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| examination--copying his readings from candidate
|  No.24105.

A week prior thereto, the.Headnaster of
| His school sent for the boy and showed him a communi-
cation he had received from the Secretary, S.S,L.C., °
Board touching the alleged malpractice, The Boy was
working at one @nd of a 20 feat long table just near
f the plécé where the Chief Suparintendent (tha Deputy
Inspector of Schools, Koilpat'ti) was sitting while
candidate No,24106 Qas working at the other end with
not less than 3 intervening boys working at the same
table, There was an Asa'istant. Sdperintendent also
on watch, and only 8 cand:l.datea were there in all,
. The boy denied his copying anything from candidate
HO, 2408w s — |

. The boy said that the experiment in ques-
tion having been done by him before successfully as
class work was very familiar to him: that when on
account of a defective 1aboratory outfit his obser-
vations went wrong brihgin’g a totally different and
false result he had to repeat the ex;;er:l.mont. which
brought correct results; and that in the circumstances

he had to score out his previous record of obsérvations

and write out an entirely n8w one.

/- In the eircumstances, the headmaster sent a

report pointing out the utter impossibility for one
in the Boy's place to copy out from candidats No,24106.

The Headmester had also made a note that the boy was

sbove average and could not have thought of copying

|

-

} He had also enclosed with his report a plan of
the ;xamination Hall--indicating the position of
the Table in the hall and the place assigned for
each of the 8 candidates at the Table and marking
also cleérly the place where the Chief Superine

—~gendent was sitting. -~

The Commissioner for Government exa-
‘minations in his 'communication dated 1°9-6-46 says
wyp, S, J, Saverira jan, Principal, Voorhes Collegs,
Vellore, Member of the S,S.L.C. Board and Chief
Examiner in Physics fpr 1945 reported that candi-
‘? date No,24081 (my client's son) copied his read-
i' ings in Physics-Practical from candidate No. 24105,
' This case of malpractice was enquired into as V
fusual. Cases of malpractices are carafully scru-
| tinized by a Committee of 3 members of Fabite

Inotrbotion—t 5.5.L.C. Board aml orders passed by

the Director of Fublic Instruction (President

N

of the Board) after taking into account all the
facts connected with the cass and the recommenda-
h

'5 tions of the Committee of this Board, This is the

1

l\usual practice followed. In the case the candi-

date No.24081 was found guilty unanimously, Hence
the candidate was punished in accordance with

the prescribed procedura.®

 “ Except for the Heport of the Headmaster
which wae decidedly in favour of the Boy, there was
no record, evidénce or statementetther from the

two Superintendents or any candidate to warrant the

coneclusion of "“guilty" against” the bay, No membep

of the Commitiee ever hed any local inspection of
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the examination hall to verify up the truth of the

several facts containad i{n the Headmaster's statement.
The boy's father was never informsd of the Committee's
inquiry. The non-mantion of the Headmaster's report

and the eénclosed plan of tha Examination Hall 1n

.....

to be regretted, The communication i\s ‘also silent

regarding 4the bagis 'for the Board's conclusion.

(,I} when the aq'verél; decisive facts containad
in the eadmuétﬁr'a "rdpoﬁ’fi:--that the Boy was working
at one end of the table Jhst near the place where the

M

Chief SuperintandOnt himéalf wes aitting, while t.he

- other candidate No,24106 —was at, the other end of it
20 feat off with more thdn 3 intérvening candidates

.. ,.g."ff&“ﬁ__?ﬂ same aldt' 53. fﬁﬁ- sane table; 'that there
wereé only & emdi;la?r.;s 1{{ all w;ltb 2‘ ;*up;:.lnténaonts

vatch them up; that tno boy ie ‘above av“rage

having 00 nec'uity to eépy from candidate No.24106, a
below-average student -tc., répain uneont.radicted by
any legal evidence on rccord, ‘the aaaoruon in t.he said
comsunication that t.,hc alleged mlpr?etic‘ was onguirod
into, carefully w by & com:lttoe of three A
3,5,L.C., Board Members who gfter taking _-_.1_; the facts

unanimously found the boy ¥ guilty of the malpractice
and hence- punished, is indeed .strange, as being repugnant

to any Known rule or prmc‘iplé of lﬁgal"pt‘ocv:édul"!}“ " The
conuittee's conclugion--their unanimous finding the boy

of the alleged malpractice is against the natural
Tt is arbitrary

guilty
Ju;uc-, good-conscisned and fair play.

