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UNIVERSITY OF MADRAS.
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‘ - The Seerctary to the Government
| Education and Publie Health
Fort St.George, Madras, -

8ir, .

The Tollowing resolution Dassed by the Senste in March

,:fv;;;:;::;::;;;vw‘;ﬁ\} o 1944 was consldered by the Syndicate at its last meeting and
 Department. | Dyte , it was resolved that the resolution should be Torwarded to

Government, - The resolution reads ag Tollows:-

"That the Syndicate be Tequested to urge upon the
-Government or Madrag Tor the withdrawal of their
Tecent amendment to the ﬂadra.g “ducation Rules

: wiiich runs as Tollows:-
.@z%»'&»{;— ;

No student #ho has been convicted in a Court of
o0 159 17l Law for disloyal activities or who has been de-
Tkt faiued unier the Detention brbiis, Sules or aholl
+1., . Restric 8 te linance 8
S e énd_Teadnitted into & College or
school without the Ddrevious sanction of the Direc-
tor of Public Instruction,® 7y

2, bBefore arriving at a decision on the subject, the
Syndicate informally consulted the £ri cipals of
on the Syndicate and it was stated th
any case in which
of any student and
advice of the Direc
The Syndicate Telt that there
Question which it Pelt it must bring to the
Government, > the exlsting Laws of t
Syndicate is seized with the responsibility
: student onge expelled from a College to rejo ze
P %A . with-holding such Dermlsslon temporarily or bermanently (vide
V2" .- Regulation 4 Chapter XXXVIII of the Laws of the U
i q*o‘k“ﬁ It will pe seen that the Syndicate is Tully seiged ' thi [
Jlf"d’”partioular'duty, and it has also to make such enquiries as it
© | deems Droper berore delivering the transfer certiricate to a
% student, ‘I am to point out that tha Oirector of Publie instruc-
U blon vho is ex-orficio on the Syndicate ig generally aware of
‘such cases, and has in most instances helped the Syndicate with
hls advice berore the Syndleate could arrive at such a decision,
Under such circumstances, the Syndicate ] at the decision
| of a Body wherein the Director of rFublic 4nstruction was also
& member ghould be accepted ams final. '
3. It would appear that the Government Order in its compre-
hensive agpect would seem to devrive the University of its
control.qipr;gg ~eges and students thereof, It may be meg-
tioned in passing thet the Syndlcate heas not hesitated to take
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Uadras Hducational Rules. % Sj? ) 4

I am directea to say that the Govt. have re- d

{5 ; ’ ; ',//Vi\l’l’"/l C/F/(
~ examined the scope of rule 93 of the M.E.R., with reference :

to your letter No.C.4905, dated the 16th Novr. 1944, and ﬁy-*zfﬁf-

restricted to SChools. sttty T 2m to add

that the consequential amendment to the rule is be ing

have decided that the operation of thne rule ghould be J
; ]

published separately.
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'“is rather repugnant tp Regulation 4 of Chapter XXXVIII of the
|
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@ minor point.  The Yiew taken in res
; o
Sion was that where & | person
|

activities against Government,

- ] F
PD. TO-21 BL\GRO.N0ul076uBd0Y, dated 11-5-103g,

—— Sl .
Yol _4_' 3 {2y

" Bducation and P.F. Department (Sl

| s

€.N0.54751. TFrom the| Regr., University of Yadras, ¥0.C.4905,

dated 16-11-1944, _ (Z;> |

2 s : ‘
cmﬁx}gﬁ;w\} - Rule 93, H.E.R. - Admission of students convicted ]
%?7\\ for disloyal activities, etc. *
= fﬁf The MadraL Univérsity Syndicate wishes that Govérnﬁ
o

ment should review the provision in rule 93, M.E.R., intrbduced

by G.0.¥o0.159-Tdn., sted 4-2-1944, as that body feels that it |

Laws of the University. This is a sequel to the Senate's |
resolution of) last March which was noted on - "Y"/20-27. Please

see also papers with b.O.VO.15025-B/44-2-Edn., éated 15-4-1944,
sady 1) \ % 1
regarding tﬁé conduct| of the Government members on the -Senate

L3

P ety . ' i
when the resulatisn was discussed,. o

i

2. The~m,E.R. provision in question is reproauced
:Y | 3 -

below: -

Law fori disloyal activities or who has been
detained under the Defence of India Rules or the
Restriction and Detention Ordinance, 1944 shall
be admitted or re-admitted into a College or AR
School Without the previous sanction bf the D.P.l',:

"No student who has been convicteg in a Court-of  /

A similar Drovision, put Somewhat different in content, wasg O8 Fs
! )
first introduced by GL 0.%0.1289-%dn. , dated 21-:5-1934, It

wae as follows:-

"NOStudeﬁﬁconvicted in a Court of Iaw for disloyal |.°
activities should be admitted into a college

3

without‘the brevious sanction of Government. "
Ly : 4 [ ST | |
That provision was g1ven up 111‘&1938 and has been re-introduced
& ]

in the form'extﬁacted:atg"K" above,
o ) "

S Whateyer Objection the University may have to

. ‘ +.
the presgent provision!might have heen takeny with more or less

€dual force, to the provision of 1934 algo. ‘That, however, ig

| Spect of the 193a provi-

had been convicted of disloyal !

