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A\ | ML R T T Has /L cannobudb ' 3 REVENUF, DEPARTMENT Q?/// R 9 ;i
» ” b - PRI b L R i e N e V& L ; From { To ‘ ,//,

3p1 C, Ramactandran, M.A,, | The Secretary to Gov

B v Tt e T =2

T WEMGL L et i .= Digtrict Collector, 0 Eduestion & Public Health Devartment
’ ' - Chittoor. : § Madra s, 4
; MOMOMONMOMOMOMOMOMOMOM OMOM OMOMOMOM OMOM OMOMOMOMOM OMOMOMOMOMOMOMCM OM OMOMO
Ref. B5/562/50 Asted 10-2-50,
! sie,
, Sub: SUITS = Original - Chittoor District - District
l_ 7 ) 5 - ) DA Mungif Court, Chittoor - 08, 445/45 - Sub Court,
i , Ak TR S | ST Chittoor - A.S, 89/48 - a to Government Pleader,
l ! SOovern ent & t, ader. 1t i 7 Chittoo!‘. = -
i ‘ AR ‘ ‘ Refr: 1. G,0., No. Mg, 2201, Edn. dated A4-9-48, ‘,QI/ ~
I 4 FEB 1950 11, G.0. No. Ms. 2725, EAn. dated 29-8-49, and \.“"‘;,
433 Goot. Memo o, 86259-B2/A9-1 Edn. d4/15-11-49.\ \°

="

1\13(;Lff. e o4, O

<~ Kanq attention is invited to the two Goverament Orders

| ! and %o the corresvondence ending with the Government Memo cited
LPENCRICE B3 ‘ above. In obedience to this memo, the Government Pleader, Chittoor
‘ wag asked te send a voucher for the sum of Rs, 1-12=0 due to him.
: f He refuses to accent this amount and elalms a sum of Rg, 31-6-C-=
& 1 Rs. 25/- as his fees for defending the sult in A,S, 89/48 Sub Sourt,
5 Chittoor and Rs. 6-6-0 for exvenses for obtalning ecertified coples
of depogitions, judgment and decree. He states that he sent his
firet bill of fees to the Director of Publle Insg{ruction, Madras on
10-12-47 exvnlalning the reasons Tor clalming the enhanced fees 1ln
08, 445/45 on the file of the Distrizt Munsif, Chittoor -and that
T A 1 after consultation with the Director of Public Instruction, the
it e ~ PO ‘ ‘*overnment were pleased to sanction a fee of Hs, & 75/~ in G,C. .
™ No. 2201, Edueation dated A=8=48, The Government Pleader states
| , | fupther that the fees for the original sult was sanctloned long
' 8 ; i NN nrilor to the Alsnosal of the avbeal sult and as such the Government
[ ] ' 3 are not justiflied in revising the fees which was sanctloned by them
& nreviously. He reduests that he may be vald a sum of Rs, 31-6-C as
, ' claimed by him. The letter received Trom him ie ennlosed in original
» ‘ , gl for verusal and retumn at an early date. I reQuest ghat early - r B
: g orders may be lssued in the matter after consultation with the -
Dipector of Public Instruction, Madras il necessary. '

l ) ' P , 3 ' . e

8.1, 12/2.‘9: “ Ve FOR COLLECTOR.
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Re T BH-562/50; Chittoor Collector's Office, /
) \ ated tne l4%th Septr., '50. Ny
o ;\_)V_./ ' '/.
From To \

oy i.Ce.Ramachandrans MeAoy —~ --The Secretary to Govermaent,
Collector, Chittoor‘,,'bgsxsmm SR & Pub Health Deptte,
SR Sy ‘V.V)gy'}\St.Gﬁorge, MADRAS.
e

MUY
girv, %Oo\z"gpglgﬁa ) %

Acif'c Court, ChittooI--
Suit by Sri.K. S Ve Ve Dama at ZTees to the Govt.Pleader.
B ry GOVE JerD N0, 11368-C/00=0 Wne J/12-0-50 \ \71 & wE

As the report gubnmitted by the Govi.Pleader was not

exhaustive, he vas ~gked to send coples ol his letters addressed to

the Director of Public instruction, Madras direct, clainming R8.75/-

tounrds hig Tees in the lower court. He wag also asked to state the

amount of fees still due to him in the suit with details. His xeply

is awaited. I ohall qubni t ny report Ly 20-9-00.

