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REPORT ON THE DEPARTMENT OF THE CONTROLLER OF EXAMINATIONS 
AND ON THE SPEC I tiC ALLEGJl.TiflNS OF MALPRACTICES AND OTHER 
ABUSES. 

Foreword. 

vVe regret the delay in submitting our report. There was an unexpected 
setback to our progress by the sudden demise of the Chairman who had been 
actively directing the work of the Committee and drafting the main clauses of the 
report till the day preceding his death. 

1. vVo are required to enquire into complaints and allegat.ions which have 
been brought to tho notice of the Uni\·crsity authorities and to determine what 
persons now connected with the lTniversity or its affiliated institutions are 
involved therein. \Ye are further required to suggest remedies to prevent the 
recurrence of any abuseR and irregularities tlHtt may be found, and to make 
recommendations for generally improving the administration. 

2. Complaints n.nd allegations have been clamorous. They have been made 
in the public prcEs and also in writin~y to the Vice-Chancellor and to the Com­
mittee by vn.rious persons and bodies, 0o.g., the Calcutta University Employees' 
Association and others. Indeed, ont) of the principal complaints has been that 
the examination results have beP.n manipulated to the unfair advantage of the 
favoured few. Tlm.t. the reproach is not crroundlcss was recently proved by the 
findings of the l\farks Enquiry Committee of which 1\fr. C. C. Biswas was the 
Chairman. \V1\ also reC'eived a ~mmlwr of anonymous and pseudonymous letters 
mentioning specific cases of favouritism. i:t. has not been possible for us to 
enquii"C fully into cases where the answer scripts were not in existenc·e. The 
answer b.)oks arc :;old as waste pnpm· a few months after the results arc published. 
\Ve ·were thus restrictpu as rerranls the field of enquiry. However, we looked 
into all such materials as wer·; available and examined a number of University 
officials and rxamincrs. 

_3. ~cforc we record the results of our enquiry, we wish to relate .a?. in~ident 
wluch giYcs ·a measure of the moral standard and ::.ense of respons1b1hty m the 
higher mnks of the Universit.y service. It also gives an idea as to how we 'vere 
handicapped in our enquiry. 

4. After tho examinat-ions ar0 over and the results published, the normal 
pra_ctice_ hi1;hcrto has bePn to keep tlie answer hooks of the candidates in the 
Umvennty godown for a few months-usually till No\"PmbPr or December or 
even sometimes till the hecrinninrr of the followi;1a ''enr-in case any answer book 

. b b 0.; 

was reqmred for scrutiny or for rectification of errors. Tenders are then called 
for the work of 1·emoving the outer covers of the answer books, several thousands 
in nmn ber, and the work supcrvi::;cd by the assistant-in-charge of the answer 
paper section. This practice w;ts not followed in 1949 : the outer covers of the 
answer scripts of all candidate,.; for the Intermediate Arts and Science Examina­
tions in 1949 were removed during the Puja holidays with the help of a fe:W chos.en 
peons n.nd duftries in the ollicc, and wo have it in evidence that the assJst~nt-m­
charge of the answer paper section was excluded. As the roll and registered 
numbers of the candidates appear in the outer covers of the books, once these 
outer covers arP removed, the nns\ver books can no lor ger be identified with the 
examinees writing them. All rwiden()e connecting the nns\ver scripts with the 
examinees was thus destroyed, although at the. time it was done, there were some 
" incomplete " and " scrutiny " cases still pending. :Further the University 
Marl{s Enquiry Committee for the M'ttriculation Examination was sitting at the 
time and there was no knowing that itis scope would not be extended to scrutiny 
of LA. and I.~c. paperH also. This tas.k of obliterating all evidence of identity of 
the ans~ver scnpts was begun on the ~lf)th Scph::mber, a Sunday, in the mi~st of 
the PuJ~ :acah~n and completed in desperate hurry and secrecy. The Regtstrar, 
the Adchtwnnl Controller, the Assistant CoJitroller and the Superintendent of the 
Controller's office w·ho are tlw top men in· tllc department supervised this work. 
The Controller, however, stated in c\,idence that he hacl.. never ue·en consulted in 
the matter and was ignorant of these proceedings. 
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5. It is difficult not to take a serious view of the precipitate action narrated 
above. The plea of the need for space is ridiculous, as the Registrar himself 
admitted. There must have been a strong motive for the desperate haste. It 
appears that a son of the Registrar and a daughter of the Additiomtl Controller 
sat for the Intermediate Examinations and both passed. The l\Iarks Enquiry 
Committee was sitting, allega.tions were being made in the public press and there 
was no knowing whether a similar enquiry might not be demanded for 
the Intermediate Examinations. In view of such an eventuality, the 
proper course would have been not to rem9ve the evidence. In fact. however, 
the evidence was effectively removed. \Vc do not say tlmt the marks of the son 
and daughter of the two officers mtmcd a,bove wPre manipulated. Vl'e do not 
know. These officers, in consult<ttion with ea.ch other, took care to destroy the 
means of detection. We consider their action inexcn:mble. 

(A full report on this subject is given under Annexure II.) 

6. Our report in regard to the Controller's Department is su bmittcd m two 
parts under the following main heads :-

A. General laxity in the administration of the dcp<trtment giving rise to 
abuses and malpractices. 

B. Specific comphtints or allegations of abuses and lllllJpmctices in 
examinations and complaints against the University Authorities and 
teachers and examiners. 

(A full report on the organisation of work in the Department of the Controller 
of Examinations is given under Annexure I, pages 19-3[) <1.nd det<tils of specific com­
plaints and allegations are given under Annexurcs IV-XXXVII, pages 41-72.) 

A. General laxity in the Administration of the Controller of Examinations' 
Department giving rise to abuses and malpractices, 

1. Scrutiny of application forms for admission to e;w.mtnations. 

Printed forms of applications for admission to the examinations of the 
University are sent out to the various institutions on the basis of figures supplied 
by them, and these applications accompanied by the fees for tho examinations 
are expected to bs recciYed back from the respective institutions by a certain 
fixed date. The applications are then entered in a register and serial numbers 
put on them. The forms are then checked in the Scrntiny Section of tho 
Controller's Department for detecting any inegularitics in the applications. l{oll 
numbers are finally put on the application forms and " Admit" cards written out 
and sent to the institutions forwarding tho applications. 

We find in fact that " Admit " carcls are issued by the University in many 
cases before the scrutiny of the application forms, Rent up by the institutions 
has been completed. The Additional Controller has admitted in his evidence that 
in a. large number of cases the ca.ndilhtes h·wc to be provisionally admitted to 
examinations on the understanding that their admission would be cancelled in the 
event of its being found after scrutiny of their· application forms that they were 
ineligible for· admission to such examinations. It is difficult to contemplate tt 
graver scandal than that a candidate should he admit.tc-d to an examimttion in tho 
University and be told, after he actually appeared in the examination, that he was 
ineligible ! The exclamation given by the Department is that this is m<tinly due to 
three causes, viz., (i) absence of proper check of the application forms by Heads of 
Institutions, (ii) delay in adjustmant of fees received by the Cfltsh Depf1I'tment of 
the University, necessitating long correspondence with H cads t)f Inst~tutions or 
candidates, and (iii) lateness of sanction accorded in a large lt.umber of o(l.ses by 
the Syndicate. 
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2. Appointments of E:wminers, Head E.wminers, elc. 

E.xaminers in the l\Iatriculation, LA., I.Sc., B.A., and B.Sc. examinations are 
appomted on the recommendations of the respective Boards of Studies. Those for 
1\I.A., l\I.Sc. and other Post-Graduate examinations are also appointed on the 
rccon~mendations of the respective Board of Highet' Studies, which go to the 
Synchcate through the Executive Committee ot the Post-Graduate Council concerned 
(Art or Science). We have examined the proceedings of a few meetings of the 
Boards of Studies (e.g. of 1947 and 1949). We find that the recommendations of 
the Boards of Studies arc usually made on the basis of the lists of examiners 
appointed in the previous year, which are prepared and put up by the Controller's 
office. From .this a fresh list is pmpared every year, omitting some names, usually 
on the recommendations of the head examiners concerned, and adding new names, 
usually from the lists of new applicants for examinerships. The recommendations 
of the Boards of Studies are then placed before the Syndicate \"\ohich ordinarily 
accepts them, and adds often a considerable number of new names not either 
considered or recommended by the r-espective Boards of Studies. For example, in 
the year 1947, we found that llO names were recommended by the Board of 
Studi.es in History, but actually 175 examiners in History were appointed by the 
SyJ{drcn.te, on account, we were told, of the number of Matriculation candidates in 
that year being unusually large. ·we are unable to understand why this could not 
!~ave been foreseen before the Board of Studies met. A good number of these we 
found to be young graduates with no tc11ching experience and uncollDected with 
any educational institution, and several of them were found to be closely related to 
persons of influence in the University (vide specific cases cited in Annexure 
XIV, p11ges 56-58). ·we also found t]Jat some of the examiners, head examiners' 
tabul~>tors, etc., l1ave been holding their appointments from year to year for the 
P.a~t ten years and more, although these appointments are made in other Univer­
sities, as a rule, for a periotl not exceeding three years at a time. (Some typical 
cases ~tre cited in the Table attached to Annexure XIV, pages 56-58.) 

3. Question 11apers and their moclemtion. 

The present practice is that question pa}Jers in manuscript are sent by the 
paper-setters in scaled covers to the Controller of Examinations. As the Controller 
does not sit in the University building at College Square and is away ~t the P~ess 
building at Hazm Road, the sealed envelopes containing manuscnpt questwu 
papers r.re received by the Addition?.! Controller and sent·to the Controller at the 
Press building. The latter then arranges for the meeting of the moderators and 
sends the manuscript question papers to the Additional Controll~r. to be made ov~r 
to the moderators. The moderators usually meet in the Adch.twnal C?ntroller s 
ro.om an~l after their work is finished, they return the manuscnpt ~uestwn papers 
with their amendments to the Additional Cuntroller. Tl1e questiOn papers are 
supposed to be put in scaled covers by the moderators. The Additional Controller 
sends the sealed oovcrs to the Controller at the Press building for editing and final 
printing. It will be seen that the procedure indicated abo.ve is unnecessarily 
round-about .and cumbrous, and the procedure obviously lends Itself to chances of 
leakage of mformation regarding the questions and other abuse~. The modera. 
tors, although they arc supposed to return the moderated question papers to the 
Controller ii~ sealefl covers, generally cJo not do so. Apart from this, the fact that 
the moderatiOn work is clone in the Additional Controller's room where other 
people have free aceess, is [1, sufficient condemnation of the existin~ practice. It 
also appears in evidence tl1at the moderators although tlJCy are rcqmrcd to do their 
w~rk in consul~ation with the paper-setters do not generally do so. The reason for 
this transgressiOn of the regulations is not quite clear. 
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4. P1·inting a.nd proof rea(ling of quest.un pa1Jers and their (lespalch to (lljferent 
centres. 

The printing of question p11pers (except in a .few subjects) is C[l.rricd on under 
the supervision of the Controller assisted by his confidenl ial nssist11nt in the Press 
building at Hazra Road. The reading of proofs is ustudly done by the eon troller 
with the help ofhis confidentinl assi;;tant anrl the Press Superintendent. In respect 
of question paper on technical subjects and such vernacular lr.nguages as Urdu, 
Arabic, etc., the proof copies of the question papers are sent to the Additional 
Controller to arrange for the proof'l being read either by the paper-setter concerned 
or by some ot.her person who may be conversant with the langmtge and is trust­
worthy. The printed que;;tion papers are then despatched to different centres by 
Controller wit_h the help of his assistants. 

The practice of proof copies being sent to the Additional Controller for getting 
them corrected by paper-setters or other persons in the Additional Controller's 
room is open to the same objection as the present method of modemtion. This 
should be done by persons selected for the purpose under the direct snpctTision of 

. the Controller in his confidential room. 

5. Distribution of Answer scripts.: Tabulators' lists. 
A distribution list is prepared well in advance of an examination, showing the 

centres of examination allotted to examiners and head examiners. According to 
the present practice, the distribution is suggesterl by the assistant-in-charge of the 
answer paper section and approved by the Controller of Examinations. Informa­
tion about this distribution is required to be kept strictly confidential and is 
intended to be confined only to these two persons. As a matter of practice, 
however, we find that no serious attempt is made to keep the matter secret. The 

·distribution list is frequently called for by the Superintendent or the Additional 
·Controller, and changes are made sometimes without tlw knowledge of the 
Controller. The Superintendent has stated in his evidence,-" whenever the 
Registrar or the Controller wants anything from the distribution book, I send for 
it ...... the distribution list, although it should be confidential, does not as a 
matter of fact remain confiqential ........ this is the principal source from which 
the names of examiners become known to the public and this practice must be 
stopped." 

As regards secrecy of tabulators' lists, things arc no better. A St:'nior assistant 
in the Controller's Depat·tment deposed as follows :-

" Tabulators' lists, which should be a confidential floeument is not kept confi­
dential as I saw a complete typed list of tabulators (containing 
information about distribution of centres amongst them) outside the 
University precincts. '' 

(Other defects in connection with the Distribution List are dealt with in our 
report on the Accounts and Audit Section of the University.) 

6. Rules for securing the secrecy of examina~ion 1·esults. 

Rules have been framed by the University fer the conduct of examinations. 
These include rules for the appointment of examiners, head examiners, tabulators, 
etc., rules for the meeting of examiners, delivery of answer papers, examina.tion of 
papers and re-examination. 

There is an express rule in these terms :-

" Examiners and head examiners shall treat the marks assigned to the 
candidates as st1·ictly confidential and shall co-operate ~ ith the 
University in securing the secrecy of examination results. " 

- Non-observance of the Secrecy Rule has been largely responsible for the abuses 
a.nd malpractices which have taken root. 
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Several officers of tlw University were que3tioncd as to the obscrv:tnce of 
secrecy n.nd the following is a brief summary ot their evidence. Rules 20 and 21 
provide for marks to be fonmrded to the Controller in scaled covers. The 
Superintendent, Controller's D0partnwnt. stated in his cYidencc :-

" Sometimes some head examiners bring pcrf'onally ma.rkc; in unsealed covers. 
If I so desire n.ml if I am so inclined, I can Ycry well see the mr.rks 
sent in unsealed covers. "-

An a<;sistant in the Cuntroller's ofllee said :-

"Secrecy in regard to marks and r<>sults is not strict.lv ohsen"ccl in tl1e 
department. The system of \mrk in this dcp1u:tment has ample 
scope for abuses, e.g., lHtlllf'S of paper-setters and exmuincrs are typed 
ia an open spa<~e by a typist. The despatclwr lws a list of paper­
setters· with their ad<ln·sscs. He also hu.s 11 Jist of tabulators with their 
addresses. TlJC list of t:thula.tors is kept in a register which is kept on 
the clesp1ttclwr's tahh EvC'n when tlw desp:~tdwr gees home the 
papers arc left on liis table. He sits in :t hall "·lwre outsiders have a 
free and e1~sy access. The general atmospl:ew in the officP. is not one 
of secrecy. I am cr;lled for frequently by the Adi.lit.ional Controller 
and Superintendent. 

I have seen them on sev~ra.J ocrr.sinns studying m3rk sheets. On ~ccGunt 
of the head exc~m iners Itot o hseiTing the rules rpgarcling clPspatch cf 
mark sheets, tlwse paC"kets hr.Ye qnite 0ftPn to be npenPd in the 
Controller's office by thC' Additional C0ntrollf'r or tlH' SupPrintend~nt. 
This surply fnmisl!cs a genu seopc for almscs of all sorts. I kno'r 
tlmt outsiders :tctn;,Jiy CP!lif' to lm\;W marks of canclidatcs, nnmes 
r.ncl addresses of k.in;lators, etc., hut I c;~nnot point to the s:Jurcl'. " 

One of the confidential c,ssistants i!l tlte departm£>nt S[l,id :-

"There is very often a l1trgc ga.thcring (If examiners, head ex<>mhers, 
ou~siders and even ladies in the SuperintccldPnt's l'GOill. l\hrk slips 
arc as a matter of fa~t opened by the Superintendent. l\Tark slips 
remn.in open on the tnbks both of. ......... the Superintendent :md 
... -....... the .Tunior Assistant. I clo not think they are c>pened as a 
genom! rule, but I ha-.·c seen some eo\·ers being opened and mark 
slips brought out. Thes-J copies of mark slips are sent by the 
ex:uniners to the Aclditiomd c •. ntroller as scon !~S they send lll~rk 
slips n.nd answer papers to tlw hP1td examinNs. It is an open se(;ret 
that marks or results arc known bv t.he candidates much. in advance 
of the publicn.tion of results. " · 

Tl10 Additional Controller was also examined closely on this matter. His 
ans\vers are given below:-

Q. Did it ever come to your notice that Officers itllll even Assistants of your 
department send ~lips to examiners ami hPa.cl pxmniners and tabulators 
to know results cf exnminations ? 

A. Not to her.d examiners. Tlwy are wmn.lly sPnt to the tabulators when 
the results are almost re11dy. 

He volunteered:-

"When t:.~bulation work goes on, if you happen to go to the residence of any 
tabulator, you will find many people coaxing and threu.tening tn.hula­
tors to let them know the results.'' 

Rule_21 prescribes:-
"Such sealed covers (eonk.ining mark slips) shall be transmitted to the ht-ad 

exc>,miner or t:>.hulator, as the c1~se may be, by the office without their 
seals be1:ng opened. " 

We arc satisfied that this rule is often violated by the Additional Controller 
and the Superintendent. 
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7. Access to mark slips. 

There is general htxity preva,iling in rega,rd to the maintemtnce and disposa,l of 
mark slips, whieh gives opportunities for various abuses like manipuhttions of 
marks a.nd leil,k<tgc of information regr.rding marks. Some of the assistants <tnd 
tabulators lmve deposed that "seP.Ied rmekcts eonbining nHtrk slips nrc often 
opened either by the Superintendent or the Additional Controller. Hc<td 
exa,miners sometimes send two sets of mark slips intended for the two tabulators 
not in separate senled packets, but all together in a, single se;tled p<tckct, necessita­
ting their being opened in the Controller's office for dcspateh to the respective 
tabulators. " 

A senior assisbmt in the Controller's DPpm-tment st;•.tcd tlmt he had sePn a 
junior ;tssisk.nt in the office diet;oling to two girls' marks in the presence of the 
Superintendent and t.lnt he comphincd almut thi:; to the Additional Controller. 
He <tlso stated th;t t he ha.d seen the Head Master of a loe;tl school, \rho is ;dso an 
examiner, sitting by the side c,f the above junior assist;mt in the presence of the 
Assistant Controller and the Superintendent for hours and hours dny after day, 
some time after th~ h>..st l\Intricubtion Exn.minr-tion, and that he compbincd about 
this also to the Aclditiona.l Controller. The Additional Controller admitted that 
the senior assistant had spoken to him about the latter incident, but that he took 
no action other than that of mnking enquiries from the Supe~·intendent. ·when 
pressed as to why he did not take any steps to stop the evil, he stated that he 
thought his speaking to the Superintendent would have the desired effect. He had 
to do this two or three t.imcs, and it is cle11r hom his evidence that although he 
suspected t.hat something wrong was taking pbec, he did not intervene in the 
matter. 

8. Delay ·in the publication of the results of examination. 

At each examination there are dates fixed for the submission of results by 
examiners, head examiners, t~1lmlators, etc., and in Calcutta, as elsewhere, there 
are conditions penalising delay in the subm1ssion of results by examiners, by 
deducting from their remuneration, amounts proportional to the days of such dehty 
beyond the due date. There appears to he considerable laxity in the observance 
of these rules hCI·e. The non-receipt of marks from examiners, etc., by tho fixed 
date Lauses corresponding delay in their tabulation and hence in the results being 
passed by the Syndicate for final pnblication. If the rules had been rigorously 
enforced, this practice of results being submitted after t.he due date would have 
disappeared long ago or become the exception rather than the rule thttt it SL'ems 
now to have developed into. 

9. Preparation of tabulation bool;s in tbe Controller's Office and the· submission 
of ma1·k rolls by head examiners to tabulators. 

The proper procedure is for the tabulation books to be sent to the 
tabulators soon after the examination is over and for the head examiners to 
submit to the tabulators through the Controller mark slips in instalments of 100 
or 200 each time. 

We are told, however, by one of the gentlemen who has been serving as a 
tabulator for the Matriculation Examination for the last five years, that " sackfuls 
of ,m<trk slips come to the tabulators in big batches at one and the same time 
and tabuhttors are overworked. Tho proper procedure should have been for 
examiners to send up to the head examiners mark slips and answer scripts in easy 
instalments as t.hc work of examination progref'ses. Similarly, head examiners 
should send up their mark slips to the tabulators through the Controller· in easy 
instalmcntH. It is said that at the present time tabulation books are not got 
ready by the Controller's Department till about 6 weeks after the examination 
is over. This is obviously wrong-the books should be ready within a week of 
the end of the examination, so that ma.rks coming in convenient instalments may 
be posted immediately and correctly. 
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10. The new pmcl1ce of e.rruniners in the .~.1/a.triculation Examination being 
required to senrl their copic..s of nwrl~ slips to the Controller . 

.:\n examinct· p:eparc.; four nutrk slips for the papers examineu by him : 
cne is intended to Lc kept by him in his possession, and the others to be ~ent to 
the head examiner, one for the head examiner himself and the other two for the 
first and the.sccond tabulator . .;;, respectively. 

For the l<tst two y('ars, the examiners' copies of the mark slips in the case of 
the :Matriculation Examinaticl'J, arc being brought to the Controller's Department 
about the time when tlw examiners send the answer scripts and the three other sets 
of mark slipt::~ to the he<tel ex<tmincr. Tne o;lcusiblc purpose for which this new 
proccdt1ro has been introduced is th;tt since tho time it became necessary to 
appoint more than one head examiner in a p<trticular subject, the marks of certain 
candiclatct::~ could not be intimatctl to the t:tbulators on account of a confusion in 
the transmission of marks. \Vc wcm given to understand that sometimes one 
examiner noted the mn.rks of a certain c;tnd idate in the wrong head examiner's 
copy of mark slip. \Ve lmve been .Jeft with the impression that whatever the 
confm;ion that might arise in thi~ way, it shoultl not be diiiicult to clear up, since, 
if one head examiner's copy of mn.rk slip docs not contain the. marks of a 
pa1·ti~uhu· candidat.e, it should <tppear in the copy of mn.rk slip of the other head 
cxammer. The argument for demanding for this purpose all the mark slips of 
examiners lo~os, therefore, much of its force. The neces;;ity, on the other hand 
of maintaining strict secrecy in re"ard to tho mn.rks obt;tined by the candidates, 
particul~1rly at this stage, is imperative. The bringing away of the examinc!·'s 
mark sbps by the Contt·oller's ollice definitely impe:·ils this secrecy, as it affords 
further opportunities fat· manipuh.tion of marks and removes incidentally the last 
check for detection of manipulation. The Additional Controller told us that this 
practice was introduced without the sa,nPtion of the Syndicate and only with the 
verbal permission of the then Vice-Chancellor. It is a pernicious practice and 
there is a danger of its being extended to other examinations as well. 

.11. E.wminctlions for the Post-G m,dnate De'}rees of the Crtlcntta University. 

The Board of Examiners in l'l1Ch subject for the l\lA. and J.\LSc. degree 
examinations consists of (a) Internal Examiners, and (b) External Examiners. 
The rules rega.rding paper-setting for the 1\I.A., and lVI.Sc. Examinations are 
as follows :-

Each paper will he set jointly by <tn external examiner and also by one or 
two internal examiners, as the case m<ty be, who have actually t<mg~t the subject. 
The l'xternal cxamim·r will Sl't the complete paper and send it directly· to the 
Controller of Examinations. The internal examiners will also set the papers as 
a whole jointly and send it directly to the Controller of Examinations. The 
Controller of Examinations will send both t.he papers to the Moderators appointed 
for the purpose of compiling the paper. The Moderators will see that at least 
!iO per cent. of the questions set by the external examiner are retained in the 
paper. In the altcmativc, if the paper is cEvided into to halves one half may be 
set by internal examiners and the other lmlf will be set independently by the 
external e-xaminer only. 

It is clesimlrle that the rule followed in other Univeri!ities in India should be 
introduced also in Calcutta, and the paper::; set. entirely by externa.l pa.per-sotters, 
to whom syllabuses or courses of sttirlies should be send for guidance, the papers 
being finally ·revised by t.he Chairman of the Board as usual, in consultation with 
the mom hers. 

Similarly, in the case of examination, according to the existing rules, each 
· papt>r is supposed t.o be examined jointly by one internal examiner and one 

external examiner. The scripts are fir~t sent to one of the examiners, who 
returns them aftot· examination, forwarding the marks at the same time, in a 
separate cover. The marks are then sent to the tabulators and the scripts to the 



other examiner for his marking. Th,, tab11lators are req11ired to accept the rr.oan 
of the two sets of marks in each case. If the markR awarded by two examiners 
for the same paper or t.lw same half-paper differ by 15 per cent. or more, the script 
is refcrr~d for revaluation to the Chairman of the Board of "Examiners, or to a 
third examiner selected by the Chairman. 

Tl:e two examinu.tioDs, one by the internal and the ot.her hy t!10 external 
cxammer, should be ddne entirely indepei!dcntly. This rode is, however, not 
observed strictly. In order to ensuw that the examinat.ion by the two examiners 
is done independently. it is necessary that the marks awarded by one should not 
be seen by the othc1·. No marks shoal1l, therefore, itppear on the scripts which 
arc sent by one examiner to the otlw1·, the marks being forwarded sep<trately in 
a sealed cover to the Controller. 

Under the existing mles candidn.tcs for the 1\I.A. and l\LSc. ExamiiNtions 
of the Calcutta University, who are gmdtmt<:s with Honours in thcoir subjects 
are permitted to offer a thesis in lieu of t·wo theoretical papers in the case of Arts 
subjects, or one theoretical p:tpcr and one practical paper in the case of Science 
subjects, the remaining portions of the examinations beit1g taken by the 
candidates a_long with the others. One or more external examiners are usually 
appointed to examine the the~is along with the internal cxa.mincr, has a.ctually 
snpervi:>ed the work of t.he candirl:ttr:. This prn,cLic~ has boca founrl to introduce 
many difficnltics anrl complications. There is oflcn a. wide divergPnce of opinion 
between the internal examinPr, who has superdsed the \l·ork of the candidate, and 
the external examiner, both on the merit of the the.~is and of tho viva. voce 
examination of the candidate. TlJil:l is a potent source of cmhan·,tssnwnt, if not of 
unpleasantness, a.nd the external t·xaminN' often !ind-; it diliicult to judge the nwrit 
of the candidate impartially. Sometimes, t,he marks awarded by the ext.em:tl 
examiner and the inLcrna.l ex:tminer ditTer so widely that the taking of the mean of 
the ma.rks awarded by the t·.,-o becomes meaningless. It would bP a distinct 
improvement on the pl"CS(~Ut system to abolish t.hi.-; method of having part of the 
examinntion for the M.A. and 1\!.Sc. degree,.; by thc:.;iq, which has caused genontl 
dissatisf;tction, and a wa.rd t these degrees solely by examination. · 

With rega.rd to the examination of theses submitted for such RPsearch prizes 
as Premchand Hoychand Studcntship, etc., since the 1wizes arc competed for by 
candidates in different suLjects, tile prcsPnt practice of the award being made by 
the Syndicate on tho basis of n·ports from the examiners is not sat.isfaetory. A 
Board of experts in the different subje('ts other tlwn tlw~o who mav have been 
actually supervising the rcsea.rches of Ow candidntf's t.h<·mf'elVC'R, s}Hluld be 
a.ppoint~d for the purpose of mn,king the final selet:tion. 

12. J.1fedal.s a.nd Prizf'8 mcarded by tln Univer8ity. 

A medal section is attached to tlw Controller's Department.. \York in connec­
tion with the award, manufacture and di'.lribution of mcdr.l;-; is in a batl st<tlo of 
arrears. The explanation given to the Committee _is firstly, th~t the ol~_stai'f of 
two part-time assistants cannot cope with the work mvolvc~ wluch has u~cr7asecl 
greatly during some years past, and secondly tl~at the scrutmy of the preln_rmmry 
list of eligible candidates by responsible persons 1s neglc<.:ted or done only fitfully, 
which is the chief cause of delay in the final award of the Synclicn~e. Thr~ tremen­
dous increase in the price of gold at1d Hi!ver and the marked fall in the rate of 
interest on Government securities have presented another serious problem before 
the UnivNsity Authorities, who have not aiJlc to come to a clecisi(;n yet., as to \Vha.t 
the size, value, etc., of medals in the present circumstances, should be. Medals in 
respect of exa.minations in HH7 onwards have not been prep<tred yet. 

