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POWER OF PROFESSORS IN 
RELATION TO STUDENTS OF COLLEGES. 

[Nos. 189-190.] 
No. 273, dated Prosidonoy College, Calcutta, the 23rd February 

From 
To 

P. K. RAY, Esq., D.Sc., 0 % . Principal, Presidency College 
Instruction 

WITH reference to your 
No. 2718, dated the 18th February 1905, I have the 

honour to forward under the presidency 
meeting of the Instrt.cttve Staff of tbe^^^f® f on Wednesday the 21 st 

pproval a copy of the Proceedings of the 

of Mr. Prothero 
December 1904, to 

Officiating Principal, of the College Wednesday 

onsWer the principle ' which should be observed about the 
disciplinary powers of the Professors of the College 

ENCLOSUBE. 

of the meeting of the Imtructwe Staff of the Pi 
'Vednesdatj the "^Ist Decew.ber 

0 

Present: 

College held in the PrincipaVs 
2-30 pjn. 

Mr. M. iProthero, Offg. Principal in the 
chair. 

Mr. W. Kuchler. 
Cmmingham. 

Babu Sarada Prasanna Das. 
Shams-nl-ulama Abul Khair Md. Siddiq 
Mr. J. N. Das Gupta. 

C. E. 
J. C. Bose. 

Mr. li. Tipping. 
„ S. (J. Mahalanabis. 
,, H. B. Eae. 

Babu Syama Das Mnkerj 

»3 M. Grhosli. 
Babn Gopi Bhnshan Sen. 
Babu Binayendra Nath Sen. 
Babu Kali Prasanna Bhattacharjea. 
Babu Hriday Chandra Banerjea. 
Mr. H. E. Stapleton. 

•t 
7 tbeir own authority be as follows 

mark absent or suspend a boy for misconduct for a week at the most 
(2) To fine any individual boy up to 
lecture-room or on the College premises 

Rs. 5 for any fault committed and detected either 

premises u] 
individual. 

Re. 1 ner head 
misconduct either in the lecture-room or on the College 

where the fault cannot be brought home to any 

[Nos. 191-192.] 

Prom 
T o -

NOB. 4404-4414, dated the ISth March 1905. 

PEDLER, Esq., r.B.s., C.I.E., Director of Public Instrnetion 
incipals of Government Collesres. 

I HAVE the honour to invite your attention to this office Circular No. 46 dated 
the 3rd April 1890, and to request you to favour me with your opinion on the 
following rules, defining the powers which a Professor in a Government College mav 
exercise m matters of discipline, independentlv of the Principal ^ ^ 
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2. The rules are 
(a) On their own authority, Prcffessors may mark absent or suspend a student 

for misconduct, for a week at most. 
(h) On their own authority, Professors may fine, up to a limit of Ra. 5 anv 

individual student for misconduct committed either in their lecture-rooms or ou the 
College premises. 

Cases of misconduct, when the fault cannot be brought home to anv 
individual must be reported by a Professor to the Principal, who will, after considei*-
ation of the report, issue snch orders as appear to him to be necessary. 

3. These rules are based upon resolutions which were passed at a meeting of the 
Professors of the Presidency College which was called at my request to consider the 
question. They have been modified by me in certain respects, and in their present 
form appear to me to be desirable. 

• ' > 

• -
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ENCLOSUUE. 
1 

Circular No. 46, dated Calcutta, the 3rd April 1S90. 

From—A. CROFT, Esq., Director of Public Instruction, Bengal. 
To—all Principals of Grov^rnmeut Colleges. 

In continuation of my Circiilar No. 45 of this day's date, on the sahject of the maiutcnauce 
of discipline in schools, T have the honour to communicate to you the following further 
instructions with regard to colleges. 

