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':ho Diwvisional Inspector of Schools,
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just consideration this vuty

I am very anxoius wbrm to your
nt ‘mrorutioa as 1t arfuta the W, at

erstood that tho appenmu committe &f the

gpm council, “udiyattam has re ed the name of Mr. K.M.
for inclusien in the pm el of num-tu..

This infamous Rajago pal ‘was giving myxtherintl tation for one
anayaki rndm n thc tmth ron du uring 1943 and 3»..1; on
] nthnc 4

txlluniei i riminiour.
: this man escaped from |
ing stopped for one 10
inal stugo was hi% own u.nm.

ice ¥hix mam 4if this P ne:mca m- he will

1d misery upon girls -rwhu sghool &: mlmﬂmvﬂl
disreputre for ever. He has a God-Father h the present

r Mr. M,S. Natesa Iyer who is cne of the same kind for SN
. Hence I request you to kindly go into this matter before
“ MW fllil ic hn that will :f!’a’ét the great institution

Yours faithf
s R e TRUTH.

‘* Kr. K. ludu Menon, msur for Education Teo 'I‘ho
Government of Madras.

Mrutor or Publie Iutmm 'l‘o the amumt
Illrll¢

: w umtién orrmn. llom Lmt. v.nb”i
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Education Department

From
The Director of Public Instruction,
M adra s,
To _
The Secretary to Government, y 2
Education Department, Madras &J
Re 371 G.1/50 dated 11,3,1950
Sir,

Subject: Municipal Council, Gudiyatham - Sri K.M. Rajagopala Iyer -
L.T. Assistant inclusion of his name in the panel

Reference: Government Memo No. 10472-G.2=-50-1 Edn dated 17.2,50

L8

§ M
‘%—s..,f

Ecp, I submit herewith a copy of the report received from the
ComeSSioner, Gudiyatham Municipality in the matter.

‘

Yours faithfully,

S)‘ 0‘T(:;L_g4‘_JL.E~.__1;—£1_,;:_2__-—
we (3 |

for Director of Public Instruction
ViS850

Copy of D.O dated 2,3,1950 from the Commissioner, Municipal CouncilGudiyattam,

Sub: Rajagopal (Sri) K.M. L.T. Assistant - Municipal High School Gudiyattam -
certain allegafiions against.

b It is true that disciplinary action was taken against the teacher !
in 1944 and the following charges were framed

(1) that he misbehaved towards a girl pupil by name Miss A, Rgngapayaki of Form IV
of the Municipal High School and compelled her to accede to his wishes,

(2) that he leaked out certain guestion papers in English I paper of IV Form
pertaining to the annual examination of 1943 and gave written answers to the above-

pupil in his own handwriting.

(3) that he undertook private tuition to the pupil without permission of the
authorities concerned.

The allegations in the copy of the petition referred t@he for remarks
refers to the above charges.

I give below an extracts of the summinz up and findings of the officer who
conducted the enguiry:
"10 ) Summing up:- e

(a) Charge No, (i) is not definitely proved, _

(b) In charge No, (ii) though much can be.sald on either side it is ewvident
that the questions and answers tally elther intentionally or unepxected coincidence.

SO

11) The incident as a whole cannot D€ considered to have not affected the sechool
as a whole., So the interests of school tone and discipline recuire that even-
though no specific case has been made out resardingecharge No, (i) and only N
doubtful possibilities are visible in charge No. (1i) a deterrent punishment will :
not be out of place. S50 taking into consideration the young age and future
of the teacher, and the absence of adverse remarks on his character and conduct ]
I do not want to proceed on mere doubtful Bypse hypothesis beyond stopping his next 1
increment for one year only without prejudice to his subseouent increments," .
The preizaz;;;§ enquiry was conducted by the Commissionsr, Sri J, Doraiswami /
the then Commissioner., Before he Compl?t?d the engquiry he was transferred and Sri
Adhinarayanaiah kmewkkhes the then Municipal Health Officer as in charge-Comnissione
conducted and completed the enquiry 2nd pussed final orders,

Asvregards the Totives alleged for giving a lenient punishment, I have
nothing to say except that the evidence placed on record show that the charges
were.not definitely proved and the enquiry ltse;f was incomplete in that the
somdlaints complainant was wikhawawR EFd NEX PXESRWER XX EhE Ewmwirx could not
bs examimed as the complaint was withdrawn and her presence at the enguiry s
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ﬁ' : Education Department. ;7
From

