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Dated, 26th october 1948.

Rev. Fr. A. J. Tellis,

Milagres gigh School,

Kallianpur,

The HONo. Minister for Education, W

Hadra s. @

b" ;§°‘l§v;

Re?g- Director®s Proceedings NO. 18(0-1}3/46 dated T
' debarring the applicant from being the Headmaste:
of any recognised School for a period of 5 years
withdrawing the concession granted in Proceedings Dis. ¥o.
1151/34 dated 1I7-3-1934 treating him as trained teacher.

- | ’ : 1 submit the following humble representation for the kind and

Date. |

Sl TR } : sy;npatheﬁic considemation of the Hon. Minister as I feel that no charges have

been proved against me and that in any case the punishment meted out is out of

p e ¥k s all proportion to .offences, if any, alleged tQ have been committed by me.
% [ | “ 1 :, ' 1 have been on the staff of the milagres High school for the last g5

years. During that period 1 have been the Headmaster of the school contmmaly

~

ot
-

for the last ten years, handling English classés in the VI m. 1 request the
[

; [ e I ;"" : ! o
| po - = Hon. iinister to be good enough to refer to the ?.I. Report on the School which =

o, & will be sufficient to convince him that my teaching and the results in the
S.5.L.C. in English have been satisfactory, thay the general condition of the
school has been satisfactory and that no serious fault has flﬁn found in the
supervision and organisation of work in the school. With this record of work ®©
| my credit as Headmaster of the school i feel very. greatly humiliated with the

TN : order under re ference Which, all on a sudden finds me unfit to be a teacher or
dod Ty Headmaster in any school. ’ s :"-‘ ;
- M ‘. "‘g _ Before | refer to the charges against me may i respectf W@ﬁnﬁ out &

k! contradiction in the orders under reference. In para I of that order I am

debarred from being the Headmster or teacher of any recognised school for a piré.-o.l
i

of 5 years. 1In para second the conceéssion which was given to me of being treated

a8 & trained teacher is withdra®n and | am debarred from being a teacher. \f for ‘< ‘

the offences which L am alleged Yo have committed, the Director felt that 1 should

be debrred for H years from being the Headmaster or teacher of any recognised Ry

-
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from being a teacher. If, however, my offences
deserve the latter punishment, L see no purpose

in the first para of the order under re¢ ference.

that in every recognised Secondary School there

school, it surely cannot be his intention that I should be debarred altogehher

were considereé so beinous as to

in debarring me only for 5 years
Parther it is a well-known fact

are untrained teachers Who are

employed for want of trained teachers. The withdrawal of the concession removes

from me the status of a trained teacher. May I very respectfully request the
Hon. Minister to consider whether my conduct and character as a teacher are so
heinous that I am considered unfit to serve even as an untrained teacher in any
school and whether if one is considered to be unfit or umnsuitable to be a
Headmaster for 5 years he should also be considered for the same reason to be f®

0

totally unfit to be a teacher for 1ife. S

+

1 would -also like to point out that when charges are frames aginst a

person it is expected that the final orders passed should sho¥ to what extent the
charges have been proved to justify the punisbhment inflicted. In my case éharg s
were framed against me by the Divisional Inspector in his R.0.C. 042-B/4o dated
7-6-1948 and 1 submitted my written statement to him on 15-6-1948. As I did not
admit the charges and gave my candid explanation to zeegizs refute the charges
and in the absence so far as I know of any further enquiry to prove the charges,
it was honestly presumed by me and that my explanation wéuld be accepted and the
said charges would be dropped. Hence the Proccedings of the Director condemming
and punishing me were a very painful surprise. 1In the absence of any re ference
in the said order to any oral documentary eéveidence which was or might have been
considered sufficient to disprove my contention in my written statement, I am
left with the painful feeling that my case may not have been judged fully on ite
merits based opf the evidence im the case.

Now referring to the two chumrges against me, the first charge against
me is that I as Headmaster allowed the Correspondent 6@ the school to inflict
corporal_punishment on & girl in the class room during c¢lass hours. 1 place the
following bare facts for the Kind consideration of the Hon. Winister who I feel
sure will be amply satisfied with my plea of not guilty on this charge.

I. 'The corporal punishment was inflicted on the said girl by the Parish
Priest in August I1945. A persom like Mr. Rebello who as & result of his termina-

tion of his service has been bold enough to make false allegations against the
Management who had shown discourtesy to his Bishop and wWho has means ensugh to

defy any Management would not have hesitated to report the said incident to the
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;the school had

inowledge and
beaten the girl or if the correspondent had beaten the girl with the in ge

' admaster o
Educational authorities if the correspondent or He

5 well that it was
consent of or in the presence of the geadnaster. Knowing very

5 3 i 0SS
the Viear in his capacity as Vicar who had beaten the girl in the Catechism cla
e 8 « ¥

: to the
outside class hours, Ir. Rebello could not and did not report the matter to

i ies obabl
District “ducational officer but took up the matter with the vicar pr y

feeing that a grown up girl should not havey been beaten in the catechism class

be fore all her friends, The Vicar apologised to him and there the matter ended.

I request the Hon. yinister to note that kr. Rebello did mot either at that time
or subsequently complain to the Educational authorities that his daughter wgas
beaten during school hours or that [ had anything to do with it. His only
reference to thks incident is in his first letter to the Distriect Educationgl
Officer of the 29-6-1940 inwhich he says that the Hev. Manager inflictea
corporal punishment on his daughter and that because of the apology which the
Rev. lanager was forced to give the uanager bore rancour towards him, It may pe
iindly noted that there is no complaint that the girl was beaten during Schooi
hours or that the Headmaster had anything to do with it. My contentiong are..

