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V. N. Ramaswaml ar
Headmaster, Board ngh School,
et Sholavandan - 194245
sl anéiﬂgadmaster
{EA7 N2 0N U31iamp 45-46, - reverted = —7
TN 14 S0 Tui >¢.was Assist ani Board ﬁlgh school- U311ampatt’ -
AN i vhpe] _,i/from 11-6-46 now on leave, - on loss of pay.

“The Secretary to the Government of Madras, A
" local Administration Department, Madras. |

Through the President, Madura District Board, ,
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The humble appeal of the petitioner against the orders of

the President reverting him as Assistant in P.D.B's Proceed- {
ings Ref. A.2 -6493 - 45 dated 9-6-46. |

R S L

The petitioner begs to prefer this appeal against the 1

/

orders of the President District  Board reverting him from
‘Headmastership to the post of an Assistant contained in the
';eference quoted above and humbly requests that the orders

may please be cancelled on the following grounds:--

Awong the XVIII charges levelled against the petitioner,'
the President District Board himself has made a distinction
between serious charges and oihers. Thus, charges VII, VL1, 1

IX, XIV, XV and YXVIII are classed as serious calling fer --

severe action. The petltloner would therefore touch upon --

alient pointe and fresh points only in respect of the moh-
11 more at 1ength on the serious chatges.-

serlous charges and dwe

The orlglnal explanations need not be reiterated here in full

ch, I. It 18 res pectfully submltted that the Headmaster
hadxgét'failed to direct the clerk to fix the arrears of fees

n the case of pupils dem
hlm entirely responsible.
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The Headmaster's expianation just stated that he did

\ ChA LTS
attend to all the three branches of his work, allotting pfo-

portionate time ‘to each, though he could not unfortunately --

_devote more time to any branch without detriment to another.

;'This cannot be fairly interprettied that the Headmaster sacri-

ficed one part of his work for the sake of another.
Ch.III. Dropped.

Ch. IV.

District Board in the summing up =f as one that has been satis-

This charge has been stated by the President
factorily explained, please vide top para on page 8 of the --
President District Board's orders. °

Ch., V. Will not be pressed.

Ch.VI. The President seems to be labouring under some

misapprehension. The final promotion list must have been pro-
duced by the then Headmaster, Board High School Usilampatti
into whose hands it was placed by the pgtitioner before he
left Sholavandan on transfer. Any other list was oniy a

“good rough" prepared at some 1NLEIMEAlale OTr nearsy iinal'
stage, which was ordered to be destroyed and assured to have

been obeyed vide peon Mathuramuthu's statement of 23-10-45--
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what I e alned 8-4-46 was what exactly was the truth
and no after thought.

Ch, VII. The president concedes the petitioner.; argu-

ment of congestion in Railway traffic, but has pelittled
ite gravity saying the difficulty still exists though the Yar

is over. There is really 1O comparision between the diffi-

ulty that was then experienoed end the difficulty that

exists to-day. That cannot be imagined at this distance of

of time, The safe remittance of the cash was the petitioner's

exclusive respohsibility and this paramount consideration made
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made the short delays in remittances inevitable. The Headmaster

was ever so anxious for daily remittances, but he was rendered

powerless by the force of circumstances beyond his control.

This question must be viewed in conjunction with what --

would have happened if a loss in money had been sustained, in

- which case, the petitioner would have been accused of lack Qf.

discretion and rightly so.
The discretion of the petitioner has been exercised in the

best interests of the Board to ensure a safe remittance of cash.
It is only a lack of proper appreciation of the acuteness in
traffic congestion that then existed that has resulted in the

Presi&ent'sAsaying that whatever_might'have been the traffic

congestion there should have been no delay in remittances.

The charge is ill-grounded.

Ch.VIII. The Headmaster has not infringed any rule relating
to admission, having tested the pupil and admitted him on the
basis of that test in the Second Form. The charge cannot be
sustained so long as the genuineness of the test remains im-

peached. The President District Board has not challenged the

validity of the test or its genuineness.
' The In Forms III and below, the Headmaster is empowered

" 4o admit pupils on the basis of the information furnished in

the form of epplication and on the basis of tests, and a tuition

certificate was certainly got from the pupil and attached to the
admission appllcatlon The tell-tale white remnant of it, still
king to the application, was p01nted out both to the Head-
then in charge at Sholavandan while the petitioner was
ne records there in his presence in Jan. 46 and to

ent during the enquiry on 8-4-40, That it
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not be taken as a private candidate who had made progress in

education is hardly justified.

Ch. IX. The petitioner respectfully submits that due
to the extrsordinary delay in the issue of E.S.L.C.!s not merely
the petitioner, but other HbadmastersF were forced to admit
pupils in 1945 on a promise of reduction of HaSaLiCgs ‘Thé
non-receipt of E.S.L.C.'s in time in 1945 created a situation
in which importunahe parents pressing for the admission of
their sons could not be ignored, but some form of compliance
with their wishes had to be shown. This, in this case, led
to the admission on the basis of record sheets, coupled with
the assurances of Headmesters regarding eligibility Of_pupils

for admission into 4th form.

.Thg detection of the wrong admission in question was
made by the Headmaster almost at once and it was rectified
by cancellation of the admission, which was untenable as per
rules. Tt might therefore be seen that the Headmaster khrusked
.trusted and yet did not trust; he checked immediately what
he trusted, to set wrongs right. ’

Admissions regarding B.S.L.C.'s were made according to

the following scheme:--
(a) Passed E.S.L.C.'s with English optional, 4th Form

(b.) Passed E.S.L.C.'s without English, IIT Forn,

(¢c) Failed E.S.L.€'s , II Form. '
The pupil in question was admitted in Second form in strict
accbrdance with this principle, This hag been followed in
other institutions and &lso recommepdeq by the Inspectorate
to be followed in several institutiong, ag the practice
in dhe admission of such candidates geeged to vary with
each school and required to be regulariged.

Tt wae the impressi@n of the petitioner that he was

competent to cancel a receipt and refund a sum at a certain

stage and he did accordingly. At the worst, if he was ir-

regular herein, he could be held guilty only of an error

of judgment.
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Jjudgment. {

(b) The clerk might have been honest or dishonest in
making a report BEXRIRX required of him. Only, that there

was a possibility of his having acted fairly, was pointed
The lapse was that of the clerk and the Head-

>

out casually.
master cannot be made the object of a charge of this nature.

Thé Headmaster'and the clerk were conducting work eendue-
ted seated in different rooms and being in chargg of a fair-
1y big institution the Headmaster could but rely on his clerk
on such matters. The petitioner cannot be justly accused

of having been to himself or to anyone in having acted

on the report of the clerk and denied admission at first on

the strength of that and then admitted the boy when a check
sf up showed the error of the report.

Ch.XI. Neither the disappointment of some nor the
delight of others was the congideration that weighed with
the Headmastér in making admissions. It is humbly urged
that tampering and complementing written tests by Viva-Voce
ge ones is not educationally unsound. The statement that
everybody got the place he desired or sometimes one better
is inaccurate. It was only after the sanction of several
fresh samgkiom sections in the various classes and with
the encouragement given by the President in ?he matter of
making admissions to the fullest extent, that many of the
persistent pupils who stayed on with mingled feelings of hope
and despair, - perhaps forced to stay on due to impecuniosity

could pe admitted.

y71. The essence of the petitioner's contention

Ch.
th t-ZEE;;’Qere no two lists and that he was not swayed
a
ders in announcing the selected candidates has not

by QutSi
peen dispute
11 & XIV, The petitioner begs leave to point

11l &2
Chs. . ikl |

(hS. - qore that the President District Board hed at no
onceé _ i y : &
cued & instructions in regard to the disposal of

d by the President. No charge thus arises here.
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of waste paper, with the r;;ult that the Headmasters observed
no uniform policy in this regard; a fact which can easily be
verified by referring to the records af any school. The first
order on the subject was the President District Board's re-
ference 12037/45 dated 1-11-45 issued to all Headmasters,

The petitioner‘sold all remansnts of ansver papers left
after using them for many miscellsnous purposes, they having
_been scrutinised by the District Educational officer in hisg
inspection. The price for which the waste paper was sold

was 12 annas a viss, fhe market rate then ip force. The peti-

tioner can affirm without fear of contradiction that in no
auction it could have fetched g higher price. Hence the pro-

cedure adopted by the petitioner on his own discretion, cannot
but be accepted as savalig.

Chs. XV (a) & (b): Leakage of questiong dld not occur

within the school, but arose f;om outside sources,

The reference to the Unanimous resolution of the Headmasters,
and the enguiry at, Batlagundu was intended to show the nature
and the extent of the abuses that had crept into the scheme
yet. It was not possible for either the petitioner or other
Headmasters to prove specific charges as high quarters seem to
be involved. ) |

The petltloner's care and concern to see that examinationg
were conducted on fair and honebt lines may be investigated by
an enguiry, if need be.