Y/
' s b
MGs.w/oﬁ% “For Collector
W}

couy to the Govt.PleadeXx Chittoor, Pleage send your Yeport urgently.
‘)J ’C"—C«)\«L,Q;)Dt’bﬁ{'\ $ J

Wy R ro- W \S oo "

WL e 1a J<D
— OV Vo z 19 >¢g,,
a7 g1/

&



|
LT, T T I, ) -
=
.. - C FIVELRE S Sems Legn e M e 0 |
— o - - — - '
T 75 a.E62/50 q’\ Collector's UfflC:,,dﬂ.lutDQ* -
. T, « D38 20/ D ‘
s Jaueu 19=-5% ‘/JO b
o=~ - :{._I‘lwo_ll . : F\:\":“. .
£ gri G, Ranachandraln, BUSARY '
Collector, Chittoor. !
e m
. 3 L0 iy
& = ':’vl s I|1lle Secre;ﬂe_,.y- .L\_lo GOV 17118-0_“’
; g Sducation and Public Health Dept.
3 | , Government of Madras, lMadras.
Q’; ]
; S B & , oy AN\‘ SLCRET >
¢ ; 4 / < ~ 100 ;
£ e - Rt b = \ ‘.v,\’ Sub: Suits=Ori -inal-Chittoor District-Sult by »>rl
* AU R AT . "'(22 SLP 1900 e ©.5.V.V, Ramanajacheriar- Fees to Government
B e } y o
. 13 , .. '990l¥ & Pleader 55. 562/50 dabed 10-2 :o//\'\"'b (= |
\ < A LT —g o
! \ AT'IGN m:mL " Ref: This office P qDﬂ/ 5 St AT 7250 -
i lJovt' Ikel"lo ‘UO. 113 [ S 5 40N CGe ©L\J=— "'5
| \ 22
’ ' \ "1118 (‘Tovel}’]:'lb\ v Iled.(.«.e Stateﬂ tit‘b o e r.ﬁﬂ 76;3_ bGIOT“e
" the Sub Court A.S. 89/43 was disposed of on 1- -3-49 and
’ ne had sent his bill far fees P : for Rs. 31—0-0 (1}»:‘-:),-
towards Tees and Ns.5-6-0 towards expenses) on 17=3-43J.
i [ e 7 l:—u" ntolins that he is encitled for theidtextra fees
® ot o Lluved s u‘ = . e Sy A sl -
¥ tn (defendil‘lb‘ che suit in the appellate courtv which is only
t”b”ﬂ""” st Lo his claim in the original suit. He has been
upsSeyusiie © ’ . T
:]_"f\"f‘:d ~ sum of is. 25/- by the Sub Ju& e lbO. Henw a
ctd. LY r"-:‘ _(.u Aohioat s e o 2 _:l SR (- T a3 e T va
‘ Sun-l ol LLS . 31 —U—O G CJ]-D..Lme L 3) ‘1_1.-.1 .,1\.\..,
1
i \ }(\’ Ror Collector.
! Pml/20=9 «s e\ A Fox
: 1
|
i T4
6 - g — - 31 gty O™ .A_M' '
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ar Educatlon - Suits - Diqtrlqt
Munsifs's Court, Chittoor - Suit by Sri.
K.S. WV Ramanuaachrriar - Feeq to the
Government Pleader. . 3
Ref:- From the Collector of Chlttoor TNo., BS/JSB,ﬁ,
50, dated 10-2-'50 and 24-3-'50

t -
**#* 1

g S, The current file contains a representation from

the Government Pleader, Chittoor;in regrardd to fees

due to him for apmearance on behalf of chernmenx.&n.thefﬁ;
suit filed by a teacher\ against the Muncipal Council, ?z
Chittoor, wherein the Government[iﬁ;leaded as 2 party.

