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NOTES CONNECTED WITH RESOLUTIONS ON MATTERS OF
GENERAL PUBLIC INTEREST.

(For the Meeting of the 12th February 1918.)

[ Susiser.—Students and public meetings. )

The Hon’ble Mr, B. V. NARASIMHA AYYAR :—

IV, This Council recommends to His Excellency in Council that G.0.
No. 559, Home (Education), dated the 1st May 1917, may be cancelled.
The Hon’ble Mr. B. Venkarapart Raju :—

IX. This Council recommends to the Governor in Council that the
Government be pleased to reconsider the orders issued in G.0. No. 559, Home
(Education), dated 1st May 1917, and G.0. No. 1531, Home (Education), dated
3rd December 1917, and confine to the Disciplinary Regulations, Chapter VIII (a)
of the Madras Educational Rules.

The Hon’ble Mr. P. Siva Rao:—

XXVIII. This Council recommends to His Excellency the Governor in
Council that G.0. No. 559, dated 1st May 1917, and also the amending G.0.
*No. 1531, Home (Education), dated 3rd December, may be cancelled.

Home (EpucaTioN) DEPARTMENT.

1’9
X Attention is solicited to the notes written in conmexion with the resolutions on
) tHe subject of “* students and polities ” proposed to he moved at the meeting of the

],egislative Council of the 20th November last but gubsequently \_ﬂithdm\vn. Since
those notes were written, the Government have 1ssu_ed orders. in GO ‘No. 1531,
Home (Education), dated the 3vd December 1917, vesting full diseretion in heads of
colieges in regard to the attendance of under-graduate students at political meetings,
maintaining at the same time the policy of Government as enunciated in the previous
order.

&) 2. The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. Narasimha Ayyar now suggests that G.0. No. 559,
\*ldaied the 1st May 1917, should e cancelled, while the Hon’ble Mr. B. Venkatapati

of them.

+1 desires that both the G.Os. No. 559, dated 1st May 1917 and No. 1‘531, d?ted
]?Tﬁ{l;)eec‘:ll;fer 1917, should ke reconsideréd and that only the Disciplinary Regulations
in Chapter VIII-A of the Madras Educational Rules should be enforced.

3. Tt is observed that circumstances have not changed for the beftiter since the-
issue of the above orders to warrant their reconsideration. The Eroceedlpgs of the
recent Madras Students’ Convention show that the students in this Presidency are
in need of more control and guidance and can hardly be trusted to look after
themselves. . g e o

4. Orders are solicited as to whether the resolutions shou e discussed in
Couneil, whether further particulars should be called for and who should be in charge

O, Ramanuia AcHARIYAR—24-1-18.
R. RavacHANDRA Rao—25-1-18.
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1 am for opposing the resolution. . "
P. R[A7AGOPALA AcHARITAR | —28-1-18.
Yes : strongly. ;

H. F. W. G[1LIMaN j—28-1-18.

ey . G, Clanpuw]—28-1-18.

I agree. ’ v
P[ENTLAN n|—1-2-18.

h 4 of the office-note above.
lilssed in Couneil an(_l that Fhe
A draft u.0. note informing

No definite orders have been passed 1,01: pﬁlﬁli
3 i0ns not to he dise
tis presumed that the resolutions are : :
%)i;fmt}())r of Public Instruction will t.all(e charge o{ them.
Legislative accordingly is submitted for approvat

C. RamMANTIA AcHARIYAR—4-2-18.

Orders will be passed next Friday. ;
R. RAMACHANDRA Rao—5-2-18.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH RESOLUTIONS ON MATTERS
OF GENERAL PUBLIC INTEREST.
[Mesting of 20th November 1917. ]
[ SusrEcT.— Cancellation of G.0. No. 559, Home (Edueation), dated 1st May
3 1917, regarding students and politics.]

&7 *

The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. NarASINHA AYYAR :—

VI. This Council recommends to His Excellency in] Council that &.0.
No. 559, dated 1st May 1917, regarding the attendance of students at public
meetings, ete., be cancelled.

The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur V. K. RAMANUJA ACHARIYAR :—
XI. This Council recommends to His Excellency the Governor in

- Council that it is absolutely necessary to withdraw G.0. No. 559, Home

(Education), on the subject of students and politics.
The Hon’ble Mr. B. VENkATAPATI RaTU i—
XXIII. This Council recommends to the Governor in Council that the
Government be pleased to reconsider the orders issued in G.0. No. 559, Home

(Eduacation), dated 1st May 1917, and confine to the Disciplinary Regulations,
Chapter VIII A of the Madras Educational Rules.

The Hon’ble Mr. P, Siva Rao :—
XLIV. This Council recommends to His Excellency the Governor in Council
that the G.0. No. 559, Home (Education), dated 1st May 1917, may be cancelled.
The Hon’ble Mr. K. Sapasiva BrAT :—

XLV. That this Council recommends to His Excellency in Council that G.0.
No. 559, Home (Education), should be withdrawn.

Houe (EpvoarioN) DEPARTMENT.

In their circular No. 332-35, dated the 4th May 1907, the Government of India
drew attention to the dangers with which higher education in India was threatened by
the tendeney of both teachers and pupils in colleges and schools fo associate them-
selves with political movements and take a prominent part in organizing and carrying
out overt acts of political agitation. They observed :—

e < This tendency is of comparatively recent growth, and the (:jr(rvummcn@ of Indi_a have
hitherto tefrained from adopting specific measures to counteract ifs effects in the beliel that
parents, teachers and the more sensible or less impressionable students could not fail to rr;n]w:u
that the spirit of lawlessness and resistance to agchnntrv thus en_gunderg\d‘ among the young is
bound in the long run to set back the advance of genuine educafion, to injure vth'c material pros-
pects of the students, and to subvert the traditional foundations of_Ir}dmn IannlA\" life. The
Governor-General in Council entertains no doubt that the great majority of sensible Indian
parents whatever may be their political opinions, regard with the gravest apprehensions the

. imminent danger that education will be interfered with and the efficiency of schools and colleges

ired by the minds of pupils and students being diverted from their proper work and by the
:'2}5;:«2?011 of discipliu; \\'h?ch must inevitably rnsuﬁ‘. from their being allowed to take part in
political agitation. : ;

# 92, The question affects the entive field of higher education, but the principle to be applied
and the procedure to be adopted will differ according as school-boys or college students, school-
inasters or professors of colleges have to be dealt with. The case Pf _the pupils of h]gh schools
pre\seuts little difficulty. In the interests of the boys themselves it is clearly undesirable that
they should be distracted from their work by attending political meetings or engaging in any
form of political agitation. . . . .
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3 tfforent s
«8. The case of students of affiliated colleges stands on a s{lm«ihﬂbrg;ﬁﬁ‘:flﬂthf;‘;“‘:%e
They are no longer school hoys buf undergraduates, and a cerh[mut})mpghm o
Bachelors of Arts who may reasonably claim some wider hbert_\'Io d“w 101‘1 ut‘ Bt
school hoys. In regard to them, therefore, the Government of In mdgr;,' bt 's}l)le (f St
down as a general rule that mere attendance at pohtm:al meetings, as u:i .m%.mu o
an active part in their proceedings, would necessarily call for the nhopi];: dhen
measures against the college. Although, however, they admit that r,de "m]%]e Ol
which is essential for a school boy may be inappropriate and eyen .nfn as};‘ L
a student, still they must insist upon the principle that r:ol.legns exist; for Bt,‘(f Ptlilngg S
tion, and they cannot regard with indifference the conversion of sm:h hm-s»fl u ;tqiu qmldel
for the dissemination of political doctrines of whateyer character. If a-x:] o‘r{"e tche ;sel‘.‘)ﬁ Sy
of an affiliated college were fo attend political meefings and there so con t\:f’ t;g o “(wnv
bring undesirable notoriety upon their college, or o engage in political agi dﬂ?t,n'll m.‘rp‘ Larey
as to interfere with the corporate life and educational work of the p|{{(3.03.alll) i i t,hzr,‘bhe e
propagandism assumed the form of picketing and open violence, if is n1 \I‘Ol\:h‘i P
Government concerned could no longer remain passive but would be bmmrv 2 m. ‘1 G ‘n e
education, to take steps to procure the withdrawal from the college, at any rate for a period,
the privilege of affiliation to tho University.” ; 3 3 : 2
2. Accordingly the following regulations were inserted in the Madras Edu-
cational Rules :—

(1) Graduate and under-graduate students on the l'l?l!s of 530[19ges_uude;
public managements are forbidden to take an active part in political agitation directe
against the authority of the Government. Principals may further at their (h.ser.etwn
forbid students to engage prominently in any public movement with which it seems
undesirable that persons in statu pupillari should be associated.

(2) If students of such colleges attend political meetings and the're ('ou_t‘i.uet
themselves in any manner which is forbidden or unbecoming or engage in political
agitation in such a way as to inferfere with the corporate life and educational work of
the college, the Principal of the college may suspend or expel them or refuse the
grant of ferm certificates for a specified period and may also report their case to the
University with the view of their being dealt with under Regulation 96 of the
University Regulations,

» . x » . *

(7) No manager or member of the staff or of the establishment shall be
permitted to take part in political agitation directed against the authority of Govern-
ment or to inculeate opinions tending to excite feelings of political disloyalty or
disaffection ; and the pupils should not be permitted to attend political meetings or
to engage in any form of political agitation.

3. Owing however to attempts made by recently started political movements to
bring under their influence students in colleges and schools and the need for
protecting students gom the undesirable consequences of sueh association the
Government consider?dt necessary to supplement the instructions already issued.
Accordingly the folloWing further instructions were issued in G.0. No 559, Home
(Education), dated the 1st May 1917 :—

«m

he Government therefore direct thav no under-graduate student in any college and 2o
pupil in any school shall be permitted to take part in public political discussions, to at
political meetings, o join any political association or to take part in any movement with which
it is, in the opinion of the educational authorities, undesirable that persons still in statu pupillar
shall be associated. His Excellency in Council directs that heads of colleges and schools,
whether under public management or otherwise, shall strictly enforce these directions. In doing
so they should have regard not merely to the declared purpose of a meefing, but also to the
speakers who will address it.”

4. The object and scope of the instructions was fully explained by His Excellency
the Governor in his speech at the meeting of the Legislative Council held on the
24th May 1917 which is extracted below :—

““The question paper contains a reference to oue of the recent orders issued by the
Government on the subject of school hoys and students at colleges.  This subject has been under
the consideration of the Government for some fime and I take this opportunity of communiea-
ting our conclusions upon it to the Council rather more fully than has hitherto been possible.

“ There is no foundation whatever for the suggestion that one of these orders was issued
purposely at a date inconvenient to the Cuddalore Conference. The Honourahle Member who
asked a question in that sense is not, I believe, originally responsible for that suggestion of which
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he has been, I fear, the innocent victim. The facts are, as I have already said, that this subject
has forfsome time beon under the consideration of the Government and the college recess was
deliberately chosen [or the issue of these orders as likely to be convenient to all concerned.