2. l a considering,the question of the maintenance of discipline in colleges where from the 
nature of the case, positive rules, the method appropriate for scnools, 

^ I 

ineffective, the Q-overnment of India observed that the tone of a collegiate body as a whole could 
onlv he raised hy distinct moral teaching, and hy careful moral supervision. The question was 
how such supervision could be made more effective and how the sentiments and hahits of 
students micrht be best influenced for good. ^ In this matter far more was to be exacted from 
the example'and personal qualities of the Principal and Professors than from rules; but rules m 
support of authority might be useful, and from that point of view, the followmg regulations 
might be beneficially enforced :— 

{a) that weekly meetings should bo held by the Principal and the Professors to consider 
questions of discipline; _ . 

(h) that the Principal should have the power of ordering the expulsion or rustication of a 
s t u d e n t , a n d o f fining him for disorderly conduct; and _ , , , , v . 

(ĉ  that evpry Professor should have the power of suspending a jstudent for a limited 
period of time, and of fining him without reference to the Principal. 

3. After receiving the opinions of Local Governments on these suggestions, the Government 
of I n d i a issued tho following order:— , ^ . r • n 

" The suj^gestions (enumerated above) for the improvement of disciphne m c^leg^s, hav 
i n e sui^^bsiiuiiB V ftovprnments and Administrations. Tn Bombay and 

r e c e i v e d favourable conside a^^^^^^^ ^ill be adopted. In 
tj.e Central Province^s_th^^ ^^^ ^^^^ F Weces sa r j ; and 
B e n g a l a , n d the J N o r m - v v e s i e r u x x u ^ ^ ^ empowering a Principal to 
the Punjab fortnightly meetrngs, eCrvwhere The mle' givLg pow^ to a ProLsor 
e x p e l , rusticate or fine a scholar is r e f L n c ! to .the Principal, is 
to suspend a student for a In the Punjab it is definitely 
accepted by Bombay bengal and the Cê ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  1 rovmce ^^^^ 
r e s t n c t e d t o s t u d e n t s of the Professors own c l a s s , a n a ^ _ Madras 

matters of 
restricted to mentioned. The Governments o 

w f e h have not found themselves able to adopt them. ^ 
- -r 3 1 +V.Qf. orders 8 opportunities which 

Professors in C o l l e g e s , - to teachers" for moral instruction 

It is 
aracter to influonce their r X r / ' i r r pe 2 Mention, and that of th» 
unnecessary for, mo odo - o o ^ to tho obligate,. 

t 

I t 
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[No. 193 . ] 

From 
To 

C. 11. BEOWNING, M.A., Principal, Dacca College. I' V / • ' 

The Director of Public Instruction, Bengal. 

1 HAVE the honour to acknowledge receipt your No. 4404, dated 18th Marcli 
o Professor m a I HAVE tne riouuui lu - X . I'rotessor in a 

1905, asking fo;-my opmion^on^ of the 
Government College may exercise m matters 
Principal and to state as follows 

The rules in themselves appear to me LU U. in 
hior-t to the nhrase " independently of the Principal.' There cannot in 
.ŵTYiKor nf po-nrdinatG authorities and any disciplinary powers wnicn 

reasonable enough, but I should 
There cannot in a college 

ji iiumber of dinate 
deemed advisable to confer upon 
wielding a 
follows:— 

delegated authority 

may be 
F r o f e ^ o r s should be'conferred upon them as 
I would therefore add a further rule {d} as 

they have 
coutirmation. 

0 Professors should immediately report to the Principal any ease in which 
exercised the powers conferred upon them by rules {a) and (b) for his 

I may add that the additional rule now proposed appears also to be necessary 
order Principal may be kept informed of the state of discipl and 

punishments in the various classes. 

i -1 [No. 194.] 

1 

No. 996, dated Bankipur, the 22nd March 1905. 
From—11. R. JAMES, Esq., M.A,, 0 % . Principal, Patna College, 
To—The Director of Public Instruction, Bengal. 

