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Chief Secretary to Gove

Fort Saint George, ladras.

From
R. Ponnamabala’ Chetti,
5, Appiya Muthu Street, Park Town,

lMadras .

Honoured Sir,

With profound respect and submission I beg to
bring the following facts to your notice and to request that
my prayers may be granted.

I was a student of the Praftsman Class of the
College of Engineering,Madras,in 1902-1203 and I appearesd
for the final examination held in December 1903 and failed
for want of a few marks. Since that time,I have been ap-
pearing for the above examination as an independent candidate
year after yeay,with unfavourable results. Last year as it
was rumoured that the examination would be .the last one for
independent candidateg,I devoted muck time and attention to
my studies,with a view to get through the examination suc-
cessfully and appearsd for the examination as usual and ans-
wered the papers to my entire satisfaction. While expecting
favourable resultsythe 1list of results pasted on the College
Notice Board announced to my sorrow,disappointment and sur-
prise my failure for want of only 6 marks in Board 's total.
On going through the details of the marks,I found that only
65 marks were allotted to me in Building Prawing out of a
minimum of 200 marks. With regard to this subjecq,l beg to
bring to your special notice that there were two papers,one
on Building drawing and the other on Bridge drawing,carrying
100 marks each. I expected not less than 60 per cent of the

marks in Building drawing and almost the maximum in Bridge

drawing
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drawing, I compared my answers with those of Enginser s+tudents
who had to answer the same papers and with those of some of
the Praftsman candidates who passed the examination and found?i
them to be_correct, Poubting that such low marks as 65 mizht
have been due either to loss of one of my answer papers or té°
an error or eversight in tabulation, I sent a petition to

the Pirector of Public Instructioq,as to the cause of my :
failure through the Principal Collsge of Engineering,Madras. §
But the Principal refused to forward it to him-vide Exhibit ;

(A) . Thersupon I sent the petition to the Pirector of Public

5

Instruction direct-vide Exhibit (B)~and it was forwarded to

the Principa;,College of Engineering, for disposal. The Prin-
cipa},replied that nothing could be done in the matter-vide
Exhibit (C). I again sent a petition to the Director of
Public Instructionystating the grounds of my appeal to him
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and requesting h;m to refer my case to the Board of Examiners

for investigationevide Exhibit (D). Receiving no reply to

PR ) e P T 4

this, I appealed to the Secretary,Educational Pepartment,
stating the facts of my case and requesting him to issue
orders for revaluing my answer papers or to award gracé marksr
to me~vide Exhibit (E). My appeal was transferred to the

Pirector of Public Instruction for disposal who sent me a
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reply to the effect that I must accept the decision of the
Examiners-vide Exhibit (F). I do not grumble in the least to
accept the decision of the Examiners. But the circumstances
of my case being such as to deserve investigation and recon-
sideratioq,l was obliged to appeal to the higher authorities

referred to above. 1In 1905, one Murugayya Pillai a student of %
i

the Praftsman class was notified in the first instance as :
having failed in Estimating and on his appealing to the higher'j
authorities he was subsequently ammounced as having passed «
the examination. This year one Govindaraju Aiyengar and one 1
Rajamannar Nayudu who appeared for the final examination ;

e
failed badly,appealed to the higher authorities. Their cases

of the Praftsman class as independent candidates with me and 1
were referred to the Board of Examiners for investigation and
were finally disposed of. No such action was taken in my case

) which .
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hich ia a fit one fer inveatigation and recons:ldcration.

beg most respectfully to add that I lost no time in appea,

the authorities %o whom I have addressed. I have as a lasti

chance venture to approach your hLonour with the fervent Lops

consideration is not kmown. I think this is due to motuing
but to my ill-luck. I am a very poor man and as the scant

mongy which my father had with him wers spent entirely m

'bound ever pray for your prosperity and lomg lifo.
el : I beg to remain,

\ : ! ; ; Honoured §ir, |
Ao drcas . Your most obedient and humble servant,
11~ 6-0¥ ' _ ,




Fran
R.Ponnambala Chetty,
i Draughtsman, 4
No. 80 Chembada Pilliyar Covil Street,

Park Town, Madras,

The Director of Public Instruction,

fhy Madras.