S bl heoded ae it 18 unjust and improper to havé
seked the prospacts and carser of & young boy.

o,
B @

&

' The said act of the S.S.L.C. Board cancelling
the Boy's 1945 examination r&aﬁ/ﬁ?/“'aﬁ&” dﬂe‘ga:/r;’ing him for
2 years from appearing agein for the axaminat.ion without

even a prima facie case of the allege mal-prac,t.ice

made out against him is quite illegal and ultra vires of
- their powers, —Having "sacured‘mm‘e‘“'th&n“so$ of the marks
in all the subjects except Tamil in whiéb_: he has obtained
44% he ought to have boen declared sligible for College
course of studies.’ In Physics-Theory he has, obtained

38 out of 60,
| Physics Pract:loal Test he ,:hae secured in one 14 out of

0f the two expériments given him at the

20 marks., S0, even if he gets zero in the 2nd experi-

ment under reference he gei’.s 52¢% in the subject.

‘

; - e gk AP R | ; o f} MN&M‘J:’.
_fAdwes s ,me s‘z-.ud “ad! g the S.8.L.C. Eoard' the boy

has lost 2 years of his precious l:l.fe, and the likelihood

A" e e

OQ‘M.Mg o liﬂ" as & brilMent jeience .Graduat.e

2 yeare earlier which tainly moan o k. = _
g \uy & gox w c,qf n y s o His néﬁx
igher studios and his highspirit have

U si@sim for .
 suffered also a lot. It has besides causad him and my

'\ D 2P lhd

( elf'mt xﬁch ‘mental worry and annoyance,

lﬂ/ It is, just and ﬁecessary the Board should make

'imﬂi § 1) by x‘emvi.\ng rﬁﬁ%eat. slur it. has cast on the
QQWE character by an impediate cancellation of the

order against him, (2) by declaring hiuw eligible for

'ctollego coursé and (3) 0xpr&ssing reg,rnt for the wrong

it has done him and my gnmt. LT " '3 gt

,\“._‘, : lv.

\2 Please nm ‘hhnt anl.“ the aa:ld aménds are \
mzde within the statutory poriod of 2 months my client

will be much reluctantly driven to the nacessity of
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" filing a2 sult againét_%hg Government impleading

the Director of Public Instruction and the S.8.L.C,

o

Board as parties for said reliefs, for damages

Rs. 1000/-, and other aﬁbrOpriatﬁ reliefs as he may
be advised on as incidential thereto with costs

of the suit.

vours faithfully,

Az
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§.S,.L.C. Public Examination, 1945 - Malpractice - Tuticorin Ccentre -
Tawyer Notice -

R.C.1i0.11065-E-1/46
atation, M & &4 © & s, ‘pated the 1st Deecember 1946.
(= 9 s
Mm.‘i‘ib‘ﬁ?‘(lﬁm‘ﬂe) Drl So Ro Uo Savoor’ 1‘.ic[‘\.c’ D-SC" I.E..S.,
Ay, Ty = -

-flgﬁﬁ (Dgs;gnation) pirector of Public Instruction, padras.
\ 4'0?0 i 1t of madras
N @ ' sGhMﬁrhei%eb,;tary to the Governaen adras,
N 2 T paueation and Public Health Department,
Ny ??u—% 03 . 7 Bdos. FORT ST. GEORGE.
RN ) PUptia {:.ﬁi.- A A
/ O ' St . i srnaent Endorscement 1N0.66498/46-B 1
> PO |~ B resubmitting herewith Governuaen 3 :
- o (Edn-%? o eu Bth fovemher! 1946 ¥ fsEic honour ftolAurlsh below
ki the facts of the case:-

Lt A e S A vaminer in Physics-practical who valued the answer
pape£§h§faiiésggfgwgﬁinﬁigh.seho?%, ruticorin, ?eportcg that the answer
paper of K.S.Krishnan (Register 110.24081) conta;ncdnev%gence to shgw.
that the candidate should have had recourse to malplagplce.by copying
from Register No.24105 in his experiment on the determ1natt§i of the

latent heat of stean. Phe Chief Examiner in this subject‘ e 8.8 N3
qavarirayan, M.A., Prineipal, voorhees gollege, Vellore) ma the
following remarks;:- g -
: : %
"It is impossible in an experiment on tdeternination of the latent
heat of steam! to obtain the same weight of steamn and the same®
resulting temperature”.

T

¢
"I agrce entirely with the report of the assigtant el.Finer'.

