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Theo Hon'blo'ﬁinlster for Educat1an,
Covornment ofmygdgag,ﬁFgrt St. Georgs,

/ \ r
The humble pet1t10n of N. Snbbu Raééiarmf}ﬁi

Headmaster, Zami ndar’ s High qchool, Turaiyur,

_Tiruch:rappalll District, rQSpectfully ahoweth; y

about 10 years.

.has ‘boen dobarred permanontly from all patronage‘ “?ﬂ’
such as Exami nership, No%tyat1ons to tho various S
comm;ttees, otc. and that be declared unfit to be
the Headmastor for a period of 2 yoars with effect
from the date of relief. Orders have also been
passed directing the Correspondent of the said
High School to relieve the potitioner from the
Hoadmaster's post which he has boen oceupy1ng for
the last about 10 years.  Tho eorder furt hor
airects_that the Divieional Inspector 0f»8§hadk”
coimﬁaﬁbre, do publish the usual notification in
the Fort s;. Coorgo Gazette. |

3 The petitionor herein is agsrieved by the
said ordor as no COpy of the Report of Enquiry
datod 1-11-49 of the Deputy Director of Public

Inebruction has been furnished to him nor hae the

Director of Public Tnstruction statod any roasons
for taking the action ho has dome. The petitiomer

nae beon quite honest, diligent and mindful of his
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duties during the t erm of ho 1q holding and he believes B
that no caso has boon'made out hs him, &nd that the
enquiry is the result of some annonymous petitions o
sont. Tho peti tioner ijs unable to canvass the . puni sh-

given
ment meted out to him as no reasons have beon/for the

conclusion.
I In the circunstances, it is prayed that the
Hon' bleo Ministor be pleasod to call for the ontire
records and oxamine the case and pass orders as may
e just and necessary. Pending final orders, the
potitioner also prays that the Proceodln&q of the
D1roctor of Public Imstruction citod above be kept

in aheyance 8&s otherwise the petitioner's reputation

- for all services 18 likely to Do impaired and materially

affectod.

N

N oy
6th December, 1949. ~ PETITIONER. b-12 -8
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" findings of the Deputy Director of Publie Instructio

o >
PROCEEDINGS OF THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, MADRAS.
Roc.1970 BL/L9 dated 30-11-1%&9: }{

Subject: lladras Hducational Rule - Discipli tion acainst ¢
Sri Il.Subba Reddiar, Hbadmaster? Zg§§ga:;:é High Sehool,
Thuraiyur - lfalpractice in the S.S.L.C. Examination LS.

R e ad: 1. Director's Proceedings Ke.1970 E//L9 datgd 13-7-1949. - F°

= 2. Report of enquiry dated 1=11-1949 of the Deputy .

Director of Publiec Instruction, (Elementary Educatlon)

together with defence statements and tdher papersS-

After a careful consideration of the report of enquiry &nd
Educat £ framed raction (Elenenta’y
Lducation) on the charges framed against Sri Li.Subb#l Reddial, C
llaster, Zamindar High School, Thuraiyur in the Sireg%or's roceedings
quoted above and of the defence of the accused officer, - Che .
Dlr?CtQP hereby orders (1)*Sri N.Subb# Reddiar, Headmaster, <£8mli-
dar's High School, Thuraiyur be deberred permanently from all patro-
nage(such Lxaminerships, Nomination to the various committees etc.
and (2) that he be declared unfit to be a Headmaster for a peTrio

of two-years with effect from the date of his relief from duty &s

the Headmaster of the present school.

Vv The Correspondent Zanindar High Sehool, Thuraiyur 1is requested
to report the date on whigh the Headmaster isJ;elieved from the
gegd%after's post, through the Divisional Inspector of Schools,

oimbatores

> The Divisional Inspector of Schools, Coimbatore is requested
to have the usual notification published in the Fort St. George

Gazette. - ;
3)‘ G\TQMW
1. | L—¢
/ For Director of Public Tnstruction.
T%ff ‘ o i :
L N.S Poddinp Headmaster, Zemindar High School, lThuraiyur.
il ubblt Reddiar, Headmaster BB i,

The COI‘I‘eSpondent Za_mindar's i'iigh SChOQl, A 2
The Divisional Inépector of -Schools, Coimbatore and the Distriet
Biducational Officer, Trichy. vl
The Secretary to the Commissioner for Government Lxamina

Copy to L, D1 and & Sectienms:.

.\ll‘\'l‘\Q-

tions,lladras.
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Education Department

From
The Director of Public Instruction,
Madr as.
To
The Secretary to Government,
Education and Public Health Department, N\
Fort St. George, Madras.
Roe No, 1970-EL/LS dated 28-1-1950
Sir,

Subject: Madras Educational Rules - Disciplinary action
against Sri N, Subba Reddiar, Ex Headmaster,

Reference: Government Memorandum No. 95719-B1/49-1 Education
%LPaNIL dated 10,12,1949.

The records connected with the casse detailed

below are herewith submitted as desired by Government in their
Memorandum quoted above.
¥&,\¢[Ei 1, Exhibit No. 1 Answer books of candidates Nos.
A 38,867, 38,901, 38,906,
@ 2 Ixhibit No, 2 Return relating to the ‘stationery sent
by the Chief Superintendent, Thuraiyur
Centre, S.S5.L.C. 1948,
@ 3, Exhibit No. 3 Investigation records leading to
Proceedings of the Board of Secondary
Education,
@ l,, Exhibit No. & Petitions relating to malpractices sent
TS to the District Educational Officer.
56 Exhibit No. 5 Plan of seating arrangements,
& 6, Gxhibit No, 6 Preliminary investigation regort of the
o District Educational Officer, Trichye.
Q 7. Exhibit No, 7 Letter produced at the Enquiry by witness
e XVI and filed,
84 Exh‘ﬂ.gt No, 8 Plans submitted by the accused Officer.
5
9, Exhibit No. 9 Statements made during the investigation
] of the District Educational Officer, Trichy
) of persons to be examined and statements
3 . filed by the accused Officer.
TAe, Statements of Vidwan N. Subba Reddiar,
@ 11, Question papers Instructions to Chief Superintendents -
" " 5,5.L.Ce Scheme,
o “,
‘\“\ 12, Evidenf, of the accused Officer and witnesses,

2. The following history of the case leading to the issue
of orders in my proceedings Re, No, 1970-R4/L9 dated 30,11

, 1949 is given
for the information of Government, koA g
_ 4 3ri N, Subba Reddiar was the Chief Superintendent of the

3,5,Le0, Public Examination of 1948 held at Thralyur,

r T 8 f 2 -
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e Nistrict "ducational Ufficer, Trichinopoly received an
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J Sri N, Subba Reddiar, the Chief Superintendent, was actually helping
3 candidates in whom he was interested in answering examination papers
for these candidates.

" The District Educational Ufficer, Trichy, visited the school
on the third day of the examination (17.3.1948) and found the seating
arrangements unsatisfactory. He directed $e a re-arrangement of seats
and returned to Headauarters,

k On his return to his Headquarters, he again received another
anonymous petition alleging that the Chief Superintendent actually
helped three candidates (Sampath Gowri, N. Padmansbhan and M. Doraiswamy)
to re§ort to malpractice, A petition to the same effect was also
received in the Office of the Commissioner for Government
(::> Examinations. Please see the papers in Exhibit L.

<7 In order to find out whether the allegations are true, the
answerscripts of candidates were #& sent to the Examiners to report
whether there were any sign of malpractice committed by these candidates.,
They had reported that they found nothing in the answer papers and the
(::) valuation papers was in order, (Please sese lxhibit 3%

# The District Educational Officer Trichy was requested to
conduct local enquiry and submit a report in this regard to this
Office, The report disclosed that there was some truth in the

(:) allegations contained in the petitionm, (Please see Exhibit 6),

. As there was a prima facie case to institute disciplinary
proceedings against the Headmaster of the school, I deputed the
Deputy Director of Public Instruction, Sri T.P. Santanakrishna
Naidu to frame definite charges against the Headmaster, conduct
an enquiry and submit a report to me with his findings,

.r4\€-lc£M§}n/ |0 A copy of the Proceedings Rc No, 1970-EL/L9 dated 13,7.19L9
* containinz the charges and hasis of those charge@ served on Sri
}¢V\O_20;n%ﬁl N, Su?ba.Reddiar and also a copy of the report of the enquiry and
| the findings thereon of the Deputy Director are enclosed herewith,
; After perusing the findings of the enquiry officer and also the
¥ defence statement of Sri N, Subba Reddiar and the evidence let in
at the oral enquiry of the witnesses both on the prosecution and
on the defence side, I accepted the findings of the Enquiry Officer
anqzassed orders inflicting the punishment stated in proceedings
\,1\; Jen. Rc 'No, 1970-EL/49 dated 30,11.1949 (copy enclosed), -

\\ I wish to point out to Government that from the circumstances
of the case, only one conclusion can be drawn - that the Headmaster
cornnived at the malpractice, a serious offence which indicates a
deficient sense of responsibility and slackness of principle, On
{ the question of punishment however, I have taken a very lenient view
| of the case in view of the fact that this is the first occasion when
any offence by Sri. Subba Reddiar has c@me to my notice. I request
\:;1&%«, that orders passed by me in the proceedings referred to supra may be

upheld. : .
‘Brw\kfiéhﬂkv\aln'his petition (copy forwarded with the Governmenf ‘“emorandum
! fuoted under reference) Sri N. Subba Heddiar requests that a copy
bﬂth o= 20 C\fw of the report of the enquiry officer may be furnished to him to

i e prepare his grounds for appeal. This request of the petitioner
camot be complied with, In this connection I may point out to
Government that all relevant papers connected with the case were
‘made available for perusal by the accused officer and full scope
for defence was afforded to him including the cross examination
of witnesses,

Yours faithfully,
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rfv\ﬂ-'l‘ 0{{:>in his letter No., Re. 11(Confdl)/A8 dated 23-5-1949 Vidwan Sri N, Subbu Reddiar,

~ examination in the said school and

‘é/;
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Copy of Director's proceedings Rc No. 1970 EL/LS dated 13.7.1949. ¢

1 ke

Sub: Enquiry - Vidwan Sri N, Subba Reddiar, Headmaster, Zamindar's High
School, Thuraiyur - Disciplinary action against.

