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SRI R.V.SWAMINATHAN,M.L.A. AN

#Q. N0, 1305,

will the Hon'ble the Minister ,
| . EDUCATION & PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT.

for Education be pleasea to state:-

Draft Answer.

(a) whether it is a fact that the Hon. ,
Clauses (a) & (b)+-The Catholic

Minister has expressed hlS regret to the
Bishops in their statement had

said, "We rail to understand that
a ) /‘

while exemption has been accorded

christian Community in a press statement;
l

and
(b) if so, whether a copy of the state-

to schools hanaged by Hindu Organi
House? E -sations like the Pachalva spas Trust
and the Ramakrishna Mission, why

J no such exemptions should ma be

e,

granted to our schools".

While referring to that
statement, I had sald that it was
a lie. In a subsequent statement

in the Council in reply to a short

notice question on 23-11-148 by
E & -H. v-0- No-

”01';90‘”3. (48] Edn

Mre VeKo.John, M.L.C., I had made

it clear that the statement of the

Bishops‘is untrue and no such
exemption has been given either
to the Ramakrishna Mission or the
Pachaiyappa® Trust,I had however added
that the "Government do not want to be
discourteous to any community or to any
personyg.

If it is felt that in the circum-

stances of the case, I have used any words

T .or expressions stronger than may be
necessary, 1 regret that T should have
used those words and regret that there shq _

have been occasion for the use of these

7 ' words
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‘The answer given by me in this connection in the Council to Dr. '

John's Short Notice question may be put up. On seeing it, I shall suggest

the answer to the auestion.
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1" The answer may be as follows:-

7 » - . Toprdis - $ il g
~,4h0lie Bishops in thelir statement had said, " Ve fail
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/ to understand th/ai while exemption ha
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S been a c'oc;)ré'-e 7
to schools managed by Hindu organisations like the 4
Pachaiyappas Trust and the Ramakrishna lission, why
no such exemptions should@be granted to cu'r 4
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While referring to that stateménty I had
said that it was a lie. In a subsequent s{;ﬁ‘: ment

in the Council in reply to a short notice guestion
-
on 23-11-'48 by Ur. V.K. John, M.L.C. , I had made

it clear that the statement of the Bishops i

untrue and no such exemption has been give{%
to the Ramskrishna ilission or the Pachaiyag;%s Trust .
I had however added that the "Government do mot wamt
to be discourteous to any community or to ia.’i;y person.
If it is felt that in the circumstances of %he case,

I have used any words or expressions stronger than
may be necessary, 1 regret that I should have used
those words and regret that-‘ there should have been

occasion for the use of these words.™
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
| Press statement sssued by the Hon. the Minister for Ed-ucag'ion. :

) whether it is a fact that the Hon. Minister has expressed:
his regret to the Christian community in a press statement; a‘/%ld AL,
(b) if so, whether a copy of the statement will be placed

on the table of the House? ' 3 S

Tas How. Srr-T. S. AVINASHILINGAM CHETTIYAR y:—
““ (a) & (b) The Catholic Bishops in their statement had said,
1 e fail to understand that while exemption has been accord- = =
" ed to schools managed by Hindu Organizations like the .“\.
Pachaiyappa’s Trust and the Ramakrishna Mission, why, == 74
no such exemptions should be granted to our schools.’ W 0 1
While referring to that statement, I had said that it was a oS E
lie. In a subsequent statement in the Council in reply tij' e,

a short notice question on 23rd November 1948 by Mo

V. K. John, a.r.c., I had made it clear that the state-
ment of the Bishops is untrue and no such exemption has X %
been given either to the Ramakrishna Mission or the
Pachiyappa’s Trust. T had however added that the | ¥,
¢ Government do not want to be discourteous to any com-
munity or to any person. If it is felt that in the eircums- 4
tances of the case, T have used any words or expressions
stronger than may be necessary, T regret that I should hr}:ve' 8 1
used those words and regret that there should have been
occasion for the use of these words.” . b
e

Srr R. V. SWAMINATHAN :— Sir, is it not necessm?ﬁi.’ B

that the Hon. Minister for Education should be very careful whi o

making speeches and statements and that he should not use stroﬁfg g
language? ”’ ‘ < kT
Tas Hov. Snr T. S. AVINASHILINGAM CHETTIYAR :—

¢ Tt is unnecessary to reply to this question.”” = § oY

ABDUL, HAMEED KHAN SAHIB Bamapor :— Mav}‘. 74)
ask the Hon. Minister whether it would not have been- arace U
on his part if he had made this apology or expressed his regret
without any qualifications as he has done? ”’ ViRl
Tus How. Srr T. S. AVINASHILINGAM CHETTIYAR :=—
¢« T must say that the statement called for an emphatic
protest because it was mot true and T must make it oloiEEEe
that when statements which are not true are made by people.
+n such responsible positions and when such statements age
read all over India, emphatic protests are also called for qnd

T have nothing more to addk’ .. ' |
r W. J. FERNANDEZ : —* Was not the HOH."Mini ¥y
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aware on the day when he answered a s}tnrt notice question on the
dame subject, that reference was made in the Diréctor’s Proceed 1
ags to certain institutions having trusts like the Pach §
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 +705 Q— Srx R. V. SWAMINATHAN: Will the Hon: the =
Minister for Education be pleased to state— “ = ﬁv i
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‘ ﬁff the Hon. Minister, a responsible Minister, if he had simply
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ul’te possible that the Bishops based their statement on the Direc-
~ tor’s Proceedings, therefore, would it not be better if the Hon.
Minister had not replied in such'a tone and in such a strain? ’
TI{%‘:_HON. Srr T. 8. AVINASHILINGAM CHETTIYAR :— 9w
t I must say that this matter has been discussed threadbare &
Nes and at present I have nothing more to add to it.”’ 1

; ;é‘ ABDUL HAMEED KHAN SAHIB Bamavur :—° May 1 4 —
&

once again ask whether it would not have been better on the part

y%nied the allegation and which would have served
~ instead of getting angry and using asstroing la

~ Tus Hox. Sr T. S. AVINASHILI
- ““1 have nothing more to a

the purpose
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