SRR "'_ = . The 6ﬁeader anmeared in the Court of Dt.Mnns1ff

Chittoor and also in the Sub-eourt when the teaxher made

‘oI an anmeal in the $ub-court agingt the orderq of the Munqiff

rejecting the petition.

% : A tance in the Munsiff Court and this was sanctioned in i

N

{ foem

-} "G.0.No. 2201(%321~dated 4-9-'48, e r

4. In Ao2f} 1949, the pleader vresented another : A
0 07 pill for Rs .101-12-0 (a feec of Rs,75/- and incidental \
. . - Ccharges amounting to Rs.26-12-0). In tbnsultation with %
o the Collector it was decided that a fee of Rs.50/- i ]

-e.ﬁL-—"-‘ !

3 , Nl Ve | f i % b would be ‘sufficient for defending the Government in the . |
3 398 =B
WWMN MM Ns“ﬁ Wﬁ\} c‘;\q Lab

va’.""

Po e Comk tvo Courts ‘as ‘against a fee of Rs.75/- claimed by the

rleader, Sanction was therefore accorded to'the.ﬁé&ment
. of Rs,76-12-0 (‘a fe: of Rs.50/- plus the incidental
PR RN s, ) 2,
S e e L S
\" \ ) M L

L |

e L - ) \ 1’
P L W o T = Ly .'&
) il S i L -

charges amounting to Rs.26-12-0), When this order wae

-~ issued the fact that a fee of Rs,?75/- wasq iﬁ::;é;ksanctiévag
s (s

ened to the Government Pleader for having defended the

\

: oy Y B ’ C o n:.' b y ‘ i
Wp B Y S WY \\(
SR SR )
L e 3:2

vﬁ?yg | z Jwrﬂ 2 A Ct) The fees on the two ocoaqrionq waausanctiou E

W e '§:7§T§ | | ol R ~ ned in differend§ sections of the Devartment, one (Mot %
A e L S S j : - ¢ ,""' : knowing what had hannened in theBother secti

L]

iﬁCovt@ 1nztg§ Munsiff courtswaﬁ lost sight of for the

o e RO follewingiensons -

r}‘i’\

e ] T

| 2 : T Sk : (”) Though the bills of the Ple

e e s ol ' hedpy the D.P.I. 10 Govt, he W faile

e it e N i nce 1o the Govermment order sanctigni

payment vhen he vee g

ader wagkiOYWSrs,-”7

A 10 make ol
BP0

gapm———




7 - Home, Legal and Finance may see for remarks.
Wb 3o M,
T ,fa (il 7l / 0 s
Y N \
| W2 &[597°
/‘s—.‘_"—'—'——‘ ”
j Ueoestya h e
U relates B9 the payment of fees to the Qovt.
' : case . ‘
| - for his work in connection with the.p.S. |
ﬂ pleader,Chittoor : Y
‘Q 18 of the sub Judge ,Chittoor. ki Bl :
| |

Fil

,.;."h‘ ()f EE'S » / /

.3 ed to him,

o] T —— @ R R
7 | B
2L - A e
§J B . B
”f i " o 1 = s = 2/
g time, Kz = , = - o )
J < = / < 5 g
,f ! < - When orders sanctioning payment of a fee for the C\

éé;g;é timeé?gq brought.to notice by the Co;}ector of
Chittoozx, the’orderéeanctidning a fee for the second time
were modified suitably. (Please see Memo. on vage 29 of the
current fileof the G. O.‘/y'(C) e

4 - The Governmesh Pleader now reports that a fee
of Rs.31-6-0 is still due to him imlien of the payment

as detailed below:-

Fee claimed by the Govt. Pleader
the

Fee admitted by Govi. .

For appea¥ance in

i

J —

1 unsiff court Re 7HoIs o Rg,25~o~w
l

| ou

i

l

r anpearance in the
ub-Court

oo
£0 ‘|
SuU

R(‘)OBS_ - ~ 0 RC.P:B—O"Q {
J ‘In01 ental charges B2 1660 Rs.26-12-0
| Total +106-6=-0 Rs .70=1P 0

ot - o == = =n D o
TP e e e oP = = e = =7 -

|

|

l

{ The fee claimed for aprearance in the §ubaCourt is accepta-
{

ble. As regards incidental charges the amount nov claimed

ﬂ by the Government Pleader is less than that Jlready sanction-

educed clalm may be accented. T.e only point = % 2 D
vt

d is whether the Pleader is entlt led fo a fee of R=x

Rs.25/- as allowed by the Court or to a fee of Rs.75/- as

already claimed by him and sanctioned in G.0.No.2201 Edn,

| dated 4-9-'48.