Four h uwlred and ninct.v-fom uwda.ls of the years If)] 0 to I !l45 are still pending 
distriLution and are in stock with the as:::isiaut.-in-eharge. The ~tock is seldom 
verified by a responsible officer of the Unin·rHiiy. Indeed the stock t~\:cotmts 
register revealed the strange fact tltat from the year 1931 to date, the stock had 



been >erified "only once, viz., in 1948, by a sprcial officer with the help of the 
Additional Controller. Tho reason for the r.ccumulat ion of this large stock of 
medals was sn.id to be non-receipt of a.pplicn.tion by the recipients, although 
intimations h:td been sent duly to the heads <Jf the institutions concerne•l. A 
further account:of this section is given under Annexure III, pages 39-40 and our 
suggestions for improvement of work of thi:o section are given under " Recom­
mendations. " 

13. Controller's office and its staff. 

The Controller's offi.ee which is the nm·vo contr~ of every examination held by the 
University at all st:tges from the ::letting of question papers to publication of results 
seems to be diseased and tho mal<tdy has penneaterl the entire examinat.ion 
Hystcm. There is practically no discipline. and no serious a.ttempts :tre made to 
observe secrecy. The absence of the Controller fl'om the main office is undoubtedly 
responsible to a largo extent for tho pres(•nt state of afhiril in hi'> office. Tho 
Adclitiond Contr<>llcr who is supposed to be in olmrge of the office and to look 
after its work and to maintn.in discipline a.mongst the staff, docs not appear to 
possess the noccs~ary fitness to perform .~uch duties and the Assistant Controller is 
n useless official on all accounts. The "supmintcndent who was a re-employed 
retired assistant of this office, appeared to be <t elever officer but from the evidence 
before us it is clear that neither the Additional nor the Assi::;t<tnt Controller was 
able to keep him nndcr their· control. The Superintendent was on terms of easy 
familin.rity with the present Hcaistrar of the University as well as with the 
Additional Controller. It car.not be <:enied that all this, coupled with his ability 
and knowledge of the office, had given the Super·intendcnt a dominating position 
which outsiders, including examiners and their friends and influential persons in 
the University, were not slow to exploit. The Superintendent deposed in his 
evidence-" when any memlmr of the Syndicate or· any higher officer wants it, I 
produce the roll before him, or if he wants, I take down marks and give them to 
him '' ... " ·when the result!:> are almo;;t ready people connected with tho 
University scncl slips to me to know the results of C<tndid<ttes in whom they are 
interested. I then send slips to the t;tbulators concerned to get results from them. 
This is generally done after the re-examinations arc complete, or about a week or 
ten days before the announcement of the results. By ' people conut>ctcd with the 
University ', I mean members of the Senate, mem hers of the Syndicate, Principals 
and Professors of Colleges, Lecturers of the University unci Assistants of the 
University". He admitted la.ter that "thi1ws have grown slack day by day 
during the past many years. It has now co1;;e to such a stage that things which 
were considered out of the ordinary arc now done in the normal course of events ; 
for example, when a request comes from a superior officer, I cannot very well 
disregard it, although it goes against my conscience. '' 

The result is that interested parties, either examinees or their guardians, 
would have no difficulty in knowing the name;; of examiners, head examiners and 
tn.bulators concerned and also the In<trks obtained by the candida,tcs in good time, 
so that influence might be brought to bear upon them with a view to manipulating 
marl{s as required or desired b)7 them. 

\Ve consider it ne.cessary to refer in this connecticn to a junior assistant in the 
Controller's Department, who becamo the right hand man of the Superintendent. 
This man started life as a peon, and was promoted to the post of literate duftry, 
now styled junior assistant. The assi;:;tants and menials of the Answer Paper 
Section havtJ deposed that this particular por·son often went. dom1 to the Answer 
Paper Section with or without authori~ing slips, searched for answer scripts and 
took them away without. even informing the <1~sistant-in-charge who stated that he 
had often eoniplained about this practice to the Additional Controller. It is also in 
evidence that mark slips were often found on the tables of this assistant and of the 
Superintendent eveJi. when tho room where both of them Hat was crowded by 
outsiders. He was also seen dictating marks from mark slips to outsiders. 
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We have found that the atmosphere of indiscipline and general· laxity in the 
Controller's Department is largely due to the fact that the Controller of Examina­
tions, who is in charge of the department, works in his confidential section in the 
Presg huilding and has failed to· exercise proper supervision over the department. 
He doe:> not even know what is happening in the department in the main buildin<r 
and he is seldom consulted oven in vital mattet·.-3. The Additional Coutrolle~ 
appears often to ignore his superior, and it is he who is virtually in charge of the 
office. We are satisfied that he, not being a strong officer, is nnal'le to control his 
staff and has to look to the Registrar on the one h<tnd and his own subordinate, 
the Superintendent, on the other, for guidtmce in all matters. The Registrar him­
self knows little about the Controller's Depn.rtment. The Superintendent who 
knew well the work of the department, had naturally atta.ined an important 
position in the administration of the department. This he had fully exploited, 
both by vil'tue of his efficiency a,nd by his agreeable temperament and manners, 
which made him a persona grata. with all people connected with the University. 
To take the most charitable view, it was his anxiety to please everybody which 
started him on a course that opened the door wide for all kinds of abuses and 
malpractices in the department. The Registrar and the Additional Controller 
were not only incapable of controlling the Superintendent but in many case-', they 
co-operated with him in his unwholesonie activities. The Superintendent found 
an able lieutenant in his junior assistant and there i,; enough eviuenco on record to 
prove that both hall been guilty of disclosures of informaLion and other acts 
which facilitated abuses and malpractiecs of v<.I'ious kinds. 

Notwithstanding the defects mentioned in our report, we do appreciate the 
work of the majority of the employees in the Controller's Department. To make 
arrangements for the examinations, starting with the collection of fees and ending 
with the publication of results, of over 1,00,000 examinees every year from all 
parts of Bengal, is a gigantic ta:-;k which could not have been accomplished 
without tJ1e wholehearted co-operation of the employees of the dcpartn1ent. 

Allegation of Abuses and Jlf alpractt:ces in Examinations and complaints again.~t the 
U niversily Authorities and Teacher:; and Exam·iners. 

We have in the course of our investigations come across several instances 
where examiners and hAad ex:1mincl's have awarded higher marks to candida.tes 
than they deserve fVen on a libeml nHtl'king. There are definite rules (Chapter 
XXV of the University H,egubtion!:l, 19-!ii) regarding the procedure to be 
followed by examiners in awarding marks to the candithttes. Further, detailed 
instructions are laid down at the me:..ting of the head examiners, moderators and 
examiners, which are circulated to every examiner before the examinations. Yet 
we have it in evidence that in manv cases these rules are not observed and 
examiners are often incluC'ed either by ·persuasion, undue influence or sometimes 
even by coercion to award more marks to candidates than they deserve. In 
specific cases of complaints where answer scripts were available, they were 
examined by us, and in many of these cases, we found the marks increased, o~ten 
without valid grounds _either by the examiner himself or by the hca~l ?xamuwr 
or sometimes, in specially favourell cases, by !Joth. Under the cxtstmg n1:les, 
each head examiner is rer1uired to re-examine 5 per cent. of the answor scnpts 
received from the examiners taken at mndom, with a view to satisfy himself that 
the method or the standard of valuation as .laid clown haf:l been followed by the 
examiners. The head examiners can raise marks up to anything below 10 per 
cent. in each paper, but if there is a greater divergence than this, he has to dra·w 
the attention of tlie Syndicate to such cases. This saluta,ry rule, however, 
appears to have been systemtically violated. As a matter of fact we havo been 
informed by several head examiners that only tho " border-line cases ", i.e., those 
getting 5 or 6 marks below the pass mark arc taken up for re-examination; even 
then, all border-line cases are not taken up, as the head 0xaminer cannot go, a1:1d, 
as one head examiner remarked to us ';are not paid to go" through all border-hue 
cases. They also re-examine cases where specially high or distinction marks are 
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given, in order to ascertain ·whether the examiners have conformed in these cases 
to the standard laid down for giving marks. \Ve do not find any rules authorising 
this procedure which, in our opinion, had led to abuses. 

There is a system of head examinf'rs selecting a number of persons from 
amongst the experienced examiners under him as 'scrutineers' whose duty, 
inter alia, is to put up answer scripts to the head examiners for re.examination. 
Besid0s, head examiners of their own accord also select papers at random. "There 
is sufficieilt evidence to show that the scrutinC'ers are sometimes influenced by 
outsiders (friends and relatives of the examinees) to press to the notice of the 
head examiners cases of particular candidates in whom they are interested. 
Picking out a number of cn,ses with a particular head examiner, of candidates 
failing, say, by G marks, we found·that some had been re-examiiied, and made to 
pass by adding the needed number of marks or eYen more, while others had been 
left untouched. There is no uniformity of pmct.ice, resulting in grave injustice 
being clone, sometimes to deserving cases, while others, who might be less 
deserving, are made to pass. \Ve confronted in tl)is connection a number of 
examiners and head examiners with answer scripts o( candidates whom they had 
first giv011 certain marks which were later increased by them. Their evidence 
showed the deplora,bly low levels to whiuh, in some cases, their standards of moral 
conduct had fallen. On examination a teacher in a loca.l inst.itution, when asked 
to explain why he increased the marks of a. particubr candi.da.te, stated bluntly. 
''Perhaps his father or somelmlly ca,me to m(l and plca.dcd and pleaded saying 
that unless I ga.ve him a. few mark,;, he woullf fail a.nd would not be able to go up 
for higher ed.uc;ttion: he ><a.id he wa.s a. very poor mmf and would be ruined-he 
pleaded like that and I did this." Another hr:ad exn,miner, on his attention 
bei11g dm,wn to the pa.pcr of a particular candidate whose original mark, 19, was 
ra.ised by t.he exa.miner himself, to :l5 and again incrca.scd from 25 to 30 by the 
head examiner, stated-" \Ve a.rc acnerally liberal in examining these papers: 
:Marks are not given strictly on "'merits, but simply to pass the eanrlidates ." 
These sentiments were echoed by another hca.d examiner in Bengali who said­
" It is true that we have to look more to the percentage of passes than to t.he 
qua.lity of the answers given to the questions." An examiner in Bengali had 286 
papers to examine. Out of this, we found 211 ha.d originally passed, so that the 
percentage of pass was very nearly 7 4. In this connection the head examiner 
concerned stated " Our desire was to raise the pass to at loa.st 80 per cent. and 
therefore, in· a few cases, mark::; hacl to be increased:" The same person had said 
tlmt it wa.s the practice tha.t the heacl exam ilwrs should examine most of the 
border-line cases :-

Q. Wl~y not all the border-line cases ? 
A. There is no time. 
Q. Then, yon agree that great injustice is done to those cxaminc~s who 

though on the hordcr-line, yet do not g0t t.heir papers exammed for 
wa.nt of time. 

A. Yes .......... It is quite possible and very likely it is so, that scrutinecrs 
may be influencNl to take out pa.pers of some examinees in whom they 
arc interested and ollcr thinn for rc.cxa.mination by the head examiner. 
Sometimes a brother examiner ma.y invite the attention of tho head 
examiner to a particular paper.'' 

The Principal of a lar(/e institution in Calcutta who has been a head examiner 
for many years deposed ;s follows :- . 

'' I am in-charge of one of the biggest colleges in Calcutta, a.nd I feel that 
both students a.ncl cxa.miners here in this University have not got that 
finer sense of sanctity of the cxaminntions, and examination results 
are ~ever kept conficlcntia.l : enquiries nrc freely made of head 
exammers and examiners n:aking thPir life impossible in the (;ourse of 
examinations and interfering materially with the proper adjudication 
of answer papers, and considerable influence and force are brought to 
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bear upon examiners to increase marks in ordet to change failures into 
passes. The committee will be helping the University gr_eatly if penal 
measures are recomniended for putting down moral delmquencws of 
examiners and examinees. The system of conducting examinations in 
this University is the root of our troubles. Duress, undue influence, 
either openly or covertly, have been exercised on all of us, examiners 
and head examiners. Some yield and some do not. 'When tho 
examination season again approaches, we actually arc in dread ..... " 

A professor of another college when asked to give his opinion about the 
present standard of examination and examinees, said "with regard to the 
standard of examinees, it is at present very poor and this has a repercussion on 
the standard of examination too, as the exmninen; and head examiners have to 
stretch the standard to a great extent in order to incre;tse the percentage of 
passes. The illoral values both of the examiner~; and exa,minces have considerably 
deterior;.~ ted.'' 

A teacher in Commercial Geography in a College in Calcutta who was also a.n 
examiner in the rmbjcet in Hindi ,;cript disclosed several interesting facti> rcgn.rding 
tcaPher.'i a.nd examiner;; in Hindi in hi;.; cvi•lence before the committee. l\Iany of 
them, according to his experience, had never hecn ta 11 cnllcge, having taken their 
clegreei'i as private students or ohtn.inecl b:'gus degrees which "·ere not recognised 
by a Univc'r~ity. They know nothing of the tmdition or cliscipline of academic 
life and were neither competent nor.qua.Iificd to tt>ach Hindi in a college. Several 
of them were not intere"t;d in t>duc;ttion at dl and had come to Calcutta only to 
earn money in other buHine;;s. As n. consequence, abuses and malpractiees in 
cxa.minn.tion in Hindi were VPry common. Ma.king allowances for possible 
exaggerations in this evidence, we arc inclined to think that there i« a substratum 
of truth in these allegations. 

We have examined all the ca,.;cs of compbints received from the public. For 
reasons stated a.t the bl'ginning of the report our enquiril's have been ccncernecl 
largely with the Matriculation Examin<ttion aml that, too, of HJ4!) only, as the 
answer script:" of candidates for other cx;~mina.tions and other years are, with a 
very few exceptions, not available. 

We have also examined comphtint,.; regarcling the methods of appointment of 
examiners, the raising of marks' hy examiner,; and head examiner:; of particular 
cn.ndirlates, manipulation of mnrks with the object of ,.;ccuring the awards of 
special di::;tinctions and prizes fur ea.ndidates rebtcd to persons in authority in tho 
University, and also complaints against a number of teachers in the University. 
We have also interviewed the persons complained age.inst wherever pos.~ible. 

The allegations fall mainly intc1 three groups:......firstly those in which the allegations 
have been substantiated, :-;ecunclly those in which positive conelnsions could not 
be arrived at, and thirdly those whieh appeared to us to be without foundation. 

Case'! in the first gronp in which marks had been unjustifiably manipulated, 
though not large, show that the virus is there. 

Influence has ta,ken variouR shapes- kinship, friendship and we strongly 
suspect, graft. It is difficult to prove receipt or payment of money and we did 
not pursue the matter. Although for reasons stated at the beginning of this report 
it is difficult to mewmre the range of the corntption, we arc morally convinced 
that it is widespread. 

Apart from the low ethieal standard of erring examiners and head examiners, 
the laxity in the observance of secrecy hy the l igher officers in the Controller's 
Department is largely res.pom;jhle for the vile pmcticc of manipulation of marks. 
There is 1t11 express rule in the University Rules for ExaminationH :-

" 26. Examiners and head examiners shall trPat the marks assigned to the 
candidate;; as strictly ccnjidential and shall co-operate with the 
University in sPcuring the secrecy. of examination results. · Any 
disclosures of the results will be seriously regarded." 



13 

Again-

28. The functions of the head examiners are-
" (a) to draw the attention of the examiners at the first meeting to the 

provision in the Rerrulations for maintenance of secrecy of rP.sults 
and explain to the~ the absolute necessity of adhering to it." 

"\Ve have no doubt that there is a section of examiners and head examiners, 
the number of which is not inconsiderablo who not only make no serious efforts 
to observe these rules, but who succumb either to direct or indirect pressure from-­
persons in authority or to the persuasion of friends and relatives or even to 
graft, for altering the marlts of candidates. The most important correctives for 
this canker in the present University examination system are in our opinion a 
general improyement of moral standards of the intelligentsia, and the growth of 
a strong and healthy public opinion, which can exercise its influence only if the 
University, realising the baneful effects of all such misdeeds ultimately on the 
nation, ruthlessly puts down all cases of delinquencies. 

General Observations. 
. Although it may not l1e strictly within the terms of our reference, we believe 
It would be useful to offer a few general observations regarding the University. 

The University of Calcutta is perhaps the biggest examining body in India.. 
It_ IH;>lds no less than 62 different kinds of examinations in the year for candidates 
Withm its jurisdiction which numbered approximately 106,000 in 1947, the 
fignres ha:ving gone down Jast year (1949) to approximately 78,000. Of these, 
the MatriCulation and the Intermediate Examinations accounted for nearly 
61,000 and 20,000 in February-March 1947, and 7,600 and 4,000, respectively, 
for the Supplementary Matriculation and Intermediate Examinations in August­
September, 1947. Thtis about 70 per cent. of the total number of examinees 
appear at the Matriculation Examinations. The University has been an unwieldy 
col~ectio_n of affiliated schools and colleges, too large for effici?nt _work!ng. No 
Umverstty can properly control conditions of study and exammat10ns m such a. 
large assemblage of schools and colleges. An effective remedy which commends 
itself on its nwrits appears to be for an entirely separate org!J.nisation being set 
up by the University for the conduct of its admission ex~mination. 

As indicated by the Radhakrishnan Commission, the administration of the 
C~l?utta University is not satisfactory and under the existing conditions it is 
difficult to effect any improvement. Its constitution is still governed by the old 
Indian Universities Act of 190-! under which SO per cent. of the members of the 
Senate are nominated by 1he Chancellor, while the remaining 20 per cent. are 
elected by the Faculties and the Registered Graduates. It is the Senate, which 
after it ha.s been constituted, proceeds to form the different Faculties o~t of the 
own members. An obvious criticism is that academic interests are likely to 
suffer under this system, nomination being often based on considerations other 
than academic. Further this system of nominations has for obvious reasons 
led to the concentration of power and patronage in the hanps of a fe~. with most 
unfortunate consequences. Measures for the reform of the University including 
reconstit~1tion of the different University bodies were suggested by the West 
Bengal University Teachers' Association who, realising that the amendment 
of the I~dian Universities Act might not be readily acceded to, advocated certain 
c_ha_nge~ m the Regulations which could be made for the purpose within the 
hmttatwns of the Act. They submitted their memorandum, dated the 27th 
Fe~ruary 1947, to the Reconstruction and Development Committee set up by the 
Umvers1ty but we are not aware if any action has been taken on this . 

. While the constitutions of the Universities in other provim·es were changed 
With the transfer of the Education portfolio to popular :Ministers under this 
Montagu~-Ch_elmsford Rdorms, nothing was done in Bengal with the result that 
the consttt1~t10n of the Calcutta University t.oday is without a parallel in India. 
The volummous report of the Calcutta University Commission, lmown popularly 
a.e the Sadler Commission, dealing with pr&9tically every aspect of Second&ry 
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~nd U~iversity Education, was published in 1919, and although other Universities 
m l~ldlllo have profited by many of its recommendations, no steps have been taken 
durmg the la~t thir~y years by tl~e .Calcutta, University itself, to implement the 
recommendatiOns of Its O\~n co.mmts.swn. As a result, both the organisation and 
management of colleg.e~ m this Umversity have suffered greatly. The University 
ha_s no means of exerc1smg control over the appointments of teachers either in 
pnva.te or Government Colleges affiliated to it or of improYing the standards of 
efficiency and discipline in them. ' 

The University and most other educational institutions in Calcutta are 
lo~a.ted in_ co~g~st.ed areas where disorders and distractions are rampant. The 
sptn~ of mdtsCiph~e ~as bec_ome almost. a fixed habit among studen,ts, and the 
hornble overcrowdmg 111 the ctt.y due to war conditions and the recent influx 
after part!tion of refugees fr~m ~ast Bengal have greatly \Vorsened the conditions 
of. educat~on ~f boys and gtrls m the city. In this connection the comments 
of the U!llverstty Education Commission, in its report published last year on 
the subJect of growth of numbers in the Calcutta University, are significant: 
" In 194 7 there were 241,794 students in the 20 Universities in India taken 
together, and of these nearly 20 per cent. was the enrolment of the Calcutta 
University alone. The partition of the province did not lead to anv substantial 
decrease in the number of students, as in hl4S, the University still had 41,000 
students and today it has 74 affiliated colleges of which 36 are in the city of 
Calcutta. Five oi the Calcutta Colleges-Vidyasagar College, Surendranath 
College, Asutosh College, City College and Bangabasi College-have ·between 
them an enrolment of 30,492 students." 

The advent of the last world war and its aftermath brought about a steady 
deterioration in the efficiency and morale of the people, including the educated 
middle classes, and the most important problem facing the country today is 
that of finding men of integrity and character with a high senile of responsibility 
and duty, ~ithout whom it is idle to expect ·even the most efficient system that 
the ingenuity of man can devi'le, to work successfully. This, in our view, is the 
crux of the problem and deserves the earnest consideration of our educated 
countrymen. 

The Committee has been concerned mainly with the system of examinations 
in this University that has been in vogue for the past many years. The number 
of examinees has been steadily increa,.ing through the years until today with 
the refugee students pouring in from Eastern Pakistan, schools and colleges are 
overflooded, and admissions are being made into schools and colleges without 
proper arrangements being made for their accommodation and teaching. Classes 
in schools and colleges have become so unwieldy that it is impossible to impart 
any knowledge to the boys, much less to inculcate a eense of ~oral standards 
and discipline. The inevitable consequence is that the boys and g1rls learn little 
in their classes and we are confirmed in our opinion hy the very low standard of 
education exhibited by the majority of the candidates in their answer papers in 
all examinations beginning from Matriculation to the highest degree examination. 
As if to pay a premium to the ignorance of the examinees, we. find examiners 
and head examiners of the University entering into a sor~ of tac~t und.erstanding 
amongst themselves to lower considerably the standard of efficwncy that 
it should be reasonable to except from examinees. A few oxaminera and head 
exa.miners, whom we had occasion to examine, frankly confessed that tl,eir aim 
was to pass as many examineea as possible. Unless such unworthy .methods and 
principles of examination are given up immediately, the prospect of l~J?ro.vement 
of education in the province is diEtmal indeed ! It is the lack ot diSClplme and 
of moral training of the students, for the reasons stated before, which have led 
them to resort frequently to untai_r and foul means, and sometimes even to 
coercion of examiners and tabulators to enable themselves to pass in their 
examinations. 

We are of opinion that no time s?ould be lost by the Univp;sity. of C<tlcu tta. in 
Oonsidering the suggestions mttde m the report of the Umverstty Educatwn 
Comm· · · .... 1BS1on. 
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Recommendations. 

f 1. No application from candidates for examir.ations should be entertained 
a tc~ th~ date fixed for the purpose has expired so that the scrutiny of the 
apphc~twns and the issue of" Admit " cards from the Controller's office might be 
~Aade I~ ~ood time before the examinations. The practice of issuing provisional 

dm1t cards should cease. 

. 2. Question papers should be received and handled only by the Controller ~:Qd 
his staff of confidential assistants, who would be solely responsible for their 
secrecy, and no one else should have acces.~ to the papers. Question papers should 
on no account be accepted unless they were in the stai1dard double sealed covers. 
As regar~s moderation, this should be done jointly with the paper-setters in strict 
secrecy m. a securely guarded room in the Controller's office. The reading of 
proofs winch the Controller cannot do himself should also be done under his 
supervision in strict secrec)'. ' 

3 . . In m~ny Universities in India today, instead of appointing moderators, 
there IS appo1!1ted for every Board of paper-setters, a Chairman, whose duty is to 
collect t~e papers from the individual members, sc·rutinise them and add to or 
niter the questions as may be found necessary, in consultation with the individual 
pape:-setters themselves. Further, many Universities insist on holding a final 
meetmg of the Board of paper-setters, which it is compulsory for every member to 
attend, fol" passing the papers before submitting them to the University-Registrar 
or Controller, as the case may be. This method is in our opinion superior to the 
system :nling in the Calcutta· University of appointing moderators. We suggest 
that this system of moderation be replaced by that of appointing Chairman of 
Boards of paper-setters who would be empowered to moderate the papers. 

4. It is essential that the "distribution list " containing the names and 
addresses of examiners, head examiners and tabulators, and showing the r.entre or 
centres of examination allotted to each examiner should be prepared by the 
Controller subject to the direction of the Vice-Chancellor and should be kept 
strictly eonfiuential by all concerned. We have no doubt that it is leakage of 
ii_Iformation in regard to this list that has led in the past to leakage or manipula­
tiOn of marks and all kinds of corrupt practices. No one else, not even the 
Additional Controller, should have the right to call for this list, much less to make 
any ?hange therein. It is suggested in this connection th3:t Spec_ial Confide?~ial 
Sect-Ion should be organised which should work under the Immediate supervisiOn 
of the Controller. 

5. Mark rolls from head examiners to tabulators are always sent at present 
through the Controller. Tho reason for this practice is not obvious. Mark rolls 
should be sent directly by the head examiner to the tabulators. This will 
seal up an important source of malpractices, viz., tlw Contr~ller'~ office. As a 
further prec,•ution, the head examiner should make alteratiOns m the marks 
awarded, only in consultation with the examiner and tlw alterations should be 
jointly initialled by both. Where this is not possible, the head examiner should 
communicate to each examiner the alterations made by him. The examiner, if 
he finds that the marks of a particular candid~~;te have been unjustifiably alte:ed·, 
s!10uld take t~w matter up wit.h tl:e head exammer or the Con!ro_ller of Exan~I-?8-
twns. In tlus connection it should be made cleai t-hat the existmg rule reqmrmg 
the attention of the Syndicate to be drawn to cases of alteratior.s of marks by 
lO per cent. or more applies not merely to re-examinat.ion in one subject failure 
cases but also to all alterations made by the head exammer at any stage. 

6. The individual examiners should not be required to return their ori(Tinal 
mark slips to the Cc ntroller but should retain them in t-heir custcdy till• they are 
c~lled for by the Controller under the orde_r~ of tlw Syndi~ate, after the publica­
tion_ of the results. The Univf>rsity authonhes slwuld consider the advisability of 
retammg a permanent record of these marks. · 
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7. The paper-setters, ex:>,miners, head examiners, moderators and tabulators 
should be selected with partieuln.r care. At present selections are made by the 
Syndicate generally on the recommendation cf the Boards of Studies. It docs not 
appear, however, that either the Boards cf Studies or the Syndicate have been 
particularly careful in scrutinising the mC'rits and claims of the candidatPs for 
selection. Influences are often at work in favour of particular canrlidates and the 
same set of persons have been selected year after .yep,r without any change. 
Persons have sometimes been appointed examiners who have had no connection 
with educational institutions. Contractors,· homreopat.hic practitioners, men 
employed in offices g,nd similar people not eng2.ged in academic activities, have 
been appointed examiners and have been continuing as such for years. This is 
not a desirable practice. 

8. We are of opinion that there should be a rule debarring a. person having a. 
near relative appearing as a car..didate at a University examination from accepting 
an appointment as examiner or paper-setter in that examination. The following 
rules should be adopted and enfor<:cd :-

(1) Every paper-setter and examiner must sign in his letter of acceptance of 
the office, a pri11tecl declaration that he has no near relative among the 
candidates. Further he should state if he had undertaken llhe private 
tuition of any can<lirhte ot· camlid·..,tes for the examination in question, 
and disclose their names. 

(2) If any examiner or tabulator is approachcrl on bPhalf of any candidate, 
he must report the c-ase in writing to the Controller of Examinations. 

9. The practice of lett.ing pxaminers, head examiners, etc., holding their 
appoirtments for long periods Pxceeding evC'n 20 years in somP cases, is not 
desirable. These appointments should ordinarily be not extrnclcd beyond three 
consecutive years, so that about a third of the number of Pxaminers in a particular 
subject go out every year, and their pl11ces taken by fresh men, without any 
violent or abrupt ch11nge in the standards of examination. 

10. W"e recommend that a.ll conficlrntial work in the Controller's Department 
should be concentrated in a place, where effective supervision would he possible 
and-secrecy ensurecl. 