Whereas it has been brought to the notice of the Director
of Public Instru;tion -
(1) that as seen from a comparison of the marks obtained by
the candidates in the same subjects on different occasions and from the
answer books of the candidates at the 5.5,L.C. Public Examination held
in March l9hé at the Zamindar's High School, Thuraiyur, as per

particulars given below :--

At class At Public Examination
1948.
(1) Sampath Gowri (No. 38867)
Elementary Mathematics 32 . 85
(ii) N. Padmanabhan (No, 38901)
1947 1948
First appearance Second appearance,
Class P, Exmn Class P, Hoomn,
Elementary Mathematics 50 L9 66 8l
Alegbra and Geometry 21 18 35 L8
(iii) M, Doraiswamy (No, 38906)
1946 1947 1948
Class P, Exmn Class P,Exmn Class P,Exmn,
English 29 35 L2 36 38 38
Ele, Maths 38 29 50 Al 43 100
Algebra and
Geometry 18 g 58 23 28 68

there are evidences of malpractice in their answering of the examinationg

.(2) that as reported by the District Educational Officer, Tiruchirapalli

Headmaster, Zamindar's High School, Thuraiyu7£ and Chief Superintendent,,
$,8,1,C, Public Examination, Thuraiyur Centre, arransed the seats of Sampath
Gowri, N, Padmanabhan and M. Doraiswamy, candidates with register Nos,
38867, 38901, and 38906 respectively, at the 3,8,L.C, Public Examination

i $
March 1948, held in the above said school, in such a manner that they were

not under the same extent of supervision as other candidates who sat ¢
' ‘ O the

Wwere thus enableq %o have recours
o .
malpractices; and -

3 2
(3) that as seen from the written statemeny, qat
VS LTHICNT, g ,%d ?\'g“;} }

of the SERT
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g Lo i EC BekbiY b N » ‘ . W Vidwan Sri N. Subbu Reddiar, Headmaster, Zamindar's Hich School, Cdﬁf
| ’ ‘ Thuraiyur, given to the District Educational Officer, Tiruchirapall;,
he failed to carry out the official instructions to the Chief
e kel o . Bz I Superintendents to prevent opportunities for malpractices -
(a) by his not accounting for distribution of blank answer books
and additional books on each occasion that they were issued,

_ ; | ' (b) by his sending additional answer books through the peon, and

(¢) by his giving away copies of gquestion papers to persons not

connected with the examination;
the fol}owing charges are framed against the said Vidwan Srit,N; Subbu
Reddiar, Headmaster, Zamindar's High School, Thuraiyur, --

(1) that the said Vidwan Sri N, Subbu Reddiar did not maintain an
account of the issue of answer books and additional books as required under
OPBE .o¥) estidenembet ¥ (1L k';aﬁ RﬂLQi Zwlw 9 (Custody of blank answer books) (Chapter I) of General Rules and

o~ iy Y§"“ Instructioné for the guidance of superintendents in respect of the S5.9.L.C.
2o examination which is to be the effect that the Chief Superintendents should
maintain an account of the blank answer books, additional answer books and
other articles of stationery supplied for the examination showing clearly

) Xmews igaod 10 A4l the supply received from the Secretary, Board of Secondary Education, the

‘ issues made during the examination on each occasion and balance left at the

end of the examination;

(2) that he sent the answer books through the peon without adequate

' QL precautions for his being watched as required in Rulek relating to the
A

-1

& precautions in the matter o{lthe employment of menials of General Rules
and Ipstructions for the guidance of superintendents in respect of the
5,8,1.C, examination, X

(3) that he left a partly packed bundle of answer books in Physical
Science in charge of the clerk of thé school on 17-3-1948 at the school of fice
room in the interval between 11,15 A.M, and 11,30 A.M., finstead of its being

kept in a safe place under the personal custody of the Chisf Superintendent as

. j@%kgﬁ: required in Rule 6 relating to the collection and despatch of answer books

of "General Rules and Instructions for the puidance of the Superintendents

in respect of the S5,°,L,C, Public Examination,

(L) that as stated by him in his statement dated 6,8,1948, he save

aday a copy of the -uestion paper in Tlsmentary Mathematics and Algehra

i avd Yammak v on 10y ¢ e N T W T TN e \ .
J and reometry on 16,3,1908 and 16-3-19L8 respectively at adout 1L AN, W

A¥)
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/| other action be taken against him as may be deemed fit by the Director of

\@
Thuraiyur contrary to the Rule 4 of the General Rules and Instructions
for the guidance of superintendents which recguies that copies of cuestion
papers should not be given to persons other thzan tﬁe candidates who
actually sit for the examination, as it is likely to lead to malpractices;

(5) that by his above said acts, he knowinzly and wilfully Q:Ehnived
at and deliberately abetted the malpractices of the above-mentioned
candidates in the said examination..

He is hereby directed to show cause why his collegiate teachers'
certificate should not be cancelled under Rule 154 Madras Educational Rules
and why he should not be declared unfit to be a Headmaster for a
specified period or permanently as the een circumstances of the case

warrant with reference to Rule 98(b) of the Madras Educational Rules and such

——

Public Instruction under the above circumstances, He should submit his answer
in writing to the above charges together with his Collegiate Teachers!
Certificate and any relevant records he may submit in support of his answer,

so as to reach the Director of Public Instruction on or before the 25th instant

and state whether he desires to have an oral enquiry or whether he wants to be
hearfd in person and in that case furnish the full names and addresses of the
witnesses he desires to be examined. In'th%event of his failure to submit an
answer, it will be deemed that the charges are proved and the action indicated

above will bd taken.

D.S. Reddi,
Director of Public Instruction,

/True copy/

Copy of the report of encguiry of the Deputy Director of Public Instruction,Madras,

——

)\ I submit this report on the enguiry into the conduct of Vidwan

Sri N, Subbu Heddiar, Headmaster, Zamindar's High School, Thuraiyu?%'as Chief
Superintendent, $,5,L,C, Public Examination held in March 1948 at the Thuraiyur

centre,

7 A brief history of the case leading to the enouiry is given helow:

1."§\ 2° & I i \ =~ o = . o . a .
F“’ ' "1/ The District Educational Officer, Tiruchy, in his letter Wo, 11-Confl, /12
dated 15-4-1948, reported to the Secretary, Board of Secondary ¥ducation,

Hadras, that when he visited the Zamindar's Hish School, Thuraiyar, on

o e [T MRt o e

bf';.:_ L A SRS o '. : . il . A
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arrangement was not satisfactory and directed a re-arrangement of seats and
that he subsequently received on his return to headguarters an anonymous
petition alleging that the Chief Superintendent actually helped 3 students
(Sampath Gowri, N. Padmanabhan and M. Doraiswamy) to resort to malpractice.
An anonymous petition to the same effect was also received in the offiée
of the Commissioner for Government Examinations, In order to find out the

truth or otherwise of the allegations, the examiners were directed to examine

‘ the answer papers of the candidates in question and they reported that nothing
Wwrong was found in ths valuation. The report of the departmental officer,

ori R, Ramaswami, was that he found no room for suspecting malpractice. The
District Bducational Officer was therefore requested to conduct a 1ocai
enquiry, and he submitted a report after enquiry, which disclosed that

there was some truth in the allegations. The Divisional Inspector of

Schools, Coimbatore Division, was asked to hold a detailed enquiry and he

s —

submitted his report. But action could not be taken on his enquiry report
because of the defect notidzgz: the procedure followed, On the basis

of these reports, the Director considered that there was a prima facie case
to take disciplinary action azainst Sri Subbu Reddiar under rule 154 of the

'S\ Madras Bducational tules and I was deputed to take up this enquiry.

Q, The charges framed against the accused officer are as follows :-=

bq ale (1) "that the said Vidwan Sri N, Subbuy feddiar did not maintain an
account of the issue of answer books and additional books as required under
rule 9 (custody of blénk answer books) Chapter I of General Rules and
Instructions for the guidance of Superintendents in respect of the SeS,L.Ce
axamination which is to the effect that the Chief Superintendent shoul@
naintain an account of the blank answer books, additional answer books and
other articles of stationery supplied for the examination showing clearly
the sﬁpply received from the Secretary, Board of Secondary Bducationk the

issues made during the examination on cach occasion and balance left at the

end of the examination,"

é‘ ﬁ i (2) "fhat he sent the amswer books through the peon without adequate
precautions for his being wakched as recquired in ryle & relating to the pre-

cqutions in the qatter of the employment of menials of General Rules and
A Y - :

. fam s danc sunerintendents in vespect of the 8.3,L.5,
{qsbractions for the zuidance of supe

; A 1%
@ ad 1A
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contrary to the Rule 4 of the General Hules and Instructions for the

candidates in the said examination,

g

Yadditional books supplied for each examination and in each hall, The

i

i

Science in charge of the clerk of the school oﬁ 17-3-48 at the school
office room in the interval between 11-15 a.m, and 11-30 a.m. instead of
its being kept in a safe place under the personal custody of the Chief
Superintendent as required in Rule 6 relating to the collection and
despatch of answer books of General Rules and Instructidns for the guidance

of the superintendents in respect of the S,8,L.C, Public Examination.