3}  That Nr. Rebello could not and did not complain that hig Sughter yoq
beaten during school hours.

b}  That ur. Rebello did not complain about this incident because yy .,
did not pertain to scnool matters,

¢) That Mr. Rebello only referred to this incident and tpe sub“quent

Apology as one of the reasons for the supposed ill-will of the Manager Whing,

him,

d) That ur, Rebello has not directly or indirectly implementeq op even

suggested that the Heaimaster was in any way comceted with thig incideng,

It is inexplicable to me why an incident which took Place ip Aagug;
- 1345

and which Was referred to in kr, Rebello's letter not as a item of “OBPlaing 4
g

merely as an incident to show ill-will on the part of the anagar tokargs hi
i}

an |
above all in which ppr, Rebello himself did not even suggest that the Headm, t P
Ster

has anything to do With it should habe been taken up by the Eiucationgl aug

hopyy .
as the basis of a charge against me that [ as Headmaster Permitted gpe Cor
ve

dent to inflict corporal punishment on the girl. fThe charge is Vitheyy

f"m‘ati% Y

& i |
8 ip ineompr.h g i
gible that a Headmaster of I0 y®ars standing should be dsclareg ungyy th, \u

and without proof and should have been summararily dropped,

teacher in amy sehool ¢n Such a futile charge, 1 feel surg
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will be fully satisfied with the strength of my contention that there was no basis
concerned

for any charge against me as far as the incident under reference is raxXirxex and

A"'

2, In my ®ritten statement to the Divisional Ispector dated IH-o-I1940 and in

that the charge should not have been framed at all.

my further reply to his querries I have asserted

&)  That the corporal punishment was not administered on 21-8-1945 by Rev. Fr.

D. J. D*'Souza, Correspondent of the School.
., bhis ;
Fre D. J. D'Souza but not in kkE capacity as Correspondent of the School. fThe

It is a fact the girl was punished by

Hon. minister is no doubt aware that in the Cathdlic church the vViear is solely
responsible for the spiritual welfare of the Parieh and for the religious

instruction of Catholie children and their parents. it is he in hisg capacity as

the Vicar who takes disciplinary action on catholic parents or their children when
they neglect their religious duties. The vicar has admitted that he as viear

puni shed the girl. Keither the Vicar nor Mr. Rebello has alleged or even suggesteg
. ; e

that 1 as Headmaster authorised the Correspondent to punish the girji. The char f
ge

against me was withoutf any foundation,
b)  That the Catechism class was held outside school hours not by the 8
€2l ar

teachers but only by the Priests under the direct supervision of the vicar h
. is

fact has not been controverted by any eral or documentary €vidence, Hence th
- €

question of my relinquishing my authority regarding the punishment of ‘Sohial
children does not arise in any way at all. .
In vieWw of what [ have explained above I feel sure that the Bixe g,
Uuinister will accept my contention that there is no basis Whatever gop ﬁ‘aming.thi
8

charge against me.
The second charge against me is in regard to taking of £al se s ‘
ttﬁnec
s

from Mr. Rebello and from the Gardener who allege that he was not Paig D
o ke fbl\ :
Whole of the year I946 and that he was paid Rs. 96/~ on I7-18-1946 ang nog W

o hin
&

thereafter.

In regard to the pay of yr. Rebello for three months from

allegation of Mr. R€P€11o is that he was asked to accept Rs, 60}_ Plug

Dea. &w
July 1945. It is a fact admitted by the correspondent and by MYSELL thay o
aj

teacher was actually asked to accept the reduced pay of Rs. 60/~ brag hiw 4

the correspondent and myself have explained that the uanagement hag cigeq 2
' ®

reduce the pay from Rs. 70/~ to Rs. op/- or rather to take away the WUlowayeg
of

Rs 10/- which Mr. Rebello had been given for nendling HOrticultueg) Classgg

achool howrs becanse these classes were included Within school nours, My
- - Vhgy
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| Rs. 10/~ for taking Horticultural classes outside school hours. gis statement that

Page 5o

1 could have and should have given Written order to mr. Zebelig regarding the
Monagement's decision. The matter wa expalined to Nr. Rebello and it was hoped
that he would accept the Management's decision. His statement that his maximum was

RS 70/~ is incorrect because his maximum ®as only Ra. 60/- with an allowance ©F

he Was the only qualified man for this Work is also incorrect because we have two Bkk

other men with the same qualificyations. His statement that he was asked to accept

the redueed pay and sign for a larger amount in the dcquittance roll is a deliberate
falsehood, because while we admit that he ®as asked to Rccept the reduced pay he was
not asked either by me or by the Correspondent to giwe AN acquittance for s 70/..
The only point that need; explanation in regard to this mattep and wkich might be
taken inferentially to me that we intended to get the teacherrs acquittance for

RS. 70/~ is that the Provident Fund contribution was calculated at gys, 4-6-0 on

Re. 70/- and. Cormarded to, the Post OEFice. Being sashame °f the withdrwal of ®ms. 10 /)
in the salary of pr. Rebello/the Clerk of the school mist have calculated and sent kme
the contributions basing these calculations on the salaies paid in june 1945. The
scrutiny of the Acghittance register was made by the then District Eaucational

Officer and he saw that the entries regarding the @@y of 1r. Rebello wepe made only

in October 1945 when his salary was actually disbursed to bim. fhus there i no

case of having taken acquittance for a larger amount than was Actually disbursed to
the teacher. XNo te;icher has been coerced or influenced tgo accept g smaller amount

and to give an acquittance for a larger gmount. Except for the allegationg KEIXREERY
of Mr, Rebello there is no eveidence written or oral that he wag A8ked to sign the
acquittance for Rs. 70/-. As pointed out before even the entries agingt his name
régarding the salary etc, were not entered and he does not say that he was asiked to
8ign against the blank entries. My explahation regarding the Provident myng
contribution is a genuine explanatian which & trust the Ihmnxxlih Hon,

Ministep

®ill kindly accept. The contribution was of course subject tg aijustment duri
Wring the

subsequent montha if yr. Rebelle consented to aceept the reduceq DAV  gn e
« ! ir ., RebCllQ

did not consent to accept the reduced pay and so as not to mgr the narpg 3
Ny in the

school the Management agreed to contimue to pay the Allowhnce o Beu M0/ why
& e - eh he

had been getting up to June 1945. Thus Mr. Rebello has €iven his QCquitg
nee for

Re. 70/- per month after dctually receiving that amount in casp, B
The charge 1s that [ as Headmaster of the ge ,
"ol got false 1

for ampunts not actually paid, The charge as stated

because neither ur, Rebello nor any other teacher has Ziven
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actually paid. I have explained above these circumstances leading to the reduction |
in salary, to the sending of the Provident Fund contribution on Rs. 70/- instead of
on the reduced salarg of Rs. 60/- and to the subsequent payment of the full salary

in October 194H. The entries in the acquittance register are a further proof to

show the bona fide of my explanation. 1 trust that the Hon. Minister will be

satisfied with this explanation and find that I am not guilty against the charge
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that is framed against me. A
AW,
Phe second allegation on which this charge is based is in regard to the

‘r Dearness Allowance of Louis fernmdes, Gardener of Milagres High School, Kalliampur.