/

The matter was considered by a sub-committee (malpractice) of the
9.8.1.C. Board and the committce unanimously held the view that the
candidate (Regisbter H0.24081) was guilty of malpragtleg and the usual
punishament viz., cancellation of marks at the exawlnation of 1945 and
gechool reccord for 1944-45 and barring hin from appearing for the 8.8,
1.C. Public Examination of 1946 was accordingly imposgd . on him by
the Commissioner for government Examinations, adras.

e e A Iawyer's notice was reccived in Qctober 1945 on behalf of the
-Iﬁ;/ A || candidate and the Advoeate was informed that the orders passed already
{ (L) i/ could not be reconsidered.

|
|
| v
|
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Ty In June 1946 when the Hon'ble the lfinister for Fducation enquired
‘.,(\ | about the case, he was infommed that the candidate in quesbion had

(> [been unanimously found guilty of malpractice by the committee and
punished as in similar cases.

eP. |- bamla In the Iawyer's notice now reccived, it is stated in paragraph 8
that no member of the committee visited the place for local engulily e
It is no doubt true that this has not been dome but it is not necessary.
The internal evidence, viz., the answers copied is enough to arrive at
a Judgmente.

3

In
|
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qE‘mwiii In paragraph 10 of the notice, it is alleged that the can@idate
was debarred for 2 years from appearing for the §.S.L.C. Public
gxamination. This is not true. The candidate's school record
for 1944-45 and public examination marks of 1945 alone were cancelled,

1| pesides debarring him from appearing for one year only 1.C., fqr.the

li"{e:«sar.qimﬁ:ion of 1946. According to th?s order, hc'coula have joined
any recognised High School in Form VI in 1946-47 with a ylew'to 4
appear as a pupil candidate for the S.8.L.C. Public Examiyation OI
1947,

?'S'““kz' In paragraph 12 of the notice the Board is required to make
amends (1) by removing the great slur it has cast on the boy's
character by an immediate cancellation of -the order against hiw,

g (2) by declaring him eligible for college course and (3) expressing
| regret for the wrong it has done him and the boy's parent. none
of these requests can be complied with. :

Under these circumstances I am o state that the lawyer nay be
informed that the requests contained in his notice are not admissible.

& s S

T have the honour to be,
8 15
vour most obedient servant,

m.a./2-12.

Ea

9

o~
P & .
y ) (
r (

for pirector of Public Instruction, ladras.

7
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Examinations - S.0.L.C. - Public. mxamination = 1945 _

Malpractice = Tuticorin Centre.
- -
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| C.No.66L98/46 ~ From Sri o, V. Subramania lyer Vekil,
Tuticorin,dated 26.10.46." i
~ww_ﬁw_f—"«—«~—~—fﬁﬁgm_the“D,E,ITT@WyTNgT;;@éé_E.;%#é‘,,

—— dated 1.12.406.
_pw11<Lu,°~umi_6§jggsz:5£! 6- 320 0r 3l ait)

e

~_mv——wﬂ}%iéigaééggggé—%h&%~iﬁ—€6ﬁiﬁg—%o_the—uﬂ*‘“

conclusion. that the candidate Sri K, S Keishnon oSS

. lguilty of malpractice, the Chief Lxaminer sppeasrsto—

have relied -solely on-the factthat—in-an—experiment on

"DeLepmina%i@n~e£_tha~la%ent—hea%—e£4%eaﬁﬂ7—%hefﬁﬁﬁ%ij‘ [
‘.’3‘”;‘ ‘
Lweight-—of steam-and-the same—resutting temperatur

given-in—the—answer—paper-of-the candidate as in that

e 1 1P anobber-conduidate—which—itisneend d5 Impossible

rexeept—as—a result—f —copying. #Assuming that this

“View 1S
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il orrect, it is no evidenee to sk}c)‘w thatz';c%a bay @ “;_ﬁ tp / . a L

e ;:&m o Krishnan is guilty and not the ' 2 3 HE ,
FEaN T e o _ Exomamanohon - S 9.t - Cublle
other boy. Lt e a - .

-

Sl
1an [Gointed out “that if the facts :
= 2l B Pira 5 T i @ = L .no&:e - qus: 2:2 Q' P o |
\/\/L-—;f/l\- L o S | 8% SN e — , X

: 3 1 e ced are supported- f < =
. = =0 3 = ( uvl‘\r.:.._h“, M =

—is—therefore ' g _ﬁ;é&, Ve 3 = e r_ i, | 9

. on r 1 3, ey = 31 ety - m i TS5 [P -
' state whether there Is dIly Othiel gvidernce O CyGire | —(2 g b

&

~——conclusion of the chief Examiner that the candidate
¥ i ;
B culllEyros malpractlcCe. ‘ He ) ‘ [ o ), ot
| O R, P PRI A e S — ! _ : ,
; dw S.\v- :
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In reply, please guote Received :
number, date and

shorg titlo.®

1 £

— B ) txJ ' | From (Name) 0, <al ol i vat . s

/% - o T | i . .:/ wwme)dﬂmwraxm&uubwhw.vm
/ ; \JWX‘ [ g e Gl i y Post Box.____ ., (Statroxjé e 8 »* a8,
| | ’ L0 T d Telegraphic Address - | ‘
f J To

2#0dC - The Soorotav)z to Government, °
o Lduca tion aml Public Health Department.