Most Respected Sir,

I, who appeared last yea} for the Draughtsman's emami-‘ |
nation, beg mosiz. respectfully to bring the following few lines to
your kind consideration with the fervent iqope that my humble pra-
yers may be viewed successfully in my favour,

I beg to state that I first appeared for this exanina-
tion in the year 1903 through the College of Engineering and from
1904 to 1907 as an 1ndeendent candidate. Misfortune has knocked
me down from securing a pass in any one of th8se years notwith-
standing my hard and untiring work. 1In order to bec aue wccesaml.
in this ex;&na.tion and to adhere to the saying "try,try,try a.ga:ln,
: have been appearing for+this examination all these years and
'deeply discouraged for the misfortune that befel on me. Year aft
y;ar I worked v;ry hard to secure a pass and especially last year
I turned out unusually hard work both day and night and formed a
firm opinion in my mind that I would come off successful in the
examino.tion in this year. But to my misfortune,after seeing my
name in the failure column of the published results, I am not only
1ndulged in deep sorrow but completely discouraged. :

I may beg to add that fram a perusal of tne a.ccanpany:lng
statement of marks obtained by me in the last examination, I hm
ipusaed in all %&ne subjécts with the exception of 6 marks less in

~ gelning the required minimum in the Board's total only. I have

 also gained more than the required number of marks in the grand

®

total,

I now beg to bring my case b@fore your honour, and re-

quest that your honour will he graciously pleased to take mk pity
on




& passed candidate or to kindly order g revigsion of my answer pa-

pers, I humbly and respectfully beg to state that g similar con-
cession was aflowed to one Murugayya, Pillay in the year 1905,

I may beg to aqg for your honourtsg kind information that
I have passed the following Technical"examinations:-
1.Building Materials & Constr'uction-Intemediate in the
) e _ first class in the year 1906,
2. Mensuration - Elementary in the secong class in the year
1907,
3. Earth work & Road making - Elementary, in the second class
in the year 1907,
4, Pree hand & Outline drawing - Elementary, in the second
class in the year 1908,

I beg to submit, Respecteg S8ir, that of the candidates
that faileq T am the only man who stands a nearest chance and whose
case deserves reconsgideration at your hands,

I submitteqg my appeal to your honour through the Prin-
clpal of the College of Engineering 3 days ago but I regret very
much to state that T was sadly disappointed by getting a reply, fram
him stating that he i1s not prepareq to forward my humble appeal to
your honour--vige attached Copy. Hence another copy of the appeal
is submitteq direct to your honour,

I am g Very poor man and as my circumstances are very
straiteneq I beg mosgt respectfully to request that your .honour

¢ will take pity on my humble appeal and to pass favourable order~
I may state that Ty destiny is in your hangs and if by the Will of
Providence the orger tui‘ns out otherwise,not only all my prospects
will go in vain but also I will be driven to utter ruinous state

&
i

Y .
by the large debt I have already run into on account of these exa-
minations,

to take g merciful view of Iy case and pass favourabvle orders,

For




I beg to remain,
Most Respected Sir,

Your most obedient servant,

i R
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R.Ponnambala Chetty,
| 20,Chembada Pilliyar Covil Street,
Park Town, Madras,
To

The Director of Public Instruction,
Madras.

Most Respected Sir,
s In continuation of my humble appeal dated 30th January
11908, I beg most respectfully to state that I have since passed
also in Geometrical Drawing -- Intermediate Grade--Second Class
(Vide No. 2204,page 3,Part I-B of the Fort Saint George Ga.zette
dated 4th February 1908) in addition to the several Technical
examinations mentioned in the appeal.

I humbly beg to-add that I am given to undertenad that
there will be no assembly of the draughtsman's class in future

years. I specially preferred this line and spent on its account ;
several years and 1arge sums of mongy thinking that I would better
my prospects. But tomy disanpointment my proposal has been dis- 7
posed of by Providence otherwise, If my presumption that the
abolition of the draughtsman's class is correct, I beg to state
that I will have no other mesms to achleve the aim I hed in me
origina.ily. Respected Sir, I have stated already everything in
detail in my hurble appeal and as I do not like to intrude upon
your honour's much valuable and precious time, I beg most respeet’-;
fully to request thet your honour will be greciously pieased to
pass fevouratle drders on my appeal sutmitted to your bhonor on

the 30th January 1908.