(L) "That as stated by him in his statement dated 6-8-48,he zave away a
copy of phe question paper in Elementarerathematics and Algebra and
Geometry on 16—3fh8 and 19-3-48 respectively at about 1l a.m. to Sri
S. Yarthasarathi, foQﬂner Assistant of the Zamirmdar's High School, Thuraiyur,
guidance of superintendenss which req%E% that @opies of question papers
should not be given to personﬁbther than the candidates who actually sit
for the examination as it is likely to lead to malpraciices, and

(5) "That by his above said acts, he know}ingly and wilfully connived

at and deliberately abetted amd the malpractices of the ahove~mentioned

The basis of the above charges will be found in the memo of
charges, ;

I+. I conducted an oral enquiry at the office of the District
Zducational Officer, Tiruchy, on 22nd, 23rd and 2i4th August 1949, 16 witnesses
for the prosecution and 2 witnesses for the defence were examined at the
enquiry. The accused officer subéittéd his final defence statement on
12-9-1949.

Charge I: The defence of the aécused officer is this:
uHe has sent a return a£ the end of the examination showing the
total number of blank answer books received and issued-each day. in rezard
to the additional books, he has sent a consolidated stgtement of the total

number of additional books used during the examination, It has not been

possible or practicable to maintain a correct account then and there of the

technical omission to record the actual number used on sach occasion has

no significance, ALl the answer books and additional books issued to him

have been duly and faithfully accounted for by him, He has noticed that rule ew

| only #hen it was pointed out 1o nin recently and he shall note it for

future uiiance,"
e
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relevent rule is not obyiously acceptable, Apart from the fact “that

ignorance is no excuss, I cannot believe him when a person of his

™

service and experience pleaés ignorance in the matter. That his plea%

F : is only an after thoughlis too obvious.
- 41There is no doubt that the accused officer has contravened the
f ‘Dnglf”k “f(yg) said Rule §, in that he has failed to maintain an account of the issues
< ‘V<> made during the examination on eacgh occasion and balance left at the
. S ! \ end of the examination and it is proved on his own admission. He deposed
R . ‘ %bl Oﬁ (i;) at.the oral enquiry that he has made use of the addiﬁional books for
(B &n;) snei sending returns and other correspondence to the Secretary in

connection with the examination; that he has used them also for other

I educational authorities and that he has given one or two sheets to the

departmental officer to answer some correspondence, He adds that he does

o \ \ not consider it a mwsuse of examination stationery nor a violation of
55 d v W
e
1 v ps»&€|yk<Lf§};) fule 9. I consider that his action in having made use of the additional
(VA books for purposes specified by him is highly irregular as Rule 9
purp

ldoes not admit of such things being done. I find him guilﬁy of this
charge,.

’»L|,3 té(if%S ”Charge II: The accused officer states that if additional books were

o B 4’/’necessary in the course of the examination, the 2 reliable peons were
used by him for the purpose of sending them to the respective halls under

SE%INCQQQXthS supervision and that para 1 of rule 8 has not been contravened in any

) | (Lﬁk:\\>

manner because the peons were bging closely watched during the progress

k>3a( <zi> of thesxamination. At the enguiry he deposed that with reference to the
instruction in para 1 of rule & that peons are alle not allowed to leave

their posts in the examinations, he could not follow the instructions

since the examination was conducted in 4 different rooms. The peon,

M14-210¢ @D

P. Muthuswamy, deposed that sometimes the additional books were sent to
class through him when the Headmaster would stand by outside and show him

the class in which they should be given and that he has never taken the

paper alone at any time, Inthe first instance, rules do not contemplate

that peons might be employed for the purpose, This very act of enbrusting
this work to the peon is irregular, ‘further beyond ﬂhﬂevidence of the peon,
there is nothini'gn record to show that when books were sent through the peon,

it was done only under the immediate eve of the Thisl Suparintendeny,

Sl e B niﬁﬁﬁ}&%éﬁ@hﬁﬁfjﬁq
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% “ L ,'f") 7 Charge III The accused officer deposed at the oral encuiry that with

Ph N | ’
“¢\2~4-Ff@k‘» reference to the last para of rule 6, he had the packing and sealinz of the

- answer books in his office room, not in the examination hall, not in any
of the examin:ztion places, He also added that he considered the rule to

refer to the presence of the departmental e ducational officer and not to

the place of packing, It is evident that the packing of answer books was
(:) done, not in the examination hall, but in the office room. According to Rﬁle 65 N
| of the General Rules and Instructions for the guidance of Superintendents,
which #requies by implication that the packing and the swaling of the packets
should be done in the exgmination hall itself, his action is highly
;rrgular. His explanation that the rule is not explicit enough cannot
vbé\accepted.
[D Assuming that the packing of answer books in the office room
is permissible, even so, the accused officer has not discharged his duties in
a respbnsible manner expected of him. In his first defence statement the
accused Officer stated that when the answer books in a cloth cover were
. being stitched partly, it was time for the distribution of the question
papers and the answer books for the Natural Science subject; and that himself

and the departmental officer had to go to the respective sheds for distributing

N1 ; o, % :\ 1 e s @ X
. rﬂ\'3=LS¢{i¢£.’ the same, The clerk, Sri K. Srinivasa Ayyangar deposes that at the time
when the District Educational Officer came and the cloth packing was three

fourths over, there were in the office room the departmental officer and the

Chief Superintendent, that the departmental officer went out only after the

\
i \ District Hducational Officer came and the packing was finished; and that bogh

the Chief Superintendent and the departmental officer went out together only

-/ and after the.packing was complete, Janab M,A, Abdul Khadir, District
) ¥#~353*15f((::> Bducational Officer, Tiruchi atates as follows &

"I went into the office room, saw the answer papers of Physical

Science paper being packed; the cloth cover was being stitched,

Thﬁhepartmental officer was not there, The Chief Superintendent

came out of the room just when I got out of the car, Then T

~asked for the departmental of ficer and was told he was in the hall

superintending the examination.®s

|| The evidenc: of the derartmental officer shows that he was present

\

Lo Bl — 3 were packed in brown paper
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present at the time when the sealed bundles were being packed into cloth

CoVer.

\2~ In the face of the clear evidence of both the departmental officer
and the District Educational Ufficer, no reliance can be placed on the
clerk's evidence that the departmental officer went out only after the
District fducational Officer came.

[4-3~£+U€Bﬁ-aigi> Y} Rule 6 provides that the scripts should be carefully packed and the

closed paper bundles should be sealed with the private seal of both the

-

> Chief Superintendent and the departmental officer before being kept in a
safe place under thepersonal custody of the Chief Superintendent and that on
the next day, the fealed bundles should be examined again by the Chief

Superintendent and the departmental officer to see that the seals are in

tact before being put into cloth covers and sealed with the Bhief Superintendent'st

private seal, With reference to this rule, the accused officer should have

w

kept sealed bundles in a safe place under his personal c ustody and attended im

ﬁ

' could not possiblfy be completed in the presence of the departmental Officer

to the work connected with the Natural Science examination, becuase the work

il

| before the Natural Seicne examination commenced, After the Natural Science
examination was over, the sealed bundles relating to Physical Science papers

could have been conveniently taken out and put into cloth covers and sealed

—

| in the presence of the departmental of ficer, This he failed to do, There is

no point in the accused officer's defence that there was no time to have

the work finished.

m=cm

Y L
“{v

’W The accused officer has not offered any explanation as to why
he had left the physical Science bundles in charge of the clerk, when he
fleft for p;he examination hall instead of placing them in a safe place

under his personal custody. Obviously he has no satisfactory explanation

to offer.

(\There can be no doubt that he is guilty of this chargs.

N "’ @harse IV:~ The defence of the accused officer is this: He admits that
7§ \b ——-—g—-———— °

- | & \ ]
1-9 e \L)

more than one hour after the commencement, of the examination the question
¥

| papers relating to Elementary Mathematics and Algebra and Geomebry were shown to

Spi Parthasarathy just for perusal to satisfy nis curiosity to know whether

| they were stiff or easy and they were taken back, Db he armues that the

question paper becomes a public property as it wers sfter Wall an hour of the

sommencement, of the examination and that anynody car
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from the candidates who leave the hall after a period of half 'an sk hour.

He therefore avers that there has been no infraction of either the

e £y 0y 7

letter or the spirit of the rule, .At the oral enouiry, he admits however that

) & Bt or ' Wit yaiaso il efd b

while the candidate can show his paper to anybody, the Chief Superintendent

e'svefn himself, cannot directly make the qgestion paper public before the end of

Yobyeld the examination, He points out also that at this particular examination,

no candidate went out immediately after half an hour; that he does not remember |
if any candidate went out before he showed the question paper to the teacher
3 and that he did not ascertain if at least one candidate had given up his
answer book and gone out of the examination hall before he showed the

question paper to any teacher., In the first place, the Chief Superintendent

has no business to show, even for a while, any question papers to anybody

# , < o : e o Nl : whatsoever, Seconddy, even if, according to the accused officer's own
statement, there is no objection to guestion paper being shown by him for the
reason that the question paper had become public property, there is no
evidence to indicate that question papers had actually become public

; property before question papers were shown to Mr, Parthasarathy, His

i arguments are therefore not acceptable and this charge may be held to have

1

' been proved.,

. IL Charge Vi—- The accused officer denies this charge,

1 M7 rﬁ@\

( seating arrangement adopted by him was the one he considered proper and

Arrangement of seats :-- The accused officer states that the

reasonable to the best of his lights, having regard to the nature and type of the
buildings available .and that it was approved by the District Educational

Fag V()‘_’(L . Officer, The fistrict Educational Officer deposes as follows :—-—

"Even if there was need for 4 halls, all the sehool
candidates and the private candidates should be
separate, That is what I thought, I expressed these to
both the Chief Superintendent and the Departmental
Officer and I even said abougrprivate candidates that
their seats could be arranzed for every day, because all
the 15 were not taking examination every day., I got a
report from the Departmental Officer and the Chief
Superintendent about the changing of the seats, After
that also, there was no change in the Ath hall excepting
inserting 2 more private candidates and there were

again a mixing up of school and private candidates,
What I felt was that there might be malpractice, 'When
I went there, the arrangements were rather queer because