* Let me say in the first place that the object which the Government has in view is purely
educational. Students remain as free as heretofore in their leisure fo acquaint themselves, in
their college debating societies and by such means, with the politics. and public affairs of the
world which they are about to enter. For support in the enforcoment of these orders the
Government look with confidence to school and college authorities, to the parents and gnardians
of scholars and students, and in the case of colleges fo the students themselves,

“ There is no foundation so far as I am aware for any general complaint against the
conduct of college students in the Madras Presidencs ; and these orders have not been provoked
by any action ou the part of the studenfs. Indeed they have been issned in justice fo the
students and to their rights as students, in order to secure fo them during their student life full
opportunities for study, for their equipment for life, and for the development and® formation of

- character before entering upon their life’s work. Immersed as most of us here are in publie

affairs, is there one of us who does not wish that he were better equipped for the discharge of
his public duties ? Thero may be some who are fortunate enough to have no regrets for time
wasted and opportunities lost during the precious years of student life, Tf there
here, T congratulate them with all my hear. Bufi I make bold to say that there is not one of us
who does not recognize that, once these years have passed by, such opportunities are gone never
to refurn in their early fulness. As the responsibilities of life inerease, so do leisure and other
means of self-improvement and cultivation diminish, to the infinite regret of mostof us and pro-
hably to the detriment of our usefulness in the world. Thus theso orders are intended to do
justice to the students to sccare to them their rights as students and the same opportunities as
are enjoyed by students in other countries ; rights and opportunities which no wise parent and
no trae lover of his country will grudge or deny to the rising generation. These orders have
met with some adverse criticism ; and in cerfain quarters, in which paradoxically the force of
the educational considerations involved is admitted, the action of the Grovernment has been de-
nouneed as opposed to the best inferests of the country and Government regret to observe that if
has been openly challenged by the announcement that counter-measures will be taken. 1 cannot
think however thati such criticisms will carry weight. T do not believe that the purpose of the
Government in this matter will be misunderstood by students or by parents and guardians or by

are any such

-college authorities : and ifi is satisfactory and creditable to those concerned that there should be

£
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7 signs thafi in this matter the Madras Government has the support not only of educa-
tionists but also of the general body of public opinion.”

5. The question was discussed at a Conference of Prineipals of Colleges held at
Government House on the 18th July 1917. The nature of the disenssions is set out
in the subjoined extract : —

¢ The Principal of the Maharaja’s College, Vizianagram, said that discussion of politics
and religion was entirely prohibited in his college, as it was feared that lt-c:'mld onl)f result in
acute differences of opinion and friction. E was pointed out thafi puhtlcal_ meefings were
generally held in the vacation and that principals of colleges conld not exercise influence or
control at such times. In some casesparents themselves encouraged their children fo work as
volunteers at political meetings. A suggestion was put f'or\!\'ard that the responsibility should
be thrown on the promoters of such meetings. If the principal or any member of the oollege
staff were required to watch and report which stndents attended political meetings, such espionage
might destroy the good relations which should exist bcrw_em; sivud\:nts and teachers. ,I:lls Excel-
lenacy remark$ that the practice of aftending public political meetings had been on .tge inerease
among students and that the Government strongly held and were fmqucmfly n'dvlse‘ that ﬁhls
could not fail to distract them from their proper work.  He asked whether it would be possible
for that: practice to grow up without the cognizancs of the pl'll!CIpﬂ}S and staff of the eolleges or
yicht that they should disregard it. It was suggeste_d that its control was a mafter for the
p;li(:e. His Excelleney poinfed out that that was entirely contrary to fhe view of the G—nve'ru_
ment. Dr. Skinner said that if principals of colleges had been addressed privately calling
attention to the evils, the effect might have been good. He added that he thought the

. Government Order was a mistake and expressed the opinion fhat if students were 1 these

5 .od under the surveillance of the college staff mutual conﬁdenccv wou_ld
ﬁ??ﬁ;;t;éd.be M?E(‘i)(}w‘uy suggested that another course might be adopted : students might be
openly and frankly warned nof to atfend a particular meeting and that a professor would be
there to take note of the students who wenf to that meeting in sp e of such warning. He
contended thati this was not espionage. It was urged, on the other hand, that such a step would
create disunion and antagonism between prineipals and students and thaf; professional sentiment

* was against the course suggested.

«His Excellency observed that in view of the numerous and strong represenfations which

* had Teached the Government before the order was issaed the Government could come to no other

i i T Wa v ¢ in the interests not only of
sion than that the issue of such an order was urgently necessary in r t
2::;1;:“; but also of their parents. It was unnecessary for him to repeat upon this oceasion what
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he had already said publicly as to the purpose of the order, which was briefly to proteot the -
inf and rights of stud during the years of their education, to help them to concentrate
their efforts on the work proper to those years, and fo avoid distractions of all kinds. If stuc!e_nts
were fully informed as to the limits of conduct laid down for them by their college authorities,
1o question of espionage must necessarily arise at all. This order was an educational order,
issued in the interests of education, and to be enforced not by the police whose employment in
any way in this matter the Gow f idered highly undesirable and indeed out of the
question, but by college authorities. Hor its enf f the Govi looked with confidence
to the principals of colleges, recogniaing that the practical working of the order, for which rigid
rules ave not at present appropriate, must be left to experience. There would be no alteration of

the order. His Excellency concluded by saying that he was particularly grateful to those who ¢,

has disoussed the various bearings of the order from different standpoints, that the Government
desired to support and facilitate the endeavours of principals of colleges, and that at all times
any further suggestions for achieving the purpose in view would receive full consideration.”

__6. Subsequent_to the issue of the order there
students in certain centres, e.g., Trichinopoly, Guntar, Madanapalle and Madura,
Enemorial has also been addressed to Government by the students of the Basel Mission

ollege, Calicut, and a deputation of certain citizens of Trichinopoly headed by the
Hon’ble Mr. VUK. Ramanuja Achariyar is shortly to wait on His Excellency the
Governor. The special session of the Madras Provincial Conference held recently
kas also protested against the terms of the order. The principal arguwments advanced
by the memorialists are :—
(1) that the Government Ovder is superfluous in the face of the diseiplinary
regulations confained in Chapter XV I%A of the Madras Educational Rules ;
(2) thitﬁtder prohibits § en@aﬁeﬂding politieal meetings
and that{takes dWay from them u privilege accorded to 'students in every civilized
country and also deprives them of the chances of obtaining valuable education by

attending the lectures oi gmine enf -
(3) that it Vestinn a?g‘%eges who are in several cases actuated by

strong racial and political prejudices to pronounce upon the character of the speakers
at public meetings ; : ;
(4) that it gives rise to a pernicious and sometimes revengeful spy system
and thereby brings about suspicion and matual mistrust among the students ;
© (5) that it hasa tendency to make the teachers act -as spies and to diminish
the respect and love which they otherwise command from their students.
3 (6) that it is an encroachment upon the legitimate aspirations of the younger
generation who ought to be the citizens of the future $ ¥
. (7) that the mere attendance of studeuts at political meetings cannot prove
harmful as apprehended in the Government Qrder referred to above ;

* (8) that the powers vested by the Government Order in principals of col-
leges and heads of institutions are offen likely to be abused, inasmuch as the atten-
dance of students at a meeting which may have little or no favour of pb]itibs about
16 or which cannot be easily defined as purely or quasi-political or even non-political
might be interpreted as an abnormal case of the violation of the Government Order
and of course as a breach of diseipline. b

@

I ted to exercise the discretion vested in them properl
No attempt is made to refute the fact that sezious injury is caused to a Is’tuge;g;; ‘
;:zd:est];(yi his attending political meetings an§%xs future prospects in life are thereby
strated. o ;

8. It will be seen from the Chief Sroretary’s note, dated the 5th Oct
{*Etit has been decided not to modify the orders alj;eady issued. b i

" 9. Orders are requested whether the resolution should be dise séd in Council,-
vgrfh.(:ther further particulars should be called for and as to who shmujd bemin eg:x?:g;
of it. : ; : :
N U-] QR3¢

R‘R."!' l{.(; -

I8

n_disturbances among 4

Extract from the Proceedings of a Meeting of the Counc?l of the Governor o%
Fort St. George assembled for the purpose of making Laws and Regu-
lations under the provisions of the Act of Parliament, 5 & 6 Geo. V,

Ch. 61.

The bouncil assembled at the Council bhamber, Fort St. George, at 11 a.m. on Tuesday”
{Je 12th day of February 1918.

RESOLUTION RE STUDENTS AND PUBLIC MEETINGS.

N. YAR :— leney, Resolutions Nos. IV, V
and %ear% z?;bi;x:icgiyvéo%ﬁ:::ﬁ: :ﬁg;: AnI -propi:“:o}?:lxi::tllss al{ythese resolutions because
they all come to the same thing.””

His Excellency the Presmest :—* Yes, You may do 80.”
The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. Narasmma Avvar :—* My resolution is to this effect :—

¢ IV. This Council recommends to His Excellency in Council’that G.0.
No. 559, Home (Education), dated 1st May 1917, may be cancelled.
« Your Excellency, in starting thek-?" . : on the)se x A‘h: = ;vhxcl:.nj.re all L};r:ﬁ:mﬁails{
ish to eliminate the ibilities o bl P A
;l{:egan:i,a{nv:;ihm;g;m of contention relates to the"vﬂ:lw}:]dan:‘e {)f uml:llei::-gé-ag]mzf‘:le: ;‘1; e&?})ﬁm:%
i 6 i ion, [ take it, will be entirely confin n
meetings ; and therefore the dmon'sswn, t, 3 M e e
= tes. Next, I hope it would be distinctly understoo i
3235:5: d:fn: Evga e;;a’rk upol;:, though unfortunately the refersnfe ﬁo G p:lﬁil:a:h};rogxgan@: n’
i £ . 559 makes some reference to polities necessary. ope it souss
:?i]lex.](:t lI;]eol:ho’ugl:\:u :o l:e or made to be one of a political nature. The ;hu-d :la-\fem(:
that T wish to have at the outset isthis. I presume it would be understood on I




2 RESOLUTION RE STUDENTS AND PUBLIC MEETINGS.

(Mr. Narasimha dyyar.) [1218 FEBRUARY 1918.
that every one is anxious that students should have the very best education that our institutions,
whether Government or private institutions, could afford ' to give, that no one in this hall at
any rate is anxious that their energies should be dissipated and their minds distracted by
unheaithy attempts either at political propaganda of one sort or another or at religious
propaganda or any other sort of propaganda, We_ are, all of us here, unanimons in desiring:
that the youth of this country should have as good an education as our institations, whether
under Government management or under. private managemeut, could impart.

*« With these premises, I propose to point ont how the three resolutions are practically one
and the same. ‘the first resolution, that is mine, prays thaf @.0. No. 539, Home (Education
dated 1st May 1917, be cancelled. The second resolution which is in the name of the Hon bl
Mr. Venkatapati Raju is to this eftect :—

¢ V. This Council recommends to the Governor in Council that the Gov-
ernment be pleased to recomsider the orders issuned in G.0. No. 559, Home
(Education), dated 1st May 1917, and G.0. No. 1581, Home (Education), dated
3rd December 1917, and confine to the Disciplinary Regulations, Chapter VIII
(a), of the Madras Educational Rules.

(T shall presently show how this resolution comes to the same thing. The third which
stands in the name of the Hon’ble Mr. Siva Rao prays that—

¢ VI. This Council recommends to His Excellency the Governor in Council
that G.0. No. 559, dated 1st May 1917, and also the amending G.O. No. 1531,
Home (Education), dated 3rd December, may be cancelled.’