The Director of Public Instruction,
: Madras

The Secretary to*the Government of lMadras,
Gducation Department, Fort St. George, I a di G alis,

R.C.No.371-G1/50 dated 25th March 1950,

MUNICIPAL COUNGIL,GUDIYATTAM —- Sri K.M,Rajagopala Kyer;
L.T.Assistant—-inclusion of his name in the panel., =
Reference:-My letter R.C.No.371-G1/50 dated f1.311959,

B - P

i¥ In continuation of my letter cited abave, I invite the
-l attention of the Government to their Orders in Govermaent -Memorandum
C 1. W0.33364=B/4L4-1 dated 3.7.194L on the subject(copy enclosed) I may
xa Yo also add that the name of Sri K.M, Rajagopalan has not been included
: ‘ in the Panel for Gudiyatham Municipality.

-

e ——.

-

Yours faithfully,

5 e Pt Ba- - Lat 108 S
83

For Director of Public Instruction,
kso 27-3 °

-

Government of Madras
Zducation and P, H. Department.
Memorandum No.33364~B/44-1-dated the 3rd July,

Abstracte.

s

1944,

Schools--Municipal High School,Gudiyattam—-Sri K.M,Ra jagopal,
Assistant—-Disciplinary action-—From the Director offPublic Instruction,
No.d.C.1163-G/hh dated the 23rd June 194k,
—x—xrx—x-xaxsx-xpx~x~x—x—x-x—x—x—x—x—x—x—xsx-x-x-x-x-x-x—x-x—xpx—x—x- e

¢ The Director of Public Instru?tiop is informed that after

A the “ommissioner of the Gudiyattam Municipality had passgd his proceed—
ings I{OC.NO.A.3966/Z{3, dated the 12t.h.Janu.~.3ry 19[;,1.}, t,h% u(—)‘vement on
a representation from 5ri M.A.V. Doralswami Mudaliar, <x-Chalrman
of the Municipal vouncil, obtained the regords qf the case and on a
review of the matter decided not to interlgre. A copy of Govern@ent
Order No,8l41-2dn, ,dated the 30th May 1944 18 forwarde? to the Director
for information, This does not however preclude tﬁe Dkrector from
taking action under Rule 154 of the Madras Education rules.

M.V.SUBRAMANIAN
SECRETARY TO GOVERNTENT,
@R

dated the 30th May 1944,
Abstract. ‘
Schools--Municipal High School,Gudiyattamp-?ri K.M.Rajagopal
Assistant--Disciplinary action--Interference declined.

Copy of G,0.No,841-Edn,,

Order:-

The Government see NoO sufficient grounds to interfere

in the matter,

- /By Order of His Excellency the Governor/.
| Ke Ramunni Menon
Secretarvy to Qovernment.
(True copy)e
g
J

/{j' 3 g °
} &1

S &A&’L,‘L’# Mﬂ..i«m
(E (XA

For Director of Public lastruas
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£ & ot A 7 Démiofficial Gudiyattam,
4 j;y/ ¥ 1 :
ST TR MoehgNG T Haldu, : Z =
S L Councillor and Membefy, ; I .
Nopointments Committee e AUGlQDZ,; Y
Cudiyattam Municipal\{%, o s
GUDIYATTAM. oL v

Subs- FPanel of Headmasters for 1952-52 -~ Municipal

‘ reg{@;f High Schocl = Gudiyattam ~ Representation of
ZS)7~> - certain facts - Perusal - Interventicn =
o=

Justice - requested.
%}, Kindly allow me to being to your personal notice
\=V\ffthe

} unjust attempts that are made by the Municipal suthor-
w -1ties of Gudiyattem to make impossible eny professicnal
‘promotion to Sri. K.M. Rajagopalan, B.R.B.E3., the Firét
fAssistant of the local Municipal High Schocl whose name

is now first in the panel of headmasters. - I réquest you,

Sir, to be good enough to lock into the matter personslly

and see that justice is fairly sdministered in the end

v

o. Before prroceeding to describe the various unjust
atéempts thaet are made to mar hls career it is necessary
sor me to give an account of the inclusion of his name in

the panel for 1961~ 152,

gri.XK.M.Rajagopalan has been in the service of thils
Municipality for a long and continuous veriod of S4ixteen
vears. As his work and worth were unanimously appreciated
by all, his name was recommnended by the Appointments
Committee for inclusion in the panel in December 1950 and
it was included in June 1951. Now his name tops the "B"

list of the panel.