11~ Under the existing arrangements, the Hegistrar is supposed to c·xercise 
supervision over the work of the Controller and his office. This suprrvision is, 
however, purely, nominal and might as well be dispensed with. The Controller's 
post is a very important one and there is no reason why, as before, the holder of 
this post should not be entrusted with the fullest responsibility regarding the 
management and supervision of his own department. In any case, the fact 
remains that in actual practice, the Registrar has not exercised any real_ s~tpervision 
over the Controller"s office and he could not possibly do so in addition to his 
numerous other duties. The sooner, therefore. tJ1is myth of tbe Registrar's 
supervision over the Controller's of,lice is do11e away with, the better. 

12. In view_ of t'~e widespread prevalence of malpractices n:n~ corruption 
a.mong the exammers, It may be desirable to introduce a system similar to that 
adopted by the Civil Service Commissioners in U.K. by which the identity of the 
candidates could be suitably masked before the answer scripts were sent to the 
examiners. One method would be to remove the top cover of the answer book or 
a portion thereof containing the roll and registered numbers of the candidates, and 
put a figure on the top cover so removed as also on the answer paper itself for 
~he future identification of the candidate, the covers removed being kept in a safe 
111 the custody of the Controller. It is suggested that the practicability of working 
some system on these lines may be examined by the University. 

13. Instead of sending loose blank formo;; for entering marks as is the. present 
practice, we recommend that bound books of markslips with roachine-nu~nbere?­
pages on each foil should be supplied ~o the examiners, who mt1st subm1t their 
mark!! only in these forms and return the bound books <:Ontaining v.nused forms to 
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the Contro\ler. 'I'he latter should keep an account of the books issued to each. 
examine~. This should prevent the fabrication of mark slips. 

14. It is desirable that the Board of paper-setters for the M.A. and M.Sc. 
Examination should be appointed from outside the University. 

15. At the M.A. and l\LSc. Examinations the answer books should be exam,ined 
by the two diffel'ent examiners independently of each other ana without knowledge 
of their respPctive marl,ings. No mark should therefore be entered in the answer 
script or on its cover, but each examiiwr should enter his own marks for eac.h 
question and the total on a ruled and tabnla.l' sheet supplit·d to him, and seDd It 
muler seaiC'd cover to the University. 

'Vhen the marking of a paper by thC' two examiners shows a difference o.f 10 per 
cent. or IC'ss, the average of H.c two shonlrl be aCCl'ph'd. ':Vhcn the difference 
C'XC~e<ls I 0 pl'r ecnt. the paper should bfl sent t.o a third examin<•r preferably_ 
outside the Unh-ersity whose decision must be accepted as final. 

16. The system of permitting some of the c<mdidates for the l\LA. and :\l.Sc. 
Exn.minations to offer t-heses in lieu of pa.rt. of the examination should be 
discontin ned. 

17. A Board of experts other than the teachers under whom the candidates . 
have worked in the different subjeC'ts for competition for the awards of scholarships 
.and prizes like the Premchand Roychand Scholarship, Griffith :Memorial Prizes, 
etc., should be n.ppointed for making the final selection for the award. 

18. After each ex,Lmination, the University should prapn.re a list of examiners 
aga.inst whom there has been a report, or who have neglected to observe the 
prescribed rules of examination, and place the list before the Boards of Studies in 
the relevant subjects and the Syndicate, for necessary action. 

19. There should be a cln.use in the letters of appointment of all external 
examiners inviting their opinion on the standard attained by the candidates in 
their papers, and after the results hlLve been n.unounced, the remarks of the external 
examiners should be printed in a brochure and circulated to the teachers concerned 
and to the examiners of the succeeding year. 

20. A whole-time and responsible officer should be appointed for dealing 
with the work in the Medals and Prizes Section. This work has nearly doubled in 
the course of the last twenty years as would be evident from the following 
figures:-

Year. Number Number of medals, prizes 
of examinees. and scholarships. 

I9:n 35,000 373 

1949 78,000 514 

21. The scrutiny of preliminary lists of eligible candidates for medals and 
prizes should be completed as speedily as possible and in good time before the 
Annual Convocation. Heads of Institutions should be intimated as soon as the 
Syndicate's awards are known, and, at the same time, a list of the awards should 
be published and hung up on the University Notice Board. 

22. A full enquiry should be made into the reasons for the n9n-distribution 
of the large number of medals, numbering nearly 500, during the years 1919 to 
1946, and the person or personR responsible for this should be suitably dealt with. 
Definite rules for rC'gulating the award and distribution of University medals and 
prizes in future should be framed and strictly enforced. 

23. . Examiners, head examiners, teachers in schools and colleges and in the 
University ~eferred to in the annexures, against whom evidence has been obtained 
of malpr~chces or abuse of their positions of trust and responsibility should not, in 
our opimon, be retained in the service of the University or be given any appoint­
ments in future. 
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24~ In view of our findings we now record our recommendations "regarding 
the individual officers of the Controller's Department:-

(i) The Controller has not realit:ied the responsibilities of his position· as the 
Head of the Department and failed to excercise proper supervision. 
He should be warned. 

(ii) The Additional Controller has proved himself unworthy of his position of 
trust and responsibility and should not continue in his present office. 

(iii) The Assistant Controller is inefficient and should be retired.· 

(iv) The junior assistant, Kartick Chandra Ghosh, is thoroughly untrustworthy 
and should be removed from the office. 

25. As regards the Superintmdcnt c-f the Contrdler's fffice, Mr. R. C. Sen, 
his conduct deserves severe ccndemnation, but in view of the faet that his services 
have terminated, we do not consider it necessary to recommend any disciplinary 
action against him. · 

26. As regards the Registrar, Mr. S. C. Ghosh, we propose to defer our 
recommendations until our Report on "Audit and Accounts" is complete. 

I have been authorised by my Colleagues to sign this report for and on their 
behalf. 

S.M. BOSE, 
31'll .March 1950. 
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Annexure I. 

Organisation of work in the Controller of E;wminations' Department. 

Up t~ the year 1!H7 the Registrar of the University was in ch~rge of 
exo.nm~at10ns. After the leakage of questions in that year the Senate appomted a 
Committee to enquire into the sources of this leakage and to suggest adequate 
safeguards for the prevention of such scandals in future. On the recommenda-. 
tion of this Committee the post of the Controller of Examina~ions was first 
created and the conduc.t of all examinations was entrusted to this officer. The 
Controller was thus in indepcnd~nt charge of all examinations and was. of ~he 
same rank as the Rt>gistmr of the University. In 1932 the Reorgamsatwn 
Committee of the University suo-crested a unified control under the Registrar and 
the Controller was made :t brai1~h officer under him. In practice the Registrar 
exerc!ses. onlJ: :t nominal. supervision over the department and the conduct of 
exammatwns Is still a responsibility of the Controller. 

The need for an Additiowtl Contt·oller berran to be felt about the yea,r 1942 
when the Calcutta University started to print their question papers at their own 
Pres~ under the personal supervision of the Controller (Dr. B .. B. Dutt). 
Prevwusly the question papers used to be printed in England. On t~10 outbreak 
of .the _second World War the practice had to be stopped and .m 1941 the 
U!IIv_ersit:y _arranged for printing their question papers in some rehable presses 
Wit~m ~ndm. In 1942 the question papers were partly printed at the Calcutta 
Umvcrstty Press under the personal supervision of the Controller. The Controller 
was placed on specb,l duty for the purpose and the Assistant Contr~Uer was 
appon~ted to ~ct as officiating Controller. The disposal of all confid_ential work 
was still a maJor responsibility of the Controller although he was workmg for most 
of_th~ time in the Press where arrangements were made for the confidential 
prmtmg. of q~est.ion papers. When the post of the Additim:al C~ntro~ler was 
?reated In 194o the present unsatisfactot·y arrangement of placmg hm1 v1rtu~lly 
Ill complete charge of the Controller's Department in the mam office and confinmg 
the C~ntroller's activities to the special work of printing question papers and 
?-rranwng for their moderation, de:>patch, etc., was. introduced. The same system 
1s contmued even now and the main wm·k of the Controller who works most of the 
time at the Press is to supervise the printing of question papers o.n_d to do sundry 
other work of confidential nature while remaining nominally Ill charge of the 
department. Besides printing, package and despatch of qp.est~on .papers the 
Controller_ deals with the opening or renewal of centres for _exa~matwns, corre­
sponds w1th paper-setters arran.,es for moderators' mcetmg, 11sues letters of 
appointment to paper-setters ex~miners and head examiners and signs a large 
number of certificates. He al~o deals with some files every day which are sent to 
him from the main office, e.g., those relating to theses for doctorates, etc. H~ ~s 
also supposed to exercise general supervision over work Jn his departm~nt, but 1t_1s 
ro~ll;y: the Additional Co.ntroller who is in charge of the department ID; the mam 
bmldmg. The Controller attends the main office twice a week and obvwusly the 
supervision he exercises is of an extremely nominal character. 

The duties of the Controller of Examinatio~1s are set out in detail in 
Appendi~ " E " ?f. the University Regulations (Edition of 194o5, pa~es ?95-98). 
The duties are d1v1ded broadly under (A) work preceding the exammatwn, and 
(B) work duri~g and after the examim~tion. Appendix "E" gi.ves a formidable 
hst .of the dut.ICs which the Controller has to perform. For the discharge of _these 
duties the Controller is assisted by the Additional Controller and Assistant, 
Controller, a Superintendent and 42 assistants. Appendix "' A " is a tabular. 
statm;nent showing the organisation of the department into 13 sections and the 
functwns . allotted to each section. Although definite functions ?..re allotted to 
each sect1~n on paper, at times of stress, e.g., when examinations are held, or 
whe~ admit cards, certificates, diplomas have to be written out, or when ·a 
particular heavy .programme has to be seen through expeditiously, a.ll Aesietants 
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of the different sections lend a hand. For example, when we visited the Depart .. 
ment we found almost every assistant in earh section busy writing out certificates. 
We were told that as the writing of certificates has to be completed within a 
prescribed time everybody lends a hand and has to do special work for about an 
hour every day. The result of this is, that assistants have to be transferred 
frequently from one section to another according to the ref!uirement of the 
situation and it is ultimately difficult to fix responsibility of any particular 
assistant for laches in his work or for wilful neglect of duty. 

Appendix "B" is a printed note written by the officiating Controller of 
Examinations about the volume of work in the department, which gives in a. 
tabular form details about 62 different kinds,of examinations which are held in a 
year, the number of papers and paper-setters for each examination, the number of 
examiners and candidates for each examination in Hl,47 and 194~. The Statutory 
Rules which govern the conduct of examinations are l~id down in Chapter XXV of 
the Calcutta University Regulations and in Chapter. XXIV of the Calcutta 
University Calendar, Part. I (1942 Edition, pages 1325-136!3). The important items 
of ·work that have to be undertaken in the Controller's Department both before 
and after the examination arc summarised below :-

1. Work Preceding the Examination. 

1. Printing of Application forms for admission to examination-s according to 
estimates obtaintd from Heads of Institutions, printing of admit cards forms, 
despatch of Application forms to respective instillttiow; in accordance with the it' 
estimates. 

Printed Application forms are received from the Press about November each 
· year and are sent out later. 

2. Appointment c.fPaper-setle?"s, E:wminers, Head E:rmniners, Moderators. 
(i) A circular is issued generally in July every year to all Fellows of the 

University and Heads of Colleges requesting them to send their· recommendations 
for appointment of examiners. 

(ii) By the 15th of August, usually applications for examinerships arc sent in. 
They have to be ar.ranged alphabetically, and according to subjects and examina­
tions (Matriculation, I.A., I.Sc., B.A., B.Sc.), qualifications stat~rl in the 
applications have to be verified. 

(iii) Registrar convenes meetings of the Boards of Studies concerned. 
Meetings are usually held in November or December when recommendations are 
made for the appointment of examiners for the n~xt yenr and for appointment· of 
paper-setters for the year following. 

(iv) Recommendations of the different Boards of Studies are then consolidated 
and sent t.o the Press for printing. 

(v) Usually in January a special meeting of the Syndicate is convened to 
consider all these recommendations and other applications received direct. 

Moderators are also appointee at this meeting. 
(vi) For M.A., M.Sc., and other Post-Graduate Examinations ;·ecommenda.tions 

come from the respective Boards of Higher Studies for appointment of examiners, 
paper-setters about six months before the date of the examination. Dates are 
fixed and examiners are appointed by the Syndicate on the recommendation of 
the Post-Graduate Executive Committee, (Arts or Science). This body of 
examiners constitute a Board of Examiners for Post-Graduate Examination8 who 
apportion the paper-setting and exami~ng work among themselves. Controller 
calls the meeting of the Board of Exammers. 

Letters of appointment of examiners uncl paper-setters in the case of M.A., and 
M.Se. examinations are then issued. · 
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3. Scr.;tiny o.f application .forms and prepara.tion o.f Manuscript Rolls and printing 
. of Rolls and Slips Rolls. · 

(i) Applications in printed forms from candidates for the Intermediat.e 
Examinations are usually received by the first. week of January (7th January IS 

usually the last date for such receipt): Applications from Matriculation candidates 
are recei\·ed in the Controller's Depttrtment about lO or 12 days after the last date 
for receipt of applications from Intermediate candidates. , 

(ii) Arplications from Heads of Institutions and individual candidates with the 
fee money sent along with the applications are received in the Accounts Depart­
ment where adjustment of fees is made. Applications after adjustment are sent 
to the Receiving .')ection where they are serially numbered and entered in a book. 

(iii) Application forms are then sent on to the Statement Section where under 
proper scrutiny a statement of the number of ca'ldidates, subject by subject and 
centre by centre is prepared and entered in a register. Roll numbers of the 
candidates are also put on the applir;ntion forms at this time. The app!ica.tions 
and the statement prepared :;.re then sent en to the Checking Section for checking 
of figures. They are then passeu on to the Scrutiny Section for scrutiny of. all 
pat·ticulars relating to each nandiclate, e.g ..• permission, affiliation of the Institu­
tion concerned, age of the candidate concerned, etc. After scrutiny of the 
applications, the preparation of manuscript rolls is taken up. Manuscript rolls 
when prepared are sent to the Press tor printing rolls and slip rolls. The slip rolls 
or mark rolls .are prepared in quadruplicate in parallel columns (one for head 
examiner, two for first and second tabulators and the other for examiner). 
Admit cards are also written out about this time and despatched. The scrutiny 
of a ~arge number of application forms received particularly from Matriculation 
candidates proves an almost impossible task and very often admit cn,rds have 
to be s~nt out before the completion of scrutiny. This practice may sometimes 
result m the allowing of a candidate to sit for the examination for which he has 
not received the requisite permission from the Syndicate or who is discovered 
later on to be ineligible for sitting at the examination. 

4. Question Papers-Handling of-
(i) Question papers are received from the paper-setters by the Controller in 

dou~le sealed covers. \Vhen the Controller is away in the Press they are actual!Y 
recetveu by the Additional Controller who hands them ovPr or sends them m 
scaled packets to the Controller. 

(ii) The Controller enters the sealed packets in his own book, issues 
reminders, where necesfary, and then en.lls the Moderators' meeting. It is usually 
held in the Additional Controller's room in the nutin office. 

N ?TE : There is no separate room provided for holding the Mod~r~tors 
meetmgs. We have it in evidence that many people come to visit the AdditiOnal 
Controller during office hours and if Moderators' meetings are held in his ro?m, as 
they are done now, it is obviously very difficult to maintain secrecy m the 
proceedings of the meeting of the l\loderators. \Ve have it in evidence also that 
when after moderati011 the question papers are handed back to the Additional 
Controller, who usually attends such meetings, they are not sealed by the 
Moderators themselves but are handed over in unsealeu covers to the latter who 
then seals them and sen.ds them back to the Controller at the Press. This 
practice, aparL from the question of the room being accessible to outsiders during 
meetings •. is open to serious objection as it leaves plenty of scope for abuses or 
mal practiCes. 

(iii) The Controller on receipt of moderated question papers edits them and 
gets them printed at the Press. Proof reading is usually done at the Presa. For 
som~ papers like Arabin, Persia11 or some te~hnical papers, proofs are sent to the 
AdditiOnal Controller who gets the proof ~·eadtng done by one of the Moderators or 
a pa.per.setter. Despatch of the qt~estion paper to the centres is done by the 
Controller from his confidential office m the Press. . . · · 
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5. Preparation of blank cmswer books . 

. Covers are printed at the Press. Onlers for printing are placed before the 
Pu]as. Answer books are made up in the Answer Paper Sections and serially 
numbered and stocked in the godown, entries being made in the stock book 
kept by -the section. Entries in the stock book have to be attested by the 
Controller or Additional Controller or s::>me other officer. Blank answer books are 
issued to the different centres before the examinations are held. The issues to 
different centres are entered in a separate book kept in the Answer Paper So::::tion. 

NoTE: D~1ring our inspection we noticed that a large supply of pa)_ler requircrl 
for preparation of answer books is kept in the Answer Paper Section godown. 
The paper is indented for this pnrpose by the Press on the requisition of the 
Answer Paper Section and then sent to thi:; scct.ion, where answer books are made 
up by. the duftries of the department. The covers are printed in duplicate on 
large size paper which have to be cut up into two before answer paper books are 
made up._ We hold that when paper has got to be indented by the Press and 
covers have to be printed there, the whole work of making up the answer books 
may very well be clone at the Press and the prepared answer books then may 
be sent on to the Answer Paper Section on their requisition. This may reduce 
the scope for leakage of blank answer books. 

G. Distribution of answer scripts. 

Arrangement for this has to be done in advance of the examination. 
bution is suggested in Answer Paper Sectioa and this is to be approved 
Controller. 

Distri­
by the 

NoTE: The distribution list is to be kept secret, but evidence so far taken 
suggests that no attempt is made to keep the matter secret. As a matter of fact, 
the distribution list is very often called for by tho Additional Controller or the 
Superintendent and sometimes changes are made without even the approval of the 
Controller. Due to the laxity in the department information about allotment of 
answer scripts to the different examiners is not always kept secret. This may 
easily lead to many abuses.· 

II. Holding of examination. 

(i) Arrangement of examination balls in Calcutta and opening of centres in 
niofussil areas. This work has to be done by the Controller. For the latter, he 
has to make arrangements for the safe custody of question papers, constitution of 
local centre committee and other cognate matters, 

(ii) Appointment of Invigilators for examinations held in the University 
Buildings. 

(iii) During each examination one or two assistants of the department have to 
be sent to each centre of examination held in the University Buildings. 
Lecturers and Professors of the University and the constituent Calcutta Colleges 
are requested to conduct the examinations by turns. 

(iv) Meeting of examiners in each subject is called by the Controller in which 
rules for award of marks are prescribed and the general standard of examination 
is laid down. A memorandum is prepared, cyclostyled and circulated to the 
examiners. 

(v) Sealed packets of answer scripts are collected from the centres and sent to 
the Controller's Answer Paper Section. They are then arranged and sent on or 
delivered to the examiners concerned according to the distribution list already 
approved. Receiving of packets of answer scripts and. delivery of despatch of 
these books to examiners is a huge task as both have to be· done simultaneously. 
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Ill. Work after the Examination. 

1. Dis1;osal of Answer scripts and nwrk slip.s. 

(_i) After the examination of papers the local examiners usually deliver the 
scnp~s together with the mark slips in triplicatC' (examiner's copy being retained 
by hun) to the head C'xaminer concerned direct. l\Iofussil exa!lliners send their 
scripts .to the Controller and the mark slips direct to thn head examiner. In 
exceptwnal cases some of the examiners send the mark slips together with the 
scripts to the Controller. 

(i~) The head examiner appoints a set. of scrutiniscrs from amongst. the 
cxammers to help him in the scrutiny of answer scripts sent by the exammers. 
The appointm~nt of the scrutinisers is ~prrov1 d by the Vice-Chancellor. Aftet' • 
checkmg. and making necessa-ry alterations in the marks with· the help of 
scrutinisers the head examiner· sends the mark slips to the tabulators in two 
separate sealed covers addressed to the tabulators concerned-all enclosed in a 
bigger cover addressed to the Contl'uller. The Controller has to come in, WI' 

understand, as the head exa.n1iners are not supposed to know the nam( s of 
tabulators nor the tabulators the name of tlw head examiner concerned. The 
Controller also has to maintain a despatch book of ma.rks to answer queries from 
the tabulators. The Controller opens the outl'r cover and forwards .the sealed 
pacl{ets of marks to the tabulators concerned. He is ·not to open t-he sealed cover 
addressed to the tabulators. 

NOTE : As a matter of practice, it is the Superintendent of the Controller's 
Department and the Additional Controller who handle these sealed covers 
containing mark slips. We have it in evidence that in many caso>s the sealed 
pacl~e~s are ,as a matter of fact opened either by the Superintendent or the, 
A?ditwnal Controller. It has been admitted that in some cases, at any rate, mark 
shps mea~t for t~vo tabulators 11re not sent in two separate packets but are plaeed 
together In a smgle sealed packC't whieh has necessarily to be opened m the 
Controller's Department for dcspatel1 of the two sets of mark slips to the two 
ta~ulators. W'e do not see why rigid instructions to the head examiners and 
strwt super:v~sion in the Controller's Department should not put ~~ stop to 
malpractices m regard· to manipulation of marks for which the system descnbed 
above lends ample scope. 

(ii~) When the preliminary tabulation is nearly complete the Controller ~old~ a. 
meetmg of the Examination Board concemcd. There is a separate Exammatwn 
Board. for each of the major examinations, M:~triculation, I.A., I.Sc., B.A., B.Sc. 
A general survey of the results is made at this meeting and " compensation " ruks 

-are laid down. These rules are then placed before the Syndieate fo.- approval. 
After approval the rules are forwarded to the tabulators who give effect to them. 

2. Re-examination of paper and Annonncement of Final Results. 

(i). Re-examination slips are then is<;ued by the Controller to the head 
exammer, the list of cases being supplied by the tabulators. 

(ii) Re-examination marks are received frJm the head examiner by the 
Controller and forwarded to the tabulators. 

(iii) After tabulation is complete another meeting of the Examination Board is 
called by the Controller when the final rermlts are considered. Their report is placed 
before the Syndicate for approval. 

(iv) The Controller pursues" incomplete "cases, i.e., cases in which marks in all 
the subjects have not yet reached the tnbulators and been tabulated. There i~ 
usually a large number of sueh incomplete ea..-;cs at the time of announcement of 
re:suits. When incomplete cases are completed results are communicated to the 
persons concerned. 
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No'i''E :-There Is otten ·a nMco over the incomplete cc'.ses. There is otten a 
great deal of delay in completing such cases and we found that when the covers of 
the Intermediate script thi,;; year were t0rn off during the last Puja Holidays, there 
were a few " incomplete " and " scrutiny " cases still pending. It is difficult to 
understand how in the eireumstances the pending incomplete n.nd scrutiny ca.ses will 
be completed. 

(v) A "Malpractice Committee " is constituted by the Syndicate for 
Matriculation, I.A., I.Sc., B.A., B.Sc. Examinatic.n'l. They are required to go 
thoroughly into all such cases and submit a report which i'l placed before the 
::iyndicate. 

(vi) The result of the examinati0ns are then announced and later published in 
the Gazette. 

The sto,tement in Appendix C which has been furnished by the Controller's 
Department shows at a glance the dates of eX:Lminations of the different major 
examingtions (Matriculation, I.A., I.Sc., B.A., B.Sc., and B. Com.) and the dates of 
announcement of thP results in Hl49 and during the preceding four yean~. 

After announr:ement of the results usually a lf!,rge number of applications arc 
received for, marks, crossed lio;;ts and fur ~crut.iny. These have to be attended to 
very expeditiously. 

I. ENQUIRY­

Assistant 

Peon 

Appendix A. 

0 ffice of the Controller of E.Taminat£ons. 

SECTIONS. 

I. Sri Nihananjan Banerji. 

l. Sri Kasi Ran th. 

(l) To attend to all queries of the public. 

(2) To communicate results. 

(3) 'Writing out admit cards ot· certificates, whenever possible. 

II. RECEIVING­

Assistants 

Peon 

2. Sri Sudhirchandra Chaudhuri (Temporary). · 

Sri Sambhunath Chattcrji (Junior Assistant). 

l. Sri Nirmal Basa.k. 

(l) To receive anrl distribute to different sections after entering in Registers all 
letters, telegrams, panels, etc. (exempting rPgistered parcels containing scripts sent 
from Centres or Examiners in eonnectivn with the major examinations whicl1 are 
to be received direct by the Answer Pgpcr Section). 

(2) To r'=ceive insured letters and registered or ordinary letters addressed by 
name to Controller, Additional Controller or Assistant Controller and to distribute 
them after these are opened by the officers con<":erned and directionR given. 

(3) To receive files from Regi8trar's office and distribute to sections concerned. 

(4) To receive applicatiom for admis.;;ion to examination.~ SPnt hy Post and 
making them over to AC'cotmts Section after entr>ring in 11 register. 

(5) To receive cheques sent by Post addres-;ed to Controller and transmit them 
t<> the Cashier duly entered in a register. 
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III. STATEMENT SECTION-

Assistants (13)-1. Sri R'!.jkumar Mukherji (Temporal'y). 

Duftry 
Peon 

2. Sri Susilchandra Banerji. 
3. Sri Manmohan Banerji. 
4. Sri Bagalnpada Ghosh. 
;). Sri Manindr!!-mohan Baw~hi. 
6. Sri Dhircndmprasanna. Sengupb. 
7. Sri lVIanomnjan Mukherji. 
8. Sri S1mtiknmar Basu. 
fl. Sri Janab Abdur Ra--.lr.ak. 

10. Sri Debapra.sad Bancrji, II (Tempor:~.ry). 
II,. Sri Satyabrata Rayehaudhuri (Temporary). 
12. Sri Bindukumar Banerji. 
13. Sri Mohitknmar l{aychaudhuri (Jtin.ior Assist!l.ut). 

1. Sri Nagcndranath D.'. 
1. Sri Ganga. 

(I) To obtain estimates from institutions for supply of blank a.pplication f,1rm s 
and arrange for despatch of the same. 

*(l)A Preparation of st<J.tements of questian p:~.pcrs (vide nnte at the end). 
(2} Cher.king of these sta.temen ts. 

(3) Preparation of the covers for the despatch of question papers. 
(4) Dealing with ccntre-ehange cases. 

*(;'>) \Vriting out press copy rolls and admit cards (vide note at the end). 
(!i) Correction of praofs of rolls. 

(7) Comparing of rolls with applications and printing of additional pages, 
index and cover pages. 

(8) Preparation of allotment of seats. 
(9) Preparation of Compartmental Supplcment:\ry lists of eligible candidates 

and neces»ary communications. _ 

(10) Custody of old question papers and arrangement for sale. 
(II) Compila.tion of Annual Report, etc. 
(12) Compilation of other figures when necessary. 

IV. ·CoRRESPONDENCE SECTION-

Assistants (6)-l. Sri Asutosh Bagchi. 

Peon 

2. Sri Panchugopal Ba.nerji. 
3.. Sri Sachinandan Ba.sak. 
4. Sri Aksha.ymohan Ray. 
5. Sri Barindrakumar Raksl1it. 
6. Sri Bijankumar Chatterji. 
I. Sri Sudarsan Chakrabarti. 

(I} Appointment of paper-setters, moderator.~, e.xaminers and tabulators. 
(2) Arrangement of moderation of paper;;. 
(3) Appointrrient of scrutinisers. 

(4) Dealing with Doctorate Degree Cf,ses, P.R. S. Studentship, etc. 
(5) Appointment and meeting of Examination Boards. 



(6) Grace and CompenRa.tion rules. 
{7) Mi'>cella.neous conespondence. 
(7)A To fix commencing dates of examina.tions. 

(8) Opening of new centres and renewal of centres and centre committeef:. 
(9) Dealing with application from candidates for transfer of seats to segregated 

centres. · 

(10) Opening of centres at C1.lcutta and Bhowanipur in connection with major 
examinations and arrange for seating arrangements. 

(11) Change from Honour·e to Pas~ in connection with B.A. and B.Sc 
Examinations. 

(12) Checking ofT. A. BillR. 

(13) Fee refund cases. 

(14) All matters relating to Regulations and Calendar-:.' 

(15) Breakage and cost of chemicals at pra~tical examinationH. 

(16) To draw up items for Syndicate and distribute them with order.~ after the 
meeting t:."J different sectiom. 

(17) Dealing with malpractice ea»es . 
. (17)A Preparation R.nd submission of notes in caRes applied for recomidera.tion. 
(18) To report results to Syndicate. 
(H)) Special examination cases. 