« Dhis resolution wishes in effect to leave the educational rules as they were in 1916 in-tact.
«T may point out that there may appear to be some difference in the wording of these
resolutions. I hope that will not add to the complications already inherent in the subject
that we are handling. I wish to invite the attention of Honourable Members of this
Oouncil to the disciplinary regulations contained in chapter VIIL-A printed at page 24 of the
Madras Bducational Rules. Rules I and II under the heading of ¢colleges under public
management’ are the rules that require special attention. The heading is ‘Disciplinary
Regulations’ and the sub- eading is ‘oolleges under public management.” There is no
provision for other colleges for the very best of reasons that neither in this country nor in an
other country have the Government been found to be the proper persons to issue regulations t§
private colleges with regard to the disoipline of their own boys. With reference %o colleges
under public management, this is the first rule : ¢ Graduates and under-graduate students “on
the rolls of colleges under public management are forbidden to take an active part in political
agitation directed against the authority of the Government.’ Honourable Geutlemoup would
note these words. What is forbidden is in relation to agitation directed against the authorit;
of the Government, _that is, sedition. I'herefore, the rules as they oriviuall‘;' were, appeared ty
require only abstention from taking part in seditions agitation. AEve?yone of us 1;mst.psa th; ?‘.
this is a very wholesome rule. Otherwise, our boys would be in gaol or bound over foryou:d
behaviour. There are other rules that show that it is not only seditious meetings which nheo ld
be forbidden. ° Principals may further at their discretion forbid students to en?}aye )rommg:ﬂ
in any Pubhc movement with which it seems undesirable that persons in sfafu pupizlhri sh 1§
be uxsoq1atcd." This is the s_euuud portion. That is; the Government themselves forbid a':?'
pation in sedition aqd Prmeipa‘xs are expected to exercise discretion in forbiddin, }:ulldm-
graduates from engaging prominently in any public movement with which it is uudes'uible tlf;
they should be connected. The second rule goes further to elucidate the matter. Th
expression of the one is the exclusion of the other.* The second rule .makes it Glehl" ‘I;
stu@on@s of s_uch colleges attend political meetings and there conduct themselves in an, m 1
w!.uch is forbidden or unbecoming, or engage in political agitation in such a way as toyinta fner
with the corporate life and educationa! work of ithe college, the Principal of the colle e
suspend or exppl them or rcfusg the grant of term certificates for'a specified period ;.\Ecle G
also report their case to the University with the view of their being dealt with under Regul Ll];]'ay
96 gf the University chulatxons.’ Then rule 4 which has a :light bearing on ch%: & 1013
‘.Prmc‘lpt_\ls_ or other constituted college or hostel authorities may frame and is;w from ti say: >
time disciplinary rules lof .a permanent or temporary character regulating the conduet omhs' do
the college or hostel precincts, of graduate and under-graduate stndent: on the rolls sul; o
such rules seem necessary (a) to secure the observance of rules (1) and (2),(b) to m atr &
the credit and reputation of the college or hostel’ Rules 1 and 2 are with referaam mtn
students not_taking part in seditious meetings and not engaging prominently in an ncebl'o
movement, W.lth which it would be undesirable that they should be associated. These z=.rey;;hp‘:l Im
as they originally were. .Yop will see clearly that these rules are quite sufficient to eme ;u &
pn_nclpu.]s or wardens of institutions framing either temporary or permanent rules and spe;ver
to it that young men do not engage either in seditious or other undesirable forms of m}f
The rules nqwhere forbid mere attendance. On the other hand, rule 2 implies that ngr
rndmtgs might attend. There isa rale with reference to this under the heading of ¢ Raooun' ex;
chools and _thh reference to them there is an absolute probibition about their attef;;zne
at public meetings. From the educational rules, it is absolutely clear that till the year 19;’.;

{ '/‘
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the rules distinctly permitted under-graduates attending politi i i
course, that if there was anything gparticular that w:sp‘t’il;tr::a 1b)!'n et%t;n E:&d’z;tvsldgg iﬂdl wa‘);s: =
in]:ssj;bd,itm;ggose, th:;‘ en?e:ﬁe prlolmiuent'y ]iln any movement, or took steps which wsouft; ag:o%
reputation of the college—in those case! el 1
(;g ;;’hiethPrintcit}‘al f‘ol check such wrnﬁgg action 001; tgz ;,a:]tlzrt‘et:: ss(?:t?;zl;m }':)l?l:vaetr vlvnﬂst h:i]lh?ﬁ]:;
917 the state of the rules. That, I presume, is the state of disciplinﬂr): rules and regnlations
x:?enﬁtffrence to education in other free countries. I shall come to discuss thatgqucstion

“ Now the question is whether G.0. No. 5 i i i
desirable Government Order. 1 shall first queal v?igl;hwéﬁthul:ft?:ual:v]?I;immg-}nOOthhe e o
mgd‘l';ﬁt:: v.}.\eseéﬂ\cl)lcsNis &;e;irable modifieation. I shall take up Gg eIi‘o 559 aga5ggix‘xvth¢1)!:1);
what it is. 0. No. 559 is headed rather ominously ¢ S e i iti
movements.” You remember what the previous ru?:s ilv)ére Sh’][:ih?tsw:::ut]f (:P:]l;t mhpollhcal
take active part but here the words used are ‘taking péut’ ﬂrthe da e{ 2 0\11@ Aok
character is fully explained. It isa very short Government Order anl;i IDY(:" het Om;liiﬂyﬂ-
Though I have ouly 22 minutes I think it absolutely essential that T shi ldp L
already a great deal of confusion. *Tke attention of the Gnvernme:t (;:uu bread'lt Bl
attempts which have of late been made to bring students in schools amcls ci‘lzln urawndto e
influexce >—what sort of influence it is not stated—* of a political propaganda ;ef[g'esE“n 1er S
the Governor in Council is strongly of opinion that, in the ]i)ntgrei(s both 0;5 dxocé_anu)i
advance and of the youths themselves, it is unwholesome and undesirable that st 3 L 1':])Jml
be imvolved in such diccussions—a very vagne phrase—and he has arrived at Ehu e
that the time has come when action shiould be taken 10 deal with this tendency. Teh 021!0{‘1151011
is; evidently, that of coming under the influenee of a political pro d y’I"h o TH
R c g v 1 paganda. en it says ¢ His

ellency in Council believes that to this ‘end the parents and guardians of the students i
question can give valuzble aid by using their influence against the practice of studebtu ?uks' -
part in political agitation,’—not taking actiwe part, but taking any part,—* and heré z (‘,a tl;ﬁ.
they will realize the grave responsibility which lics on them in this respect. It is rl‘lls 2
also that the educational authorities should use their powers in the Eﬂmé direebiol?cem’f‘ll;y
discip]:'nnry regulations which are contained in Chapter VIII-A of the Madras Educz.\tioual;
Rules’-- T l\m.m already read them to you—* already contain certain directions on the subject.
It has, however, heen represented to His Excellency in Council {hat the directions in this
chapter are insufficient to meet the present situation and that it is necessary to supplement
them by further instructions’ It is merely said that it is: represented ; fuller detailspare not:
vouchsafed to us as to in what particulars it has been found tg be insufficient, It js said that
iti is mm_xﬂxmen(:ﬁo meet the present situation, that is, a political propaganda. Then come the
instructions. ¢ The Government therefore direct that no under-graduate student in any college
and 1o pupil in any school shall be permitted to take paitin public political discussions, to
attend political meetings, to join any political association, or fo take part in any movement:
with which it is, in the opinion of the educational authorities, undesirable that persons still in
statu pupillari shall be associated.” ‘I his is what I may refer to as being the decretal portion
of the Order. There are four clauses three of which are more or less already included in
Chapter VIII-A. The noticeably distinot addition is in this matter, that under-graduates
are forbidden under this Government Order from affending political meetings. As for the other
students, I already premised by saying that there is no question at all ahout them. The main
point is that under-graduates are forbidden from attending political meetings. The next por-
$ion of the Government Order makes it quite clear. ‘ His Excellency in Council directs that
heads of colleges and schools, whether under public management or otherwise, shall strictly
enforce these directions. * In doing so, they should have regard not merely to the declared

urpose of a wecting, but also to the speakers who will addressit.” The last line has been
#ruoitful of much misunderstanding and misconstruction, though it is not of such importance that
T should immediately deal with it.

«T wish therefore to point ount what in this Government Order is the real or the basio
principle of the policy nnderlying it. Whenever we refer to the policy of a new Government
Order we mean the point of departnre from the old. The first is the extension of the former
rules applying only to Government colleges to private colleges. That is the first point, The
second point on which 1 wish to lay stress is the absolute prohibition of all atteudance of under-
graduates at polit(i)cal meetings. You see, therefore, that that is the principle of the policy of
this Government Order.

¢ Again, with reference to the policy, I shall have to read ont to you the very next Govern—
ment Order. I might be asked why I was reading a Government Order in so much detail which
some people fancy has been superseded. I shall read the next Government Order and show the:
difficulties that have been created. ©.0. No. 1531, Home (Education), dated 3rd December
1917, is to this effect: ¢ Representations have been made to the Government by various college
authorities that while they are in complete agreement with the policy underlying G.O. No.
559, dated 1st May 1917, —jyou will notice that legal fictions have been extended to educational
documents— namely the desirability of preventing the participation of students in pelitics the
terms of the Government Order as regards the attendance of under-graduate students at
political meetings are unduly rigid and deprive principals of the discretion which rightly belongs
to heads of colleges” Thisis a paragraph which however hard I have tried, I failed in my
efforts to understand. The policy of the original Government Order was not in forbiddin.g
participation as distinguished from attendance, but it is prevention from attendance. That
was the policy ; but scmehow, the authorities responsible for this Government Order have
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understood it differently. Then comes the difficulty which I am now going to refer to. ‘His
Txcellency the Governyor in Council recognizes the force of this criticism and,t;hzle m%m'-:
taining the policy of the Government Order, he has come to the uoncluslop_ﬂ'}fet this Uall'](;' ei
be seoured '—the policy referred to means that students should not parblelgt e ?}bsp’o itics

by entrusting its enforcement to heads of colleges’—I do mot know what i means',;
whether it is the enforcement of the Gioverament Order or of the policy of the Goyernmen
Order— who will exercise their discretion in the circumstances of their respective institutions.
He has accordingly resolved to commit to heads of colleges this diseretion he}wvmgi that
‘these authorities will loyally carry out the wishes of the Government and thaf in so doing,

they will receive in full measure the support of parents and guardians of students.” Now, €

my diffiulty has arisen out of this Government Order. If ‘this Government Order did not
st;’ud hhvre{there would beless of confusion. 1t would be quite clear that the former Govern-
ment Order made out a case for absolute prohibition of students, nnr_l in so far as that waz{
concorned, it was an absolutely faulty Government Order. T thought it was condemned on al
hands and there was very little chance of that Government Order surviving. Some of my
honourable friends helieved that this old Government Order had been cuneel}ed, and that
there was no bar to students attending. I note that the Government do not wish to say so,
—_Government bave expressed no inclimation to say so. On the other hand, they say that they
maintain the policy of the old Government Order and they want it to be enforced loyally by lg}m
“various prineipals so that it is only a change in the manner of enforcement. Formerly, t fy
thought that they themselves were responsible ; but now they want others to be responsible.
Qui facit per alium fact per se.