Government , and not the Schonl

Or college management; should be the authority to .dec

3

i > ‘Vﬁyl

7 o g T iy é%’f}”het ‘.’iEiﬁf

‘é§§%°§&d-f§ sheuld nbt Ve a member of a college or schopl . i
3 & E e {lr. b "; :

s |
s

3
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It appears g-f
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\© that the present provié{en ghould also'Fe defended on that ground

. although in the rule a8 now made the‘D.§.I. decides for Government /

B oo power the University may have En regpect of expulsions

' and re-admissions of students ghould be exercised where these take

_place under c1rcumstanceg,d1fferent from!those provided in rule 93,

Expulslons ma2y take place for numerous other reasons - €.g., copying

1 at examinations, turbulent behaviour stf1kes and demonstrations
not necessarily connected with sedxtlon
@ ferhaps the D.P.I,

or disloyalty to aovernment)— -
wmw*mu

may see the note u.o0., before Government explain

| their position to the University.

)r’]

Office of the Director of Public
Instructlon, Madras, 11-12-1944,

s S4ySI €)%
.73 4%

.\ U.0. reply No.2460-E/44.
\ Even before I received this U. b. reference from uowernment
, I had explained the position to the Vﬁce Chancellor. In effect,

ﬂ what govermment has done is roughly tm 2o back to the p031t10n ' /

existing before the Coggross Government altered the rule. e ¢
I8 sl - |
s I would most advise that Govermment do not alter

their orders and I can I think with Some confidence, say that if

| further representationg,

I may, for the information of Government, also add that I am

J using the powers conferred on me by the existing rule wi the

;' T ‘

' utmost liberality. &( /,(~/””' ,
I & .
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. Eﬂn. & F.H. Dept, (U) ‘\\i
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Note for the meeting of His Excellency the Governor and his Advisers. |
....... i

Subject :- Madras Aducational Rules - Rule 93 - Students Wwith antecedents |
of disloyalty ageinst Government - Admission into schools and!
‘ Colleges.

.

With a view to prevent the indiscriminate admission into educational

Ly . institutions of students convicted for disloyal activities the Government

made the following provision in the Mad}ag“@&ucational Bules in 19 :- 3

"No student éonvicped in a Court of Law for disloyal activities should

» be admitted into awcollege without the previous sanction of Government" - E
[2\/. - ., . ‘“school {
=) Rules 93 and 99. °

|
]
B ’

> The rule was altered by the Ministry in 1938 and it ran as follows:

IV -F,. - "No school or college shall be barred against any one convicted of any |
Semenet Srvne s [ e ° : 'L

A-Tmmber—oi( students got connected With th : M\\\\
e disturb NG : : offence whatsoever".
A!gust 1942, € case of a student wh g gte, of : ' s - ;

in the Board High School

= L H7
Thefrule was again modified as follows in 1944:

cted of offences under the Defence of ] P [ "o student who has been convicted in a Sourt of Law for disloyal

B

s . a term of imPl"iSonment Aft i Dy LG | .
::leas: ;rom Ja;i the school authorities declined to re-:;;?:shim ‘ e josdnitiesion opaalbenn dotaingd ynces thie Detemcelof Indis Hules o
a svudent, ¢ student's father therefor ‘ | ). 4. '
3 e asked Gov J, s : S : 3 {
intervene in the matter, 7t was then found that the ooszgm:g;c;oth 4| 4 the Restriction and Detention Ordinance, 1944 shall be admitted or re-
Government had under the rule made in 1938 eon 5 2 4 el k} ‘

3 ; ; 1d be ex - 2
10 Vs airCCt}%ﬂgpﬁéigﬂzg}é the admission of 4 st:d:::'ziezh:nly ‘ L » ' admitted into a college or school without the previous sanction of the
wyﬁe gn questlon./‘ he Government decided that 'S X |

f

there should ~ak | : |

e provision in the rules whereunder it @Would noga%e b;é:}ble ) : |
?ﬂ$=§34¥;f°;t:tudents Who were convicted in a Court of Iay fgr dis

oyal activities or Who were aiso detained ung X e . ; ‘ ‘

India Rules or the Restriction sed Deteitie oer the Defence of ;o 2. The Syndicate of the Madras University has oijectedlto the present |

rdinance, 1944 to gain |

ols and colleges without the pr : i
: : evi | 4
the Director of Fublic Instruction, The rule wag thegu; sanctlo? @
as follows in 1944, P % Oafuedd ied}

Director of Public Instruction®.

s e e

S

provision on the ground that it is repugnant to the Laws of the Universitv A

under whieh the Syndicate is seized with the responsibility of permitting

——re Lo

a student once expelled from a College to rejoin a college or Withholding

rEer—e

such permission temporarily or permanently and that the rule in question

e

would seem to deprive the University of its control over colleges and

students thereof. It has also urged that as the Director of pub]ic
Instruction is ex-officio a member of the Syndicate and hig advice will i
: i

|
|
|

be available in such cages, the decision of the Syndicate should we accept

ed =8 final. ) ?

Alturnl
/ 7 wd 2, The Director of Public Instruction (the late Sir Statham) who Was
k ‘ ~
consulted in the matter, considered that the existing provision should bg

retained, particularly on the ground that it merely restored the provisighﬁ

ISR

;;;;zﬁf;swhien'had been in existence from 1934 up to the a]teration of theii

rule in 1938 by the Congress Ministry,
A-1 and H,%, have recorded the following minutes;-
nfor the reasons given by the Syndicate, I would be inelined to gremt

ite request, I Have discussed with A=2, He would agree, provided it is
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