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To ' ; :
His BExcellencythe Right Honorable,

SIR ARTHUR ELIBANK HAVELOCK G.C.M.G., G.C.LE,
GOVERNOR OF MADRAS.

Chrough the Director of Public 1nstructidn, Aladras.

The humble memorial of P. A. Krishnama Chars,
late Acting SubAssistant Inspector of Schools,
Cuddalore Range, and now Headmaster, Govern-
ment Training School, Trichinopoly.

R espectfully Showeth,

That, while your Excellency’s memorialist was officiating Sub Assistant Inspector
of Schools, Cuddalore Range in 1894, 1895 and in January 1896, he brought to the notice of
the Cuddalore Taluq Board President certain irregularities and frands in the Board School,

Thiruvendipuram; and when required by the President, District Board, South Arcot, to give his
opinion on these irregularities he did so actuated by a strong sense of duty to secure the public
interests, and not with a selfish and private motive 'as observed by the Director of Public
Tustruction. The Inspector of Schools, who enquired into the case, reported on by the President,
District Board, South Arcot, against the Board School Headmaster aud the permanent Sub
Assistant Tnspector of Schools, M. R. Ry. N. Devasigamoni Mudaliar, did not give a proper
hearing to what your Excellency’s memorialist had to say of his conduct; and without any
explanation from him, anxious as he was to vindicate his character, the Inspector of Schools
sent official and confidential reports against your memorialist, upon which the Director of
Public Instruction passed an unmerited censure on your memorialist’s conduct, seriously
questioning his honesty and integrity in the discharge of his official functions; and as a
punishment for these alleged faults he has for more than two years stopped your memorialist’s
promotion and has promoted over his head several who are Juniors in the service, some of
whom had held appointments under him as his first and second assistants or such appoint-
ments in other schools. Although your m~morialist has put in 20 years’ good and faithfal
pensionable service and has acted as Sub Assistant Inspector of Schools for more than a
year without any interruption, men much his Junior are given the place of Sub Assistants
in supersession to his claims.

2. To prove that your Excellency’s memorialist had neither any bad motive nor
strong personal interest in the detection of irregularities in the Board School Tiraveudi-
puram, he would humbly quote hereunder the remarks made by A. E. Castlestuart Stuart,
Esquire, the Collector and President of the District Board, South Arcot, in his Proceedings
on the Tiruveudipuram irregularities, dated 29th March 1896. “But so far as the public
interests are concerned there can be no doubt that Mr. Krishnamachari performed useful

work in bringing to light the irregularities not only at Tiravendipuram but also at Local Fund
Schools in the Tirukoilur and Kallakurichi Talugs”. That your Excellency’s memorialist

v
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should be so badlyj treated as he has been for doing his duties conscientiously and honestly
while M. R. Ry. Devasigamoni Mudaliar, the permanent Sub Assistant Inspector of Schools,
who is seriously blamed by the Collector either for writing false diary or making false mp9rt,
was promoted to an Assistant Inspector’s place, especially immediately after the event,1sa
matter for the consideration of your Excellency.

8. With a view to appeal to the Director of Public Instruction against the treatment
accorded to him, yonr memorialist applied to the Director in his letter No. 842, dated the
7th December 1896, (a copy of which is herein enclosed) for copies of official correspondence
that passed between him and the Inspector of Schools; but the Director in his Proceedings
No. 1856 dated 23rd Febrnary 1897 (a copy of which is herein enclosed) declined to grant
his request, and has thus placed it beyond your memorialists’ power to vindicate his character
and to better his prospects which, under the present circumstances, are blighted for ever.
If the copies of correspondence applied for be granted, your memorialist is confident that
he would prove that the points noticed against him by the Inspector of Schools are against
‘facts and patent records and convince the Director that he has been harshly dealt with.
Considering that your memrialist’s future prospects entirely depend on the granting of these
copies of correspondence and withont them he is a hopelessly ruined man, your memorialist

’\‘, bumbly begs that your Excellency will graciously be pleased to order the Director of

‘, Public Instruction to grant him copies of the following records submitted by the Inspector of
sSchools, Southern circle.