V. CoNFIDENTIAL sEcTION-

Assistant 1. Sri R'Lmeschandra Sen (Officiating Superintendent). 

Junior A::;sista.nt l. Sri Ka.rtikchandra. Gho;:;h. 

(1) Despatch of marks to the tabulat::m; .. 

(2) Issue of re-examination slips. 
(3) Assist Controller in despatch of confidential matter,· etc. 
(4) To su.pply tabulator;; with rolls and stationeries. 

VI. ScRuTil"lY SECTION-

Assistants (4)--l. Sri Debadideb Mukherjee. 
2. Sri Haripacla Chakraharti. 

3. Sri Birendranath Ghosh. 
4. Sri Abhayananda Mukherj<'e (Temponuy). 

(1) Scrutiny of application forms and incidental work. 

(2) Preparation of absentee lists. 
(3) To attend to tabul~ttors' queries. 
(4) To withhold r.esults of incompl~tc and without Roll num her eases and 

Examination commumcate results when m order. 
(il) To issue certificates in the ca.s.es of ?n.ndi.da.tes. foi" ~he . Matriculation 

which had been wit-hheld for ttge not hemg certified m their apphcatwns. 

VII. DIPLOMA AND PROGRAMME SECTION­

Assistants (3)-1. Sri Debapmsad Banerji. 

Peon 

2. Sri Nirmalchandra. Banerji (When not engaged by the 
Contmller as confidential assistant). 

3. Sri Harira.njan Da.sgupta (Temporary). 

l. Sri Chhotan. 
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(I) Printing of certificates and diplomas. 
(2) Arrangements and distribution of certificates and diplomas for writing. 
(3) Comparing of diplomas n,nd certificat2s, and despatch of certificates. 

. (4) Arrangement of diplomas for slgnatme of Vice-Chancellor and for presenta­
tiOn at the Convocation. 

(5) Drawing up programmes of Examinations. 

(6) Programme of Practical and Oral Examinations and to draw up lists with 
hatches. 

(7) Preparation of lists of applicants for examinership. 
(8) Printing of applimtion forms. 
(9) Printing of admit car<lR. 

VIII. ANSWER-PAPER SECTION-

Assistants (4)-l. 

2. 

3. 
4. 

Junior Assistant l. 

Duftry l. 
Durwan 
Peons 

l. 
(4)-l. 

2. 

Sri Aparnaprasad Sen. 
Sri Hrishikes Maulik. 
Sri Ajitkumar Pal. 
Sri Amarendr~nath Ray (Temporary). 
Sri Dibakar Das. 
Sri Sarcschandra Sardar. 
Basu Singh. 
Sri DJoki Singh. 
Sri Balaichandra Ray. 

3. Sri Saclananda Ghosh. 

4. Sri Ramdhani Singh. 

(1) To settle distribution of answer-papers after examination amonn-st Exami-
ners and have them approvP-d by Controller and-Vice-Chancellor. "' 

(2) To receive all written answer-papers fmm Centres and distribute them 
amongst Examinet"3. 

(2)A To receive blank rolls and slip rolls from the press. 

(3) Issue of slip rolls to Examiners. 

(4) To prepare statement of remuneration to paper-setters, examiners, modera-
tors, scrntinisers, and tabulators. 

(:>) To receive and keep in custody the exnmined scripts. 

(6) To arrangp for scrutiny of n.nswcr books. 

(7) Sale of old answer scripts after ~crutiny. 

(8) Preparn.tion of blank answer hooks, keeping aN ount of paper, used 
according to e~timates prepared and sanctioner! hy Syndicate in Annual Budget 
Estimates. 

(9) Deapa.tch of blank answer bookfl, descriptive roll.~, programme, grar h 
pa.pero;, etc., to examination centres. 

(10) To receive blank answer hooks returned from centres and ·keep an a.ccotmt 
of the same. 

(II)· To flupply stationeries b local Centres of Examinations, head examiner;; , 
(Theoretical and Practical) obtained on requisition from stores. 

(12) ls;;ue of detailed marks-sheets. 
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IX. MARKS SECTION AND STORE.-

ARsistants (10)-l. Sri Basantalmmn.r Banerji. 

Duftries 

Durwan 

Peons 

2. Sri Kalidas Mukherji. 

3. Sri Jitendranatli De. 

4. Sri Dilipkumar Rn.ychaudhuri. 

5. Sri Bimnlkumar Banerji (Temporary). 

6. Sri Nimaichandra Ma.itra (Temporary). 
7. Sri Kalinath Chatterji (Tempora.ry). 

8. Sri Chittaranjan Chaudhuri (Temporary). 
!J. Sri Sureshchandra Cliaudlmri (Temporary). 

10. Sri Probodhchandra Bhattacharyya. (Temporary). 

(4)-l. Makbul HofJsain. 

2. Sri Gange<whandra Sarkar. 

3. Sri Panchanan Ba.:m. 

4. Sri Santi Ma.jurmlar (Temporary). 

{1)-l. Sl'i Ramajua Pat.hak. 

(2)-1. Sri Lakshman. 

2. Sri Nabokrishna B?..rdba.n (Temporary). 

(I) To indent and keep in safe custody stationeries including blotting papers 
for use in examination centres. 

(2) To supply stationerie<; to office staff and keep accurate !Lecount of the 
same. 

(3) To enter in a regi.,;ter all applications . for examinations when they are 
received from the accounts section after adjustment. 

N.B.-The services of the sto1:e-~:eeper are often requisitimwd to perform the 
work of a gen~ral cffice assistant. The wiJrk, imposed upon him by the office 
master who is led to it by the immediate and urgent needs of this office, docs not 
leave any sufficient time for him t8 keep a detailed and up-to-date account of his 
~:;tores that may bear the rigid scrutiny of the auditor. The store-keeper has to 
deposit a subtantial security for keeping correct up-t'J-date accounts in detail. If 
the man is diverted to other works it renders impossible satisfactory discharge of 
his primary responr;ibility ar; st'Jre-kceper. 

(4) Distribution of applications for statement work. 

(5) Despatch of admit cards for major examinations. 

(6) To receive back counter-foils of admit cards after despatch and keep them 
properly arranged. 

(7) Printing of books of marks-sf1eets and crossed lists for various examina­
tions and ke~p a correct account of hooks issued for preparation of marks-sheets 
an1l crossed lists. 

(8) Issue of duplicate certificates and diplomas, provisional certificates and 
special certificates. 

(9) Preparation of lists of Graduates. 

(10) Preparation of marks-sheets and crossed lists and making necessary 
arrangements in connection therewith, viz., distribution of chalans with entries in 
a register, and of books of blank marks-sheets and crossed lists, and receive back 
counterparts with chalans. (Vide note at the end.) 

N .B.-For mere shortago of hands the office ·has never been able to do any 
justice to hep.ps of correspondences abo{1t marks and crossed lists that pour in after 
the Matriculation and Intermediate results are published. It is the general practice 
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with the students in the mofussil to drop a letter along with their money order 
remitta.nccs for marks and crosses. On receipt of the letter it is very difficult to 
say, especially at that period of top-most pressure of work, whether the marks­
sheets of the correspondent has been despatched or not. Even it is very difficult to 
find out the assistant to whom his coupon may have been assigned for d_isp?sa.L As 
a matter of fact, only the tclegmms are attended to and the letters are mddferently 
laid by. The compla.ints about non-receipt of marks and errors, thus go completely 
unheeded, causing great hardship and loss to the students concerned and compro­
mising the olficc in their eyes. The delay in the adjustment of such fees remitted 
by post, by the accounts section in most cases is accountable for such 
irrcgularitic::;. ' 

(II) Issue of duplicate admit cards. 

(U) Preparation of order of merit cases. 

X. MEDAL!:i, PHIZES AND SCliOLARSHI"PS SECTION.­

Assistants (:~)-!. Sri Jagannathdeb Ray. 

2. Sri Prabhaskumar l\Iukherji. 

:3. Sri Pankajkumar Aich. 
Peon (1)-L Sri Dcoki l\Ianclal. 

( I) A ward of m crlals, etc. 

(2) To place orders for medals and pass for payment bills thereof. 
(3) Arrangements for presentation of medals in the Convocation. 
(4) To note creation of new endo'~'ments. 

XL TYPE SECTION.-

Assistants Sri Sarojranjan Biswas. (3)-l. 
2. 
3. 

(l)-1. 

(2)-1. 
2. 

Sri Tejendralal Datta. (Temporary). 

Cyelostylc 

Operators 

Sri Nagendralal Cha.krabarti (Temporary). 
Sri Hirendranath De. 

Sri Kanailal Maity (Duftry ). 

(l) Typin~ of all letters, proceedings of meetings, instructions to examiners, 
programme of :xaminations, notes and lists on miscellaneous subjects. 

(2) Companng of all typed matter. 
XII. DESPATCH SECTION.-

Assistants (2)-l. Sri Narendralal Sen. 
2. Sri Anukulchandra Raychaudhuri (Temporary). 

Duftry 

Peons 

(1) Despatch 
registers. 

(1)-L Sri Bhimchandra Bera. 
(2)-l. Hardware. 

2. Gobin. 

of all letters, notices, telegrams, 

(~) To keep an account of :otamps used. 

packois, etc., after entry in 

(3) To despatch admit cards for examinations other than tho major ones. 
XIII. RECORD SEC'l'ION.-

Assistant ( 1)-l. 
Junior 

Assistant (1)-1. Sri Sukhadaranjan Biswas (Junior Assistant). 

(I) To keep properly arranged all letters despatched and other records, theses, 
otc. 

(2) To put up connected papers when requisitioned. 

(3) To receive undelivered certificates and kee>p them for issue on application. 
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Appendix B. 

Examination Department. 

The University of Calcutta is the biggest examining body in In!lia. It has a 
separate department for the examinations it holds. There are three officors for 
the departlll:ent-the Controller of Examiuations, the Additional Controll(·l' of 
;Examinations and the Assistant Controller of Examinations, an office 
Superintendent and 42 assistants. This team of workers is responsible for 
holding no less than 62 kinds of examinations for candidates within the jurisdic­
tion of the University of Calcutta. In 1947 this jurisdiction extended from 
Asansol in the West to Imphal in the East and from Gangtok in the North to 
Port Blair in the South. After 1947 the jurisdiction has considerably shrunk, 
but still continues to be far flung. Sikldm, Cooch-BehD;r,_ Ag~rtala, Imphal and 
the Andamans, still prefer to come under us and · chfhcultws of transport of 
confidential papers and answer papers have not prevented us fro'n holding our 
examinations at these places without a hitch. Before 1947 the number of 
candidates was steadily mounting. The total number of candidates, taking all 
the different examinations of this University was more than 80,000 in 1946. 
This figure rosw to 1 lakh in 1947. In 1948 the tctal number went down to 
62,000 and the fee income from examinations showed a fall of 4 lakhs. It is 
expected, however, that the number of candidates in 1949 will be somewhat farget· 
than the number in 1948. 

The examination department takes no• rest throughout the year. There is a 
continuous cycle of examinations. In December and January there are the M.B. 
and B.L. Examinations, the M.L., M.S., M.O. and M.D. Examinations, the 
D.P.H., Part I and the Diploma Examination i~ Soap Technology. In February 
the major examinations commence with the LA. and I. Sc. In March we havo 
the Matriculation Examination and we start the B.A. and B.Sc. Examinations 
f~llowed by the B.T., M.B., B.E. and B.Com. ~xa_minat!ons in April and May. 
Stmultaneously are held many Diploma Exa~matwns hke ~he D.P.H., Part II, 
Diploma in Spoken English, Diploma in SoCial_Work, Certificate_ Examinations 
in Tanning and in Agriculture. The examinatL~n department Is kept busy 
publi!!hing the rc>sults of the major examinations Ill J u~o and July. Even at this 
time there are the B.L.Examinations and many Certlficate Examinations. In 
August and Septc>mber we have to hold the" Supplen~Pnt~ry Matriculation, 
Intermediate·, B.A., B.Sc., R.Com., B.T. afid B.~"· E~ammahons ancl the M.A. 
and M.Sc. Examinations. When we take into consideration tl~n.t therP are Sundays 
and other holidays and that examinations arP actuall~ he~d for 262 days in the 
year, it will be seen tlmt one examination or other IS bemg held on almost every 
working day of the year. 



The following statement will show the different examinations held by the University, the variety of question papers required 
and the number of paper-setters, examiners a.nd _candidates :-

UNIVERSITY OF CALCUTTA 

EXAMINATIONS. PAPERS. PAPER-SETTERS. Ex.unNERS, No. OF CANDIDATES• 

1947 1948 1947 1948 
Janwry - .. 1. Preliminary Law .. 4 16 16 16 390 309 

2. Intermediate LI\W .. 4 8 8 8 170 176 
3. Final La.~ .. .. 4 8 8 8 163 136 
'+· M.L~ .. .. 12. 12 12 12 1 

•,. 6. M.D. .. .. 4 4 4 13 1 
6. M.O. .. .. 4 4 4 1 
7. M.S. .. . . 4 4 4 2 2 

.Febrwry -· 8. D.O.G. .. .. 2 4 
9. D.Q.M.S.,I .. .. 2 

10. D.O.M.S., II .. .. a 
11. D.'P.H., Pt. I .. .. 2 4 5 Q 52 5 
12. Dip. in Soap Technology .. 12 34 36 36 8 8 ~· 

13. I.A. } 85 85 572 792 11,777 7,029 ....... 
No Pra.c. Exam. 

14. I.Sc. 8,298 6,657 
15. .Junior Military Certificate .. 1 1 10 10 83 143 

March . . .. 16. Matriculation .. 108 83 1,502 1,089 60,841 20,839 
17. D.P.H., Part II .. .. 3 6 6 6 31 41 

April .. .. IS. B.A. } 222 222 585 491 3,705 2,337 
19. B.Sc. .. .. 

1,94'3 1,722 
20. B. Com. .. .. 29 29 64 59 1,863 1,667 
21. B.T. .. .. 32 ·14 54 54 253 18& 
22. M.B. Fir~;t 

i 
265 301 

23. M.B. Third 21 !15 95 95 12 3 
24. M.B. Final 501 603 

May - .. 25. I.E. (A) . 
14 22 52 3 

26. I.E. (B) 226 288 
27. B.E., Pt. I } 73 140 100 100 188 . 236 
28. B.E .. Pt. II 15 3 
29. B. Met. .. .. 11 20 
30. Dip. in Maternity & Child Welfare 4 8 8 8 4 oi. 
31- Domestic Sciem:e Training .. 6 6 12 12 11 13 
32. Dip. in Social Work •. 9 10 17 17 17 21 
33. Certificate in Applied Psychology 3 3 



EXAMINATIONS, PAPERS. PAPER·SETTERS. EXA&UNERS. No. OF CANDIDATES. 

1947 1948 1947 1948 
IUM . • 34. Pre. Law . . • . . • 4 16 16 16 316 262 

35. Int~>r. Law . . . . . . 4 8 8 8 183 162 
36. Final Law . . . . . . 4 8 8 8 187 166 
37. Certificate in Agriculture . . . • 14 28 28 3 

Jf1141 • • ~· 38. M.A. I . . . . . . 
~ 860 !l74 974 994 862 823 

39. M.Sc. J .. .. .. 
40. T.T.C., General . . • . . . . 4 4 248 230 
41. T.T.C., Science . . . . . . 4 4 
42. T.T.C., Geography . . . . 4 4 4 4 21 
43. T.T.C., English . . . . . . 4 4 4 4 I 

Auvust . . • • 44. I.A. Supplementry } . . . . 38 38 113 156 2,570 1,584. 
45. I.Sc. . . . . . . 1,431 1,129 
46. CerLificate in Tanning . . . . 23 23 46 46 3 2 
47. Dip. in Libra.rianship . . . . q 9 9 !) 13 16 
48. Art Appreciation (T.T.) . . . . 4 4 5 5 3 

&ptember 49. I.E. Supplementary . . • . 2 4 4 I 
50. B.E. , . . . . 13 26 14 29 
51. Matric. , . . . . 34 34 315 150 7,64R 4,751 
52. D.P.H., Pt I . . . . . . 2 4 5 5 45 48 ~ 

November • . 53. Dip. in Social Work . . . . !l 10 17 17 40 54 
54. B.A. Supplementary } . . . . 85 85 79 78 744 540 
55. B.Sc. , . . . . 231 419 
56. D.P.H., Pt. II .. .. .. 3 6 6 6 2 7 
~7. M.B. Fir.st } .. .. 21 95 95 95 15:3 190 
uS. M.B. Third . . . . 3 1 
59. M.B. Final . . . . 682 712 

December • • 60. B.T. Supplementary . . . . 13 13 13 26 16 
61. B.Com. . . . . . . 21· 21 28 28 34R 335 
62. Dip. in Spoken English . . . . 5 6 4 4 8 2 

Number of Candidates for the Doctorn.te Degrees. 

1947 1948 

Ph.D. .. .. 6 
D.Litt. . . . . 5 12 

D.Sc. .. .. 5 10 
D.Phil. . . . . . . 16 
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The magnitude of the work can be realilled when one tries to imagine what 
it means to prepare lists containing statements of qualifications of thousands of 
applicants for examinership, to prepare papers for the meetings of the Boards 
of Studies and Syndicate for appointment of exa.miners and paper-.setters, . to 
issue a.ppointm:mt letters to 2,500 papor-setters to collect the 1,850. questiOn. 
papers from them, have them moderated, edited for the press and prmted, to 
enter in the registers and scrutinise applications of a. lakh of candidates for 
admission to the examinations, to prepare statements of the question papers 
required at each centre, to write out and print the rolls containing the names of 
these candidates, to write out and send the admit cards to the different institu­
tions, and to pack ca.refully tho question papers required at each of the 180 
examination centres and to despatch them with safety, to collect about 8 lakhs 
of answer papers from the examination centres, to distribute them to the 3,500 
examiners and 57 head examiners, to receive the marks and send them to the 
50 tabulators, to publish the results of approximately half a lakh of successful 
candidates, to write out the cer~ificates of these successful candidates, for the 
Controller to sign them and for the office to despatch them, and to award prizes 
and medals on the results of the examinations. 

All thi~ involves a large amount of correspondence with candidates, memb~rs 
of the pubhc, examiners, head examiners, tabulators and Government Official 
at examination centres. ~bout 175 letters are daily. received in the office and 
more than 100 letters are sent out daily. 

The prompt issue of thousands of marks sheets at the time of admission to the 
coll~ges require our utmost exertion every year. The issue of duplicate 
cer~Ificates and diplomas form no insignificant part of our work and two 
assistants are kept busy throughout the year for this work. 

Forty to fifty theses are received every year from candidates for the various 
doctorates and special medals. Since the introduction of the D.Phil., the 
number of candidates for the doctorates is l;kely to go up. 

The department also compiles statistics in connection with the examination 
it holds, the value of which cannot be overestimated. 

!he . examination department is tho principal earning department of the 
Umversity. The total earnings of this department in 1947 was Rs.21,53,266. 
In Hl48, the receipts of the department amounted to }{s.l7 ,49,394. 

A. P. DASGUPTA. 



APPENDIX C. 

1945 1946 1947 

Date of Results Date of Results Date of Results 
examination. announced. examination. announced. examination. announced. 

\ 

I.A. and I.Sc. . . 15-2-1945 26-5-1945 13-2-1945 31-5-1946 12-3-l!J47 l-8-1947 

Uatric. .. 12-3-1945 29-6-1945 25-3-1946 10-7-1946 2-6-194 7 12-9-1947 

B.A. and B.Sc ... 21-3-19·15 18-7-1945 1-4-1946 17-7-1946 !J-6-1947 16-10-1947 

B. Com. .. 7-5-1945 27-7-1945 6-5-1946 2-8-1946 14-7-1947 18-l2-11J.J.7 

1948 

Date of Results 
examintltion. announced. 

. 12-3-UI48 11-6-1918 

1!l-4-lll48 14-7-1948 

3-5-1948 :lO-7-1 9-Ul 

24-5-1948 2 ~-8-1948 

1!149 

Date of Results 

examination. announced. 

2li-2-HJ49 28-5-1949. 

28-:l-194\J 7-7-1949. 

l!J+11J4!J 26-7-1949. 

9-5-194!) i9-8-1949. 

Co:) 

~ 
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Annexure 11. 

Tearing (!ff of c'Jvers of the Answer Books of wnrlidntes tn the Intermediate 
E.rnminntions, 19-19. 

1. After the n>.~ults of an cxn.mination are publi~hcd, there is naturally an 
accumul11tion of answer scripts which are eventually sold as W<Lste paper. But 
~he prar:tice bas alway~ been to keep them for some time in c&sc. a~1y answm: paper 
Is wante-d for scrutiny or for r~ctification of anv error. The mmnnum pcrwd IR a 
month, hut gencmlly it extends t:J four or fiv~ months, aH the table given on 
next page will show. 

2. The normal pmccrlurL' f•Jr tearin" off of covers and dispos!t!_ __ ~_the. .. SNipts 
is as fnllowR :- "' 

The assi.~t•tnt-in-chargP of the An-;wer Paper Section puts up a note stating 
tlJ."l.t th: w.wk in c .mncetiJn with scrutiny ca~cs <Lild incomplete cases lu1:s been 
c.Jmpleted and tht\t t':'nder;; may he c<Lllcd for teMing off of covers and disposal 
of the answer pap crs. ' 

T';mclcrs n.rc then called for thl'. tearing oti of covers from the bearers an<:l 
<luftnes. ':£'he tenders arc then pla.ccd before the Additional Cont~·oller. After· 
the tender rs accepted; the covers are torn and the menials paid accordmgly. Next, 
freRh. tenders am c1dled for the di;;posal-u£ the answer scripts without the covers 
and the cover;; separately. 

3. The Addition'\l Contr.:>llcr wanted to rrivc us the idea that the work Of 
teari_ng off. of covers of Intermediate answ;r scripts used to be done i~ the past 
about the t1me the work was taken up this year. That it is not a fact, will appear 
from the following table :-

I.A. (tnd I.Sc. Examinations. 

Date 
Year. Da.te of on which 

examination. result::; were 
announced. 

1945 L3th Feb. 1945 26th ·May 1945 
1946 13th 1946 31Ht 1946 

" " 1947 12th March IU47 lst Aug. 1947 
1948 12th 

" 1948 lith June 1948 
1949 28th Feb. 1949 28th May 1949 

//Date 
of acceptance 
of tender for 
tearing off of 

covers. 

i4th December 1945. 
23rd November 1946. 
11th February 1948. 
9th November 1948. 

No tenders called for 
but covers torn off 
on the 25th ·'.leptem­
ber 1949 and on 
!Subsequent days. 

4. On the 16th September, 1949, a iocal journal called "Loke Sevak " 
published some allegations of ma.lpractice in the cases of some candidates in the 
Ma.tricub.tion Examination. On the 17th September, 1949, the Syndicate appointed 
a Committee, with Mr. c. c. Biswas, as Ch!Lirma.n, to enquire into the<>e allegations. 
Th~ Co~mittee set to work without delay and aat from day to day. The 
Umvers1ty holidays for the Durga Puja were from the 22ncl September to the 
II th Octo her, both days inclusive. 

5 . . On the eve of the holiday, i.e., on the 21st September, when the Biswas 
Comnu.ttce was holding it;: enquiry, a strange decision was taken by the Registrar 
a.t the m<;tance of the Additional Controller namely tha~e outer covers of the 

......_ ' ' answer books of both the Intermediate Arts and Science Examinatiom should be 
torn off and separated frvm the books. The rea.sons given to us by these two 
officers arc a'l follows :-

Q. Who first euggestcd this and why 1 
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A. (By Registrar)-1'he Additional Controller asked me what he was to do 
with all the answer scripts this year. Usually thc,;e answer scripts a.re sold as 
waste paper on the re-opening after the Puja holidays and they arc prepared for 
sale during the Puja holiday<;. So when just about the time of Puja clo~ing the 
Additional Controller asked me wh!~t he should do this yc11r, beca.use of the 
enquiry, I told him that the Matriculn.tion papers wuuld ha.ve to be preserved 
intact and arranged properly because of the Ma.rks .Enquiry Committee and I 
t:>ld him that I found old scripts ranging frum the year l!J47 accumulated, and 
they are covered with dirt .and dust. There was also considerr.hle pressure on 
space, so it was time that he should make arrangements for cleansing the godown. 
I t.Jld him he could dispose of the Intermediate papers also. 

Q. The tearing off of the covers of the Intermediate answer scripts did not 
give you any extra space in the hall ? 

A. Obviously not. But this was a nece5sary step before disposal of the 
answer papera by sale. The Additional Contr,Jler told me thv.t the work of 
disposing of these papers used to be done in the past about the Puj<L holidays. 
I also advised him not t'J associate the Answer Paper Sedi. n (which is in charge 
of the answer papers) with this work of preparation for the disposal of answer 
papers. 

Q. ·Why? > 

A. Because I thought that since a:1-'a!ative of the Controller (officbting) was 
in charge of the Answer Paper Sectjon and since there had already been ugly 
rumours abJut the Contr,Jller's son's examinati.m 'l-~ripts, he should not be 
associated with this work. 

Q. Do you know that the usun.l procedure was not followed in the matter/ 
and the business was finished in a great hurry 1mcl by persc.ns who never toolf ~~ 
any interest in the past ? . I 

.A. I do not know the usual pnceclure ............ I visited the !.mswdf 
paper ~odown on several occasions while the work (tearing off the outer cover)'\ 
was gomg on. ~ 

Q. Did you kn'lw tliat in previous yea.rs tearing work was done murh later~,, 
than this year-some time in November, December or Jan nary ~ ' 

A. I do not know that. 
Q. Did you know that some incomplete aml scrutiny eases were• ]){'nding 

. when you ordered the de~truction of the IntNmediate pappr:; ? 

A. I do not know anything about this. 
Q. Did you know that in previous years even fur tcat·ing off covers, tcndeJ:s 

were called ? 

A. I do not know the proccdnrc. 
6. In answer to further questions he said "It ·was on ~a.tur~lay, the 24th, 

that we decided to tear off the covers after arranging the Matnculatron paper<! and 
dumping the Intermediate papers elsewhere. The tearing off of covers was taken 
up by the hearers on the 25th. 

7. It is interesting to see how the Additional Controller f~ce<l the _situation. 
In reply to our query as to who suggested that the work of tearmg off of Interme­
diate answer scripts should be taken ·up immediately and who approved of the 
suggestion, the Additional Controller replied af.l below :-

" I pointed out to the Registrar that sufficient 'lp!tce was required for the 
re-arrangement of the Matriculation papers which were ordered to be 
kept for six months or even more for the Marks Enquiry Committee 
and this could l'e done by clumping the scripts for the Intermedi!tte 
Examination which were no longer required 'l.S the scripts of the 
candidates who applied for scrutiny were already taken out. The 
Registrar agreed to it. '' 
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8. He n.l:-:o stated that he f-lpoke to the Controller about the matter before the 
Puja holidays and that thP Controller had abo agreed. The Controller, however, on 
being ask eel, em phatieally denied all knowledge of tl1i8. The Additional Controller 
proceeded to l'xplain that a~ the work of dumping wa.~ going on, " everybody " 
there, meaning the menials, SU<rrrested that they might as well te11r off the covers 
before dumping the Intermedi~t"'e papers. Thus, accc.rding to him, the question of 
teariug c.ff of covers w~ts not thought of originally, but was decided upr.n at a 
later stage at the suggestion of some menial,;. Thi.~ statement was made by him 
on the Hlth Dccembl'r 1949. 

9. At his examination on the 17th November, 1949, he had stated t.hat 
:' Matrieuhtti.Jn, LA., I.Sc., p:1.pers were all mixed up t:Jgether and lying in a h_eap 
m the answer paper gcdown. H became ncc!:'ssary to separate the Intermed1ate 
papers and anange them so as to secure proper accr.mmodati;..n fer suitably 
arnmging the l\Iatriculation papers whose marks wer_!) being scrutinised (by the 
.Marks Enquiry Committee). 

10. On being further questioned as to how the tearing off of these covers 
would help in the a.dequate arrantrement of the l\Iatriculat.ion pttpers .and securing 
extra sr.ace from them no Ratisf~;tory explanation could be given b~ him. The 
abst~r~hty of the plra of economy in spare was apparently reahsed by the 
AdditiOnal Controller who in his bter statement gave the ingenuous explanation 
that the dumping of the Intermediate answer p:tpers was what was really necessary 
and in the conr;.e of the ~\·ork being done, menials suggested that the covers might 
as well be torn at the s·:J.mc time. 

