


The Secretary to Government,
Educational Department,

Fort st. George, Mad r a s.

e, the undersigned memorialists beg to briy
notice of Government the following certain grievanc‘
the Special Test Examination in the Criminal Judici
with the full hope that they Qill receive favourdb:
ration, The grievances may be arranged under the
heads : A

,(1) The extreme difficult nature of the g

/‘(B) The shortness and the vague nature of

especially in the Medical Jurisprudence and Ind

(3) The high standard of marks held n

(4) The lohg duration between the exa
1. rrom a perusalmof=the.papers of th
years, it may be well conceded that the ques
examinations are rather very hard and
The examiners seem to ignore the. fact
not full timeé/students of Law, The
Special Test are mostly offi 'alé who
of some special course of lectures on
'not got much time at their disposal, as they 1
this examination in the.midst of their pres
It is therefore natural for them to expect t!
1 on the several subjects presggggd
intended for full timed students of Law wh

of studying in some colleges. But the rev




The qusstipné do not bear also on the prescribed books.' Tor
instance, the paper on the Indian Eﬁig;QE;kZé% for tﬁ;rlast
B 00 3 yeﬁrs ié an instance in point. No one who has not
studied tﬁg'Amir Alits Evidence Act will find himself able to
answer the conyundrume. and puzzles that confront him in this
paper, nor are the questions calculated fo test the knowledge
of the average candidates on the subject. " They are of such
stiffness that only a thorough study and the possession of
more than average intellect can enable one to answer all of
them in a satisfactory manner. The examination test has

7 ?gvér risen to such a high pitch that onlyvthose Jith a good
k\'}/memory should be able to pass it, though all alike have been
; doing well in service. It will be within the experience of

Govgrnment that several good hands were often unsuccessful

in the examiﬁ?tions, Further, the concession of ﬁermitting
books to answer some of the papers has not improved the situ-
atioﬁ. - The questions to be answergd with books are of such &
* | nature that a study of the bare tex£ books does not help the
candidates in answering themn. According to the prescribed
syllabus, the,candiéates are not expected to read any comment

But nc body can say that the

on the Criminal Proced

LadaE e
questions on this subject can be answered by & study of the

bare text book. The questions are so twisted that the candi-

dates are puzzled and are unable to resort to the sectione of

the Codes which bear upon them,

2. The questions on the lMedical Jurisprudence are va

and short. Only 6 questions are set in this paper and they
< T
are more of a medical than of a medico-legal nature that only

&
candidates who have had the advantage of attending courses cf

lectures in the medical colleges will be Bble to deal with &f

fairly. 1t is within the experience of a number of the meno

rialistes and will certainly be within that of the Superintexid

in the examinations, tﬁat the examination hall is almost cle




\‘«n

within an hour gnd a half of the time allowed on the examination
day in this subject, while the time allowed for answering.this
paper is 3 hours. This circumstance will bear out the state-
ment that the questions are gégizz short and vague that the
candidates find there is no work for them and leave the exami-
nation hall 1n—%£2tg:;§-e—e£~an—hour The candidates are
e&pected to read "Gribble and Hehir's lMedical Jurisprudence! for
their exémination. the questions do not cover al]l the parts

in the book, but are confined to some enatomical subject that
the candidates are not enabled to know exactly what is wanted.
The subject is itself a vague one, on many questions thereof,
there seems to be no definite opinion according to the book
which the memorlallsts are expected to read, and the difficulty
of the candldmtes 1n irereased when the questions do not bear
upon some concrete poirts dealt with in the beok. Questions
such-as "What is the fetal dose and what is the fatal period?"
point unmistakebly to the idea that they are more of a medical

than of a medico-legal nature. The petiticners apprehend that

the present state of affairs is due to the fact that a medical
continues to be the examiner in this subject and earnestly pray

that a change may be made in the examiner.

The

2. The high percentage of margs required for a pass.

minimum prescribed is 1/3 in each subject and 40 per cent. of

the total. In all Law examinations where the candidates have

a special training and a course of study under able and experi-

enced lecturers,the minimum required is only 33 per cent; - hut

the candidates for this special test examination who have no

such facilities are reguired to get 40 per cent. for a simple

pase. . This it is subuitted handicaps them much. ¥f;they:aaﬁ¥'

%

not-be treated with greater consideration they can at least



<;

>
{date has to wait}one long year before he can reappear for the
examination.v The memorialists consider that holding the

special test.ekamination twice & year as it is dome in the case

of examinations for Assistant Collectors, may be advantageous

% all concerned.,

The memorialists therefore pray for the following Teliefac=

////i (1) rhat the exaliners be requested to confine their

questions to the books ‘hioh the candidates are expected to read.
s - ;

: (2)_$hat the questions on Evidence Act and lMedical Juris-
" prudence be of an éasy neture and bear on Cunninghem's and

Gribble's books.

