


s ~ ] : Sri.M.Narayanan Nair,‘
) - ;‘ =S ' Superintendent,
. ' _ i i Government Publication Branch,
i \ I j + b4 . Mount Road, MADRAS.
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. Das 5 Education Department,
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?% g T The Superintendent,
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‘ Ref:- Government Memorandum No.3033EA50-3 Edn.dated 13-
- This” humble memorial is from Sri.ﬁ.Narayanan Nair, agai
BB RS T O A order of recovery of House Allowance drawn by him for the period
_ e e . 71-5-1947 to 30-9-1948. %
b “Dater | . | | The facts of the case are set forth below:-
T B AN e A Rl zﬁﬁ nfﬂi;‘ | 1, The memorialist was occupying a portion in premises;ﬁciﬁ
- Venkatesa‘Naicken Street, G.T., Madras from August 1946 to 1st
October 1948 as his actual residence. :
2. Being alone, in the interest of his offieial work and
personal convehience, his frequency and stay in the Government Pri
i Party Buildings were well conspicuous.
y A b 3. The Government Press Party Building is a rented one, the
rent being subsidized by Government and there could be noveF
right for any member to remain as a free lodger.
4, The Superintendent, Government Press, the P.A, to him, the |
Manager and the Head Clerk of the Goverrment Press, Madras are the
‘chief men to conduct the affairs of the Government Press Party ,'f
ag Patron, President, Vice-President and Secfetary of the Party.
 The tase against the memorialist is that the exercise of
b individual right of frequency and stay with permission in the Party
\ : | i T i », : j_;f | A ST b ATl A; : has been misconstrued as of a tenant in the said premises lgnoring
! {4 | R Y Y it ”“f* j A S ol | LRI BN 3?f  the hard fact that he was all along owning a tenancy elsevhere and .
| fﬁ?; iy i? hiestay in thaJParty was only to help office to clear off the
. T I A ' 7 i = ol O R
ﬁ' . accumulated arrears, £/ faellity for the purpose being;abun§§$$13~,}_
5 . : : \ - ) 4 el

available in the Pe
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It is strange that the validity of the eclaim should be.
questioned by the Superintendent on 12th Sevtember 1949 1.esp
346 days (nearly a year) after the memorialist's intimation to
the office of his change of residence to No.51 Soliappan Street, h;
Thondiarvet; Madras in his letter dated 1-10-1948, which has the

effect of denying the memorialist the proof positive regarding

his tenancy in Venkatesa Naicken Street.

The Proceedings of the Superintendent are also fallacious in
many respects and seem to have been actuated to placate the
feelings of others more especially the then Officials of the
Government Press Workers' Union and their suprorters in the
@ffice.,

Ten witnesses were cited in the case.

The first two witnesses (Sri.C.Narayanaswamy, Vice-President
and Sri.R.Ramanujam, Secretary of the Union) were not members of
the Party and they were not expected to know the conditions under
which The memorialist stayed in the Party unless informed by
interested persons in the statements made before the
Superintendent, Their allegation that the memorialist obtained
false rental receipts was allowed without any show of cross
examination.

The next witness Sri.A.D.Dhanapaul Chettiar commits himself to
a statement which could not be supvorted by any records.or
resolutions of the Party. It is beyond imagihation that as

Secretary of the Party he should admit that the memorialist was

allowed as a free lodger,an exclusive right not permissible under

the Party rules.

The witnesses Messrs.M.Kannabiran and others simply repeat
the statement of the Secretary regarding the memorialist's
frequency°t5 the Party and his stay there.