IN reply to your No. 4408, dated 18th March 1905, I have the honour to say 
that I consider the rules projposed give sufficient powers to professors without giving 
too much, except in one particular. I am doubtful how far it is advisable to 
give one iProfessor power to suspend a student from the class of another. I am 
certainly in favour of giving independent disciplinary powers to Professors and there 
is advantage in defining the extent and limits of those powers. They would not as 
far as my experience goes, often need to be resorted to, but they are wanted as a 
reserve. 

the wording: I think («) as it stands is a little ambiguous from 
attempting to express too much. I take it that a Professor would not ' ' mark absent 

(I suppose) to all from anv class except his own, whereas suspension applie 
classes. If, as I suggest, the right to suspend were omitted, the ambiguity would be 
removed. I should also prefer 
own authority : a n d as there are Lecturers who 

the rules in the singular " A Professor on his 

' ' Professor or Lecturer ' 5 Professors I should say 
the Lecturer's authority needs to be maintained 

whether he is technically a Professor 
3. I therefore note below the alterations in wording that 1 should suggest 

le When a student guilty of misconduct a lecture, the Professor 
discretion mark him absent from that lecture .or'from any n r b e r 

eding 

rnT.nn= ^^ ^rofessor Or Lccturor may on his own authority fine up to a lirrif nf fl 
rupees any individual student for misconduct committed e i tLr in hk w elsewhere on the college premises ^^mmuiea either in his lecture-room or 

Cases 
individual, must be reported b\ 

misconduct, when the fault 

after consideration of the Professor 
be brought home to 

the Principal 
any 

eport, issue such orders as appear to him to be ho will, 

f-i 
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[No. 195.] 

From 
To 

MA 
No. 908/3.D.. dated the 27th March 

"WITH reference 
The Director of Public Instruction, Bengal. 

honour to repl , t h a U a p ^ Z e o l t " ^ I t f L ^ t t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ - e the 
be done to support the authority of a P r o f e s f r f n h t l e l should, 

The only exception I can take is to the words 
the last part of (b) If the Professor observes 

the 
of a student on the college premises, that student 

ollege premises 

under his 
)t, the 

misconduct on the part 
control then he ought 

Professor should report to 

' • - V 

[No. 196. 

f 

' s T . 

From 
To 

No. 169, dated Chittagong, the 27th March 

—The Director of Pahlic Instruction, Bengal. 
Chittagong 

WITH reference to your lett 
inform you that the modified 

No. 4412 of the 18th instant, I have 

Government Colleg 
Principal, appear to 

may 
me to be reasonable and fair 

defining the powers which a Professor nonour 

matters of discipl 1 ndependently of 
only to the Professor's own lecture period or periods Eule la) is understood apply 

[No. 197.] 
No. 227, dated Cuttack. the 30th March 

From—B. V. GUPTA, Principal, Eavenshaw College. 
To—The Director of Public Instruction, Bengal. 

WITH reference to your letter No. 4407, dated the 18th current, I have the 
honour to state that I approve fully of rules {a) and {c) and also of rule \h) with the 

the college premises " left 
I should, however, have objection the if the exercise of the 

power m question were restricted to cases with which the Professor as such _ 
personally concerned. 

Thus in a case where a student is guilty of general misconduct on the college 
premises, the Professor should not have the power of punishing the offender but 

ay report the matter to the Principal who is after all the officer responsible for the 
maintenance of discipline in the college; but a case in which the Professor 
insulted or regarded with disrespect, he should be invested with the power of 
punishment. 

IS 

[No. 198.] 
No. 236, dated Chinsura, the 30th March 1905 

From—E. SHAW, Esq., M.A., Principal, Hooghly College. 
To—The Director of Public Instruction, Bengal. 

IN reply to your letter No. 4405, dated the 18th March 1905, I have the honour 
to state that the rules as given in your letter, defining the powers which a Professor 
in Government College m a y 
satisfactory and sufficient, provided that 
his approval. 

matters of discipline, are in my opinion 
reported to the Principal for 

i 
A \ 

t 
( 
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T may add that when a question sgarding the powers of Professors to 
punish independently of the Principal, during my incumbency of this post in 1901, 
after cooBulting Circular No. 46, dated 3rd April 1890, I instituted rules which were 
practically the and (h) in your letter, with the proviso above 
Although interference with the independent powers -exercised by Professors is to be 
deprecated and avoided as much as possible I consider that all cases of fine or suspe 
sion by Professors should be reported to the Principal for approval and that an appeal 
to him should be open to the defaulter. This has now been the practice in this college 
for the period I have been in charge and has been found to work satisfactorily. 