1. No. X (Confidential) dated 13th May 1896.
2. No. 387 8. dated 14th May 189.6.
3. No. 388 8. dated 14th May 1896.
- 4, No. Y (Confidential) Dated 24th August 1896.
5, No. 614 S. dated 14th September 1896.

6. The statements made by your Excellency’s memorialist before the Inspector of

Schools..

4. For this act of mercy your Excellency’s memorialist, as in duty bound, shall
ever pray. ﬁ

Wi %%g
' 9th MagcE 1898,} Late acting Sub Assistant Inspec of

i Schools, Cuddalore Range,
Trichinopoly. 4 and now Head Master, Government

Training School, Trichinopoly.
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Eead-the followir:g enﬂvrseménm . , i

: of school_s, out,hern Circle' R
-~ %6 X (ConTidential) 4ated 12th Imﬂ*

w0 587-S dated 14th May 1896.

No $88-5 dated 14th May 1896 ~ : E

xo ¥ (Confidential) dated 24t.h Ahhw \“N i “

No 614-S dated 14th September 139&‘ SN
R

relate :
v firstly to certain irregularities in the boca.l Ftt\d sclwnl,

‘riruvenﬂipuram,&‘wouth Arcot., during t.he E.s; gf g.ts late
¥

- one SriniVasa Varaaachari, .
r Jo the alleged conn:lva.nce of M,R Rs/ mi\gsikhama.ni

tudaliar, the permanen‘o Suh—Ass istant Ihspectcr%f scﬁosls,

A:’%;:( ? _~ 3
A cuddalore Range,a’o the M irregularities ‘and his att.empt

‘seé

shield +the hoadmaSter,and |
Lm;x o certain alleged 1rregula§rimea W.y

anination o:f' the abnve school for ra L

-mani L=uda11a.r in the ex

st,ipends and results grants for 189&-—94.

9.  This Department has no right t,g interfe

decision ‘of the President. of the Disgﬂat’ "M

irx‘egulaxif.ies not iced in t.he Timverﬂipuria Iﬂeal I;m qch
oy ’oo coment on the severi’oy or ot.herwiss ﬁf’ wnismax;. it

I the proper mities suspieioua e ‘
the Soa:cd sbhool Tix'uvéndipumm But the Direct,oc disapp:
the subsequent action of the Ag..‘ub-A ssistant as ga.t.hered*

his own statements before the Inspector and from the papers T

above.The unsatisfactory points in the conduct of P.A.Jrishnama-

\

4

chari are :’k-, the following:-

(1) keeping with him a copy of his official report against t.he_j'
, g |
/

&
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he had handed over charge OI '
that 1i.R.Ry.Krishnamachari had from the beginning had—Sreonr—ive
+the range and when he had ceased to have any ofT LCEaE \
_ | hegsdanine o stron@‘interest in getting the Headmaster of the
interest in the matter; and more particularly making 10O

Tiruvendipubam school disgraced and punished and in impugning

the Assistant Inspector the very unusual request not to rerer

he character and integrity of v P.Ry.Daivasikhamani Mudaliar.

his report to it.R.Ry.Daivasikhamani Mudaliar. i < : 1 g
Iis motives are not clear.The Director now understands why M.E.Ry

+he President with a copy of such report ; y : : e . o A 4
P.A.Krishnamachari refused to take up the Sub-Assistant

without the knowledge or approval of his ofTicial superiors.

Inspectorship of the Shermadevi range O: "fered to him in February

1

(iii) taking such an active part as he did in the subsequent

»Zo
6: evidently he rﬂé‘d@@&ly concerned in seeing

’__l
(93]
-

enguiries anent the Tiruvendinuram case apparently without \ g ; ] . )
R ' riruvendipuram case through,that he did not care*to leave the
or even seeking the permission or sanction of his £ 11 ; g £y : \ : :
i district even on promotion.An officer of his standing in the

superior officer when he nust have been aware that the subject ‘ ;
Jlc 2 Department should certainly have behaved differently.
Aﬁwxvﬂich.did not concern b11 personally,but, the Inspecting