¢ What is the policy that is proposed to be maintained ? It appears to me that what they
wish principals to do,is fto find out whether in the circumstances of their u_JstlQ;utmn, the
policy of absolute prohibition could be safely enforced. Suppose a collego consists of 25 boys
and if they are forbidden to join political meetings, the college might cease to exmt—.then in the
circumstances of that institution, they could excuse violations of the law, because its enforce-
ent.is found to be impracticable! Whether thatis what is meant or any thing else, I cannot
make out ; but I shall wait for the explanation to be given by the Government to find out what
is meant,. s

T ghall assume that the old Government Order is practically still in force and ouly the
penalty is excused in certain cases where principals do not take too serious a view. I shall dis-
ouss how far the old Goverument Order is a proper measure. [ shall point out that it is
misohievous in several particulars and reguires 1ot ouly modification but total cancellation.
T'he first point that I wish to bring to the notice of Honourable Members of this Council is that
the admitbed object of all of us is to- promote & pure amosphere, and that is the very thing
that is defeated by this Government Order, I am quite anxious that students should not
be driven to violent pelitical excitement. Has this Government Order achieved that end ?
Or has it done the reverse?® We find it has done the very reverse. Students who never cared
40 attend political meetings, now that it is tabooed, have taken to attending political meetings.
Tn Sir W. Fraser’s words on Wellington, we find at page 43 the following passage: ‘when
T was at Bton there was the strictest sumptuary law against wearing Wellington hoots. The
result was that every boy possessed a pair but not being allowed to keep them at his tutor’s or
Dame’s house, they were invariably left ab the boot maker’s. The first thing doue by every boy
aftor he had ¢ got leave’ was to go up town and to order his Wellington boots to be sent to his
rooms. This was ““de rigewr” ; and [ doubt whether any boy at Efon in those days went ‘on
leave ” except in ¢ Wellingtons.”” ® Boys are boys everywhere.

« When there is a prohibition, the object of which is not intelligible and whisch does not
command public approval, the first impulse is to violate it. Human nature is acting in certain
ways and we have to take note of these facts. By merely tabooing political meetings, in point
.of fact we have driven large numbers into political associations who have been formerly content
with reading newspapers. That is the mischief which is done by this tiovernment Order. This
is the opinion not merely of non-officials but also of persons in educational ranks. They have
told me that they noted this with great pain to be the one effect of the Government Order.

¢ I'he second point which I wish to mention is that the object of keeping young men from
excitement must be understood to be avoidance of undue excitement. We cannot taboo all
political meetings. A lob of violent politios is reported in newspapers and boys read news-
papers. They should not be excited by that form of politics ; but otherwise boys must read
newspapers and they must see how the world gets on and form mature opinions. There are
.certain movements whieh affect the whole ofsociety and during the last four or five years, these
movements have been affecting the whole of India and operating in every grade and class
raising great hopes of a renovated self-governing India with her liferature, arts and sciences
developed in accordance with the national genins and fulfilling her high destiny of making
important contributions once again to the world’s culture and civilization, It will be outrag;-
ous to ask the young men not to know and be influenced by these and to prepare themselves
for their future career. Attempts at “influence of a political propaganda’ are referred to in
the Government Order. If these attempts intimate to them that there is a glorious future,
the attempts arve proper, no Government Order ought to be issued to put down those attempts.
But I do not know what the attempts are that are referred to in the Government Order.

¢ We cannot shut out students from the various impulses which are operating in society ;
and if wo do they will be most stunted and will have a miserable career in after life. If this
Government Order prevented them from taking any part in political discussions, this Government
Order is wrong and must be cancelled.
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¢ My third contention relates to prestige, which superficial thinkers might fanoy to be lost
by the cancellation now suggested. As a fact it is the retention of the Government Order that
weakens and it is its cancellation that will enhance prestige. An order of Governwment which

_cannot be obeyed makes their prestige suffer. We must warn Government, in spite of their good
intentions, from taking steps which would have the resalt of issuing orders which will be mere
dead-lotters. The prestige of Government is not their special property or sole concern. The
pablic are interested in its maintenance at least as mach as the Government, as the former know
that a (Government with prestige can carry on cheap and efficient administration which in the
absence of such prestige cannot be achieved except with a costly and irritating machinery of a

@standing army. ;

¢ The other point is that this new policy is mischievous in destroying the root of moral or

evea intellectual education. The very essence of proper education is the confidence between the
pupils and the masters. We must have reverence for the teacher before we can benefit hy his
teaching. It is not actually what the master teaches, but the moral relation that forms the most
/important portion of education. What is the effect of this Government Order? We find in
the case of several of these professors that they turn into police officers ; it has made some fo play
the part of aspy or to get some boys to spy over others. Publiclife has been demoralized and
education is deteriorating. We have laid the axe at the root of edacation by laying down this
Government Order. Hypocrisy, servility and a number of other vices flourish. I wish to point

-out that friends of mine who have been fo England and some English friends and persons who
are acquainted with other countries tell me that there is absolutely no such thing corresponding:
to this in any free and civilized countries; under-graduates are not forbidden from attending
political meetings. The Indian student is just like his compeer in other places. I am told
some of the under-graduates there take to discussing high politics in their own way and attend
all sorts of gatherings, but that their guardians, parents and wardeas have the power to punish
them if they did anything wrong. Lt us compare conditions in India. T have bean anxiously
inquiring what is the reason of the promulgation of this order. Governmenf have been
informed that in the city of Madras there has been an undesirable ebullition on the part of

oung men and therefore this Government, Order was issued. That is the historical explanation.
t is mot a justification, but a mere historical explanation of the Government Order from my

.standpoint. What strikes me is this : fora local evil it is hardly necessary to issue a Government

. Order which affects the whole Presidency. Supposing you find an evil prevailing in one or two
places in the Presidency, have you exhausted all the remedies ? Have you got in all the prin-
cipals and consulted them and found out what they could do under the old rules? Absolutely
.nothing was done. This Government Order was got up in great haste and its immediate effoct
was the last evil which T am going to mention, namely, that it dwarfs and stunts the growth of
boys in their University course. :

« The first application of the Government Order —what was it ? A number of young men
were sitting at the Cuddalore Provineial Conference where a number of selected gentlemen who
had no intention of supporting political violence or ebullitions on the‘ part of students were con-
sidering questions which were to be placed before the (rovernment. Students used tocome up and
fan us and bring us water and render such social seryices, and these students are called volunteers.
Question No. 114 in May last asked whether the Government intended stopping social service
of volunteers at Provincial Conferences. Government said that considerations of that sort
would not affect them, but they said  questions of educational importance alone have guided
us in this Government Order. That means social service and attendance for the purpose of
social service is an evil. I do not know whether two yeurs: attendance at a college is worth
more than two days attending on such eminent men as Mz. Gokhale or Pandit Madan Mohan
Malaviya. My opinion is that this Government Order did not do any harm to any conference or

¢ g any political ropaganda. They could take care of themselves, but they are harming the

udents most. Lhe Government Order is defeating its own end. I have come very nearly to
the end of my time under our rules, There is a lot of petty tyranny exercised by the last clause
of the Government Order. Power is already given even under the old rules to prevent mischief
by students. When this Government Order was issued, we find remarkable results. Iven
people like the Hon’ble Mr. Srinivasa Sastri may bo called dangerous for young men to come
near. Other eminent persons whom all of us honour m1y be considered in the wonderful wisdom
. of certain pedagogues dangerous persons and so any contact betweeu them and students may be
forbidden. To my knowledge such ludicrous orders were passed regarding eminent persons by

h i ixotic or servile teachers. .
cerm‘l‘nl(%uilsx::;i?w?e;t for me to say that the old Government Order requires to be cancelled and
not confirmed, as ¢.0. No. 1531 does. 3.0. No. 1531 only leave§ the punishment in the héudg
_ of principals. That is not sufficient. We want that the roof of the matter should be gone into

and the Government Order cancelled. :
« With these words, I commend my resolution.”

The Hon’ble Mr. B. VENEATAPATL Ragu :—* Your Exoell{znoy, in seconding this reso-
+ lution moved by the Hon'ble Mr. Narasimha Ayyar I want to avollgl moving my own proposition
No. V. because the same points are dealt with in his resolution. The question that L propose to
place for the consideration of this Qouncil in connexion with this subject is how far the State is
justified in_interfering with educational discipline. I shall refer to the memorable speech of
* Your Bxcellency on the 24th of May in connexion with this Government Order on these points.
Your Hxcellency laid down three propositions, the one is that the liberties of Indian students are
_ not at all curtailed in India more than in any other civilized country. The second proposition
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laid down by Your Excellency is that Your Excellency wants to protect the rights and interosts-
of students and not at all to curtail their rights and liberties. The third proposition which
Your Excellency laid down is that this Government Order was based purely on_educational
grounds and not at all on any political grounds or even With any political tinge in it. Now,
we have to see how far these objects are attained either by the issue of the ongm'al G_.O. No. 559
or the subsequent attempt at modification in G.O. No. 1531. In order to sunplllfy matters,
Govermwent themselves in G.0. No. 559 say with reference to what object that Goyernment
Order was issued, that is, students taking part in political movements and in indexing the
present resolution also, the Government note that it is concerning sgudeuts ZLI.Id publ_lol meet-
ings. “Out of the four points which are embodied in G.0. No. 559 there is no difference’
between the public and the Government with reference to three matters. With regard to taking
part in public political discussions, it was never advocated either on the platform or in the press
that under-graduates should take part in publio political disoussions. The second thing is that

they are not entitled to join in political associations. Nobody wants them. The third is that

they should not take part in any movement which is condemned by the educational authorities

as imdesirable. Nobody wantsit. Therefore, the only point in dispute between the Government

and the public is with reference to the attendance of under-graduates at public meetings.

Nobody wants students studying in schools to attend political meetings. Chapter VIII-A pro-

vides that no students should attend any political meeting. We are not asking the Government:

to reconsider the educational rules under Chapter VIII-A. Therefore. the only question to-
consider is whethernnder-graduates should be prohibited absolutely from attending political meet-

ings or whether they should be permitted conditionally with the permission of the principal and

whother with reference to these conditions, any policy should be followed. In support of my

observations, I would only read a few sentences from the speech of Your THxcellency on the 24th

of May in connexion with G.0. No. 559 : ¢ Let me say in the fixst place that the object which the -
Government has in view is purely educational. Students remain as frec as heretofore in their

leisure to acquaint themselves, in their colloge debating socicties and by such means, with the

politics and public affairs of the world which they are about to enter.”

««here is no foundation so far as T am aware for any general complaint against the
conduct of colloge students in the Madras Presidency : and these orders have not been provoked
by any action on the part of the students. Indeed they have been issued in justice to the-
students and to their rights as students, in order to secure to them during their student lifo full
opportunities for study, for their equipment for life, and for the development and formation of
character before entering upon their life’s work.” «

«Mhus these orders are intended to do justice to the students to secure to them their

rights as students and the same opportunities as are enjoyed by students in other countries ;
rights and opportunities which no wise parent and uo true lover of his country will grudge or
deny to the rising generation.”