It is a fact that this Gardener was paid D.A. of RS. 96/~ on I7-12-1946 and that he

e

:yt ) was paid Rs. 60/- in a lump sum on 31-3-1947. Before 1 deal with the delay in the

g payment may I respectfully submit to the Hom. Minister that mere delay in payments

of salary or D.A. does not imply taking a false Qequittance. The Gardener does net

allege that he has given acquittance €ach month for the payment of his D.A. On the

face of it, it is absurd to take his statement that he was not paid till December 1
or that he was not paid subsequently as the basis of a charge that I took false

acquittances from him., The acquittance register will again show that no D.A. @as

shown agins;; his name each month and that an acquittance for Rs. 9o/~ was taken
from bim in December 1946 and this was done before a witness, He was agdin paid
Rs. 60/- at the end of March 1947 and there being mo acquittance from him prier te
that date as no payment was made to him. Thus it will be clear from what I have
gaid before that the question of delay of payment of D.A. to the gardener cannot by
any stretch of imagin ation be taken as a basis for the charge that 1 took false
acqhittance from him. I rely on the entriea in the acquittance register which i am
prepared to submit to the Hon. Minister if he considers it necessary to verufy my

statement .

There remains only the delay of payment of the D.A. to the Yardemer to

explain., The Hon., Minister is very well aware that the Management were not

i ! PoJe ek | compelled at that time to pay DeA. to menials. Secondly the acquittance register
will also show that there was as much delay in payment of arrears of D.A. to the

Ll : : ‘ members of the staff as te this menial. It is alleged by the Gardener that he was

40 paid a lump sum of Rs. 96/~ a8 D.A. in December I194o. The acquittance register

will show the Hon. Minister that every member of the staff was given his share of

arrears of D.A. for the year in & lump sum on the same day in December 1946, This

was done on the specifie imstructions received from the Director in Procecdi
: i ings

No. 2/82-D4/46 dated 20-17-1946 w: : |
| /40 0-11~1940 with a promise to sanetion the grant from Provineia)



=0

P

Yoo

(g

<&

punds for meting meeting of the expenditure on D. Ao 1
I feel sure that in view of what I have sa;d above the Hon., Minister will
feel convinced that my explanation for the delay in payment of De Ao to the said
menial is quite satisfactory and that the alleged delay has been taken as the basis
of a charge for my having taken false acquittances from the said menial is on the
face of it is absurd,
in conclusion i wish to state t;h'at 1 approved in foregoing explanation
. whieh I have offered that I was not in any way comnected with the ineident regarding
the infliction of corporal punishment on a girl by the Vicar of the Parish whe in
his capacity as Vicar and not as correspondent of the school inflicted the punishment
in the Catechism class outside class hours and not in my presence or with my authority
or my acquiesceénceé. I mast therefore be completely absoled of the charge framed
aghinst me. In regard to charge 2 1 hope I have explained to the Hon. Ministervs
satisfaction the circumstances in which Mr. Rebello was asked by me to aéeept RSe 60/-
as his pay after the fanagement under whose orders I had acted as Headmaster had
decided to withdraw t;e allowance of Rs. I0/- from the teacher. Iy assertion that
Lr. Rebello was neither asked nor coerced to sign for Rs. 70/- when he was being
o ffered only Rs. 60/— is corroborated by the evédence of the acquittance reoll im
which all the entries regarding salary were left blank until the Management decided
though after a delay of three months to pay him at Rs. 70/5. in regard te the
second part of charge 2 payment of D, A. WaS delayed for valid reasons Which cannet
be controverted by any evidence to the contrary. Further the gardener does not
allege that he was asked to give false gegquittance far De A. not paid to him. it is
for the Hon. Minister to consider Why the pDivisional Inspector toek the mere delay
in the payment of the D.A. as the basis of this absurd charge when the serutiny ef
the acguittance rell would have shown him that no D. A. has been paid at all and

that no acqguittance has beemn taken under this item.

I pray that in view of my recoré of conscientious service as a teacher and in my
share in building. up the gchool in my capacity as Headmaster of the school the

Hon. Minister will sympathetically consider this appeal and judge my case on its real

|

I

merit., The Hen. winister must be fully aware that it is usual with the dismissed

teachers to make wild allegations against the managements er the Headmaster of the :

gchoel, In my case ur, Rebelbe does not make his allﬁugatisns aginst me as Headmaster %‘
i

aug but aginst the Manager ®ho says had already sent the To P, P ypegtd OB & salary

as s 7@/’«. i have shown in my explanation that net only the charges against ne

pave not been proved but there is veally no basis whatever for framing the charges

against me, Under these circumsthnees I rely on the Hom. Ninister Lo consider
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this appeal favourably and to cancel the orders centained in his Proceedings.

I beg to remain
Sir,

3 your most obedient servant,

o |
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uilagres Chureh,
xallismpur, SeKes ;
, bth septesber 1340-

Very Rev. Fr. D. J. D*Seusa LTV B | O
The g i S L Koo

VIcar Porane, MNilagres Church,

| %.  Kallianpur, gouth Eanara.

To
Hon. tke Minister fear Educatien,

Hadr a as.

8

ir, PRI 5
,QQS Qé Reference;~ Directer's Proceedings No. 1860-D.3/46 dated I9-7-1948

n debarring the appeliant from being the Cerrespendent o¢
any recognised schoel for & peried of 5 years.