'T

7,

i S e M.R.Ry.Daivasikhamani ﬁﬁdallar is suspected -of havin
icers of the Department;

connived at the Tiruvandipuram Headmaster’s iim egularities on
(iv) sosing as an official critic and censor on the Taluk 1 :
the grounds that he had given a favourable opinion of the work
Toard President’s confidential report,such a duty not devolving

teacher and that an anonymous petition against the
on the head of a Training school under the col ntxrol. of (this
¢ | ‘eadnaster had disappeared.’he anonymous petition was not lost

Department.liis statements that the President referred the

LRE*

in the Sub-Ass&stant Inspector’s office but in that of the

-

above report to him for opinion and tha he gave his opinion

Asgistant Inspector and for this the Sub-Assistant cannot be
keeping the report for one day with hinm sound stre

held responsible.After going through all the documents the

Tt took the Vige-Pres ’1enu,w graduate Deputy Collector

— -

dags +o0 investigate the matter and express his views while

Director cannot find any serious fault with the-*eadmaster of

B3 the Tiruvendipuram school except in regard. to the marking of
RP.Ry.irishnamachari was able to write his remarks in one - : T4 b ]
three absentee boys as present.It is 11 known that in many

§ colleges and schools managers and teachers have Treqguently been

{v) penning his extraordinary and unwarranted private letter 3 : . g o o - . el S
e ; R in the habit of paying the fees of some of thelir promnising
of the 10th August 1895 to the President comménting on the 4 - o : =
3 pupils,either on the assurance of tha pupils or of their parents

diary and bills pof the permanent Sub-Assistant Inspector . X : \ L BT R
; or guardians for the repayment of the amount so advanced or as s

which it was no part of his duty to d4oj; X Ry d : » S o

s voluntary act ofcharity.This is no violation of the fee or any

—

+,0 the President District Poard

’ other regulations.No actual fraud in the collection o¥ renitt-—

-ance of fees,or in the payment of salaries “c was proved against
ndaliar’s letter with the Assistant Ingnector?’s endorsement , N , = ; . B
. J 1 the Headmaster,and no charge oI connivance can therefore be

brought home to the permanent qub-Assistant.M.R.Ry.Daivasikhanani

~rnAdasvoliri v ot +h randAmacter of the Tiruvendiouran i % s R b2 5 ; & A X
(vii) endeavouripg TO get Tie leadmaster o he Tiruvendipuran G 8 viuda 1a~- vouched for the good results turned out by the head-

\
chool under his contiol; -naster, ald that the latter had shown himself an efficient
viii) in making prevaricating statements beif'ore the R teacher is not questioned.le further says that the Headmaster

Inspector;and 1R was an honest man.Though such an opinion may have be=sn formed on

{ix) in giving his answers 10 some of the Inspector’s e somewhat insufficient grounds, it would be unfai

( i+ L > e u 1r 1o assume that
cueiries after mu.cl-l h851T,at1 on; S 4 ) ¢ (11 1 oON1 10 r 3 ~ >
| ) : o i 1L \ - LY ) - B " L 1N 1 4 1911 —

All tnis viewed in relation to tpe other circumstances ™

connected with this unfortunate episode convinces the Director

-1 ‘alse o chodl or schoolmaster unless it can be supporie
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£3

he President charges lM,R.Ry.Daivasikhamani Mudaliar
with - the Tollowing irregularities in regard to. the
examination of the Tiruvendipuram Local 'und school
(1) conducting the examination of the school on the Uth
December instead of on the 7th December the notified date:
(ii) conducting the examination oﬁ two days-9th December
and 2nd January without the sanction of the countersigning
authority:
(iii) onitting to ehter the second exXamination in the diary
Tor January:

both
(iv) omitting to enter QW4 dates in the declaration at the
foot of the certifying memorandum:
(v) delaying the issue of certifying memorandum and pPass
Tigtgs
(vi) stating in an official reportr to the Assistant Inspector
while rpporting on an anonymous petition that he had to leave
Cuddalore on bdke 10th December to attend the Primary examination

at Kallakurchi and other places whereas he remained at

‘Cuddalore on the 10th,11th & 12 Decenber.

All or almost all these proints seem to have suggested themselves

Lo the President after g perusal of MR Ry.laishnamachari *s
b

extraordinary private letter of the 10th August lSUE’already

adverted to.