3, When the Appoinwents Committee took up the

guestion of the formation of the panel of headmasters this

P.,T.C.

()
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year and had discussions on 12-7-52 with the Divisional {%?
Inspector of Schools, Coimbatore and the District Educational
Officer, North Arcot at the Travellers' Bungalow, Gudiyattam
a recommendation was made by the Municipal Chairman and the
Municipal Commissioner who are members of the Appointments
Committee that the neme of Sri.K.M.Fajagopalen may be dele-
-ted on the score that a G,O. issued round April 1950 on

a Complaint recelved Some ten yeérs ago against him was not
considered at the time of inclusion of his naie in the panel
It 1s gite impossible thaf the G.0. was not considered at

the moment when his name was included in the panel.

4, Again the 0.0. simply states that it should be
considered at the time of preparing the pesnel, but does not
bar the inclusion of his name in the panel. Non official
and responsible members of the Appointments Committee as
well as the govérnment officers like the Municipal Commissioner
the District Educational Officer and the Divisional InSpéctor
of Schools could not all without exception have failed to
consider such a G.0. at the stage when his name was tinilly

included in the panel.
-ing that mekes me think that the G.0. was actually consi-

It 4s this strong and sincere feel-

-dered then. Absolute light can be thrown on this only by
Sri. K.R. Manickam who was then the District Educational
Officer of HNorth Arcot apd Sri. M. Venketachala Sarma, the
prosent Municipal Commissioner of_Karur, Trichy District,
who was then the municipal Commissioner of Cuilyattam. So,
my request to you is that these two officers should be coﬁ;
-sulted in the matter and that no final decision should be
taken ti111l the receipt of their personal remarks in the

matter.

E. The present Municipal Commissioner and the pre-

-sent municipal Chairmen were in office at the time when the
P'.TOOO .

A RS
i
- »‘
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panel was receifed from the Divisional Iﬁspector of Schéols.
Had they been dissatisfied with the inclusion of his name

in the panel they'could have according to the rules raised
their objection within fifteen days of the receipt of the
panel in June 1951. But fthese two persons had nothing to
say agaiﬂst Sri.K.M.Rajagopalan's inclusion then. So, they
approved of the inclusion of his name and recorded the fact.
But now after the lapse of a year they have raked up the
vhole thing mk obviously with a view to effect the removal
of his name from the panel and the inclusion in the panel

of the name of Sri. A. Ulaganathan, B.A.L.T., who 1s a
Junior to Sri. K.M.Rajagopalan in service. It will interest
you to hear that contrary to rules and G.0s the Commissioner
and the Chairman who are members of the Appointments Commi-
-ttee recommended in March last his name for direct inclu-
-gion in the "A" 1list of the panel. I may add here that

as a member of the Appointments Committee I objected to

such a recommendation and recorded my dissent note.

&. At the time when the Divisional Inspector of
gchools end the District rducational Officer met the Appo-
-intments Committee on 12-7-1952 the recommendation of thé
Chairman and the Commissioner for direct inclusion of Sri.
A. Ulaganathan's name in the A" 1ist of the panel was
explained by the 2ducational Officers to be in contraven-
=tion to fhe panel rules. Thereupen the Chairman and the
Municipal Commissioner recommended the promoticn of 8ri,
4.¢.Natesa mudaliar(whose name 1s now the second in the

wp® 14st of the panel) to the "aA" 148t over Sri. K.M,

Ra jagopalan.