- -y S ’
i submit the following representation for the kind and sympathetie

consideration of the Hon. Minister as I feel that ne charges have been prevea

against me and that in any case the punishment meted oeut ls sut of all grepertion
to the effences if any, allegea to have bgen committed by meo
I havec been the Correspendent of the milagres High Scheel, Rallianpur,

for the lmts:;mn. During this peried I have worked censeientiounsly for the
welfare of the schoel. I have not enly made substantial additions te the school |
Bullding and Piayground but alse to its equipment and furniture. I have aige
enhanced the salaries of the staff and intresduced the ssale of salaries obtainbaj ¢
in the Local Board scheels and have been giving Dearness Allewance at Gevernment

| rates. With the advent ef the scheme of Reorgani satien of Secondary mucatien 1 |
was contempiating seme more improvements in the scheel; when all ef a sudden | e «r 4
hmtnated' with the erder under reference which finds me unfit to be a Qm“l"hhu

of any scheel. |
Twe charges were fHramed agalnst me by the Divisienal Inspecter eof Beee) ‘.
; ool y |

Golmbaters, in his RK.0.C. No. 64&-B/4b dated 7th Juve 1948 and I submitted my

explanation to bim, In the absence of any oral er decumentary evidence te refuse [

the peints in my expalanatien, justice and equity demanded that [ weuld be faldy

exenefirated. Even the pirector's orders de nmet say how far the charges have hegp /|

i
oreved or whether they have been proved abt all. Hence 1 was painfally 89 e § ged, \K f

woen | get the erders under referénce, 1 am Now 1eft with the feeling that ““hl‘n.g

that | have sald in my explanation ousg been accepted by the | partment and thay -
JIH R i st ¥ O ) ..‘.j

’t i
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is that I, as gorrespendent of the gchoel, on 27th June i945 admimistered cerperal
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case has net been judged fairly on its merits based en the evidence in the case.

Now referring th the twe charges against me, the first charge against me

punishment en a girl pupil in the class resm during scheel houwrs which I have ne {
right te do and which is against the previsiens of the yadras Educatienal Rules.
I place the foellewing facts for the kind censideration eof the Hon.

Minister who)I feel aure7w111 be amply satisfied with my plea of net guilty en

the charge. ‘,O

The cerpeoral punisment was inflieted onm the sa{id girl by me not as

Correspendent but as the Parish Priest and vicar Ferane. Knewing very well that

it was the Vicar in his capacity as Vicar whe had beaten the girl in the gatechism

class outside school hours, Mr. Rebello could not and didj net repert the matter

te the miucatiomal autherities. On the cemtrary, he referred the matter te His
Excellency the Bishep which fact clearly shews that the lucldent was viewed by

Mr. Rebello himself as a matter te be decided by the Ecclesiastical autherities or

s e At gt I e S o, -

failing that by a Qivil Court. My cententiens en this peint areg~

a) that Mr. Rebelle could net and did net eonpm."m at any stage that his
daughter was beaten during scheel hours,

bj that Mr. Rebelle did not cemplain abeut the incident te the Rducatienal
autherities because it did net pertain te scheel matters.

¢} that Mr. Rebelle took the cemplaint te His Excellency the Bishep which

shews that he viewed this incldemt as am Beolesiastical matber. ‘\
d) that the Catechism classes were heid either in the ghurch er in the ‘

schoel premises. On this particular day the ﬂcat.ahim class was held in the schoel |/
-
{ ‘1 :

for the sake of cenveniénce oniy.

ghe Hon., Minister 1s ne doubt aware that in the Cathelic Church the ucnl |
is selely respousible for the Spiritual welfare of the Parisn and for the 1‘0118-10‘4/" i
instruction of Catholic children and their parents. It is he in his capacity as 1
Vicar whe takes diseiplinary actienm en Qathelic parenta and their children when
they neglect their religious duties. I bave admitted that I as Viear punished the
girl in the Catechism class before scheel heurs.

It may yet be asked why, if I had acted within my riguts, I tendered an

apelegy te Mr. Rebeile. Per this it is necessary te kuew that there are in ,

¥allianpuwr twe churches within a distance of half a m&e. Theugh the peeple of

beth the churehes are (athelics belleving same dectrines and ebserving the same

rules and reguiatisns etes, the people of the two Churches are of differenct seclal UL

status 'br:‘.,se{ on distinetlen of castess Ir. Reballe has identified himself with the §
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superior Brahmin caste and bas been viZlifying the peeple of Milagres Churcia whe

happen te belong to the loWwer caste. As I am the Vicar ef the people of the
Church of the inferier caste there has been a lot of unpleasantness on this scere \
and the relations between the two Churches nad become a little straimed. ur.
Rebelle toreatened me with a civil aectien if I did net tender the apelegy. At the
intervention ef my superior - His Excel lency the Bishep - and in erder to aveid

furtner unpleasantness the apelegy was tendered and the mat ter ended there.

further may I alse point out that this ineidenmt was referred te in Mr. Reoells's )
petitien net as a cemplaint about the beating of the girl but merely as n reasen
that being ferced to give the said apelogy, I bere ranceur against him aadm
therefore his services were dlspensed with. This whele incident and the
censequent apology had nothing te de with scheel matters and it is m;irim.n? that
this has been breught in under th? purview of the M. B. R. and made the basis o8 o |
charge agninst me. In view of what I have expiained abeve,1 feel sure the Hom.
HMinister will accept my contentien that there was ne basis whatever for framing
this charge againast me.

: taking
The second charge against me 1s in regard to khmxksutium of false

\aequntanco from Mr. A, Rebelle and from the Gardener whe 2lleges that he was net

paid Dearness allowange fer the whele of the year I9do and that he was paid Rs. 9C

on 17-12-1940 and nething thereafter. In regard to the pay of ur. fiebelle for

tnree menths from July 1945 the allegatien ef ur. Rebelle is that he was asked te

accept Re. 60/~ plus Dearness allewance from July 1945 It isa faet aduittea by

myself and the Headmaster that the sald teacher was actually as«ed te accept tae

pay at Rs. 60/~ plus Dearness ailewance and this for the fellewing reasena;-

aceerding te the terms of the agreemeat Mr. Redelle's maximum salary was fixed at { 1“
I

Rs. 60/~ plus Rs. 10/~ as Herticulture allewance. This allevance was given

because the Herticulture classes were conducted outside class heurs and because ’

the Herticulture teacher had o supervise garden werk en helidays s as te keep
the garaen in trim, Latterly the Herticuiture classes were conducted within
acheel heurs. Hemoe as the teacher did net de any additiemal werk and as the
Herticulture classes were inciunded within scheel heurs there was ne justificatien

for centinuing the allewance fer the said teacher in view of the fact that he was