« We, as representing the pavents, whether wise or not, and every member of Government,
who, I take it, is a true lover of this country, would not grudge or deny to the rising generabioti
the liberties enjoyed by students in other countries of the world. When we refer to any other
civilized country in the world, whether thoroughly autocratic like Germany or thoroughly
democratic like America or & thoroughly constitutional Government like Englaﬁd,we do no{;’ﬁnd
anywhere that the State interferes with educational institutions. The only interference of the
State is to see that the staff and the organization of educational institutions ave proper ; when
they receive public funds, G'.overnn‘ent are interested in seeing that the funds given ’by the
Government are properly utilized and therefore they look to the staff and organization; the
staff so that only properly qualified teachers are appointed, and the orgnnizntfi’ou 50 that the
standards are not lowered. Subject to correction, I say I was not able to find anywhere in an:
country that such diseiplinary regulations are intended to be conveyed not only to their owX
}nshtutmns but to all other institutions that under-graduates ought to attend political meet-
ings or no. Perhaps most Honourable Members of this Council are aware that the present
Under Secretary of State, Lord Tslington, thought it necessary to speak about the impendin
changes of the administration of the country, containing 850 millions, not to the outside ubh'f
but to the under-graduates of the Oxford University. It isnot suggested anywhere that gnder-’ .
graduates are prohibited from attending any meetings, addressed by members of any political
body. The present disciplinary 1egulations enable the college authorities to preseribe rules both
inside the college and outside the college, for those who are living in hostels. Outside the -
college, the educational authorities are justified in promulgating rules, saying that the students
onghg not to bring disrepute to the college and that if they attend a meeting they must observe
propriety. That was the sort of control that was found sufficient for the last half a century here
How fall ?f a sudden at}dltlonal powers were required I fail to notice. I may say in }Zassin :
that in France, educational organization began in the year 1808 when Napoleon the Firs%
founded the University aqd said that it should fulfil a certain aim. I refer to that, because the
present ‘regulafmm_ are akin to those regulations of Napoleon. e wanted that education was
intended to suit his own purposes, to produce officers and functionaries characterized chiefly
by discipline. That is what Napoleon wanted. He said they ought to be trained in order to

serve as an obedient nation to follow his commands. But in France they thought that such
& measure and purpose were altogether unwholesome and therefore at present we mnotice in
France that the anthority of the Ministry extends only to staff, that is, to see that persons
cligible and qualified are alone to be employed as teachers, and to look after the sanitary conditions.
Instead of Government troubling themselves with students attending political meetings, it ds -
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better that they attend to the sanitary surroundings and to provide, as is done in England,
means for poor students studying in colleges. When we go to Frussia, the State regulates only
the organization and curricnlum. Even such an antocratic country as Germany® does nof
trouble_ itself about this. In America we find that State education is saturated, as in Japan,
with patriotism and with the instincts to prize freedom.
< Tf the students and under-graduates are prohibited from attending any meetings addressed
by their elders with reference to various points, how is it possible for them when they have to
enter life to have opportunities for equipping M_\eAmselves progo_l'ly in life. Your Excellency
(stated that they were perfectly entitled to study politics. But politics should be studied not only
in debating societies but in the world. As stated by Your Excellency, they need not take any
active part but nobody should grudge giving them the right of knowing what is passing in the
mindsof their elders. 1f there is any body who preaches something against law and against the
authorities of the realm the Government have got the complete power to stop such a meeting or
to prevent such pexsons from speaking. What is the use of i'nﬂic(:ing punishment on innocent
people, while allowing the elders to speak as they please, provided they are within bounds ? [f
the elders speak within bounds, why should not their children hear them ? Even at home,
they are entitled to hear what their parents say. Unfortunately, we had a statement by an
Tndian Member of the Governmentata pablic meeting the other day wherein he stated that
teachers and the taught ought not to be interfered with by the parents. After begetting them,
the parents should leave them to the teachers to look after them. Is that the policy enunciated
in any civilized country ? Is it for any body to say that I ought not to tell my son what he
should study or how he should behave® So long as he is in college, he must be under the
control of the teacher and even outside the college he is bound to obey the orders of his teacher
and take care that mo bad repute is brought by him to his college. Beyond that, it is not
possible for any Goyernment to force any law upon the students WhateVg be their power. My
only submission is that in the best interests of the country and the best inferests of the Govern-
ment they ought to leave the matter to the good sense of the parents and the students them-
selves, to which Your Excellency referred on the last occasion.

« One word mote. In these matters, as the Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh suggested, we have
disciplinary rules m regard to State-organized institufions. But what is the position with
reoard to the Christian College ? He ought to be thankful that he has got the full power of
dcl;liug with his students. Instead of saying * L want some other power over me > T think
every Indian teacher ought to have power in himself unaffected by the interference of any body.
Therelore, my final submission is that both the Government orders ought to be abrogated and
that we ought to be satisfied with what is contained in chapter VIII-A. i

< With these words, commend this resolution for the acceptance of this Couneil.

His Excellency the PRESIDENT .« Resolution No. IV is propos,é,ad and seconded. We are
taking on with this the Jisoussion on resolutions No. V and No. VI.

The Hon’ble Mr. P. S1va Rao:—* Your Bxeellency, I wish to give my full sapport to this
T seut notice of the same resolution aud I am b‘rlad Iv am given an opportunity of
giving out my views. | must say even ab the outset that G.0. No. 559 goes far akead of the
disei};liuary regulations till then in force. The H‘oncm‘uhle proposer has read to the Council
the elaborate provisions contained in the Madras Hducational Rules. They draw a distinction
between pupils of recognized schools and ux}der—graduntcs studying in colleges. In the case of
upils of recogmized sohools the rules prohibit all attendance at political meetings m;d they do
e ith very good reason ; because they should be said to be still in statu _pupillars, in a state
s% = tect.iouy 2 Pupils attending the high schools should, therefore, be prohibited from attending

% Dllprziitical mectings whatever, Bubin the case of under-graduate students, those who study
Q;’ ]}_EA and B.A. and Honours course and so forth, rales 1 and‘&prphlblt them from taking:
&(: e part. " They never prohibited them from attending a meeting. The_y only prohibit
students engaging prominently in_any public movement. | But this lafer Government Order
forbids\them from taking part and from even attending political meetings and from engaging,
never mind prominenrlyﬂ in any public movement with which it seems undesirable that persons
3 illari should hbe associated. In my humble opinion, therelfo.re, this Government
in statu pupt of the student. This Government Order

i terially on the liberty
Quapy ot th agu’d:;iﬁih;iﬁsﬁfiz hardly necessary for the under-graduate students.  We

duate would come up to the college classes before he is

lllge:rnl‘g ;:sfseilsl.mt:nnd L;Jr;dg:g;sitgatable to take carepof himself. That is the first item
for Your Bxcellency’s consideration. i ' '

« The second point is that this later (overnment Order is no so}nhon of th.e (hﬁif)nlty at

all. We hoped that something would be done and 'r:hnb the poliey underlying this G.0.

No. 559 would be modified. On the other hand, it reiterates that same policy. I have got:

$hat Giovernment Order bere. The policy underlying the old Government Order is confirmed

and, instead of the Government taking the matter directly into their own hands, they pretend to
givé Qisoretion to principals. T deliberate

resolution.

ly use the word ¢ pretend * because in the second para-

. t that the principals will loyally carry out the orders of f%ovemment.
%mp};a(io;:m::;ﬁttﬁ:; egive adiueret:}i)m:l aIn’d £ull latitude to heads of colleges and in the other
P;-:gm}}:h d;gey say that they expect them loyally to carry out the wishes of Government.
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There is absolutely no deviation, no departure in the policy laid down in the old G.0. No. 559 :
there has been only a transfer of the agency, if I may so call it. 'What bore a pohtl.na.l flavour
before now bears an educational air. But in spite of the attempts made to disgnise the real
purport of it, we can make out the real motive of this Guve‘mment Order as a political one am_d
not as an educational one. 1 may just tell you that this Government Order was passed in
May 1917 with refecence to the students getting under the influence of a political prqpagand? :
in all probability, the reference was to the Home Rule propaganda that was then in the air.
Other remedies could have been found for the purpose without trenching materially on the
liberty of the students. Your Excellency, I still remember the words contained in the winding-
up specch of the 24th of May. Your Excellency assured us fl g
educational and in no sense political. Your Excellercy also assured us that this Government
Order was conceived in the best interests of the students themselves, to create a cnlm. and pool
atmosphere for them, intended to promote their studies undiverted by any other cops@erahmns
and also that it was intended to equip them better in life, NQW, Your Exoelle_nc_v, it is ha?d_ to
understand how uvder-graduate students, if they are prohibited from attending any political
meetings whatever, could possibly be equipped for life, how they would be useful citizens
and how they could make up that political training which is as necessary as any other training.
Tt was said then that students in this country would enjoy even under the present order the
same privileges which students in other countries enjuy. With due deference to Ypur
Excellency, from the best of accounts that T have been able to gather, students in other countries,
especially under-graduate students, do not suffer —I am open to correction—under the same
disabilities.
¢ Before proceeding further, I must say that this trenches materially on the liberty of the
student class. It converts the teachers into spies. It createsa system of espionage ; it disturbs
the harmouions relations which are so essential and which ought to prevail between students and.
toachers. There are also difiiculties in enforcing the rales.  The head of the institution will
have to engage a staff to find out students attending public meetings and hunt them and then
bring them up. If cannot but embitter the relations between the teachers and the pupils and I
may also point out this difficulty in working it. The original Government order says that
regard should be had not merely to the declared purpose of the meeting, but also to the speakers
who will address it. This seems to have been intended against the speakers announcing some
subject on paper in the handbills and then diverting info a political one. I submit this is a
formidable responsibility to be laid on the shoulders of the teacher or the professor, that they
have to judge the natare of any speaker ; and at this rate the Government or the professor of a
college will have to maintain a list of public speakers in the land who deal with political
subjects and give a sort of character to the speakers and say, ‘ so and so is supposed to deal with
revolutionary subjects. He is of bad character” Otherwise, I fail to see the possibility of
carrying this out, One teacher may have a particuiar projudice against a particular speaker and
he may prohibit his students ; and the Government order does nof lead to uniformity of practice.
It would afford room to highly divergent practices and I submit it is very difficult to enforce it.
1 submit, Your Excellency, that the old provisions contained in the Madras Educational Rales are
quite adequate to meet the evil. It refers to agitation directed against the authority of
Government, which means revolutionary agitation. Now, the old Educational Rules apply to
institutions under public management. Now the effect of the two Government Orders which
are under consideration is to bring under them even institutions under private management.
The old regulations are quite adequate to deal with the sitnation. For the reasons “L have
given it is not desirable to vest any more powers, even discretionary powers, in the hands of
principals. It will lead to enormons hardship in working them out in practice.”
The Hon’ble Mr. J./H. Srons :—*¢ Your Excellency, the Honourable Mover of this resolution

spared me some trouble by going into what I may call the law in this case by examining the /

provisions of the Madras Educational Rules and these Goyernment Orders on the question and
showing the relation of the various documents to one another. I have very little to add to
this part of the discussion except one point and that is this: he told us that the Madras Edu-
cational Rules do not apply to colleges under private management. In that, he was perfectly
correct ; but he has omitted to observe that these rules in chapter VIII-A have been made to
apply to colleges under private management or at any rate to most of them by an entry in the
Grant-in-Aid Code. Under the Grant-in-Aid Code it is a condition of the college receiving aid
that it should obey the rules in chapter VIII-A.

