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. 1, That the petitioner w -
Secondary School, Alandur, St.T
years and that later he was apr
of the said school. ‘
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i

9. That about the middle of 1948 a pselidonymous petition

against him to the authorities concerned.

| ' 3. That when thh allegations were being enguired into he
‘ ing his 35th year, when, according o the Age Ruled®xisting he o

fission authorities therefore requeste
petitioner's retention and for his extension of service.

A, 4. That the Divisional Inspector of Schools, Mathurai. vﬁao
W ) quired»into the pseydg@ymousigetltlgn recommentied the insistenée a@*
R e pgeld rules then existing - thus refusing extension and retention as

pSEaD) foo by the Mission. b

300 et 5. That when the investigation of the 5£Vi~ional i CRA

ke Schiools was proceeding, in Vsmuary 15°° a voluntary devntation was

b v 1 ) e permanent Director of Public Instruction, Sri D,.S.Reddy. :
S (79, - . £ h: ' : . o

" ey 6. That the depitationy

éducationist‘known for his ste“i

$#%5r1 D, Samuel, 1.4 BT T
BT P < Al - , Lo o gliogl o ‘,}._ 7
ing character and imp%rtiai 3@23{9“

“1¢~;J“ rag ratired as D.E,O3 the ReM.BEdward Devadoss, B.A,,L.T., & & y WU
-%ﬁh'. - O%istaﬂding retired éfter years of service aléougn %he S:S?ﬁﬂgad, g@ - |

and three others a Vakil, a postmaster and a Medical Practio S0ar

gtandinge It is significant how they had arreed about agglzggr 0o, %

TV I Y i injustice of the charges levelled against him. e co:

W 7. That the deputationists were assured by the Dip , '8

| \AﬁJv ropresentation would be favourably considerea_andbggggef9lyeptorA3
SRR S P e T T i e B A further ass
A the petitioner ' need not worry '. The petitioner was asked by the
* pirector through phe‘deputatlonﬁsts either to retire from th %@;_

' ship or give up the various honerary activities. b

. 8. That the petitioner therefore immediately gave up all

Gl iAo, slovon Jaunber the Basl, LasqEHnEes Whieh veolSilS

’ i) Presidentship of the Local B@nah‘courﬁ iy R Nl
. and ii) Presidentship of the V.A‘lrand.g@r'l%iépé_m%im‘ (v Bl

D R, That wnay 5P 06 5, HEAGy ek SRS pgpmaniut BLTLE, W
| tna deputation and had beeh convinced of the justness of the
'i - ! geputation was on leave, the Acting D.P,I. Sr.Badriah issued
0 ings R.0.0,Wo,1073- D.3/48 dated 2-5g1949 and the consea
Pﬁ"}u{d{l@* fication that ' undel Rulér‘%(b)« and} o9 ) of the Madras B
2 Ef“\ - #he Director hereby declares Sri Vie -’@r%ﬁ%? Balraj of the
P24 Secondary School; AlandpeT Derflanently unfit ¥0 be either th &
“B{L)  or Copvespondent of aY FSOPEGISSASCRgpl. B s Biwistong) tor 1
. pequested to he good enough to arrangs o notify the above orders in the
STalaenas Gagoli@i: S8 oLl T e e i B SRR e
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d - ‘ 10. That the petitioner begs to submit that the punishment conse
o Lheg o a(F) QUENE on the orders as conveyed in R.O.C, No.1073 D,3/48 dated 2-5-1949 {
; beﬁ55~“of the D, P,I, is far in excess of the scope of the charges and against |
f evidence in this case,

12200 Thigitint this connection, the petitioner humbly hegs to submi
that among the multifarious. honorary activities on behalf of the people
and of-the government his undaunted services rendered for the locality \
were long and considerable especially during the war period when as Hono-|

S, rary Warden of the A.R.P, entire York Division he rendered conspicuous |

1 services for thesafety of person and proverty in the locality +hat when
the rations were introduced his services and position in Societw were |
freely applied for by the authorities and were heartily responded to. !