The reference to merrisge festivities i the house of the

Headmaster was made to 8how how worpieq and preoccupied he was
with domestic affairs. He had tq be abgent from the Headmazizrix..

Headquarters for a good part the Vaccation, being engaged in
the df difficult task of settling , daughter's marrisge., Even

when he was present, the work of tebulating the markg had to be

got done with the help of the seniormost assistant,

It was in the midst of SuCh.QPQOCCUP&thH, the tentative

promotion list was placed in the charge of the peon who was

not

" gpolave®

not careful or intelligght enodgh to keep it fpf the Headmaster
who was engrossed in worksst and indiscretely gave publicity to

a1t | , |
There is no more sﬁriking proof possible kkazk than that the

" peon should, in a statement given behind the petitioner's back,

of his own accord, have open&y avowed that the Headmester ex-

claimed, "alas, what have you done ! ", to show that the list

had not been intended for publication.

The finality of a promotion list is to be decided by its
having been submitted to the Disbrict, Fiticatabel officer.
Tt is no list which is not sent to the District Fducational -
officer, whether it is signed by the Headmaster or no. Had thé
Héadmaster superceded a list submitted to the District Educational

officer, he could be guilty of infringment of rules.

That which Sri S. Radhakrishna Ayyar put in the hands of
the President District Board was only a tentative list, a good
rough, and cannot be confused with the final list subnitted to

the District Educational officer.

The date of 4-6-45 on the promotion list proves nothing;

‘1 3.6-45 being a Sunday, papers received on that day could have

been registered only on the next day. The only tappal cleared

n 2-6-45 at 9-30 A.M. at Sholavandan may reach the District

Educatlonal officer's office on the fore-noon of 3-6-45.

The fact of other Headmasters in the District Board not -
ordered wholesale promotion has been explained at length

having
dy in the explanation submitted on 27-4-46., I have stated
glred

smore Headnaster
it" . Ther eby b

enquiry into the carT

ah 1avandan €VeT since 1919 down to 1942 when I took charge,
al ono¢

¢ ghunned service at Sholavandan than welcomed
angs many ‘a tale. The Institution of an

eers and fat®s of Headmasters working

.1]uninating. Sholavandan has always been a storm

gnowing 0T certain the abuses in the school at

ntre. e
ce Jam, yhich is the worst affected in the matter of

(ag® tpe petitioner stood up boldly for the voiceless
1eakds™’
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 voiceless but honest pupils who suffered most.

The fiRding of the President under this charge is also
vitiated by a reference to reports and rumours, which are
the offspring of passion and prejudiée and do not respect

- persons. They have no place in an impartial decision.

Ch. XVI. The petitioner still holds the view that
sweeper Karuppayee's guilt in particular was not esta-
blished. The appearance of a fourth tiffin was a material
point in her favour. The petitioner would also refer
to the retention in service of the sweeper even today.

The presumption that she is just as bad or as good as

any other makerxaX menial is confirmed.
Ch. XVII. Dropped.

Ch. XVIII. Inspite of the charges arising under this

charge "that the explanation of the Headmaster is intend-
ed to mislead this office or betrayé ignorance of-depari-
mental orders, the petitioner would still maintain that
the proper procedure had been followed in having submit-
ted a petition for changing the date of birth to the
DistViCt Fducational officer for orders, which should be
entered in the appropriate column in the S.S.L.C., as

the declared, indisputable age of the pupil.

Had the absence of & declaration beep explained -
as due to the request of the parent fop 5 Change j
| nge in
the date of birth to the District, Educational officer
| ic
ing his inspection at :
during | been Sholavandan iy my absence OT
my explanation keing sent 1 the officer for his remarkgs
foe]l BiAERXRE SUre he A
I ; 5 would have clesred everthing,
Absolutely 1o ChATES lies againgt the petitisner :
r 1n

this affair.

Conclusion.

D n A e e e e e i o

In his summing up, the President says that the
In his preamble, he levels the

Conclusion:
Headmaster is weak and fickle.

same two defects against the Headmaster.
ems to have been inferred from a statement

The weakness se
¢
of his own that the Headmaster did not chyk his subordinates;

a charge which has never been proved. A perusal of the staff

orderstrom time to time, the order of dismissal got for a very

mischievous and dishonest waterman of the Sholavandan school,

Muthiah by name, the reconmendation for withholding the pay

‘of the office Attender, Sri R. Manikkavachakam for having

]eft the station during the summer vacation without permis-
sion etc., will show the truth to be very different. Perhaps

the pfoduction of a tentative promotion list by the clerk has

‘led the President District Board to infer that the clerk --

was left unchecked. The clerk lives in the midst of records.

The clerk's room at Sholavanden was the record room. His

yery work is to keep records, to write out copies of them --

.nd search them out whenever required. It is utterly im-

possible for any Headmaster to prevent his clerk from doing
things out of the way if he were so minded. The Head-

s gaster cab ;nly trust, but be watchful.
bt a ’

The production of the list by the clerk to the Pre-

nt District Board only shows to what unscrupulous --

side

th this clerk could go to serve mm some private ends
“leng 4
of his oWl

Th charge of fickleness appears to have been born
e L

w listbof promotion. As has been shown, it

(il Ol B AEIEREER of mind, buqé deli-

5 i This promotion does not come -

o 4 principles® , but it must be clessi-

sigstice 1B promotion.

fied 88 _ school inspection was zonducted at Shola-
%&ﬁﬂ'n Januaty 46 the petitioner was not there to

vanda? lthiﬂas° It has proved to be very unlucky.

1418
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on 16-8-46 not being yet available, me

-10-—
Even the absence of a declaration of the date of birth had not been
properly explained, with the result that the D.E.0. was led to a wrbng
influence on the matter. The petitioner does not know whether even the
explanation submitted by him on 27-4-46 was forwarded to the Educationg]

authorities.

As regards the Educational progress of the school, the Presidegi
District Board has curiousLy forgotten the inspection reports and the
the percentage of eligibles in the S.5.L.C. The inspection repoptg of
the years 1943, 1344, 1945 of the Sholavandan High school, theareport on
physical education by the Regional Physical Director ip 1243 are a1]
very commendatory. The inspec@ion oERBIHIST Usilampatti whipe the
petitioner was the Headmaster laterly, which took place in Novr. 1945
is another favourable record. The S.8.L.C. results of 1943, 1944 and,45
in Sholavandan were consecutively fair.

The petitioner does not maintain that his work was perfect, ip all
directions; but he does contend that none can be perfect, Many of the
defects pointed out as his, can be discovered in any office, if only |
keenly scrutinised. No office can escape blame if really h
sought o be picked, especially when the clerk in'charge i i yrdenin.
able person. The petitioner does not wish to absolve hipgeys by point-
ing out to others' faults. The petitioner has put in 26 yeapg of ser:
vice spending 21 of them under the Madura D.B. itself, ge has been 4
and has had very good reports of his work ag B TE s

oles are being

years H.M.
therefore the contention of the petitioner that his imperfections in
administration are of a venial character. They have not been proved to
be wanton; no morsl degradation attaches to any of them. png such
imperfections require to be viewed far differently from how they have
been looked upon. _ .

The petitioner therefore prays that the orders of the P.D.B. re-
verting him as an Assistent in the BolGe USilampatti on 100 + 16 p.i
be kindly annulled and the petitioner restored tq the staty i

Copies of statements requested to he furnished by the Disguoéoard

teriald points arising from a

X ill be r :
perusal of them wil eferred to leter, for which kind permission
ig sought.

Adggesgéfice‘st,, Usilampatti

The petitioner humbly bege to remain,

B>
Humble, most obedient
servant,

t
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Dated 9-9-46.
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Ref. 4.2. No. 16733/46 ‘District Board Office, Madura
Eve!- TRt - 122 Pgeo Dated 2I#0ctober 1946.

-l“ a"’ = & s
From = i - >

Ssri W.P,A, Soundrapandian,
President, District Board, M a d ur a.

To

The: Secretary*to Government,
R tion & Public Health Department,
8rt St. George, M a dH r a s,

7 bhj1os

o/

! g, 33 : [ 1
4&Hﬁﬁ5ﬁamﬂ S ent - Secondary Education -
M istrict Board - Appeal by

Sri V.N, Ramaswami Ayyangar, Headmaster,
Board High School,'Sholavandan -
reverted as assistant - forwarded with
remarks,

Sri V.N. Ramaswami Ayyanger, B.A.L.T., Headmaster,
Board High School, Sholavandan was in my proceedings
Ref. A.2, No. 6493/45 dated 9-6-46 reverted to the post
of assistant as punishment for certain irregularities
for which he was found to be responsible and which showed
tpat he was not fit to hold the post of headmaster of a
high school, He has now preferred an appeal to Govern-
ment against these orders, The appeal is submitted

- herewith.together with all the connected papers,

. The charges framed against the ex-Headmaster will be
found in my Ref. A.2. No. 6493/45 dated 7-1-46., The ex-
Headmaster's explanation was offered in his C.No. 238/45
dated 11-2-46. Copies of the charges framed and explana-
tion received are enclosed. The statements made by him
on the dates of the personal hearing viz. 6th and 8th
April 1946 as also the statement made by him on 6-9-45
l1.e., during the preliminary enquiry are also enclosed.