 Qoming to the moro material part of the question, it is not a question of what the
Government have laid down from time to time in this matter, but what the facts are in regard
to the participation of students in politics and what the views of the Government are as to
such participation. Government have formed their opinion, after discussing the matter with
persons who may be supposed to be able to help them in forming such opinion, that the
attend of students at public tings is undesirable. It has been truly pointed out by the
Honourable Mover that the most salient part of G.O. No. 559 is the prohibition of under-
graduates from attending public meetings. In publishing that order, Government certainly
declared that it was their opinion that it was uundesirable that under-graduates should attend
public meetings. In the subsequent order there was obviously no intention of departing from
that principle. That view, which is a considered view of the Government, is that it is undesirable
that under-graduates should attend public meetings and that, of course, quite apart from the
other ways in which they might associate themselves with political meetings such as speaking

hat the object was purely &
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af public meetings, joining political associations and the i i i i
-iut,—whether ‘Governmentﬂshould recede from that poshi:iilnk.e. Ifgxes:):sn:s;?miiﬂl: refolra e
0 op:Ptés: the 1d:a c'):; the Government receding from that position ¢ e
ming to the arguments which have been adduced as to wh
:exceeixmfero?bthatthpogtmn, for one thing we are told that students have be?au%:i:ifﬁ:gt gll.l"ziueladl
axte Wo?]ld ia is ov(elmmenﬁ Order. I wonder how much political excitement th’; ;rdar
L dvl? caused and how much political excitement it would have driven students int
students had been left to themselves. Nobody who has read the newspapers can say thutlzh:

.i‘tudents have been left to themselves in this matter. Students of Guntar, Masulipatam and

richinopoly had meetings and protested against this Governme:
g - prof a nt Order.
Fiz;e;. Ot{ln fxll tholﬁe places we found other people than students couoeiﬁ:ﬂ inItiZ:: xﬁ‘;toi:g:'o ‘v];e
fonad o le)u I-’i‘];? e thau college students, we found schoolboys standing up and g e\;k’i oa
1ess°2f t,zl;em;lx cit:m r;oﬂ];ltéaug dthﬁ st:];lenérs had been left to themselves we should hax?e helaln?d:
Dby the Government Order. Again, it is sai
:iu;‘ds Egsggﬁ:;i l:;n;i[ ;&;r}x) ebrc; ??ct:ﬂ:ed by unewsgnperg just as by a gublic me:tifg?hafﬁ S;Egslndts l‘;iﬂ
read as much as by what they l:g;:?& ffb:olle:vemﬁ;h:&:hﬁt Peopli?l'eﬁﬁufmced . Wt'mt the.y
speee‘l?es to the eolumns' of the press, instead (’Ji speaking theug ?zuﬁr}:is :sse;lﬁ‘lhef’s i
T.hen another point, puhlifz meetings of a purely political kind are int yd. d
the feelings of people. That is the very object of th ti Y P o mmle
tzgtsthe;‘il B,Fd pecilple who have studied the psychology of ir;:;zgsligz'w ve(;‘; %v?ﬂa gﬁg oéitpfeopli
state of feeling that is created in a number of people gathered, listeni iiih
what is created in people sitting in their room and readi e S
M Sole R Bl it : ading even the most deslamatory writings.
effect of public meetings on thtefmiiﬁ:::eﬁilsg,sp&bléﬁ? :‘:% tzlng?; g l‘e?)dlﬂg Jewmin: i
mucla‘greater than the effect of public meetings on the minci]s Z? }:e;]:ig ofaa 25:::? tz P
e ﬁs ::E‘::gz li:he E}(;l;)tuls;l iéiut(l:;tl:'n of thotsiudeunt;s{ nobody wants students no}:gté Teceive
2 . a) hem not to read newspape: i iti
- g@uoﬂtlon as may be denved from the reading of newspapeI::.p r’;‘h:::]disre:z;fu:gfh ggll&l‘cgl
1sposalz . They can also discuss political matters in their debating societies audy the =
reagi political sub]ecf.s in bhooks yhich of course were written possibly T days of ’eoutrovcry %m:
which now are not likely to excite but only to inform, because the heat of the controversvsywi:h
vyhleh. they were concerned is past. By studying polities in the past certainly a good deal of
hght“m thrown on the study of present politics. ~Utherwise, why should we study history at all ?
‘VV_e have h:aeu treated to some theories of college discipline although I do not think the
word ‘discipline’ has been used. It has been stated that if college aathorities influence the
students, they must be acting wroagly. I must protest against any idea of this kind. Students
are_at co]legg 80 that_ they may be kept under discipline, and not left to their own judgment—to
decide “_rhat it is desirable for them te do. I do not think even if colleges tell them not to go
to public weetings, and prevent them, it can be said that they are subjected to any disci ]i%
greater than what may be reasonably thought necessary. i
& Then we come t0 the analogies. Sir Harcourt Butler said that transmarine analogies
. are likely to oe fallacious. At homs, boys very often indeed go to public meetings, but under
the danger of being called into account afterwards. Itis not to be supposed that ,attendanoe
by under-graduates in all cases in all universities is taken as a matter of course. It is not taken
as a matter of course in Cambridge or Oxford. Students often go under the danger of penalty.
T was rather amused to hear the old story of Lord Islington cropping up to-day. Lord Islingbon.
was not addressing the under-graduates at Oxford. I forget at present the precise name of the
function over which he presided. But he was addressing people coming up for the vacation and
@ ot members of the university. I do not know it for a fact but I make a guess that the vast
majority that Liord Islington addressed were rather elderly schoolmistresses.
« ] think I have almost said as much as I need say, except perhaps that I might say a few

words with reference to G.0. No. 1531 which certainly does create a situation very different

from that of G.0. No. 559 notwithstanding what was said by the Hon’ble Mr. Venkatapati
Raju and others to the contrary. 'The order leaves to the principals, in their discretion, the
enforcement of the previous order. The order says that the Governor in Council considers that
this can be best done, that the policy of the previous order can be best secured by entrusting it
to heads of colleges who will exercise their di ion in the ci t of their respec?ive
institutions. It makes a very great difference indeed. Thsy will exercise their discretion in the
ciroumstances of their respective institutions. Further, the Government state that in doing so,
they believe that these authorities will loyaily carry out the wishes of the Government. AsT
read the order, the Government do really leave the matter to the principals. The Government
have declared that it is their conviction that it is undesirable for students to attend publio
moeetings. They have told the principals that it is so and that it is their considered and fixed
opinion and they now say ¢ that being our opinion, we consider that you onght to do all you

. can to keep away students from public meetings.” That is in plain langnage how I read G.O.

No. 1531.”
The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. Narastuwra Avvar :— Is it the policy or the enforcement of the

. policy that is referred to by the word ‘its 2R
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The Hon’ble Mr. J. H. S1onE :—* I cannot speak for the Government in this matter; I have-
not consulted them. As to the word ‘its’ I think the maintenance of the policy is referred
to by it.”

The How’ble Rao Bahadur V. K. Ramanusa Acmarrvar :—* Your Excellency, I proposed
to move a similar resolution at the November meeting, but Your Excellency said that there would
be some settlement satisfactory to all parties and I was in hopes that Your Excellency would
make such a settlement ; but the final result is not at all satisfactory to my mind. It does
make a difference from G.0. No. 559. It does leave a discretion to principals of colleges, buté

rineipals of colleges feel that they have not got a free hand. When Mus. Besant came to
%umbakonam a few days ago, the principal of the Kumbakonam College prevented the students
from attending her lectures, Just a week after, she went to Trichinopoly where all the students
went to hear her. In one place, the principal of a Government college was afraid to exercise his
discretion ; in the other place, the principal of an aided institution did nob feel that he was so
much bound. T do not know if that was due to the fact that his students had got out of his
hand. But thix difference in treatment naturally causes irritation. Under G.0. No. 559 there
was one general discontent. But this imitation is now much more emphasised. The Hon’ble
Mr. Stone said that boys should not come under the influence of orators. I consider that they
should come under the influence of orators. In Government schools we have what we might
call a godless education and children are brought up without any belief in God and in their
religion and they grow up to old life under that disbelief. It is an education in which patriotism
has no place. The history of India that is placed in their hands is such that they do not know
the great men of Tndia and do not love them. Therefore, we are anxious that students should
come under the inflnence of great patriots from timo to time and have their emotional mature
stirred up. T therefore strongly object to the Government Order and to its modification.

¢ In this connexion, [ want to say one word in regard to the advice given by my Honour-
able Friend Mr. Rajagopala Achariyar at a public meeting the other day. He said ¢leave the
students and the teachers togetber. “Don’t interfere.” 1 regard that warning as directed against
me also. T therefore want to tell him that the Hon’ble Mr, Rajagopala Achariyar is thinking
of the days when Manu wrote his Institutes, when students were sent to teachers who recoived
them in their household and fed and clothed them and taught the Vedas. Conditions are
entirely different now. We have men who sell their learning, men who deprive stadents per-
manently of scholarships for writing a silly essay, teachers who send for police to turn out
students. In that particular caso the students wero to blame, but I consider that the principal
or a professor of a college must have been devoid of tact to have brought about that
position. Are we to allow our boys to be under the tender care of such people ? Tt is our duty
to say whether students should “attend a meeting or not. If the Hon’ble Mr, Rajagopala
Achariyar’s advice is taken, even Government have no busi to come hetween the teachor and
the students. They aro an outside body. In this country, where there is a sharp. difference at
present between Government and the representatives of the people, it is not right that Govern-
ment should issue an order prohibiting students from attending public meetings. 1 consider
the Government Order and its modification to be an engine of oppression at present.”

The Hon’ble the Rev. G. Prrrexprics :—¢ Your Excellency, I do not intend to make g
speech of any length. I think the point has been sufficiently laboured. At the same time, it does
seem tome that most of the diseussion has taken place over the original Government Order rather
than over the modl.ﬁed order. Some of you are perfectly well aware that at the last meetine: of the
Legislative Council T came here to support the Honourable Members who desired its cancel-
lation or its modlﬁgutlon on the ground that I considered that it did contain certain conditions that
appeared to my mind and to the minds of many other educationists objectionable. But a greag)
deal has happened since then. The new Government Order has modified it very considerably. I
think I am at hbeyty to say that not a few, at all events, of those educational authorities "vho
objected to it previously have now aceepted it. They now recognize that they are not required to
exerolse an espionage over individual students or to bring them to book. Diseretion is vested in
them in order that they may exercise their Power to see that students are not coming to harm in
any way through political meetings or politicalinfluences connected with such meetings, I think

ce that is material

that the majority of educational people have quite recognized a differen
L'herefore, I cannot now support the resolution as T

[12re Fesruary 1918.

between these two Government Orders.
should have done on a previous occasion.

““There is a good deal of confusion as regards a minor matter, that is, as to the T i
Rules contained in chapter VIII-A. In private conversation, I was told that these %::lgzx‘:}
tained every.thmg that was necessary. 1 do not know if members of this Couneil are aware of
what educational people are quite aware, namely, that these rules in chapter VIIT-A do not
refer to colleges under private management. = Public institutions under the management of
Government or local boards or municipalities are known as institutions under public manage-
ment. The colleges that are dealt with under chapter VIII-A are those which are managed b
Government or local hoards or municipalities. Those under the management of privatye
persons or asseciations are public institutions under private management, and that means the
great majority of colleges in the Presidency. For instance, out of the four colleges in Madrag
there is only one college that is under public management, while the others are under Private

\@
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management. So these rules in Chapter VIII-A refer to colleges under public management.
The rules do nos apply to the great majority of colleges. What the Hon’ble Mr. Stone said was
that under the Grant-in-Aid Code the other institutions are brought in. That is, however, a
secondary matter. While many of us felt the difficulty of the previous Government Order the
majority, so far as I have consulted them, now ider that its objectionable character has been
removed by the subsequent Government Order which places the discretion now not in the
hands of the Government butin the hands of principals of colleges.”

