B O a e CUNUIS ~ ‘: :

order V Sur~charges of 25% as per :
_ﬁ_@l—.@_}-’-o-&- AR : j : - 7 .
: High Court Fees Rules, not g5 2 .J | . S |

1 |,.

Total., ps. 925 =10,

s

\ e

\
(Rupees

LLanﬁGlﬂmcz “<i:?<ub .lﬂm Cﬁuzaﬁ .ﬁkr&Cé§4§ué:>; }*

Three hundred and twenty-£ive

and annas ten only).

COVERNMEHT soLICITOR
3/)- 7~:QJ%
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Suit - Engg. and Medical Colleges 1950-51-
Admissions - Payment of fees to the Advocate
General and the Govt.Solicitor.

* K R

From the Govt.Solicitor No.9969 d-31-7-50
—— No.9968 dated.eg-7_195o\k

The Advocate General hasNg~aimed a fee of
Rs.2,500 for his .appearance in G.H. SbNos. 5255 (Medical
College admissions) and 5340 (Engg. College admissions)

on the file of the High Court. The Govt. Bolicitor

o

has alsgo claimed a fee of Rs.325-10-0 in respect of

CMP 5340 only. It is understood that he has submitted

v
n#6“bila to the Health Deptt. in respect of C.M.P.

No.5255.

Shalk

2. Gﬁ\he e, P.No\ 5§4Olhms’»pms't3@ fog_,h,earing on

27 5 wasrad urned to loth Jul 960" On, 1n-7 1950 |
) Er % J% s & d \{ﬁ]:‘ Aa‘q .“ 50

both the petitions came up for hearing but were adjournf

"

Gl

'Y

X,
ed to the 18th’ JuI%jfor fiﬁal'hearing They weére heard

- sa6cordnglyfon' the.18th ‘and Lot July by.the furl bench..

| The hearing which began at 10248 ' i o Aok, el con- |

’, i
tinued for the full dey and was concluded at &?50 P ﬁ

on 19th July. Judgment was reserved and delivered on
/ | the %&fk 27th July. Their Lordshins stated that they

made no order as to costs.

5. Sri Kuttikrishna Menon, Advocate General, took |

charge of the post on 15th July 1950. Brior to that,

the two cases were handled by the ex-Advocate-General ,

Sri K. Raja Iyer. It is presumed that he will eend hi#%

bill qgrtlyu

i

f'u.

he 1mpmrﬁanee of the matter, the fee elaimed by the*;

Advocate General is reasonable and may be pald. Though
there were two petitions they were for .ell practicesl

purposes treated as ong. Uome Deptt.

may be recuested

to advise on the recsonableness of the feeg clalmed by

the Advocate General and the Govt. Solicitor.

O. It is presumed thet the expendifture is %o b

debited to " o .

i~ FEN GRS SR SO S 3
Admintatration of
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Officers - C. Allowances and Honoraria (Fees to Govt. L ) Q & o ‘ @,
Pleaders)-Voted" . ,//: In view of this, the fee of Rs.325-10-0 claimed by
6. The file may be sent to Health, Home and ’://‘ ‘;/

the Tx.Govt. Solicitor in respect of C.I‘E.P.SBLO/SO‘

Finance Departments for remarks before circulation.

ln it (e
f';’;i}:i. 445 X, /fzfpcz
By

] i G o

) ¥ CA ‘
’ on the file of the High Court may be allowed.

3/, Fees to the Advocete-Cenera] :- The .l‘;dvocate—(?eﬁeral

1 .- ‘
' Cpe has claimed a sum of Rs.2 500 for both the petitions
| The Fx. Govt. Solicitor has stated that in view of
the importence of the cases, the fee claimed by the

A.G. is reasomable and may therefore be paid,

A statement showinethe fees maid to the Advoeste-

_— f(eneral in important cases is put un at (). The

Ha Auxjpmaebv( s (g /5. , L |
/ ? ‘ w T (qg\ N vl\uk : fee usually sanctioned to the Advocate-Ceneral for .
’?&Vfl ’% ur /W ?. W 5’2 5% o | . ‘

, ‘ ‘ _in most cases and RS.5OO/; perday in some cases.

& b It is stated that the C.M.T. & which were postel. |
¥ —f &5° qﬂ/“ | Foend | | ; 4 for hearing on 27-6-50 was adjourned to 10-7-50. Both
| et L ,
%/W X ) e, © \c vor > < | ovte
” . i

{7/17"’» | but they were adiourned to 18th.July 1950 for final

his eppearance in the Mich Court is Rs.350/- per day |

A

the petitions came up faxh for hearing on 10-7-50

PR hearine, They were heard accordinelv on the 12th

(4D wem“suw

w_‘: e A .
At { : bep:an at 10-L5 a,m. on 18h July continued for the

HOW® pEPARTIENT.

Thig file deals with #he questl

ard 19th Tuly br the full Pench and the hearine which/ (|
on i '
fees to the 4. G, ang gF P

x. Govt, Sollcltor Vadras for
theip arnearance op C.]

SUITR————

¥ |  full day end concluded at 1-30 p.m. on the 19th Juh;y
Y f 1
' '8 J'udgment was reserved amd delivered on 27th Tuly 195

wAAR
From the above it mav be seen ‘chnt ‘rh‘e 5. ha&
file by the Migh Court. s b
v g | I full day's work on the 18th and helf dev's work on
/ Please 59&'\'«“‘%‘ note s pp 1~ L above. <he rate of

rt s Sol %itor for hls work on 4

o o - the 19th July, On the other Qave the cases were
C M. P, s%Lo/'so on ‘rhe f‘iié Qf‘ High Codrt is in secordanse L

with the lower scale of . f'eee rreseribed in the A, M; Crrlong,

TR NG

maedlwy ad journed, 1t may e mentioned that thoush

A
s > a
.. / " J: '~ o
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Sh oy

the cases were ad journed, the AU, would heve cone

O T 2T i Y s




~ petitions, The svl. fee of Rs.2500/- claimed by the

come prepared for conducting cases on these days.