Charges I, II, VII and XVI,though less serious than
the rest, have been proved and show clearly that he could
eXercise no control over the work or conduct of his
Subordinates ang his lenience amounted practically te
indifference. There was in consequence absolute lack of

discipline among the pu el b Sk )
and menial staff, bup ) he teachers an the cleri

Any Headmaster would be prepared to admit that on
proper admissions and promotions of pupils would depend
the general efficlency and reputation of a school but it
was in these vital metters that the petitioner was found
to be most Wanting. Charges VI, VIII to XTIT and XV and
the petitioner's explanation would fully bear out this

conclusion.

Cherge VI:- The petitioner is making a deliberatgly
ralse statement when he states that "the final ppfmotion W
1?st must have been produced by the then Headmaster,

- Ts b Q silampatty, into whose hands it was
| Boarddhéghtzghggiitgoéer geforé he left Sholavandan on
/ placeferyn “Tpis is the first time the petitioner has
transl o,



difficulty should arise in the 5
Tixed as even the identity of thegg applicants would

8t least in these cases the petit s h
. ; bl r S
they are not the guardians of the gﬁgils a
to accept the applications, 14
did not think it a serious Violation of P

de this statement. The petitioner knows it to be t

%Zgg no promotion 1ist was ever handed over by him tghfhfact
headmaster from Usilampatti who relieved him and_?hat e
promotion list was traceable upto-date from the fileg ﬂg
school. The only copies of the list thatsbecame avai\ob the
were those obtained from the clerk of the school and 32 le
the District Educational Officer, lMadura. The referg rom

a "good rough" of the 1list (whatever that might mean) g: to

meaningless. 5

The copy of the first list of promotions (contain;
nemes of pupils detained with their marks in the vari. n€ the
subjects) duly bearing the full signature of the peti ?s
as Headmaster and the copy of the fipnal list stating y1oner
the pupils except two (one dead and the other who haq 18t all
term days) have passed which also bears the full Signa20
of the petitioner were prodgced by the clerk and are e,ure
They appear to be exact copies of the lists prepareq oﬁclOSed_
two occasions and put up on the notice board of the Se the
These must be the copies intended for the office of thhool,
Headmaster and taken away by the clerk for his own ygoS
another copy of each of these lists must have been ine or
school but not produced by the petitioner Wantonly whe, B® _
FOE. e Called

Charge VIII:- The point to be explained repsrgi

admission of 5. Baluchami is how he was admittgd iénfh ne

form in 1945 while he had left that very School while o, S€Cond

in Class V by taking a transfer certificate in 1943 SEudyj_n

not a case of "private study" and no tuitigp certific Tgis wag

have been accepted even 1f one had actually peep, proaucs Should

transfer cgrgéflg;tghgfeggiepup%l Was produced fropm t§°§d- The

records an e Safely b e

been deliberately suppressed tg fagilftggzsg?:dagﬁggs;t 522001
on”s

the II Form without reference t, . LS ad
Of?icer - Please see M.E.R, 3p, the District ﬁ.ducationa into

:- The petitig
Charge IX: D DeTr declares ip e i ;
charge that he knew for a certainty that adgggggg;gnrgl”h.this

to passed E.S.L.C'S Were mgq thi

Sa7Ceo S e o maet, s Foud TR Sl
This was a hlg?lg ; OSEPIgr Drocedure to follow and an;tificates°"
iR BoN8 0.0 fetﬁ lbl%it would have chosen to wait A62dmaster
THEL prpduct on O e e o 15 et RN TSR L o
"assertions” of interestedq ,p, anxious parents . in the

. Charece }.{ .:- The petiti()ner, . §
LsradiosEloticy o wiics G2 oxplemition, Tor 1t toy, oo
explanations regardlgg the Other charges against him. ﬁ}th his

Whore 1. B.R. 5 Ef:elérﬁgtoi Of Public Instruction are pg SPecial
: i « e effect that the 19

oG for dntasions ShonlddfPue -0 only by the ;areﬁscgpplica’

guardians, These applicationg are basic records and shoy, o
}d not

be accepted if signed by all Persons and sundry for, if s

4 11ity can? t
ture, responsibility ¢ Lﬁodoggt.

Teazchers have signed theg . ns in many cCasg
> appilcatiguld have KHOWn'ihSEd

nd therefore re
t that the petitf 2oed

edur joner
roc e though ior 2

is eviden
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~1in his explanation to this charge.

o~

g Q

Charge XI:- The explanation is pointless as it only repeats
that he admitted everybody as he had full discretion to do so.
The facts furnished in the charges will speak for themselves.

In spite of the fact that there was great difficulty in the
matter of accommodation, the petitioner was persistently
demanding the opening of new sections only to admit all sorts
of pupils indiscriminately into the lower classes. Additional
sections are sanctioned only at the instance of the Headmaster
and the management does not thrust sections on any school
without their being asked for on the basis of the number of
pupils reported to have been tested and waiting for admissiong.

Charge XIT:- The petitioner has been contradicting himself
His statement that "there
were no two lists" is equivocal, It must mean there was only
one list put up but he argues that no lists were put up at all
and.the Selections were announced through a circular to the
PUPils or merely orally brosdcast. In his statement dated
0-9-45, the petitioner said that he found eight pupils unfit
for selection ang "told" them so on the 4th January 1945. In
vhat particular manner the boys were "told" about this is not
syplained, The fact remains however that between 4th and
%th %apuary 1945,.eight pupils were put to the necessity of
frotf llng.the assistants, etc. and. by all means, fair and
OUl, trying to get selection.

i LSt of the pupils of VI Form and the marks obtained by
% the selection (half-yearly) examination is enclosed.

avo%§2§§§§#§lll_§29_zlz:- It is a fact that the petitioner
examig tPIOduction of the answer papers of the selection

he stai 5 a=tn 6-9-45, when these were asked to be produced,
the sched t&at he did not "think the answer papers were in

to the ol If they had been sold privately with a_view"
et b Proceeds being used for "miscellaneous expenditure",

a act coulgd have been proved from records. There must be
acgounts  ror: 1t as! theselars s papers could not become the
private property of tne Headmaster to do whatever he pleased
With'themg' He knows that paper is supplied by the board and,
lastructions or pno instructions, the answer papers should be
properly accounted fOI‘. 9 X

of gge %Cti°“ of the petitioner in remitting a paltry sum
-BeREc0 lon 31-10-45 being the proceeds of a private sale

iy . A
O he ansuer Papers concluded as early as 4-2-45 confirms

the abs .
6-9-45,enc: of bonafides in this matter. At the emquiry on

obviously nopetitioner-never referred to this sale for

sSuec £ would appear
to be Wholly fidgi:?égshad taken place. This sale 0

gﬁgi EHXY;_ . This ig the most serious of all the charges
5gal s Petl loner ang it will be seen plainly that, by
his conduet in connection with the common examinations to
which the charge relates, ng proved hjmself unfit for the
responsible post of Headmaster of a high school., What 1s
worse is that he is unrepentant and would not admit that he
was in the wrong,

There'was ho meeting or conference of teachers in t@e year
in question for settling the question of annual promotions
though the petitioner sdmits that this is a departure from the
practise of the previous years. The petitioner asserts that

it 18 DOV necessary to consult the teachers in the matter of

Derson admittedly inclined to accepting t this 1
!‘ e
annual promotions and thet some "understanding is reached"

Wes positively dangerous and liekaiy to 1eed O trouble ther on

With regsrd to dates of birth of pupils et Ci }
J‘
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| 1 regarding this important matter "before the school closes ﬁ
l ~ or during or immediately before the examination," 3

The petitioner states that he entrusted the work of
promotions to an assistant and that the latter duly submitted 7
3 his recommendations which however were not "available readily"
at the enquiry and have not been made available up-to-date, J

tion results on lst June 1945 on the notice board but he would
‘ call it a "tentative list" which he simply "communicated" to
; § the pupils (whatever that might mean) or "perhaps pasted op
to the notice board."” He admits that this "tentative 1ist
{ | . might also have been the final list" if he had not recalleg
i - it and issued a revised one. The petitioner thus admits havip
put up two lists. This could have been done only betweep the 2 ‘
5‘ early hours of 1lst June and the fore-noon of 4th June though
the petitioner would have us believe that the two listg Were
‘ put up within an interval of a few hours on the 1lst June

itegelf,

( : The petitioner admits having put up the common examing. ° ;;

He states that this second and final announcement of !
promotions did not contain names and simply stated that ajj Y
pupils of every class or form who had attended the examing. *

|

e S

tions had passed and that it was only a copy of this announc
ment that was communicated to the District Zducationa] Off3 o3
L copy of the promotion lists obtained from the Distriet cer,

| Educational Officer, Madura and bearing his seal dateq 4th 1

! June 1945 is sent herewith. This is a detailed list gipyip i
the names of all pupils by class and form promoted that e % . &
The date of approval of the lists and of its despatep isy 2t 11
of course 1-6-45 though it has taken full three days fqp it ‘
to reach Madura, only 13 miles from sholavendan,