L2 = ThatSthe charges alleged against him were:- ’

: (a) Irregular attendance in schoolon the part of the Head- |
%r : master and alleged omission of initials in certain
registers of minor importance,

(b) Alleged misappronriations as to some allewancss for

menials on the part of the petitioner as Manager of
the school. ' '

13. That the petitioners detaileq explanation for

Kt 2.00 was submitted on 12-3-1949 which wersa self-explanator

""" "7%  that in particular the allegations with regard to (p)

A(D) statements taken by Divisional Inspector of Schools
the absence of the petitioner.

the charges

¥,sufficient and
Wwere falsified by

surprisedly during

14,  That the petitioner wasg assured by the deputationi :
, g ‘ . : nists that
Mtbaiyen the permanent Direcior Sri.D.S.Reddy held that ! he was one withsthe
: Wib'ﬂ deputationists in holding that there was no case of misappropristion '.
‘ ) In the Annual Inspection of the School which +
: L L j ®) =
gequently there were no adverse remarls by the o DlaaGl

Inspecting Ofrs ;
o o o =N 1 5 g e
on the other hand he found that the school wag working sgtis}agsgéi¥?11

e 8 15, That the petitioner begs to submit h
¥$34:§G(Of the Heddmaster of the Theagaraya Nagar High 8
' employed as regards the petitioner's effici

for work.

erewith the testimonial
chool where ha - is now
eney, character ang capacity

16. That the petitioner begs tgo submit that but ro-
sHeND. P Ly the Managemen? of the above school, namely ihéoé
India as represented by its Education Bosrq would not hav
to retire and that the petitioner alsg o

the order of
hureh of South

e, allowed him
would not have affe# to rotire.

17. That the petitioner begs to submit e e ok, S b

D)) g peen extended to Sixty years as per G.O.MS.No.sogZ Edﬁ.légigdhiﬁeségﬁeof
(ES‘Wwﬁoctober 1949 and thn? thergfore the order against him is detfiﬁental Y
/1 "tHe continuance of hisservice empecially as he ie PRI

: t is & slur and stigms far foo great for the petitioner and

for hig family ‘to bear especially after g continuously sueeessful sérgade

of 20 years in the same school wherein the management had absolute confi.
|dence on him and during which mmsx peried me charge of any Xing had been

levelled against the petltloner'elther by the mission or %y o Edﬁcéﬁigh

Department., The, petitioner ha§ therefore reason to believe that thia . 9

; pseudonymous petition was engineered by some loeal Person filled wiih

: jealouy against him,

18, That in the ahove ¢ircumstances, the petitioner prays +

that
the Honourahle Popular Gove?nme§t be graciously rleased to re®ind the

. Ao 1 B 1 J 3 5 F i 3
Gagotte notification 1e%ard}ng the peuitlongg and enable him to enjoy +hi
privileges oxtended to teachers under G;P. 19.50,3066 Bducation datey

i Bewiof October 1949.
E‘ = ' :
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- The Theagaraya Ragar igh School, !

Telephone : 88454 14, Venkatanarayana Road.,q;!f;&\; \
. Theagaraya Nagar, » “
MADRAS 17. =

Qafec{, “‘ l\— 794\ y &

I

A
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fyhafe*éery‘graﬁt‘Pleasure ERenELting ageut
sri victer y. palraj,p.A.,L.T-» 30 Assistant in

|
|
+ni6 Sehesllen the eve ef my deParture frem thpag |

scheel.

T 'h‘ave_kno,@ Sri palraj fer a Ve}‘y leng tame
beth asa {fead %aster and as & 500181 Werker.pe ;g
a gentleman ef ezcelilent cha8racter and innecepnce.
AS & t.evache’r,_ I h;\}e always feund him te be very
industrieus/ aﬁd énxicu& te adept all mederp
Principles ef teacﬁin%.ﬂnd bring up his pupiig
with @& parental care. s the Lead Master ef the
V.M. sSecendary scheel,plandur, 1 have persenally
d have alse hegrd.from.very influentia]l

knewn &1
: all sha : i ini
e gcntlemen of all des ef public gpinien
that he has' been a cengenial disciplinarian,stricti

but sympathetic leader ef the staff and am

excellent adminstrater.
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 The Ebeagaraga‘) agar Thigh School, |

Telephone : 8845.4 14, Venkatanarayana Road, 5
: Theagaraya Nagar, :
MADRAS 17.

ga/ed', - A R ()

49.,-
2.

pear yro.yicter galraj,

A

He is physically and mentally vVery streng.y -

1 hear that yeu have
retired frem the m,y, sec.scheel,alandur which,
T have knewn persenally,yeu have been ably pilets
ing fer the last 2 decades. T @m cenvinced that |
yeu are a gentleman ef preved adminstrative ammgy |
ability,hard werk and intelligence. yeu pessesg |
tne qualities that are essential ?or & Successfy]|
teacher. geciety needs teachers like yeu te wer} |
even after retirement. yeur pupils whe jeineg my
scheel have unifermly shewn me & feundatien jp ‘
yeur scheel ef a high erder. I nheed an ;ssistapt
for my Scheel in the Histsry & Ge€Eraphy sectjey. |
T may, witheut making anything like a premjse,
tell yeu incidentally that eventheugh yey may
new be appenited mmw enly 8S an Assistant, yg,
may net be wreng in expecting better futyre" i,
this “cheel in view ef yeur Service as an aple
Head paster.

| shall 1 therfere agji yeu
whether yeu weuld please accept an pssistapgrg
pest in my scheelp ob hearing frem yey y gpayy
intimate te you the terms ef appeintpe t which
T am sure yeu will feel te be decent.