Q. Supposing the Marks Enquiry Committee had asked for the production of 
one or two or more Intermediate answer papers ? 

A. It did not strike me that Intermediate papers might be called for. 

Q. What do you say to the ugly allegation in the newspapers about the 
manipulation of your daughter's results, the very next day (22nd Septem her)? 

A. I saw the Viec-Chancellor who himsrlf came and inspected tlw place. 'Ve 
explained things to him. 

Q. As an honest mnn and ns a responsible officer of the Uuiversity, was it not 
np to you to hunt up your danghtpr's paper from the pile ? 

A. It did not strike me and I did not do it. 
Q. lfl it possihlt> now (20th December) to fincl your daughter's p:tper or Iresh 

Ghosh 'R paper ? · 

A· I do not think it. is difficult to find out marks from the mark slips. 

(J. How do yon hope to complete the work (in connection with scrutiny and 
incomplete cases) now tha.t answer srripts have all been tor:n ? 

:t· We shall report to the Syuclicatr. They will consider their results in other 
RUb.Jects and then they will decide what to do. 

Q. Did you tell the assistant-in-cluugc of the Answer Paper Section not to 
come on the 2:1th (Sunday) ? 

A. No, I asked him to come on the 23th. 
(J. Did he como ? 
A. Yes, he came on the 2;ith. 

(/. Does the Attendance Register show l1is presence on the 25th ? 
A. I do not know whether he signed the Attendance Register or not. 

(Attendance Register was brought and it was found that he attended office 
for only two days dming the holidays, viz., 22m! and 23rd only.) 

Q. ·would he have been entitled to any holiday allO\\ a.nce if he hart signed the 
Attendance Register on the 25th? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. Did you ask Ajit Pal to come on the 25th ~ 
A. Ajit was asked to come all the days during the holidays because he was 

doing some other work. As f<tr as I remember, Ajit Kumar Pal was sent for hy 
m13 in the Answer Paper Hall anrl I enquired of him about some papers dumped 
on the balcony. 

Q. "\-Vas any other assista.nt of the Answer Paper Section asked to attend 
during these days ~ 

A. No. 

Q. Did you not consider it twcessary to have some one of the Answer Paper 
Section in the Answer Paper Hall when such fundamentrLl changes in arrangement 
and in the. matter of tearing off of covers of Intermediate scripts were being made ? 

A. Yes. That is why I asked A parna Balm (assistant-in-charge of the 
Answer Paper Section) to attend. office and be present a.Jong with the Assistant 
Controller. 

Q. Do yo mean to say that he disobeyed your ordrrs 'i 

A. Certainly. 

Q. Have you taken any step against him for disobeying your orders ? 

A. We do not usually ask for explanation in writing but I enquired of him. 
He gave me some excuses for which he was absent. · 

11. The Superinwndent who was closely associated with the Registrar, the 
Additional Controller and the Assistant Controller in the task of obliterating all 
evidence of id?ntity of the answer scripts, said :-

"The Additional Controller spoke to me on the 20th Spptember not only 
about the dumping of the Intermediate and other papers but also of 
the tearing off of the covers of the Intermediate papers. " 

About the omission to call for ten(lers, he said " I thought th~t the tendets 
had already been c.allecl for. " 

Q. Why was the hurry and the hush hush policy? 

A. I do not know. 

He made a significant confession :-

"Things have grown slack day by day during the past many years. It has 
now comet<;> such a stage that things which are considered out of the 
ordinary are now done in the normal course of events. For example, 
when a request comes from a superior officer, I can.10t very well 
disregard it although it goes against my consciPnce. " 

12. As indicated above in the questions put to the Registrar and the Additional 
Controller, no tender had been called for aml there were pending scrutiny and 
incomplete cases. 

The work of destruction was started on Sunday, the 25th September, and 
continued on :Monday and Tuesday. Then there was a break during the actual 
Puja days and the work resumed immediately thereafter and completed in two or 
threE. days. The assistants-in-charge of the Answer Paper Section, who normally 
have charge of the Answer Papf'rs and their disposal, were deliberately excluded. 
The whole bminess was finished in indecent haste during the Puja holidays, under 
the direct supervision of the Registrar, the Additional Controller,- the Assistant 
Controller and the Superintendent. They are the top men in the department. For 
this desperate hurry a plea of need for more space has been made. A son of the 
Registrar and a daughter of the Additional Coi1troller sat for the Intermediate 
Exa.mination this year and both passed. 
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Annexure Ill. 

TV orlc in the .Medal Section of the Controller's Depa.rtment. 

The general complaint is that " t.he work rcganling award of medal 
is very much in arrears. 'l'hcre are many medals whieh have not heen taken 
delivery of hy the recipients but are lying in. office, becatne t.hey were not ready 
in time and man:v reL'ipirnts had gone abroad for furt.hcr studies. The stock of 
Ruth meclah> is ne\·er ehecked." TJ1is complaint was enquired into as also two 
Rperific complaintR whieh "ere verbally brought. to out· notiee, aml t.l1e resultR arc 
noted below. 

To haYe a eorrcet apprel'iation of the po,;ition we may rletail in brief tlw work 
that has to be gone through. The section ha" to deal with medal, prizes and 
scholarships. First of all n. list of eligible caJHl.irlatcs ha" to be prepared hy the 
office fr0111 tho Rolls. e.g., Tabulation Register..; ; this \mrk also involvC's rC'ferencc 
to minutes of the Svndit~ate and UnivPr.~it,· ealendar to know the details of 
endowments, as also some eonesponclence. 'fhic: preliminary list has then to be 
verified or scrutinised b,,. some r•'spon~ihlr pC'r.~on or ·persons. \Vhen this work is 
<'Ompleterl the final list is prepared ami placed before the Syndicate for 
its final orrlcr or aw;ud. This done, the }ledal S<'et.ion sends nece::;:;ar.v intimation 
to Heads of Institution eonecrned, so that they may talw action in regard 
to the aetual distrihution of H\\'1tr<lR. So far as prizes and sc-holar.,:hips are 
concernecl thi-; section of t.lte Contrdler's cffiee considers it::; duty finished as sron 
as intimations are is:-:uod to Heads of Instituti: ns, who are thereafter expected to 
cori:espon<l with other departmC'nts t~f the University, particularly the Accounts 
Department. But so far as medals arc ccncerli.ed this Section is respGnsihle for 
getting the medals prepared and for their presentation to recipients at the Annual 
Cofolvocation of the University or fQr their despatch to the Heads of Institutions or 
dehvery to recipients on prc·per identific11ticn. This certainly means incidental 
extra. work for this section, e.g., plal'ing orders for medals, receipt and verification 
of m~dals with chalans and requisitions, assay, dispcsal and accounting of medals. 
Barrmg I~ledals which must compulsorily be presented to recipients at the Annual 
ConvocatiOn of the University, the usual practice is to despatch medals to Heads 
of ~~s~itutions for distribution to recipients on receipt of applicati~ns frc;m~ the 
reCipients through the Heads of Institutions. Occasionally, however, If recipients 
apply d?"ect to the University for their medals, they have to be identified by a 
responsible person, e.g., a member of the Senate, a University Professor or any 
othe.r responsible University employee ; in such cases the medals are made over to 
the Identifiers who deliver them to the recipients. . 

Atte~pt is generally made to keep the work in connection with med~ls for 
pre~en~at1o~ at the Convocation up to date. Whatever delay ther~ may be m the 
begmnm_g Is made up by hasty work as the date of the Convocati_on dr~ws near; 
the partiCular cases are selected from the list and work in connectiOn w1th them 
is hurrie~lly done through all the stages and the medal,; are got ready for 
presentatiOn shortly before the Convocation. But on account of the reas-:m 
mentioned later the preparation of all Convocation medals since the 194 7 
examinations has not yet been completed . 

. The other cases are really neglected. We have formed the impression that 
this work has not been sericusly and regularly done for many years past. It 
~nay, however, be snid that_ at the moment. wt rk is eompicte on!~, up to 1944. It 
IS true that some special eases (including Convocation cases) of later years ·wore 
taken up and completed, hut it is equa:lly true that complete final lists of awards 
have not yet been made. There Iuive been some delay in the office in preparing 
t}.e preliminary lists of eligible candidates. But the real reason for the abnormal 
and hopeless delay is non-verification of the preliminary lists, and without this 
verification or· scrutiny no final list can he prepared for being put up to the 
Syndicate for fin!t.l orders. It ap]lears that since Hl42 several gentlemen were 
appointed from time to time to scrutinise the preliminary lists, but that some of 
them could not find time at all to take up the work, while the others did some 
work at their convenience for some time. Realising that the work of scrutiny was 
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at a standstill, the Additim1al Controller took upon himself in 1949 the task of 
checking the preliminu,ry lists. He mr.de some progrcsu, but obvi<,usly his 
multif<~rious duties le<~ve him verv little time for this extra work with the result 
that the scrutiny work is still vm:y much in arrears. ' 

Anc.ther difficulty ha;; contributed to the pra.cticttl stagnation of work in this 
section of the C<...ntr_ller's Departmei1t. The vdue of gold and silver has increased 
tremendously and income from Government securities has come down. It is not 
possible to get medals prepared according to old specific[l.tions. The Syndic[l.te 
appointed a Committee (with the Vic2-Chr.nccllor, 1\lessrs. R P. Mukherji and 
P. C. Nlitter and the RPgistr,tr) <~bout the middle of .1948 to go into the question 
of size, value, etc., of medals. UnfortunatJly, this Committee has not yet 
formulated its decision. ·The result is that medals in respect of the 1947 and 1948 
(aml also 1949) examimttions have not yet been p,repared. 

The number of undistributed medals in stock comes up to 495. One of the;;e 
relates to the year 1902 and the rest to years from 1919 to 1946. (Medals in 
respect of later years have not yet been prep<tred). The explanation is that these 
medals could not be distributed in the absence of applications for them. Hearls of 
institutions are said to have bPen duly intimated and reminders are said to have 
been issued in 1935 and 1938. It seems stmnge to us th<Lt Heads of Institutions, 
who should take pride in the success of theit students, really take so little interest 
in the ma.tter of actual distribution ;)f medals to their ex-students. 

It is true that the stock of medals is rarely checked by a; superior officer of the 
University. The stock used in the past to be kept by the University cashier. 
In 1931, Sree Jagannath Deb Ray was directed to take charge of the stock. He 
found that the cashier kept no account of the stock of medals with him. Sree 
,Jagannath Deb Ray, therefore, made out a list of medals in stock then in the 
presence of the cashier and the Government Auditor. That list forms the basis 
of the present stock list. The list is brought up to date every year by the 
assistant-in-charge and we found that only once on 8th May 1948 the stock was 
verified by the l:luperintendent, the Special Officer (Mr. Ajit Kumar Banerjea) and 
the Additional Controller. \Ve are not sure if this verification meant only checking 
of the last balance shown in the book with the actual stock in hand, or whether 
in addition to this work the last balance was checked by reference to credits and 
debits of that year and previous years. If this was not done, the verification was 
ineffective. 

The factB stated above, disclose a deplorable state of affairs, which defeats 
the very object for which medals were enuowcd by the University and by the 
beQ.evolent members of the public interested in the spread and progress of 
education. It is a great trust and responsibility, the discharge of which has 
hitherto been neglected but should attract the attention of tho authorities of the 
University at once. 

Coming now to the two specific complaints referred to in the beginning of 
this note we found that the alle<ration that Mr. Rabi Das Gupta's Premchand 

' b b' Roychand Schol~u·ship medttl was of rolled gold, is not wholly corr?c~. :Mr. Ra 1 

Das Gupta is not a Premchand Itoycha.nd Scholarship. He was ree1p1ent of only 
one medal, viz., Regina Guha Gold Medal of 1937 wh_ich, however, was of 9 .ct. 
gold. Up to 1939 medals were manufactured at the l\imt wh_ere the respect1ve 
dies were kept; in cases in whid1 there was no die, Messrs. Hatmlton & Co., Ltd., 
were entrusted with the work-medals of the value of Rs 30 to Rs.50 were made 
by them, with 9 ct. gold (vide their letter, dated tht! 21st February 1939). Re~ina 
Guha Gold Medal is worth H.s.50. Thus no suspicion attaches to the allogatwns 
noted above. (Since 1939, the University· has been calling for tenders from 
respectable firms for manufacture of medal~. The University has also now 
certain specifications for the manufacture of medals and also a schedule of terms 
for the supply of medals). 

· The other allegation was that Sreemati Basana SEn repeatedly asked for ~er 
1947 medal, but failed to get it. If she is really entitled to a medal, the alle~atwn 
must be true, inasmuch as no medal for 1947 onwards has been prepared m the 
absence of a _decision of the Medal Committee regarding size and value of medals. 
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(iii) Case of Biswanath .Mussudi. 

The conduct of the head examiner has already been commented on i!l our 
report regarding complaint against Rai Sahib R. N. Singh (vide annexure V). 
The Himli Paper II of this candidate was examined by Pn.ndit Bhubaneswar 
1\Tism. He gave him 2S. ·This was increased by the head examiner to 38. In 
the opinion of the examiner this candidate does not deserve more than 28 marks 
and cannot pass. 'Vhen the head exn.miner was confrontEd with this paper and 
asked why he gave increased mark to this particular candidate, he said that he 
did not remembet· what was in his mind at thn.t t.ime. It might be that he 
thought that because the candidate had passed in the first paper, he should get 
pass marks in the other paper also and, therefore, he increased his marks in that 

·paper. 

'\Ve are convinced that increase in the marks of the candidate in this paper 
was not at all justified and that the increased mark was given mair1ly with a view 
to making the boy pass in this paper. 

(iv) Case of Suda.rsan Kmnar Birla .. 

The allegation in this case> is that Professor S. N. Lal, who was head examiner 
in Hindi at the Matriculation Examination in 1948, increased his marks in Hindi 
and made him pass in the 1st division. 

The boy appeared at a tE-st examination from the Mitra Institution (60-B, 
Mirza. pore Street) am~ secured the following marks:-

English. Mathematics 
Major 

Classical. History. Geography. Vernacular. 
(Hindi.) 

112 GO 60 20 36+40 50 
---

2ii0 100 100 ;)0 IOO+ 100 100 
368 III Division. 

Total 800 

His previous record at the Hare Sehool wa.s a.lso not very satisfactory. He 
was held up for one year in claRs VIII . 

. He, however, secured f<til'ly high marks in the Matriculation Examination 
specially in Hindi as shown below -~ 

English. 
l\'Iajor 

Classical. Mathematics. lliiitory. Geography. Vernacular. 
(Hindi.) 

141 fi3 GG 32 78·-1-83 48 
---

2ii0 100 100 :iO 200 100 

In view of the past record of the boy and the marks he secured in Hindi in the 
Test Examination, we are not satiRfied that the marks obtained by this candidate 
in Hindi at the Matriculation ~xamination were a\\;ardecl on merits. ' 

(V) Case of Blwpenrlm Kumar Ghosh (Howrah 478). 

ThiH was another case in which the head examiner, Professor S. N. Lal, 
obviously thought that the boy deserved distinction marks and the . m~n~1er in 
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which he increased the marks from 70 to 80 in Hindi Paper I deserves. condemna­
tion. The total of the marks as originally given by the examiner came up to (i~~ 
or 70, · The progressive total given on the top of each page w~ll show th:~t tlus 
was so. In the answer to question 3 it was foun1l that t.he exammer gave .hun !)4. 
marks in the margin. This was increased by the addition of l at first wluch was 
changed to 3 subsequently. The total, therefure, went up from 9~ to l2·J. In 
the answer to question 4, the examiner aave the candidate only 11 J. The second 
digit l of thi~ figure II was subsequently altered to 4. That this mts so would 
be clear from the fact that the progressive total on the next page is 42~. The 
head examiner or the examiner bad no justifi<:ation in ehanging the marking i11 
this way without initialling the correction~. 

In the answer to questioP (j the examiner originally gave the candidate 8~. 
'l'his was subsequently increased by l. In the a.:JS\\'er to questiun 5 on the last 
Page, the 6Xaminer gave tho candidate ll. This was subsequently altered to I4 
in exactly the same manner as in the case of the answer to question 4. \Vhen 
confronted 'vith these facts, tLc only cxplana.tiun that Professor La! could offer 
was that the alteration was made by his a~sist.anl. When it was pointed out to 
him that the alteration of the markings could only have been done for fhe 
purpose of preventing the attention of people being drawn to it, he denied this 
and said that thi~; was not his intention. His general explanation that the 
answer paper<" in Hindi written by thi,; Bengali candidate were :-;p good that he 
deserved distinction marks and, therefore, he raised his mark from 78 to 80 "in 
one paper and from 70 to 80 in the other, has no :mbstance in it, and the manner 
in which the alterations were effected is ext;remely reprehensible and t.bis 
clearly shows t.hat the head examiner was abusing his ·position in a most 
reckless manner. Another complaint which was made against this head 
examiner was that he had altered the mark slips originally submitted Ly an 
examiner, forged the signature of the examiner in these mark slips and submitted 
them to the Controller. On an examination of these mark slips in Hindi Paper 
II of examiner Pandit Kamalakanta Pathak we found that the mark slips did 
not bear the signature of the examiner. \Vhen asked about these mark slips the 
head examiner admitted that these related to the papers examLted by Pandit 
Kamalakanta Pathak. When be W3.S asked why those flips did not bear the 
?xaminer's signature he stated that the Univer;;ity gave him blank slips 
mstead of printed ono3 and the examiner Mr. Pathak entered the roll 
numbers a<> well as the marks in these blank slipR and gave them to him along 
with the answer papers. He further stated that as he had to send the mark slips 
to the University, he procured printed mark slips and copied out the marks in 
them and submitted them to the University. When asked to produe;e the 
original mark slips signed by the examiner, he said that he had destroyed them. 

Pandit Kamalakanta Pathak, when he wa:; examined on the l4tlJ January, 
I!)50, however, gave a different story. This i:; what he stated-" I signed all the 
four copies of the mark slips which I handed over to the head examiner along 
with the answer scripts. I am positive that with regard to the Matriculation 
Examination, 1949, I did not use blank mark slips; I uPe in all Pases printed mark 
slips supplied by the Controller's Department. " There i;; no reason, we think, 
why the examiner Mr. Kamalakanta Pathak should make a false statement, and 
although there is no evidence of any forgery, as the mark slips su~mitted b~ the 
head examiner do not bear the examiner's signature, the whole tlung was highly 
irregular and the proeedurP "as adopted probably with a view to cover up the 
manipulation in the marin• which had been made by the head examiner in several 
cases. 

It is evident from the facts cited above that the head examiner has been guilty 
of manipulation of marks in several cases without any justification and that on 
the w~10le he has proved himself quite unfit to cont.inue as head examiner in any 
exa.mmation in the CalcuiJta University. 
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Annexure VII. 
Complaint against Pandit Sudama 8a.stri. 

The complaint ag?-inst this examiner is that he does not know Hindi or English 
and ~loes not <'Xamme tho papers himself but that the papers given to him are 
exanuned by the tea.clwrs of the Sanatan Dharma Vidyalaya, where he is also 
e~ploJ·.ed and . that the markings are in their handwriting. There is a further 
alhgati~n that Ill the following cases he jointly with one Ramlagan Singh realised 
money from tho eandidatos and gave thorn high marks:-

Kharag. F. P. :31 . . 74 marks. 
Cal. G2 70 , 

The compbinu is olwiow:ly pseudonymous as the writer Miss Sakuntala of 11, 
Cross Stn'ct, could not be traced. The answer script of Kharag. F. P. 31 was 
obtaincd from the .Additional Controller of Examinations, but, the paper of Roll 
Cal. 62 was not available. 

We examined Pandit Surlanw, Sast1·i of Sanatan Dharma Vidyalaya on 12th 
,January, 1!);)0. The answer seript in Hindi Paper I of Khamg. F. P. 31 in which 
he had given her 7-t was shown to t.his examiner. H appears that in answPr to 
almost all questions tho Pandit gave exccs;;ively high marks which he himself 
could not justi(y. Vi'hen asker! to re-examine the papers he 'him:;elf recltH:ed the 
tot!!! marlu; from 74 tr1 GO, corresponding reduetion being made in the marking of 
~ach answer. In :,;0mc cnsPs thP original marks have been obliterated and the 
mcrea.secl marks written over. In ~(>me cases the marks originnlly given have been 
overwritten, the original marking heing >:till decipherable with ~>ome difficulty, but 
in other cases they enn be plainly made out. 'VIH'll l1c was asked to re-examine 
the answers to question 1 klw. and l glw in which he had given her 7 marks, the 
Pandit stated that he did tl1is under a mishtken imprcRsion, vh:., that each part 
carried 16 marks, wherPas in fact question Nt). 1 which had 4 parts and out of· 
which candidntes were required to answer only 2, carried 16 mark:"• a:s such each 
put carried only 8 marks. Tho Pandit adlllitted that on re-exammatwn he would 
give the candidate 3t marlu; in each part, i.e., the totR:l would be ~ marks out of 
16 for the whole question. This is gross carele:>snest>, If not somethmg worse. 

Again when he was asked to look to tl1e answer to question 2 wl1ich also had 
4 parts, out of whid1 tJ10 candidate.:; were asked to an:>wer only two, l1is explanation 
was exactly similar, namely that he thougJ1t that each part carried 16 marks and 
therefore in 2 klw he hacf given ()out of 16 and in 2 gha. he had given 7 out of 16. 
On re-examination he ,tatcd that the proper marking would be 6 and 4. In the 
answer to questions 3, 4 and ,5 he appears to have increased tlJC mark by over­
writing without initialling them, the origin8.l figures being rubbed out and inc>reased 
mark~ sustitut?d in their places. It is difficult to make out what the original 
marl~mg was ~n the answer to question 6. He seems to have rubbed out the 
previOus marl{)ng and put down 8 in its place. As stated before the Pandit 
re-examined the papers in our presence and gave reduced marks in the answers to 
almost every que<;fion. He admittc>d that he had made n. mistake in the8e cases. 

This examiner was then shown several-other answer scripts namely those of 
~oil Cal. :3928, 5920, 5!130, 59:31 in which marks had been inclisc>riminately 
mcreased and .in which some of the markings appear to have hepn clone by others 
an~ not ~y tins examiner. He was asked to write out the English digits from l to 
10 .~~~ a shp of paper in our presence. It was obvious by comparison of the specimen 
~vntmg With t~1~ markings in the!':e answer scripts that some of the marks were not 
m tl1e handwntmg of this examiner. In the course of examination the Panclit 
admitted that in one oc.se he had alhwed a teacher of the same institution to 
examine the papers as he could not see at night; and in anothPr case the markings 
had hem~ clon.e by one Ram Pariksht1w Singh who was present with him and who was 
a~I exam mer m Hindi. He further admittrd that this Ram Pa.riksha Singh did not 
gtvc the marks at his dictntic.n Lut was sitting with him and was fumbling with the 
paper-; and he might have made the changes obviously without his knGwledge and 
consent. No reliance can, therefure, be placed on an examiner of this type. 
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Annexure VIII. 

Co-mplaint a.gain.st Pandit Rama.si.s Jlli.sm. 

The allegations against this examiner, made in a letter a1ldresRecl to us by one 
Ra.ghw1ath Prasad Pandey of 96, Harrison Rm•.cl, Calcutta, were tha.t the P:mdit 
did not know English nor could he write English digits and that he got the pt~pe~·s 
allotted to him examined by the flons of one Badri llurm<tn, Corporation Councillor 
and Secretary of tl1e Kshatriya Viclyalaya, in. which he was a tea.dlCr, and took 
money from the following candidates and gave them high marks:-

Roll How. 4 80 marks. 
Roll Cal. P. 637 7 i) 

" 
Raghunath Prasad Pandey was asked to appear before the Committee with 

evidence in support of his allegations, but no reply was rccein•cl to our ll'tter, 
neither did he turn up. The scripts of the two candidates were cxaminl~d hy n,; 
and we could find nothing unusual in the markings. There is no evidence of graft 
in this case. The Pandit who was examined by us, cknied having taken the 
assistance of any outsider, but admitted that he got the parers examined by his 
son and that some of the marks had been written on the am;wer Rcripts by his 801 1. 

He is an old man and like Pandit Sudama Sastri he is unreliable, n.s he does not 
personally examine the answer sc~ipts allotted to l.1im, but gets them exa.mined b_y 
others. He is clearly unfit to coutmue as an cxammcr. 

Annexure I X. 

Complaint regarding Biswanath Jlfussadi-Roll Calcutln P .. 901 (ilfatric. 1949). 

We had to examine some answer scripts o[ thi~ boy while enqnil'ing into 
allegations cf malpractices of (among others) Rat Sah1b Pt:ofes:>or R. N. Singh, an 
examiner in Hindi. A separate report has been made m that connection (\"ide 
Annexure V). 

Ra.i Sahib R. N. Singh told us that Biswanath i\'Iussadi was "a very notorious 
boy known ip the market. '' We. can~e to know that although he appeared as a 
private student who never stndted m auy school, he was, as a matter uf fact . 
student of one ~f the Hincli High Schools in Calcutta. We then decided. to '11 ' •1 ,t . d I It I l' la w some further enquiries about hun, an t 1C resn 8 revea a < tsgraeeful state or 
affairs. 

In spite of the illegal and dishonest means ~rlopte1l in hi~:~ favom,. t_hifl candidate 
failed in English, Geog~·aphy and Commerc_~al G~owaph;y (Adchtwnal) at tlw 
Matriculation ExaminatiOn of 1949, but bemg ~ltgthle for th~ Supplement •• r' 
Examination in English and Geography he sat for 1t, but was agam unsuccessful. ) 

Mr L M Roy Head Master, Shrec Dirloo Ma.hPswnl'i Pn.nchayet y 1·(l . 1 _ 
• .. • ' • - V'"lr a,\1a. 

Caleutta, reports as below:- · · · 
" Biswanath Mu'lsatli-Admittecl in Class V of,_this school ~n ;ith Augtt.~t 194:~. 

road in classes V, VI, V~l, VIII and IX; last read Ill Class IX u) t~ 
31st July, Hl48, when h1s name wa;.; strnck off. " l 

Yet Mr. Debi Prasanna Sirca.r, Head Master, The Bharati Bidyn.la.ya C· 1, tt· 
gave the boy a certificate on 14th December 1948, to the following effect :~ t u .~. 

" According to the best of my information and knowlcrlge n· . . tl 
d I I 1 . } . ' · IS\\ a.n,t l 

Mussadi has never atten ec any sc 100 wtt 1111 or outside the t ··t .· 1 · · 1. · f tl · ~r · 't , eru ona 
JUrlSC JCtiOn 0 us· u!liVei'SI y. 

Tltis certificate was enclosed with Biswanath Mussndi 's applicn.ti for 
permission to appear at thP Matriculation Examination in 1949 anclon tl , 

1 I' t I t . ' on lL strength~ of this certifie~te ~ w app rcan o J amed the necessary permission 
automahcally from the Pmverstt;y. 
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Had the _real facts not been suppressed, this boy would not ordinarily have been 
allowed to Sit for the l\Tatriculation Examination earlier th11n 1950 ; had there been 
any special point to he considered, it was only the Syndicate of the University which 
was ~ompe_tent to consider it and gmnt the student permission to appear at the 
Matnculatwn Examination in l!l4!J, or refuse it. But the correct facts having 
been suppressed, and a wrong certificate having been falsely obtained, this 
student's case becnme a ..-imple one, which had not to go to tl1e Syndicate for 
orders. 

vVe examined Mr. Debiprasanna Sircar who gave the wrong certificate. He 
said t~at he did not know the boy, but that somebody brought l1im over to him 
and smd that the boy never att1mdccl any school anywhere ; he arlcled that as he 
believed that statement, he harl i10 hesitation t!'> grant the certificate. He could 
not, however, rememb(T at this distance of time who that "somebody" was. 
'Ve pointed out to him that the occurrence was only a year old and that as ml,l-ny 
such certificates were not issued by him, he might ti·y to remember who really 
brought the boy to him. His memory, however, ~>till failed him. More than once 
he drew our attention to the quali~ving phmse in his certificate, viz., "according 
to the best of my information and knowledge. '' '"-'e had to tel) him that the 
word " information " might have been appropriate but the word " knowledge " 
was thoroughly inappropriate. His statement ami. conduct were wholly unconvin­
cing and we do not consider tho grant of the certificate at all bona fide. 