7. Sri.A.8.Natesa mudaliar canmot by any stretch
of imagaination be considered as %h@ senior to Sri. K.M,
Fajagopalan. In the Government memorandum no. 28501-F.51-2
Edn., dated 28-8=81 commuhicated by the Inspector of Local
Boards in his letter L.dls.no. 5839/51 dated 18-9-51 it is

~ ™
pﬂ“:.e @
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clearly stated that the services of Sri.A.S. Ngtésa
mudaliar in the District Board would not and could not gf
be taken into account and that his seniority would commence
only from the date of joining duty, that is, 27-7-49.
Further he is ranked only as fifth Assistant in this
school. The proceedings of the Director of Public Instru-
-ction rejecting the petition of Sri.A.S.Natesa mudaliar
with regard to his seniority is another strong point in
favour of considering Sri.K.M.Rajagopalan as senior to Sri.
A.S.Natesa mudaliar. The plea of the municipal Chairman
and municipal Commissioner and the District Educational
Officer in respect of this 1s, therefore, wholly untenable
and unmistakably reveals that there is a clique formed to

spolil the career os Sri.K.M.Rajagopalan.

8. A Perusual of the relevant records will prove
the falsity of the Chairman's plea that only the name of
sri. K.M.Rajagopalan was sent for inclusion in the panel.
The names of all those L.T.Assistants who were eligible

for inclusion were submitted.

9. At the time when the Appointments Committee
sat on 12-7-52 with the District Educational Officer and
the Divisional Inspector of Schools to discuss the formation
of panel of headmasters for 1952-83 the Pistrict Educationdl
Officer revealed that the concerned panel files and the
G.0. .are missing. Missing of the files and the G.0. in
the office of the District Educational Officer is another
strong point which goes to strengkhen my suspicion of an
organised plan to effect the removal of éri .K.M.,Rajagopal's
name. It takes one's beeath away when one hears that import-
-ant records and files are not found in a responsible office.
That is why I wish to empaxhasize once again that no final
decision should be taken without making a reference to Sri.

K.R.Manickam who was P.T.0,

\?
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. then the District Bducational Officer, North Arcot and —=

who recommended the name of 8ri.K.M.Rajagonalan for inclu-
-sion in the panel. 1I% is quite possible that he recommen-
-ded hils neme for inclusion In the. panel after considering
the G.0., and after making remsrks favourabls to Uri. K.M.

R&jagopalan in the files thet are now reported to be miss-
1 -ing.

- 10. The keen interest that is avinced by the Mumik
Munieipal Chairman and the munlicipal Commissioner in the

'

i professional welfare of Spi, A, TJlaganathan is clearly re-
-vealed hy the follawing faet. Sri. t.Jlaranathan 44 not
nossess the necessary precondition of a service of ten yeers
for inclusion fn the panel, Just to enable him to comnlete
the required neriod of service the submission of the 1ist
of the names of L,T,igsistants( due from the muniecipality
in December 1951) for inelusion in the panel by the Avpoint.

€

-ments Committee to the Nivisional Inspector of Schools was
deliberately delayed till March 1952. This is also indicat- \
-ive of the desire of the Municipal Commissioner and the |
municipal Chairman who is a kinsman of Sri. A. Ulagenathan
to promote the professiopal interests of Sri. A. Ulaganathan

at the expense of Sri, K.M.Rajagopalan.

1l. All the confidential records of Sri. K.M, Raja-
~-gopalan speak highly of his WOrk, MRSy SaRERELeT and

coniuet,

It 1s uniust te condemn & man for ever sclely on the
h : basls of a complaint given ageinst him some ten years ago.
Tt should not be forpotten that this complaint was adcpped
without being enquireq inte. A S11ght punishment was given
on a charge where benerit of doubt was given to Sri. K.M.
Rajagopalan. Oenerally when the benefit of doubt 1s given
to the accused no punishment 18 given. But ecuriocusly enough
in this case & slight vunishment was given perhaps to satisfy i

the nonoffieials yho were then qsainst this unfortunste
. A min,
! 00
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12. The G.0. on the basis of which the municipal
Cheirmun and the municipal Commissioner want that Sri. X.M.
Rs Jagopaln'’s name Dde deleted was 1ssued on an anonymous
petition. 1In all probabpility the anonymous petition was
vritten by a person interested in the nromotion of the pro-
-fessional interests of a person junlor to Sri. K.M, Hela-
-gopalan in service or a'person bas bent on ruining Sei.
K., Rajagopalan in his profeesionsl progress. 1f the
stetements in the‘anohymous petition were made in good
faith why was the author efraid to append his signature
to 1t7. It is stated that the mmicipal Commissioner was
a Brahmin and that was why the matter wes not considered
in the proper way. If this argubment 1s upheld then I
will have to say that.the tables are now turned znd that

at present the municipel Chairmen, the municinal Comnissioner

and the District Pducational Officer sre nonbrehmins. On

this account am I to say they are passionately keen on hxk
bringing down a Brshmin? A dispassionate view of what I
have sald really leads to this fmpression only.

