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' K. liahalingam 2

£

Ing. Math. Tamil His.&Geo. Upt. £le.Se.

R. Sivaraman, V.form 25 .8 29 " 28 e
. Ramanathan V Form 29 2 3l 21, 19 21
P, liannangatty V. Form 6 a 28 30 32 45

I don't understand what pricipal has been followed when
P. llannangatty who got 6 marks in English has been promoted, whereas
N. Ramanathan has been detained. '

In going through all these marks, it is clear that the Head-
master has not followed any principle of promotion. In the same
form some students have been promoted on condition that they should
take T.C. and leave the institution. Une 4, Rathakrishnan has
applied for T.U. on 17-5-49 before the results were announced i.e.
on 25-5-49. The same thing has taken place with one S. Lrishneamoorth
I like to point out that the Headmaster has struck off both the-
names intending to detain them on the basis of marks obtained by
them, perhaps as an after thought or some other consideration has
made him erase the pencil marks over their names in order to
promote them.

s ingl. dath, Tamil His.&Geo. Sc. Soeial
T.N. Rathakrishnen, IV Form 21 15 31 % 49
T.Rangahashyan YA OS2 1021

~ Among these two cases the Headmaster has promoted only T.
Rangabashyam though Rathakrishnan has got better marks in all the
subjects. I do not know why this sort of partiality has taken

“place.

 Ing. Math. Temil Sc. Social His.
V.Ranganthan Reddy, IV Form 6 3 2h 0045 2280l

B, Neelakantan JodmElk 8 38 23 NIE R e
Abdul Malick ¥ 17 12 25 ®2 25 540
Abdul Kareem: el 1 9.~ ¢ Bk s B R S

Let me take into consideration the marks of these four can-

“ didates. The Headmaster has promoted V. Ranganatha Reddk Heddy

and detained the others. This is a very glaring irregularity.

e
' 9 17 3

Subramniamn z e 5 57 3 5

5 17 800 w29 35 18

Among this set of boys the Headmaster has showed partiality
in promoting.A. Subramnian alone. In comparing the marks of these
four students with that of V, Ranganatha Reddy thes four students
ought to have been promoted, I have received a complaint from
B, Neelakantan's father.

— —

A
G. Kuppuswami
A, Kumaraswami

111 Forn Temil #ngl. Math, Se. His.
Joseph Wellington 8 1 S s A
RoAmE e 5] 12 19 2Ly DY
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I request the Authority to enguire whether, there were any
primeciples or conditions of ‘promotion at all and if there were any,

why they were not followed. L . )
/jZfawtﬂviféjfffj:,— 2
Pl s &

Sé.23-6.

Copy to the District LHducational Ufficer, North Arcot, Vellore.
u/Q.oPy to the Divisional Inspector, Coimbatore. '
: EEEQLﬁ9ﬁ§h§“Eggiylgmylnlster for Hducation, Government of liadras,
uadras. BT s
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Sri K. Seshachari, B.A.,L.T., The Secretary to Government in the
llunicipal Commissioner, liducation and Public Health Depart-
Tiruvannamalai. ment, Government of lladras.

Through

£

The Chairman, lunicipal Council,
Tiruvannamalai.

e
oir,

Sub:- HEducation - lunicipal High School - Tiruvannemalei - S
Irregularities in promotion made by the Head llaster -
!*9 Report - Submitted. s
q\ Ref:- lemo No. A8558-92-L9—3 Bducation dated 3—?-&9 of the
Government, . -

With reference to the above cited memorandum of Government I
submit that no copy 'of the letter of the Chairman, Municipal Couneils
dated 23-6-48 sent along with the Government's memorandum was received
by me except a-mote dated 21-6-49 alleging almost the same irregula-
rities and citing the same instances. Vn receipt of the confidential
note of the Chairman,] examined the marks and promotion lists thorough-

2 ly with the principles of promotion framed by the Head llaster and found

=~ that there were several cases of irregular promotions,not satisfying

the principeles framed by him.

2. In this office, memo dated 8-7-49 the Head liaster was called
upon to explain for all the irregularities mentioned in the Appendix
+o the memo. UHe submitted the explanatien on 2-8-49 and in it,hex
also stated that he had offered his remarks to the District Lducatio-
nal Ufficer, North Arcot as called for by him on a copy of tke chair- -
man's pebtition which was also sent to the Uistrict iducational
Officer by the Chairman. Un knowing this I requested the Lhairmen,
Junicipal Couneil in my letter dated 21,-8-L9 to give me a copy of
the letfer addressed to the Educational Authority. He has not so
far furnished me with the copy. As I have sicnee received a copy
of the letter of the Chairman, Municipal Gounecil from the Government
I am in a position to proceed further in the matter. :

The explanation is being examined with reference to the lists

once again and I shall be disposing of the charges observing the
procedure prescribed shortly. I shall also submit my final report

in the matter to -Bovernment. 2
£,/>1/£:};‘“*/*"“4“q’
Ny

= Commi ssioner,

Copy to the Director of Public Instruction, ladras.