I would not have done it in this way, It was a very
|inconvenient arrangement”,

\ﬁ} The District Educational Officer's instructions in effect

were that the school candidates and the private candidates should not be

mi¥ed up, But wher even after the District fducational Officeris ingtmictiang
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_ nece:gsity to place all the private candidates in one hall. But his

i |
Y, 4 \7

at the time of the visit to the school, the accused officer had not cared to
carry out hié instructions, Of the four halls in which the examination

was conducted, the school candidates and the private candidates were

m%;?d up in three halls even after the rearrangement of seats,

The accused officer deposes at the oral enquiry that it did not strike

him to put all the 6 private candidates in the re-arrangement in on= room

and that he couI:E have put 6 private candidates in the South shed and #ut
3 more school candidates in the small room but it did not strike hém to do so,
The defence of the accused officer is untenable for the following reasonsi=—

(i) The accused officer himself pointed out that the placing of
private candidates in one hall would only facilitaté'collection of answer
books., Though he knew that such an arrangement had this particular advantage
yet he did not choose to adpt this obvious arrangement,

(2) The District Educational Officer repeatedly emphasized the

instructions in this respect were disregarded by the accused officer, There
ean pe no doubt that the seats were arrangdd deliberately and wilfully.
Of the four halls in which the Public Examination was conducted,
one hall is in V-A room which is one of the three romms in one block,
The end rooms have encoroachments namely library room has ﬁrojected into
one end of the room which is V A room and the other end has an inside room.
These encroachments in the end rooms thus leave pockets where a person,
standing at one end of the pocket cannot see things happening at the other
end of the pocket. The middle room is free from these encroachments
and therefore has no such disadvantage,
The defence of th: accused officer is this i-=
"The reason why I chose the end room instead of the middle
one, which had no inner room or pockets, is that general in
schools examinations, we follow this order, and aecondl*-

there is special provision for one girl candidate in the
end room,".

]S' The defence is not only unconvincing but it also proves that the headmaster

did indeed have a motive in choosing the particular room, In this context,
I fe&i that the choice of the end room is very significant. The tholce of the
~end room and not the middle room as well as the disposition of seats in the

' end room appears to me deliberate and there is no valid sround to justify

the choice of the end room beins made,

\ ‘
'T 1’2'.‘:\ 0 t 0y C ate aq Ta . I\ & » »{.‘ AR AQ BN C  wl .
ﬁﬁ)@\h).l candidates hﬁ\i&h@ Nos, Ko&g‘@ K}{WU and 15 trivate
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¢ candidates were given seats in the south shed. When the south shed could

ihy)
P
o~

accommodate 18 candidates the number of candidates actually accommodated

there were only 17, In the one vacant place thus available, the school
candidate bearing No, 38901, who was seated in V Form A room could have
been accommodated in the south shed. The accused officer has no explanation
bi to offer for this,
b4”3’7°€ Ci; 9.0 The accused officer states that the pupil bearing Régister No.
38867 was the only girl student taking her examination at that centre and

that in order to avoid any embarrassment to that girl by making hefy sit along

&

with the other pupils, she was given a seat separately in that tiled shed.
At the enquiry, he deposes that when the Assistant Superintendent
goes behind the seat of No. 38867 in the small room he could not see

No. 38901 and vice versa. All the candidates including the girl

accommodated in V form are school pupils, When it caused no embarrassment to
<00 the girl when she studied along with male pupils in the school, it is not
known what kind of émbarrassmént would be caused if she had been seated in a
placé where she couid be seen by other candidates seated there,
2\ In the circumstances, the conclusion is irresistable that in the
%arrangement of particularly 3 seats viz., Nos 38901, 38906 and 38867

the accused officer is actuated by malafide motive,

«waA comparative study of the marks obtained b the three candidates
in both the class and Public examinations, which are ziven below, leads one
' ' ‘to suspect whether, having regard to their ability as evidenced by the marks

obtained in the class examinations they could have normally secured the

marks at the Public Examination they did. I do not consider the accused

officer's explanation in this respect satisfactory.

At class At Public Examination 1948

(1) Sampath Gowri (No. 38867)
Elementary Mathematics 32 85
(ii) N, Padmanabhan (No., 38901)

1947 1948
First appearance Second appearance,
| Class P, Exyn, Class.  P.Bxmm,
!
f fle, Mathematics, 50 49 66 8l
’ Algebra and Geometry 21 18 35 L8
(111) M, Doralswamy (Wo.. 38906)
Pabal

o
i L oL R e i



5 (iii) M. Doraiswamy (No. 38906) - ),37
1946 1947 1948
Class P,Exmn Class P.Exmn Class P.Exmn,
English 29 35 42 36 38 38
Ele, Maths 38 29 50, i, 143 100
Algebra & ;
Geometry 18 7 58 23 28 68

Regarding the performance of the candidate No. 38906 in the optional
Mathematics, paper, Sri S, Narasimhan, Headmaster, R.B.A.N.B.'s High

School, Bangalore to whom the value&_pnswer paper of the above

(vd

candidate was referred for his opinion by the Secretary to the
Commissioner for Govermment Examinations as states as follows :=-

. E o Tk s i TARRE ah | SN ‘ k4~'?—7q, ﬁﬁ <3i) "In 38906, the proof of the theorem of Question XII is not °
Bt toa e = ; , | 3 ln [ Qj%k,jb? j adequately exPressed and half the maximum has been awarded.

. ot B ' ; _ i 38906 has fumbled at first and judging from the answers to the
i first few questions, one would not have expected so many marks from
\

him, As a matter of fact, he has got only & marks in the main answer

| paper and all the femaining marks in the additional sheéts, Some of

' the questions attempted incorrectly in the main answer paper have been

{
lagain worked correctly in the additional books,

25 This candidate secured 8 marks in the main answer book
& | & and 492 marks in the additional books. The accused offg} states that

(o
s ity ; ‘ "this 'may be due to neyousness in the first instance and proceeding

calmly afterwards",

:LLY The candidate who used 3 additional books and scored 68 percent'
\ : of marks in the examination hall befewe the cannot possibly be expected to
e , i leave the examination hall before the expiry of the time limit assigned to
:'( , Py the paper, especially as he himself admitted that he is an average stugent.

% : But the evidence on record shows that he left the hall before the time 1imit

fixed, His scoring of largézgf marks in the additional books and leaving
the examination hall befors the expiry of the prescribed time, taking

together with the giving away or showing thé question paper to a teacher of

the school by the Headmaster before the examination was over, the presence
of this teacher in the Physical Education room which is only a part of the
office yoom, and the pecking of bundles of answer books in the same of fice

room contrary to the rules requirins packing in the hall and with vt

certainty that the Departmental Qfficer wss alusve +veowe S
aLNRYS LRI AL ne

ik RARMREIRAS 15 s 1

packinfd as revealed b the auldemna

AnaDl __
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f by otﬁer circumstances and lends support to the conclusion that some
| malpractice must have been committefd.,
§ P

bl

allegations made against him are the result of malice, but has not

The accused officer winds up his defence by saying that the

mentioned any single act of his which may have given rise to malice
in any quarfers; that the evidence let in did not show that
Maruthamuthu had occasion to leave the examination hall and that the
evidence of Sri T.K. Qanesan is interested,

;b I find that the witnesses at the oral enquiry resiled from the
statements given at the preliminary enquiry. I believe that the
witnesses have evidently been won over,

2n The evidence of Sri Ganesan is interesting and throws light
on the matter, His evidence only indicates that "something is rotten’

| in the state of Denmark", Aﬂ?i from the evidence most of my

conclusions are chiefly base& on the statement of the Headmaster himself,
on the disposition of the buildings in which the examination was held
and the place where the ansser books were packed and the evidence afforded
by the answer books, If the Headmaster wer%?;an with less pe experience,
each irregularity taken by itself may not be so sisnificant and may be
attributed merely to his nesligence in the discharge of his duties,
But I cannot believe that a Headmaster with so much experience could bs
so easily ignorant or negiigent in respect of so many of these matters
together and at the same time. The evidence under all irregularities in
its cumulatiye perspective goes to show that the accused officer
has deliberately arranged things with intent to help the candidates to reggopy
to malpractice,

;g{ The accused officer's failure to maintain a daily account of the
issues and the balance of the answer books; his improper ank wilful use of

&

some additional books for purposes not contemplated in the rules, the

and not in the examination hall; (he presence of Sri Par thasarathv
i ;

Mathematics Assistant, in the Physical Science hall near the office room
S = $

?
!
!
}
£
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to whom papers relating to Mathematics were shownj the unsatisfactory

and queeVmanner in which the seats

lbduc&LiOnal i : i ! | |
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Copy of Director's proceedings Roc 1970 E4/LS £s% dated 30.11.49.

Subject: Madras HEducational Rules - Disciplinary action against Sri
N. Subbu Reddiar, Headmaster, Zamindar's High School,
Thuraiyur - Malpractice in the S.5.L.C. Examination 1948

R e a d: Director's proceedings Re 1970 EL/L9 dated 13-7-1949 vbﬂ_w g
Report of enquiry dated 1.11.1949 of the Depity Director of
Public Instruction (Elementary Education) together with the ?:*';
defence statements and other papers.

esen

After a careful consideration of the report of enquiry

| and findings of the Deputy Director of Public Instruction (Elementary

Education) on the charges framed against Sri N, Subb# Reddiar, Headmaster,

Zamindar High School, Thuraiyur in the Director's proceedings auoted

above and of the defence of the accused officer, the Director hereby

————

——

orders (1) that Sri N. Subb@ Reddiar, Headmaster, Zamindar's High
|
School, Thuraiyur be debarred premanently from all patronage such O\

m_.“‘v-'f':"f‘

Examinerships, Nomination to the farious committees etc and (2) that

e

' he be declared unfit to be a Headmaster for a period of two jears

| with effect from the date of nis relief from duty as the Headmaster

}of the present school,

The Correspondent, Zamindar High School, Thuraiyur is reouested
: to report the date on which the Headmaster is relieved from the Headmaster's

post, through the Divisional Inspector of Schools, Coimbatore,

The Divisional Inspector of Schools, Coimbatore is reoquested

| to have the usual notification published in the Fort St. George Gazette.