: = ) CuUANA.
| S Gt atin O B Magno,

t me have yqur

fw. + :
1Sh that he S€rves, the Teaching frefessien all

B8 life. T wish him all ged's bleasingg.

Yadras (1 A '
> d Mr{fr’ CLT’O-/)L'{-{{”“‘;’-’TU“-

. ! T-{g -l f
Head master. ”

re ply by re turnw
yeurs sincerely,

(;%td}auna~\¢£744 whs
nead yaster.a‘]glkf.»
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PROCEET;&NGS OF THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, MADRAS.
R.0.0,N0,1073=D.3/48 Doted 2---5--1940:
£@L

S u b;i_e G

SCHOOLS - Sccondery - Aided - Irrcgularities - M.,M,Secondary
Sehool, Alandur - Sri Victor M: Balre] declared permanently
onfit %o hold the post of Cerrespondent o:gﬁgadmaster of any
recocnised school - Orders passed.

Read®' )  etter ROC.10.1107-B/48 dated 22-12-43 from the
Divisional Inspector of Schools, Mathurai Division

9, Explenaotion dated 12-3-1949 from Sri Victor M,Balraj
and . -

3. Lotter BC.No.1107-B/48 dated 27-3-20 from the -
Divisioral Inspector of Schools, Mathurai Bivision,

UNDER rule 98(b) and 99(a) of the Madras Educaw
tional Rules, the Dircctor hereby declares Sri Victor M.Balraj
of the M.M,Secondary School,; Alandur permanently unfit to

be either the Headmester or Correspondent of any recogsniseq

sch001{o

2, THE Divisional Imspector is recuested to pe
goed enough to arrange to notify the above orders in the
port Ste George Gazette.

.V.K.KRISHNA MENON
for Director of Public fnstruction.

(TRUE €OPY) Forwarded
-/By order/- /Q&ia»ilﬁ; s
UPERINTENDENT . L' e

"'»

Q :
j;{{The Divisional Inspector of Schoeols, Mathurai Division,
C

by to the District Educational Officer, Chingledmut,
foy to the Correspondent of the school. y
Cory to Spi Victor M. Balraj (By Registered Post)

Copy to B.2, D1, D2, E;, P and H Sections (Dl Section B.COpies)
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Entallia homomt « Methodiok Miroian Secondary Sehool, Alandun,

8¢. Thomas Mownd « M. Vickor uuy BA., LT teHeadrmasn :
i (hﬁ:h:m--&w necomsidnabion of ordens du.lwum? S unfit &
/\\\' be fuad masti or Cormtofrondamt . - '

bhol-208 . Feomi P Vo M Babay, BALLT, Mlandur , St Thomas Houmt

% Hema o 706 )52 Zov § 1550
@ |

e ke The B0 & Peguaotiel fo Pufomuit fo b pewcat
TN gk, i o il emmebd wik i, procudtin o

5 dzdmj Mr. Vackor M«bf X7 &a‘lmmmo‘ be Methodiot
o Mevion Secmday Scheel, Flanmdun, wnfit o de eilen
ol Readmacts o comespendont § oy reeaguised Hchoel .
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| N/
{ The Secretary to Government
{ Education Department ,

| Fort St. Georse, MADRAS,

The Director ot Public Instruction,

MADRA 8.

R.0.0. N0.330-D.3/50 Dated 6éth July 1950.

Sub: "SCHUULS - Secondary - Aided - M.M, Secondary School,
Alandur - Sri Vietor M. Balraj = Debarred - Appeal =
q\ Hemarks oitered.

{

"l‘ d
Y ol
V"x'\<%
3 /
S
PO

Bove rnment Memorandun No.8106-8/50-2 Education

3 =
2.