Next, having crossed the first hurdle on the strength of such a certificate, 
Biswanath l\Inssadi appeared at the test examination of Sree Sanatan Dharma 
Vi~yala.ya of Calcutta, and sent up his application forn• duly fille~ i-? to the 
Umvers1ty t.hrough the Head Master of the Vidyalaya. In that apph(.,atwn form 
the Hc~1l Master noted the following marks as having been obtained hy Biswanath 
Mnssadi at the test examination held in his school :-

English 60 
Mathematics 31 
History 34 
Geogr~phy 11 
Hindi I 36 
Hindi II 36 
Sanskrit 32 

vVe examined l\Ir. Ram Govind Ray, Head Master, Sree San~_ttan_ Dharma. 
Vidyalaya on 19th January, 1950, He said that the 1\Iussadi boy d1~ Sit for the 
test examination of his school. We requested him to send us a letter m confirma­
tion of this fact and note in it the marks secured by the boy at the test 
ex~mi~atio~. Accordingly, he wrote a, letter to us tho ~arne da}_' (19th Januar}_', 
19.JO) m which, however, he ~'aid " The marks on the basiS of wh10h he (Mussadi) 
was sent up are given below":-

Engli~h 
Mathematics 
Hindi 
History 

I"SflOO 
39/100 
41/100 
44/100 

It will be seen that these mark; are quite different from the marks ~hich the 
Head Master reported to the University 011 the application form of B1swanath 
Mussadi. We, therefore, called the He;td l\Iaster again on 20th Januar_y, 1950. 
He said that the marks reporte(!- by him in his letter to us, dated 19th Ja_nua_ry, 
I9::;o are the correct marks of 1\fussadi and that the m&rks shown on the a;pphcatwn 
form ~f the hoy wet·e wrongly noted there by a clerk in hi~, o~ee-they qmst have 
been somebody else's marie " Finally, he stated that thiS must have been a. 
elerical mistake. Thm·e are so many fot:ms to he signed that he cou_ld not verify 
the marlo; in all the application forins.'' He Mlmitted that marks _m Geo~raphy 
and Sanskrit were not noted in his letter to us, because the cand1date d1d not 
appear in the;;e su hjccts at thr> test examination. 
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We were not prepared for this last revelation in rc;;pect of the boy's test 
examination results, and we stumbled on it quite by accident. The complaint 
was that Biswanath Mussadi spent Rs. 10,000 to get through the Matriculation 
Examination. There is no evidence whether that is so or not. But the facts 
are:-

(a) He was not entitled to appear at the Matriculation Examination before 
1950. 

(b) He procured a false certificate from :Mr.Debiprasana Sarkar, HPad Master, 
The Bharati Vidyaya.la, but fer wbieh he would not lmvc been qualified 
to sit for the Matriculation Exa.mination, 1!14!l. 

(c) He did not appear in all the :mbjects in th~ Test Examinati_on, but 
Mr. Ram Govinda Ray, Head Master, Srce Sanntan Dharam VIdyala.ya 
reported that he did. 

(d) The marks reported by the Head Master to the Univer~it.y we-re in fact 
not the marks received by him. 

(e) His marks in Hindi I and Hindi II were increased at the Matriculation 
Examination. 

We cannot ~elp coming to the conclusion that. th~ Head l\f~ster and some of tJ1e 
examiners were influenced hy the boy ~r h1s guardw.t~ .. The University 
has been misled, but fortunately the boy chd not pass. Tb1;.; IS a case in which 
disciplinary action should be taken against the persons concerned. 

Annexure X. 

Complaint 1·egarding Sri Sudarsan Kumm· Birla. 

He was a student of the Hare School and in 1947 was promoted to class IXA 
On 29th April, 1947, he left the school on a transfer certificate. On the 12th 
October, 1947, he applied for permission to appear at the Matriculation 
Examination of 1948, although uncler the Rules he was not ordinarily eligible 
to appear a.t the Matriculation Examination beforP I 949. In his application h 
stated that he was away from Bengal and that he had left on account of the 
disturbed conditions. His application was recommended by <~ meinhPr of the 
Syndicate, on 16th October, 1947, and he paid the usual fee of Rs.IO on 17th 
October, 1947. The ma~ter came up in the usu~l cour:se ?efore the Syndieab on 
21st November, 1947, as Item No. 128 (altere-d to Item 1n2 m the printed minut 
of Syndicate), and was refused by the Synuicate on the same date. The rlecisic~~ 
of the Syndicate was conveyed t.o the stude-nt in a letter, datrd the 6th December 
1947. A few days later, that IS, on 13th December, 1947, the original 8 ·I I 
leaving certificate of this stmlent, which he had submitted with his applicC~,tio c 10~ 
which had been returned to him, was again c<tllecl for. No reason was giv~n .11 ~1 

letter, but it is clear from the file which we called for from the Recristrar th 1~ th~e 
was wanted in cannection with a move for putting up the case ~gain be~ a t~s 
Syndicate. The matter was again brought up before the Syndicate as an ~re . e 
the agenda for the next meeting, and the necessary permission was grflnt ~ e~;n 
University file shows that this Rubjcct was includc,V as item No. 17 in' the · Ie 
for the Syndicate meeting of 9th January, 1948 (subsequently alten•d to i:~~~g;n~a 
the printed proceedings). Relevant PXtracts frcm the minutes of the s a· 8 111 

are annexed hereto and marked '' X ''. yn Icato 

It is difficult to understand on what ground the Syndieate reversed tl . 
decision and allowed the candidate's applil'ation. Under the rules fra~ec~revwus 
the Regulations the boy could not be admitted to the l\Iatriculatio E . un~ler 
before 1949. There is no doubt that a grave irregularity had been ~m~~~~3~twn 
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X. 
(TRUE COPY.) 

J.llin11tes of the Syndicate for the year 1947-

No. 51 
The 21st November, 1947. 

Present : 
Professor Pramathanath Banerjee, B.A., B.L., Barrister-at-Law, Vice-Chancellor, 

in the Chair. 
Bidbanchandra Roy, Esq., n.A., lii.D., D,sc., 1\LR.C.P. (Lond.), F.R.c.s. (Eng.), 

F,S.lii.F. (Bengal). 
Prafullachandra l\iitter, Esq., liLA., Ph.D., F.N.I. 
Ramaprasad Mookerjee, Esq., 1\I.A., D.sc., Barrister-at-Law. 
M. N. Bose, Esq., 1\I.R.C.;\l. (Edin.), F.S.l\LF. (Bengal). 
Professor Muhammad Zubair Siddiqi, liLA., n.L., Ph.D. (Cantab.). 
Rev. Father A. Verstraeton, s.J. 
Subodh Mitra, Esq., M.n. (Cal.), lii.D. (Berlin), .F.n.c.s. (Edin.), F.R.c.o.o. 

· (Lond.), F.:t\.1. 
-Jatindra.kisor Choudhuri, Esq., M.A. 

152. Read an application, recommended by Rai K. M. l\:I:itra Bahadur, 
Member of the Syndicate, from Sudarsa.n Kumar Birla, stating that he left class 
IXA _of Hare School, Calcutta, on 29th April, 1947, and praying that he rna~ be 
permitted to appear at the Matriculation Examination in l 94R as a private 
candidate. · 

The usual permission fee of Rs.l5 has been paid and the transfer certificate from 
H!~re School, Calcutta, and a certificate from Rai Shahib T. P. Datta, Deputy 
Controller of Patents and Designs, Government of India, have been submitted. 

NoTE.-The student is eliaible for admission to the l\Iatriculation Examination 
in 1949. o 

0RDERED.-That the applicant be informed that he is not eligible for admission 
to the Matriculation Examination earlier than 1949. 

(TRUE COPY.) 

.Minutes nf the Syndicate for the year 1.947. 

No.2 
TlH' 9th .January, 1948. 

Present: 
Professor Pramatlumath Banerjee, 1\I.A., B.L., Ba.rrister-:~.t-Iaw, Vioe· 

Chancellor, in the Chair. 
Bidhanchandra Roy, Esq., n.A., M.D., D.sc., 1\I.R.C.P. (Lond.), F.R.c.s. (Eng~); 

F.S.M.F. (Bengal). 
Praphullachandrn. Mitter, Esq., M.A., rh.D., F.N.I. 
Ramaprasr..d Mookerjee, Esq., l\1-A., n.L. 
Rai Bahadur Profe,ssor Khagendranath Mitra, liLA. 

Pramathanath Banerjee, Esq., M A., D.sc., Barrister-at-Law. 
M. N. Bose, Esq., M n.C.l\I. (Edin.), F.S.l\I.F. (Bengal). 
Professor Muhammad Zubair Siddiqi, M.A., H.L., Ph.D. (Cantab.). 
Rev. Father A. Verstraeton, s.J. 
Professor Meghnad Saha, D.sc., F.R.s. 
Subodh Mitra, Esq., M.D. (Cal.), M.D. (Berlin), F.R.c.s. (Edin.), F.R,c.o.G. 

(Eng.), F.N.I. 
Nagendranath Sen, Es9.., 1\I.sc., F.R.I.c., A,R.s.M., A.I.M.M. (Lond.), M.I.E. (Ind.). 
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88. Read an application, recommended by Rai K. N. Mitra, Bnhadnr, Member 
of the Syndicate, from Sudarsan Kumar Birla, stating that he left class IX(A) of 
Hare School, Calcutta, on 29th April, 1947, and p··aying that he may be permitted 
to appear at the Matriculation Examination in 194S as a private candidate. 

The usual permission fee of Rs.l5 has been paid and a certificate from Rai 
Sahib T. P. Datta, Deputy Controller of Patents and Designs, GoYcrnmtnt of India 
has been submitted. ' 

The case was placed before the Syndicate on 21st November-, 1947 (item No. 128) 
when it was refused. 

RESOLVED.-That in modification of the previous orders, the application be 
granted subject to the conditions thn,t the candidate must pas3 the Test Examina­
tion of a recognised school. 

Annexure XI. 

Complaint regarding Sri Scwti Kumar Singh Roy (Roll Birb. No. 222, Matric. 
1949). 

The complaint in this case was that the examinee_ obtained-a favoured treatment 
from all examiners, particularly examiners in Sanskrit, Bengali and English. We 
called for the an~nver papers of the candidate in all subject~. His answer papers in 
History, Geograph:t"and l\iathematics do not seem to reqm~c much comment. It 
may be that the marking of these answer papers was very liberal, but the marks 
as appear in the answer papers, are the origin11l marks given and do not bear any 
sign of alternat~on or overwriting. The boy rec?ived 38 ou~ ~f 100 in History, 
2·5 out of 50 m Geography and 40 r.ut of 100 m Mathematics. It i!.ppean; to us 
that in the present day low standard of examinntion this candidate could ~ecure 
pa;;'l marks on the answers given in these three subjects. 

A perusal, however, of the nnswer pn.perii in Sanskrit,_Bengali Pa~er I, Bengali 
Paper II, English Paper I and English Paper II unnu;;t11kably pomts to a mo~t 
unfortunate state of affairs. The statements of the exam_me~rs o~ head examiners 
concerned fully cc•nfirm the view. (In the 3rd Paper m English the candidate 
secured 13 marks which were left urmltered till the end.) 

Sanskrit.-The examiner, Mr. R.N. Cl-Jaudhuri; gave the candidate 19 marks 
These were successively raised to 25, 26 and finally to 30, which last fignl'e wa~ 
attested by the head examiner, Dr. Satcowde Mc:okerjee. As the examiner is a 
resident of Ccoch Beh11r, we did not send fc,r him, but _we s~nt fc.r the head 
examiner, Dr. St1tcowrie Mookerjee. He sti;t.:!d that the cXttmmer himself increased 
the marks from 19 to 25 and lhat he inr:rea:-Jed the marks to 30 because this 
was a_ "border line case" ; by this expn·ssi· n he meant a case in which a 
candidate got 5 or 6 marks below the pass mark. In the presenl, case the 
p&ss mark:;: was 30. He was r"skcd if he redly believed that increase of 
marks to 30 W~J.S justified. Hi:-J reply was that they ':ere "genemlly liberal in 

· examining these papers " and " mr~rks are nut given stnctly on m~rit but simply 
to pass the candidates." He had, however, the l?oodne~s to adm1t later that J{e 
made a mistake in increasing the marks to 30 especmlly after he had found that 
the ~xaminer himself had increased the ~_arks _from HI to 25. In reply to a 
questwn as to whether anybody had asked }urn to mcreaf:.'e the marks, he stated 
"I do not remember." Later on his clear statement was ''may be somebody had 
requested me to do so." 

The conclusion seems irresistible that both the exammer and the head 
examiner gave extra marks under extraneous influence, and that the conduct of 
.the head examiner was worse than that of the examiner-though the examiner 
gave the boy some extra marks he could not pass him, but the head examiner had 
no compunction to give the can::lidatc further extra marks to pa.aa him. 
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Bengali Paper I.-The examiner, l\Ir. Priyalal Bhattacharyya, gave the boy 31 
marks, which were raised to 40 under the initials of the head examiner, 
Mr. KalidDs Hay Kavisekhar. The pass marks in this paper are 36. '!he rxaminer 
had, therefore, failed this ca.ndidate. The head exttmincr Mr. Ray sa1d that after 
the examiners had examined some pnpers in the course of the first f~rtnight they 
sent in thcit· marks slips and the answer scripts to the head exammers. After 
pomsing the marked scripts l\fr. S. N. Mitra, the senior head examiner and he 
issued instructions t.o the examiners to assess papers more liberally. Accordingly, 
" cttndidates who obtained marks near about 30 (say from 28 to 35) were all 
given extra nmrks so tlutt they might get at least the pass mark, viz., 36." He said 
that they had " to look more to the percentage of passes than to the quality of 
the answers given to the questions." 

On a detailed examina.tion of mark slips we found that although in some cases 
marks ncar ttbont :~o were raised t.o 36 or more, there were many such '' border 
line cases " which were left untouched. In this conne'ction, we quote the follow­
ing startling observation made by .Mr. Ray : '' I admit that with a view to 
bringing tlw pr·rc~nta.ge of passes to the requirc>d figure justice is not always done, 
a.s it can never b(.• clone, because head examiners cannot personally go through all 
t.he papers, nor are they paid for the work even if they do or can go through all 
the papers." . 

He admittPd that "thC'l'c is a. tprrible rush of rebtions of candidates for getting 
intimation about the rc>sults of the candidates. SometimPs the candidates them­
sc>lves ta.ke up a t.hretLtt>ning attitude." In reply to the ques.tion whether he had 
increased the marks of this examinee at the reqm•st of anybody, his reply was 
"in this· particular instance I c;tn assure you that nobody approached .me to 
enlutnce the mat·ks of this ilarticular candidate." 'The only reason wluch he 
mention('d for giving the extm marks w•1s •· I wanted to pass more candidatea." 
He, however, made the significant statement that "it is quite possible, and very 
likely it is so, that a. scrutineer mav be influenced to take out papers of some 
examinees, in whom he may be inter0 sted, and offer them for re-examination by 
the hc>ad examiner. Sometimes a brother examiner may invite the attention of 
the head examiner to a particular paper." • 

Thus the statement of the hea.d examiner Mr. Ray makes it clear that although 
~n _this c,~se nobody approached him directly, " it is quite posc;ible, and very lik~ly 
1t JS so, that a scrutincer micrht have been influenced to put up the paper to h1m 
for revision, whereupon he gave> the candidate extra marks irrespective of the 
qu•1li~y of his answers, with a view to passing him, evidently to please the 
scrutmeer, whose interest in the candidate was roused by fair means or foul. 

Bengali Pape1· I I.-The examiner, Mr. Kalikumar Dutt gave the boy 38 
marks. 36 bring the pass mark. Marks allotted to different answers were all badly 
mutilated and overwritten. 'Ihc statement of the examiner is that he began 
examining ;p~pers rathet· strictly when the head examiner Professor Jan~r.dan 
Chakravarti mstructed him to assess papers not so strictly. The overwntmgs 
were not initialled by a.n:ybody, but the examiner admitted that they were all 
done by him. He had originally marked the answers apparently according to his 
own standard, but then remembering the head examiner's instructions he altered 
the marks, which, he stated, were all cases of" instantaneous alterations." 

He was asked to compare the answers to question No. 1 given by this 
.candidate i'ith the answer given by another candidate (Roll Birb. No. 2), whom 
he had given 8 marks out of 10, although there was no mistake in his answer, 
whereas he gave the candidate we are now concerned (Roll Birb. 22~) 9 out of 10, 
although there were mistakes in his answer. The examiner confessed that it was 
his mistake to award 8 marks to Roll Birb. 2. 

In our presenc>c he revalurd the paper (of Roll Birb. 2:!2) anrl allotted a total 
o~ ?8 marks (against 38 actually given by hiru). He finally stated that it was 
?tffieult for him to explain everything, but as far as be could see now his 
msta.ntaneous alterations and re-marking in the case of Roll Birb. No. 222 were 
melmt only to enable the candichtte to pa.ss. It was not the case, he said, that 
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anybody had made any request to him on behalf of the candidate, it wa,<J on the 
general principle that those candidates who got near about 28 or 29 should be 
ordinarily ma.de to·pass, that he gave this examinee a total of 38 marks. 

Hearl examiner, Janardan· Chakrabarti, stated that he had no occasion to ao 
through this paper before. He re-assessed the answer in our presence, and ga~e 
the candidate a total of 31 marks. He said that if he had erred, he had erred 011 
the side of leniency. He was definite that this candidate " could by no means get 
38 marks." As to the awarding of 24 marks by the cxaniiner l\Ir. K. K. Dutt on 
re-examination in our presence, the head examiner observed " that this was also 
the result of under-marking." Having seen Mr. K. K. Dutt's original markincr 
and subsequent alterations, and knowing him as he did, he thought that " it i~ 
most unlikely that he should have done it without any extraneous influence. He 
is a strict examiner and gave me a lot of trouble." 

We have no doubt that in this paper the candidate wr.s not given 3q by tho 
examwer in the usual course of examination; his answers do not deserve a pass, 
but he was made to pass by examiner, Mr. Kalikumar Dntt under· some sort of 
outside influence. 

English Paper I.-The cover of the answer paper shows that the boy was 
awarded 38 marks originally. Thirty-eight was later s.cored through and 44 
substituted under the initials of the examiner, l\Ir. SaroJkumar Mukherjee. He 
left blank the space on the cover meant for showing marks allotted to individual 
questions and the total mark. Inside the answer book there were lots of over­
writin~s and alterations. The examiner on being questioned said" Yes, perhaps 
his (the candidate's) father or somebody came to n:e and pleaded and pleaded 
saying that unless I gave him a few mu.rks he woul~ fail and he would not able 
to go up for higher education. He said that he was a. very poor man and would 
be ruined-he pleaded like this and I did thi_s (i.e., i1~creasecl his marks ~0 4 t). I 
do not know the candidate. I cannot explam anythmg mon·. I am gllllty and I 
am prepared to face the consequence." 

Further comment is unnecessary. 
English Paper I I.-Examiner l\I!· .. Kumud B. Ray gave the boy 24 m~tt·ks 

which were raised to 29 under the initials ?f t_hc head examinC'r, Mr. Suha~ 
Chandra Ray. The following relevant obscrv~ttwns of the head e.xaminer tlno~ 
a flood of light on the ·manner in which m\;tmmers and hea<l examu~crs deal with 
answer papers : " This year and last year the ~tandard ha,; dctcrwrated and wo 
have got to pa~s the students," ''because otherwrse there would ~c a lmo and cry 
in the newspapers and all f'orts of criticisms would be lcv.ellecl agamst us and the 
University. The understanding )Jetwcen the head e.xammer and t.lw examiner iH 
that if the candidate shows some sense he may.be gtvcn pass marks." •• \Ve ·have 
to look at the paper a;; a whole. After rcadmg the whole· answer we give marks 
on imprpssion." "It. is common knowleclge.th:~t pcoplP i)pproneh PXaminnr·q an<l 
head examiners. What n«ually they <lo rs t!Htt the~' do not a><k directly to 
increase the marks hut tlwy just give ur; the roll numl~Pr :tnd f-Jay ' would vo 11 
kindly persoiutlly look at this papp"·,' becausP the part!('t~lnr I'Xf!.ll.Jiner h:1<l "not 
done justice to the cand icbte." " 1 n suf'h c:tses _we !·~'Y :tml tmd out 1f we ean add 
a. few marks, e.g., 2, 3 or 4 marks. I may say _m hte~atmc 3 <•r 4 or f) mar·ks 
can easily be given it is so elastic-.. " ln tllls parti~nlar ease I do not exac.tly 
remember if anybody had approached me. But findmg that thP t.~tal mark fi1 
this Pttper is 24, I think that unless there was some request I \l'l"rld not have 
re-examined the paper." 

The fact and circumstance detailed ahove lyavc little room fur doubt that, 
this candidat<' or his guardian was able to mfluencp the examinC'rR or h . 1 
examiners in Sanskrit, Bengali and Engli~h, and got the. candidate',; marks< ~~1 
these suhjcets inerearo;ed. If he had not done so, the cam!Jchte _would hnvc failed 
in these :subjects, and, theref?re, would not luwe been declared. to have passed 
the Matdculation ExaminatiOn. A_s a res_uJt, of the succes-s which attended him 
or his guardian in the matter of mfluenemg fH me of the extunincrr; and hPad 
exa.minere in the subjects mentioned above he was at the preliminary scrutiny 
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declared to have passed in all subject:> except English. The boy obtained 
44+20+ 13=80 in English, while the pass mark~ were 90. His case, therefore, 
became a one subject failure ca«e ; and this ordinarily entitled the tabulators 
to issue a requisition slip fur the re-examination of this candidate's answer paper 
in English. But in t.hi8 partic,ular case <:;uch re-examination was apparently not 
considered necest-.ary. The t::>tal mark;; of the candidate came up to 297, 288 
being t-he minimum pass ma.rk. His deficiency o.f 4 mr.rks in English was 
condoned n.s he lw.d t"ecured 9 marks more than the minimum total mark of 
288 required for a pass. 

We have not been able to know who this hoy really is. But his is a very bad 
caxe, in which a candidate, who should by no means have been declared to have 
paf~sed, was made to pass. The candidate or hi·> guardian had availed himself 
?f all the advantages that must accrue t;> intere~t3d persons on account of laxity 
m respect of control, di..;ciplinc :mel secreey in the Ucntro!ler's Department, a~d on 
account of, to say the least, weakness on the part of exa.mmers and head exammers. 

Annexure XII. 

Complaint regarding Srirnati Priya.mbada. Birla. 
The comphint in an anonymous petition d•\tcd the 6th Oct0ber, 1949 addre~sed 

to the Vice-Chancell'Jl• was· t·..> the effect 'that ProfessorS. N. La.l, who has been 
a. private tutJr t> various girl students in the Birla family for the last five or. 
SIX years. Wi~S imtrumental in increasing the marks in all the subjects of t.!;tis girl at 
the Matncuh•tion Examination of l!J49 and that as a result she got distinction 
in several subjects : a<; a. reward P 1·ofe;-;Hor Lal was alleged to have receivNl 
Rs.2,000 frvm the Birla House and Rs.l,OOO fr.Hn Tapuria House to which she 
belonged before she was married in the Birla family . 

. \Ve called for the answer scripts of this candid~te and scrutinised them. The 
mark':! awarded to her are i!hown below :­

English PapPr I 
English Paper JI 
English Papei' III 

Arithmetic .. 
DomeHtic Seicnc<:' 

Hindi Paper I .. 
Hindi PapPI" IT .. 

Total 

Total 

Total 
Commer,·ial Geography 

Total 

50 
64 
33 

14 
32 

82 
Sl 

ll7 

147 

46 

In:l 

fi7 

The girl pasiied in the fir.3t division. . . . 
It will appear fmm the above that t]Je candidate got diHtn_lCtJOn marks .m both 

the Hindi PaprrH <mfl in no other ~ubject. The markings m the paper<; m other 
rmhjeetH do not c.all for any comment . b.nt ;crutiny of Hindi Pap~r I sh~ws that 
the candidate \\'a'> origiimlly awarde:l 70 nwrks in this paper ,~·hwh was mcreased. 
to 82 by the examiner himseif at the request of the head examme~ Professor ~al. 
\ xrl p r . 1 1 , scripts he said that he might 

•t wn roiCssor Lnl was con fronted wit 1 t Je ans\\ er . d 1 k 
have read the papor and found that it was a very g~od paper an so ~e as eel 
t,he examiner to re-examine it. When asked why 1t was not done by hunself he 
could not assign any reason for this. This was a most unusual procedure.. The 
Committee ill of oi:Jinion that the head examiner Professo.r Lal who _was obnously 
interested in the girl students of the J3irla House, dehbe.rat~ly mflue~w~d ~he 
examiner to increase. her marks in this paper so that she might get distmctwn 
in Hindi. 

Regarding the allegation that Professor La.l was. ha~1dsomely rew~rded by t~e 
families of the father and father-in-law of the grrl, Jt was not possible to obtam 
any evidence in support' of it. 
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Annexure XIII. 

Oomplrtints 1'PrJa.rrling (A) Sri Balnvndrn /)a8 Bnnyur (Roll On1.131) rwd Sri .],10ti 
Lal Khettn:_ (Roll Cal. 124)-Ca.ndidates for Jlatricula.tion E:w.mination, J/)4!), 
nnd (B) Sn .Llfohnn La.l Dnga (Roll Ca.[. 217~) a cundirlntc fur Jfntricu{atiun 
Exam.inaion, 1947. 

In an anonymous letter, dated the 6th October, Hl4!l addres::;ed to the 
Vice-Chanc<>llor of the University some compla,int was mn.dc against l\Ir. Lalit 
Mohan Roy, Headmaster of the Sri Dicloo l\Iahcswal'i Panchayat Viclyalaya, a'ncl 
one Professor Shib Narain La! of the Scottish Churchc,.; College, Calcutta. The 
allegation was that the marks of ono Balava<lnt D1ts Rangur, a grandson of 
Mr. Govind La! Ba.ngur, who appeared at d1e l\Iatricnbt.ion Examination in Hl4!l 
from Mr. L. M. Roy's Sehool (Roll c,tl. I:H), were unduly incren.secJ, especially 
in Sanskrit, Hindi, Mathematics and Commercial Geogrn.phy ; and that this wU:s 
done by Professor La! at the in'ltance of tho He•tdmaster l\h. L i\I. Hoy. Another 
allegation was that the marks in c'3rtain subjects of anothe.r candidate Jyotilal 
Khettri (Roll Cal. 124) of the same institution were unduly reduced as he was not 
in the good graces of the Headmaster. 

Marks obtained by the two <"andi(htes in the l\Iatriculation Examination 
together" with their answer scripts in Hindi Papers I and II and Sanskrit, were 
called for from the Controller'R oflice. The attached statement A shows the 
marks obtained by the two candidates at the last Matriculation Examination in 
the different subjects. 

The answer scripts of Roll Cal. 124 in Hindi Papers I and II, and Sanskrit, 
and the answer scripts of Roll Cal. I:H in Hindi Papers I and II only, could be 
obtained from the Additional Controller. In spite of several reminders the 
answer scripts of the latter candidate, namely, Balavadra. Bangur (Roll Cal. 131\ 
in Sanskrit, could not be obtained. 

The examination of answer scripts of Roll Cal. 124 in Hindi and Sanskrit 
showed that his marks wen-1 not reduced as alleged. His previous record in the 
school in classes VI, VII, VIII, IX and X also appeared to be quite good. At 
the Matriculation Examination this boy pas<:>ed in the first division, his marl{s 
aggregating 539. 

The previous record of Balavadra . Das Bangur in the upper c]n.flses of this 
institution also showed that he was a good student. At the annual examination 
in classes VI, VII and VIII, this boy secured the top place. At the annual 
examination c.lass IX he secured the third place. At tho Matriculation 
Examination this year (1949) he passed in the first divif'ion with· a total of 
541 marks. The exr,minaticn of the answer "cript in Hindi Paper II showed 
however, that the examiner gave him 62 which wa'> rr,ised to 78 h.y the heacl 
examiner Professor La!. 