The most important witness was Sri.M.Sundaramurthy, the
cashier of the Government Press Employees' Cooperative Society,
who was completely under the influence of the Government Press

Workers' Union. He accepts the grant of rentsl

Teceints but

denies the occunation of the premises. A wan of his position,

a X 2 .
cashler 4in the Cooperative Society, to make suech a eonfligi
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confession is most renugnant. Fither he was an accomplice ®
the memorialist in the grant of accommodation receipts to cheat
Government or himself forced to certain statement not true. The

memorialist was not given permiscion to cross examine him to

elucidate the facts of the case and there was no corroboration to

prove his allegation. The corroboration which the Superintendent
referred to in his Proceedings dated 12th Septembér 1949 was in
respect of the memorialistts stay in the Party which is not
disputed, and not with reference of his tenancy in Venkatesa
Naicken Street. This is the cruX of the case. There is
absolutely no record other than the uncorroborated statement of
8ri.M.Sundaramurthy to orove that the memorialist was not a
tenant in Venkatesa Naicken atreet while frequenting and staying
in the Party.

The whole case was therefore set up against the memorialist
because he would not, iﬁ the interest of Office discipline,
compromise with the Union and their interested parties in the
office, in divulging the secrets of Official files in matters
of promotions etc. - The very fact that the Secretary of the
Union (Sri.R.Ramanujam) who nad nothing to do with the conduct of
the Party has taken upon himself to foist this charpge against the
memorialist must indicate the motive positive.

Tn this connection the memorialist would also being to the
notice of Government the following salient point for consideration.
The appljgation for the grant-of House Allowance was submitted by
the memorialist in the usual course. This was scrutinised by
sri.A.D.Dhanapaul chettiar as the head ninisterial officer and
further serutinised Py the Personal Assistant before the grant of
certificate of sligibility by the Superintendent. All these
officers were in a way OT other connected with the executive
conduct of the Party. They can hardly plead that they were
abetting the grant of false certificate of eligibility for rent

claim by the memorialist on the face of the alleged occupation

of the memorialist in the Party premises as a free lodger. g
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is apparent that the case was foisted against the memorialist as

a result of prejudice existing in the administration of the

-~

\ \1‘ f‘ .‘?\ f f
In his letter to the Superintendent dated -10-3949 \J

Press.

(Annexure M in the original file with the Government) the -
memorialist wanted a number of Defence witnesses to be cited to
prove his case, for which he was not given any opportunity.

The memorialist is‘a humble loyal servant of the Government 3
wishing to serve them honestly and diligently withoﬁt abusing the
trust placed in him and this has brought the memeorialist in elash
with the Executive of the Government Press Vorkers' Union and the
persons interested in them. The present trouble is the outcome of
2 H e is a poor Government servant on Rs.80-125/95, though
designated as Superintendent. He cannot afford to lose a large
sum of Rs.214/-, an expenditure actually incurred by h 1im, for no
fault of his. He therefore prays that justice may be done to
him by revoking the order of recovery.

The memorialist begs to remain,

MADRAS, | Yours faithfully,

6-8-1950, ] % ook Py, i
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Fort St. George, Madras.

) ‘ From , § To g |

R — A e Janab R, Siddlque, § The secr y to Government, ;
B e L P superintendent, : | Edueation Department, 1
P e T T T A P N Governmont Press, Madras. d |

|

Bkl PN Sub: Sri M, Narayanan Nalr, Superintendent,
4 Governnent Publlcation Braneh Press, Mount
\\;\ Road - fetitlen agalnst orders of reeovery cof
A& Heuse Rent allowance, 1
*ﬁﬁf* Ref: Gevernment Memo, Mo, 23364 E/50-1 Edn., dated |

26-8-1950. ] v‘,a\ Al

With reference to the above, I submli that the questicn
regardlng validlty of the elain for House sllowance preferred
by Srl M, Narayanan Nalr was thoroughly investigated and deslt
'P\ij  wilth by me 1ln my letter NO.ZB/SBC./dated 23-12-1949 read in
- w® covernment Memorandum No,.101818 C2/49-3 (Confidential) dated
b GOy O and a8 por ordors of Govarnpent in the Wemorandum,
the recovery was ordered in sulisble instalrents (vide Prceeed-
ings of the superintendent, Government Press No.28/8BC, dated

1;2.9 6§ ?4-2-1950 in the flle eqelosed).