W =\ Dated 21-6-1950, i B
RN v 2y oy ~—4 | @1 L
‘Q_L\-C‘(‘\ — A e ’//‘.r L S ~p

Q:\\\. :'!1 S [ j’ /"i

(e

= In submitting herewith t'ile under Cover ot Dis.4-763/L9
Q&) and the Tabular Inspection fteport of' the School tor the year 1948=-i9
as desired py Government, I have to state as follows: -

1. The school is under the Mission body and there does
Nnot appear o pe g Separate managing committee as such for the school,
as dnithe cdseloriother privide nonMicaior secondary schools.
The vorrespondent alone is answerable for the maintenance of the
institution ang the fult'ilment ot all the conditions of recognition
and aid, including the due entorcement of such rules of discipline
b hpAp 25 8r€ Drescribed trom time to time, under rule 10 (chapter II) of
PQ%”L”lA the Grant-in-aid goge, In the present case Sri Victor M. Dalraj
by was hlmselr the Manager besides being the Headmaster and Correspondent
6D accerting Yohhis GwnisEatenb kM vidS desioss at p.75 and 85 of file

O Dis.4763/49) ang hence the need tfor consulting the Mission body
did not theretgre arise.

2. The remarks contained in pages 1, L, §'and 1l of khe

] 6:p¢ natular Insgecti ol st oedl (oiciloasillianihoe in any way go to

W/ exonerate the Headmaster f'rom the proved charges in r¥ile Dis.

| 2ﬁ~f . 3+ With reterence to the remarks on the memorial called
h%gnﬁiﬁ&.%or in ghe UOVe rnment Memorandum quoted above, I may state that
) D, Samuel pyuq4 already stated that "he is reluctant to ruin
P'%‘ﬂx/ One€ more man p €Xposing him to departmental wrath?while ottering
his opinion on ‘the complaint against the ex-Headmaster. The
i submlssion ot a Supplemental statement of deflence, it there was
3 of D/ any omission of tacts, was 2 also permitted with reterence to
Cé L the deputationiStsfrequest. In the absence of tacts beyond
— those explaineq j, his letter dated 12=3-1949 (p. 63 c.t. of
QQ/ Irile Dls.4763/49) and in the race ot the charges against the
Headmaster having peen held to have been proved, the action
| Faken 4galnst the Headmaster and Correspondent was inevitable.
The Memorial qges not contain fresh facts waranting g
{ re-opening ot the Ganel

Yours taithfully,

~ (;/@vaxéz;,/4&4@4¥,,4b®vL»k éﬁ@
. />
tor Director ot Publie Instruction. €5
Eh vias -/6-7.
o\
b
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Mr,Victor M.Balraj B.A.,L.T., . R
Alandur, St.Thomas' Mouéti\ \ eal

Madras - 16. N2 gl =2

e hl ‘.:_ r"

To g
The Hon'ble Mingster’ foo Educatiop

Government of Madras, Madras : ) A
| QR DR e 1R of g ¢ 12558
The humble memoriah of the petitiggﬁ%nggfagfe};ctfully showsth: -

leThat the petitioner was the Headmaster o e Methodist Missden
Secondary School, Alandur, St.Thomas' Mount, for a continuous period
of 20 years and that later he was appointed Headmaster,~Correspondent
and manager of the said school.
2o That about the middle of 1948 a pseudonymous petition was
sent against him to the authorities concerned.
3 That when the allegations were being enquired into he was
nearing his 55 th, year when according to the age rules existing
then he ought to retire., The Mission authorities therefore requested
the D.P,I, for the petitioner's retention and for his extension of
service,
4. That the Divisional Inspector of Schools, Mathurai who enquired
into the pseudonymous petition recommeded the insistence of the rigid
rules then existing - thus refusing extension and retention as prayed
for by the Mission,
Sot ik when the investigation of the Divisional Inspector of
Schools was Proceeding in January 1949 a voluntary deputation waiteq
on the permanent Director of Public Instruction Sri.D,S,Reddy. "
6. That the deputation consisted of Sri.D.8amuel,M.i..L.T.,
a veteran educationist known for his sterling character and impartigl
Justice who has retired as D¢E.O.3 The Rev.Edward Devadoss,B.A.,L,T;
a Headmaster of standing retired after years of service also on the
S«3.L.C.Board and three %m others a vakil, a postmaster and Mediecal
Practithoner of local standing. It is signifieant how they had
agreed about and wereconvinced of the injustice of the charges levelled
agadnst him, : : -
7 That the deputationists were assured by the Dirsctor that .
their representation would be favourably consddered and were furthe
assured that the petitioner '"need not wobry" ., The petitionar wggﬂi
asked by the Director through the deputationists either to retire
from the Headmastership or give up the various honorary activities,
8. Thht the petitioner therefore immediately gave up all
honorary activities eleven in number the most important of whaech
weres=-

! L
Sir, )