The Hon’ble Mr. K. Rama Avyangar :—% Your Excellency, T have been feeling a difficulty .
In the matter. The Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh and the Hon’ble Mr. Stone have said that there is
a good deal of difference between the present order and the old one. I should very much like
that it is so, but we are concerned with the order as it stands. I find the wording here is this :
it refers to the college authorities being in complete agreement with the policy of the former
Government Order. Paragraph 2 says ‘ while maintaining the policy of the Government
Order.” These are the two things which create considerable difficulty, Whatever views
individual members might express the policy is not definite, it must include all sorts of meet-
ings intended by the previous order to be covered ; and the effect of it would be practically the
prohibition of attendance at all political meetings. My Lord, unless the Government Order is
withdrawn, and that is made specitic, the point completely arises; and L do not think it is the
wish of the Government that teachers should go behind the original order nor can they go
behind it, if they are to loyally carry out the intentions of the Government. I do not think the
order says that you can go behind the order, if the policy is to be maintained. By the wording
of the subsequent order, he cannot feel relieved from the first Government Order. He must
maintain the old thing. I donot know how the Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh and other members
feel like that. An authoritative statement is necessary. T think the best thing under the
circumstances is to accept the resolution so far and 1f necessary leave the position to the discre-
tion of principals. The whole matter is there, as explained by the Hon’ble Mr. Stone, in the
Educational Rules themselves.”

The Hon'ble Mr. A. 8. KrisaNa Rao PantuLy :—* My Lord, I feel it somewhat difficult to
understand the position taken up by the Hou’ble Mr. Pittendrigh. If he found it possible on
a former oceasion fo support the motion that G.O. No. 559 should be cancelled, and if, as
explained by the Hon’ble Mr. Stone, there is no change of policy and the same policy is to be
maintained, T do not find his diffiecnlty in supporting the motion now before the Council. What,
is the effect of the modification ? Ths agency for the purjose of enforcing the rules is changed.
Instead of the Government themselves undertaking it, the discretion, it is said, is vested in
educational authorities, The Hon’ble Mr. Stone has definitely told ps.tlmt the nohqy is the
same and that they are expected to carry oufi the policy loyally. This is the fixed opmion of
Government that under-graduates should not attend_ political meetings. 10 icugh_t the Hon’ble
Mr. Pittendrigh would have thrown considerable light on the main question at issue, whether
college students should be allowed or not to attend public meetings. Regarding that, he has.

wn any light.

e H‘J‘rg‘hzrz ié anbother point to be cleared abupv. ‘We have n?t bee‘n told as to wheﬂ.mr the
disciplinary regulations which are incorporated in the Madras Hducational Rules and which are
extended to colieges under private management receiving graqts-m:ald, _whethgr t!my are not
enough to meet the present situation and whether they do not give discretion which is necessary
for the carrying ouf of any such disciplinary measures. All this has not yet been placed before.
the Council. It is only when we are satisfied that these qrsclplm_ary_ measures have been put in
operation, have been tried and found wanting, thm‘: there is any ]ust{ﬁcatlon whatever for a new

overnment Order or a new order being issued. The present dlgcussxon has not at all explained
‘gxe position of the Government satisfactorily ; and v(:lll that_xs done the problen’l) cannot be
satisfactorly solved. The present resolution before the Council must be supported. :

The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur M. Rasacuaxpra Rao Pavrorp:—¢ My Lord, I am afraid
1 shall not be justified in giving a silent vote in reg_ard to this resolution. We all concede and
T for one fully realize that the Government, in issuing these orders, were actuated by very good
intentions. At the same time, I have grave doubts, and that was my difficulty all through—as.
#o how these orders are to be enforced. My Hon’ble Friend Mr. Ramanuja Achariyar has already
informed the Council that the second order hag bxv_en interpreted in one way in K'umbako_ua!u
and in another way at Trichinopoly. It is quite likely that as time goes on, it will be within
the power of principals of colleges and heads of institutions to ventilate their own political
opinions or political leanings in an undesirable manner aur’l sometimes to pillory public men
by directing that the students should not attqnd s0 and so’s lecture. I am really faced with
the difficulty of choosing the lesser of the two evils. I know, as a matter of fact, the headmaster
of an institution has prohibited that sf.udents' should.n'ot attend the leqtures dehvgred by a
particular individual, whether political, social or religious. I do not wish to mention names
or places. The gentleman concerned naturally felt aggrieved and I regret to say tha!‘. r?he
matter 1s now in comt. I suppose the Government would not contemplate with equanimity
that these squabbles between hesdmasters and other educational authorities and individual

ublic_men or persons who wish to deliver lectures shonld be decided by a court o{ law. M;v
ord, I share the anxiety of my Hon’ble Friend Mr. Pittendrigh and also your Excellency’s.
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Government that the timo of students should, as much as possible, be devoted to the main
business of study and this is very important at this the formative period of their life while, at
the same time, I share fully with my Hon’ble Friend Mr. Ramannja Achariyar in the feeling
for the need of high idesls and emotions and the cultivation of the higher emotions. I also
feel, at the same time, that this Government Order places an authority in the hands of prin-
oipals, which, probably, in the long ran would be much more injurious than the results which
the Government wonld avoid by this order. I think, therefore, on a consideration of all that
has been said today, it seems to me that the principals have enough power and I suppose, after

all, we have to rely on the personal influence of teachers over their pupils in carrying out thii

order.
«T think, on the whole, it is far better to rely on the discretion which is already vested in
I should not like that Government should

them in chapter VIII-A and leave the matter there.
say that they have a policy apart, from the educational policy, that they have any political
policy with reference to students which they should adumbrate in a series of orders for the
guidance of teachers and students. It seems to me that it is far better to withdraw these orders
and allow principals to deal with this matter under the old regulations, whatever may be the
reasons which induced the (Fovernment to issue these orders. I am at one with my Hon’ble
Friend Mr Rajagopala Achariyar that the teachers should have more and more influence
with the taught and I recognize very fully that the influence of parents at home is not as strong:
a8 it should be. At the same time, as I have already pointed out, even the later order places
enormous difficulties in the carrying out of it. Assuming for the sake of argument that
students disohey the principals’ order what is to hecome of them. Is the principal going to
watch all the students who went to public meetings or is he going to employ peons or the police
as T have heard in connexion with another institution, or is he going to ask lecturers to look
after the students? I am told that lecturers in a certain institution were asked to watch the
students and they expressed their unwillingness on the ground that it was not a pleasant job.
These are all considerations which are in our minds, considerations as to which of the two
oonrses would produce the lesser evil in the long run. 1 may assure the Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh
that we do not wish to reduce in the slightest degree the influence of the teachers or principals
over students, but what we do feel at the same time is that in connexion with public men
who are supposed to have political leanings, the order would be construed according to the
politics of the professor or the teacher, a thing which personally I should not like to see carried
out in colleges Perhaps your Excellency’s Government may have to examine the politics
of each teacher or principal.” Your Excellency’s Government may, I think, withdraw the second
order as well, and see how the student population in this Presidency would behave in their
colleges. 1 thought your Exoellency’s speéch in May last gave clear indications that this order
was not dictated by anything that was done by the pupils themselves. That wasa point which
Iam very glad, my Hon'ble Friend Mr. Venkatapati Raju has pressed with some. insistence
and it is that view of the matter which largely influences me in getting up on the present
.oceasion and appealing to your Excellency’s Government to place this matter beyond further
controversy.

¢ Speaking with the experience of nearly 25 years, I have heard of only two or three,
occasions on which there was any trouble with the students. I know, I recollect the days when
I was a student in Madras and I am fairly alive to the conditions in the mufassal There was
an incident known as the Christian College commotion which the Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh is well
aware of, _whlch was not afi all political, which settled down in a month or two andﬂended in
the expulsion of two students who went to Caleutta and had their education there. Assumin,
for the sake of argument that these regulations are to be enforeed in this way, it w’ould be ba %
upon students who would naturally like to hear, off and on, persons WHO’ come to deli i
Jectures. As regards the mufassal. I might say that Mr. Pal’s visit to my part of 1:)?
country upset the students for a day and a half and at the end of the day and a)l;aFf the wh !‘
matter was reported to the Government and 180 students were rusticated for 18 months Iod‘3
not think that students were either worse or better either for the lecture or for the rusticati y
For the last one year, there was some kind of excitement which probably led your ?xlml].
lency’s Government fo issue this order. I see there is absolutely nothing which would 'Js:{?-
the continuance of these orders, even if there was justification for the u;iﬂ'iual iss éu Y
circumstances. So, I think T i i : = Sguncs tho

Cl s am not at all sure that, in the carrying out of the instructi

which your Exe_ellepcy’s Goyvernment have asked principals loyally toocarry out, we shal(i 101.‘!:
have more complications. As I said, it would reduce itself to the politics of the srincipal or :}:
teacher and an examination pf his own views. I think there is no need at all for E)he cogr.iuuauag
of these orders. I do not wish to go into any other questions that have been raised.”

At this stage the Council adjourned for a short interval.

The Couneil re-assembled after the interval at 2-50 hen the di 1

sis U e inte : pm., when the discussion on the
:;:: ;lo;oig?n?;ed.e on’ble Mr. B. V. Narasimha Ayyar regarding students and public meetings

The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. Narasimma Avvar :—* Your Excellency, T fanci