'

O AS regards thﬁhlleged irregularities,the Director

would observe

oo

(1) I, was conmnpetent for Inspecting officers t+o examine a

sohdol within the limit of 10 days either way from the date,

notified after giving two days? notice and there was therefore
no irregularity in having conducted the examination on the 9th

1

instead of on the 7th December. The two days’ notice in .the

case or board schools is and can only as a rule be given to
———
R

the headmaster, the manager, that is,the President ofglocal

(=]

anrd/not being -always on the spot.

(ii) fhe sanction of the countersigning authority was
requireéd .only for the postponements of the date of the
ekamination of a school béyond the 10 days?’ limitgbut in the

Tiruvendipuram case there was no bostponement of the date of

examination but only a oontinuation_of the examination.

Such continuation op compietion examinations aie being held in 4?!

the other districts also a Tew dafs after the Tfirst examination :

and pupils who from illness or other satisfactory causes cannot,

be presanted at the first examination are édﬁitted to the second

examination.”his is in the interests of the nanagers of the

schools and also of the pupils.In the Tiruvendipuram case the

Sub-Asdistant reported that some Pupils who could not be Presented

on the Yth December on account of small pox were examihed on the

2nd danuary and this seems 1to be one reason why the second

examination was held in this particular case after an unusually
abn i

long interval of{three weelrs. ‘he intervention of the Primary

Examination andthe Christmas vacd%ion also contributed to the

specially long interval., J

(iii) The disry is intended to show the important work done

during every wo ‘King day and E'..’*".Ry.T):uva::si'i;"‘.amaz".i Mudaliar did

not show therein the second inspection of the school;probably

because the secnnd January was a Public holiday and also becaase

the examination was the continuation e:mmiﬁaﬁionlihich lasted

only about 50 minutes of a school near Cuddalore.ﬁs,however,

ingpection and- Bxamination work musﬁ be considgred an important

iten of bukiness however short the time it-may‘have occdpied him’

4 A

&t should have beamn entered in the diary for information ang for

future reference. The onmission canuot/howevep bg considered as

delibemate Bor it is clear that thepe was no intention on the

rart of the Sub-Assistant t0 suppress

the Tfact an entry to this

erfect having been made in +he Inspectihon record.

(iv) The omissioﬂtu enter both the dates of inspection in 4
b W tfiiiine 0f s Binecy

the de#8laration at the foot of the certifying memorandunm was {more

an act of indiscretion done underﬁﬁisapprehension than an act

with ittent to & deuf‘;e I R.Ry.Daivasikhanani iudaliar seens to

have thought that the date e’ﬁthe chief examination only should

be entewed.MNo motive need e attributed to this onission. urther i

the form was filled up by the Sub-Assistant’s clerk from the

entries in the diary amd the bass lists and the omission of the '

_SHae Seaaud

secona date from the ddaary would account for its omission in

K/ \

Lhe certi+twi e amorandiir "he Tamd nad T As S 5 .
Lfle certifyi memol Ahh4¢J>0 eXamination of the school was
comi o+ o . 3 OO A P 107 Ty - } T
nlieted Be second J nuary and the certitvs 1€M0] 1um
. \ o L 9 i AdLl
L ] ke -} ist, g 1t =3 “-svr T
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forwarded as,recquired by the rules to the Inswvector

for countersignature and the Inspector countersigned it

only on the 20thllarch.The Sub-Assistant Inspector was
respondible for the delay of 29 days in January but he

cannot be held eresponsible for thé delay in the issue of

the certifying memorandum from 35lst January to the end of
Maxrch,

(vi) M.R.Ry.Daivasikhamani Mudaliar explains that he wrote
from memory that he had to leave Cmddalore on the 10th
December in condection with the Primary Examination at
Kallakurchi and other centres; but the Director cannot accept
such an explanation without remarking that an officer of
Daivasikhamani Mudaliar’s standing and experienceé should not
set up ar such an excuse,Thoroughly accufﬁte statements of
facts are expected in allsofficial communications and the
circumstances that thqmistatement in question occurred in a letter
reporting on an anonymous communication did not absolve the
Sub-Ass&stant from the duty of referring to his diaries and
noting in his letter the exact dates and facts of the case.
THE ﬁireotor:however/exoneratés the Sub-Assistant from any
wilful miép&tement of facts.He had no object in entering
wrong dates inthe letter,&s he was not giving in that letter
an #xplanation of his failure to complete the examinatigg of
the Tiruvendipuram school on the 10th December/@nd as in that
very letter he ro—#Med refers to the admission o the second

examination of pupils who had absented themselves on account

of small vox at the first examination.This shows that he

£5 1

*deliberately put offthe completion' of the examination to a

date when the absent boys could attend his examination.