RS RoG . No. LLOGY-B1/Auted  3lst Maveh 19 A7.

"_-“ffi;”"\);'

i)

Sir, ' ‘ _ ‘d

& ¢

ENCLOSURFS Swbjoaty S.5.1.C. Publiic Hxamination - 1915
‘ ' Malpractice - m_ 1,1 gorin LYenire.

5 ' . -|o Beie men; Government Momorm&m Wo.56/ /LJS—C 13/46-53
b : . : ﬁ‘i Education dated 25rd JanI’V 1547 .
- i " . Spare CoPIES__ srecsese

. Tho reasons for which Candidate K.S.

-

pag 4 Kot shnan was hold guilly of malpractice while the

s olher was mot, arc given on pages 2 and 3 of the wote
@ file of Dis.No.lZS//.L’j’datod ih July 1945 of the 0ffice

of the Commissioncr for Govermment Lxaminations sub-

mitted herowith. The recasoning to my mind is cogent and

~_ § —

conclusive in the case of boih the boys.

So far as I can delerning from ihe Dis
posal iise reicrred to avove, no report appears te bhave
been received in the Commissioncr's Office irem ihe
Heoadmasier pointing oul the mppesx ulter impossibility

of the Ist candidate to copy from the end or the at'taiﬁmp?
| ments of thesc. In order to male sar@ whe: ther Mm, E@'

nastor could b@ held to have suﬂt amy :mpe?@’ 11@ 1h
one referred to in tlhe Vakil's statement, I called for

tho office =f file of the school. ¥rom it I gather

\ for the first time that two lotiors wipghl have beoen

W | sont by the Headmster to the Seecretary, 2.8.1L.0.Board

on the subjeet = one on lsti June 1945 and the other on

.

Tih June 1945. These are nol iraceakle in the office
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office of the COI*!_T"iSs:ion_or, A= '_r'CgQ]'»ﬂS 110 leilc—s

themselves, I agrec that the opinion of the Headmastcr

is

very clear bul this does not mean that it neced be

conglusive also. The Hoadmastier's opinionsarc basod

on

information within

Lis knowledge. therc is mothing

contradictory, if the experience of teachers in this

matter is Lo count at all, in very decent boys who neced

not ordinarily expect to fail resorting Lo malpractice

ci ther cut of fear of the moment or an apprchension

tlat they might after D.ll Tail. There is such g 'L]l_llﬁg

as Loyo gotling coniuscd 1n tiue widst ol cxaminations

and

rosort

n conscquence, apprehending tlat they m1bht fd_;_

ting to malpracéiice. .There is nothing‘;ﬂzkaad of

cither - I am making only a statemont, I am no ¢ommon-

: _ ;
ting on the cducational or etlhical aspbet "f it - in
students who ordimarly feaye well in some cxaminaliong
failing to do well or cQually well in the final oxa-
. . .
minatiens., 5
. The conneetod records arc sent horowi th.
I have the honour to be,
Div,
Your most obediont servant,
for DIRECTOR OF PUBIIC INSTRUCTION.
r
%S : o 2/4-~.. w

N |

(£
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s [ 5 |
- — |
B S ) ,___Eteg_%gL

) 7 7 |
Yoo -No - U008 NG T 8 Al L
I E‘)wm::_r_ _S_LS_LJ,IJWLB&QAI

B - '?;-‘)—ww\ =o' R ‘L L, Ree No.
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I = =3 25.,@ AT ]Kus leﬂtén/ ,,,,,,, g
M ol»—ﬁ’—‘?— m@ M iy ou )
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< C.F. 80,
6 gpucaTTon  DEPARTMENT. [
25BN O r ‘5%
e S W DiggaoN ,
Received . bt eetllQ L Reguslered 19 W
‘kv;*ﬁf' i .H;:
Heeob, . < ang g VN
e~ S S Subject,
\3/€}/Q'} ' :
EXAMINATIONS = S.S.L.C. Public Examination = 1945
Malpractice = Taticorin Centre:
¥ ¥k
<
S
ENCcLOSURES. ‘
No. RC. No, 11065-E/46
B Byt Station..... M. A.D.R.A.S. ., Dated the....30%Eh April 19 47.
A : e ‘
Fzom (Same)Dh.. 5a5eUs BAVOCR, M.&., D.So., T.B.S.,
(Desigmation) DIRECIOR. OF. PUFLIC INSTRUCTION ,MADEAS

&o 8-1’10 §ec~wl‘aq1‘]/ Yo the Goverminent of 91@(19@@0, :

EDUCATION AND PUBLIC HEALTH ﬁ)opaztmewt.