. given as many periods of werk as etuer teachers. Therefere it was declded te

| withdraw this allesance of Rs, 10/=. 1 ndmit I erred in uet having iven & weitte ot

erder to Yr, Rebelle regardiug wy decision,

1T
e |
| A
|

-

The matter was explalneq to ¥r. Tebelld and hepeu that ne weuld accept



my decision. His statement that his maximum pgy was Rs.70/-
is not correct® because his maximum pay was Rs.60/- with an
allowance of Rs.10/- for taking Horticulture clases outside
school hours. His statement that he was the only qualified
-man for this work is also incorrect, because we have two other
men with the same qualifications. His statement that he was
asked to accept the reduced pay and sign for a larger amountin
v the acquittance roll is a deliberate falsehood, because, while
i | we admit that he was asked to accept Rs.60/- he was not askéd
by me or the Headmaster to give an acquittance for Rs.70/-.
The only point that needs explantion in regard to this
matter and which might be taken inferentially to mean that I
intended to get the teacher's acquittance for Rs.T70/- is that
the Provident Fund contribution was calculated at Rs.4-6-0 on
. Rs.70/- and forwarded to the Post Office. Being unaware of
. the witndrawal of the allowance of Rs.10/- in the salary of
ij | Mr.Rebello the clerk of the school must have calculated and
! | sent the contributions basing the calculation on the salary
i i paid in June 1945, The scrutiny of the acquittance registerwas
made by the District Bducational Officer and he saw that the
entries regarding the pay of Mr.Rebello were made only in
October 1945 when his salary was actually disbursed to him.
Thus there is no case of having taken acquittance for a bigger
omount than actually disbursed to the teacher. The teacher
£ was neither forced nor influenced to accept a smaller amount

(7]

and to give acquittance for a larger amount. Mr.Rebello
imagines that it was my intention to take his acquittance

for Rs.70/- but it was not alleged that he was asked to do

s0. As pointed out before, even the entries against his name
regarding his salary etc., were not entered and he does not

. e say that he was asked to sign against the blank entries. My
explanation regarding the Provident Fund contribution is a
genuine explanation which I trust, the Hon.Minister will kiddly
accepl. The T,.P.F. contribution already m made was, of course,

subject to ad justment during the subsequent months if Mr.
Rebello consented to accept the reduced pay. As.Mr.Rebello
did not consent to accept the reduced pay and so as not
to mar the harmony in and out of the school I agreed to
continue the allowance of Rs.10/- which he had been getting
“up to June 1945, Thus Mr. Rebello has given his acquit-
| tance of Rs.70/- per month after actually receiving that
| amount in cash. The charge is that I, as Correspondent
of the School, got false acquittance for amounts not actually
paid. The charge as stated above falls to the ground, be-
csuse Mr., Rebellow has not given acquittance except for

amounts actually paid to hinm, I have

Ly

e,
e
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explained the abeve circumstauces leading o the r«magtion in the salary, te tiue
senuing ef the Prevident Pund centributién en Rs. 70/- instead of en the md
salarg ef Rs. 60/- and to the subseyuent payment of the full salafy in oﬁdbit
1945. The matries in the agqnittance register are a further proef te snew %
vena fides eof my expkanttien. I trust tmat tthe Hon. Minister will be !ﬂi&“ ltt‘
with this expalmation and find that I am net guilty ef the canrge that is !:i-;i ‘
against me. . 7 , » |
The second ailegatien on which tnis charge is ﬁasad is in reagrd ﬁa the |
Dearness allewance of Leuis Fernandes, Gardener of the Milagres High Schesel,
Eallianpur, whe, incidentally I may mentien, is a dependaut of wr. ﬁsbeufo “‘ is
toerefere prepared to back up his master in his allegatiens against !n. It iﬁh
prct that this Grademer was paid Dearness allewance of Rs. Yo/~ om rz-:a.xgtﬁ %
that he was paid Rs. 60/~ in a lump sum on 3[-3-1947. Defore I deal with toe |

delay in the payment I respectfully submit te the Hon. Minister toat mere &w m [

the payment of salary or Dearness ailewance dees net imply takiug of fan.

aeguittance The Gardener dees net allege that he has given acquittance M pagm

L
)

nis statement that he was net paid dearnes W ailewance till Deccmber and

|
!
4
for the payment ¢f nis dearness allewance. On the face of it it is absurd te M‘ )

was net paid subseguently as the basis eof a charge that I teek false a 1|
. J
frem him. The acyuittance register itself will shew that ne dearness &Ll :

pis acquittance was taken for that ameunt. Thas it will be clear from what I '; ;

sald before that the qu.estion af delay of payment of dearuness allewance te the ;
1
gardener cauaet by any streteh of imaginatien be taken as the basig of 2 M@ﬂ 1
that [ teok false acquittance from him. I rely on the entries in the acquittance |

register which I am preparead te submit te the Hon. Minlster if ne censiders it »

necessary te verify my statement .
There remains enly delay of payment of dearness allewance te tyg(;wj ‘,!\I‘ ; f‘ .
te eaplain. The Hen. Winister is wery well aware that Managements were “’“ Y ¥
compeiled at that time te pay dearsess aliewance to meulals. Secenddly the | :
acquittance register will aise shew taat there was a&s much dug:y in payment ef by

arrears of dearness ailswance te the wembers of tne staii as e this meniak. It iB

b | ‘ |
aileged tu;x the Qaraener tpat ne was paid & lump sum of REs Yo/~ a8 dg.‘r‘““g

ghe acyuittance register will snew tae Hon. Wimiater Al

aliswauce in December 1940,
is share of arveary dedruess alivinuce

U 2% every meumo er mi Thé n‘mfs wag glvea b
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tie year in o loap sui on ) bhe sone day in December IjAo. Tnis was deme 4% vhe
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" ‘tne said mni iis quite 83 s ‘ dallhe
jg the baiis ’? ﬁl’& *yinz taksn false ac@l&taggi fre

\

ce of 1% abcm'd i :
. " M,,_I\?_, coneluns,gn 1 wish te stata that 1 bhave wond \ﬁb/mem“
xplmtun vhiqn I have effered tyat I 1nn.'utcd; e'rpox!a.l ;mm.ghmt

in my capaéity as Vicar and net at all as Cerrespendent in tha cqtehuq

‘Letore achool eurs, I mnat tnerefore be complete).y ubaolvea of the chal

P
' me. ‘In regard te charge -2, 1 hepe to have explained to e Hon. Minister

.