Len

l.Presidentship &6 the local Bench Court,

and 2.Presidehtship of the &lamdur Cooperative Stores,

9, That when Sri D,S,Reddy the permanent D,P.T.who had heard the

deputation and had been convinced of t@e justness of the ailains
of the deputation was on leave the acting D.P.I, Spy Bhadriah issued
the proceedings R,0.C.No,1073=D.3/48 dated 2-5.219 and the consequent
Gazette notifieation that "under rule 98(b) and 99(a) of the Madras
Equcational mules the Director hereby declares Sri Vietor M,Balra]
of the M«M.Spcondary School Alandur bermanently unfit to be eithaepr
the Headmaster or Correspondent of any T8cognised school, 2, The
Divisional Inspector is requested to be good enough to arrange to
notify the above orders in the Fort St, Georpe Gazette,"

The petitioner humbly submits that from ke perusal of the
copy of the Director's Proceedings there is reason to believe that
the representation of the deputationists and the sasurance given
them by the permanent D.P.I.do not seem to have been considered
by the then acting D.P.I.Sri Bhadriah while passing the order.

10. That the petitioner begs to submit that the punishment
consequent .on the order as conveyed in R.0.C.No,1073 d.3/48 d/2=5-49
of the D.P.I.is far in excess of the scope of the charges and

against the evidence in this case.

T 135,
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11, That in this connexion the pégitioner humbly begs to submit
that among the multifarious honorary activities on hehalf of the people
and of the Government his undaunted services rendered for the locality
were long and considerable especially during the war period when as
Honorary Warden of the A.R.P. entire York Division he rendered cons-
picuous serwices for the safety of personal property in the locality d
that when the rations were introduced his services and position in °
society were freely applied flpr by the authorities and were heartily/A
responded tow : QE}

12. That the charges alleged against him weres- ‘

a. Irregular attendance in shhool on the part of the Headmaster
and alleged omissions of initials in certain registers of
minor importance;

b. allgged misappropriations as to some allowances for menials

, on the part of the petitioner as Manager of the School,

13, That the petitioner's detailed explanation for the charges
was submitted on 12-8-1949 which were self-oxplanatory and sufificient ;
and that in particular tha allegations with regard to (b) were falsified
by statements taken by the Divisional Inspector of Schools surprisedly
during the absence of the petitioner. »

14, That the petitioner was assured by the deputationists that the
permanent Director Sri D.S.Rdddy held that he was one with the deputa-
tionists in hokding that there was no case of misappropriation. In the
annual Inspection of the School which took place.subsequently there
Wwere no adverse remarks by the Inspecting Officer, while on the other
hand he found that thh school was working satisfactorily,

Chidongs pees dosunit hsroplty the festinonial

as regar i cy chardcter and ®apaci’ y for‘%nrk,

16, That the petitioner begs to submit that but for the order of the
D.P.I.the Management 6f the above school namely the Church of South Ingis
as represented by its educati%nal board would not have allowed him to pehieg
retire and that the petitionef also woulq not have offered to retire,

17, That the petitioner begs to submit the age 1imi#has since been
extended to sixty years as per G:O.MS No,3066 Edn.dated!5-10-49 and that
therefore the order against him is detrimental to the continuance of his
service especlally as he is quite hale and healthy,

It is a slur and a stigma far too grea? for the petitioner and
for his family to bear especially after a continuously sucesssful service
of 20 years in the same school whergin the management hag absolute con-
fidence on him and during which pgrlod no chargg of any kind hag becn
levelled against the petitioner either by the Mission or by the Education-
al Department . The petitioner has therefore reason to believe that this
pseudonymous betition was engineered by some loecal Person fiélled with
jealousfy against him, :

18, 'That in the gbove circumstances the petitioner prays that the
Hon'ble Minister for Education be graciously pleased to rescind the
Gazette Notification regarding the petitioner ang enable him to enjoy
the previleges extended to teachers under G-0, MS No,306G Edn.D/ ihy
5th.of October 19249,

on
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ol c L ¥ ,.:sﬁ.‘,\»‘,Fn_Q_m the DoP oI. ROCQ N00 350-D3/50, D/ 18—5-50.

# fiionte tePetition from Mr. Victor M. Belraj, B.A.L.¥., Alandur,

:iﬂ?matter. Tne report from the D.E.O. showed that the sgvﬁral

ey AT

R @ EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (B).

ESTT. - M.M. Secondary School, Alendur - Mr. Victor M.
Balra}, B.A.L.T., ex-Hmdmaster - Petition for reconsider
of orders declaring him unfit to be headmaster or Corres
dentic s : \ w :

e

St. Thomas Mount, dated 21-4_-50.