N0.89/4§ on the fi
pept s note on pPe

2. In G.0.No-M&
pleader,Chittoor wag sanctloned a

-2 above sets out the case.

2201 Edn, d/4-9-h8 at the iﬁstance

— T e
EQP@;phe Go

f}f‘}'jq work in the eivil suit filed by
ne for N4

£ the

% ' t
i félé’u 1 ~lhat j {/],,v»,“ v i [ﬂ{‘!} !} 3 ‘
,7 [.g g A 0 l.’j S

. | 775 Edn. dated |
S‘-‘i"oéo {f' oY 9

! P 27-9-h9, at the inst;zéb ef the D.M.,Chittor,»theFovt.

‘E | appeal

;\’c..no. iy 0.5'%\[ ;1)

¢

|~

sanctioned the G.P. a fee of Rs. 50/- for his work in the

before the Sub Court,Chittoor and a sugﬁf RS.26=12=0

t owards—werk- 1nc1dental expenses. The G.P. was on the

iwhole pald a Suﬂbf Rs. 151 12-0 At the instance of the COllr&
g 1) jjln Memo. No.86259 B2/h9-1 Edn, dated 15-11-49,the Govt.

|| Munsif's court)whigh:while that sanctioned in pugust 1949

H if necessary.

informed the Collector that the payment ordered in G. O.Noeat

- (c) was in lieu and not in addition to the fee of Rs. 75/-

sanctioned in the G.0. at (E) and further sanctioned the pay-

ment of Rs. 1= 12-0 to the G.P. in fulﬁlsett1ement of his
The G.P. has therefore been affered a sum of Rs.78;8-0

\  lclaim.
He nodwrequests that a sum of Rs. 31-6-0 still due to him
may be paid.

_ i
e Lo ‘3. It may be mentioned that the fee of Rx.75/- allowed ﬁ

b | to the G.p. inBeptember 1948 was for his work in the Dt.

/ was, £ f his work in the Sub Judgets court .

The view taken by

| | ~ the Edn.Dept. at A above does not appear to be correct'as the *

|

work done is in different courts.. They may consult Legal, 4

X

4 The sum of Rs. 31-6-0 (Rs. 25 for fees and RS 6=6=0 3

l g
‘le | /

for incidental charges) claimed by the Govt.pleader seems

.

to be| reasonable and may be allowed.

| ]

1

L ‘ ' | szq;ﬁ.

“Wﬁicb»ﬁusumhmpm\
Legal Department.

In G.0.Ms.No.2201 Education d/4-9-48, a sum of Rs .75

was sanctloned to the Govt.Pleader for his work in the Dt.

Munsif! C .
| unsif's ?urt Thls Sam was sanctioned after mature consi\

deration bv the late ﬁ&

\The Govt.Pleader then sent his bill L.N0.10 of 1949 6/18
5see poef of G 0 WMs No 279g w

HSWVELY: 295 |
atlon dated 29-8 ,-ﬁunSLf‘p

4 In that bill, w
, 8 Specif; t 2
| b 1ed Qs.75df%g’%{ggf9 pourt, Ra,0- 3
} 4 q- ap
(OUI’t, —RS@;‘,)/m as T}\e fae i vth -dgf”ent in t‘\@ 1-\\;\“:“1
dagims

| 1.0}

COT LT iodes

PH Department and the Home Departmen'

—5vg



3fand Re.1/3/b for certified copies of decree & judgment

¥ i
f/ 4in appeal.
i !

£ & in thaebill Rs.101/12/0.