For which esct of berevolence I ghall as in duily bound

ever preay for your honour's long life and contirucd- presperidy
,}y)hd ras, I beg ete %

Rovcins o, QB LSehd




The Principal
College of Engineering,

uadr“ 3

R.Ponnambala Chetti.
2

Dated 27th January 1908,

Reference:~ Wour letter dated 27th January 1908,

The Principal is not prepared to forward your applice~. |

tion to the Dirsctor,

(8d). W.H.James, :
Principal.




The Principal,
College of Engineering,
Madreas,

R.Ponnambala Chetti,
80,Chembada Pilliyvar Covil Street,Madras.

Dated 17th FPebruary 1908,

‘Reference:- Your letter dated #0th January 1908

Director of Public Instructio_n.

posal. The Principal cen only repeat, what has already bee
told the candidate that nothing can be done in the matter.

' \ 3 ;-3
» 3




Madras, 19th February 1903,

From \ ’V

R.Ponnambala Chetty.

i

To
The Director of Public Instruction,

Madras,
4/

Most Respected Sir, 2

With reference to my letters'submitted to you on the 30th

January and 7th February 1908, I beg most respectfully to
state that I was unger the impression that the letters in
question would be forwarded to the Board for favour of re-

consideration with your honour's kind suoport. But to my

disappointment T regret to say that from the attached copy ot :
reply from the Principal, Colleze of Engineering the papsrs

relating to my case wers forwarded to that officer for dig=-
Posal. I may here respecgfully submit that if your honour
be pleased to forward all Papers connected with my case to

the Board with your %ing support, I dare say that I will get
Justice at their hands. From the following representations
and from a kind canparison of the marks secured by me in each
of the subject with the total assign®d to each in the sub-
Jjoined statement, I think in my humble opinion I am entitled

to get justice not only in your hands but also in the hands
of the Principal and the Board.

College 1st and 2na
Board, year.

_ Subjects. Total num= | Marks Total number | Marks
SN ber of Ob- of b~
marks, tained marks, tained

perspootive ¥ 8 50
hand and Model 75 41 -
ing construction 125 73
ing drawing 1st and 2nq

: paper 200 65 75
§ achine drawing 75

32 15
Estimating 200 108 50

- -- 50
2ota) o] 750 69 250
Minimun to secure g pass in the Board---375Ymarks

Total number of marks gained by me in

the Board, ~==36QJe Dif ference 6. m;ru. ¢




From the above it appears that I secureg ii;ore than 50
per cent of marks in each paper. Even in College total I
obtained mors than 76 per cent orf fmargs. I got only 85 out
of 200 marks in Bullding drawing paper and I think one of ny
papers in this sﬁb,ject might have escaped notice in valuing,
Why I am led to say this is there are two papers one relating
to Buil.ding drawing and the other bridge, In the first paper
I admitted having made a mistaxe a g to marking the heignt,
This I have also mentioned in my answer paper on this sub ject,
Sc deducting one-third of the marks for this mistake, I tigink
I would expeet to get two-thirds of the marxs that is s
marks., To the best of my belief I have answered the latter
paper that ig Bridge drawing quite correctly and most satig-
factorily and canpared my answer Papers with the Engineer
and Draughtsman students who passed the e:aminations,a.fter .
the examination was over and found my angwers quite correct,
For this reason I expected more than three-fourths of the
marks in this subject. But to my uttar disappointment and
sorrow I found that very low marks were given to me in that
subject. The least number or marks that I expected to get in,'i
this paper is 75 even if the Examiner values this paper :
strictly. Adding both marks ss plus 75 =141 in these two
papers which fram the way in which I nave answered I have
had the assurance of getting, I think either in valuing the
P&apers in guestion or in adding one of the marks assigned to
me :ln‘one of these two papers something of this sort might
have escapeq notice. If my apove surmise is found not to be
correct and that these two papers have been correctly wvalued
I respectfully appeal to your kemaumr sympathy and humbly re-
quest that your honour will be graciously pleassed to request
the Board to revalue these papers by any other examiner whom
the'BAoard may be pleased to appoint, I may submit that is
any one of my alternative request be granteq I an quite cere
tain that I wi1] get more than the required marks for Passing

in the examination,
I am a very DOOr man and begeach your honour not to ruin

me without getting a fair'chance from yur hands, 1 spent all

the
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dition, Besides the above grievances of mine, I beg to bring

to your kind notice that I have passed in five subjects in

'7“

Technical Examination which are more difficult than this m—

mination, 3

Under the above circumstances I humbly and respectfullyf
request that your honour will be graciously pleased to for=-
ward this to the Board with your Xing support for favour of
their reconsideration in the 11zht of my above grievances
to take up my cause who is quite helpless and motmxe ﬂnost
rulned fram want of mere justice and thus save me from
éterna.l ruination,

For which act of kindness I shall as in duty bound ever
pray for your honour's long life and prosperity.