- ‘n«"*
- . |

¢

-

Mr. Vietor M. Balra] B.A.L.T. ex-headmaster,
Methodist Mission Secondary School, Alandur has petitioned

for a reconsideration of the order of the D.p.I. declaring i
permanently i _ N .. . :

him/unfit to be elther the headmaster or correspondent of |

. - ‘l

’

any recbghised school.

2. From a perusal of the Director'g office file, it
1é'observed that on receipt of certain complaints from the
public against the petitioner, the Director 1nétruc£}d tﬁg? ﬂ
D.E.O., Chingleput to enquire and suomit g report in the

allegations against the headmaster were not unf oxndes e

the Directof requested the Dlvisional'Inspector to condnct ‘

g bAg ‘,§9ﬂﬁ3é?y and submit a detaileg reéeport in the ma%%er.;

- e

The enquiry revealed that the petitioner was guilty of |,
_ . ° U\&
temporary mis-eppropristlion schoel funde ande deneliction
of duty in his dual capaclty of heasdmaster andfgbrregéon&entgf'

As there was a prima facie case the Divigiongl Inspector

was directed to frame charges agﬁinst the petitioner and 14

submit his explanation with ks specific recommendations

thereon. Accordingly charges of temporary mlsappropn&:ﬁ%ﬁg
-and.gggsliction of duty were framed against the petitf3ﬁ§E;

who d1d not deny the charges in his explanation which was

considered totally unsatisfactory by the Divisional Inspec:
tor. The offlcer was of the opinion that the petitioner w-
not fit to be either a headmaster or & correspondent. He
also forwarded a copy of the C.I.D. feport stating that the
petitioner Was guillty of delayigg the disbursement of deern,
allowance due to certain employees of the school. The
Director concurred in the views of the Divisional Inspeetgrg
and declaredthe petitioner permanently unfit to be hewu..-
master or corregpondent of any reeogniséd gsehool in the

gtate, The Director apparently NEXNEXER

W @S the petitioner was already over 55 years of @

:
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ént pé%itio Mr. Balra,j has represented that &”Fﬂw
dé/:f Mr. D.- Samuel and a few others u.gkmﬂ4~w,ak3,‘gg__

o }is’t 3k

-was: - | 2

he—D=P—T~ that he was one with the deputationists be
;::hat there =WEE/no case of misappropriation. He

ate
'r_aentends that orders were issued in the absence-of T}‘ o onplcf

‘permanent B2 P I. g whom the deputationists met. Attention

clicited to the note of the D.P.I. on page & n.f, of his
: file wherein he has stated that no action would be

iken -g..j.th%ut‘ obtaining the petitioner's explanation i-n=%he
b and" that no ex parte decision would be teken
Further when the acting D.P.I. was reminded bst o of (D
gxh the laaﬁer of the depunation he replied that the petitioner ﬁ A

irory

1ght gend’f‘g sﬁpplemental statement of defence to the Divisopal

gpeeﬁﬁ” Af necessary. In view of this Ho—wouid—appear

3 .&/

r,ne qon, ~nt10n of the petitioner that the acting D ST

;.W M,%;W R | '!s“‘ »ai‘
A‘T J:u}d A e
sarer > 4 :J‘w o sndach . h‘ o B b ,'

Qﬂdii,l‘hﬂ'ﬂll’Nﬁﬁblﬂlll&{v : i

B VL'AL M%ﬂ-

g m’“ﬁe
e« m /:;[Tﬂ-«-t .,

SUSCTY WS W

~ir
f?grs whéther Govt should interfere in the matter.
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This 1s the cade of @ms Headmaster of a Mission

w

Secondary School in Alandur (S§\Thomas Mount) who hag

o148

:

appealed to Government againgt the orders of the DoP T, 1L
declaring him permanently unfit;ﬁnder the powers vested fi\

in him under rules 98 (b) and 99 (a) of the Madras

Educational Rules to be either g Heddmaster or a i ),'p“ )
b . M

s m - e '\ﬂq . ok

Correspondent of any recognised -school, The wRtdy) Chiap s Kf} 1§

against the Headmaster which was investigated by the
Divisional Inspector of Schools Wwas temporary misappro=
priation of amounts which should have been dishursed to

certain employees of the school towards their dearness

allowance,

§

2. The school is a private aided secqﬁdary school under a
. ' /l
Menaging Commitlee of which Rev. 7.R. Fouiger of the Meston Train-

ing College is stated to be the Presideht. On .receipt of some
petitions against the appellant the D.E.O. made a report to the