- ?
Forwarded,
a A
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Ott'ice ot the
Director of Public Instruction
Madras, dated, 15th Sep. 1949.

R.0.C2l0.1717 BL/L9

From

The Director of Puplic Instruction
Madriase.

The Secretary to Government
EmmmimﬁmdPmﬂﬂ:%ath@aNmmm

Fort St. George, Madras.

r—¥;u&.30._ ; s

Subject:~ MADRAS EDUCATIONAL RULES -- Amnual
- promotions -- Certain irregularities

in the —- Municipal High School,
Tiruvennamalai. b N o>
? f]

sk sk ///,ﬂ. 2
Retference:- Uovt. lMemo. No.L8558-G2/L9-1 Education,
’ dated 29-6-1949.

Slendesle ale
DA A N

I have the honour to submit herewith a copy of the

report Re . N0 270 D2/h9 dated 28-=7-1949 of the District Educa-

= tional vurricer, North Arcot, and & copy ol the remarks ot the

u Divisional Inspector: of Schools, Loimbatore, ke .llo0.739 B/LS

gated 29-8-1949 and to state that I am requesting the Commissioner
lunicipal vouncil, Tiruvannamalai, to frame suitable charges

; against the Headmaster and sward him some punishment for the

‘ irregularities committed by him, Wnder the appointment and

Services Rules oI Local Boardg Servants.
Action under rule 98 b or 154 of Madras Educationgl_ -
Rules does not appear to be appropriate and hence = - in e
.ﬁVMn%n Bay Loon reiferred to the Lommissioner tor suitable action.
Yours raithtully

-
-

Kor Director of Publie Instruction.

Sd/15/9.

/ﬂﬂ”«w\\
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N b - Copy of letter Rec.No.276/D2/49 dated 28.7.1949 of the District
Educational Officer, North Arcot,Vsllore to the Divisional
- . g ' | _ Inspector of Schools,Coimbatore Division,
| The letter dated 23.6.1949 of the Chairman,Municipal Couneil,
B Tiruvannamal@i and the explanation of the Headmaster,Municipal High
yi School sTiruvaniamalai are submitted with the following remarks:-
| The Chairman cites in his letter the cases of ' |
| (a) 11 pupils in Form V of whom 7 are promoted, Il
I (b) 10 pupils in Form IV of whom 5 are promoted A
et ; (¢) 2 pupils in Form IIT of whom 1 is promoted. ;
) vl “ \

' X and states that the pupils detailed are more deserving of promotion ’
than those who are bromoted, that the promotions are therefore,irregular
and constitute rank injustice to the pupils, that there is a number ;

g of anonymous petitions against the Headmaster,that there is much W
indiscipline in.the school and that the Headmaster does not and cannot
comand any respect or loyalty and finally requests the authorities to A
enquire whether there were any principles or conditions of promotion
5 at all and if there were any why they were not followad,
A 2. The cases cited by the Chairman are tabulatéde belows =
S.No. Name of the pupil. Eng. Tamil Ely. Sclence History Opt.
Math, & Geog. .
|
1.C.SamMmathy Beem- Form V 17 35 12 40 17 26D |
L2 ,K.Shanmugam i 1851 ek o) 35 o DD
3.V.Perumal i 14 39 48 40 46 11 D
’ 4,V . Kuppuswamy i ° 32 2 63 il 19 P
4 < 5.D.V.Narayanan 1] 26, 30 4 27, 9 &P |
L 6.A.S . Muthuswami " 2& 31 8 31 24 20 Du |
7.R.8ivafaran " 25 29 8 T 13 28 P
g 8, .Ramanathan I 20 384 2 21 24 19 D
'3 9,M.Mannangatty H 6 28 a 45 30 32 P
AR RS | i e b o 10.4A.Rathakrishnan L - - = - - =i PSE
i 11.8.Krishnamoorthy | = = = = = = P
4 o Sec.Stud. §|
PR 12.T.N.Radhakrishnan,FormIV 21 31 15 36 & 29D 1|
g T 13.T Rangabashyam : 10 29 15 14 - 21 PR |
14 . VRanganatha Reddi ¢ 6 24 3 15 41 22 P
| : 15.B.NeglakantRan H 19, | 38 8 23 38 356 D
| 16.Abdul Malik L i7 .86 12 22 40 25 D
A 17.Abdul Kareem / u 21 26 1 21 - 41 3§D |
&K 18,K.Mahalingam un 2l 32 36 21 16 42 D
19 .A .8ubramaniam " 9. .88 17 . 2 14
20,G,Kuppuswani n 15 42 16 27 2 35 P
21l.A . Kumaraswami " il 37 17 25 18 ‘'35 P
22 .,Joseph Wellington
_ vl Form III 1 8 12 23 21 - P )
‘23.D.Winson (5 13 o2 19 37 53 ey
f
,thﬁ P e +s Promotion
24l .;'“ ,j.‘i;.J D-oc e e Detaineﬁ. {
bk PR : |
i R TR e ' : |
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3% yiin hits explanatio
states that there were general principles of promotion &nd in a

