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EDUCATIONAY, DEPARTMENT.
G.0.No0,240 )ﬂ;l., ‘dated 26th A’rn 1909,

Ay s e g ; o -

2 J:." il . 4'/T £X Ch « /"

gf

‘Read the fallowing papers
G.0.N0,159, Bducational, dated 20th Mareh 1909,
G,0,N0,566, Rducational, dated 22nd July 1908,

Petition from S, Ramachandra Alyar, Madras, dated 17th
Feb ruary 1909,

Petitlon from A, hmna Naicker and others, Madras, dated 20t
February 1909, =
Petition from the same individwls, dated 25th February 1909,

Petition from P,S, Srinivasaiyar, residing at Pathamadal,
 Tinnevelly district, dated 28th Pebruary 1909,

Letter froam the Dirsetor of Public Instructien, Madras, Ref.
o gur, !0.1!85, dated 24th March 1909, ‘

petitioners any further concession,
et (True Extract)

 Under Secretary to Covermment,

* %

5 b Mol ol Public Instruction.
- M.R.Ry. 8. Ramachandra i

M.R,Ry. A, Lakshmana Yaicker and others,
K.R‘Ry’.ﬂo &’mi“m.

7
* /
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’ ;li////’ Educational Department.
> ‘\

C.No. 2012 From S. Ramachandra Alyar, RO G yDated 30th October 1909 .

Subject.

Petition to the Government of India from
S. Ramachandra Aiyar, an old unpassed student
of the College of Engineering against the orders
of this Government refusing to hold any further
examination for the benefit of the old students
who had more than once failed to pass the final
examination of the College of Ergineering.

Please see G.0. No. 240 Edl., dated 26th

April 1909 and the notes therewit:. .

”

2, In this order the Govermment refused
to hold any further examination according to the
standard prescribed by the ¢ld rules of the
College of Engineering, for the benefit of the
01d students who had failed to pass the final
examination of the college until the year 1908,

Subsequently there were rany petiticns for a re-

consideration of the above decision and they have
all bveenrrejected - Please see G.0. No. 514 Edl.,
dated 7th September 1909, G.0.No. 550 Edi.,

x dated 7th October 1909 and G.0. No. 370 wdl.,
[~ K4
ol

dated 29th October 1909.

,,f,.w(.

e . 8. Ramachandra Alyar, one of the o¢lad
" Students of the College of Engineering who has

not passed the finul examination, now submits g
petition for transmission to the Government of
India. The petition is an appeal against the

orders of this Government ir G.0. No. 240 Edl.,
dated 26th April 1909 refusirg to hold any furthew

examiration for the venefit of the uld‘students.

The petition is thus an appeal against the none

exercise by the Local Government of & dibcretion

-

vested




Q
\\

: ; - vested in it by rule andé it may therefore be
A withheld under paragraph 11 (10) of Menorial
| . Rules B.

E 4, It is for considerstion whether the
| | petition may be so withheld.

‘ | .thzvll.O
M TR RO AN 0 % 5‘ rm “,ulzrmforvt-ﬂ -~ Under the new rules c¢f the College of
. ‘ | 7{1/}"/

53 ‘/ N Engineering which were approved in G.O. No.1l59

. Educatioral., dated 20th March 1907 and wi.ich
kdac/éayé g-son 1‘ ‘came into force on 1st April 1907, a student of
/ the college who fails to obtain qualifying marks

at a sessional or Mral examination will not be
promoted or pass out, but must either leave the

college oOr join the class division rext Yelow

m B e his own. But under the rules which were in force
—,Z_7 ~ previous to 1st April 1907, a student who Aey
failed to obtain a certificate from the Roard

wx,., o %w\ w*ﬁ x}"‘g&

g

of Examiners at a final examination might appear
before the Board for examination in any subsequenf
year,provided he was certified to have put in the
necessary attendance at the college and W XAd:
Paid the prescribed fee.