D.P.I. in November 1948, stating that several irregularities had

-been committed by the Correspondent and the Headmaster (eppellant)

After obtaining a report from the Divisional Inspector of Schools
also on the allegations the D.P.I. asked the Divisional Imspector
to frame suitable charges against the Headmaster and Correspondent
The Divisional Inspector accordingly framed the following charges

against the Correspondent and Headmaster:

Cherge (1) - Misappropriation o{ school fundss The charge is
+thet even though #he Correspondent received the amount due as
dearness allowance to the staff in December 1946, he did not dis-
burse the amounts due to three menials, aggregating to Rs 545)till
October 1948. The payment towards book allowance to students
eligible to educational concessions’though the money was ayailable
in March 1948, was not made till October 1948, Collections io

the Games Fund are not regularly credited to the Savings Bank.

Charge II - Failure to maintain registers and records of the

school in accordance with the rules: The irregularities are

reported to relate to fee receints, military concessions, pey
acquittences Rollefe

Charge III - Negligence in school work: The Headmaster's

absence at 10-830 A.M. on a particular day is stated to be an
instance. Ceriain other teachers were also stated to have been
absent on that day. No record of supervision work is mainiained
and the teachers' teaching notes are not gserutinised. The remarks
of the D.F.0. in his report for 1048-49 also point to the unsatis=’
factory work of the Headmagter.

On the basis of the above cherges, the Divisional Inspeetor
called upon the appellant to show cause why diseiplinary action
should not be taken against him.

8. The Headmaster's explanmation in respect of the above
charges was as follows:
One of the menials (Chimneswemi) to whom ‘the

Charge I:

dearness allowance was intended had gone avay in 1948 and Bis
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and recommended to the Director *hat Sri Vick@;/'i-i. Balra] amms bé{

S

___ Q"

wherezbouls were not known. The other two menials asked the Headmaster

I
s o ared % to hold the post of Correspo t of any ogni §Q |
of their own acecord to keep the amounts due to them with him. The decisEedtnnty : s ZospontioRt Ins i TR e g &

’ v . : gy, 00 The Director accepting that recommendation passed a
menials in guestion have also made statéments to this effect. i Hehaot BE - 5

/ ]’ELJ:I ;kzt;ﬁm‘;l;i’gr&' concession amounts, the delay was due to the S | - \ order under rule 98 (b) end 99 (&) of the Madras Fducational Rules;
¥ faet that he thought it to be safe'_to make the payments in the é declaring the appellant to be permanently unfit to be either
Zﬁ presence of the p&rents; As regérds the games fund coliections it e e R Tl
% is explained that the collections were all made in the et RataE =l ',!\ ) ) o ‘\ X tfhle Divisional Inspector 1o notify the above orders in the Fort |
’ } of the year and the zmounts were spent about the same +ime on the 1 S |
é purchase of games materials andf other items connected with gemes. 5. The following remarks are called for on the merits of thel
" The collections in the remaining part of the yearb being about Rs 5 case and on the procedure followed:
4- or 10 only, he kept the amount in his custody. The first charge seems to be the most serious one. With
i : : R X N L )
5 Cherge T1: The explenation in respect of this charge is that Mgl ; respect to that charge we have Go take account of the fact that
it {
B" | the Headmastér was handicepped for went of an efficient clerk and vE)-bts one of the menials had been sbsent from the place for a long time
};f ’ that he was not responsible for the i.rregularities pointed out . ¥ / / /) ’\j) \ and the other two gave a s-i:até%aent that they had asked the Head-
r, Moreover, the institution being under a Missionary body, some AT master to keep_their money with him. If these statements are te |
'Lf leniency is shown in the collecti"ré of fees and fines and this fact f i {,',:'} [l : : be brushed -t,hat“,s%ould SR e baSi'?;é;SPici‘m and
‘T combined with the ignomncez;fg‘;p.robmy responsible for some of ' | inference and not with reference to any evidence ;s such, In
{‘ the irregularities noticed. w regard to the irregularities in the maintenance of records, regis-
1 Charge III: The Headmaster explained his absence on the day . / o s ters and accounts, thd plea that the clerk was not efficient was )
§ mentioned by the Divisional Inspector, by saying thet he hed to go [ I g probably correct. In most cases, the eredit, if emy, gained by & |7
% , to the Printing Press at Alandur in connecfiﬁn with the printing‘ Headmaster for good administration of the institution as distinet
| ‘ of the question papers and that he was only late by 15 minutes on fron e good teaching work of the institution will have to be
sl that day. He also offers some' explanation for the absence of the shared by efficient clerks on the - staff of the' school for the work
j teachers on the day referred to.. As regaxds his not signing the : connected with fee collections, maintenance of regisgers and
f Attendance Register, it wag s"gted that the previous Menager hag o ! A 'C} records .of the school etc. is done by the clerieal sta‘ff in the
passed an order that he need not sign the Register and he had beep - I "") v ) / > first instance and the Headmaster only supervises -hj:a‘work. Though
following it. He maintains that he does exercise supervisgion ang i the Headmaster does not need to be exonerated in respeet of &ﬂ-«;
that is why he had been heving the first period as leisure period administrative irregularities, yei-" the lack of an efficiemt elsrik
for him, sees the teaching notes though he may not initial some of seems 0 be an extenuating eircumstence.
+hem and that so far as hig own teaching work is concerned the e b 2 An erder deelaring the appellamt wnfit Eoihe HaadmaSt-/e},' a
D%, 0g:  hed: spreved o8 hite netheds. \‘:m ) Correspondent hag been passed by the D.P.I. under rules 98 (b) Sng
Finally the Headmaster geid that he had absolutely no intention 5& “J} 99 (&) of the Medras Rducational Rules. Tule 98 (b) specific"ill;\
1o misappropriate funds and that the irregularities, if any, were / / Nl it provides that the action contemplated should be -taken. "a:fr Qug ‘
gue to inefficient elerks end that he had been implieitly earrying / [/f v | : enquiry”, No enquiry ev-smih seems to have beem held 1ri :: ta o
out the orderg of the D.E.O0s. in respeet of the school work,‘ The punishment is tantamount to dismigsal from the péSf- of Heaq.
. ; master. It may be that mo definite procedure hasegylaid dewn gor
4. The nivisional Inspector reported after & perusal of the it . .
= , . - = Q es where
. He@d.‘i&s;;er's expia nation that the explanation was most unsatisfadh ory / o : { };:“,: ; an enquiry under the Madras Pducaiional Rules. in cas (%;}
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"i';‘be-’ L : ._"" ?\R : @ ; . { 5
5 K 4(;,‘\‘ i
i g : - to the criticism of having indulged.in miscarriage of 8