\ /True copy/
— .
}\ 3 &“W
i. L—=X7V»
for Director of Public Instruction,
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RBefore the Minister for Education, Covernment of Madras,

Fort St. Ceorge, Madras.

Headmaqter, Zamindar's High School,

N. Subbu Reddiar, (ow deace) §
Tureiyur, Tiruchirapalli Dt.

Petitioner.

The Petitioner abovenamed begs to steate as follows:-

1. The Petitioner-herein has already, on 6-12-1949,
presented a petition against Proceedings R.0.C.1970-E.4-

AL ) L
Fl‘“'* 49 dated 30-11-1949 of the Birector of Public Instruc-
| tion, Madras, requesting the Govermment's intervention
in the ordor aforeosaid.
¥ 2o The charges against the Petitioner were Xha five
l{ p_ \' )
H‘% in number, alleging malpractices and breach of the rules

\ﬂ

contained in the"general rules and instructions for the
guiéance of Superintendents“in respect of the S.8.L.C.
Examination halé iat Turaiyur High School in March, 1948.
The said examination commonced on 15-3-1948 and was over
n 20-3-1948. JIn the Turaiyur High School, there were
four Examination Halls, of which Room No.b-A is stated
to be the place-whoro the all eged malpractice had bean
committed in respect 3 candidates whoso Regist er Numbers
are 38867, 38901 and 38006. Tt is also stated that -

the allegod malpractices were committed in respect of the

Elementary lMathematics Examination and the Examination
in Algebra and Geomotry. The Elomentary Mathomatics

Examination took place on the forenoon of 16-3-1948 and

the Examination in Algobre and Ceomctyy was held on the
morning of the 19%h in the Contral Hell, as it wae found

suf fieiont and adequate to accommodate 4% shudents who -
\
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L the four Examination Halls. After the suggestion of -
—./;,,,"/-" {

appearod that year for that subject.

%3, The Elenentary Mathenatics Examination in
respect of the 3 perticular candidates was held in

Room No.5-A. There were 7 students sitting in that

e

P.U.16, no time@was lost to re-arrange the seats in Class
Room No.5-A& by bringing in two more students, including
P.¥.4 snd ancther who has not been examined in the BER
enquiry. The re-arrangement was made on the afternoon
of 17-3-1948. The Elementery Mathematics examination -

was, as already stated, on the forencon of 16-3-1948. The

ell. The Assistant Superintendent in charge of - ovidonce of P.W.4 is clear that on the date of the Ele-
 that Room was one Sri S. Marudamuthu, who has been e mentary Mathematics Examination, he was not in V-A Room.

) examined as P.W.7 in the case. The District Edu-
cetional Officer, P.W.16 in the case, visigted the
centreo on 17-3-1948 at about 11-30 4.M. énd-wgnt =
round the Exemination Halls. According to his -
eyidence, heo along with the Potitioner went round -
the halls and found that the arrangement was not

satisfactory @nd that it should immediately bo re-

arranged oven for the afternoon oxamination. This

‘1’Suggeﬂtion’ in the words of P.W.1l6,was made “in a

goneral way". His evidence makes it clear that he

did not give any particular or specific direction -
as to the particular re-arrangoment whi ch he thought
chould be made or could be made. His evidence also
mekes it clear that he nover communicated to the -
Chief Suporintendent, viz. tho Potitioner, as to how
and in what manner the re-arrangonent should take -
place. The Departmental 0fficer who was present on
a1l the Examination days and who came to tho placo &
day prier to the commencemont of the examination, did
not make any suggestion about the arrengement of asoat e

and in the absence of any sugeestion from him, the
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~ the prosecution in any way or to any extent.

This witness, P.W.4, being a History studont was not -
prosent on the Algebra and Geometry Examination day in -
the hall where the examination on that subject took place.
This witness wés‘thus absent on the two deys so far as -
Room No.5-4 is COncérned, erd his ovidence deoeos not help
The wit-
ness is dofinite that the candidates Padmanabhen and -
Doreiswamy, whose Register Numbers are 38901 and-38906

wore not helped by the Headmaster in this or eny other

subjoct. Bccording to his ovid once he had not seen nor
heard that the two candidetes were helped by the Head-

mast or.

4. The evidonce of P.W.16 as to the alleged mal-
practices in the Algebra and Gecmetry Exemination ie not
worthy of any credence, as the same is based on the ab-
sence of any writing in the margin Ex.I, himself being
admittedly ignorant of Algobra and Geemetry, end he is

unable to speak to any malpractices as having taken -

{place, as he says that such things mx are quite possible

!and perhape prokable, and nobedy can be convicted on -

; | possibilitios and probabilities in a matber of this kind.
pet it ioner legitimately folt that the arranganent was s

did not roequire any alt oration anywhere in Then he folt any queernest of the srrengomont whi ch mede

proper and
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him think such a thing possible, it was up to him i disallowed those gquestions and the matter could not. -
as a responsible officeor and ‘%s the District Rdu- be pursued further. Iﬁ is in the evidence of this -
cational Officor to have made necossary suggostions witness that persons heve been employed for the purpese
i of recording the evidence given in Tamil and the trans-

not only before the commencement of the Examinstion

but even at the time when he found the | s | lation in English was dictated by the District Educa- |
: 3 : queerness in i : 2 :
S A3 : tionaz]l Cfficer himself. It is very strange that student s T
th A g =: 0 t 8 P - L A 2= pasy
e arrangement by giving concrete suggestions and 5 who stood for tho §.S.L.C. Exeminstion and who also - %_«_[
seeing that the suggestions are carried . 3 0 i) : - i
of attempting to take action ¢ et inghend passed in the very same examination should be taken by
IV n ‘anen 8 -
yEeHEsLotteraus the Disbrict Educational 0fficer to be incapable of -

eddressed to him and pursuing the matt er further with
the help and asssistanbe of the Deputy Inspector o¢f -
Schools Mr.R. Subremania Pillai, who has not been
) examined in the enquiry. The evidence ¢f the Dis-
trict Educational Cfficer, p

writing in Englésh what they say in Tamil and that the

Di trict Educational 0fficer should come in for. dictation. | '”}

M\.%. 77,@@7 6. Tho evidence of P.W.4 makes it clear that even

.16, indicates that - a student, who has failed in English, is cap&ble of -

there was compuleion and cogrei on in bringing ferward
o5 b r
witnesses to depose ageinst the Petitioner H
o s G i
statos that he did not take statements from everybod |
and did not compel everyone to give a ¢

tﬂcg [xf@) wﬁt«ing his statement in English. - P.W.D has g ven & = ¥
' . statement on 2-8-1948 beforc the Distriet Educational - g
g ‘v7 (c(ﬁ)f 0fficer, but tho statement has been written by Sri Ranga-

statemont, there- | 1}\ 0 e Sastri, who is P.W.6 in the case. P.W.D states -

by making it obvious that there was compulsion in

that the contente vwritten by P.W.6 were not what the -

respoct of some at least of the persons exemined by | witness deposed end that he only affixed his signature
i : : | # to the statement on the assurance given by the District

N 19- 814 J/ 5. In fact, & suggestion to P.W.3 has been megde & Educat ional Officer that the witness need not be afreai
, \ of putting hie signature. That there was such an assu-
rence given by the District Educational officer is -

nathen, who took the witness to the Travellers' Bunga- .',fi H\L?»B‘T “(@ﬁ;a’cl@ar from the evidence of P.W.6, the said Sri Range-

in the course of his cross-examination ‘that one Ioka-

rathna Sastri, vho is definite that the District Edu-
cetional Officer said "Why are you afreid*. P.W.6 would

_say that he was able to conjecture as to why P.W.d woul d

low at the District Educational 0fficer's enquiry, -

sugrostéd on the way that the witness could also talk

to the Deputy Inspector of Schools about teachers'
not write in Bnglish and why his own services should be,

{

|

!

|
{
{
|
!

posts vacencios, for which P.¥.3 apparontf mado at-
tompte. Further questions on this subject of & pro- called in to write the statement. The reeson given by

' mise to the witness to got & teacher's pest in tho - P.T,6 for rocording the statoment of P.U.D is vory sbrenge, \|

event of his giving evidence against the Petitioner, in that a@c&véim«‘ bo s Gﬁni(\ﬁ\h\k‘\’“ﬁ L5 W?\’lﬁ‘i\ i
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were put to the witness, but the Enquiring 0fficor -
thought that ho would commit epelling misteker and there-

101R
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- ﬁ -
did not want to write it himself. It is noteworthy
that P.7.5 has &€ passed the S$.8.L.C. Examination -
the same year, oven in English, and i now a student
of the College. Tt is still more noteworthy that -
the statement of P.W.D is recorded in Temil and it -
i well nigh impeseible that an 8.8.L.C. student who
passed the examination even in Englich and aged 19
_ years chould be afraid of writing a statemont in Tamil
' nis mother-tongue. In these circunstances, it is -
fsirly clear,khm if not conclusive, that the record-
*\ ing of the statement was not free from suspicion and

. \epercion.