- i,

mducapion and Public Health Department
Memo.No.27086-1.G.3. Education, dated
24th April 1947.

?K%\%ZJQ &ME%S?

®:\® r&v%‘?\. A

I have the honour to submit herewith copies. of
letters dated lst June and 7th June 1945 from the Head=

master, Caldwell High School, Tutdcerin.

I have the honour te be,
.r:y :| 2
AT,

V?*T moet “?wff + “W“wt

9
Q :
/WA\,,%#{was\)\_ Cxézgh /
i L o /
for DIks€TOh OF PUBLIC iWSTﬁuﬁééV“~

P.T.0

KAN.1/5 g

crg‘.

i
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 Practices,

: Copy of letter dated 1lst June 1945 from the Headmaster
Caldwell High School, Tuticorin:-

heli- 0.0.00,232-b/45 dated 29th iay 1945,

- _

The letfer therein referred to was directed to the
Chief Superintendent for the S8.S5.L.C. Public Examination
of the year.

The required explanations have been sent to thé Chief
Superintendent, the Junior Deputy Inspector of Schools;,
Koilpattifqn his demand and the same would have reached by

F¥this timet

The students with Nos. 24081 and 25105, alleged to have
had recourse to malpractice are well above the average of the
class and are expected to score sbout 50% in 211 the sub-
jects and much higher marks in their subjects. Hence there
should have Peen no mecessity for taking recourse to such
«Furthe® my impressionof their conduct through-
out their course have been quite satisfactory and I cannot

Henee I should think that any disciplinary action against
them should be wametted and unjust,
il unwor-awkgd

\imagine how they. could have taken recourse to such thines.

Gopy ol letier dated 7th June 1945 from the Head-
master, Caldwell High School, Tuticorin to the Se
$.5,L.C. Eoard., : ; 3 secretary,

Alleged malpractice by candidates Nos.24081 and
F 241050 L 3

The numbers of the above' candidates did not appéar

in the ‘1ist of'successful .candidates. Does that mean that
: e s 2 . ] 3

disciplinary action has bBen taken ggainst these fandidates.

e
o
A

It is earnestly requested that these cases be re-
considered in the light of the explanations by the Chief
Superintendent and the candidates themselves and my own
remarks .

lease let me once again affirm that these candidates
were expected to pass creditably and malpractice is far from
their chargcter. 20 I cannot think of any reason why
thece students should Pe punished like thst,
/Teue copy/

N
/

y/ I Nl > /le/’k_/ﬁ\) e ( r‘/,ﬁL‘},‘ 7
for Director of Public Irﬁtrj7?#3n.
/

w

& (9 N
' | St :#<::> TUTTOORTY,
‘5 -. )Y 8-5-1947.

From

& Sri.S.V.Subramania Iyer,

Vakil, ' Tuticorin. /,*j,;;?
' a‘,_‘f')\f!/
TO /f’,
The Sectetary, [ I |
BEducation Departm§@§k~ ANy
(Govt .of Wadras)\ e -coenfe ¥
' ' Seeretanrdat: W UERGLS=C ) et
MG Madras. P “waé,—‘—f
-y ) : : f . S Y
© 7 MM pef. yemo N0.66498.637/46, TRducation
¥ Dated 12-2-'47,
?9 A )gir, ;
fr i May T know ifth-e Government have con-
’ sidered the questio.n and 3if so, the result?e -
Thanking you,
T have the honour to remain
: SIR,
Yours faithfully,
v | N Voi<ne s
‘ . ,
| e o e et
S MO e ID W oot pratonn e 07 (AR
| o A }il&%"vwifA:gn* Yot e
A S S
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I appealed to the Secretary, 8.5.L.Ce Board through

my lawyer Mr.S.V.Subramani Iyer, B.A&.,B.L., Tuticorin, for

“which I was informed that the matter once decided could not

be considered. As no satisfactory judgement was given, I ]

further appealed to the Becretary, Educational Department,“"
Madras University, Fort St. George, whose finel decision

has not yet been received.