[No. 199.] 
No. 38 i , dated Calcutta, the Ist April 1905. 

From—P. K. BAY, Esq., D.Sc., OfPg. Principal, Presidency College 
To Instruction 

I HA.VE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Mr. Jackson's letter No. 4409, 
dated the 18th March 1905, in which he asks for an expression of my opinion on the 
rules laid down therein, defining the powers which a Professor in a Government Collepe 
may exercise m matters of discipline independently of the Principal 

2. In reply I have the honour to express II y full concurrence with the 

[No. 200.] 
From— 

No. 9, dated Boalia, the 5th April 1905. 

Rajahahi OoUegi 'V rr\. — ' ±xjjiijiuaLf 
l o - l h e Director of Public Instruction, Bengal 

— ^ ^ a s isor m a Government College may 
the Principal, I have the honour - ^ X nave me Honour to fh ^^ discipline independently 

some and that they may be adonted w ^ ^ ^ ^^^t the rules are calculated to be whole-
the third being r e f a i S as it is^ ' modification of the first two of them 1 

The rules in their modified for 

or suspS^ - u^ar. a w 

an, i J ^ ^ a l V s t e ^ ^ . p to.a n . i t of two 
the college premises. committed either in their lecture-rooms of on 

[No. 201.] 
M B 

i 

A 
4 

\ 

Prom-Mrs k"' ""^^^Tth April 1905. 

To-The 

letter No. 4414 
i 

"ViuioQ on certain rules definin^^L"^'"' ^^^ 18th March IQnf^ -
lege may exercise in m X r . • ^ Professor in a Gn ' 
honour to state t h l t Z l T independently of ? L Pw ^ol-
"mentioned that rule on t L V L l e ^^ave the 
princink m.,, : ™ g the maximum J ® _ It may, however be 

means 

2 
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[No. 202.] 

No 
From—MAHXMAHOPADHYAYA H.. 

and Registrar, Sanskrit 
To—The Director of"Publie Instruotion, Bengal. 

^^ letter No. 4406, dated the 18th March 1905, and the subsequent 
of the Presidency College at a meeting for the purpose of enforcing oy me Fro 

that the fine limit might be Rs. 2 instead of 5, and the Professors mSht Z 
authorised to punish for misconduct within the College premises the students of their 
class only and not students of other classes in this summary manner. 

[No. 203.] 
No. 298, dated the 9th January 1906. 

From—A. PEDLER, Esq., F.E.S., C.I.E.. Director of Public Instruotion, Bengal. 
To—The Secretary to the Government of Bengal, General Department. 

THE question of the maintenance of the Colleges and the extent of 
the power of punishment to be allowed to individual Professors was considered bv 
Government in the years 1889-90, and I have the honour to enclose a copy of this 
office circular No. 46, dated 3rd April 1890, which was based on Governuient orders 
on the subject contained in their resolution dated 7th October 1889, 

2. Frcfm cases which from time to time have come up for decision, it appears 
desirable that somewhat more definite rules than those contained in the circular 
above quoted, should be laid down, and accordingly I have to request that the sanc-
tion of Government may be accorded to the following rules, which have been framed 
after consultation with the heads of Government Colleges:— 

(i) A Professor or a Lecturer in a College may, on his own authority, mark a 
pupil absent or suspend him from attendance at his own lectures up to the period of a 
week. The fact of the punishment should be reported to the Principal of the College 
for information, 

(ii) On his own authority a Professor or a Lecturer may fine up to a limit of 
Rs. 5 any individual student for misconduct in his own lecture-room or in any place 
immediately adjacent to his own lecture-room provided that in such place the student 
is not then under the control of another Professor or Lecturer. 