7. There is no evidence of any eye-witness among
| the soveral witnesses on the side ef the prosccution,
,?timstate that eny malpractice was committed on the -
\date of the Elementery Mathematics Examination, thé -

fg, - oyidonce of P.W.4 being of no help, as, according to -

nis own evidence, he was not present in Room No.5-4 on
that date. ~Tho oxamination in Algebra and Geometry
t ook place on 19-3-1948 (forenoon) when all the 43 -
candidatos who appeared for the oxemination were seatod
in the Contre Hall only, end it is incredible that in
addition to the Chief Suporintondent,--tho Petit ioner
herein,--the Departmontal Cfficor end one Assictent
Sup@rintendbnt were prosent in the hall on that date

anythznp’Would have happoned. Tho Departmental 0f-

"flcer hae been oxamined as P.W.10 in the cese. The -

avidenco of this witnese is vory 1mportant and inte-
resting. VHe states that he considered the arrange- ,
ment convenient embugh to colleet private and school

candidetos' answer-books goparately and took all steps

to soce that the jnetruetions of the District Educational

6fficor woere carried out without delay. 1In his opi- '

'“;;xnion he did not consider the possibilitly of putting

the school candidates and the private candidates in -
separate sheds in re-arrangement. He took all steps

to see that mno strangers wero present in the buildings
and compound . He corfaborateq the case of the Peti-
tionor that the Alpebra & Geomeotry Exemination took -
place at the Central shed and that there was only one
hall on that day for the examination. Algohra and -
vGeometry-waé the oBly subjécf of oxamination ih that ses-
sion. He is unable to stato definitely whether addi-
tional books were supplied befere or after some boys left
the exemination hall. ©Even this witness did not con-
sider it objectionable that the Chief Superintendent -
should show the'quéstion paper to teachers and taking

it back shortly afterwards. TIf in the opinion of the
Deputy Inspector of Schools, who was the Dopartmental
0fficer for the examination in this centre, the showing
by the Chief Superintendent of the Quostion paper to -
toachere and taking it back shortly af terwards is not -
objectionable, 8o there is nothing wrong in the Peti-
tioner also viewing the samo as unobjectionable. The
Depertmental Officer was elso present when the question
paper was shown to the teachors and taken back and ne =~
protest or object ion was raised by him then. This -
witness is quito definite and certain that the question
papor was showm to t eachers only half an hour after the

commencemont of the oxamination and further states that

it may bo one hour or 1l hours afterwvards that the teachers
camo to £00 the question paper. ALl seating arrenge-

monte wero done to tho setisfaction of the Departmentel
0fficor and any suggestion given by the District Bduce-

tional 0881 cor was cerbicd out immedistely and withouy

T
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any delay. The Potitiomor cannot, in any view of -
the matter, be.found to be rosponsible for anything -

thet he did in this manner.

vjpmjf 8. Taking the Charges seriatim: The First Chargoe
jo that the Potitioner did not maintain an account of

the issue of Answer-books and Additional-books as re-

quired under Rule 9 of Chapter I of 'Genoral Rules and
Instructions for the guidance of Superintendents'in -
roespect of the S.5.1.0. Bxamination. The said Rule -
simply states that an account chould be maintained by
the Chief Superintendent of the blank answer beoks, -
additional answer books and other articles of station-
ery supplied for the examination, showing clesrly the
supply rececived from the Secretary, the issues made -
during the examination on each occasion and balance -
left at the end of the gxamination and af the conclu-
- 8ion of the examination a statoment in the preecribed
form ghould be sent to the Secrctary, Board of Secon-
dery Education along yith the Report of the examination.
There is no dispute ip ghe case that the Petitioner -
‘sent staetements in the prescribed form at the conclu-
sion of the examination, Tho complaint is that the -
issues made during the gxemination on ecach occation =
hag not been noted by the Petitioner. Technically -
/viewed, this may be & fgult on his part, but this -
omission does not in any way speek to the discredit -
of the Petitioner, in as much as the statoments in the

prescribod form have beon made showing clearly the -

supply received and balance left at the end of the bxa-

mination. _ ~

o q 9. The Second Charge is that the answer books were

- ,.9! - | ’“; 4,

sent through the peon without adequate procautions

) for his being watched as required by Rule 8. The:

Rule states that care should be taken to sece that -
peons and Mochis are closely'watched during the pro-

gross of the oxamination and that they aro not allow-

od to leave their posts in the Examinaticn Hall while

the examination is going on. The said Rule 8 doecs -

not in terms say that answer books should not be semt

through the peons at all. Tt is not easily possible

for the Chief Superintendent to take the necessary -
answer books to four halls all at the same time during
the examination. The Rule requires only close watch-
ing and the Petitioner has taken all stops that peons
and Mochis who took the answer books did not misbehave
and are not used as means of communication between the
candidatos in the examination room as well as between
candidat es and their accomplices outside. It is the -
case of the Potitioner thet blank answer books and -
sdditional books used to be carried to the respective
halls by the Assistant Superintendents concorned at -
the begimning of the oxemination. Only if sdditional
books were necessary in the course of the examination
thoy uséd to be sent through the two reliable peogns
employcd in the School and that he was BERERRYKSINEX -
supervising closely and carefully the conduct of those
poons when taking the additional beoks. The answer
booke were never sent thpough the. peons without ad o=

quate precautions being taken. There are only two -

peofns in the School and feur Examination Wells. The

Chief Superintondont camot take additional booke him-

aolf to four halls whon domande come in simulbanoouely

for additional books, end ho has nocossarily bo indenk
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?& _‘ | upon the services of the peons, the Assistant Su- : , : ' \ J
| A _ perintendents being engeged in the respective Exa- the additional books. It is also clear that the - ‘[
‘; mingtion Halleand ‘camnet demelont for iR ! Hoandmast er follewing the peon 10 feet behind has - ‘ﬁ
: additional books. The two peons have been employ- 4.2 kept close watch over the peon at the time. 1In the blﬁ
| od in the School &nd are in servi co for about 8 or 1 A Eacefoljthion st ;nd c:ndié 'aclmi s:i:n % i.‘:"” o h‘,mr:
{f 9 years. One of the two peons has beon examj | A vy, is obvious Charge No.2 has no foundation whatever, - -
{ as D.W.2. He stat.os that go»metimes additiéiin::oks s\ o Zﬁe;o. ::ng ;otzrozlzlt:: t';:m.li inﬁ:;::ezﬁi;tzzzal | %l‘
‘wore sont to the Exemination halls L s ooks throug 0. viron it is ad ' v
the Headmester would stand Gutuilzz z?zoz:?it:mr::: i prosechtion witness that adequate pr-ecahtion_s.have been ‘; y ,‘l
and show him the class in which the books should be | taken by the Headmaster follot.mir.:mg closely behind the - ; |
given. Ho is definite that ho nover tosk the &mswer 1 . p?on v.vhenevor he took the additional books to the exa- ] g
books alone at any time. Nobody exeopt th'e Hoad- : mination hall. . , :
. master gave any blank answer book or additional book - 0 ¥ ‘Dﬁm,&:i\}f - 10. Cherge No.d is to the eff ect that the Peti-
to him to take to the elass room. p.w.7, gpg S-lharuda-k Jk: tioner left a partly packed bundle of answer books in
muthu, who Was 8lso en Assistent Superintondent in - i Physical Science in charge of the Clerk of the School
tho Public Examination held in March 1948, stetes ig i on 17-3-1948 at the School office-room in the interval
his evidence that whenever he required additional an- ﬁ > between 11-15 A.M. and 11-30 A.M. instead of its being
swer books, ho used to stand at the ontrence apg call f kopt in a safe place under the porgonal custedy of the
oukl TAdditional 8hgeis Golikoihoang by someone in the Feigd Chief Superintendent, amd reliance is placed on Rule 6.
office and that poon Poriaswamy or Muthusvemy (Munu- 1 On 17-3-1948 the Physical Science oxamination took plece
B fopotibion ta enioly:push stake) » betweon 10 and 11-15 A.M. Tho second examination was
EAY . DRSS R DAY g Jek ce:r.ftain, Hsoisvo bﬁn@ | in Netural Science, which took place between 11-30 and
the additional books. Ho aleo states that after the ,\3“ 12-45. P.W.16, the District Educational 0fficer, hé.s
peon ent erod his room with the additional books, the Jl , been called in to prove this charge. He relies upon
Headmaster followod about 10 feet behind. This wit- Ei ggle 6 of the Instructions for sayingthat packing should
' ! /be done in the 0ffice-rooj. This witness came to the -
BHR SESNE TR SRIRENARE sl et riEt peon‘ Turaiyur centre on 17-3-1948 at about 11-30 A.M. He went
gonerally, though he does not remember if the head- B into the 0ffico-room, saw the answer papers of the Phy-
mastor go followed the peon every time. It is thus :' sican Science Exémination being packed and the cloth cover
cloar that tho Pobitionor,~-tho losdmaster and the | being sbitchod then. It it o bo ronombered that o -

Chief Superintendent,--took all precautions peseibl T -
N i e A thie hour, 11-30 AM. the examination in Yetuml Jelonce
to see that no mal er questionable practice was com-

mitted by the peon entrusted with the duty of carrying ie to chert at this precise hour. §o the Doparimentel \

0ificoy was not in the 0ffico-room avd hed gone bo Yhe -
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Contral shed. This Officer does not say in his evi-
dence that he ever objected to the packing and stitch-
ing being done in the Office rooms so that even if -
.doing tho thing was objectionable under Rule 6, op -
which he now strongly relies, the Petitioner might not
commit the same irregularity afterwards. This 0ffi-
cor is supposed to be thorough with the Rules and have
then at his finger's ends at all times. He was not -
theme able to draw the attention of the Petitioner or
even the Departmental 0fficer that packing the amwer
bookS. in the Cffice-room was objectionable, as beéing -
in violation of Rule 6. : He has new chosen to frame
& charge and rely very strongly on Ruie 6, vhen in -
fact he himself perhaps was unaearc of the Rule at the
time when he inspected the office 8
 the obj octmnable thing was bmng Zanh:nm:me i
1s very pre-
sence. In any event, it must be deemed that the Di g-
trict Educational Officor did not then consider it to

be in any way a serious irregularity.