I beg to state that a true copy of this appeal has been

sent to. the Principal, College of Engineering and the Board
for their information,

I beg to remain,
Most Respected Sir,

Your most obedient servant,




The Secretary to Government,
Educational Department,
Fort Saint George.

The humble petition of R.Ponnambala
Chetti,20 yCembadapilliyar Kovil Street,

Park Town,Madras,

Most Respectfully Sheweth,

That your petitioner was a student of the College
of Engineering in the Draugnteman's class in the years 1902

year but unfortunately failed,

That he has since then been appearing for the same"_
examination as an independent candidate,the last occasion he
appearsd as ‘such being in 1907,

That as may be seen fram the subjoined statement in
the examination held that year he secured the required mi-
nimum in all the subjects of the examination but failed to
secure for want of 6 marks the total number of marks awarded

by the Board of Examiners,

College 1st and 2 na
Board., . year,
Sub jects, “Total mam- | Marks otal number :
ber of ob~- of 2
marks, ta‘ined% marks. tained, |

perspective 75 ; 50

hand and Model 75 41
125 73

drMng lst and 2nq
paper, - 200 65

i b i gt e S S P L S TR
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Minimum to secure a pass in the Boarg--- 375 marks.

Total number of marks gained by me in
the Board...... 369 "

Difference 6. marks,

That in the building drawing he has seécured only 65 for
200 but for the way in which he dig his Papers he confidently
expected to get about 140 marks and he ventures to +hink that

some serious omission must have occurred in the valuation of

his papers there being two separatelexamination papers for
the subject,

That in cases whers s candidate's fallure is due to want‘
of a few marks in total it is the practice now ang then to
glve grace marks ang declare the candidate to have passed,

As an instance ofr this, petitioner begs to cite the case of
one Murugayya, Pillai, who wag dedlared to have passed in
1905, \

That the petitioner first addressed the Prinecipal, Colleg&'
of Engineering and then the Director of Public Instruction
praying that his case might be referred to the Board of
Exeminers, but 20t no favourable reply--vide copies atta:hed.
Petitioner's secona comunication to the Director of Publie
Instruction in which ne stateq his case fully remains un-
answered,

That ad a last resort,petitioner has been forced to ap~
Proach Government and hunbly requests that the Honourable
Government would be pleased either to order a revaluastion of
his paper on the subject rererfeq to above or order the re-
conglderation of his case for grace marks,

_Petitioner 1s aged 25 and is in indigent circumstances :
and asg the failure in this examination will sepiously affect
his situation 1n life he humbly 80licit that his case may be
mercifully considered.

For which act of kindness petitioner as in duty bouns

#xary will ever pray, g

QS:Z- <;ng:itaamul~abﬂul;éilnédki




Dis No, 3379 o§ 1908,
Dated 5th May 1908,

.
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With reference to h‘fs petition dated 5th Aprii 1908,1;0

R.Ponnambala Chetti,20,Chembada Pilliyar Kovil Street,

-

+

for Dirsctor of Public Imstruction.

ey -

&

i

%

" »
s of the Directdr of Puvlic Instruction,

4

4

is informed that he must accept the decision of the examinerslf_.,

(Sd). V.Xrishnaswami

Park Town, Medras,

the Secretary to Govenﬁ;ept, ‘Educational Department, trans-
ferred to the undersigned fpr disposal, R,Pommambala Chetti
# ®

*

*
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Subjeet. '
Submitting rema.rks on the petition of one R, Ponnambala Chetti

a fa.iled student of the Draughtsman class of 1:13.s ege of

3/} . W | : ‘: | ‘ . o ; .} Engineering, M a dr a s,
‘J () : ] it | 7 g P ol
dfk aJ Arafannid : - . ,
@’ 'M# RO | L - ' 1
e S & . ’J # i . - Esaosuems, : '
M MSM# TR BT | | H | | T o Qurrey?t o i /08
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%fn /'Wmm/ The Hon'ble Mr.A.G.Bourne,D, Sce yFeR,8.C,I,E,