In the aggregate, the Govt.Pleader cldmed
But he did not mention the
f; fact'%héf a sum of RS-75, being his fee for work done ] 4105;

'?%r in the lower court, has already been sanctioned in the | %4 ‘ Eii:%:fgg'
/ ‘ ' ; fpnchy § . S g !

rr . ;
‘ G.0.at (E). Nor was this brought to the notice of Govt. |

—

A

\ ¢ ither b& the Director of Public Instruction or by fhe.

-.A—-P
o~
C oW
e
R

[ collector and it also escaped notice in the Secretariat. | PR

N ¥
¥

/! All that remained to be senctioned at that stage was the

~Govt.Pleader's fee in the appeilate court-viz.,Rs 25/-

| and a sum of Re, 1/12/0 being the incidental expenses in |

-] bom.mecomwm

- 2. In the last paragraph of the letter on plch

o s ndor s el EEL HIn DATIUE. NG 10 Tt Aot 1P & g d°

L d4/18-3-49 may be referred to and that the correct amount E -
iy | S /
| by way of incidental expenses may be sanctiored to him.

The incidental expenses,as already noted,is given in | |

that bill as Re.1/12/0 and not Rs.6/6/0, as now stated by the
Gov t.Pleader in pérag.(4) on-plcf--see in this connectioni
V parag.2 of the Collector's le tter on p28cf of (C)in w‘hichj

L4t is stated that the Govt.Pleader has claimed Re. 1/12/0

u i i |
'mnly as incidental eXpenses, The position now is that as 3 yot

V,} +1 4 e : ‘

4l

only a sum of Rs.78/8/0 was sanctioned--

| against the sum of Rs.101/12/0 claimed by the Govt.Pleader

in his bill 4/18-3-49,
see pp21&29cf of (C). Thus, only a sum of Rs.23/4/0 remains

| to be ganctioned. Educatlon may verify the sxact onLkton, | | 4

if necessary, in consultation with the Director of Publiec

' Instruction and the District Collector anﬁganction the sum

' of Rs.23/4/0.

Home may see agalin. \q

(Last seen on pp. 2-3 SULEs ) 5 Vit 'ﬁ’**“m“fv;\*

please see the note of Legal Uept. above. It”as [ A §-11AY1950
. grainst a sum of Rs. 1*2-1? O claimed by the K\\; ',v,,///) i |
50 PE=6-0 was sanctioned \f\\ S wﬁ’&!z n;mm@*" & s.. ;
i and .\"-f; A /f’{_' »: &”“W ¢ .s"{r

MO 3 0 2o

I (“?-_ o’ -

: d x ): e /
Z ’ ! J . “/‘// g ~,

LS. 3 i ound
7 L otaat and thus only a sur of RSe. 23=4=0 pgrgehs Lo be sanctioned.

Thls does not seem to be correct. In G.0.N0.2725 Edn. dated

> (e
(b 1 |
29-8-49 a sum of Rs. 50 was sanctioned to the Govt. pleader
forldefending the case filed against the Municipal Ccouncil,
Chiﬁtoor. A sum of Rs. 26-12-0 wa%[sanctioned to the Govts
Ple%der towards the incideuntal expenses incurred by him in
Yt 2e r‘:figfxconnection with the suit. subSGQIently in November 1949 the

collector of Cnlttoor reported that a sun of Rs. 75/ was airea
hpald Lothe GeP. and enquired wihether Govt.pleader had to be
paid a suu of Rs. 36-12-0 or Rs. 1-12-0 in addition the fee

The gollector was informed that the sum of

of Bs. 75/-

3s. 50/- was in lieu of @pd not.in addition to ps.
[ = W«V{%‘l 1\ Q&V%MJ\Z\:@ 2

ConkR ' ~
he/sgnfﬁake a further payument of Rs. 1-12-0./ Please see see
(

il ﬁhis connection para. 4 on p.1U of n.f. at (C).Z‘gnly a sum

—

of Rs. 76-12-0 was sanctioned and yet a sum of Rs. 25/~ remainsg

|

MeA-to be sanctioned. Education may werify the exact position

|
in consultation with the D.P.I. and the Dt. Hagistrate . The

filé may be passed on to Education through legal, -

| Ei v/ ) bk M ‘
b Ed 7 bt o fon SO |
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