The fact of such punishment should be reported to the Priiwipal of the College 
for information. 

(iii) On his own authority, a Professor or a Lecturer may fine a class collect-
ively for misconduct either in his own lecture^room or in any place immediately 
adjacent to his own lecture-room (provided that in such place the class is not under 
the control of another Professor or Lecturer) up to a limit of Re. 1 per head, when the 
fault committed cannot be brought home to any individual or individuals. The fact 

Should as usual be reported to the Principal for information. 
(iv) When a Professor or a Lecturer finds any cause of complaint in the conduct 

of a student, or a number of students, or of a class, not in or adjacent to his own 
lecture-room but in any other place within college limits, he should report the luatter 
to the Principal of the college for the necessary action to be taken, 

[No. 204.] 
No. 520, dated Calcutta, the 3rd February 1906, General Department, 

(Education Branch). 

From—G. GORDON, Esq., I,C.S., Offg. Secretary to the Government of Bengal 
To—the Director of Public Instruction, Bengal . 

I AM directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 298 of the 9th 
ultimo, proposing certain rules which you consider will conduce to the maintcnaneo 
of discipline in colleges. 



2. In reply I am to say that the Government sanctions the rules subject to 
certain modifications in rule (iii) which should read as follows 

(iii) ^̂  A Professor or a Lecturer, with the previous sanction of the Principal, may 
fine a class collectively for misconduct either in his own lecture-room or in any place 
immediately adjacent to his own lecture-room (provided that in such place the class is 
not under the control of another Professor or Lecturer) up to a limit of Re. 1 per head, 
when the fault committed cannot be brought home to any individual or individuals." 

3. I am to explain that the alterations in the above rule have been made in view 
of its exceptional character. 

[No. 205.] 
OFFICE MEMORANDUM. 

T H E following additional rules for the maintenance of discipline in Government 
Colleges have been sanctioned :— 

I. A Professor or a Lecturer in a College may, on his own authority, mark a 
pupil absent or suspend him from attendance at his own lectures up to the period of a 
week. 

• II. On his own authority, a Professor or a Lecturer may fine up to a limit of 
Rs. 5 any individual student for misconduct in his own lecture-room or in any place 
immediately adjacent to his own lecture-room, provided that in such place the stadent 
is not then under the control of another Professor or Lecturer. 

III. A Professor or a Lecturer,"with: the pfcviciis-sanetion of the 
fine a class collectively for misconduct either in his own T^tufe-room 
immediately adjacent to his own lecture-room (provided that in such place t 4 d i s s 
IS not under the control of another Professor or Lecturer) up to a limit of one rupee 
per head, when the fault committed cannot be brought home to any individual or 

nf « J T f ^ Professor or a Lecturer finds any cause of complaint in the conduct 
of a student, or a number of students, or of a class not in or adiacent to his own 
lee ure^room, but m any other place within College limits, he should report t L L t r e r 
to the Principal of the College for the necessary action to be taken ^ 

N.B. J i. u\ tt JTruiesBOP 0] repoited to the Principal of the College for information. foregoing rules should in every case be 

CALCUTTA, 
Tk Uth Fehruary 1906. A . P E D L E R , 

Director of PuUic Instruction, Bengal 

C I K C U L A R No. 37. 

COPY forwarded to all Principals of Government 

CALCUTTA 
The 2Uh February 1906 A . P E D L E R 

Director of Public InHruction, Bengal 

P«-c«.--Maintenanoe of discipline in Colloges. 
i 
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No. 273, dated 2Zrd February 190o, jrom 
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K...W A PKOGS. FOK THE YEAK 1 9 0 5 , N o s . 1 8 9 - 2 0 5 

SUBJECT : \ 

Tower of Professors in relation to students of 
Colleges, 

Notes and Orders 

Of tlie three resolutions as to the power of Professors 
adopted by the Presidency College, (1) and (2) appear to be 

Lcordance with the principle underlying this office 
Circular No. 46, dated 3rd April 1890 

But resolution No. (3) appears to be somewhat beyond 
the powers intended to be conferred in that circular, and 
apart from this it is perhaps desirable that in a matter 
which the fault cannot be established by proper evidence, 
the ques t ion -whether the whole class should be fined or not 
should be decided after some I » 

in 

any rate not without reference 
for orders. 