" savismction the eircmnngu in whxeh lr.ya beno was uw by me S
as bis Pay a8 I dm«a to ntbdraw tae allewance of RS, /- from the sali
- The —eharge that I teek false acywittance frem kr. Rebelle falis to the a

Gune }nn statement tnat he was paid at Rs. 70/‘ aﬂer STASPRG A T N ke ey AN

{
n

acquittance in the reghter -hwﬁxg ihu mm received by M.m. In regard te

second part of cnarge 2, pawmnt of dearuess allowance was delayed for vaii

.| which cannet be contreverted by any evidence to the centrary. Fursher th

dees net allege that.ﬁ;"ﬁiz‘ma'h give false acquittance fer dearness

" net paid te bim. It ia for the Hon. Minister te censider why the plvisioer

¢ , , .
[napecter teek the mere delay in payment of the 9. A, as the basis of tnls
charge When a scrutiny ef the acquit tance rell would bave shewn him tiat ll" '
allewance had been paid at all and that ne acqaittance had been baken under

t111 December 1946. ' : r

e
n

1 ;ryf that in view of What I nave explained abeve, the ain. m
mpntkg‘t,teally censider tnis appul ana qun my cage on its real merits. I
‘Heun, l&h&uﬂ' must pe fally aware that it is usual with umimwmm
wiu ulmtum aguum the nammuf# or mAwuuttr

lm that there u ,mn;n nd ’nm Q&m ﬁi’ mq tne charge Wm “ﬁ

theee euemnlun T ﬂir on ﬂm Hen, Minister te consider m- apm Ve *"){’
and se cmul te orun.mtumt in ¢he Rnudim under reference.

Yeurs mdunuy,( :
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% IHE SECRETARYET TQ GOVERNMENT,, Ao {{f>~
.g} EDUCATION & PUBLIC HEALTH DWPARTLENT »
MADRAS.

‘B 0.C.NO. 1860-D3/46 dated S--12--1948.

SUB: SC HOOTIL S - pecondqrv Ajided Milagres
High School, Kallianpur - Action afa¢nst
& tke Corresoondenb and Headmaster.

REF: Government Endorsement RC,70590-Bl/48/"f‘é
dated 18th Nowember 1948 on et
petitions dated 26-10-1948 and 6-9-482, o

¥ Kk kK owk %k ~

On a complain® dlrectlv received by Government §rcm I'

Mr, A.V, Rebello, ez-teacher, hﬂlagres High School, Kalli@n-i |

pur, against the management of the scbooT, Government im & |

their epdorsement 68080-B1/46 dated 19-11-1946 ordered en- |
quiry. The Divisional Inspector, Coimbatore and the Dis-

bib=17¢ trict Educational Officer who inguired into the matter felt |

%uj,conVWnced that the allegations made Viz. (1)wrongful ter-

mination of services for refusal to give acquittance for

¢ 7{C'F:<:> sums larger than were actually disbursed and (2) infliect- .

ing corporalx punishment in the school, on a grown up girl

for her absence from Sunday Catechism class, were true ang

A action against the Headmaster and the Corrosnondent was

fore ealled®tor: PP'Ql°Cg0€

| :ﬁk”ﬁccordlngly I submitted the reporté;f un43¢v101’_“#‘~:
| TR Inspector, Coimbatore in my R.0.C.No,1860 D3/46 dated 19&,mgﬁ.ﬁ
: for favour of Government Orders., In G.0.10.1908 Edn.dated e 202"
1-9-1947, Government ordered that suitable detreent actlan‘%ﬂib-
should be taken against, the Headmaster and the Correspondent =
for their mis- conduct and that the management should be direc=""
ted to restore lMr.A.V.Rebello to service in the school, i
2 lWhen action was being taken in accordance with !
Rﬂles, the Management with the help of certain influen-
tial mediators and friends, offered a sum of Rs.1,500/-
a s "Gratuity" to Mr.A.V. Pebello and made him w1thdraw all i

J‘ v;.,.‘ PO §

Pre3-1aq ¢

o (@)

\ his allegations against the Headmaster and Correspondent.

il RS The teacher did not therefore press for being reinstated ‘

: V%NL#ﬂﬁf}lefﬂ}fL and the management did not carry out the orders in para 1 ;

gl o (1i) of G.0:¥0.1908 Educatiom dated 1-9- 1947 in that res- nr b%
Jelrerlipass pedt Lol Y* Q=5 1‘“

H the matter was not allowed by me to rest ther&l\ N
as the Headmaster and Correspondent would seem to have ex= W
pected or hoped for, Charges were framed against the Heade
mgster and Correspondent who tried to. take §héif§}\ugggr :%,
the plea that the allegations had been withdrawn by I A
Rebello, I did not accept that plea of withdrawal of alle- .
gations, On the facts of the case and the statement of

defence advanced by the parties, I declared the correspon-

dent unfit to hold his post for a period of 5 years and

the Headmaster unfit J?k@&lse and have ﬂu1y furnished

to Government conies of the Proceedinse : nf1ﬂ6~ ing the

™ Gt o *\r\,.'\ > QAR
shments R.C,No,186( /46 dated 268-7-194R%,
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jbﬁéfresentag;ons have now been made by the Very Bev.ET.
D'Souza and Rev.Tellis, against my orders.

Two charges were framed against the Headmaster: -

CHARGE NO.l:- That he as Headmaster of the

Milagres High School allowed on 21-28-1945,
Father D.J.D'Souza, Correspondent of the
above school to administer corporal punisli-

ment to a girl, by name Margaret Rebello,in '
the class room during school hours and there- [~
by surrndered his powers and responsibilities ¥\

to the Correspondent of the school and vida-
ted the provisions of the Madras Educational
Rule,

CHARGE NO.2:- That he as Headmaster of the
School got false acquittance for amounts not
actually paid. The D,A. was not paid in full
but the acquittances were got for the full
amount.