13. In Municipsl administration what is done by
cne set of men while in office is tried to be undone comple-
-tely by their successors. If such'thinga frequently take.
nlace the ﬁerson affected 1oses’a greatdeal indeed. Such
things should not be viewed with éatiafaction in publie
service at least. As a responsible man I want to raise my
voiece against such injustice and cruelty. 1 gave my dissent

note on 12-7-52 also.

14, Over and above all this T have strong reasons
to believe that the municipal Commiesioner in league with
the Municival Cheirman 18 keenly intercsted in bringing dowﬁ
Grd, KM, Rajagopalsn end in alding the promotion of tpi. Ao
Ulegenathan, to the pest of headmaster. 7Tt 4¢ notevorthy
that the Commissioner had gone thrice to Vellore evidently

to see the Divisional Inspector of Schools and that on 12~ 7-52
P.T.Q.
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he went in the Chairman's car to Vellore to bring the

Divisional Tnspector of €chools %o this place. Then
again he took him to Jalarpet in the Chairmen's car. All

. this he 414 to gain his favour.

15. A study of what has been sald above will
convince you of the evil that local suthorities are hent:
on causing té Syl K,V. Rajagopalan. Such 2 thing shounld
not he ¢ tolerated in rceneral and particularly sc in the

-~

e cese of S€rl. F.M.,Reslarpopalan vho has been a conscientious

and efficlent worker in this municipalitv. €So, I request
that justice may be done %o him by promoting his name to

the "A" 113t in the »nznel of hazdmasters.

Thanking you,

R Yours faithfully,
AT VU
by —___/w:?j :
NS Vo
|
Lo

To
Sri. K. ¥, Unnithan, 8- S-
Secretary to the Covernment of Madras,
Education Department,
MADBRBAS.,
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J EDN., DEPT,.(F).
‘ ’;"C.No. 10472/50. EDUCATION — Secondary - Sri K.M, Rajagopala Iyer, L.T, Asstt, -
| yed - Allegatione —
Miinute of H.M,(B.& L,) on page 1 c.f, Q- }
"Ask the D,P.I, whether there is any basis for "X" below."
b . K. M(adhava Menon), _ k.
o R | , | 20-2-50 '
" \ ‘ ; H.I.i! (E.& L.)
N5 : ¢ 1l ;
\ }ﬁ- 2 ¢  Memo, No, 10572-F/50-1, Edn,, dated 13-2-50.
L3 s L /o, ¢ %) From the D,P.I., Re. 371-GI=50 dated 11-3-50.
1N D T :
i | F b "(From the Cammrs, Gudiyattam Mty, D,0, dated 2-3-50.).
3 ~ The D,P.I, has forwarded the Commissioner's report on
.9&\ * : &; / ¢ the allegations contained in the petition, It.is seen that the
Ve s W
/‘} ‘ ‘ O_G “_/2_:/( . charge of misbehaviour on the part of the teacher towards the
. RO DI OLER  b e, fos- L i . gl LA
A L5, e ' Ty /a . / 77% girl student was not proved, but that charges of undue favourd-
ho (ZN c/“v:/v\ s > e : ; ; » ! &
“ At Ceeo a,\z’ PO S ’t"’(" o 4 ) ( el tism and tuition to the girl probably bear some evidence of
‘,"',.\‘ 7’(& F&.&l\.@z\g £ > ‘*\Na: ‘ = ‘ 2 ;‘Jc': i f: 3 gy 5w
( V) s & ) ey h A | ¢ (" truth, though it might not be said they have been established,
' ST ol e el ViR ) )
ﬁ- ! Lu‘n 3 v . . 1 ;
1 g f 1g e for a ; without prejudice to/future
E;L S ,tegqhersq‘rem‘e;lfg,_e,_ 3737:‘” ) ‘f‘«i / DD v, P
h s OL . Yemertg ) It is stated that the teacher's personal file adsget
( / /7,7,)) 52 . “ n:.t .c’n.)nb‘ain a.dvéx’!.se remarks 'gn his C_orduct. or dhazaé_ter.
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