/ .@;dyua/dn/

Diree tor of Public Instruction,

-
"

ylé yacwfay to t/ %wtnmml %uladw

N @"M«a/ %m ,

%, :

o With reference to Mémorandum No. 1382-1 dated 1st

X Adr ase

.Tulv ,forwarding for report petition from R. Ponnambalachetti, - j
i1 have the honour to state that the allsgations made therein {
Ydo not, a;.ppear to 'be altogether true, The Principal, College

“of Eneineering reporta that N. Rajamamar Nayudu in his complaint

Bt RS S S T G

made reference par'ﬁcularly to the marking of the paper on ;
'Bstima.*ing that he quoted the actusal quantities s a*ed to

i el 2

_l_‘aa,v.:lt wa,s possible t.hat a miatake had been made in his case his
:Le#;ter waa sent .to ‘the Prbn:ment REoard of Examiners for cnnsi-

R s gk

deratitan. ‘But the examiner cmﬁd not see his way to make any

qlteration in the marks already awarded.

In the case of V.Govindaraja Aiya.ngar'l understand

that his 1etter was not referred to the Board. The student

i

Tt e




Ry 4

ggeéfed that poss bly,a"mistake had been made in the additiéq

oﬁ the marks for the two building drawing papers, and as the
Examingr'q m@rk gsheets were in possession of the Principa;"
that officer verified'the figures and found that the student
had ohtained low marks in both the papers and informed him
accordingly. : ‘ 2 :
3. R, Ponnambla Chetti's petition on the othsr hand
was simply an appeal that he might be given extra marks and
allowed to pass when he had been declared to hﬁve failed: As
the President of the Board of Pxaminers had refused to make an

investigation in connection with a similar application sent'tb,

to address him in the matter in regard to this case.

4. The enclosures are herewith returned.

I have the honour teo be,

& L

Your most obedient servant,

ooty

Tor Director of Public Instructien.
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tained in that nete, the D.P,I, was requested to re-
-
i

port whether the gllegation made in the met

tien that

7 i G

the cases of two other candidates whe failed alen f

\.:

- With the petitioner were leoked inte by ths Boeard of

Fxaminers was true and if 80, Why

case was not also similarly treated.

»

2, The D.,P.I. states that the gllerations msde

ether true.

inthe petitien do net appear to he altog

He observes that the case of . Rajamannar Nayudu,

MUhcained
one of the candidates c-i--i-i- by +he petitioner,

¢

was, as stated in fhe petition,'referred te the Foard

of Fxaminers, but that thHe case of V. Gevindaraia 1
/ i 2
Alyanpar, the other candidate te by the /

petitioner, was net se referred.

Bs In the case of M. Rajamammar Yayudq)it is

statsd}that the petition made refersnce particular

to the marking of the paper on "Estimating",’ tiat

5 b -

the petitiener quoted the actual quantities och+ained
¥y him and said that stidents whe had Piven approxi-
mately +he same ficures had gained hirher marks. As

it was IDOSSJ'.%]_% that g mistake had been made ir

.
‘.
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thig case, the petitien Ezs sinj to the Presi-
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: l dent, Board of Examiners‘ but the Exaniner could
; not see his way to mak@Ap any alteration in the
marks already awarded.
= p ,’7 gefE 4, In the case of CGovindaraia Aiya.nga:; a

Dr. Bourne states, tha* his petition was net re-
ferred to the Beard. The petitiener sugrested

ﬁ.r. N’" e.r that possibly a mistake had been made in the

. additien of the marks in the twe Building draw-

”
. ing papers and as the Examiner's mark sheets

“ were with the Principal,

r had entained

the figures’and as the petitioap
low marks in both the papers,ﬂinformed hin
accordingly. ' 7

5. As regards the petitioner's case the

PA,‘—I.”Q-P.~ ;
Director states that the petition wes simply

- »

an appeal that he might bg given extra marks

and allowed to pass when he hud been declared *to
have falled and that as the President of the

- Peard bf'Examiﬁers had refused teo make an

investigation in eennection with & similar

applieatipn sent to him by the petitiener direeé;

s e f'thégPrincipal‘&id not think it advisadble te
*ff,iadércsg him in recard to this case.

s B, X6 18 fer eonsideratien whether the

e Government -

'pétitioﬁer may be infermed that t!

Eicifaigregaéﬁ/to-1nterfera on his hehalf.
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