Charge (1):= That the Corporal punishment on the

® S % LR, O UM = B e & 1.1 5
tice m the Bishon Fhpecterdine the Deiect ywith leeal
L L ¥ \ 1 ] o} P | R s\

girl was carried out with his connivance, can, obviously
2dmit of no direct proof. It can only be inferred. The
Headmaster's explanation is unconvincing., His pleas are
mainly twofold:-

(1) that he was not in any way connected with

the incident regarding the infliction of

corporal punishment on a girl by the Vicar

of the Parish who in his capacity as Vicar

and not as Correspondent of the school in-

flicted the punishment in the Catechism --

class outside the school hours and not in -
his presence or with his authority or ae
acquiesence,

(2) that Mr. Rebello did not complain about -

this incident because it did not pertain
to school matters,

To accept his arguments is %o accept the position that in
Catholic Mission Schools of this type, the Headmaster should
be allowed to function with his discretion and authority
narrowly circumsribed because of the existence of priests,
The argument that the catechism class is outside the --
Lpirector's notice altocether could have validity omly if

i the Missisn would hold these classes outside a recognised

' schools

conduc%ed would only provoke protest. The position cannot
therefore be allowéd to remain mixed in a manngr that suits
their arguments in both directions at the same time.J

hther,any suggestion thet classes should be so

In these cases, therefore, the Headmaster can only be
held & to have a ée
be allowed to disclaim,

finite responsibility which he cannot

Tt is alse to be remembered that the incident of beat-
ing the girl has never been denied, and the case is that
the priest beat a grown-up girl, I mention this only to
show how neither the Vicar and Correspondent on the one

nor the Headmaster on the other, has ever said any-
to show that they are atleast sorry that such a =

thing should have been done,

b 1 TR L, [ s » 0 — 3 5 3 5 \
Further it is found that when ¥r, Rebello sent

i
!
|
|
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1| Pr2 CF @ action, an apology was smmediately tendered, thereby
| ; ‘ acknowledging that he had no richt to beat the girl,

.
3 S

~t will be seen that arguments are merely formal and .

B 17 klegalistic, mere hairsplitting and sophistry. | .
: e -G #

’ i ] The second charge of false acquittance is based on Mr. -
| R 2~ . ! !

\. 4(°r7c" 2ts CF Réhello's statement, the menials' statement, and the evi-

03%c= W e®  dence of the pProvident

roll on examination i8

manner that stills suspicion.

tiong and overwriting;
inks are seen to have

Tund contribution. [he acqUillang®
found to be not maintained in a

There are erasures and corret-
many of them unattested,and different

been used on the same date, on the same

{ page. To give some specific instances:-
i ' Staff acquittance:- Entries relating to a
particular month are generally made in one ink and by
L ™ ‘ ¥ one individual. The insertion of different names in
¥ i ' different inks leads one to suspect the bonafides of --
1 proper accounting.
:‘, ey
| bﬂﬁvéw,bv~3<&j Page 62. .. o ..  October 47,
) Page 68. .. 50 e December 47.
Page 69. e 0 LA LI g e ¢ S |
Page 71l. .. o 5 January 48. ¢
/ Blanks left in May 1948, 7. & (87 page). |
L Page 99 & s Shal a8 August 485 :
| Rev, Fr. Fernandez has not signed the acquittance for
f , June 1946, July 1948 and August 1948, There are similar I
| P2t ontries not vouched for by recipients. . |
A o Item 8. o . se April 1€47.
1 g Item 200 .o L] L U
' Item 7. 50 o s Januvary to May
' 48 also. 1
page 96.
Item 26. ) o e ° e July 1948.
i} Miss Peellia Lewis has been paid at Rs.45/- but elaim |
1) is preferred at Rs.50/- in the financial statement of |
the year. : ;
3 . |
: . Menials' Acquittance:~ In the acquittance of February and ,
s Varoh 1947 relating to menials are entries made in
. f - different inks by different persons. The entries seem
|A to be suspicious.
1 A register maintained in such a slip-shod manmner,
A s ! | to put it mildly, cannot be considered as conclusive
. : » evidence in favour of the accused. P

' It is noteworthy that where his pay isg concerged,
g |ur. A,V. Rebello has been in receipt of Rs.67/- in 1940,
Rs, 68/~ 1in 1941, Rs.69/- in 1942 and Rs,70/- from 1943
onwards. A sudden reduction of Rs.1l0/~ would raise
anybodgt's suspicion about the managements motives,as
~ 1t did Mr, Rebelle's ire, In acbual fact the June entry
shows 60 with 70 overwritten.in another ink, or it is

‘ ; : pernaps, wihlle y figure is a
iia clear 70,

If this were not evidence enough to show that
there has been trouble over t§9 figures, there is the
fact that this Headmaster Rev'.Tellis has asked Mr .Rebello
to accept the reduced pay in a mote §gﬁed}?§¢2;$945. This i
is'ﬁQTTH”ﬁfﬁﬁT”fﬁﬁfw%ﬁﬁ”ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ5§f§?wis having a hand in g
the affair, vhich fact 1S jenied in his representation \5
Weither the correspondent nor the Headmaster has produced |
Vir, Rebello's statement was

o 1 3
any eyidence to Prove that Mr ;
(e e ™ +h ahesnea of any CrOSS avamnination and "1‘@'?\\\'a
false, IH the absence of any CroSh=vid ination and reiuv
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Tt is significant that the Provident Fund contri-,
bution was made on the basis of HS.7/0/-.

JOLLGLRS - S. (0 = The relevant
papers were called for from the District Educational
@hficer!sieffice’ and it wasﬁeen that the General Pro-
vident Fund slips showed Mr, Rebello's salary to be 70
and that the contribution was calculated on that basisy
These papers were submitted regularly to the District
Educational Officer over the signature of the Corres-
pondent. But it is now being suggested that this wes
mérely a case of carelessness, which is on the face of
it not a fact. It is also strange that the plea should
be carelessly put forward that Provident Fund contribu-
tions are fixed in a careless way like this,To my mind,
it is a case where the management did not dare to show
a different provident fund rate as they would mean evi-
dence against them, when they claimed Government grant
on the higher rate.of salary. Now because the management
fell out with Mr,Rebello, and had to explain away his alle-
gations about a lower salary having been offered, they

" argue that the Provident Fund rate was an error. An

accused person should have better arguments than %this.
It is surprising that Rev.Fr,.Tellis do&s not realise the
absurdity, if not irresponsibility,of his statement

that Provident Fund accounts are calculated any_how and-
indifferently. Obviously; 'as he'views it, he considers
it the lesser evil to admit carelessness in this respect
and claim it as an argument in favour of his honesty in
respect of the other, but honesty is sought to be bolis-
tered up only with falsehood, . < .

