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The meeting of the Syndicate of the Unive‘r'sib/'-'of Kerala that met on
21.01.2017 considered the representations alleging ‘seripus mismanagement in the
Kerala Law Academy Law College, Thlruvanénthapuram, from various student
organisations of the College, individual students and their - parents. Certain
ategations raised were.such as students are being harassed in the name of -

© attendance and In awarding of internat marks. They have cémplained that céses are

being framed against them and are being made ‘year-out’ through manipulation of
attendance. They have further alleged that the authorities have Instalied ccTv
cameras even in the Girl's hostel, mess hall and in the corridors thereby encroaching
into the privacy of the students. The Syndicate also considered the- representations
received from the Law Academy students afieging serious mismanagement in the
College. | | |

The Syndicate had very serious discussions on these issues and
soived to constitute a Sub- Committee of the Syndicate with members of the
Standing: Committee of the Syndicate on Affiliation of {olleges and Dr M. Jeevnlal.
Member, .Syndicate 10 enquire. into the compiaints again;;t the College Principal

‘raised by the students.

The Syndicate meeting further resolved that thel.Sub- Committee shalf
conduct the sitting in the Keralg Law Academy'Law College, Thiruvananthépuram,
on 23'? and 24" January 2017. | '

_ Accordingly the Sub- Committee comprising of Dr. P. Rajesh Kumar
(Convenor, Standing . Committee of the Syndik:ate on Affiliation of Colleges),
prof. R. Mohanakrishnan, Sri. M.K. Abdul Rahim, Adv. KH. Babujan,
Adv. Johnson Abraham, Adv. AA. Rahim, Dr. R Lathadevi, Dr. P.M. Radhamany, .
Or. M. Jeevanial (Members, Syndicate) had sitting in the College on 23" and 24"
Yanuary 2017 and also on the 25™ of January 201 A¥ince more students had to be
neard and for verifying all the available documents.'in the College relating to the |
issues. This was done after get’ting the consent from the Vice- Chancellor, University

of Kerala, subject to reporting to the Syndicate.
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1 wes the regular habit of the Principal to summon them to her official residerice in

the campus during nigit time and insult them using abusive language.

Gir! students have unanimausly stated. that they have no compilgints
zyainst the installation of camera in the Hostel but the positioning of the 2 cameras
o the corridors leading to the bathroom in the hostet is a purposeful trespass into
therr privacy, especially on. their going to the. bathr.oom's{»'-rand'ccming_ out. into the
cortidor, _ : o ‘o

Girl students who are staying _ih'fh_é'cbliege;-hostel have reported that

suffering from Asthma was throws aut from the hostel, Another girl stucent named -
Keerth Sharma was threatened for being anaermic and her father Easwara Sharma
S rammoned (o the office and the Principai tolg him most impolitely, that if she
fals 1l & second time, she will be Custed from the hostel,

Girl students are cc}mpufsrjrny removed from their hostel rooms during .
Moot Court. They alsg complained that girl students who acted as volunteers during
these days were strictly directed to serve food for the male.delegates in the hostel
dining hall even after 10 PmM. The Sub- Committee {Gbserved. that this: could have )
been -avoided. - | S S

_ Buring the months of April/May when the examinations are in the full
syang, Principal insists on the hostellers to vacate thejr rooms. The irony s that
PR LLIOatS Padd aircady paid the hestel fea. for these moriths alsc welt in
advance, . ' _ :

1. The Sub- Committee has observed that the Positioning of the. 2 cameras

 inside the Women’s: Hostel :trespasses into the privacy of the giri
students. Also the allegation that the sick students are thrown out, or
being threatened that they will have to quit the Hostel is found to be
true. The allegation that the students from the Hostel are summoned by
the Principal at night cannot be substantiated by authentic-eﬂdenee.

Fhe committes haye heard 90 students, nearly 10 parents and teaders
e g Bvsstudent organmsalinns, ang they were alt of opinion that the
aititude, the body language and the Words used by Dr, takshmi Nair are not
béz‘f'itting to-a Principal, She uses abusive and vulgar fanguages, summoning students
o her office. Some students. iike Kavya Ajith, Anjitha, Balasubramanian, Bivin v
Vijayan. etc, have alleged that on some occasions the Principal goes to the extent of -
discriminating students, by specifying in a wigar tone their caste, creed, colour, -
religion and dppearance. The Committee has been cotWhced that this arrogant
- approath of tne Principal towards the students and their parents have hurt their
hearts deanly. Students are criticised hy the Principal even for wearing the king of




thassas commonly used by girls in our country This- kmd of harassment has even
iwad students to the extent of attempting suicide,

A student named Xavier Thomas P.T who met wnth ‘@ bike actident and’

was hospitalised for some time, travelied all ‘the ‘way from Alappuzha to
Thirtvananthapuram and came to the College for attending the- examingtion, with

the University Hall ticket, but was pot permitted to appear-for the- exammatlon of

%2 LLE Unitary Degree Course, Jaribary 2017 which is'to be _cons_;dered A% & Serious
o2, Bat the Principal has denied it, and said that she hadn't done so.

The subcommittee. also heard the teachers ancl Dr. Lekshmi Nam, the Principal.