ProfessorS. N. La! w;~s called and cx;~mined on the 4th ,Jnnuary and !)tl1 

Ju,nuarv 19.30. On exam inr,tion of the f?.nswer pnper in Hindi Paper II, we found 
that in.answer to questir·n I thi" boy had originnlly been given 16. The head 
exr"miner increa'lecl it hy ~~dding ;) more marks. Simil&rly, in amnver to question 
2(ga.) he made an <tdclition of:) lllltrkR, the originaJ mark given by the examiner 
heing 14. The ClLmlidate's answer to qup:otion G(kha) was nnt marked by t.he 
examiner and the head eX1}11liner gave him 4 mnrks on this question. 'l'he t.,t,d 
was wrongly shown by the ex;tmincr, Mr. K. Path;~k n.;; G2. Tlw tot;~] uf tlw 
mark origiiu~lly given hy him in the different ttnSW(TS c;tme up to G3-~ , i.e., G4, 
and not 62, a.s shown on the cover. 
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. 'When t.he hen.d exa•niner Prcfcs~>or S. N. Ld was questioned about this 
mcreasc of 14 m;uk:; (and not l(j as would appe11r fr0m the cover at the first siaht) 
he p1:opounded a eurious principle, viz., r.!Htt if he found that in one p:>p:r n.' 
<"and,~l<tte seeur<'<l diRt.in<'tion nHt.rks (i.e., SO per cpnt. or above) he :->.lwa.ys 
exammed the other pnper gs well. In this parti<'nlar c;t.se the candid;t.tc secured 
82 in Hi:1di Paper I, :md this iR the re:•son the hea.d examiner gave : "a.s there wa.s 
no spelli'lg mi<:t<tke :!.nd no gmn mati ·a.l mir~akc I gave the candidate this increase. 
I added .) marks bec<m!::ie I fonllli that it W<t.s m t a vcrv barl an'>wer. '' This W<LS 

with rd--.rence to increase of;) m:uks in the <mswcr to 'question I. 

0~ the second day (on the !lth January l:J50) when Professor Ltd W<~s 
CX!Lillllled he was asked to lovk at the .-,n:-;wcr script in Hindi Paper II 
of anotl1·~r c•mdidatc (Roll n .. ,r. 71) in which he reduced the tstal marks 
from. 04 to n2. He was asked tn compr.rc the answer tJ question 1 (kha.) 
of th1s r~11 ndidate with that of Balav11dra Dns Bangm·, and say why in tho caEe of 
the lat.te~· he inoreased the nMrlv; by 5, whereas in the ca:->e of the former JJe left 
the markmg-.a'l 15, although tlterc was very little to dwose between the two 
answers. Hu; ans\ver was "I might not ha,·c compared the two papers then. " 
vV~1e~ asked tJ compare the two anbwers in our presence and tell us what his 
opmwn now was he stated " };) ,;J10uJ:l have been increased to at least 20. " 

. TJ~e amnver script of another candidate Bansilal Bahetry (Roll Cal. 5703) in 
Hmd1 .Paper II was then :;hown to the head examiner. This boy had secured 77 
marks m one.paper and 76 in the other paper. The ":itne?s ~vas.asked whJ: he did 
n~t re-exa.mme these two papers and try to give him ~Istm?tiO? marks m both. 
H1s answer was that "possibly I did not see this pape~. H.Is signature on tl~e 
cover of the paper, however :>bowed that he had exmnmed thiS paper. When th1s 
was pointed out to him and lie was al:iked " why were you so liberal in the case of 
Balvadr.- Das Ba.ngur and not in this case" his reply was "I do not remember. " 
'Yh~n :pressed further as to whether he thought that thi::; candi~ate w~s fit to get 
t~stmctwn marks, he had to <1.dmit " yes, ho should ha.~e g<?t dt.;;tmetwn marks. 
. the answer to quegtion 1 (Hta) I am prepared to give hnn 5 more marks and 
mcrease it from 16 to 21. " 

It i'l clear from the above that the head examiner wa'> grossly. carel~ss in ~is 
work of overlooking the answer script'l. The reason given bJ: hrm. fo~ mcreasmg 
the marks of this particular candidate (Balavadm Das Bangur) m Hmch paper II 
b.y 14 is wlwlly unr.cccptable, although it. is difficult to prove that there was any 
dishonest motive behind it. 

The Samkrit an.3wer script of this particular candidate is still untraced. 

II. Another allegation which appeared in this anonymous letter was ~hat <?ne 
Mohan Lal Daga, a student of this institution, who appeared at the Ma~nculatwn 
Examination of 1947 (Roll Cal. 2178), was similarly treated by .the H~n:d Master 
and Professor S. N. Lal, and he was made to occupy n. 1Hgh positiOn ~t the 
examination. 'l'hc enclosed statement (B) will l:lhow the. mark~:i obtamed by hlm at 
the Matriculation Examination in 1947 in different subject~. ~he. school records 
of this boy show that he \\-aS a very good stu?ent of. the msti~utwn through?ut. 
In any case, it is not possible to enquire further mto t?IR allegatiOn as the scnpts 
of the Matriculation Examination of 1947 are not avadable. 



56 

Cal. 124 Sri J yoti Lal Khettri- _ 
Statement A. 

English 48+48+32 128 
Mathematics 42 
History 70 
Geography 31 
Hindi (Major Vernacular) 82+68 150 
Sanskrit 78 
Science (Additiona.l) 70 (40 addable marks). 

Total 53 I I 

Cal. 131 Sri Balavadra Das Bangur-
English 44+36+29 109 
Mathematics 72 
History 61 
Geography 
Hindi (Major Vernacular) 82+78 
Sanskrit 

27 
160 
68 

Commercial Geography 74 (44 addable marks). 

Total 541 I 

Statement B. 
Cal. 217 8 Sri Mohan Lal Daga-

English 75+57+20 152 
Mathematics 98 
History 81 
Geography 42 
Hindi (Major Vernacular) 87+75 162 
Sanskrit 87 
Commercial Geography 90 {60 addable marks). 

Total 682 1 

Annexure XIV. 

Complaint regm·ding 11-regularities in the appointment of Exam1:ners. 
One of the complaints received by. us was that young graduates of "families in 

authority in the University were made examiners though they were not attached 
to any Educational Institution and were generally unemployed. " As instances of 
jobbery, the following five names were given :-

1. Monotosh Mookerjea, son of Mr. Justice R. P. 1\Iookerjea. 
2. Subhendra Banerjea, son of ex-Vice-Chancellor, Mr. P. N. Banerjea. 
3. Pratima Mukerjea, daughter of ex-Vice-Chancellor, Mr. P. N. Banerjea. 
4. Anima Chatterjee, daughter of ex-Vice-Chancellor, 1\fr. P. N. Banerjea. 
5. Aruna Pal, daughter of Mr. Brojen Pal, Libmrian of the University Law 

College. 

The annexed statement obtained from the Registrar gives detailed particulars 
of these five persons. It will be seen that of the five persons, only one· was 
appointed on the recommendation of the Board of Studies concerned and the rest 
wer~ appointed direct by the Syndicate. 

Another statement giving some typical cases of examiners and tabulators 
continuing to be employed for many years is also enclosed. 



Name. 

!. Mr. Monotosh Muk· 
herji. 

!. Mr. Subhenddu Baner­
ji. 

3. Srimati P rat i m a 
Banerjee. 

4.. Srimat.i A n i m a 
Chatterji. 

5. Srimati Artma Pal .• 

Examination and 
subject in which 

appointed Examiner. 

Matriculation, History 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Matriculation, Bonguli 

Matriculation, History 

Year of first 
appointment 
as examiner. 

19~7 

1947 

19!0 

1947 

1949 

Statement. 

Qualifications. 

First Class, First in 
M.A., 1948 in Anci· 
ent Indian History 
and Culture. 

First Class, Second in 
History, M.A., 1948. 

First Class, First in 
B.A., History (Hons.) 
1939. 

ll. A., 1941 

First Class, Third in 
M.A., 1949, in 
History. 

Teaching 
experience. 

Present 
position. Remarks. 

Not known Not known Not included in the list recommen­
ded by the Board of Studies. 
The Syndicate while considering 
the list at the time of annual 
appointment of examiners also 
appointed some additional 
examiners, as required due to 
increase in tho number of 
candidatee. 

Not known Not known 

Ditto - Ditto .. 

Ditto :c itto 

Ditto Ditto 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Appointment was mnde on the 
recommendution of t·ho Board 
of Studies at the time of annual 
appointment of oxnminerr. 

01 -:a 
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List of Head Examiners, Chairman, etc. 

Name. 

I. Mr. Soineswarpra sad 
Mcokerjee, 1\I.A., B.L., 
Asutosh College. 

2. Mr. Harihar Banerji, M.A. 

3. Mr. Sailendranath Mitra., 
liLA. 

4. Professor Sunitikumar 
Chatterji, liLA., D.Litt., 
Post-Graduate Depart­
ment in Arts. 

5. ProfessorS. P. Chatterji, 
liLSC., Ph.D. 

6. Mr. Anathnath Chatterji, 
lii.B., B.S. 

7. Professor Mohinimoh<!.n 
Bhattacharyya, M.A., 
Ph.D., Po;;t-Gra.duate 
Department in Arts. 

8. Mr. Debendranath Ray, 
1\I.A. 

9. Professor Khagendm.-
nath Mitra, M.A. 

10. Professor Pramathanath 
Banerji, liLA., B.L. 

11. Professor Nikhilranjan 
Sen, Ph.D., D.sc .. 

Examination. Subject. Year, etc. 

l\fatFic. English (1940-49.) 

Matric. Sanskrit (1932-49.) 

Matric Bengali (1940-49) 
and earlier. 

1\Iatric. Bengali (1940-49) 
and earlier. 

Matric. Geography (1940-49) 
with one year's break. 

:Matric. Hygiene (l940-4!l) 
and earlier with break in one yea.r. 

English, Matric., Inter, and B.A. ( 1940-49) 
and earlier. 

Sanskrit B.A. (1940-4!)) and in LA. and Matrics 
in earlier years. 

B.A. Bengali ( 1940-49) 
and I.A. Logic in earlier years. 

B.A. History (1940-49.) 

Inter. 

B.A. 

List of tabula.fors. 

Mathematic s 

Mathemati c s 

(1940-47) 
and earlier 
Since 1948. 

1. Mr. Praphullachandra Ba.nerji, liLA., n.L. (1937-49) with break in 1940, 
Vidyasagar College. 

2. Dr. Brajcndranath Chuckerbutti, n.sc., Post-Graduate Department in 
Science (1932-49). 

:~. Mr. 1\Ianora.njan Dasgupta, lii.sc. (1937-49), City College. 

4. Mr. Ramendramohan Majumdar,· liLA., B.L., University Law College 
(1940-49). 

5. Dr. Debiprasad Raychaudhuri, D.sc. (1940-49). 

6. Mr. Bibhutibhusan Ghosu.l, M.A., Asutosh College (1936-49). 

7. Mr. Nalinal\sha Sanyal, liLA., Ph.D. (1940-49). 

B. Mr, Priyanath BiF;was (1939-49), Vidyn!'lagar Colh·ge, with break in 2 years. 



Annexure XV. 
lrrPgufa.rities in ta.bula.tion. 

(a.) One complaint was t.lmt 3 girls, Roll Cal. Nos. F. 14, F. 15 and F. 16 were 
Jcdared to have passed the l\Iatricula tion Examination of 1949 on the strength of 
noks to that effect. made by the tabulators in their respective tabulation 
registers although in accordance with (tho alternative provision of) section 9 of 
Chapter XXX of the Regulations of the University t-hey should have been declarPd 
to have failed at tho examination. 

\Ve had tho two tabulation registers brought to us; we examined the relevant 
entries in the two registers; we also stt~clied tho relevant provisions of tho 
Regulations. Our conclusion was that the comphtint was quite correct. 

The vernacular of these 3 girl candidates is a language other than .a major 
vernacular (which means Bengali, Urdu, Assamese or Hindi-vide section 8 of 
Chapter XXX of the RPgulations). Such candidates must pass in (i) a Classical 
Language (Stmskrit, Pali, Arabic, Persi'lll, Greek, Latin, Tibetan) or (ii) an Indian 
Vernacular recognised by the Syndicate (Bengnli Hindi, Uriya, Assamese, Urdu, 
Khasi, Nepali, Telegu, Marathi, Gujmthi, l\faithili, Tamil, Kanarese, Malayalam, 
Garo, Manipuri, Lushai, l\lodern Tibetan, Modern Armenian, Sindhi, Sinhalese, 
Santali or Panjahi (Gurnmukhi) or (iii) a l\Iorlern European Language other than 
English (French, German, Italian or Portuguese) (vide section fl of Chapter XXX 
of the Regulations). 

A pa1\ from compulsory English and Additional Englif'h, the ot:.er subjects 
taken by these 3 girl cm1didates inehuled only one language, vi;r,., Hindi~ and all of 
them failed in Hindi. In order to have been rightly declared to have passed the 
Matriculation Examination tho candidates must have passed in Hindi under tho 
provisions of section 9, Chap. XXX of the Regulations, and t-he rules framed by 
the Examination Board for intcrchrtngc of marks should not have heen applied to 
this case. Thus the pass marks obtained by these. 3 girl candidates in S<Jwing 
and Needlework (Additional subject) should not have been " interchanged " with 
the marks obtained by them in Hindi iil order to declare them to have passed the 
:Matriculation Examination (in the 3rd Division). 

vVe examined the Ad1litional Controller who said that the tabulators made a 
mistake. About one of tho tabulators, Professor D. P. H,oy Chaudhuri, the 
Additional Contt·oller said that he was "a very good and old tabulator, but 
perhaps there was some confusion in understanding the Rl'gulation on the 
snhjcct. '' 

We also examined both the tabulator,.;, Pmfessor D. P. Hoy Chaudhuri (lst 
tabulator) and Professo1· Narayamlas Basu (2nd tttbulator). Both confessed, 
aftet· examining the Rccrulation coneernml and the relevant entries in the 
tabulation registers, that e tlwse "'em ctl.'!C;; of bona, fide mistakes. Mr. Ba.su 
explained that he was a new tabulator and acterl on the advice of the senior 
tabulator, Mr. Hoy Cha.udhuri, whom he had consulted: Mr. Roy Chaudhuri 
frankly stated that the1·e was evidently some eonfusion in appreciating the 
eomplicatecl Regulations and Hulef', As one n.cted on the advice of the other, both 
committed the :-:ame mistalw. 

\Ve have no doubt that t.hese three are cases of bona fi1le mistakes and nothina 
further need be done at this stage. "' 

(b) Another complaint was that Roll Cal. No. NG80 was absent from the 
Geography Pra:ctical Examin~~ion at t.hc l~st I.A. Examin_a~ion. But although 
hP- had passed m all other suh.Jec,ts, he was ' not ~<hown as ehgtble for Supplemen­
tary Examination in Geography. ·' The Additional Controller illformed us that 
"the case was fully considered hy the Syndicate on 18th Novembet· 1949. Under 
order·s of the Syndicate a special practical examination in Geography was held for 
the candidate on 19th December 1949". 

No further action is called for. 
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(c) Yet another compla.int was that th\! mark roll of t.abulator l\Ir. Sachinclra 
Na.th Banerjee for M.A. Hl45 was still written in pencil. We had the marks .roll 
(tabulation register) brought to u;.;, and found that the totals of e.ach s.nh.J_ect 
were noted in pencil but the m;uks of each paper ot a subject were wntten m mk 
and that the grand totals were also inked up. Although it w~nlcl have hem~ l~est 
if the total marks of each subject were also uoted in ink, in tlus case there 1s, of 
course, no risk of the figures being tampered with. 

Annexure XVI. 

Case of a candidate for M.A. Deyree Examination in Ancient ln!lian Hi.story 
and Culture. 

In response to an announcement in the publi(: prc;.;s t.lHLt we woulrl wclconw 
information, supported hy evidence, relating to irregulnrit.ies or ma lpra ctiees in 
examinations, we received some of the e.mmer papers of this candidate, who came 
out at the top in the fir~t class, earning a gold mcrlal and other rewards some year 
ago. 

The complaint in this case was that this candidate's marks had been 
manipulated in order to give him the top place. 

In the absence of other scripts of other candidates for the same examination 
(same subject) it is not possible to come to any conclusion in this case. 

Annexure XVII. 

Case of Role Cal. F. 171-l.A. Examination, 1948. 

Some of the answer papers of this female candidate, namelv, those of History 
Papers I and II, Civics Papers I and II and English Papers I ·and II came int'o 
our bands in response to our announcement in the Press that tho Committee 
would welcome information supported by evidence relating to malpractices or 
abuses in the examinations. 

The allegation in this case was that the candidate h'Ld failed in certain 
subjects but the examineril or head examiners gave her additional marks and 
made her pass. We found from the answer scl'ipts that this particular candidate 
secured 47 in English Paper I which was increased by the head examiner to 57 and 
in English Paper II the candidate secured 45, but it does not appear that the 
marks were increased in this paper by the head examiner. 

In History Paper I the candidate got ~0 from the examiner which was 
increased to 56 by the head e~aminer; in History Paper II the candidate got 
38 from the examiner ~hich was mcrea.sed to 44 by the head examiner. 

In Civics Papers I and II the examinee did not secure pass mr.rks and was 
given 27 in each paper, i.e., a total of 54 ou.t of 200, the pass marks being 60. 
The head examiner increased the marks m each paper from 27 to 36 and made 
the girl pass. 

We have examined the head examiners concerned. viz., Prof. P. K. Guha., 
l Dr. Indubhusan BanerJee and. Prof. Durgaga~i Chatt.oraj. As regards the 

increase of 10 marks m Engbsh Paper I whiCh appeared to us to be rather 
unusual, the head examiner Prof. P. K. Guha explained that this was one of the 
papers examined by a new examiner (S. K. Chatterjee of Bankura) whose 
standard of examination of papers was very stiff and who had to be given 
special instructions to examine his papers on a more liberal basis. It is not 
poRsible for us to verify this by refcrenc;- to other answer papers examined by 
this particular examiner, as the answer scnpts of 1948 are not available now. 
The increase in marks in English I by 10 per cent.. by the head examiner should 
have been reported to the Syndicate under the rules. 
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As regards Civics, the head examiner stated that he had treated both the 
papers as border line cases. When asked whether he censidered the increase as 
justified in this ca·.;e, he said-" it is more or less mechanical in border line cases. 
If a can~idatP. falls short of the minimum aggrega.te by a few marks we generally 
make him pass by giving a few more marks." When definitely asked whether he 
received a~1y request from anybody to increase the marks in this cas~, he ~aid 
that he did not remember. Even on his own statement the head exammer might 
have been justified in giving the candidate six ndditional marks in order to make 
her pass, but he gave her a total of extra 18 marks in the two papers. Having 
regard to the answers which we carefully examined the awarding of 18 extra 
~a~ks _h~ the head examiner appeared to us to be quite_ unjustified-although 
It IS diffi~ult for us to come to any definite conclusion In the absence of other 
answer scnpts in the subject for this year. 

In History the head examiner Dr. --rl;dubhusan Banerjee increaRed the marks 
in each paper by the addition of 6. This, in itself, may not be very unusual. 
~ut _it is signi~c[l,nt that in all t.he pap~rs tbat came into_ our hands (except 
Enghsh Pa.per Il), the mat·ks were inereased by the head exammers concerned. 

[Annexure XVIII. 

Case of Roll of Bhow. 420, ~11 alriculatio?l E:rmni·nation, 1949. 

The eomph~int is that though he "could not compete at the test. examination", 
he "passed the Matriculation Examination with distinction." It further says 
that " one Pradip Kumar Chaki stood first in t.hc test examination from the same 
school-the marks obtained in the two examinations deserve comparative 
scrutiny." 

We have made all possible enquiries in this connec·tion. The test examination 
result of the candidate Hhows that he obtained only 470 marks in the t.otal as 
detailed below :-

English Paper 1 

English Paper II 

English Paper III 

Mathematics 

History 

Geography 

Bengali I .. 

Bengali II 

Sanskrit 

Total 

46 

;)7 

30 

133 

23 

21 

70 

70 

70 
Commercial Geography (A,dditional Subject) 62* 

Total 470 

*(Addable 32). 
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it will be seen that this student failed in Mathematics at the test oxa.mina· 
tion. 

His marks at the final l\fa.tricnlation Examination wen• :-

English I .• 

English II .. 

English III 

Mathematics 

History 

Geography 

Bengali I .. 

Bengali II 

Sanskrit 

Total 

Commercial Geography (Additional) 

Totn.l 

*(Addn.hlo mark 52.) 

71 

40 

170 

(j4-

R1 

42 

78 

73 

85 

64-t) 

The school records show that it is not Pradip Kumar Chald but Arun Kumar 
Bhadun who stood first at the test examination having obtained 563 rn•trks, 
the minimum first division marks heing 480. The marks obtained at the 
Matriculation Examination by Pra.dip Kunar Chaki came np to :351. Arnn 
Kumar Bhaduri did not a.ctually sit for the :M:a~riculation Examination. 

The candidate joined the Mitra Institution only a few months before the 
test. examination of the school was held. Not being a student of the school, 
he may have had certain disadvantages in tho first examination which he sat 
for at the Mitra Institution. He had all along been a student of tho Kalidhon 
Institution and the records of that school show that he was the fir~ boy in the 
Matriculation class and at the annual cxa•nination for promotion from class IX 
to class X he obtained the first place with a total of 505 marks having secured 
57 out of 100 in Mathematics. At the annual examination for promotion ft·om 
class IX to class X he obtained the first place with a total of 505 marks having 
secured 57 out of 100 in Mathematics. At the Annual Examination for the 
promotion from class VIII to class IX he seemed ri I out of 100. J:l is failure in 
Mathematics at the test examinn.tion must, t.herefore, havo been due to some 
accident. At the University examination he obtained ()4 out of 100 which 
does not seem to be an UHlikely resi.1lt. 

The father of the candidate was examined by ns and he explained t.hat his 
son had to be brought from the Kalidhan Institution because of a striko in tho 
school and certain conflict between two sections of teachers for u hich he said 
studies in the school were suffering badly. He also added that the H~admaste~ 
of the l\fitra Institution, Bhowanipur Branch, suggested that as his school was a 
good school he might be brought there. 
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We obtained the names of 4 students of the Kalidhan Institution who stood 
below ~his candidate at the annual examination for promotion from class IX to 
class ?\-· . The marks obtained by them and the candidate concd·ned at the ann:ual 
exmnmat1on arc shown below :-

Annual l\f:Ltriculatiun 
Names. examinatinn examination 

marks. marks. 
1. The candida.te concerned 50.3 64.) 
2. A student 503 44:6 
3. A Htudent 490 424 
4. A student 484 404 
5. A student 472 491 

. The table above will show that whereas the candidate concerned greatly 
Improvef during the one ;\'ear of study in class X the others generally deteriorated 
EIOre ~r e;;s. Only one student obtained a few marks more at the Matriculation 
xa~Jm.at•o.n than at the previous annual examination. This may be due to their 

condt~numg mthe Kalirlha.n Institution where, a<; tJH' fat.her of the candidate !!aid, stu IC'H sulfe1wt hacll~'· 

1 ~lie explanation of tllis gentleman for bringina his son from the Kalidhan 
nstituti~n to tl~e l\Htm, Institution, Bhowanipur Bt~nch, may be <;orrect. It is 

al~o·clear that hts son Waf! not altogether a bacl student and could re~~onably be 
expecterl t? have passC'd easily in the first dh·ision. His actual positiOn at the 
fi~1al examm~tion (which was.llth), however, shows a renH~rka~le progress during 
his last year m school and llarticularly after the test exammatwn was over. The 
:~~~~·e: sc,r.ipts do not ~how anything "_rarticnlarly unusual. fo~ I~ot:-the answer'!! 
. " . . l? netally well-wrrt.ten. In Enghsh paper I, the eX11l111llCl lumself_ added half. 
n,.tk 1~1 some places and cut down H· marks at one ilhLce. There ts no other 
.~teratwn. In English Paper II, the head examiner l\'Cr. Priya Rai~jan Sen gave 
~m ext~·a 4! markn. In English Paper III, head examiner, Mr.· Hand~s. Kar, ~ave 
tm 3 ext~·a llHtrks. 'l'here wa<: no :tltemtion of marks in the MathematiCs scrtpts, 
th9~1~h Ill the hLst ~~nswe 1·, which does not appear to have been completed,. the 
am mer put a cross mark at the first instance n.nd later appears !·O have gtven . 
narks .. In History, l\Ir. Smcndr~1 Chandra Majumdar, head exammer, dcdu.cted 
lark~ m one. cao;;e, In Bengali Paper I, 1\fr. Su.ilendmna.t.h Mitra, head exammer, 
e tl~Js candulaLe 8 extm markH, making small additions at several. places .. In 
gah Paper II, hea!l examiner. Dt·. Sunitikumar Chatterjee, g<LVe t}us .. candtdate 
:~ra marks. In Cmnmcrciaf Geography, head examiner, 1\fr .. DwtJimdra K. 
al, dedu~ted 3 marks from the markfl given by the exam mer. The only 
~-~able thmg is_ that of the 8 papers only English first pP.~er ~m~ t}~e answer 

m Mat1wrn,1tiCs were not gone through by the head exammeJS c~nce:ned. 
Jth~r 6 · r.nswcr pr..per.~ ali attracted the notice of tltc. head cxammers, 
msmg the 111<Lrks of examiners and 2 reducing them. Tlus may have been 
1 the usual course of business. · 

re i~ no getting away fi·om tlu• fact t]w.t the boy did ren~a.rkr.bly well_at ~be 
lat_10n EX111llination as compared with the results o~ l~w test exam~at10n 
1\f 1tra Institution and previous annual exami~atw~s at the ~h?hau 
')11. Beyond this fact, however, there is nothing m t}ns case to JUStify a. 
n that the boy secured any unfair adV!J.ntage. 
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Annexure XIX. 
Case of Roll Cal. F. 893-I.A. Examhtation 1949. 

~he allegation is that she had fa.iled in History itt the ht~t I.A. Examination. 
The History paper was sent for re-examina.tion and it is alleged that on 
re-examination she got no. additional mark but that Mr. Rame:>h Chandra Sen, 
Superintendent of the Controller'f' office, influenced the tabulator to issue a seconrl 
re-examination slip and the girl was made to pa'is. Her father is said to he ;m 
intimate friend of l\k R. C. Sen. 

We saw the tabulation register containing the details of the marks obtained 
by this girl. The following are the marks obtained by her : -

l. English Paper I 36 Out of 100. 
English Paper II 36 Out of 100. 
English Paper III 41 Out of 100. 

ll3 (Pass marks 108.) 
2. Vernacular Ltmguage 3() Out of 100 (pass marks 36). 
3. History 44 plus 10 out of 200 (pa:-;s 

marks 60). 
4. Logie !10 Out of 200 (pas;;; m;uks 60). 
;j, Elements of Cides ()I) Out of 200 (pass marks 60). 

Grand Tot1tl 3i)3-6 minu:-; (pass markH 340.) 

(Passed in the third division.) 

Thi<> was, therefore 11, one-subject failure case a.nd there was justification for the 
issue of a re-examin~tion slip for the History answer script. As the figures above 
will show, she was given 10 additional marks on re-examination raising the total 
to 54. Even then she required 6 more marks to rei!.ch t.he minimum pasfl mark 
of 60. As her total marks in all the subjects came up to 353 and the minimum 
total marks required for third division were 340, she was declared to have passerl 
in the third divi'lion, after the deficit of 6 ma.rks'":in History was condoned and the 
total marks shown as "353-6. " 

Mr. R. C. Son was examined and a:> could he expected he denied intimacy 
with the father of the girl and said that be came to know him c;tswLlly 'lome tinw 
a.go and that he never requested any tabulator to issue a second re-examination 
slip. He a.dd'3d that he never did anything which waH against rules and he knew 
t.hat the issue of a second re-examination slip waR a,"<tinst the rules. 

We al'>o examined Mr. K. K. Mukherjee, one of tl1e tabulators concerned. He 
is a Lecturer in Education in the Teacher!!' Training Department of the University. 
He categorily denied that he ever issued a second requi<>ition slip for re-examination 
of any paper of any candidate. He added " I observe rules very strictly and 
won't in any ease allow myself to be influenced by anybody to do anything which 
the rules do not sanction. My co-tabulator is the second tabulator. If he had 
issued a. second requisition slip for re-oxaminatic n of any paper of any candidate 
I would have known it and would have at once objected to it." 

We have known that the condonation of the deficit of 6 marks, a.« was done in 
this case, was in order, but it may be observerl that ordinarily the addition of 
lO extra marks in re-examination, when the total at the original examination was 
only 44 out of 200, seems to be too liberal. The standard observed in examining 
answer scripts should be invariably maintainer! in the mR.tter of re·examination 
also. A'l a matter of fact, on account of extm lO marks given in re-examination 
and the condonation of the deficit of 6 marks according to rules the candidate 
received extra 16 marks over 44 out of 200 which she had originally obtained. 
The covers of Intermediate answer scripts have all been turn off and it is 
impossible to get hold of the History answer script of thifl ca.ndidate. In the 
cirOUlDst-.6ncee, nothini further ca.n be done to arrive at a. definiteconclueion, 
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Annexure XX. 