I had a personal interview with the Secretary in this
connection who informed that my case is kept in abeyance and
it will také atleast a month before a final decigion is arrived
at. He had put many questions to clear his doubts and to

which I replied him to his satisfaction,

I have been working in Ordnance Depot, Avadi as an
fccounts Clerk for the past 24 months giving entire satis =

faction to my superiors.

Now that a ruling has been received from G.H.Q. Delhi,
that those who have passed the 8.8.L.C. Examination can only
be retained in Service and others be given notice of dis-

tharge forthwith,

As I am not in possession of the $.8.L.C. Certificate
to prove that I have passed the S.8.L.C, Exemination, I was
selected as one among those who are being retrenched for

want of minimum qualification required -(i.e.)passed S.S.L.C.

Exam., or Matricul ation.

I narraged the whole story which affects my whole
career to the Chief Ordnance officer, &vadi, under whom I

am now serving, whé had sympathy on me and allowed a monthy

time to get the final decision from your office prior to my

discharge.

cc===3
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Under the circumstances, I earnestly pray that my
case may please be considered favourably within the spe-

cified time allotted by the Chief Ordnance Officer, Avadi.

Thanking you in anticipation,

I beg to remain,
sir,

Yours most obediently,

Avadi. X —
Dt.$ July, 1947. X

Copy to:
i. The Director of Public Instruction, Egmore, M ADRES.

11. The Minister for Education, Secretariat, Madras.
iii. Mr.S.V.Subreamani Iyer, B.&.,B.L., TUTICORIN.
iV. The Chief Ordnance Officer Ord.Depot, AVADI.
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Examinations——S.S.L.Ce, 1945--lalpractice—Tuticorin centre.

Ref: From the D.P.I., Bc. No. 11065 E/b6, dated 21-=7—=19L47,

There is no direct evidence in this case that the student with

g
©<
D
= A
& ,.)i
P

. S=b N sikh register number 24081 copied from the answer paper of the student with
. register number 24105. The conclusion that the former student copied from

the latter is based on inferences drawn from the answer books of the two

A candidates and the impossibility to obtain the same weight and the same re-
sulting temperature, It is not possible for a layman to say how far this
line of reasoning is so conclusive as tofadmit of no doubt and to exclude the
possibility that the student found guilty might have crammed the answer from

some previous experiment conducted by him, But it has to be said that the

("7 "\
I

probabilities do not support this conclusion,

Tt is seen from the report of the Chief Superintendent that the

students were strictly watched and no malpractices were detected. The two

students were sitting in opposite benches at a distance of about 20 te 25
feet mpart. One of the reasons given by the members of the Sub—Committee is .

that the student with register number 24081 could easily have jotted dovn
the relevant figures when moving about the laboratory in connection with

weighing, etc.; The sketch of the examination hall stz #£X ZTago(R) shows

that the balances were behind the table on which the student with register

number 24081 was working, and the gates were on the eastern and southern

»

* sides only. There could therefore have been no occasion for this student

to go near or by the side of the table where the other student was working.

The report of the Headmaster also Bhows that the student was well above the
{ P

average of th§ class, and judged from his conduct during the school course,

he could not have resorted to malpractice, The Board of Ixaminers had not |,

the Headmaster's report before them and it is cuite possible that they might

have come to a different conclusion if they had these considerations before

% [P o)
them, Taking all these circumstances into considerabiom, it eemmst be—said
: AV )
\\(L ( % S G, 0w That it is [proved beyond reasonable doubt that this student was guilty

of malpractice, Before a pemalty invelving 2 stigma on the character of a

student and loss of opportunity as the penalty in thés case, i i 6



a5 ' R Tanee
7 ol
~uilt of the student should be reasonably clear Imx but that cannot be said :

SESSCI

of this case. i
There are decisions in which it has been held that a suit for

reliefs of the nature claimed in para 12 of the suit notice is not maintainable,

( see I,L,B, 47 411 434 and I.L.R. 4O cal 588). But in view of the circumstances

~

A U VL
stated above, th% propszlfourée S to cancel the order of the Board, ,
b ol W JASE : : SN T V07|
! Tell q' if the order of the D,P,I, in this D |
case is set aside, it will Jogically follow that the candidate's answer paper
e : ,
should be revalued and a certificate should be issued aceordingly, The DRI,
Sl 5, |
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outstanding and an early decision is requested.

¥

The Secretary,

@

€. uS -3l
.tﬂ‘s

Bducation Department,
Fort St. George,
ladras.

No. 22 <% /YO/LB
Ordnance Depot,
Avadi

29 August '47.

Sub: §.5.L.C. Public &xamination 1945 - Malpractice -

Tuticorin Centre.