very tew cases the Headnaster has

n dated 12-7-49 the Headmaster

used his discretion.

The general principles of promotion are the follawihg

formv V:— 30% in the 1st and ond languages and 25% on -the average
(iee. @ tebel of 100) in the ather L4 subjects. nd year

students promoted.

In bknglish 5 marks were

added.

Forms Li to IV:- 30% in Tamil, 25% in English and 25% in the other

sup jects railure in a single subject 1is allowed.

L. In the cases cited by the Chairman, Municipal
Counnil, the detentions are 211 in accordance with the general
principles stated above. But the promoted pupils d8 not satisy
the general principles of promotion &s communicated by the Heads -
master to this oftice in the ond week of Juref has acted in his

discretion as mentioned below:-
Korm V (9.Nos. 4 and 10)

(SHENG 5

(SelNetee

o LV (SaNos 1T and 20)
(s No.tk).

(S.No.21 1

n S pene kG T e B

2 are undesirable elementse.

1 deticiency of 5 marks condoned
cvndoned (for no ostensible reason)

1 is considered desirable to b€
eliminated.

L

3 are undesirable elementse.

1 is stated to have been id)
at the time of annual sxamina-
tion and promotion is pbased on
halt vearly examination marks
which are as rollows:-

Tamil 337

English 3370 :
Lle., Hath. 28‘,0
Ele . 2Cs 320 .
3ocial studies L40j

5 \\Tt‘ids said to be a poor cobbler.

¥orm III:- Ot the two pupils the boy prmoted is far pelow the ]
¢ tandard prescribed for promotion but he has been promoted
pecause he is a poor overaged and has leite.

It is ror consideration whether these promotions for the reasons

stated by the Headmaster are jystitiable and the Headmaster can
be considered to have discharged his responsibilityes properly.

5, It does not appear, lOT hes it been made out that
the responsibility of the Headmaster in the matter of promotions
has been abused in such a meanner as to lay him open t 0 the charces
of nepotisi, 111l-will and bribes. The promotions made in the L
Headmaster's discretion are however, wrong and injudicious. TIr +h§

case of the 6 undesirable elen

ents the Headnaster could  hame e #%

considered the provisionsnuyde? M.B.R. LO=4 or 97" In thHe ease
ot the other 3, The considerations stated need not have been given
weight. It is, therelore, recomnended that, ir it wouldbe In |

order, btliese prounotions, which

do not contorm to the general PYiT-

cinles may be ordered to be cancelled and the Headmaster severely

warned e



Explanation of Sri Pl . Swamina
High School, Tlruvannamalal dated 12~ ?-49.

N - - .‘: ' -

Submitted. L ' >

The princdples of promotion ‘have already been subMJ,,tf.
the Dt. Educational Officer on 8-“-49,
The genoral principles of promotion are: e W
.V Form 307 in the first and second languages and 2§£|@mfg‘
average in the other subjects. i

IV, IIT and II Forms: 30% in Tamil 257 1n'Eng‘xj~g-9;:‘
in(he other subjects. Failure in a single };.w;xa qg

I Form and V Class: 30% in each subjeet, Fallﬂre in a s
subject has been allowed. . .

‘gv rﬂdﬁ ”I “ o | Second year pupils in V Form have been promoted in view @ﬁﬁt,
4 Lé. - s L) the fact that they are grown up and to avoid stagnation in g‘
that form; In Form V as the results in English were = = =
unsatlslactory, 5 marks were added to the marks obtained by
eabh pupil. ) ; :

In Forms having a strength rangingz from 110 to 15@ 1%
be possible to expect all promoted cases to strictly PIL
to the rules which are oily general., Hence the cases of a
students coming under the rules as nearly as possible though .
fully have been leniently considered.

