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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Rean—the following paper : —

- Letter—irom the Hon'ble Mr. A. G. Bourwne, D.Sc., F.R.8, Director of Publio
i Instruction, Madras.
To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department.
5 '% Dated—28th June 1905.
8 No.—Ref. on Cur. 5344,

I have the honour &) submit for favour of the orders of Government the
accompanying copy of a letter from the Acting Collector, Madura, to the Inspector of
. Schools, Southern Cirele, together with a copy of the notice of suit referred to.

. 2. The second plaintiff was dismissed by the Headmaster of the Victoria Memorial
school, Periyakulam, for misconduct and was debarred under rule 50 of the Madras
Educational Rules from admission into a recognized school until January 1906,

3. Notification to that effect was published in the Madura District Gazette.

ExNcLosuREs.

Letter—from 5. P. Beprorp, Esq., 1.C.S., Acting Collector of Madura.
To—the Inspector of Schools, Southern Circle,

Dated—4th June 1905.

No.—Ref. on Cur, 920/Ver.

With reference to your letter No. 409 M., dated T7th April 1905, T have the honour to
request you to let me know umder what authority vested in Government the Educational Rules
were framed, as it is contended in the notice of suit: that the issue of the notification is illegal and
beyond the right of the Government.

Notice of Suit.
IN -THE DISTRICT MUNSIF’S COURT OF PERIYAKULAM.

OricivaL Suit No. or 1905.

(1) Krishna Aiyar .. oo o oo - ¥ L i
(2) K. Venkataraman W . s .4 Ve ee % }Pl‘”"’!/fs-
and

(1) V. Ramabhadra Nayudn P ‘e o e &
(2) R.Subrahmanya Siva .. .. g - 5 Vi o « % Defendants.
(3) The Secretary of State for India in Council .. s

Under Section 424, Civil Procedure Code.

Letter—from P. N. Subrahmanya Aiyar, Pleader, residing at Periyakulam, for the
plaintiffs herein.
To—the Collector of Madura, Local Agent to the Secretary of State for India in
Council, the third defendant.

K. Venkatarama Aiyar, the second plaintiff herein above named, is the undivided son of the

first plaintiff and has just within a few months completed his 18th year and has become a major.

2. said second plaintiff has been a pupil of the Victoria Memorial High School, Periva~
kulam, 3::?0, June 1904,Pnnd was then a pupil of the Fifth form class of the said schoo?. eriya
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3. The said second plaintiff was dismissed from the said school in or about July 1904 for

reasons not known to the plaintiffs and the plaintiffs have no manner of information or knowledge

why the second plaintiff was so dismissed.

4. While the said plaintiff was trying to obtain information why he was so dismissed from
the school and was making endeavours to get himself re-admitted in the school or otherwise
provide himself with necessary certificates to seek admission into schools elsewhere, the defen-
dants 1 and 2 voluntarily assaulted the said second plaintiff and caused illegal restraint to, and
wrongful confinement of, the said plaintiff on 17th September 1904.

5. The second plaintiff bad to take legal proceedings against the said defendants 1 and 2
thereon, which formed the subject of enquiry in Calendar Case No. 787 of 1904 of the file of the
Stationary Second-Class Magistrate of Periyakulam, who dismissed the complaint giving the
benefit of section 95, Indian Penal Code, to the said defend ants.

6. The case was taken to the District Magistrate of Madura'in Revision case No. 48 of 1904

: wherein the Additional District Magistrate of Madura concurred with the Lower Court and

dismissed the petition on 5th November 1904,

7. While further steps were being taken to obtain the necessa copies of records for layi
the case before the High Court of Ju?licature. Madras, and upon l13716 (I))ne-sided rep:rf, :f:é{izgt
the instance of the 'defendants 1 and 2 a notification in the official District Gazette of Madura
under date the Ist February 1905 and under the authority of C. Nagoji Rao, Esq., the Inspector

of Schools, Southern Circle, has appeared, that the second plaintiff shail not be admitted i
of the rect;gnized schools u;til January 1906. : b T

8. The above notification is illegal .and improper and the defendants by their acts as
detailed above have almost completely ruined the future education and worldly and pecuniary

rospects of the said second plaintiff Venkatarama Aiyar and have put the plaintiffs to an immense
oss and damage.

9. This damage may be valued at even not less than Rs. 10,000 but the plaintiffs herein

unable t«()) bear all costs of litigation upon a large amount, are content to claim a damage of
Rs. 2,500.

10. The cause for this action is the dismissal of the said plaintiff No. 2 as above said from
the said school and the appearance of the notification under the authorfty of the Government
Educational officer prohibiting the admission of the said second plaintiff into any other recognized

school until January 1906 and is dated the day of the said notification on 1st February 1905
and at Periyakulam.

11. The plaintiffs will sue for a declaration that the dismissal of the second plaintiff from
the sa.if'l Victoria Memorial High School and the publication of the notification prohibiting the
admission of the second plaintiff as abovesaid into any other recoguized school are illegal and

void and for a decree awarding the damages claimed of Rs. 2,500 with all costs and other reliefs
incidental to the cause.

Pray take notice that on the expiry of two months preseribad by law after the service of
this notice a suit will be filed by the plaintiffs herein in the District Munsif’s Court of Periya-
kulam against the Secretary of State for India in Counecil and other defendants stated herein
for reliefs stated in paragraph 11 supra.

Order—No. 473, Educational, dated 11th July 1905.

The Collector of Madura should be informed that the Educational Rules are

issued under the common law right of Government, as of private persons, to manage
their business on specified terms,

(True Extract.)

H. D. Tavror,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Director of Public Instruction.
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