2 2 3 d e
bad to answer only the spokesman on behalf of the Government, but Iyﬁndaf?xilerlp‘:grfldtggz;e
of the confusion producod by the two Government Orders. It has misled another Honombl{;
Member of this house into the belief that G.0. No. 1531 has varied the original Government
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Order which the Hon’ble Mr. Stone has ex it di
Do e bbbt S ]?[ o:blieesi}i}; sst::lo;(: :;1 ;xse;ot. I shall, therefore, first
statefnelnbs }:naf?e by the Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh. : Erodeed tosdealiwithien
“ In the first place, I wa: i i
‘(b;%]ght ot T T G.g.rﬁtgl.eisilf ddz‘tg o t::ietgiyﬂ gﬂ;ﬁiﬁtf e qumaldm'in?b;
.0. No. 559, that is, ke absolute bar to t iti st iy
gll';dugtes Iare concerned. T'hat is the ke;-s?:uztzueggc;;tie};ﬂgfl Gé] Omi?zmﬁg;;oalfgrtﬁ:tuyder;
altered. am very sorry to see that the Hon’ble Mr. Pitfendrigh‘ is’ no;. he;e That & the
pon o oot o il of e et ot g o T of G v
b : s
tion, should there be such an absolntembs.r zr 1501;0‘;1551;1!2: sahs?{u]f :1[9 Gﬂlcenftlﬂed e
express an opinion on that point. I think we sho‘uld 11 hon oum.n'nhle Members. ©
Dealing with that matter the Hon’ble Mr. Stone urgefle‘ﬂ;'o{;re’;)}‘)reﬁsvse a:ogsi’g;:;?u thathip;“;:‘
believed would induce the Honoarab 6 i SRRl L
6.0, No. 1531. His first argument \'}':shtjhci:]be;s{etsoaisc‘llp&:: J!he I S W
has itself by creating some sort of taboo ov:ar politics &ttmcte?i ﬂl;ggment i G'.O- Roubon
certain other facts. What were the facts which it ignored ? L' sfu :nts = %;)]MCS: gnored
besides under-graduates took part in the excitement. This.amu;e;tc :e‘e:’;;:tt R
grant my position ; the fact that some others besides under-graduates we: . mqlrather o
Fctgatl n.“@ount of the excitement does notsgo to show that tlu:e‘ G.0. No. rg{_);@s};gﬂi!ﬁ;hpﬁgi‘;ﬂ
in itself an excessive tendency tounduly enter into politics on the sart of ¢ t‘ d That s the
ikt > part of students. That is the
““ The second consideration urged by the n’ B e i
between the spoken word and theg“rittgn wtmg:I oorbt‘}‘ie \t[ﬁﬁ?rt:r?:e vlv):iwzléat ﬂ:'.e‘ S
assembly and reading the proceedings, should be romembered. 1 quite recongu'i“z]enintg II?Ienil:
(f;:;tﬁe?gstt l:;nlioclxgg otlﬁz t?gg pgr'sonal presence is far more illominating and impresses one
f he proceedings. ‘I'herefore, the entire question is whether the proceed-
ings should be conveyed to the mind of the student by means of newspapers or by means of
attendance. 1f the proceedings are objectionable, supposing: there is an exhortation to plunder
or to commit murder or suppose some one declares that all property is robbery and there
is rlxo mg}};tbto property and incites people to commit crime, whether the students read about it
or hear it by attending the rpeetmg_ it 18 qquqlly ob]echoqable. 1 won't ask him to attend sauch
meetings. But when there is nothing objactionable and it is a purely political meeting, to put
forward the argument that there is a difference between the spoken word and the written word is
to put forward an argument which is ununderstandable. If political assemblies are useful, they
are useful on aceount of personal factors ; coming into contact with great men like Da,d}’mboy
Nowroji or Gokhale is really beneficial. Therefore, the point that the Hon’hle Mr. Stone presses
is that political education is permissible if it is confined to newspapers and debating societies
or rerding history and debating about matters mentioned theren. When he stated that
debating about politics amongst students is permissible, he gave away his point that politios
were too exciting a topic. If students could get excited in their own debating societies by
discussing current day politics in what manner is that excitement different from the excitement
which they receive at public meetings ? There are gatherings and gatherings. I do not think
any teacher would tolerate his students attending a gathering where disorder is advocated or
ofher objectionable features are present. But is the mere fact of politics a sufficient ground
for stating that all political meetings should be tabooed ? Hoe has given away his case by saying
that even current day politics could be debated upon by students in societies and yet the same
olitics should be objected to when they hear it discussed in any assembly. 1t can only be
justified if there is a difference in the character of the persons with whom they come into
ontact, on the ground that they are undesirable. There is already a provision that students
should be kept away from nndesirable persons. Every father wants that his boy should be
kept away {rom such persons. It is not politics that you are taking objection to, but only
undesirable persons. Where then is the educational basis or justification for avoidance of
meetings.on the score of subjects dealt with therein ? There again the ground urged by the
Hon’ble Mr. Stone has failed.
« T'he fourth consideration, which looks rather like a reiteration of his position is one of the
previous arguments pub forward by him, that discipline is necessary and that the present provi-
sion is necessary. That is begging the question. That discipline is necessary nobody denies.
Whether this particular prohibition of attend af; political meetings is 'y is the point.
< The fifth argument advanced by him is that English ander-graduates attend political
meetings, but under danger of penalty. You have that danger of penalty under the old rules in
Chapter VIIL which are practically on the same footing as the English rules. Why are you not
content with these rales?  Why introduce a separate set of rules with regard to polities ? ‘Politi-
cal propaganda ’ is the expression used in G.0. No. 559. There were orders issued simultaneously
in other provinces. In Bombay they declared against ¢ Home Rule propaganda’ and they
issued an order that a certain class of students shonld not attend Home Rule meetings. They
had however the good sense to cancel that order. Here we have clouded the issue by employing:
vague phraseology ; we simply say ¢ political propag da.’ - T suppose it hasthe same meaningias
the Bombay circular as all these proyincial circulars have a family resemblance, sprout out at
_the same time—probably out of a mysterious central circular issuod perhaps from Delhi. Why
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; cement of the
should it not have the same fate as the Bombay circular ? Befortq the 5'1';1;03?“& i Py
20th August some persons may have fancied that Home Rule meef mlgs i i
since the Secretary of State has stated that it isa legmn}:atz-idgﬁ:t,ago :;d.P o ot libetty
attainable goal, there is absolutely no reason why Home Rule s! dO\l e s eh s bouble
to quote the statement of Lord Carmichael who had a good deal of e p"h S e
some situation in Bengal, namely, that young men in ﬁengal went £o de()::r . S
pursuit of patriotic ideals. A person who discussed the situation with bo‘:;' S L
out to him that it was for want of legitimate vent for the legitimate am t1 “:;n'foﬂfev coguld otk ®
was for that reason—anarchy was spreading, and Lord Carmichael said hfa i Sl
under a legitimate banner for Home Rule they would be wenped away . u;l?therafore e
crime. That is a statement which I am at liberty to quote. I wish to ]:oom}1 ou SRl e
fr ‘there being any harm being done by students coming under the in o

e da you will ble them for ever. The English parallel is very much agan
ﬁu;’bolc Mx.yStoue and the Goyernment policy that he is seeking to defend. ot G.O: No. 165t
«Then comas the last statement of the Hon’ble Mr. Stone. H: sbag}so ZI‘\Io il i
makes b yryipreabifiorente 'At e foutsetlﬁgekzt;r::&:;{vzv;:ngc:mzd, r;s rcga;ds attendance -
i ame position, so far as - 18
za}tﬁ:t;:;‘;c:;ie)t"i:g:, :m]y ]ijnsbeud of employing };eople :)xemselves, the Government ask the
ing the eetings. ;
pmfe‘s‘sg;mtizgp"teov:ﬁz ?;?nsatrukiegﬁé?i:;%‘lf M%. Pittendrigh, he has f:_xllen into .several erroer;.
The first reason he mentioned for congratul?tin_g himsil}f on thei;sé::’g;ge %ﬁ?gﬁ;ﬁﬁgﬁg&gﬁ;ed
that the principals need not play. the part of spies ml)i' eir assc oucam.cd i th e Sk
by the later Government Orxder in so far as thgu colleges are I 1:,]:. b
ishment or not. There is nothing about espionage in the se
8’1—‘(‘11?‘3 z:::z??h::t espionage is still necessary because the principals are aske% t% enforie tlg:
rule ; the professors are not perhaps required to play the part of spies, but the odys ni,g; o
asked by the professors to play that part. That is so far as espionage is con;eme. el oo
come to the enforcement. The Hon'’ble Mr. Pittendrigh seems to t,hmk tl:mtq the p};‘mclpf:i sﬂmt
now at liberty to allow their students to attend meetings; the Hon’ble Mr. Stone Ss sal ;
was not the intertion of the Government. The principals have to loyally accept an ca)aé'ry '1?1‘:
the wishes of the Government, that is, that thg G.-nvermn'eut, Order must be enforced. 0 (;
Government would not employ spies, but the principals will have to do it. I do n(i‘( see nt
there is anything on which the Hon’ble Mr. Pittendrigh can congratulate himself. There is llxm
much discretion left to the principals. What the Government would not do themselves, they
ongh others. ? 4
e f‘o idl;)e:'\h;ritlgxg reference to chapter VIII-A it was urged that chapter VIII-A did not refer
to other colleges. The Hon’ble Mr. J. H. Stone says the Grant-in-Aid Code does ; the Grant-in-
Aid Code covers them. Itis an absolutely worthless item to be noticed. No change has
been made ; the change has been made only in the method of enforcement which is made more S
jectionable. :
ob]ecjlﬁl::: of the objectionable features have been touched upon by various members, but there
is one which, I think, is very important, and I should close my remarks by tonphmg apon it ;
that is, the Government have to be particularly careful in the orders 'whlleh they issue regarding
educational institutions.. The personnel of Government is largely a foreign personnel. L do not
abject to this personnel in this discussion but I only say that the Government have to be more
careful than they need otherwise be. The Gavernmeng Order refers to a movement to which
people look forward with great hopes and it seems to strike at the movement itself. As I have
already said in this di ion what b of the mo nt need not be con.md‘sred here ; the
movement takes good care of itself, as in spite of obstacles it seers to be flourishing. 8o far a?
young men are concerned, with reference to the Government Orier what will be their attitude ¢
Your Excellency must remember that thisis addressed not only to the students but to their
elders. If you issue an order which is opposed to the views of the vast mass of the people, how
can it be successful ? [s that a situation on which any Government could compliment them-
selves P Is it desirable to have the vast masses of the people in opposition to the Government ?
The Government have a laudable object in view—the attainment of better education. By far
the best means of attaining that end is to leave the principals to look after students under chapter
VIII-A. If both these orders are done away with, theavidely prevalent impression that the
Government want to wean away the students from patriotic movements would be removed and
the prestige of the Government would not suffer. It would not put the people in a spirit of
opposition to Government. I hope this discussion will not have the effect of stiffening the back
of the Government against the people; I hope the Government will concede this request in the
same way as the Bombay Goverument have done.”

His Excellenoy the Presmest (to the Hon’ble Mr. Stone) :—* Have you anything to
say?”

The Hon’ble Mr. J. H. Sroxe :—*No .

His Excellency the PresroENT :—“ We will take the division of the Council. The decision
on this resolution will govern resolution Nos. V and VI also.”

o
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The resolution was put to the Jouncil and lost.
The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. Narasimha Ayyar demanded a division which was taken with the

result that 11 voted for and 27 against the resolution.

For
The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur V. K. Ramanuja
Achariyar.
7 Rao Bahadur M. Ramachandra
Rao.

5 Mr. P. Siva Rao.

A Mr. K. Rama Ayyangar.

3 Mzr. K. Sadasiva Bhat.

% Mr. B. Venkatapati Raju.

3 Yaqub Hasan Sahib.

5 Ahmad Tambi Marakkayar,

»s ' Mr. K. Chidambaranatha Mudali-

yar.
" Mr. A. 8. Krishna Rao.
% Mr. B. V. Narasimha Ayyar.

Against

The Hon’ble Sir Alexander Cardew.

M:. P. Rajagopala Achariyar.

Mcr. L. Davidson.

Mr. A. R. Kuapp.

Mr. R. Ramachandra Rao.

Mr. A. Butterworth.

Mr. L. E. Buckley.

Mr. M. E. Couchman.

Mr. C. G. Todhunter.

Muhammad Aziz-ud-din Sahib.

Lieut.-Col, G. G. Giffard.

Mr. T. Richmond.

the Raja of Bobbili,

Rev. G, Pittendrigh.

Rao Bashadur A. Subbarayalu
Reddiyar.

Mr. K. K. R. Kavalappara
Muppil Nayar.

8ir Francis Spring.

Mr. J. H. Stone.

Sir Fairless Barber.

Mr. Gordon Fraser.

Mzr. C. H. Higginbotham,

the Archbishop Aelen.

My 8. B. Murray.

Mr. W. J. J. Howley.

the Advocate-General.

Mr. H. F. W. Gillman.

Mr. R. A. Grabam.

R. A. GRAHAM,

Acting Secretary to Govt., L. & M. (Leyisiative) Dept.

MADKAS: PRINTED BY THE SUPERINTENDENT, GOVERNYENT PRFESS.
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