The A.G, appeared on the whole for 5 damys on the

A.B. workes out to Rs,500/- per day. As already
stated, the AG is so far peid a sum of Rs.500/- - o

per day for important cases. .

In view of the impordance ené-—thesersetiored T

mebure of the petitions the A5 is entitled to a fee

-of Rs.500/- per day. It does not seem that the A,

would have full day's work on 2'7-'7-19’50 when the

judement was merely pronounced.

In the above circumstances it is for orders

whet ; AP Gy
ether thas department may recommend that the /ua/*'”""(”a and

may be paid a consolidatéd fee of Rs.ZOOO/; for the j adtore .
two petitions ‘ 7 ﬂ
* i Tore-Lere. L1 S0
Health Devartment .may take orders in circulation >
n1 lncludlnp H M ( E &L ) alﬂ H M (Fln ) ,R/\Q. Q‘D\'g_(
Yy\g\/\/} Ln_ K\W o~ W Fﬁ"/\/\w"’ﬁ-‘- @""h"
Yo
5’0 : .
540\, 4.'> O th W dshet/ ; |
i e iy PR
4 A%;r C;Wﬂérlfcaa Ay m xbﬁku,if' o ?/' |
Z ol G

A %, i we .

}a.. i LﬁiycﬁkA~tf Yo CJNJghqstJ:;hr«QJ»sitn WOF
// 4 s 5

L/CA4-M>I( Yo 4L~7/= m ﬁ@/ykac4dﬁ |
a/vﬁ% /@U‘ﬁ//ﬁﬁfk ”"\"2’ édaw%ﬂuf

| \\-—=¢x\,§ B &c
| o \N\g.\&k:ﬁ :

" Refs: Secretary's gueries above:
A ab@vg:

A statement shewing the fees'paidti '

the Advocate General in impertant cases is pujt up @
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“flag (D). The fe ,. ' sRearnl A | | ,
g ee usually sanctioned to the Advocate i/‘ i ' i " - Fvamce C Paun>
General for his appearance in the High Court is Rs g ' : : : e —
, & | : e
350 ' ; , ' Tbe ansler 3"”" o~ Ao addfe crg
/- per day in mest cases and Rs 500/~ per day in _ .

sSeme cases. It may be mentioned that a sum of Rs s | ] . taans a(ﬂ,fé»(- adso O\J/uﬂ-»
. - a e ? h ‘ ik
s { \
750/~ is Sanctiened te the Advecate General for his ' : ; : ' W "!‘ 3 z =

~appearances enly in the Supreme Court.

B on page 5 ab@ye. > ’(2 SEP |9r° W ?
| o R e
The Advecate General actual! B = g : ‘ ‘- CZ / @ %‘K A — < 1als>
a appeared L O T ol './I“k. > ¥ ‘TIQN D PA 0}0‘-)..7 . ')/> LVZ - gb\,\
; ® i { 2 - | G g ! -
for the cases in question en 5 days - viz - 28- 6-50., ‘ ' %ﬂ\@
10=-7-50 = o 7 ’ £
7-50, 18-7-50, 19-7 50 and 27-7-50, Appedrance : Sy - 9(?6%\@%—/ N o b de.
' O

of the A-G. en 27-6-50, 10-7-50 appears te be purely / J@f /W
S : t Lokl »

- neminal as the cases were merely adjourned without

any hearing.

,le\e ML/&’C@L ézcnuaf ‘e_%

The A.G. was present in court 27=7=50 o x| : —C %‘M& a ‘ D) QI e \ft h&
5 1A jﬁ%ﬁ“"% % 3 i

when judgment was proneunced His werk can be said to { t-,cm/a,v\u o C-H- P tre.. 5355 ( hw&”
be alse neminal iiyt‘hivﬁ day. 0}, leﬁ e honn oo ) &nd - SHho ( Lm

2 L e :
e B el actuall&wl_}ﬁ:’d\;g % ij’ | Ctﬂ‘(ﬁﬂc adoniacghion &= h& tale % I("

A heardl on 18=7=50),

~and 19-7-50. The hearing which began at 10.48 a.m. on 18-7-50 = | g - Coink e ep. Coupul Se&e.‘;i—d R
continued for the full day and was conclujed T30 : : : _ @&gﬁ”é a n/.x ?)&6 - le-© ’—‘ﬁn
on 19-7-50. It will be Seen that the A.G. didilbstantial ' L | }\r v g Ck, beal ke & C 0P 55C(u/31, Lar  ocud a
work on these two days. - | i | i @L{%@L TR ) w-«lc 5o CHP s;.sss&
- For orders whether Ti the sbevs sTiains , 3 ¢ ' \:h\‘c [-lamc Lch» &nmaeu/ ,La;ﬁ /-e fcc

' stances the fee of Rs 2500/— claimed by the A.G, for the s .* EA ; ' ‘ l B @(cwmé : h\é MU"U’C@L (a.cneank, G
twe cases 1in question will be considered amd reasohable and { —

{»m‘tam ahudlé [ﬁ}h Casen: _ '

Zg mam Cm»dw? [P .
\J < (ccs dﬁw%\:ﬁ

’ be allewed. ' Z/(Q&
| R '/\ Wm il e %{[
cntloch 31 diuforduit [

aaem ('

op/o . %@ u‘d w {ldb—b’tck U’zc,nqaf @.ﬁ [ ’ep 67
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