Ref:

&.—"

- oS

Your Hemo No.66498 G3/46 Bducstion dated 12-2-47 and our

Y

Tetter No.bd13/BK/HQ dated 15-7-47 forwarding the

LR v <.

the application of Mr .K.S.Krishnan, Clerk of this Depote.

- lMay your decision on the matter please be communicated to this
Office at a very early date; as the question of lir. K.S.Krishnan's
retention in the service depends on your decision.

In this connection it is pointed out that the matter is long

I have the honour to be,

Stk

o A

(I.J.NAIDU)

Your most obedisnt servant,

O-OO(C).
for Chief Ordnance (Officere.

St
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ganéidate~wastéuilty~of£malpraotice,—the
"evnto'have—reliedsolely on the fact that
v‘

"pDetermination of the latent heat of st

of steam and the same resulting temperature

énswerAﬁegep of the candidate-as in that of

! j'—'

Chief Examiner appears

in an experiment on -

eam” the same welght

aneother candidate

~ which it is said is impossible except as a result of copying. -

_Assuming this view is cerreet, it Is no
the boy under reference is gullty and not the other boy.
__the facts stated in the notice which it

by the report of the Heasdmaster, are co

that this boy wae guilty_ofugggg must n
ground. There seems to be no other evi
_candidate copied from another candidate
_ Public Instruction may be requested to

_other evidence to support the conclusioc

evidence to show that

_If-

rrect, then the theory
ecessarily fall to the _
dence to show that theb
.. The Director of

say whether there is any

n of the Chief Examiner.
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This will not ‘weaken the case of

case.
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-nd not the other boy was milty of malpractice in the examination
- ]

Iie 2150 points out

that the Headmaster!s report in favour of the candidate in questio

snd azrees with the views expressed therein.

on

ey ol ; G
“does not- appear to have been received 1in che office of the C.G.E.

He, hoWever, states that, on a perusal of the concerned school rec

two letters on the subjecimight have been Sent to the Secretary,

Tosrd., But he is of the view for the reasons eXplained by him in his [

letter read ebove. thet the opinion of the Headmaster need not be

___clusive, though i&==

=y
»
ot

t 2. The report of the Assistant Examiner on nag at A

2% the Chief Exeminer's remsriks thereon at page 1 c.f., and the \noteﬁ o

: - s asd § l
on page.; 2.3 n.f. of (%) may be perased, These records lesd &0 ,'tl\.e
' conelusion that Sri K.S. Xrishnan is guilty of malpractice in the exami-
nation In the cireumstsnces, it is for orders vhether the lawyer =
- : ' \
! - ; ts 1| £4)
| may be informed thet his requests are inadmissible eﬁ-—-—m&lnfra.dx,_w_j__” e il =l
| beemziven sn interimTODIYs  Lesal moy advise with reference to the
,r —— = -4 £ . =N
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T %o eb6—--F3- F ~ There 1s no direct evidence in this case that
b g

T "'v’T ”m—‘-g'z- the student- with register number 24081 copled_fromm-

~the answer paper of the*student “with register number- 1

'24'105 . The ¢ 6ﬁé'1u‘s"f0ii “that the former student

% - 4 copiedﬂf;orl the lat{:_e;' is based 0;1 ?ﬂfere_nEe-si di-.éwn
L %»— “4-_,};‘ A el f & MECTBTY !
ﬂ:\ 21 Lf\fﬁ’? / E from the answer books of the two candidates and th e
ey e - "'uf s ig— e e ‘
- N 1mpossib11ity to obtain the same weight and the
Ly |

It is not possible for & layman

M

to say how fer this -line of reeasoning is- scrcwenclusive-—aswte -1 "

— admit of 4

‘no doubt and to exclude" the possibility That the
' student flound ’gﬁiIt'j"inig’;nE have crammed the answer from some

But it has to be said ‘~
e x

‘that bhe_probabillties de not support this conclusion. ; i,‘

e previous experiment condugted by him.

e
= W

il A I8 is seen from the report of the Chief Superintendent o |

YO OL :
PAN  that the students were strictly watched and no malprac.ticeawa-e
‘X’ detectede‘ ~ The two students were sitting in opposite benches
‘ at a dis‘t‘

ance of about 20 to 25 feet apart.' One of the rea-

.

sons’given by the members of the Sub-Committee is that thevsi:u—
-, - : . sl PR .8

dent witj register number 24081 could easily hava_;}otted dgwn

the relevant figures when moy:!fnvgmazbq}ltr themlabe_xfatory in con-

, Anection_ E_.’Lth weighing; etc.

e
|

‘The sketch of the ~examination he%l
1o st -Tiep (&R) shows that the “balances were behind the table on

which the student with registeép nunber 24081 was working and
2

the gatesi were on the eastern and southern sides only, There
~ could therefore have been ne occasion for this ’*tudent to go

near or by the side of the table where the other student was
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$~»ing a~stigma on the character of a student and loss of opportunity

-
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There are decisions 1n Whlch 1t has been held that a sult A

T

already
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for the Publ
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working.