A.N.B.—6-3-05. 

the Principal. Submitted 

Yes, fining a whole class on failure to find out the real 
culprit or culprits may require the concurrence of the 
Principal. 

KB.B.—6-3-05. 

«._ V 
> . • ' ( r 7,. •• N 

« 

The list of Professors present at the meeting at the 
Presidency College is not correct, for I was there myself 
and remember that Babus Aditya Nath Mukerjee and 
Satishchandra Yiddyabhushan were also present, and that 
Dr. Bose and, I think. Dr. CuUis were not there. But 
the resolutions are, so far as I remember, correct. 

Eesolutions (1) and (2) seem to me to be free from 
objection. But I think that in Resolution 3 a Professor 
should only have power to fine a class collectively without 
reference to the Principal, if the misconduct durin g 
the time when he is in charge of it. The power was extended 
to cover such when a Professor one room 
disturbed in his lectures by made by students in 
another when their Professor has not arrived. But I 
think that a question of this kind should be decided by the 
Principal on the Professor's report. 

To Director of Public Instruction, 
k 

V . H . JACKSON 
> 6-3-05. 

A ^ 

I agree to (1) and (2), but I think in the. case of 



I 

\ 

' ? 
4 

i . 

4 . 

• ' t 

^ > 

K : 

» 

t • 
I , 

f , 

t > 

r' 

( % 
' < I 

J 

' ' A 

J 

(2) 

^oies and Order s continued. 

I think 
to the Principals of C o l w ' a S ^̂ ^ 
powers. If they do. w e ^ ^ 
for sanction and include 
orders 

Grovernm • 0 o Jr vji u V t/i I1I1J611I) 
It necessary in our rules and 

Carried out. 
A . PEDLER—7-3 05. 

B.T.C. 7-3-05 
V . H . JACKSON— 1 1-3 05 

Opinions of Princij 
asked 
i^) On their 

on the following three points 

own authority Profess ^ W or . s p e n d a s t u d e T t l o r ^ o r d r L T L ^ ^ 
for a week 

or Professors may fine up to a limit of 

premises the coll eg 
(c) Cases of misconduct, when the fault 

brought home to any individual, must be repoit^d 
Professor to the Principal, who will after o o n l ' 

cannot he 
a 

the report issue such orders 
necessary 

consideration of 
as appear to him to be 

and Eajshahi Colleges state that the words 
^^ )y 1 • their bi ect may be inserted in this rule. Mr. Shaw of the 

cases of fine and 
period 
Hooghly College considers that all 
suspension by Professors should be reporTed"To "the 
Principal for approval and that an appeal to him should be 
open to the defaulter. The other Principals express their 
concurrence on («). Mr. Browning objected to the words 
' independently of the Principal'' on our draft. He too 

IS of the same opinion with Mr. Shaw that the cases of fine 
etc., by Professors should be reported to the Principal by 
which the Principals may be kept informed of the affairs 

opinion the. student when 
guilty of misconduct should onl^ be marked absent from 
lectures not exceedinj? 6. 

the 

Foint (d).—Lady Principal, Bethune College, states 
that the limit of fine should be determined in accordance 
with the means of the pupils. Principals of Sanskrit and 
Raj shah Colle^ mark the limit of fine to ES. 2 
Principals of C. E. and Ravenshaw Colleges object to the 
words "or on the college premises." Cases coming under 
the aboye should in their opinion be referred to the 
Principal. In certain cases, of course, where the Professors 
are insulted or disregarded or where the students, who 
belong to a class under the control of a Professor, are 
found guilty, the Professors concerned may fine the parti-
cular boy pr boys without any reference to the Principal. 