/pya—\3(:> 2. His appeal dated 14-3-1950 for walver of the reecvery
s 5[ Ya8 rejected by Government in Memo. No,3033 E/60-3 Edn., dated
i 13.5-1950., In view of thls, I presume he has no cause of actlen
for subrlifling & socond appeal to Government on the abeve, The
¥ abatemonts made in hls present appeal dated 6-8-1960 are a repe-
2 $1%tlon of hls previous petlilon for which my remarks are ecn- (
’\,\@ t=ined in my No,28/8BC, dated 25-3-1950. ;

3. Moreover, the present appeal ls also time-bArred as k
3% should have been praferred within two months from the date on
which the previous order vwas communleated, ;

/&wﬁ
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D/25/9/50. é’«ﬂ% Superintendent,
271t

Ene, 2 flles,

and fhe petition in
original,
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Madras, 6th Augist 1950.

From

Sri. M.Nerayanan Nair, , f/o w%
Sup erintendent, {
Government Publication Branch, | (7 -AUGH50

Mount Road, MADRAS. N e /
NN \q,“—'/@l/ /’/t
To. .- . SeZADHETE

P
T

5)

The Secretary to Govermment,
Education Department, -
Fort St. George,

MADRASGS.

Through

The Superintendent,
Govermment Press,
MADRAS.

sir, /\,Q‘fh‘

Ref: Government Memorandum No « 3033E/50-3 Edn.
dated 13=5-1950,

This humble memorial is from sri. M.Narayanan Nair,
against the order of recovery of House Allowance drawn Dy

him for the period from 1=5-1947 to 30=9=1949,
The facts of the case are set forth below:=

1. The memorialist was occupying a portion in
premises No.2/8, Venkatesa Naicken Street, GoT., Madras

from August 1946 to 1lst October 1948 as his actual residence,

2. Being alone, in the interest of his official
work and personal convenience, his frequency and stay in

the Government Press Party Buildings were well conspicuous,

%, The Government Press Party Building is a rented

one, the rent belng subsidized by Government and there could
to remain as a free lodg

P

“AS%e g

er.

be no exclusive right for any member

4, The saperintendent, coverment Press, the Pe.X. to

him, the Manager and the Head Clerk of the Government Press,

Madras are the chief men to conduct the affalrs of the

goverment Press party, as Patron, President, Vice~-President

and Secretary of the pParty.
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The case against the memorialist is that the
exercise of individual right of frequency and stay with

permission in the Party has been misconstrued as of a

tenant in the said premises ignoring the hard fact that he
was all along owning a tenancy elsewhere and his stay in the
| : party was omly to help office %o clear off the accumulated
‘ arrears, facility for the purpo se being abundently available

in the Party premises,

Tt is strange that the validity of the claim should

;s be questioned by the Superintendent on 12th September 1949

; i.e., 346 days (nearly a year) after the memorialist's
intimation to the office of his change of residence to lo.51,

' Soliappan Street, Tondiarpet, Madras in his letter dated
1=10-1948, which has the effect of denying the memoriallst the

proof positive regarding his tenancy in Venkatesa Naicken Street.

| The Proceedings of the Superintendent are also
| fallacious in maiy respects and seem to have been actuated

placate the feelings of others more especially the then

Officials of the Govermment Press Workers'! Union and their

“ supporters in the office.

!E Ten witnesses were cited in the case.
The first two witnesses (sri. C.Narayanaswamy, Vice-
president and Sri. R.Remarmv jem, Secretary of the Union) were

not members of the Party and they were not expected to know

the conditions under which the memorialist stayed in the party
! anless informed by interested persons in the statements made

before the Superintendent, Their allegation that the

memorialist obtained false rental recelpts was allowed

without any show of cross examinationl.