District Educational Officer the principles on which the

promotions had been made though in previous years he had done

so, It is seen that the District EZEducational Officer directeq

him to explain these -wholesale promotions in his No, 12/45

dated 10-6-45 and a reply was sent to him on 7th July 1945

But strangely enough, the connected files of both the Boarg

High School and the office of the District idudational Officer

are not traceable. It is not known what explanation was fl
offered by the petitioner and whether it was accepted by the !
District Educational Officer. . w

The petitioner admits thet he did not communicate to tpe ?
]
|
i

{‘ |

The only explanation offered by the petitioner is ‘\
was busy with "marriage activities" in his house apd haghatthe g
“"sufficient leisure to meet the pressure for promotions ng
satisfy the people With records regarding progress. ete )

But he does nOttiﬁg%:éﬂighz fle interested himself ip this matter
after having en O an assigtant ;i i i
g 1n view of his other

a ing tie A
educational 13§t§§“§§§f5 lie condenng the common examination
gygtegyigezoﬁas e Vorkiggogdary schools in this distriet,
pase . ~OT the last ten years but, according

] etitioner, 1t "fg13 e ; ik
§§ ﬁgﬁeﬁs to "wild abugeg" 10to dbsrepute in 1944 and 1945, " ;

and to g ;
- : Conference p . “0 8 resolution of the
Headmaster's “on eld in Septe i
the scrapping of these eXaminatiogs,mber 1945 which recommended |

‘to a farce: If common examinations T

-
D o=
'4 Y \
'r\\.\:?
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%
w >
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For a person of the petitioner's type, all examinations
are a nuisance and at the hands of teachers and headmasters
of this type, examinations will always be a farce. If they
Were school examinations instead of common examinations,
it would have been easier still for iﬁesenmen to reduce them

“whieh all the schools
have a part can be spoilt, school examinations depending
on the whims and fancies of the staff of one single insti-
tution presided over by a Headmaster like the petitioner
should be easier to abuse. But even then there should be
some failures and not all the pupils could expect to pass.

This was a first-rate scandal, even if the probable motives
are ignored, and the petitioner brought on himself and the
board of which he is a servant the ridicule of the public;
and by the explanation offered by him for such outrageous
conduct, he has only afforded the strongest proof of his
unsuitability for the posty of Headmaster of a high school.

It was not surprising therefore that the unsatisfactory
condition of this high school occasioned the following
remarks by the Distriet Educational Officer and the
Divisional Inspector of Schools :-

" All the pupils studying in 1944-45 were promoted
to the next higher forms for 1945-46. No -
definite principles were followed. The explana-
tion of the Headmaster(Sri V.N. Ramaswami
Ayvangar) may be o btained and action taken .
X-x-%X- There is laxity in admissions from
private study." "

The Distriect Educaticnal Officer.

" A1l the pupils attending the 'school are reported
to be promoted., Laxity in admissions from
private study is also reported. Explanation
is needed why recognition of this school should
not be withdrawn."

The Divisional Inspector of Schools.

This appeal should have been preferred within two
months of the date of issue of the orders compleined of
but it has actually been preferred three months after
that date. The petition is belated.

{ _In the light of the facts explained above, it was
|positively against the public interest to keept the
\petitioner in the responsible post of headmaster of a
|high school and he was rightly reverted to the post of
'assistant instead of being dismissed or removed from
|service outright. This petition of appeal ef by Sri

]V.N. Remaswami Ayyangar therefore deserves to be rejected.

ML\%, \mﬂ&m/z»§=%~~f o

PRESIDENT , DISTRICT BOARD,
MADURA
N.N, 17-10-48, MADURA.,
AV
“y\w
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List of records sent ‘as enc@s%res to Ref.,A.2,
46

No. 16733-46 dated 2|S$tOctober of the Pres:Ldent 27
District Board, Madura (not to be returned) f

LMt
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Madras (i AAe,QmM,%LtdA
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1. Appeal petition dated 9-9-46 preferred by Sri V.N. |1 Paau;
Ramaswami Ayyangar, B,A.L.T,

President, Distrlct Board containing the charges
1 Gk, ™, framed agalnst Sri V.N, Ramaswami Ayyangar.

-(‘l LY

2. Proceedings Ref., A.2. 6493-45 dated 7-1-46 of the } e

"yearly examination held in December 1944 of the
$ /Board High ©chool, Sholavandan,

/ CL‘ J.,g l)-mmo oao«u‘l‘ o 7. V. Ra.\mueh»J du.a_a. § v .
BALEST ‘

& -
T]EH&S) tatement of marks of VI Form pupils at the half } e T
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Procaed ings of the Fresident i!:intriet; board, Yadure.

Hame: nri w,P,A, boundrapand ian, Xef, 2.2, Ng, 84935/46
, dated %th Janusry 1948,

subt Establishment - Hdusetlon - Yecondary - &ﬂ 1, samasvami
e ~, lyengar, Headmaster, voard uigh Behool, Usllampatty -
- oharges framed and explanstion ealled for.
- o a L 9 A .
“he undermentioned oharses are framed agalnst Sri v,N, |
Hemaswam). lyenger, Headmaster, board High “ehool, Usilampatii ‘
(formerly of the board High Secheoel, ©holsvendsn) who will
submit = written statemeant of his defence in respset ©f the
charges Within ten dmys and also state if hLe wil‘h‘ptth?' be heard
in pevdon. + A 1ist of witnesses (with their eddresses) who have to
ba .oml,gxba for his defence may also bs furnished, .
e R L |
(A} Irregularities in advinistratiocn snd maintensnce of
2, ' , registers and acoountsl-

I. reos uzlxot collected under Fule 38 of the Hadras Sducstional
88, |

_ A transfer certifioate Mo, 81 dated 26-8-40 was issued to
», Balesubramenian with entries therein regarding his promotion.
But s see:n from the attendance register, this pupil hee studied
in Form IIY and abtended School Trom 18-6-48 to 15-6-45., Uehool
foe of K8, 13-12.0 for ths Long Yerm of 1945.48 has not been
clalmed and ¢elleeted Ly the Jeadmaster before issue of transfer
cartificate under mule 78 of the iladras sducstional Hules,

'I:" The Headmanter did not note in the LHI FIL APHINIR .the demand
.7 ..9f sohool Pees-in respect of pupils who have put ia ettosdance
o . .48 detalled bolowi- . FREL ¥
(a) Uases for 1944.45,

gk oy : A | 3 : B | e ¢} - gy !
.—-—---u?g.;.,‘J-4;,,--‘."““3,.‘,’;-5.‘.‘“&““0ﬁb-*dwr-—n-m~-bduﬂ-nﬁ‘&u—n“a—wﬁ-“
V4 oyl - ol

a P T T e

mn, Ham il. orm or atte wi - due omitted to

PTRLERE S o S M Pl elags.  month and ‘be brougit to
(o atatnapiaan. ety e date, 3] :aooo'ngt.

. = .. L

II rorm ©hors Term 44.4% Arpear fee i§.9-12
collected on
5-7.4%5, Fine on the

first instalment

1. 2336 b, Veorasami

st Bl tn s, 20T

A0 ate b dor - ’ flue. not colleeted,
[, 2s 199 1 78, Netarajan II Form Loag Term 4445 o 20
: | ay J & June 1944, is12 O
=Ha R - " 29th and S0th, . -
| =, 2000 't, Rajappan (lags ¥ Lonz Term 44.45 . e
BT o aoon W S i et &
, 2082 " ya i34 A @ Term -
\| £ i C g, Dorairal sy |~ Aong -e 43 -
’{ N .“;ﬁr"’ifxgms b 7'”“, = i 10844, 30.8~04 6 4 0
\ 6. RO25 . ¥, Veerappmnn ry IV, Short Torm ¢4.48
e AR LR T . 1 4.1..451‘ 8.1.48 313 0o
(, 7. 1761 U, Gurusami " 1 Porminl ﬂ:u;t u:a-z«.m ‘
h 8. 204¢ P, Pltemmg cyees Via) Short Term 4d.an -
i .. i Minl Ve 18148 e o
Il 9, 2088 = MP.5. Ssmlduret AL ey Bhort Yerm 44.43
R T 0 el e 20~ 14164 $12 o
i wﬁﬂ~u¢~f~&;@§§_uerﬁnfﬂdr?ﬁ*bﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂf§0»nnadu&u-&,bbﬂ_-“‘_‘“_“
: m g ; ‘f ‘m ‘% mn' h“ ﬁ't bQ‘n I‘Q 3o ek ""Q\b‘wuﬁ-ﬁnnu--‘“‘

1o the attendanee and admiss ion registers o Eiign
and the smount noted aa due from each hag n},:;nbt“ R0f=na ymont
Term Foo Hegister, These amounts 8hold be sen




| ¢ nroughout,. This lep

runds, ' | |
(v) Cases for 1945.46, !
1 vt : : l
1. 1928 T. Yelu Clese ¥, Long Yerm 8 4 o
i 4 . ! 28 and 29-8.45. , |

: nak, # o ; .