Ca8P '!( Rull Cal. F. 199-1. A. E:rmni1utfion, 1919. 
Tho eandid;d,e happen~ to be the dancrhter of an old Professor. The complaint 

Was that on net:onnt of his influence witlt the various head examiners, particularly 
~hose in English Paper I, Engli~h Paper II and Civics, the marks of this candidate 
ill t.hcse and some other paper::; wore tmreasonably increased. 

'L'he Pro1cs::>or m;ec[ to be him:;elf head examiner in Civics for the Intermediate 
Kxam ination, hut as h j,; daughter was appearing at the last Intermediate 
Examination, he wa:; not appointed head examiner in Civics that year, ~ut 'yas 
made J~ead examiner in Public Administration for the Matriculation Exammatwn 
of l!J4fl. He had him::>clf, thm·el'on\ nothing to do with the 194!) Intermediate 
Examination; hut it ""<L:-i allc•red that he J1lmsclf ttlld through friends, brought 
infhwncc to hl'ar upon the l~mttl examiners. Tlw compla.inant has remained 
anonymous,. tho co~·er;; of tho Intel'lnodia,te papers having been torn off, the answer 
paper~; of tlus candidate could not be obtained. In pursuing the matter, therefore, 
we were greatly handicapped. 

\V~, howe~er, secured examiner's copies of umrk slips in all subjects rela~ing 
to .tlus canchdatc, and found that except in Engli~h Paper III and Bengah, of 
wluch .the head examiners were Messrs. K. B. Roy and Sri Kumar Banerjee, 
respc~tively, marks in all the other suejects, were raised by the respective head 
exammers, as the following table will show :-

English Paper I 
English Paper II 
English Paper III 
Bengali .. 
Sanskrit Paper I 
Sanskrit Paper II 
HiRtory Paper l 
Hi~:~tory Paper II 
Civics Paper I 
Civics Paper II 

Total 

Examiners' 
marks. 

32 
36 
36 
48 
53 
60 
33 
30 
48 
47 

423 

Addition 
by head 

examiners. 
6 
4 
0 
0 
4 
3 
5 
5 
6 
6 

39 

Total. 

38 
40 
36 
48 
;)7 

63 
38 
35 
54 
53 

462 

It will be seen that the total marks originally obtained by the candidate in the 3 
English Pap?rs came up to 104, but the pass mark was 108. The candida~ had, 
the~efore, failed in English and r:equired 4 more marks to secure a pass m that 
sub~ect. ~s shehad passed in all other subjects, her case would ~mv~ been a on~­
sub]ect failure case and would have been entitled to re-exammatwn. There IS 

perh~ps no doubt that she might have easily obtained 4 extra marks in. the. 3 
Enghsh Papers. All this however was not necessary as the head exammers m 
English Pape.rs I and II, ~amely, M~ssrs. P. K. Guha a~d A. K. Sen gave 6 and 4 
extra marks 111 the two papei.'s. 

On the whole, however, the extra marks given by the other head e~a.m~ners! 
namely,, Dr. Indn Bhusan Banerjee (History), Mr. Nalini Mohan l\Iukhl'rJee Sastrl 
(S~nsknt) .and l\Ir. S. C. Chakraverty (Civics),. did not really alter the result- of 
this. ?anchdate, who had already passed in the second division, even bef~r~ ~he 
additiOnal marks were given and the additional marks did not raise her diVISIOn 
finally. .But it is significant that this candidate attracted the notice of as many 
as 5 out of 7 head examiners. 

In. the absenc.e o~ the answer scripts, it is impossible to find out how far the head 
exammers were ]ust~fied in their action, and whether any influence was brought to 
bear upon the exammers also. The oxaminei.'B and hf'ad examiners were, therefore, 
not called for examination. 
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Annexure XXI. 

Complaint against Professor H. 0. Ray Oha-udhm·i. . ,,_/ 
The complamt was that he was very liberal in marking the amrwer scripts of 

two sons and a daughter of the late Vice-Chancellor, Mr. P. N. Banerjee. These 
rela~e to the {·e~rs 1937, 1939, 1P43 and 194;). As the answe~mjpts are not' 
av~~~J?le now, It IS hardly possible to effective(y assess the worth of the allegations. 

~r .. Ra;r Chaudhuri is the Carmichrol Profeesor of History in the University 
and It IS ~aid thn~ he ~s an "Invalid" now and attends classes only once a week, 
and so .h1s retention m the service of the University is an act of favom. The 
suggestiOn seem!:! te be that on account of the favour shown to Mr. P. N. Banerjee's 
sons and daughte~ he has been kept on in his posts, although he is in a bad state 
of health: We thmk this is a matter for consideration of the Vice-Chancellor and 
the Syndicate and does not come within the terms of our appointment. 

Annexure XXII. 

Oomplm:nt again.~t Professor Lalita Prasad S11kul. 

1. The complainant in this case i!-i one Mr. B. Ojha and his complaint is as 
follows:-

(i) That Professor Sukul manipulates things in such a way that irre.<;pmth·e of 
merit his favourite students always stand fir:-;t cln.ss first in the M. A. Examination . 

. (i~) That one Mrs. Tewari who appeared at the _laf-lt ~-A. Examination in 
Hmdi borrowed all the rare books in Hindi not ava1lahle 111 the market from 
Professor Sukul, although she was not a. regular student. 

(iH) That the Hindi speaking students of the Unh·ersity submitted a writt,en 
Pomplain~ to the Universit-y in the form of a pamphlet aga_inRt ~rofes~OI: Su~ul 
and certa m. other teachers alleging tlmt t-Iwy had nutdf' the Pmvers1t.y Pxn.mma.hon 
a sourC'e of me,•me by illegal means. 

(iv) That a student who rm•t-N;tefl aoninst. tlw Pmfcssor'g failure to take 
clas,;es, failed thrice in the M.A. ..-

(v) That Professor Sukul gambled j 11 the share-marlwt with 1he money depo­
sited with him by his forme1· Rtwlent Pr<~fessor Bepin B<'h:~ri Trh·edi and lost it; 
having failed to pay baek this monev, Profps,:or f.:ukul rntcred into a ~>ort of 
agreement promising to him the dcgr~e ~)r D. Phil. on condition thnt tho !attN 
agreed to forego tho balance of his dnes; t-h~ d<.'al was snceossfnl. 

2. Mr. B. Ojha was called to appear before the Committee to subsi:mtiate t.he 
allegations some of which were of a vagup, and geJwral natnre. He failPd to appear 
a.nd it is not possible for the Commit-tee to verify t.he a.llegntions made in the 
complaint. 

3. The complaint in (1;) above loses much of its force in view of the fact that 
Professor Trivedi's thesis had been examined by three outside examiners who 
recommended the D. Phil. degree. 

4. Several attempts were m~de to contact Profe->sor Sukul and also the 
informant Mr. B. Ojha. Rut both of them are reported to be out <;>f Calcutta fo; a 
long time and have not returned. In spite of all efforts the wntten complamt 
against Professor Sukul, alleged to have been submitted by some Hindi speaking 
students to the University could not be traC'ed. 

In the circumstances, no definite conclusion could be arrived at. 



67 

Annexure XXIII . . 
Complaint against Dr. lndu Bkusan Bane1jee. 

We rereived a complaint to the effect that although Dr. Indu Bhusan Banerjee 
was appointed Chairn1an of the B.A. Pass History Examination (in the absence 
of Mr. P. N. Banerjee in Canada) yet he did not revise the papers personally as 
he was required to do under the rules. He l1ad them revised by the scrutiniser, 
Mr. Sukumar Bhattacharyya. 

\Ve examined both these gentlemen aml we are perfectly satisfied that there 
is no substance in thfl complaint. 

Annexure XXIV. 

Complaint against Professor R. lff. Bose. 

The allegation is that Mr. R. M. Bose does not know Hindi and cannot even 
_rend printed Hindi books, and that a~ an examiner in Intermediate Hindi in 1949 
he got his papers examined by Professor B. N. Chaturvedi of his college. The 
allegation went on to say that Mr. Bose become an examiner in Hindi after 
bribing Dr. Srikuma.r Banei:jee. 

We examined both Professor Bose and Professor Cha.turvedi, Mr. Bose is a 
first class M.A. in Sanskrit and is now Professor of Sanskrit and Bengali at the 
S. A. J aipuria College. He has been an examiner in Sanskrit for the Matricula­
tion and Intermediate Examinations for a quarter of a century now. }formerly 
he waH employed as a Professor at the Victoria College, Comilla, and thereafter 
at the Feni College. He came to Calcutta about a. fortnight before riots broke 
ont in the district of Noakhali in 194ft He ~ays he is not known to any 
influential people of the University and felt a~toniRhed when he was informed 
that he was appointed an exami'nor in Intermediate Hindi for 1949, particularly 
as he had never applied for it; he added that. some of his colleagues made fun of 
this a.ppoi_ntment and .:;uggested that }H:' might one day find himself appointed 
head examiner in Fre1wh. He, howevor, <:t.ated that he stndied Hindi privately and 
coulcl rea<l and write Hindi fluently and that he never got his papers examined by 
any one else, although in n few c·ases of doul)t he ,-erba.lly consulted Professor 
Upadhyaya and Cha.turvedi of hi~-; Pollcge. Pmfessor ChatmTedi generally 
supportecl the ~tat.ement of PI'Ofes:-:or Bose. He, however, thought that Profe'IROr 
Bose was not qnitP. fit to he 11J1pnilltecl an exarniher in Intermediate Hindi. 
It i~ not true that Profeii.o;or Boc;e does. not know Hindi ; he, however. said 
that. he Wll.f' ah·eacly an examiner in Sanskrit and would not he ~OIT,V if he was not 
in future maclP an examiner in Hincli in acldition. 

"l\h. Bosp Htnt.rcl t.hat he IW\'PI' loww Dr. Srikmn:u Ba1wrjce pPrsonally, but 
held him in high rcgrnd on account of hi~-; brilliance as an English scholar and his 
PXC<'llrncc as a Brngali writPl'. He thought that he was made an examiner in 
Hindi beca.use ]lC'rhap8 some examinrr 's n>l.lllP had to be rcmovrd from the list of 
exawincrs al the ln.st. moment aJHI a new exn,mine.· had to be fonnd, and that hi8 

nn.mc might have bec·n ~mggestecl a<> he w;1.s thought to )Je pl'Oficirn1: in Hindi 
being ~ tutor to k>ys ai!d girls in :>omc up r.ountry fa~nil~cs to whom he taught 
SanRknt r,ml 1\fathrmatiC<> through tlw mcdmm of Hmd1. Professor Chaturvedi 
Raid that <1. member of the Syndicate ~mgge~ted his name for the appointment 
adding that Mr. BoRe must he proficient in Hindi as he was a tutor of bovs and 
girls of U.P. 'Ve found no evidence in support of the allegation that he ~ecured 
the examinership by paying money to Dr. Sriknmar Banerjee. 

Whatever the re;1son for his appointment might be, ·we are of opinion, 1wweve1 •• 

that although he has arquired a fair knowledge of Hindi by private study he i; 
hardly a proper persou to be appointed an exttminer in Intermediate Hindi. 
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Annexure XXV. 

Cornplaint against Sri Asutosh .. M i.sm and Sri Sujit Kumar Banerjee. 

The com.plctint against Sri Asuto:::h Mi~:r<L waH tha.t he W;Lc; <Lp]winkrl an 
examiner in Matriculation Bengali 1dthough he w;ts Hwrdy 1111 AH-si~tant. in the 
Registrar's dlice. Our enquirie:-; l'licitcd the f<Let that he left the Rcgi:-;trar':-; 
office and joined the Dupleix Colhgc, C'h1null'rnag'-liT, <L!::l <L tP~tchcr. He i:-; a 
second cla.ss M.A. in Beng<tli (mHL nlso a B.'f.). He W<L:> <tppuintcd an 
exa:tnincr in 1949 on the recommcndati<m of the Bo;Lrd of Studies conct·rnt•ll. 
There is no substance in this ·comphtin t. 

As regards Sri SujitkunHtr Bn.ncrjec thP colnpl<Lint W<J,s that he was merely a 
Homreopathic practioner and yet Iw w;l.f; appuintcrl an cxa.mincr in Bengali. \Ve 
examined him. He is a Graduate a.ml wm; a tc;Lcher fur some years in t;wo 
institutions. He wn.s appointed an examiner in Hl4 7 whcu <L l;t{·ge num her of 
outsider<> were taken in on account of the large number of examinees in tlHLt year 
and the introduction of the zonal sy-stem. He has a brother who i:.; a Lecturer in 
the Teachers' Training Dcpwrtment, but there is no prouf that the latter influenced. 
the decision to include his brother as an examiner in Bengali in Hl47. 

Annexure XXVI. 

Complaint against S1·i Bibhas Chandra Jlfitm qnd Sri N arayandas Palit. 

The complaint was that both these gentlemen secured the election of 
Sri Purnendu Banerjee, son of /Mr. P. N. Banerjee, as Fellow of the Calcutta 
University by enrolling several of their colleagues as registered Gradua~es of the 
University on payment of Rs.30 per head and in return they were appointed 
examiners in the year 1947. 

The informant was asked to appear before the Enquiry Committee to 
substantiate these charges. He came on 19th January, 1950 and was 
examined. He could not produce any evidence in supp.ort of his allegations. He 
stated that he had no personal knowledge of the fact and refused to disclose the 
source from which he received the information. 

In the circumstances, the Con~nittec is not satisfied that there is any 
substance in the complaint .. 

Annexure XXVII. 

Complaint against Sri Badri 'l'ewari, Sri G. Kc~r and Srimati Kamala Devi Oarg. 

In all these cases the complaint iH that the examiners have t!~ken money and 
increased the mark<~ of the candit.lates unjustifiably. The informant in each case 
was sent for hut did not appear. On examination of the scripts nothing out· of 
the common was discovered. 

In the third case against examiner Knmala Devi Garg, the informant referred 
to f'ix candidates. 'l'he amrwcr scripts of only two could he had from the Control­
ler's 'Department and in both these cases the candidates had failed to pass. 

The complaints a.ppear to be without foundation. 
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Annaxure XXVIII. 
Complaint against Mr. llfw·Udhar Bt1kla. 

A complaint wa; received from one Ladh~ Singh of Kh&lsa School, Bhowani­
pur, Calcutta, to the ellect that this examiner Mr .. Murlidhar Sukla earns a larg(~ 
ll.mount cf money every year by tttking bribes from 1-he Marwari an_d P~mja?i 
st~de!lts residing in South Cdcut' a and makiilg them pass in the exammatwn m 
Hmcb. His specific complaint w .. s that in the c;·,se of one Kishorisaran Srivastava 
(Roll How. 483) he took R~.l50 from the boy and g:we him 80 marks . 

. Mr. Ladha Singh w~t~; askerl to appear in person before the Committee wi~h 
CVId~ncc in :;up port of his rather serious allegation,; hut he did not turn ·up .. It I~:; 
pos'.lible that this is also another pseudonymous ecmplaint. r:J:'he answer ~cnpt of 
the boy. (Roll, How. 483) in Hindi Paper II which had been e::anu.ned by 
Mr. Murhdhar Sukla was produced by the Additional Controller of Examma1.Jons and 
was ~een b.t us. We could discover nothing out of the common in the mark~ngs 
of this paper by this examiner. !\'Jr. Murlidhn.r Sukla was called up for examma­
ti~1n on the IHh January, 1950 and was Ehown this paper. He adhered to the 
VIew that the candidate deserved the mai'k which he had given him in thi'.l paper. 

Ther~ is no ~:Vidence in support of the allegation that he accepted any ~Jribe 
from this ca.nr 1date and increased his mark on that account. We are convmeed 
that there is no :iubstance in the complaint against this examiner. 

Annexure XXIX. 
Corn.plaint against Pandit Bhubaneswar .ilfisra . 

. \V.e rec.eive~l a.p!ieudonymous complr.int again~t Pandit Bhub;meswar M!sm, .an 
exammer m Hmd1 Paper II. He is an l\I.A. in Hindi of the Ca.lcutta Umvers1t.y 
and has been tetLrhing in the Visuddhan1mda. Samswati Vidyalaya and lr,tterly in 
~he Corpom~ion School ff,r t.he bst IS year!i. He is a part-time Lecturer i_n Hindi 
ill tlw cvenmg I.Com. and B.Com. rbsse8 of t.hc Asutosh College and IS also a 
Leetu.rer in Hindi Language at the Netaji Subhtts College .. He htL'> been an 
cxammer in Hin.di since lH39. WP were vpry much impressed at tl1~ strai~ht­
f~rward manner m which he g<LV<' l1is evidence before us. The compl,?-mt agr.mst 
h,ml was that he hml1mduly incrcP.S(d t.he mark.;; of two female candidates (Roll 
Cal. ~· P. 222-S<Lkuntala Bagrcdia 1md Rcll. Cal. F. P. 223-Kris}makumari 
Serogi). Th.c an>lwcr scripts of these two girls were called for ~nd we ft-und thc:-t 
('~e o~ the g1rh; had sl'eurcd the. highest mark, viz., 85 in t.hi8 paper from ~~w~ 
e_xammer ~nd_ the other the next highest mark, viz. 82. The standar~ of cxam!nr.­
Lion of Hmdi paper is no doubt verv liberal but we b<>ve no evidence of any 
malpractice in connection with the exa;nination of these two papers. 

Th~re was another complaint by one Jyotipra.sP.d Khetri, probably pseudony­
mou:; m re.speet of the paper of one B. MuHsudi (Roll Cal. P. ~01~. I~ ":as stated 
that Pand1t Bhubaneswar Mi;;ra had examined the answer 8cnpt m Hmd1 Pap~r II 
of this ca~di~ate and had given him 88 mr.rks. This is cler.rly a ~issta~ement as 
on exammatwn of the paper we found that this examiner had given him only 28 
marks wh.ieh were increased to 38 by the head examiner, ProfesRor S. ~· Lal. ~e 
are defimtely of opinion that the complaint .:.gainst thb exammer Pandit 
Bhubaneswar Misra is without any substance. 

Annexure XXX. 
Complaint against Sri Revati Ranjan Sinha and Professor Bai.jnath Chaturvedi. 

We received an unsigned letter purporting to ccme from one, H. Poddar ~f 3, 
Roopehand Roy Street, Calcutta, making allegations against the:;e two exammers 
to the effect that they are in the l1abit c.f taking money from the candidates and 
passing them and that in the following three cases they demanded money which 
was refused and therefore they failed them :-

Cal. P. 1359 
Cal. 4888 
~. 2341 
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\Ve obtained the Geography ~cripts (in Hindi) of these three cn.nclirln.tcs from 
the Controller's Dep:ntment. TiH•v h?.d all been exmnincd bv Professor B. N. 
Chaturvedi. Roll Cal. P. 13.-,!) fail~cl in t.his paper, having got' only 8 out of ;)0. 
The other two passcd-l•ne (Roll Cd. 2341) in t.J,c First Division. The papers 
appc~red to have been very ca.refully exmninccl, there was no n.lt~rn.t.ion in the 
rnarkmgs. 

Letter asking Mr. H. PGddn.r to <tppen.r before us Cl'"me bn..ck undelivered. \Ve, 
however, examined Profes'>or Ba.ijmtth Chaturvedi of Jaipuria College-EX<tminC'r 
in Geography (Hindi script) and were very much imprcsssed by the evidence given 
by him. He is ttppnrently trying his best to improve matters in OlC Jiindi 
examination in the Cakutta University. 

There i<> no substance in the allegation in these cases. 

Another complaint purporting to come from the l\Ictnaging Director, "Stmnuug," 
dated the 19th December, 1949, was received agttinst Professor Baijnu.th 
Chaturvedi. Some reckless allegations were made <'.gttinst this Professor. It W<tS 
stated that he took money from the following cv,ndidtttes for raising their marks:-

Roll Cal. 2320 
Roll Cal. 2322 
Roll Ca.l. 2325 
Roll Cal. 2328 

Wo sent for the l\IaneJging Director of the " Sttnmttrg. " He came n.nd stated 
that the complaint wr.s not sent by him and tha.t the sirrnatme on it W<tS not his. 
The answer scripts of these candidates were obt .... ined fr~m the Controller's Depa.rt. 
ment. There are no alterations or additions in the niarkings. We r.re sn.tisficd 
that there is no substance in these allegations. 

Annexure XXXI. 

Complaint against Sr£ Ram Parisl:sha Singh. 

The comphtint against this teacher is that he t;1kes money from rich 1\br~vn.ries 
and gua.mntees that their w<1rds will Pither pass or secure high marks. It IS .also 
stated that he is very closely known to Mr. L. M. Rny (Head Master of the. Did~o 
Mabesw<.:.ri P!mchaypJt Vidy;tbya) v.nd Professor S. N. Lal, head. exa.mmer ~n 
Hindi ; that this year he took Rs.2,500 from one Ba.ngur, and gave h1gh marks Ill 

Hindi to two boys, Ba.ngur (Roll Cal. 124) and Padmachand l\Iohata (Roll Cal. 127). 

The informant :Mr. P. Jajodia of 150, Chitt:wanjan Ave!m~, Calcutta, was asked 
to a~pear before us, bu~ he failed to appear. T~e complan~t IS p~ohably, p~eudony­
mous .. We ha~ exammed Mr. R. P. Singh m connoct10n. with ce~tai~ other 
complamts r.gamst the head examiner. He was called agam and exammed on 
13th February 1950. He denied th;tt he took money from Bangur o~ anybo.dy. 
He stated that he did not know the boys personally and that the allegatiOns agamst 
him were maliciously false. 

We also called for the an&wer scripts in Hindi of the two boy~ (Roll Cal. 124 
and 127) 1md on examination found nothing unusual in the markmg~. These two 
boys secured, respectively, 82 and 85 from examiner, Mr. R. P. 8in~h. The papers 
might have _been ex;tmined on a liberal standard, but there is no evidci~ce of graft 
nor can it be said that excessively high marks were given unjust.ifi~bly Ill these t~·o 
cases. The markings in the papers do not bear any sign of alteratiOn or overwn~­
ing. It is necessary to point out that the name of the candidttte (Roll Cal. 124) IS 

not Bangur but Jyotilal Khettry. 

We are not satisfied that there is any substance in the allegations made in tho 
complaint. 
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Annexure XXXII. 

Complaint against {1) .3Jrs. P. Gupta, (2) Sri . Sriranga Tripa.thy and (3) 
Sri K. ,'-,'harma. 

1. The complaint agaim;t Mrs. P. Gupta is that sho cannot read Hindi but 
gets her papers examined by several examiners Professor L. P. Sukul and 
Mr. Amulyadhone Banerjee : also that she takes mmwy and sha.ree.s from Marwari 
students to give them high marks. 

\Ve were referred to the answer scripts of a female candidate Budge Budge 
F. P. 2. The History answer paper (in Hindi script) of this candidate was obtained 
and we found tlHtt this had not been examined by l\Irs. P. Gupta. She appeared in 
person and stated that she knew Hindi very well, being a Punjabee by birth and 
that she never got hC'r paperH examin~d by any other person. We saw no 
reason to disbelieve her. The complaint against her is obviously unfounded. 

2. The complaint against Mr. Sriranga Tripathy is that he took money from 
the following boys : Roll Cal. 231!) (S. N. Patwari) and Roll Cal. ~326 (R. L. 
Banko.). 

We obtained tllC' answer scripts in Hindi of these two boys and found nothing 
in these papers to show that marks had been raised. There are no corrections 
and overwritings or additions in the markings. Both the candidates are obviously 
proficient in Hincii. One of them got 71 in Paper I and 68 in Paper II and the 
other got 75 in Paper I and 72 in Paper II. There is no evidence of graft and the 
complaint. abviously is without substance. 

3. The complaint against Mr. K. Sharma is that he took Rs.900 from 
Yatindra Ganeriwala of St. Xaviet·'s College (Roll Cal. 2206) and gave him 86 
out of 90 (attempted) in Hindi Major Vemacular. It is difficult to prove the 
allegation about graft and the answer scripts of Intermediate Examination are 
not aVEtilable. The tabulator's register shows that this student secured 85 in 
the Major Vernacular, but in the absence of the answer papers it cannot be said 
that he did not desPrve 'the marks. 

Annexure XXXIII. 
Complaint regarding Roll Cnl. 4401-Jlfatriculation Examination 1949. 

. The co~pl!lint in this Pn;;c W!LS that his marks were uwluly increased, ~pecially 
Ill Bengah Paper I and II. We exmninetl the Rcripts ofthiil boy in Bengali I and 
II, and found nc.thing uBuswd in tJwm, to warrant the supposition that the 

·marks were . unr~uly ineren<;ed. In PapC'r II, the lten.d examiner, Professor 
S. ~·ChatterJee, mcn'n.sed the ma.rlo; (47) given by the examiner hy 5 marks. 
Thts call for no comment. 

In Paper I, Mr. S. N. Mitra the hend PXn.miner, increased the marks from 
~2 ~o 54. \Ve examinpu Mr. S. N. Mitm. and he stated tha.t the increase. was 
~nstJfied. At any rate, thet·e is no proof of any dishonest motive behind th.e 
mcrcase. \Ve shrmlcl point out., however, that 11-; the head examiner inereased 
the marks origiwdly given by th(' PXamim·r by morC' than 10 per cent. he should 
have, under the rule;;, J·eportcd the m1Lt.ter to the Syndicate. 

Annexure XXXIV. 

Complnint l'l,garding Rdl Ca.!. 4373-I .A.' Examination 1949. 
The can·li(bte obtu.incd the following IIHtrb :-

English 36+46+37 = I HI out. of 300 
Vernacular 40 uut of 100 
Hi.~tory I J 8 out of 200 
Civics II 0 out. of 200 
Comnwrrin.l GC'ogmphy 114 out of 200 

Total ... 501 (l\Iinimum for lst 
Divit!ion being 500.) 



.;).f-'V'-'~~.l\..1 '-'VJI.J,l_J.LUI.lJ..LI.I ..,,.. ... ._,.., .&.J.V u l-~._, .L'-II'I.>JV'U. .&..LVI.J..L I.I.I.J.\..1 c.}.lU U.lY .lO~V~l lJU lJJ.lC . 

help of the Press is unfounded. 

Annexure XXXV. 

Complaint regarding Roll Bhow. F. 472-.jJfatriculation Examin 
\Ve obtained the p,nswer scripts of this girl in pursuance of a co I 

effect that her mark in the Bengali Paper had been incret\Scd 
examiner without any cogent reasons thet·efor. It has been alleged 
examiner was influenced. 

We have ourRelves carefully examined t.he examinee's answer 
subjects and we have no· hesit<l.tion in coming to the conclusion t 
foundation what'loever in the complaint. 

Annexure XXXVI. 

Complaint regarding Srimati Pra.tima llf-ukhe1jee. 

The complaint in this case waR that i\fr. P. N. Banerjee's da1 
Pratima Mukherjee (nee Banerjee) " continued to receive the Jubi 
for two years, although living with her husband at Asansol.'' ' 
does not apper to be correct. Srimati Pratima Mukherjee got h· 
Degree in 1939. She was awe.rded a Jubilee Post-Graduate Schol 
Svndicate (MinuteR of the Syndicate, item 63, dated the 13th C 

T.he Scretn.ry, Post-Gra.duate Coun~ils, reported that ::;he withdrew l 
the Post-Grarlua.t.e classes in History with effect from the 7th S 
(vide letter No. 1163 P.-G.A., du.ted the 7th September 1940, to the: 
Controller of Examinations). She· had availed herself of the sch 
August; 1940. From September 1940 the scholar'lhip was trans 
Kumar Mitra under orderR of the Syndicate (vide item 52 of the 11 
the 15th May 1941). 

Annexure XXXVII. 

Oornpla·{nt rega.rding two sons of Mr. R. P. Mooke1jee. 

The complaint was that two sons of Sri R. P. Mookerjce were se 
further studies at t.he eost of the University. On enquiry it wa::; 
two S01113 were :-

1. Monot.osh Mukherjee who got a FirHt ClasH First in M.A. in 
HiHtory and Culture in Hl46, and 

2. Shibatosh Mukherjee who also secured :t First Class Fir~ 
Zoology. 

We have got a. report from the Registrar of the University that 
boys was sent abroad a.t the co'lt of the University. The allega 
is false. 
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