The next witness Sri. A.D.Dhanapaul Chettiar commits

A himself to a statement which could not de supported by any



o LR - = » ‘ CV//

Union (Sri. R.Ramamijam) who had nothing to do wWith the conduct

of the Party has taken upon himself to foist this charge against

the memorialist must indicate the motive positive,

In this connection the memorialist would also bring to the
notice of Goverment the following salient point for consideration.
The application for the grant of House Allowance was submitted by
the memorialist in the usual ourse, This was scrutinised by
sri. A.D.Dhanapaul Chettiar as the head ministerial officer and
further secrutinised by the Personal Assistant before the grant of
certificate of eligibility by the Superintendent. All these
officers were in a way or other comected with the executive
conduct of the Party. They can hardly plead that they were
apetting the grant of false certificate of eligi'oility for rent
claim by the menorialist on the face of the alleged occupation
of the memorialist in the Party premises as a free lodger. 1t
1s apparent that the case was foisted against the memorialist as

a result of prejudice existing in the adninistration of the P.I?'essa.g_;\
! — PH3=)
In his letter to the Superintendent dated 6«10-1949 (Annexure iy

« : in the original file with the Governuent) the memorialist wanted

] a number of Defence witnesses to be cited to prove his case, for

i which he was not given any opportunity.

| The memorialist is a humble loyal servant of the Goveriment

| wishing to serve them honestly and diligently without abusing the

E : trust placed in him and this has brought the memorialist in clash
with the Executive of the Govermment Press Workers' Unlon and the
persons interesved in them, The present trcuble is the outcome of
\ it, He is a poor Government servant on Rs.80~125/95, though

designated as Superintendent., He camnot afford to lose a large
sum of Rs.214/-, an expenditure actually incurred by him, for no

fault of his. He therefore preys that justice may be done to him

by revoking the order of recoverye.

The memoriallst begs to remain, ever loyal

e g P

-

0
| Advance copy submitted to the /// ) Qs Gupy MG
! Secretary to Government, Fduecation MEMORIALI ST ﬁ/g Y
_ 7S

Department, Madras for information



)

9),.

.?)/c.

A e
9 Bl B LR
b .\,\\_% bis e Prom Ue Sc P r 28 |sge § 25.9.
A Gy olen J s No -30%: Lol . dadd Ro—yf—so
s ® \' b %OMLA/}\W__UZ) Meso. I Ioig)

'%6“42( \\“’ ' s ,
Wt g

el

PRt
‘ Eom JE.

/YO\/\,'Y, MM PMLD\/")M\ Brsonanchs )0/\209 I v Ao

Rw‘”"’j C/LMHIQ O(vaw-n lA)vaenm%ﬂzaJSMdh'»
GVl ﬂlﬂ/rno No. 01818 €2 [49-3 Soln

CQ,/LM 3 B ol wizastisn) o Gl Yo
’Woqu,\ R Nty dz)mwm Honoe ﬁ‘uowovy-\u
(,:7 S’ M. Vovrov)omom Nov, Srpdt. Prditnc o/hion
ook Froas, Mot Rood Modos, fv ho porind b
WA T8 N e Gl ) Vhﬁﬂ/«\/f»edc)zu\o}:f\ofrrm%/‘mil
I/Mo\/lm Nowken L. 6T mwsm 3

:
A %}

el



2 haaT.

\; L4r Edn.Deptt. (E)
b =7 ";L” Petitien frem Sri M. Narayanan Nair dated 6-8-19a0

r | .

Petitien against the erders of recovery ef Heuse

rent - Sri M. Narayanan Nair, Clerk, Govt.Press,
Madras.

Extract of minute ef H.M. (E.& L.) en page 1 ef.

D o e e am T — - . T e - = — -

W T T S e e e e — - — ——— = - p

Educatien . Let me see the papers relating te

/Tf\ o " this.
8 K.,

,& — y o
IS i ‘ﬁ‘.;-:»—-:—v-’ IR

10-5-50.