ﬂ‘_@.‘ 16%/;51& - 00t ‘mgﬁy \

This pupil who was enjofying helf fes cnncassio;
_:2 during 1942-47 es per.meﬁ{gm orders Of’tmmﬁgﬁmgnQWBr BJRLR,
oard in his D,0ia Yo, 8%81/42 dated 12.8.47 yms ,.,,.,omd*'- iatrlet
rolle for son-payuent of 8chool:fees on 28-7-43, Ha yag from the
(Revadnission flo, boing 18R4/1880) 8arly in 19£3.44 on -‘Mm"ﬂduttoa‘
and De was allowed renewal of half f£20 concessisn by the o 5-1043
with the sanetion of the President, uistriet soard in hi Hesdmaster
15076/43 dated 2W.9-1943 .. She oy hns ramained in she e s 18
for morye than one vaar and the Heednaster's sectinn in ;""‘“9 Plase
fee condesnion for the pupil 1n vicletion of rule o8 {, vine secupes
Wedres sducational Rales is iwvepular, SNE, &1 1) of the

: '...:" e JGKW
1l - Form Vi . Admiesion

IVe The Tleadmaster mads -unauﬁm}ized changes fg

of the following punils in the Admisaion "ﬁem,t‘” dates 5¢ birth

T Of the motinoy,

The entriesg yralatiae to ﬂnﬂi of i ZHr g
heve beer meddled vwhith withous ’ggﬁ horit,y?h a4 Yha fﬂl,ou_an(t Pupile
| linme of \ :

pupil, - 4

I« 142/170% 7. Venk4% arazan
a 503 ‘e Monagpe 4

v “a Bupdarvam 24 .9, T 1 | I '
4, 982/859 £y ff'ha.ndgﬂm A »%.j:%;’.f‘ém . ghlmggg »

The original sntries in regard to the date of 12 100y, -
and-3 have beun_ohesxed withthe f1le contnling wuerih,Of Now, 1
A 38 100 | pupilia” predu AN T Ann _ .

found 46 be ¢orrest. 4 Q' M bt ey “!‘? or ﬂﬁmia‘éﬁgxﬁ'g&
igﬁi::ﬁgﬁ ﬁrr?:;"ﬁ‘i:”;{'ﬁ" 2 788 not Dendiees Priity '
| : 8 not | Y e nnan i  AOP gy .
in the.songected files. . .. .. . Bl‘?z_" ln the ﬂhprq_ﬁrh“‘-;;:ghntign

e

S Adan,

No. How ‘ Ariginny

Y.

1 15.7-1919 A
Alo7ogesy, 1 Mer.1gm

qnﬁﬁthori.ed
®hanges,

Vs ©oehool fess collseted from Itm o1

eatered and asconnted for in the waily Yes ol :

at the close of the fay to whieh the ep) Sope 1‘mee‘tzicm Reglotep
; - T * A Na

Adun, Hane of eemlfée

“Hoy pupil.‘ [ AeseipRiNe, Amgypg :fgtga:r Vate o

1848 D, Srinivesagen 2019, |
“ae Toet that £30 Guount .
sseaped notice and msf:::g § 2Lloatod ay 4y, ahg ~
on J4=8-1984 wion this was Ags, ht 4o “Un i1y e Ve reseipts |
Henimuster alyeady but th, s e o8 g ar!";' °* Yolleot inn Heptster®
sonsidered s, detaultars op sob P18 ?boulﬁmh:t'f‘.d"”ﬁh‘o elark end
s aiong WAtH Gty oan < 208 AN0 Antomat )ty PPORy {0 the meanwhil
DO fonal Wules by the oD 107 Mgy op JI0ALY. *8tnved from the
nemey of thens puplle ,hu:ng of Jung y04q. TO20 90 :3 of the Had: o
ropulay ‘;: 9Dt on 1y z.i{."“f’ﬁ::“. of doing s, the, .
esve pf mi!apy?m% of ;ﬁ“m rOBs 4o p .Qmﬂ ropister
bt ccaeundthriggmon b e, [ b e i B N M g
w;r:mmgxneggunm i,niu 8 eonmeoyt 1y 00 Bhove. fae l’;h h:”;:ﬁidh
4] 9 ; 8 . 7 Y’ ‘ ’ | ! 5 2N ‘._*;,iw~ .
only from tires puplls in g i G etinx tmm'.&f}}f’:&" gt
AT MR Y Avsanain ive Feon inV

10,0 aieM  nale g

156044 . 14-Bed4

i AR IS e vt

B e e T L TR

- {4v) 18-6-45

L4 17.B-1085

g

; Y%  Hes, being 3701, '5702, and 3703 the ,récei{;t number of the ebove

K..Raj being 3702.

VI, .'zheili;‘admaater did not preduce at the preliminary enquiry
the Annual Promotion list for verfication of the” fee.concessions

Y A

granted. to pupils as requirediunder dule 92 {a) (i) of the
ladres’ “duent ional Hules. RAD [ T T
1 T X B0 b are ' ’

VI'I:. ‘Lh; ;iéadmastér was not prompt in the remitﬁan;e‘of fees
"7eollected by him and that' large cash baslances were with him
- pending remittahce on the dates’ specdified belowda’ n 10 7
P R T A Bt e f iesnd cluont OF Nt Fs ]
"o Amount remitted

4

R e
“ Amounto )

U T i gl a0 B b ¢ )

1) vate, o 1w/

~ collection. collected. -~ ‘with date, !
T R  83-10-0 U, Fees. 7-0-0 ) 14-6-44
14-6-44 b)) 22 (8e00L L1 LAy, 520-0 )

B =440 Bgl T To YD @ 691-»’& ool - w Fees  128%7-0-0)1 _
16~6-44 633.10=0 |« LA, o S820-0) 21-6-44
1‘9;6.:.&4 JEHT L SR el L ichool,, 1713-4-0 20-6-44

“Cash Ao Dagiad

Ad previohs bekeses)

~patanee o LY b noLde M 0MR0R T T odRleanes L
‘mianfilITas . THIre e —————emem—- i | emmemesa-
Total 2086-2-#9 1. 0 2086.2-9 .

- e 90 o o am oo S - emen on SR S Es e
. . :

(I AR AL 1 TATT e B IR TR S, T oanT GRS T - -0
g o BERL0RE f ooy . fo BRI O O noland » H 3w
Al 6 143000 Inunl B ERRER]IQ Bl 10, V-olux vd Hezlina
LT B vy LBSOr AR N ol He 1l vl atl_dskdw %o -~
1 s £ "_” ke (1 "‘ i Lq&‘-’r—-.,.
Y g i anl Thmiyt ¥ o

220 0 0 15-1-45,

‘870 6 0 .ﬁ.l‘ecsw
0 15-1-45,

) 269 14 0 School fees ' 969 10
% 20 Cssh walenece '~ ' o

~on hand t 0 8 6 (Games Toes) 10186
o 14 )] i1 aal mmmmemm—— 0 e e ———
40y ntelilal akd 2ehno Bt et v IpLlooAgINGCY (%
, r*%&é]-, Hernnts | nd F Bl e Gl b,
oo mol 18 0, Fees: o - 186 (O 15-6-45
| Am B 0 LA, fees | 7. 0.0 ’s

(141) 9-1-1945
ST 010-1-1945
11-1-1945
Previous eash balance

07 14«6=-4501 |

Add wale proceesds 'of wit nl fud Gl Sehoolhfees ! €360 0 *"
gaiies. artieles cli~[olv A9 20D 3 Uash belance 0 4 F

, tod) 2R0r-H- 0 a0 ) Lol oo e & 8
~ I; 103 - "L"Lwﬂ%‘ﬂ _A: <- W g v W e b . ;'.wg*'r“m,
' {w) Previousvbakanoe ' v/ @ % pooa ol a0 Ielosan ‘
r DL 1581948 100 0Ld 810 4,70 School fees B899 11 10 ' 18.8-45
© 16a819460 /¢ 7 88 4. 0 Cash balanee -
B e Wi lewed T ool B W
P OBIMAUEAD Cabel  nd Re ol
IR L T
.w“.,‘ ~ rl’w‘ln“‘ ) "et"‘.-\'
iy Mk an S S TR R R
(vi) A huge sum of Ks, 1,138-4.0 minus He, 19/- el 1,119d-0
collected on 1944 17-7+1044 has been ¥apt on Hend for W week
and reiitted on 24.7-1944 dn chelan Mo, 409 on 2¢.7.1944,

y ‘r"\“ i

T

1} ; o v B 9 e

if {vit) The 'Mlmg are instances In which larre amcunts
eollectdd wach day were nut remitted the very next day into
the treasury, .
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Proceedinzs of the President, Digtrict Board, Hédura.
Name: Sri «.F.A, Soundrapandian, Ref, 4,2, 5493/
dated 9th June 1946, @ :
Subject:~ Sstablishment - Secondary Zducation - Charges
against ori V,N, Kemaswami Iyengar, Hesdmaster,