Mr. Browning does not like that the Professors should 
do as stated in rules and independently of the 
Principal. He therefore recommends the addition of the 
following rule (d):— 

" Professors should immediately report to the Principal 
any case in which they have exercised the powers conferred 
upon them by rules (a) and (6) for his confirmation." 

Mr. James wanted to extend the privileges allowed to 
Professors in rules (a), (//) and (c) to lecturers as well and 
therefore suggests that " or Lccturer " may in each ease bo 
inserted after Professor 
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Notes and O/ti^rs—continued 

Point (c) has been approved by all the Principals. 
The above rules not being applicable to the MadraBah, 

T>r Ross did not think it necessary to express his views on 
them. 

May 

Demi-official /^om-the Head Clerk, Calcntta-Madrasah 
- the Personal Assistant to the Director of Pnbhc To 

Instruction, Bengal. 
W i t h reference to your office No. 4411 dated the 18th 

March 1905, I am directed by Dr. Boss to state, that the 
rules therein mentioned not being applicable to the Madrasah 
he does not think it necessary to express his opinion on 
them. 

This reaKoaing is good for school students and ^uU (rt).—To mark a student absent by way of punish-
hardiy applies perhaps to college st.adents, in respect while he is really attending the locturcs would, i of whom sKspcnsion is really a punishment as involving - - • I ' l 
loss of percentaKe aud also to a certain extent dis- m i i i a , _ • i . i. ^ „1 „ „ 
honour. I t is, however, desirable that the Prinnipal ^onld mcan that he would not be under the control^ot any 
only will i-xeicise this power. 

A.N.B. 
19-£-05. 

raent while ne is renu '̂ atwuuuif^ ^ 
think be better than to suspend, him, in which case it 
would mcan that he would not be under the control of any 
Professor but while away the time, as is naturally the case 
in such instances, and do whatever he likes.^ Suspension 
for a period of two or three days would not, it is believed, 
bring the beneficial result of putting a stop to the re-
currence of misconduct for which he is punished, but may 
rather producc contrary result. I therefore venture to 
sue-o-est that the words " or suspend " may be omitted from 
the rule (a), as sugge 
eu^gestion to insert tl 
good and may be done. 

jl^l^ (a)— as modified above would therefore stand as 
follows :— 

jjn^ (̂ a)—" On their own authority Professors or lectur-
ers may mark a student absent for misconduct for a week 
at most 

Mr Mr. James' 
Lecturer 

5> 

/ 

/ 

i 
y 

Rule (6)—The limits of fine may as proposed by certain 
Principals be Rs. 2 all round. 

The words " or on the college premises " maybe left out 
of rule (b). In such cases the Principal is the right person 
to decide of course on the report from the Professor. 

Eule {h) therefore stands : " On their own authority 
Professors or 

may fine up to a limit of Ks. 5 any 
individual student for misconduct committed in their 
lecture rooms 

In rule (c) the words '' or lecturers " may be inserted 
after'' Professors". 

Messrs. Browning and Shaw's suggestions that the cases 
^ ôming under rules (a) and (i) should be reported to the 
Principal may be considered. The Principal being the 
head of the institution ought to know what are being done 
in the different lecture rooms. Moreover in cases of appeal 
such reports from Professors would facilitate the decision of 
the Principal. The Professor may therefore submit their 
reports to the Principal/or information and not for his con-
Jinnaiion as suggested by Messrs. Browning and Shaw 
Leaving out the words " for his confirmation " rule (d) mav 
be added to the three rules (a), {b) and (c). 

s orders on Daffe 
3 of the note sheet. Is it necessary to move Government to 
sanction the above rules ? 

For orders. 
P. BASU—lG-5-05. 
I think we may add to rule (c), after the clause, - when 

J • r . .i, "^di^Aual " or which requires holvier 
' " ' t X m i l t t r ' "" empowered to inflict 
A.N.73.—1<}-5-05. 
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