Sri M. Narayanan Nalr, Clerk, Govt.Press has new 1
petitiened te Gevt. against the erder of recevery of

House allewance vagwhxj drawn by him fer the perieg
from 1--5-1947 te 30-9-1948.

2. The facts 8f the Cesge are as fellews:-—
Sri M. Narayanan Nair, U.D.clerk, Gevt.Press

claimed Madras Heuse Allowance for the peried frem

\
/gz: 1-1-47 te 30-9-48 on productien of rental receipts |
hr e ()

for premises No.2/8 Venkatesa Naicken Street, G.T.

Madras and the amount wes claimed and disbursed by

the 8.G.P. 1t was subsequently brought te the netice |

of the 8.G.P. that the clerk d1d net actually eccupy
the abeve premises during the peried of May 1947 te
September 1948 but was residing as free ledger in the
premises occupied by the Govt.Press Party at Mint

u v Y 1:fi.8tri§t’ Madras. The clerk had alse admitted the

/>, 8bove fact and stated that his belongings were kept

\ the
at 2/8 Venkatesa Nackian Street for which alene
M.H.A. was claimed by him. {
ra 5 of
s 5 Under lnstraetiens 10 DEemserRaiCpats |
»fx Sy g Lo | B Fin.d/ 14-3-42,,the rent pald fer O

HCut
mich an effileer
medatien in g neuse other thanc}n whi

8etually regyges, will not be taken inte acceunt fer
3

N
the purpoge of House Allewance. Sri ersyanan Hair

18 thus net eligible fer the allewance drawn by him
fer the residence gt Ne.2/8 Venkatesa Naicken St.

G.T.Madrasg, theugh he might have = paid rent fex

3 & Vjv»‘. ? _IS@
this additienal accemmedatien.  Attentaes 25 =
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1s alse invited to notes on pp 1-2 nf.

revious Secretary noted as follews:-

" It is a very thin story that rent in the tetal ~ : |

ings. The rule stated at C @f p.l.ef. is also relévant. st A |

Recevery seems unaveidable. "

J ameunt eof Rs.267-14-0 was paid enly fer storage of belong- x,

F eed with the view of the former j ! m
3. Finance alse agree ! | : E\f Z s

Sec : X! - ; the 18 _ :

ecretary extracted at 'X ab@ve andf_rec«@very of I . | (¥ bxo &x, G“/f A W&Eﬂ/&-@
ameunt ef M.H.A. paid te the clerk during the peried. — ‘ : ‘ L/\LT:’Q\ w 6\/-13\, W= 4
May 1947 to September 1948 was erdered in meme No.101818 /\. 5 L_ V\/\} | W

K 02/49-3 Education dated 22-2-1950. The S.G.P. e issued LJEE;) \ i %
Aq S -
orders for the recovery of Rs.214 spread over 22 instalments. 4{ y yt’ ,
&
> =
, !
3/.Sri Naravenan Nair apvealed against this order A X . : 7 1
- YV AR : ‘ : : \ N : -y
in Mareh 1950. This deptt. examined the appeal carefully | ! N Esall : ) PR i ¢ A
» - - N\, > - y ” 5 . :
| in censultation with Finance, Public and.-ﬂia-&-@'ervices) ) \“"/mj’\ ‘ . ‘ - : B
’ / i {f v F ¥ o . . 5 < ; M
deptts. and declinddte reconsider the orders already passed. } Y3 C/f—'»{\‘:,/ ' Yy R e i el cir e = . > : - <
| ol 5.0 7P ey A aedur Dot b
4/. The petitiener new pleads that the whole case . | . : ;
, (as . ¥ ) :\"Tf’ | e | | (1
wag folsted ageinst him as & result eof prejudice existing I%"'a"" T / 1 ‘g ' ‘ ‘ gL ] - < i : .- M