11,' D.W.1, the Clerk of tho High School, izas been
oxemined in this connection. Ho is definite that at -

no time when the Chief Superintendent and the Depart-
mentel 0fficor wers not present did he do any packing.
Whon P.7.16 came to the 0ffice room,the witness states,
that the peon was stitching three-fourth part of the -
-cloth bag and after that was complete, the Chief Super-

intendent bogan to affix his seal. The Departmental

0fficer had gone urgently in connection with another -

examination to give away question papers. According
to this witness, tho Dopartmental Officer used to be -
present at the time when the school-rubber-stamp was -

affized. So far as t.hla eharge is emeameﬂ.xﬁha s f KU G :

. the halls and the packing and everything shouldtbe com-

i Chief Suporintendent after his return. The shortness

IE may be overlooked and pardoned. : |

“\q“‘lt‘.\tivﬁf 12. Tho Fourth Charge that the Petitioner gave - 1

3X
@ A &13 a

Petiti oner submits that in as much as the first exa-
mination was ovor at 11-15 A.M. and the second exa-
mination started at 11-30 A.M., and in view of the -
fact that the second éxamination should take place in
plete in the interval of fifteen minutes, and in}lgiew
of the Petitioner and the Depertmental Officer it would

~not be possible to complete the packing, stitching and ’T:s:
soaling in the respective halls, the anss\gxelr books collect- ":?
08 were taken to the office-room and the rest of the - i
thing was being done as expeditiously as possible in the i

proesence of the Dopartmental Officer and the little that
remainod to be done aftor the Departmental Officer and -
tho Chiof Suporintendent had left the of fice-room for tho
purpose of opening the question paper cover and distri-
buting them to the candidates was left to be done umer

tho direct supervision of the 0ffice-clerk and the -

{;»of time wag the sole factor which compelled the peti-

| | tionor to depart from the requirements of Rule 6, end | Li
;u" in the special and peculiar circumstances stated atove, l‘

} the Petitioner craves that any infringemont of Rule 6 &*
! 4
i

away a copy of the questidn paper in Elemontary Mathe- ; <
matics and Algobra and ceometry on 16-3-1948 and 19-5-48
respoctively at about 11 A.M. and to Sri S§. Parthasarathy

former Assistant of the Zamindar's High School, Turaiyur

contrary to Rule 4, hes been satisfactorily explained -
by tho Potitioner in hie answers. The Departmental -

0f1cer, who has heen exapined as PU.AO n the case, has
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statod that he did not consider it objectionable if
the Chief Superintondent showed the question paper -

to teachers and took it back. Ho assorts that the

question paper was shown %o teachers only half an -

hour efter the commencement of the examination. In

the view taken by the Departmental O0fficer, the Peti-

tioner also thought that it was not a seorious vioia-
‘tion of the Ruloes, which are only Instructions, that
the question paper should not be shown even to teachers

omployed in the School and who were in charge of tho

particular subject. In the submissiog of the poti-

tioner, the prohibition against giving copies of

question papers to persons othor than the cendidat
_ es

J

| : the question -
paper is gigen to a non-candidate simult ancously with

of the Instruction seems to be that if

jte distribution to the candidates, the paper may go
out of the examination hell and be available for peru-
sal by the candidates who are emtitled to entor the -
hell at any time within half an hour after the commence-

mont of the examination. If any question paper is -

given or shown to a teacher employed in the School after
‘helf an hour of the commencoment of tho examination, -
thore is no pessibility of the question paper leaking
out and the candidates coming in after knowing the -
quostions to wite tho oxamination. The evidence in
the case is quito dofinite and positive that the - -
question paper was shown to the teacher concorned only

after tho half an hour of tho caommencement of the - -

examination. The spirit underlying the prohibition -

[ ] ‘A
\’,'\, NO Gl

' in that duty, tho Potitioner is entitled to be absolved

from the charges 1aid acgingt him. | ;

v':v‘!b.
= ‘1'5'/ o | 5 ' L Nﬁ C‘

has been very well carried into effect by the -
quoshion paper being withheld even/h; the School-
tescher in charge of the subject by its being shown
only. after the half hour, vhen the possibility of -
any candidate coming into the examination hall is -

ruled out.

13. The Fifth charge is a swoeping a}.l-round
charge, that the Potitioner knowingly and wilfully

conn1vodx at and deliberately abott ed the malpractices

of the abo vomontioned 3 candidates in the said exa-
mination. The Petit ionor has attompted to peint out {
that there has been no malpractice or any kind what- ﬁ

spoyer either in respect of the three candidates or b

in respect of any others,and thero is thereiore no - t
question of doliborately abetting the said malpractices g
and knowingly end wilfully conniving at them. }
&

14. After all, the prosecution is bound to prove k

| tho easo to the vory hilt end if the proseccubion fails . ‘

15. P.W.1 states that the Potitioner spent only

botwoen 2 and 3 minutes more than he spont in Rooms

I —

other than V-A, where the 3 candidates in question -
wore seated. Between & and 2 minutes nothing can = e
bo done by way of helping the candidates in Elementary

Mathematics or in Algebra and Geometry. In cross- §

oxamination, the same witnoss says that he camot say

dofinitely how long the Chief Suporintondent spent in -l
Room T-A. o

16. D.T.2 statos that the elleged help rocoiied -

by Doraiswamy and Padmantbhan, tio of the 5 candidaten



mentioned in the Charge, was only a rumour and thab
he had not seen the thing himself and he too did -
not believe it. He never know when Doraiswamy and

padmanabhan left the examination hall, and he did
not see them leaving the hall. The whole thing is

based on hearsay.

17. The evidence of P.W.5 is almost to the -
came offect and he relies upon wh/at Rajosvaran Buckle
nad told him about the help which Padmanabhan, Dorvai-
swami and Cowri received from the Headmaster. It is
curious that Rajesvaran Buckle, who is alloged to -
nave told P.W.3 about the Headmaster's help to the 3
candidates,had not beon examined in the case. The
wi tness had not soen the help, as ho was in a sepa-
rate ched. This is the witness who was promi s0d 'a
teachor's post by the DG})Dty.InSpGCtOI‘ of Séhools, -
and his statoment given on 1-8-1948 with the P romi sg

of 2 job stands condemned.

18. The lady candidate, Sampath Gowri, whose

Rogister Number is 38867, was, according to P.W.4,

gsoatod in front of this witness, and he =y says that
so far as he could see in ffoz;t, ﬁobody helped Candi-
dato N10.50867, and he is quite honest and frank in -
saying that ho could not say if anybody holped those
aspated bohind him. He goes furbhez' and statos that
ho did not hear any sign of help from behind and ho -
admite that P.W.7 was sitting near the girl candidate.
Tt is impossible that any help should have been gi ven
to Sampath Gowri when P.W.7, the sssistant Superin-

tondont, was always sitbing clos;fé by her.

19. P.W.5 does not acl'va;nce‘tha case of the -

=3 i i
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prosocution to any oxtent. P.U.6 was the instru-
ment for writing the statoment given by P.W.D in =
Pamil. Tho recording was also iR Temil. There is
no reason why the statoment of P.W.5 should not have
been written i)y‘ the witness himself in Tamil, although
he passed the S.5.L.0. even in English in the sams =

examination.

20. Tho evidence of S. Marudamuthu, P.W.7, is -
unworthy of any credit. He does not remember in which
direction the girl candidate was facipg, although he -
55 able to remember that she was sitbing in a corner.

He does not remember the date of the vigit of the -
District Educational 0fficer, but he was quite sure -
tHat the soating was not changed after the visit of

the District Educational 0ffi cor, even though the -
Departmerital 0fficeor admits that tho seating arrange-
ment was altered on 17-3-1948 at the suggestion of the
District Educational Officer. 1f, according te his
ovidence, the girl candidate faced a differont side -
from tho others, it would have been possible for the
candidatos to have seon if any help was given by the
Headmastor or by énybody olso to the girl candidate
particularly. This wi tness admits that the Hoadmaster
was doing only supervision work by going round the -
room and he camot remember definitely if he stooé near
and watchod any of the candidates. This witness had

| ls;oon alort and vigilant, in that he never used to sit

 put always kept standing and going round the room. 1In

spite of all his alortness, ho dogs not state that the

Noadmast or rendered any help gither tofampath Gowri or

bo any bther male candidete. e sdmite that he possossed |
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ord inary memery to say how long tho Chiof Superint en-

| class-marks are only 66 in Elemontary Mathematics.
.dent spont in his room, but camot say exactly za how ' :

: ‘;‘ Similarly, in Akgebra andﬂf}eomatry, he got 48 marks
many minutes. |

L | " in the Public Examination, while he got only 35 marks

~ would have besn vory much higher. The fact that ho got

21. The evidenco of P.W.8 is to the offoct that | in the class. Tt camot be stated that a student -
' additional books used to bo brought by the Chief Super- 2 e will not make progress even in the socopd year. Without
sntendont also. P i stoady and continued progress, a candidate who failed |
\ | o in one year can never hbpo to succeed ih the subsequent %1"_"'..‘-_"'
S nt eyidionce of P.W.10, far from helping - ": years. Theo disparity in marks is not very high and - i_ﬁ: 1
bha proseculion gmis 4 long way in support of the - if tho alleged help by the Headmastor was real, the marks s
Petitioner. 2
!

