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Extract of notes on petition from I.
Venkataé@alla Mudsliyar, retired Superint

Accountant-General's Office dated 17-6-19 r

G.0.193 Pénsion, dated 28-8-19:-

X ' X

I dont undefstand‘his'locus

case. He is not asking for some

should be modified in a way that does not
# e A
him. Surely such a petition cannot die

"

BEXEX

busybody would be petitioningg

in the matter. But it is respectfully su
there is no rule 4in the B memorisl ruléé 
the memoriel to the Govt. of Indis can
except under rule 11(15) of the rules-gf
by the U.S. .

x

S.S- 22“8"190
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This is not the first time la
have had to consider petitions ' pt
who are not directly concerndd;'n

lgsue.  This the Rajeh of

against the Bditor of
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retired official who wants to‘petitiohf

India to see that the A.G. uses his @i@

beﬁtero "

It is therefore supgested that the

rules should contain another clause to b

.
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After all the enforcement of these:ruiqs<

1y discretionary, but at present the Sectt:

bound to send'oﬁ.a petition that cannot,bé

|G under them.
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Memorial rules. Addressing the GQvér

addition of & clanse to rvule 11 of the rules for the;éﬁbm

8 person wno has no locus standi in the matter _m_é.y be'ﬁithhe;l

Reap agary G.0. Nol415 Public.. , dated

»/ B » b7 ’ »

Rzap 4180:—

From the ’

addressed.
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consider petitions put in by people who
are not directly concernmed in the
matter at issue and that in the absence
'of any discrétionary power vestgd in
the local Government to withhold such
petitions, they have necessarily to be

: ,forwarded to the Govt.

of India, His

Excellency\the Governor in Council is

of opinion that petitions of this nature

B should rightly be withheld. Discretion
| to withhold such petitions is given to

. local Governments in respect of those

'the Govt ‘of India - Vide para 6(6) of
4the rules forwarded w1th Foreign Dept
letter No 244—G dated 29-1-10. I am
also to invite attention to letter from
¢ the Covt. of India, P.W.D., Civil Works
Irrigation, No.198-I, dated 25-11-86,

ih which the opinion was expressed

that petitions which did not treat of

matters in which the memorialists were
personally concerned, need not  be
reated under the memorial rules. The

nemorial in that case, which was sent b

}tb the local Govt., was returned to the

,pefitioner. His Excellency the Covernor

n Council considers that memorial

rules snould be self contained smasmag

covermall possible cases and in tuat
71 i%%pecific provision

orial rules. I am accordlngﬂy dlreqt

1ntended for the Political Department of

His Excellency the Governo:
Council taat the folldbng mdy b

above referred to:- iy

"When the petition is by a per

"forms the subject matter of
"tion".
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