justice and it is desirable that the D,P.I. should be asked

' 1 this drastic punishment is pI‘Oposed/lb appears to be necessary 3
2 that an oral enquiry is held at }Jhich the accused may cite witnesses to deal with this case in accordance \-"Iith the procedure
in defence and is 21lowed to cross examine prosecution witnesses, [ laid down in the Madras Civil Services (Classification,
if ény. In this case no such enquiry has been held but the order | Control and Appeal) Rﬁles, as Rule 98 (b) of the Madras
has been passed on receipt of the Divisional Inspector!s report

Educational Rules does contemplate the holding of an

Mho of eourse submitted it after congidering the ExpEEt appellant!s

enquiry.
i . %

Written reply to the charges, %«
: PR e o
'i o f‘fm*x*ﬂ;LT*“m (
» 8. It is for cOnSJ.deratlon (1) whether the D.P.I. may not be \,\\ 3 b
, H.M.(E, & L.) PO —
i ‘asked generally to follow the procedure laid down in the Classgi- : B ) { 2

" fication Rules in eases of this type, and (11} whether in view of

‘the poin's made in paragraph 5 above, the Directhor may not be asked

|

to cancel his order dated 2=5=1949,

] i < D ﬁLok/kMuewadq o u4L1a4 S0 O ey

| & 3 . D3P 99 S ok, ™

tgj;:?i;z;&;iéf;;c»/ flee 50 ¢ 74JL4/Q_ 2o, 45

Collsy for o e Hln bagle)
O pard aJAu97 oy s 5y /r«;z,fz

69% %MW

: 71/144 Vnfhlos S o
V" b / /l\-kh"’ 'T"- L84 A 4 ¢ i‘{

/§ MTJJ 9 A
T

A:ﬂma{¥ avd;a 7 puﬁjégjid.,@oémw £ d%*mamﬂbﬂ.‘
%f 24 &7 |
_ gfzago 3 «/’E%EZr’gi

4 ' )
¥ 3 - L
{{ ¢ rL )

It is true that it was only after the petitioner
wvas given an opportunity to meet the several charges frameq
’ against him that the D,P,I., passed orders declaring him

to be unfit to hold the post of a headmaster opr Correspondent

bf a recognised school, but there is no indicatign that an

énquiry similar to a Departmental enquiry as in the case of

Vhen Government servants was held in this case and the AL ? ?

‘ !
headmaster has not been given an opportunity to cite any !

Vit s 4in his defence, I feel that it would be premature It
itnesses
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