Copy of the Imspector’s letter No X of the 12th lMay 1896

29

will be communicated to the President,District Board for

A
“ .

information with an expreﬁsibn of gereral concurrence in the
conetugd-soncluiions therein arrived at.

4R M. RBRy.Daivasikhamani Mudaliar has been transferred firom
the Division onﬁccount of the strained relationebetween him

and thé Presideht.The Rirector trusts that the relations between
him and the local boards in the lMadura-Tinnevelly Division

will be cordial and conducive to the interests of education.

8, The Director hastalken an opportunity to. transfer to another
circle M.R.Ry.P.A.Krishn&maohari,who is warned again.t a
repetitbon of cnduct which,like whét is adverted to in para.2
supya,is calculated to create misundeﬁstanding between the

of
o7"ficers of this deparbment and thoseApther departments with
whom they come mn.contact and which is subversive of departmental
discipline.If tﬁgg energy had been well directied he would have
saved h@meés himself and saved this department and the President

of the DistrictBoard much unnecessary annoyance and worry.

(8d) D.Duncan,

Director of Public Instruction.

)
S
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(ii) furnishing the President with a cody of such report

o

without. the knowledge or arproval of his official superiors; C

(1ii) taking an active part in the subseguent enguiries.anenwy

3 o whi a otz 5 -
own may be taken as an irndex oXf the feelings which actuated him

. " WO M T D E . \ i ; T e 218 ! = T nd i e 1y s e Y
the Tiruvendivuram case,without obtaining or even seeking the ‘ % in taking such a promient part in the Tiz uvendipuram case,even

with it had ceased.The chief

W

permission pr sanction of his supexrior officer when he must \ after his official connection

] j hi 1id 1 Y s ‘ : e retor and President of the District Board
hawe been aware that the#ubjeot was one which did not concern narges which the @Gollector and President of the Dista ¥

Q

} ] g " g il £ the Dei : o r proucht against R.By.¥.Daivasikhamani Mudaliar
him personzally,but the Insvec T1nb officers of the Depvartment; South h*oou,DJOdbht against | PRy.V.Daivasikhanm
. 8 N z J : i »

! ¥
i) i+ticisi 45 ti } 3 . e e (s e e Tl £ this ofTice Proceedings
( (iv) Criticising the confidential report of the Pr,nndext, 5 B vere,as will be seen Ironm paragraph 4 O nig Ol \ &

- e g S % A ;R ~ 3. o i £ VI B S . S 23 & g a11( ‘: 2 "',T'L";i"'lf" a,
Taluk Doard,Cuddalore,while as the Headmaster of the Training X s lreagy referred .o’(l) teeping a false diary and (%)

' e}t ‘ ~ P 2 3 < g n ) 2 e e i S PRI Py v Fone -71‘2,‘ .].l
School,*ﬁ'.ll‘._r;:-ul'ﬂ_m,he had, strictly speaking nothing to do with 8 uch ralsdreport.These sndother charges were fully gone 1into

a report ; naragrach-5 of the above Proceedings.The conclusion I arw at
s = SN . Dol g ol e : B

N oo fx ) : e i deratior £ +he facts was that R.Ry
(v) Writing a private letter to. the President; District after a most careful consideration or The€ facts a5 SR J o

: 7 I / R0 : 5 s i iTht car <t a8t certain
Doard commenting on the diary and bills' of the' permanent N, Daivasikhamani Mudaliar was no doubt careless as TLo cervaln

Sub-Assistant Inspector M.R.Ry.N.Daivasikhamani liudaliar; racts and dates given in some of his official communications

(vi) forwarding to the President,District Board without and also indiscreet iwpﬂving onitted to note the second