The strength of V form last year was 112, Henee it was dee’
at a metting of the members of thestaff that the best 80 of
112 should be promoted to fill up the two sections in
Hence the principls of promotion (which is indeed low)
as to include the best 80»

In a very few cases the Headmaster has nsed his d
promoting certain students after examining each case
and sstlsfjlng himself that such discretion will serve
interests of the school. In a school having a strength o: C
1000 pupils the Headmaster has used his discretion in the eas
very few only.

Generally discretion has been used in the following cases 1n
of pupils:

1. Certain girls students. In a mixed sch@ol girls students
have no chance of full development and they have beﬁh &;_gufl“
under many handicapSs o
2. Students coming very near the minimum fixed. *’h“”
3. In the cases of some students of the sehadwisﬁ castes
4, In the case of certain students whose pro
way affeét the é@fficiency of the school bu
the schia& in mere ways than one.

)
il
{

" : [

E S

‘amd it 18 wiﬁﬁ thiﬁ tion t ha 1y
to supplementary students %his year in VI T
pressing factors., :

Applying these general principles mentioned above Nos.

1 €. Sanmathy. 6, A.S, Muthuswami 8, N. Ramanathan, 12, T,N.Radha-
krishnan 15. B. Neelakantan 16. Abd@l Malic 17. Abdul Kallm

18. K, Mahalingam and 23. D, Winson pointed out in the list of
Chairman, Municipal Council, cannot elain promotion,

e o L = .
No. 3 V. Perumal wag debtained because he is very weak in Enhlisﬁ i

As he is fairly well up in the other subjects he has been gi ven an {
opwgrtunltv to improve his knO\led@e in the subject so that b

be sure of his pass next year in the §.,8,L.C, This hasg %een ﬂong
in the wqbc“<Q1\ of the boy himgelf, The Hal? yearly examinatic
mark obtained by the pupil is 11 | i

nay

A 3 e Ty A a
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I repudiate the suggestion with all the vehemence at my command. ‘
“Tn this connection, I'may be permitted to point out that the .
school examination is mot a public examination wherein marks :

pass. A Herein @ ,
its merits always |
on. I claim I have
qitite clear

e of 27 years as a

o ¢

and marks alone fmkm the basi of getti
sublic school we have to consider each
keeping in mind the interest of the ins
done my duty by the school and my CONSCclnt
on the point. I have so far put in a2 '8

teacher. _ ]

mn

[t s Y o (0 08
@]
=

M =
=
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(e Z ! D
@
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I humbly request the Dt. Educational Officer to accept my ' |
exnlanation remembering that in snstitutions of this kind, no body i
could have done hetter.

8d. P.N. Swaminathan,

eadmas ter.

+

/True copy/

-Eon-Dirceter -of -RFeblie-Erstruction
Vk 19.9 <

Copy of letter No. 739 B/49 dated 29.8.49 from the Divl.
Inspector of Schools, Coimbatore Division to the Director of
Public Instruction, Madras.

Sub: Bducation -~ Secondary = Municipal High School -
Tiruvannamalai - Annual Promotion - 1949° - Irregulairities -
complaint against the Headmaster - Remarks on the letter '

|

Roc No. 276-D2/49 dated 28-7-49, of the Dt.Educational l
\

Officer, North Arcot
Ref: Your ProceedingsRc. No. 2234-KE4/49 dt, 17.8.49

As per the principles of promotion originally framed for the
purpose there is no provision made for the use of discretion by
the Headmaster. Fubther, there is also deviation from the general
principles as may be seen from a copy of the principles now
furnished by the Dt. Educational Officer. Even according ©o
thése principles, the pronotion of the & pupils pointed out by the
Dt. Educational Officer in his remarks is irrvegulars. But, it does
not appear nog has it been made out that the reSponsibility of the
Heddmaster in this matter has been abused in such a manner as to
warrant the punishment contemplated in Director's proceedings

1016-E1/49 dated 30-4-49., It clearly shws that the Headmaster i

has not acted judiciously and according to the principles
formulated by him. H=2 ehauld rave taken asctlon ageinst the
undesirable pupils as per rule 49-A ar 97 of the M.E.R. He may
therefore be severly warned that repetition of such an
irregularity will be severely dealt with under Rule 98(b) of the

M.E.RO

2. A copy ef the principles of promotion now submitted b7 the
Dt.Bducational Officer ks submitted herewith for favour of perusal,

/True copies/

for Director of Public Instruct
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