_The report of the Headmaster also shows that the !%

student was well above,the average of the class, and Judged from

his conduet during the school course, he could not have resorted %

to malpractice.

The Board of Examiners had not the Headmaster's

report before them and it is quite possible that they might have 1 ;l

come to a different conclusion if they had these con31derations j \ fr

= i

before them.

Taking all these circumstances into consideratlon,

it cannot be said that it is prOVed beyond reasonable doubt that 2i@;

_this student was guilty of malpractice.

as the penalty in this case, 1s imnosed the guilt oﬁ the student

Before a.pcnalty involv- ~;ai

‘should be reasonably clear but that cannot be said of this case. ?
56

il o l

et ERR LI AU L3l 25T EAR Lo Gk 8-
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I/ The punishment inflicted on the candidate No.

.L,C, Board for alleged.|

24,081 K.S.Xrishnan by the 3.5 5
|

malpractice was the following:--

The marks ofﬂ%cndid te at the Public txamination

of 1945 and the School record for Form VI in 1944=L45 |

{

!

|

|

[
ore cancelled; he was further debarrec from appearlhg

ic Bxamination of 1946. ﬁ?fle candicate hds

the punishment inflicted. It is npt

undergone

her the boy joined the School in the VI Form

sz i
known whetne 5

apd 1 («?14,6“‘/."7

tion

3
ana

11 1947

The question for consideration is whether the
L LAV s | jean y

in zA.Dl"

at the Public fxamination

3
rOO/AO ?/ cop ed
1otes of the members of the Examination

¢t (D,P.I's Office

l
for relieﬂsof the nature claimed in para 12 of the sult notice is

But in view of the circumstances1stated above,

Jthﬁwp29per Qounse seems to ‘be to cancel the order of’the Board. -

| TW/J o Mg

appeared for the §.5,1.C. Public bxamina-
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Di's.Yo1126/k5 datel-5=7-1945)x

§ /lAny orders no

£~
The views of Sri V.

Jambunatha Iyer were that it was not possible for .the

student to write from fiemory the results as recorded

in the previous records of ‘his note-book;
\

mistakes and slips in the figures. found in Script No.

.that all the

21,105 were faithfully repeated in the’ Enswer—book of
O A
The conclusion/was that this boy

candidate No.24081.
copied the answer from candidate No.24105 while moving
abcﬁt in the laboratory in connection wiﬁh weighing,
fetching Qate:, etc., and that it was easily possible
to jot down the relevant rigures required for the final
calculation, with or without the candidate's consent.

/’Leoal however, hold the view that the guilt of
malpractice has not been proved beyond all reasonable
doubt and that therefore the orders attaching stigme
on the character of the student and loss of opportunity
as a penalty deserve to be cancelled. ~The legal

5 s

opinion is thus contrary to theLErofe551onalLy1ew hclﬁ
by the Examination Committee.

%/ The report of the Headmaster which is now available\cc
was not before the Examination Committee and it 1is ﬁoti
known whether the Committee would have come to a dif-
ferent conclusion if they had that report beiore them
when they gave the opinion.

W v Jor

Th consideration'és.whether the DBl

may be asked to refer to another fxamination Committee o
the matter again with the additional information{the

reports of the Headmaster) now available and to submit

to Government the opinion of the Committee in the matter

w issued must take into aceount the punishs -

i d in para 1 abov which has already been
ment mentione P f’7L¢ ks ‘1’ @i
undergoneKSy the candldate. teTS a8 Lt0 c;rcu«
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| (l) removal of the great slur on the boy's charag:
" b:y_ mmediate cancellation of the order against him;
__,».,_-_ﬁ.(24 declaring the boy eligible for College courseé;

i & (3) expression of regret for the wrong done to th
ITEMS (1) & (2) ABOVEs The Legal Dept. qnggp;t that

§ the orders of the Commr. for Govt. Examinations Dis. No.
| 126/45, dated 5-7-45 be set aside by Govts The Commr.

j _,i:w_r Govt, _Examinai:iona_will_ logically foll ow up this or

: E ,?bhy‘arranglng for the revalua ti on of the particular paper
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