Board High School, Sholavandan (now et Usilampatti)
Orders passed, A

At the beginaing of the school yesr 1945-46(i.s,) just
after the sciool had re-opensd after the summer vacation, 8
information reé'ached the President that the administration of
the board High OChOletﬂuﬂavandan hed seriomsly deteriorated.
t'he clerk and certain "assistants of the school and even the
peon were reported to be exercising a baneful but powerful
influence over the deadmsster who was either so weak that he
could not effectively check them or for certein ressons wes
disposed to allow them a free hand in metters which the Hesdmsster
was alone competent to sttend to and for which he was alone
responsible under the rules. In the selection of pupils for g
the 5,5.L.0. exanination of 1945 and in the snnual promotion
of pupils in June 1945 and in the admission of pupils into the
varicus classes end forms seversl irregularitics were committed
and in the general confusion caused by the lack of control by
the Headmaster, the clerk and certain assistants fourd thddr
opportunity for deceiving the pupils and their parents and
taking money from them under the pretext of helping them in
varioms WaysS. -

L'here Was a strong rumour that eight oupils of VI Forp
had first bqen informed that they would not be sent un for the
Public 4xemination but later unceremoniously sent up ss g
result of pressure from the clerk of the school, =“imilarly,
there were tWo 1ists of annual promotions and during the
interval between.the publication of the two lists and during
the summer vqcatlon that preceded the annogncemsnt of bdromotiong, !
there was snid to be geool deal of bargaining between the clerk
and certain assistants on.the one hend and the pubils on the
other: Finally every pupil without exception in every class
and form from the lowest to the highest was promoted. Ihge
admissions Of pupils that year were also an outright Sscandal
and pupils not found £it for the tests conducted by the Headmaster
and assistants were admitted into classes and forms even higher
than those into which they had sought admiss lon.

Yhough the pnublic of ©holavendan wers fully aware of these
- atrocities and admitted their truth in a general way and even
complained about them, they were not willing to come out boldly
and assist the authorities in mscertaining the facts, It wag
only with very great difficulty that this office was able to
gather certain facts, ‘Uhe facts so gethered are no doubt only
a very small part of whieh had really teken place but not
brought to light ag g Tesult of the threats of the Servants
affected who are saiq tq pave been going gbout teliing people
that complaints of corrupt jon would recoll ageinst themselves
and involve them in nro D tions. Lhese sa;gaqts are. also known
to have appealed tq bubi?cu smpat hy where threats would not
succeed. In epite op 1riC SVTR Y racts did come £o the notige

of this office ang 1t certallt T2% cessary In the publie

interest to take Su%ﬁﬁgg: cggiigezzainst the servants involved,
: seti :
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nis Qrilecers, 17 on the other hsand t ha
at ell at t

Three teachers were transferred and charges were framed
against one of them, - The clerk of the school and: the vpeon
wers placed under suspension but later permitted to rejoin
duty as the investigation and enquiry were taking up a ecood
deal of time . Charges were also framed against Sri VN
Remaswami Ayyangar, Headmaster who was also transferred..

) “hese proceedings relate solely to the Headmaster's: part
in the-schools mzladministration narrated-beabove

Bigpieen.charges were framed against thée Headmaster and
his explanation and the findings thereon are as follows:-

Charze llo, 1:- The Headmaster contends +! i
/08T . : _ 1at the ent
resPonglolllty.for the improper issue of transfer certificggis
aad failure to collect the fees and other amounts due to thev
sehool must rest on the clerk of the sechool.

Though the clerk's share of responsibility i
. 5 gy - s I g s not smalil.
;ﬁ i?ghimatti?sé,}t 1$tthe Headmaster as the heag of tge S
stitution that is ultimately responsib » : :
| and its President for all finy L ble to the distriet board

Charge No, II:- The Headmaster state i
ugder three heads viz.,i(a? teaching (b suozrggggnglshgoik ialls
his assistants and (¢) General correspondence -and administgrﬁiOf
and that '§¢ Headmaster with a lively sense of his duties ca 4
have_anythl?g‘more than an hour or two to devote to his o fqnpot
rout}ne work if hg is to do justice to the duties that (a ;caal
(b) lmpose uped him.” He states that it would be "pfactic 1n
im90531ple for a headmaster to aim at perfection in the really

of clerical work, unless he had the good luck to posses i
dutiful, energetic and keenly loval clerk" and thet bt

i ni ; unfor
l}f:LS clerk fell ;‘ar short of his expectations. The 1'1ead;ag€g§tel3r
winds up by saying that the clerk should make good the e

it was the result of his inefficiency.

The Headmester's explanation is not acce
responsible equally for the work under all the thgggbizéds
mentioned by him and he would not be justified. in sacrificin
any one -of them for the sake of any other. He must have at %e at
aimed at perfection in all the three aspects of his work and i%
he had really done so, there would not have been such gross
imperfection in all the three branchss: of his work,

He was

o

Charge No, III:- (will be dropped)

Charge llo, IV :-~ The Heddmaster's explanation is

acceptable, “hese unsfuthorized chances could have been not fully

his regime as much as in eny previous one, A Headmaster 3
ezp90u§d to check t;ese registers off and on and néfn ; }S o

and bring them to the notice of the authorities for « TECJ defects
action being taken thereon, ¥ g +OT' sultable

(W111_not be pressed)
Charge o, VI :. “he annual prom t 10oi i
nénord -0l must have baen inithe SChéﬁ;noJloﬂ list is an imoortant

s : y L along wit}
Lhe Headmaster's explanation that ag thecc?:%u”ltﬂ other records.,

he was not able to get at it 1is net acceptable "a% uesT ‘suspensiag
AL ; 3
able,

‘i(' o W + 3 ,,,‘L 1
his record was ultimetely progueeq b

suspension from smong his own DAPers ang pat 7 the clerk under
said to be traceable in the school, whgs"ié even a copy of it was
there was a complaint that the Headmastap . not believable. &8

promotions it wes at least of temporasp: Dad put un two 1lists of

this record from nerdusal t h Pm 2
yhis record from perfusel by the *Tesldent, Uigtriect Bosrd and
CRIE & et Bl ge i

~ i -

ancial and administrative drreszularities

1 made durine

V 2dvantase tn nim to withhold

thet time or subse . e record wss not in the school
Lhev vime or subseouently, It only goes to prove the utter

Ny

- ,

B

and pinishment. <“he deadmaster's statement at the personal hearing

‘held on 8-4-46 that the copy of the 1ligt shown to him wes the only

copy evertaken of the list and wes put up on the notice board
without keeping another cony for the office file is evidently an
afterthought and entitled to no consideration.

Cherge Mo, VII:- The explanation of the Headmester for all
its elaborsteness is most unconvincing. <ule 12 of the rules
relating to feceipts and “xpenditure of-Yistrict Spgrds-and the
proviso thereunder must have been strictly .observed and no exscuses
of any kind can be put forth by the Headmaster er accepted by the
distriet board, Lraffic’ congestion onhhe railway and difficulty
in securing tickets have been known to exist ever since the
comiencement of the war and still exists though the war is over and
would not justify repeated delays in the remittance of largs amount s
into the treassury. <‘he Headmaster's personsl attention should have
been paid to this importsnt metter and delays in remittences and
remittances of part of fee collections on hand should have been
scrupulously avoided. There were two see=z peons in the school
becides a clerical sttender and the clerk and any one of these could
have been employed regularly for takinz the school collections to the
treasury in conformity with the rules,

Charee Lo, VIII:~ This is a case of admission of an ex-opupil
of the schocl Who had Gaken out a transfer certificate and left the
school two years beck being readmitted into a higher class in the
same school as a private pupil after the usual test. The Headmesster
contends not only that he did not know that the npupil in cuestion was
an ex-pupil but that he is not bound to meke any enguiry and may
rely on statements made to him by the pupil and straightway admit him.
He states that in this case he took a tuition certificate from the
pupil but it is not how available for perusal and instead there is &
transfer certificate issued to the pupil in 1943 when he left the

S5th clags.

Tt is clear thst the Hesdmaster did not take even ordinary
care to prevent such admissions and his explanation betrays a sense
of utter indiffersnce to such metters., If pupils and possibly the
clerk conspire to deceive the Headmaster, it would appeer thst the
Headmaster will esllow them to do so and do nothing to ver ify the
correctness of such admissions at least subsecuently and at leisure.
Tf such & verification had been made in this case, the fact of a
transfer certif icate having Peen issued to the pupil could heve been
detected. '‘hat such detection is vossible has been shown in this
same case. <Lhe esdmaster cannot be sbsolved of blame in such matters
for as head of the institution he is responsible to the distriect
board and its president for efficient school administretion. e
would have done well to have allowed his assistsnts tdhelp him in this

important task of admissions and not left it practically in the hands
of the elerk,

Charge No. IX :- (a) “he Headmaster's explanation is wery
unsatisfactory. 1ie had no business to admit pupils into any class or
form ‘'on trust'. He should have insisted on the production of all
the necessary certificates before admitting them whatever the pressure
brought on him and from whichever quarter.