1 i ; s
[ 7- E 1 g vt . \( .
: lf»m the administratien ef the Press and questiens the pre- 1188 J“/ | (/‘2/6 5D ; . ‘
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| priety of the precedure in cennection with the enquiry | 1

inte the case. As regards the E“‘-’Wawb | = s SN R T T AR L : .&b}

t defect, Publie N | | .= | .

recoevery of the amount frem his } : ' » e |
)i /FO‘C/?: (&/J/JI'J) o2 P macs. 233‘[{ é75\3¢I (‘3%—@ ‘

K-,P 12 C ( Bina s dlis . Sledl i@ 9 /sBc Aoden 2 s’-q_sp &l

| (Ser) haBeheld that the
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pay was erdergin his case in order to make good the amount :

/\. 2 an
| irregularly drawn by hir ; ' :
| & y y m by w:iy of M.H.A. and it was not .,.—-—«—

A
impesed upen him as & studeats penalty and so there was

-

no need to comply with the disciplinary precedure pres. _ %'1 7( 7( 7L With réferenc? to H.M.(E.& L) 's minutes above, (

S —

the following note is submitted:-

|
. eribed in the rules te effect the recevery frem his pey . | _
/\:‘,\ @ in dctober 1948, the Secretary of the Mad”as. Govt

¢ In the eireumstances, 1% 1s fer censideratien whether i
/ A , :

li

 the gass nﬂjJe reopened;( For orders as te clrculatien ;}

e H. M, (E.L.). {El ’(
Press produced to the S8.G.P, false rental recelpts

j“# = 5GP || s el it : »
% 2[ ? )\ﬁ J\ while living as a free lodger at the premises of the
\ |

¢/// ;ﬂ Govt.Press Party 285-A. Mint Street, Madras as &
e MNM“‘*M ”W% been Con sidsad '
bew hofdorin affioale f Un /]/3/\(')‘4/\451:5’9
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Press Workers' Union broubht to the\notice of the

. 8.6.P. that Sri M. Narayanan Nair, U.D.clerk Govt.

e

free lodger.

¢ ’)/ It apnears that Sri Naravanan Nalr ogeupedxihe
/ <
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\
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Btreet, Madras,

occupied the premises of the Govi.Press Party from May

A B R
1947 till the first week of October 1948. :

£y

3/ In his explanation to the S.G. P Sri Naravanan

Nair has stated as f0110Woo?

" It is a fact that I was living in the Govt.Press
Perty prem%ses with proper permission and without paying
any rent and there was absolutely no secrecy about 1it.

gﬁ is also true that I seldom lived in premises No2/8 Ven-

ratesa Naicken Street G.T.Madras, but it is a fact that

I had kept all my house hold effects in that house and

+3

had locked up the rooms in which I had kent them. here

is no connection whatsoever to my living at the Govt Press
Party premigses and my paying Ment for my belongings in
premises No2/8 Venkatesa Naicken Steett. I kept all my

house hold effects at No . 2/8 Venkatesa Naicken Street

for whieh I was paying rent."
¢ On the strength of the above statement the
/

| ’
SRG.P.

"\ ._/(@

ez 0y

stated that assuming that Sri Narayanan Neir

ﬁﬁh@&en 5treet G.T.Madras from Mdy 1947, under para 5
item (7) of G.0.67 Fin. dated 14-3-42 rent paid for
additional accommodation in a house other than in which
an officer actually resides, will not be taken into gccount

for purposes of Madras House Allowsnce. He also observed ) %\f\

Ty

1+ X

that 1t was an established fact that he rosided in the
Govt.Press party premises in May 1947 to 30-9-48 and that /\,,15
the rationing authority reported that he drew ration also

quoting the address of the Govt.Press Party premises. Mint

as his resldence.
S Tn the above circumstances the - et

/ V '
A - {
¢ - | 4
2 { e
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Ao

. A
8.G.P. guestioned the valldity of the grant of the M.H.A. qf \

from Mey 47 to September 1948 to Sri Narayanan Nair.