?Zu“ le R0 im— 2. On the recommendation of the Director
m/(-ﬂv 91"”‘;:"" P of Public Instruction that some consideration :
4 should be shown to candidates who ,having joined
the college under the 0ld rules had failed at

the final examination) and who would, bdbut for the
alteration in the rules from 1st April 1907, be
entitled to be re-examined under rule 9$f the

¢ld rules, the Govermnment in their order No,

f 556 Edl., dated 22nd July 1908, sanctioned the

proposal of the Director of Public Instruetion

that students of the College of Engineering who

joined




Joined the college under the old rules and who

. d . | had failed tc obtain a certirica.te from the
| Board of Examiners by pacssing the final examina-

tion should be given a further opportunity to
pass the examination according toiga ndard pres-

cribed by the old rules. They accordingly

AT | v, | /o%h" s3I l:
-3 . ol et \'&“‘\ LIS WL \ := 1"7’
Ny 4 1908 and that the candidates should be warned

¥ .
Al

directed that a re-examination should be held in

that all of them should appear at that eXamina-
tion which was the only chance for them and that

no further re-examinationy would be held. The

_de Government further stated that no hope of exempt
| ion or of appointment should be held cut to such
of those students as might fail to qualify at

thelexamination.

3. Some of the failed students who appear-

| | ed at the examination held in 1908}but were

A//‘ "”wﬂfv again ungsucgeaaful, memorialized the Goverrment
in the begipning of the current year, (1909),11-1,“5“‘;’7
BRTES Gt fhey Might 2o siven the
College Certificate of a lower standard than what
they would be entitled to if they had passed .

| the examinations for whiech they erntered, or

(2) that the examination according
& ‘ v to the o0ld rules might be continued for a furthesw

reriod of three years.

: R
r Encet

‘%

The grounds put forth by the memorialists
were that they had very short notice of the

decision that the examination held in 1909 =

to be the last of its kind (the notice was given
to them only on the 22nd October 1908 while the
examination was held in the following December )}

and




A

+*

and that they were not sufficiently prepared for

the examination.

4. The above plea seem=d t0 Government
to be quite futile,as it was the lock-cut of the.
students to come up properly prepared for the
examination whether it was their last chance or
not, and the memorialists were aeeewdingly inform -
ed in G.0. No. 240 1., dated 26th April 1909,
that the Goverrment saw no sufficient reason to

grant the petitioners any further concession.

§. Ore of the" several petitioners

( Ramachandra Aiyar) now appead to the Government
of India against the orders of M Government
contained in the G.0. quoted above. In submitt-
ing this- memorial, he requests that, if it is
not possible for this Government to reconsider
his'unfortunate' case, his memorial ray be trans-
mitted for the favourable considerstiocn of the

Government of Indis.

6. 1Ir bis merorisl to India) the memoria-
list states that he had studied in the Engineer
class of the College of Engineering for three
years 1905-1907 but failed in the final examina-
tion of 1907, that in September 1908 he had the
intimatiog that there would be an examination
in Decembér 1908 for the 0ld students as a last
chance and that at this examination the total
marks secured by him fell short of the prescribed
minimum of 50 per cént by only 4 per cent. The
memorialist complains that it was extremely hard

on the 0ld students of the Engineering College

that
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that they should have been told in September

1908 that unless they appeared for the examina-

tion to be held in December 1908 they would be

turned out without any recognifftion of the long
and expensive course of training which they had
undergone inféollege. He states that the old
students should have been given at least two
chances hefore the new Regulations were enforced,
and he prays that he may be granted an Engineer
Subordinates Diploma or two more chances of
appearing for the Engineer's examination accord-

ing to the old Regulations.

7 . Subsequent to the orders in ¢.0. ¥o.240
Edl., dated 26th April 1909,against which the
memorialist appeals to the Goverme nt of India,
there were several petitions for a re-considera=-
tion of the decision in that order and they were
all rejected. Please see G.0. No. 514 Edl.,
dated 7th September 1909, ©. 0. No. 550 Edl.,
dated 7th October 1909 and G.0. No. 370 Edl.,

dated 29th October 1909.

8. It is for considsration wi.ether the
petition may be forwarded to the Gover ment of
India with a brief Af statement of the facts of
the case or whether itemay be withheld as suggest
ed in paragraph 3 of the office note. It does
not appear that this case 5;;?;r$§§ﬁt&h%g:?;§

WioW WA paragraph 11 (10) of the B. Memorial
Rules,

7
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