Having issued a receipt for the fees etc., paid by the
pupil in question and made an entry in the Yally School fee hegister
the Hesdmaster should not have cancelled the receipt and repaid the
gmount informally. <The amount should have besn remitted into the
treasury aad a refund applied for, :

pen the Hesdmaster wes prevared to sdmit the pupil on
(R TAL |3 " 2 ; 2 S 1:{" = iS- ,;‘ }’lq ‘:e ’\:v.Yp,S e S X i}“ﬁk"‘-‘h\;
prust izbo IV Poris 1% i SHERElc il DR UREH BRI
smitted only into 11 form and not ILI though on thet very day
adiiv Ly

. owaislable in IIT Yorm, Lhe Jes@master really
there was a seal gvelalable 1B Lii SOLH. e € k



undersigned is aware thet certain Headmaster/s and assistants
would 1ike to have this common examination system abolis;é&
and they know why they desire 1it, A gystem by which, however
roughly, the comparative merits of teachers can be eésessed\
by the results of a common examinagtion conducted onﬁthe bas3°
of common text books and common syllabuses is not likely ﬁo‘ﬁe
relished by a secticn of the teechers. In any case it is urté
Headmasters and their ascistants to make this system as i
successful as possible and no Headmaster who values his

- reputation Will dare to condemn this examination and besides
: b

"1
[

[.'
Ly

&
v

towthe peon, he was simply asked to ke
orders and not paste it on to the noti
according to the Headmagter an ﬂcfwo: ind

’ = CLil 2l J 4 R4

up

t

1o o e “el 1
sgure of himself and knew y
matter.

o2 4
(S

that. not two ho
between the pub
nromot ions. :
by the Jistriet LSduecat lon
onn reeord two lists

(2]

just@fy ;is‘segtion in totelly ignoring the results of the
examination and promoting everybody to the next higher class
or form. .o other Headmaster of a board -

e OTMs . a i school has

jn this districts - SEe Lo E0

It appears that the Yistrict LZducational Officer
called for the Headmaster's explanation for this phenomenal
conduct and some explanation was offered but the éonﬁec% a
papers are not forthecoming from either the hinh,school e-t
Uistrict %ducational Officer. rhe inference Es'obvin s?r b
somebody is interested in suppressing theh. o

It is amusing that this Headmest
3 1} g 3 nis Headmester who has f
attacked the common examination system should suﬁtagzufihgiggzi{y

clgimb down and state that he "would not have had the boldness

to do ¥it and incur the wrath of the organiesrs, however, rishteous
b =

might have been the cause; but with the sbrain mountine by

(his) own domestic Worries and the persistent impeachment of the

common exeminations scheme snd its cond th
‘ @) e 3 nduct by e pare d
- o4 v {9} nts an
pl.lplls made (l’llm) ta.;:n a step which (he) congsidered certa inly
righteous and hence ;.ust ifiable.” Yrhis is pure bat hos ' .
o z S - ' : -

: _ 1t is a fact, that he had a marrisge t 8

in his house on Zlst “ay 1945 and along ﬁithoige 25132£Z§ed
some smaller celebrations. Lhe rumour goes thné these ’
circumstances were availed of by pupils eand nafentg-;nd t h
school clerk =nd certain assistants to please the Headm ste

by helping him to have the domestic festivities condﬁcl:dle?
all faecilities. (Charges framed against the clerk anduoqewégh

the assistants Sri V, Narsyana Hao sre being dealt with separatelyl
T v MO LU LY

'he Headmaster is reported to have told the pub i
explanation of this unprecedented event in the éiiagg ﬁijtgg
Board High School, Sholavandan. viz., promotion of every pupil
from the lowest class to the highest form (barring vI Horm)
thet he had done so-to celebrate the victory of the Unitea
listions in a fitting manner, "5 '

‘b ) ,.:.'h,e l‘&ecl\lfﬂdgter dOP,S 7 [l, w !r l S a t
4 i * nOt den‘, ‘3 £2 .E; '!Qd " no
uubl l RS S "- E : (9] } .(5 l S ‘ q i r" t t : --V(. 4
S d 9 ‘t“ O l l v s OJ.. prOJ_LOt l L s 9 LiEg 8 O (‘i s:,:\/ i S "(lg ’ t }'lﬂ

interval betwsen the igsue of these 1list
2 Lo U

and not days. S Was only a few hours

“e adds that when the first 1ist Was hended ove

eny it end wait for
ce board, T

leadmaster does 1ot explain why noard, But the

at a1l and if fresh orders v

P ST ; Uers Were ne
inmdra g » did I ekl Necesgsary Y o :

he Headmaster 41d not keep the 1ist with hi”221?avef%? gl

v s, LSSl until h@ was

(ni '? K .
Going finally in the

1

hat ‘he intended

PSR

''he explans

\+
=
2 O
=3
C ..
w
L]

v notice, - LFhers ,
- urs but at
licetion of the 378 should have elapsed
i
n

“I?St and the gecond 1lists .of

L2U L34 2n dote T 3
al 07y ‘ated 1-6-45 was received

CeT An
CeT only on 4.8-45, <Thers are

3

t
j ) g
ther were made available by 4}
' : allable ?;_bﬂe courtesy of the clerk of
. r If +hev had not been

f
gchool Sri o, Hadhakr

i . it was therefore
of the peon to have put!up on the notﬁg;hnbcretlon L

1f 1t was not intended to be nut

{ { > ) - 9 5
Uly signed by the Headmester

l should have been punished 2

o "‘ F

Lis e @ i

produced, .it would have been easy for the Headmester to
state that two lists were never pub up and only one was
put up and that was the final list announc ing that all

had passed.

‘'he Headmaster relies on the statement civen by Feon
lathuramubhu that he was given two 1ists to be nut up
on the same day and that the peon hss admitted to having
hesrd the Headmsster expledin . .in a tone of horror “Alas,
what have you done? and that is clear prcof OF the first
1ist beins only a tentetive list. ‘IThis peon admits thet
this "tentabive™ 1list was put bp by both the peons of the
school (Peon Laruppana Lhevar is the other peon) but the
other peon states that he did not know of any second list
heving been publisihed because he did not go to the school
for the rest of the day. 4f it is not a fect thet two
l1ists were not put up on different dates it may be correct
to presume that both the lists were put up on the same
day not on the 1st June but on 2rd or 4th June 1948. ‘

Cherege llo, XVIi- In his first explanation the
Peadmaster stated that he never accompanied the peons oOr
Yaruppayee or her husbend for any prelininary investigaticn
into the theft of tiffin boxes. But Viatchman jelukone,
sweeper Loruppayee and peons lsruthamuthu and ‘uthukaluva
'hevar Speak to the fact of the presence of the Hdeadmaster
outcide the sweepers house When it was beinz searched. .
I'he Headmaster however admitted at the personal hesring on
8.4_.46 that he was "present at some distances from the 1
sweeper's house" and that the sesrch was nofmede” in his
nrosence. 4e also states that he is sure that three vessels
were recoversd from her house. The Jesdmacter evidently

"wished to make the whole thing appear insisnificant and

vaguely implicating everybody and not definitely agd
particularly imnlicsgting the sweeper but as the evidence

was stronsly against the Lesdmaster's profession of ignorance
of the details of the. inecident, he perhaps thousht it better

&

to admit more detailed xnowledred .

Tt came out during the taking of evidence on this

incident that the sweeper wes fined us. 5/~ and thﬁﬁ the
a;ouqtuos recovered in cash. rhers is however notulng.?ﬁa
record to show that the fine was imposed oOr letgr Tredlize
excent the statements of Peon i sruthamuthu aqd waternan
Alagappan. Lthis may not deserve notice but it has ?%thzin
expleined why the sweeper vas continued in service whea 1t

5 s 1. S na i+ 3 =~ he
hed been proved that she bad thieving propensitles.
i t Jeast by a fine bul, the Beafmastes

is emphatic that she was not fined.

Chorge fHo. BVIT:- (will be dropped!