03 only 48 marks at the Public Exemination in Algebra and

In tho course of the cross-examination of

P.W.11, an attempt has been made to produce the letter
written by tho District Educational 0ffider asking -

this witness to come and givo a' statemont about the -
Potitioner horein,

B
Ceometry is eloquont testimony for his inability to - K
A8 ~ answer tho full paper and leaving the examination hall t‘v:‘;

1 parlier than the appomted time. He took additional - }:‘

bookskmt for working further sums, and in spite of it - &
The witness is askod to produce -

the lott he haq not even scored 59 pgr‘cent. _The alloged help .
e lottor and ho states that the lotter was taken back |

i
Ptom Biw bo TR _ , il of tho Headmaster is imaginary and unbelieveabla. The &1
m him by the Distri : - , T : ' | |
A 3 istrict Educational 0fficer when he 5 g I evidonce of the export witness, Rev. D. Thambuswamy, - |
nt to see him R A s ot N | : : : - ; |
< AR The suggostion mado is to tho offoct ¢ l‘{ P.W.14 in the case, is not in any way ageinst the Peti- ;
at this witness hag peon coorced to give gvidence - \ tianer . )
against the Pet it ioney by the District Bducational of- { | "
ficor, and in epite of this, this witness admite that ‘?i';"» 26. P.W.15 is M. Doyaiswamy, one of tho candi- | %
the Hoadmsster used to taim tho Additional books when- ; ’& datos alleged to have received help. This candidate - ‘1
R ~sat 3 times for the S.5.L. C. Public Examination and it
6vor thoy were requireg ; 3
e g  is no wonder that he has scored high marks in his third |
24. One of the capdidates who is alloged to have att empt . |

rocoived help from the petitionor by obj actionable and o6. ff it is the view of the Depsrtment that - 1

queost ionabl @ methods is N. padmana bhan, P.¥.12 in the any student should continue to be of the same ability

cage., This witnoss appearod for the 8.8.5.0. Publie ] , without any improvement or progross and continue to fail *
Bxamination in 1947 and 1948. 1t is not vory curious

or astonishingly stranke that a candidate appeoaring -

:m any Public Examination, then the chergs of having -

e

receivod holp may soom bo have any pasis. Tn thet case,

for a socond time in the same examinat ion should have

' | et 84 mavke in bhd yublis Examinetiens while his - = a1] educational institutions will render no useful purpose



0 -

to the socioty. The increase in the number of -
marks in the case of this particular skatomemk stu-
dont is duo whelly to the fact that his former two
attempts had failed and he had taken strenuous eof-
forts to improve his knowledge of Elementary Mathe-
matics and Algebra & Geometry, and his efforts have
yielded the rosult sought for. 1In this case thero
was an Assistant Superintendent in charge of the -
room, Room 5-A and the Headmast er exercised only -
casual supervision as and vhen time pormitted. The
Asgistant Superintendent, who was in charge of the
room, has been examined as P.W.7, and his evidence
has beon analysed in the proceding'paragraphg, He
too does not go to tho axtent desired vy the prose-
cution that the Hoadmaster rendered any hglpAgithor
to P.W.15 or P‘W¢12- The girl student has not been
.g oxsmined in this case for reasons not known. Two -
' out of the 3 candidates Who}woro alloged to have -
recoived help have given evidence denying any such -
help, and there is no positive evidence that the -
| Headmaster did anything-positiyoly or otherwize to
The report of

the enquiry has not been furnished to the Petitioner

‘ help all or any of tho 3 candidat es .

although he made applications for tho same twice, and
on that ground he ie unable to meet the points made
out againet him in that Report, and if one is furnkeh-
od %o him, ho has no objoct ion to meet every point -
found ageinst him by the officer who conducted the -
enguiry. '

26. Lastly, the potitioner submits that by -

tho denial of lemal assistance to conduet the defeonce,

P ., ‘

J

ne has been considerably projudiced and handicapped,

he being only a teacher not acquainted with the pro-

codure or the legal aspects of the matter.

o Ror all the reasons above ctated, the

f

Potitionor submits thal no case of malpractice has =

been proved or ostablished against him,and if, in the

opinion of the 0o yernment, it is found that he has not |

beon strictly adhering to the 1etter of the law, he

| rogreots for such inadvertence and requests Co vérnment

ito take a sympathetic and lonient view of the case. The

punishmont awarded to the Petitioner is, in the circum-

stancos of this case, far in 6XCOSS of the requirements

)
of justice, and/prays that the puni shments ordered in the

proceediﬁgs of the Director of public Instruction Madras

be quashed.

Dabod at ladras this |°° day of Felwuery1950.

N St -

Pot it ioner.
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Before the Minister for ‘
Education, Govt. of Mgdras,

Fort St.George, Madras.

N.Subbu Reddiar, ﬁ
geadmgster, e ”
amindar's High Schoo | |
Tura1yur (T1ruch1 Dt 1’ iR

. Potitioner, |
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" petition from Sri N, Subba Reddiar Ex-Headmaster )

hﬁ,|-mc€ Zamindar High School Turlyur dated 6-12-42

~ From the D,P. 1. R.0.C No 1970 E4/49 dated 28-1-50

| unfit to be the headmaster of any hlgh school for

gln the SeSeleCo Public Examination)the DaPew I. directed

Schools = Secondary = Alded%Zamindar'High S¢h°°%;'x
‘Turaiyur - Subbu Reddiar Sri N - Headmaster - Petil
against the orders of the D.P.I. debarring him £
be a headmaster for two years Lo Wik Acldyy A
sk, [o066% gils 38 ettty b e S

+ )
b5ed— 11-1249 and 1-2-50 — Mﬂz—tw, .

7 The case relates to the petitlon of Sri N. Subbu
Reddlar Ex-headmaster Zamindar High School, Turaiyur
| against %he prd%eedlngs of ‘the D.P.I{ R. C No 1970

E4/49 dated 30-11-49)declar1ng the beti:tmoner 6 be

a perlod of two years with reference to Rule 98(Db)
of the Madras‘Bducational Rules and permanently
declaring him debarred from all patronage such as
examinerships ot W = wwzﬂiu <l
2eithe case 1s briefly set out below-

The petitioner was the Chief Superlntendant of the
SeSeLeCo Publlc Examlnatlon held at Turaiyur durlng
March 1948. On receipt of certain anonymous petitions

| alleging that the petitioner was helplng three

students in whom he was interested dm aswerlng papers

“the D,E.0. T druchirapalle to conduct a local enquiry
and submlt a report. As the report disclosed that

~there was some truth in "the allegations and there
seemed to be a prima facie case to institute discip-
1inary proceed1ngs> the D.P.I. directed the Deputy
DePoIy { B2L TaPs santhanakrishna Nayudu) to frame

definite charges against the petitioner, conduct an
enquiry and submit a report with his fmdmgs. The

following charges were accordingly framed sgainst

the headmaster:=



2o
at he did nok maintain an account of the issue of answer
Tn

(1)

bong

that he s

(#? .

¢z peons withou

27 )th + helaftia partly packed bundle of answer books in Physical
a

n charge of the clerk of the school instead of being kept
e i

and additional pookss 1 . G - ,!,;_
ent the addltlonal books to the. ‘examination hall through

! )

+ adequate precautlons for their being watched,

501enc

‘ fe place.under: the personal custody of the: Chief Supdt, as required
'in a sa

| under. the rules:

v of the question paper in Elementary Mathematlcs ngo Nn,

co
L\A.c)that he gave a cop i R Covmmintomit 0 i 21,

GH /J 9.

i Bi Algebr;wend Geometry to a former ass1stant 9

. an - 3

\ ~

| tne rules, and

E (5) that by his above acts he knowingly and W1lfU11Y connived and e&mﬁnrm 5
& déljjﬂ;ratelv abetted the malpractlces of the three candidates in the L b log

xamlnatlon. The explanatlon of the headmaster to the charges will be
e

found on PP 10-17of Ex.10 (P). The Deﬁuty D.P I, considered the expfhation

as unsatisfactory and found h1m gullty of all the charges although
there was RO direct ev1dence to prove charge no 5. Vide pp & 18-20 C.F,

He has concluded ag followss=

' The accused officer's failure to malntaln a daily account of the p#e 28

P
issues and the balance of the answer books;his improper and wilful use onc

of some additional books for purposes not contemplated in the rules,

the packing of answer books in the office room where access would be had

by anybody and not in the examination halls; the presence of Sri

Parthasarathy,Mathematics Assistant, in the Physical science hall near

the office room, to whom papers rizlating to mathematics were shownj

the unsatisfactory and queer manner in which the seats were reagranged

even after the D,E,0's v151t dlsregardlng his instructions = all these

force me to the conclusion that the accused officer is guilty of the

charges.',
'he D.P.I., accepted the findings of the Enquiry Officer and passed orders

that the petitioner be debarred from being the headmaster of a high school

for a period of two years from the date of his relief. As the case

éuperintendanﬁ)the

DesP.1I, also permanently debarred the petltioner from all patronage such

related to the eonduct of the headmaster as Chief

as examinerships etc. ) }%114
2

4. sri H.subm Reé,é.iyar has since submi’cted a detailed petitien refutﬂ.ng : 5{
of The vy ‘ﬁ‘ﬁygaﬁer* g&" A T e conne

t) il L%
P(-n |2em !*?g

Poan ll on 16

hmmwump7%

*® }T\Qlf\’gc
baﬁﬁuc

on page 7 CgFo

records it will be seen that the headmastér was n65 X

very careful in making arrangements for holding the‘?
examination and in following the rules relating to
the conduct of the examination.
admitted that he was maintaining an account of the
answer books and additionaftgggﬁs only in a general
way and that he did not maintain an account of theaem,,.wv
books issued for each examination as required by the
rules, that he utilised the services of the peons for
supply of additional books though he watched them,
that he showed the question paper to the mathematies

Assistant after ha

ol

officer Jdid not objec
the seating arrangements were made to the best of
his knowledge and that Weither the D.E.0. nor the
departmental officer was e¥ke to make any concrete

suggestions to improve the arrangements made by him.

that the punishment awarded to him is iancess of
the requirements of justice and that a sympathetic

and lenient view may be taken of his case. Attention

1

=

K e
an hourJand that the departm’_al

0 It., He also contends that

The petitioner has

7 o’
niLn
f

- 0y

is solicited to paras 11 and 12 of the D.P.I.'s letter

He. states that he has afforded all
4 o N AT

reasonable facilities to the petitioner to defend ..,

himself and that he had already taken a lenient view s,

i view of the fact that this is the first occasion

92 Y
when any offence by Sri Subbu Reddiar came to his

notice,

that his proceedings may be upheld.

In the circumstances the Director requests

In the circumstances it is for orders whether Govt

should interfere with the orders passed by the D.P.I,

The file may be circulated to H.M. (Edn and Law)

with reference to his minutes on on page 1 C.F,.
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