A the College in detail,

2. The audio clippings submitted by the students. substantzate the .

altegation of the students ‘about the language, tone’ and attitude
towards the students and parents by the College Principat.
(Audto clappmgs attachad)

Dr. Laskhmi Natr owns a rastaurant in the College campus itself with
a entrance 10 the main road side for the general public. On the inaugural day of the
restourant, a student named Anuradha P Nair (Prmc;pal‘v future daughter in Jaw)
went @ a dassroom and asked S students (including Selvam' who alleged that he
aione with another 4 students) to report at the restaurant for serving food as
directed by the Principal, This was denied by the Principal later. Simifar complaints
have been raised by other students aJso

The committee has very seriously observed that there is a clear cut -

viclistion of the Regulations relating to Five year degree as well‘as Three year degree
LB« uarces*’Examv‘mtmn in the av.ard of internal marks.

~ The monthiy attendance statement of the students are not prepared and
exhibited on the Coilege notice board.
- After conducting class test papers, the marks obtameci by the stuclents are
“not communicated tothem nor the valued answer sheéts returned promptly.
- On submission of assignments given, the marks awarded are not revealed to
Cstudents.
~ As patt of the University curriculum, students are 5upp05'ed".i..t-o present papers
irr Seminars. :
-~ It1s quite romical that the students are insisted on signing.on the score sheet
frst and the marks are entered only later, S
» The spht up of marks awarded for the’ varlous components of the mternaf
marks are neither recorded nor published. . :
» i verification of the available records {egardiﬂg attﬁndancc the Cemmlttee
is convinced that there is an unholy interference of the College Principaf in it.
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in awarcimg internal dekS the connmttee is fully conwnced that the power is

solely centred on the Principal who according to her whlms and’ fanc1es'__

awards marks freely to these whom she favours,
The available documents regarding awarding of Infernal Marks shews that
University rules and requiations are flouted by the Principal.

- In the case of Sajala . $ {13551049-56, October 2016 B.Com LLB) the initial

narks awarded for subjects 4 & 5 were zerg each, However in the revised

nternal marks score sheets sent to the Unlversny, the marks awarded are

found to be 10 each in stead of the earlier zerp.  The exact reason for such a
huge wvariation in granting mtemax rnarks to such a student could not be

explained.
In the case of Anuradha P. Nair {the future daughter~tn law of the Pnnapal)

13551010, BA LLB S6, the attendance statement as provided by the College -

Office, shows that she is having less than 50% attendance.” She has not even
dpp]led for condonation.  The candidate was awarded 19 marks for each
paper of the 56 BA LLB exam which js agalnst the exlstlng rules and
regulations of the University.

» For papers like Drafting {57), Ethics {S8), ADR (S59) and Paper IV (510) the

entire marks are awarded by the College.

- There is a serious allegation that the Pnnc:pal s showmg severe nepotism

towards some students whom she favours and some others she dislikes. The
marks awarded for each component are not be;ng displayed in the college
notice board and the students are compelied to'sign on the mark sheet.

It is alleged that.a number of students having suppfementary papers to be
covered are scoring more than 90% for the said papers. Whereas students

who have scored more than 75% marks till date, have. got very Iow marks for .

tne said papers. This laoks guite extra ordinary.

For five year LLB. Cours e, out of aggregate 4500 marks, 1220 rarks is set |

aside for internal assessment. The.aggregate minimum required for a pass is

50% of aggregate (ie., 2250) whereas 1220 marks is given for internal
assessment.” This is a.glaring technical anomaly where the Pnnc:pal is takmg
undue advantage over the poor students.

3. It is quite unfortunate that the Committee observed that the

unawareness on the part of the students about the University
regulations, their rights and privileges with \regard to the
grievance redressal mechanism has led to'this unrest,
~ The Committes gave the Principal a ¢gmprehensive fist of documents
from the Coliege Office for verif; catio;% st appended) As a matter of
fact it is to be noticed that the office of the Coﬂege Principal has falled
in prdwdmd the majority of the documents the commlttee had asked
far, :
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Documents not submitted

discrepancies noted by the Committee.

s

The subsequent amendments if any regarding the Trust/ Saciety Bye-lav.
The particulars regarding DLMC and CWMC including constitution of the
Committee and minutes of its meeting are not submitted which are gross
irreguiarities on the administrative side of the college ofﬁce

5. List of teachers who hav** obtained approvai from the Unwers:ty along wath
the reievant orders nave not been submltted infuli.

Al the students and_-thalr _p'_arents -w_ho have appeared before . the
Committee for the formal hearing have unanimously reported that Ms. Anuradha P.
Nair S8 BA LLB Degree student, whose. engagement to Vishnu Nair, Principal’s son
has been formerly solemnized, is executmg undue freegdom and exerc:smg powers
which the students find as intolerable and exceeding all the hr'm*s This is-one of the
ressons for the student unrest in the coi!ege -

The Sub- Committae of the Syndicate that enquired into the compialnts.
ressard by the Law Academy studerits had a hectic schedule: probrng into the reasans

fur the unrest of the students and disruption of dasses in the College. it is quite
emazing that the Law Academy with a fifty years of glorious legacy has ceme to this
kind of @ pathetic situation. The Committee has unanimously came to the conclusion
that it is solely because of the maladministration from the part of the . present
Principal Dr. Lakshrivi Nair that bas brought this kind of a pathetic situation to this
Graat institution of professional education in Kerala, An institution that has produced

eminent lawyers, great judges and hundreds of renowned pohtic:tans should neyer

hrav this kind of a downfail.

This report is pioced before the Syndicate  for consiceration and
cpprupriste action. ' L

CONVENOR

. Attendance register for the fast three years ‘which is required to verify the’