.\ at & Ty I, . b 4 i S W T B e e Catie J 45 4 ¥ pe
3 the permission of the Inspector a coOpy off M.R.Ry.N.Daivasikha- s exanimation of the Tiruvendipuran gchool in his diary but I

-nmani Mudaliar’s letter with the Assistant Inspector’s ﬁould 1ot bring nyself to believe that he made a wilful

endorsement,which.the Inspector had simoly referred to him g nistadment of facts or that he did any act with intent to

: < i : = deceive.
»

o Bhat the memorialist did his duty as acting Sub-Assistant : With regard t6 the memorialist’s pray he may be

Inspector of schools in bringing to the not.ice oFf the proper

! - = 2 > ~ - 3 3 +t o
rurnshed with copies of the Tespector?s reports and other
LAl L i LW LE il s \J - XL

aubhorities certain irrvegularities in the Board School, oapers read in this office Proc eedings No 12088,dated 1lst

. . 2 : - . PR ¥ s o g : : o -1 +hat h g e+
firuvendipuram 18 admitted.Put by his subsequent officiousness December 1896,I beg to submit that it is true that he first

and meddlesomeness he created a great deal of nisunderstand- aoplied to me for the copies and that I declined to grant themn.
plied t ;

—ing between the officers of this Department and those of the T 0 useful purpose would

reasons for doing S0 weke,l 13‘:;"':,, C

local boards.That he was actuated by a strong personal motive be served by allowing the nemorialist reopen the gnr“esuOﬂd-

in the 'part he took against his. brother o”fﬁmxyh&Puﬁy.T. _snce which had become most vexatious through his officiousnes

Dgivasikhamamni Luﬁﬂliﬂl}nﬁll be clear from the several points 4 and -meddl
M{é s A : 5 Er e : SRR Al e

notieéd in the last paragraph and from the fact that he rievance which he could hope ™0 get redressed by any Turther

esomenes%,secondly,thﬂt the menmorialist had no real

=

i 56k 3 3 i +ationsand t +ha S OME £ the Inspector?’s reports
4 daclined the Ag.Sub-Assistant Inspe sctorship of the Shermadevi , representationjand * hirdly, that some OI t! Inspector?s reports,

. s PR o ¢ o 2 T ATmrany 1 808 b ~agrecialls 0. X% fconti dentia l) were conf idential .Furth 1 g8 the
Range in Pinnevelly, which*was offered to him in February -1oJo { especlia y No.z (conriaenvia 0

3 s 9 7 . . e PSR OE. DR T memorialist naving ;-1@—,\(31.._3— be~n ~r3'771§f o "'Od £1rom *»*-i_ll‘.b:u]u\);n t.0
shortly after Ris acting appeintment in the Caddalore Range ; MROE LBAQD &y S P S

‘richinopoly on the same pay e has suffered neither in' pay

L o

ceased;preferring to revert to his  permanent, appointment ai

L il ¥ nor in status- and has thoreﬁore no grievance whatever.It would be
leadmaster, Government, Fraining School, illupuram.This he : §

3 fatal to the exercise of discipline 22 the head {f'a departnent
& appears to have done with a view to continue in the

g
5
:

& t that h ht, e the end of the Tiruvendipuran could not censure 2 subordinate and transfer him to a similar
distréct s0 tha e miZ se f the Tiruvendipuran

it aupointment in another district on the same pay without having
case in which he was so deeplj interested. | vpointment 1n anotihel district o ne s Ay ¢ 1

5. Memorialist’s referencF to M. R.Ry.Daivasikhanani

to face the probability of a memorial 1like this being favourably
P~ gty present poéition and hig contrasting it with his 2 e ‘ S o, thoratoxs stk e
‘ raver of the memorliaililst | ) ompnlied with.
{ 13 5 0 is im i i0 A he sSays




. L

that unless his prayer be granted he is a hopelessly ruined
man.The censure that has been passed on his conduct will

not stand in the way of such promotion as he willffrom'timef g
L &

.

to time be entitled to on account of past service and . \ :

future good work. .
' . ' &

“ ? o

: - I have the’hon?ur t0 be, ! g

Sl ;

] s y

Tour most ebedient servant,..
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