Oharge llo, AVIILI :- Lhe explanation of the leadmaster
18 intenicy to mislead hhis offife or betrays 1ZROEANCS of
departmental orders. In his procesdings w5, o, B1F6-Y/39
deted .se.4.40, fhe Yirector of Publie Instruction has informed
all headg of institutions that $t the time of onening the
$,8,L.C, book in the 1¥ form for a pupil, & declaration to the
effect that the date of birth entered in the sehool register

ie the gorrect dabe.ef birth of the puni} and that no slterstion

of that date Will be demended in future on the plea that the
COrrect dste was not siven at the time of admission showld he
invariably baken from the narent or guardisn and Tiled in the
schonl . ' ol

Lo sum Wp, it will be seen That out of the eightesn

chal ge&_'framed dzainst Sri V00, Hamaswami Iyenpar, Headmaster
soard High School, Sholavandan lnow &t usilampattil sll
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excedt four -charges vig., eharges lios. IIT to v and
- - XVIT have Beeﬁ'provbdeatigfaotOrily.‘ Charges no, -

7II, vIIT, 1L, &1y, XV and XVIIT'sre very serious ones
and call for severe actions i

The = Headmaster appears to have had no control ' '
over his staff or their work or condict and to have 18
jAleft~thngs_vény.mmeh-iﬁ;tge;hands offhis ‘subordinates
e realizing his own responeibilities as Headmaster
’--'or;the~ébnsehuen@es‘ef;sueb_inaifferencé;; Yhe [
' efficiency of the hizh scheol has suffered most erievously
= and it will tgkg'a-femeGéiS'Of,very,hard Work to bringe
. it ‘back %o norisl conditiony - o i, 3
iy - , - It has besn proved beyond doubt that the Headmaster
BT el T bas a weak and fickle mind and could never act with a K
i firmness of consistency in metters, relating to the.Bfflars . & |
- of 'the school, Eis géneral attitude te work connected with 1
~ the stewardship of g high school e.z., admisgions: and ;
o e examinations has been undeSirsble and not conductive S =

i 0 efficiency of sither the teacher or the taught, By o . @
. out ék"‘artemperémgnt, he has shown himself %o Ba: iral 8 2
v 1 unfit for the responsible post of Headmaster

is;ﬁ?;ie'fé Educ ot iﬁ&.ﬁ Officer » Madura has X

igihis'inspéetien report of the board mipgh Schoeol,
Sholavandan-for 1945-46 observed as follows:. -

¥R vy " All the pupils sﬁu@yi@g_in 1944_45 were-promoted
. bo the next higher form for 1945.15, No definite principles
- were followed, whe explanation of the Headmaster Bri V.N,5
- Remaswami @yafngar)_may be obtained and action taken, ‘
v ggigqipliﬁapy~rules for the nupils hgve'been,ffamed'and t he

staff is coverned by the Board regulstions, Lhere is laxity

.{7

1o edmissions from privete stud Al

.

: s a5
7 ‘The vivisional- Lnspector of 'sehools, Yadura Yivision, o
: hes remsrked on the above inspection report as follows!- ' ~

"ALL the pupils attending the school sre reported to
be promoted. -Laxity in adoissions from private sbudy ig
also reported. -Explanatian‘isfheadéd”Whynreeeﬁni”ﬁﬁﬂ of
fhngschOOl should not be withdrawn,"

: In these circumstances, the undersisned hag ng
- optlon but to direet that Sri v,H, Ramagwami Iyenpor, 5,4 L
‘be removed from the post of Hesdmester and anaoinﬁeﬂ,qs '
L.T. hssistant on s, 100/- plus s personal nav Oflﬁs( ,a
per mensem the salary he Was drawing op tha'déﬁe of Rt 16/-
promotion as Hesdmaster. ¥ oL his

.J'.

. & :'v_,. .‘ A
%ﬂ ' Pl'eSidém- Uigtpe
XJO uri V.."".. _“_ﬂ,{]es"vami i":fenn’ﬁr’ D.A.L.'\:n’ i];u J;?-’ Ct Oa‘m_ " aﬂ U,Pa
i ‘ ‘Board High school, Us ilaﬂlf)ati-.i’ -es,__w,master,
- Logy to lesdmaster, Hosrd High oy y Usilam tt
A ! w L1a ~,:)a -'i[. '
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C.F. 32 (a). \'} \
_Local Administration

Department

F N
B ¥ iy, Esq.,0.B.E.,I.C.S.

Designation

ollector & SQecial Officer,
Station

- Madura Distriet Board, Madura.

L\\// &3 b8
Received Registered b ‘l‘ Ll )
To —

The Secretary to Government,
Education & Public Health Department,
MADRAS .

Enclosures 3

NoA.2. 16733/46

dateq .30th March & 194 7.

Sir,

Sub: Establishment - Appeal =- Ramasamy Iyengar Sri V.N,

Ex.Headmester, Board High School, Sholavandan -
Madura Distriet - Petition against reversion as

L.T, Assistant,

Ref: Government Memo 53763-B-1/%§:§ BEducation dated 20-3-47,

I have sent the original file bearing No. 6493/45 dated

b o ol

D

9=-6~-46 to Government as enclosure to my Ref, 16733=~46 A,.2.
dated 21-10~46 while forwarding the appeal petition of

Sri V,N, Ramasamy Iyengar.

I am therefore unable to furnish

the date on which the appellant receiveds the gopy of th
L 2

IR |
i a A laas Py

!

proceedings reverting him as Assistant,

{

*.1:.4
ollector & Special Officer,
District Board, Madura,
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____ = U ‘back %o normgl conditiomy ST ' I e et
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3 ok ; |
BY REGISTERED POST - ACKNOWLEDGMENT DUE. /

OF. 88.
~Locad Administration pepartment Received : Registered
From (Name) 5rj Rao Sahib To :
V.Hanumantha Rao Naidu, B.A. :
Desxgnatlon The Secretary to Government,

Sollector & Spl.Officer, Education and Public Health Dept.
gtmict Board, Madura. MuAT DD R RATIES ’

No...A.2. 16733/46 dated et S E Y

Subject:- Establishment - Education - Secondary -f} ;}Aq,t
V.N,Ramaswami Iyengar - Ex-Headmaster, i
Bosrd High school, Sholavandan.- (Madura
District) - Against reversion as LA

o{,
Assistant. i

Ref .- Government Memorandum No.537 {53 - B.1/46 _3
dated 12-4-47 and reminder thereon dated

= £ \
—~x. s b ety P lm&'d@ b R

: ( The appellant received the copy of the proceedinss
Roc No.o4°5/45 dated 9-6-46 of the President , District Board, Madura
on the afterncon of 11-6-1946.

The original of the District Board office file
bearlng No.6493/45 dated ¢-6-46 on the above subject received from

Government is sent herewith,
ollector & Spl Cfficer,
District Bosrg, Madurs,

CrelVie B e 2/5 / B
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| . Education and Public Health Department (Bt) "

\;’)

o4

i APPEAL — Remaswami Ayyangar, Sri VN, - Ex-headmaster - Board

High School, Sholavandan - Against reduction as LT, Assistant -

A ’\;’/& Rejected,

F!PV\ ok From Sri V.N, Ramaswani Ayyangar, dated the gth September 1946,

o==mo

Bl e From the President, District Bhard Madura, Ref ,A2,No, 16733 /b6
phlh- Y 10K Jated the 21st October 1946,

,  From the D.P.T., R.C,No,10389-G1/46 dated the 10th March 1947,

ORDER MS.NO. | A8 A  EDUCATION, deted  [9- 6 1947,
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! { 2,9 _~,  [Education and Public Health Department (Bi).
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Gt

APPEAL — Ramaswami Ayyangar, Sri V,N, - Ex-headmaster - Board
High School, Sholavandan - Against reductien as L,T. Assistant,

3 . ' ) 1= LD From Sri VN, Ramaswami Ayyangar, ex-headmaster, Board High Schoel,
o ' Sholavandan, dated the 9th September 1946,

‘ et e € From the President, District Board, Madura, Rei‘ A2,16733/L6 dated
¥ j : the 21st SEpkewkee October 1946,

] { ACY From the Director of Public Instruction, R,C.No,10389-G1/46 dated
\ A the 10th March 1947,

|
| | for

" . The appellant, Sri V,N, Ramaswami Ayyangar is a pennaheiﬂ:

1 { 12 ‘}Ag L,T, Assistant with 21 years' service under the Madura District

1 : Board, He had served as headmaster for four years, In Eis ’
| §

; | M) - 28 p’[oce'edings No.A1,6493/45 dated the 9th June 1946, the President,
| et L) ot e o

? District Board, Madura, reverted the headmaster to the post of

| 7 :

a.issista.nt as a punishment as he was found unfit tok hold the ?ost

| o of headmaster of &, high school, The assistant has now appealed

to Government against the President's orderfand requests that he
may be restored as headmaster,
2, The appellant received the proceedings &f the President

: d’ated the Oth June 1946 on the afternoon.of 11th June 1946 and his
present appeal is dated 9th September 1946, Attention is in this
connection solicited to the remarks of the President, District Board,
Madura, and the Director of Public Instruction on pages 13-17 and
page 39 c,f. respectively, Both of them point out that the appeal
is belated (by nearly a month) and that on that ground it may be
rejected, The Director has not offered any remarks on the appeal
on its merits, The petitioner has not addyced any reasons for the
d.elay in preferring the appeal. It is for consideration whether the

Director's recommendation may be accepted, If so, the draft order

below is for approval,
3, The file may be cireulated to H,M,(Bducation) for orders,

(\\ L“f
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