g;yﬂotwithstanding, I gave the Rev. Fr., Tellis a fur-
ther chance to explain himself and called upon him in
Proceedings 1860-D3/46 dated 29-10-194% t- explain whe-.
ther the continued calculation of Teachers' Provident Fund
on the basis of higher salary (i.e. Rs.70/-) would not
entitle Mr.Rebello to a proportionate increase in Govern-
ment contribution and whether this addition to Govern-
ment's liability is not an attempt to defraud Government,
when the management themselves had decided to pay him
only at Rs.60/- p.n. In his explanation diggd 10-11-48,
a copy of which iiherewith gz attached, Rev,.Tellis has
expressed regret for his incorrect statements contained
in the appeal, thereby acknowledging the fact which he
now recognises to be incapable of being explained ammyand
for which therefore he can only express regret,

_From the beginning, both the Correspondent and the
Teadmaster had been taking their stand on technical grounds
never caring to take a straight view of plain facts. Thasg
did not put in any witnesses on their behalf, being
content merely to pick holes in the arguments on the other
side, This refusal to face facts squarely im against them.
The then Divisional Inspector, Coimbatore (Sri V,R. Ranga=
Inathan) has expressed his

in the records of the school, (Vide letter RC,642/B/46
dated 9-5-1047 submitted with my letter Re,1860-D3/46 a/-
19-6-47, ) Again, the influence that was brought to bear

| upon Mr.Rebello and the offer of a sun of Rs. 1,500/~ for
withdrawal of his allegations against the management are
of a piece with the general dishonesty evidenced throughout,

B

_—The orders contained in G¢,0,¥o0,1908 Education
1-0-1947 would seem to have been issued o
eiven by the Hon'ble Minister for Education

dated

s F

0 & deputa-
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Fion of teachers (as mentioned by the Divisiopnal Inspector
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; .ec#@ea opinion that he was convinced
that teachers were being paid a lesser sum than what 1s shown
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E;/Z: the charges against the Headmaster were found
proved, the Correspondent also on the same facts had
to be adjudged guilty as a matte{ of course and both
were debarred, The Correspondent and Headmaster have

y.zgq‘:r:@lf " been debarred for a period of 5 years, No appeal

. o . + rs in cases like this
R 2 i { 1iés against the Director’'s orders 4 .
f @ <. K /2le>. The entire file is submitted for perusal and return.
gt b ime Yours faithfully ‘
g . for Direcétor of Public Instruetion,
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‘Milagres Church,
_ Kallianpur, 5. K.
From , : 184 o il el GUES
Rev. Er. A.Jd. Tellis, :
Milagres Church, Kallianpur

i | 9528
The Director of Public Instruction, £ '

‘ Madras
Subject:—SCHOOLS——Secondarya-Aided——Irregularities—-Milagres

High School--Rev.Fr.A.J.Tellis—-Appeal--Particulars
called for - Submitted. |

" ' ' ' | SIR, | |
- With reference to your R.0.C.No. 1860-3/L6 dated 29.10.948 I
ALY i beg to submit as follows:; \
%ﬂregret that the statement in my explanation that the T.P.F.
contributions wére sent to the Post Office at the beginning of each
month even before the disbursement of salariés to the teachers is in-
cogrect. The statement was based on my presumption that that wes the
procedure followed in this school. The acquittance and the Provident
Fund Contribution registers are maiﬁ%giﬁéﬁ“by~%hezﬂié?ﬁ’gﬁaﬁg;;~;£;;;;d
- | ¥ 'and signed by the Correspondent each month. I fegret very much that :
1 : without verifying the actual procedure I made the incorrect statement
and I beg to be kindly execused, for it.
As regards the continuance of T.P.F. contribution calcu}ated

. ?‘ ' on Rs,70/- for the months following June 1945 I understand from the

Correspondent that the attitude of Mr.Rebello was such that the

W,

Corresyondent had little hope of inducing him to forego the allowance of

Rs 10/~ unless the course the Correspondent was prepared to force the
issue by a peremptory order which he would have been justified in

passing. But for reasons regarding the hostile faction in the Parish,

Mr.Rebello being a prominent member in one of them, the Correspondent

thought it best in the interests of the Parish and the school, to try

persuasion and thus the question of Mr,Rebello's salery dragged on for about
three months. During those months no orders were issued to the Clerk regard-

ing Mr.Rebello's salary. I understand that in the absence of any orders the
clerk continued to deposit the contribution of Mr.Rebelle on a salary of

Re T0/=. The T.P.F, statements of contributions or the registers con-

cerned are signed by the Qorrespondent and are not seen by me at any
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Aé r;gardS'the:Director's querry whether_thg,paypenﬂ.of contribu-
'£ion on Bs, 70/- when Mr.Rebelio was' actually getting Rs 60/~ ‘as salary
M.7‘[mou1d not entitle Mr,Rehello to a proportionate increase in Government
 contribution and whether this would not amount to an attempt to defraud
"fthe Government, I may assure the Dlrector on behalf of myself,and the

“

Cerrespondent that there was no intention whatever either to take false
! acquittance from Mr,Rebello or to defrazud the Government. If Mr;Rebqllo
had agreed'in July to forego the allowance the excess T.P.F. contrlbutlon
de that month would have been adjusted durlqg the next month and further
contrlbutlons would have been made only at the reduced rate. H1§2§;Il
. salary of Rs, 70/- was paid to Mr.Rebello in October 1945 as admitted by

himself, Thus the T.P.F. contributions already made needed no adjustment,

] ’ T beg to remain, sir,
Your most obedient servant,

feliis

-

No, 184/48-D dated 18.11.1948,
Submitted through the Correspondent, Milagres High School,

Kallianpur,

submitted to the Director of Publie Instruction, Madras.

; A, Rebello

? . Milagres High School, {
Kallianpur, S5.K.,
18,. 11,1948,

Correspondent ,

(TRUE COPY).




Very Rev. Fr. D.J. DS
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. the D.P.I. has examined in detail the char
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: ions offered by
the exp}:‘anatlioquq ,,,_Vir,e _,,,,?-_ ; - BT T Sa |

s the charges against the Headmaster were
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K isicd cuilty as a matter of course and both were therefore. -
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- whether Govt may decline to <interfere\ in the matter.
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