&  under para 5, item (7) of G.0.Nn.67

/
pin. dated 14-3-42 it ig 1aid down that rent pald for

additional accomodation in g house other than in which

an officer actually resides will not be taken into acecount

e ———
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e e g S— e

5 -

Y

for the purpose of Madvas House Allowance. This rule shoud
4

e Lt Avd e to

~—/ should no doubt be applied to Sri Nargyanan Nair in a

eR% cautious manner. Sri Narayenan Nair contends that
he occupled a portion of the premises No2/8 Venkatesa

? | Naicken St.G.T.Madras for which he drew M.H.A. and this
N i was his actual residence and that his stay in the Govt.

Press party huilding was not in the nature of %tenancy and

that the rent of the Govt.Press Party premises being

subsidised by Govt. there should be no exclusive right

for any member to remailn as a free lodger. There seems

. N _~
to :eae&n-ﬁﬂ-a=§?ee=&oégerv

(7 The previous Asslstant Secretqry held that so

A s iestsim e

some force in his contentu~,

long as the house containing the personal effects was 1n
his possession and that he paid rent no recovery need be

affected. The then Secretary (Mr.Lobo Prebhu) took a

tuvavurj

Arfferent view and Fingnce agreed with him. For orders.

%T The file may be circulated to H.M.(E.& L.)
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Iyped Notes from bottom of p. 3 above alone need be

Seen,

The question for consideration is whether there is

sufficient justification to waive the recovery of over-

———

payment of M.H.A. irregularly drawn by Sri. Narayanan Nair,f

U.D. Clerk, Govt. Press. It will be seen from the S.G.P's|

letter on pp 1-2 C.F. of Memo maxms;(xa No. 3033'50-3 Edn.

©

Notes on pp,4’above that M.H.A.
is not admissible to a Govt,

servant for additional accom- |

ﬂ modation in a house other than the one in which he resides, |

ol Cber Moy 47 /Sy 45
that the osmdsmt of the clerk in having drawn M.H, Az while )

Press party premises rent free,,

| that he re-
TE sided in the Govt. Press from May 1947 to the endy of

Sep, |

1948 and that the Rationing Authorlty reported that he drew
ration also 3uotiné the address of the Govt. Press as his

residence. f -
‘ ((:e.w\r»x_ﬁ)
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/seems to be no justification to waive the recovery of ovep. ’ﬂtwﬁfkgﬁ :
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s < ise that the |
pgyment, Finance may therefore strongly advise that bﬂvrel‘
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5 P)Nalr, clerk, Govt. Press, for the period from 1-5-1947 to
: \a

\a ' on p.3 ante and this department's note beginning from XXX

»Edueation (E).a;Z"

\

( The file relates to the question of recovery of

Madras House Allowance .Adrregularly drawn by Sri Harayanan

4

730-9-48, Attention is invited to the minutes of HM.(E.&
- on the same page to page 6 énte.

2. Finance attempt to lay emphasis on the fact that i
the clerk drew M,H.A. from May 1947 to October 1948 while

actually occupying Govt. Press Party premises rent-free !

and that the rationing authority reported that he had
deWﬁ fé%ion also quoting the address of Govt. Press Party

. premises &éuhiséresidencg,“ Finance therefore do not

consider-that there is aicase o walver oflgigove%y

3. Attention is 1nv1ted to portion i

on p.5 ante. ‘
Sri Narayanan Nair contends that a portion of the premises E

 No.2/8, Venkatesa Naicken Street, G,T. Madras, for which

 he drew M.H.A. was his actual residence and that his stay

| da'thekGoRe. Press Party premises was not in the nature

- of tenancy and that the rent of the Govt, Press Party

. premises being subsidised by Govt, bhere should be no

e
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exclusive right to any member to remsin as a free lodger

N ———

e

This seems to be a reasonable contention, In view of

this fact, it is for orders whether the recovery of the
. rent said to be irregularly drawn may be waived as g
speclal case.

4. The file may be circulated to HM.(E.& L.) and
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