: (3) phat books may be allowed for answering the questions -
‘onK;he Evidence Act and Medical Jurisprudence just as in' the

case of Penal and Ggiminal Procedure Codes.

(4) That alternative questions be eet.

b// (5) That &he present nature of the questions on Medical

Jurisprudence be thorcughly remodelled, if necessary, by appoint-

" ing men of the Revenue or Judicial Department, such as District

‘lMegistrates, Sessions Judges and Joint Magistrates of some

" standing who are expecfed to know more about the medico-legal 4

The author of the pres—

reQuirements than purely medical men.

(éribed book on this subject (lMr.gribble) is a Civilian and the

necessity for appointing a medical man as an examiner in this
% i _/L«-«" e

subject is not apparent. : i

£ (8) That the minimum per cemtage of marks be lowered as in

of law examipatpons. . .
dates be 80O arrengsd as

e inati
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Submitting remarks on the several points raised with

# regard to the Criminal Judicial Test papers, in the Coimbatore
lemorialy which was referred to the Commissioner for Govern=

- ment Dxaminations, Madras, im®Government Tndorsement No.865-1
Tducational, dated the 19th March 1913. i

0 . , | |
| ' e :

if ENCLOSURES.

|| No. J#4 s $ No./ 79

5 paro oopioe. Tl | Station.... Moo 8. T8, Datad the....29%0. Ma g

‘%tam /Wamy The.Hon'ble. Sir.Alfred -Gibbs -B Picer
¥ e 5

F.ReS., E.CoT.Bu,
/ _@ay}mk&y  Commissioner for Government. Examinations,

NMya d v a 8

, ‘ Go Tl Sty o e Gosoment of M,
E : é%m/t&mx/ .@%ﬂtl’mmd
‘%4'1

With reference to Government Endorsementlﬂo. 863-1,
" ] Tducational, dated 19th March 1913, I have the honour to
4 submit the following remarks on the several points raised
with regard to the Criminal Judicial Test papers, in bthe :
Coimbatore lemorial which is herewith returned:-

1 (2)To hold the Special Test Examinations twice a year.

Q&nfcyh’ Lﬁl;:ﬁ*:: This would, in the 1st place, largely increase
. . the number of second or ‘further failures, by reducing the
: ] 2 period available for preparation. It would, in the next
: place, dislocate work i}l all public offices, from which
the bulk of the candidates appear for the examination;
‘thirdly, thgre is the diff“iculty of pro’cu}‘ing s\xitgble *

‘ » N i examiners and superintendents twice a y\éar. For these .




of Revenue, embodied in G. O. No. 399 Educationai.,

22nd June 1907 and also te para 2 of .my letter No.2412,

A Vﬁl ~\ 16th July 1942 réad in G.0. No. 815 Educational, dated 6
e (e

September 1912.

L &
: NLS
(b) To arrange the examination dates 5o as to give
iy an interval of at least two days between two examinations
aasl]pe
JLL } ~ Cramming just before an Examination is in itself

W o

%,\..bd AL

undesirable. There is moreover a practical objection to
the proposed arrangement. For superintending the Special
Test Hxaminations, I always request the Collectors of

* Districts to appoint members of the Civil Service as Chief

|
i Superintendents{are all Government servants; the candidates_
also are mostly all officials. 1f the proposed interval
|

K ve allowed, all the officers referred to above will have

to be absent from their legitimate duties for double the

number of days, causing the offices, to which they belong,
) :

a deal of inconvenience. I therefore deprecate this
proposal. Attention is again invited to Ir. Logan's remarks
in para 4:of his letter to Government, embodied in G.0e NOa
59% Educatfonal, dated 22nd June 1907, with regard to a

.
similar proposal and to the remarks of the Board of Revenue

aq Aol L,éi\ read in the ‘same G.0. to the effect that "the suggestion
£ /- J. is both unnecessary and undesirable".

(c) To allow the candidates to appear both for the

Lower and the Higher Grade in the same year.

This is something like allowing camdidates to

appear for the Vatriculation and Intermediate Exam1nat10ns ®

in the same year. It might happen that a cand1da§e who.

for the H{éher as well as for the Lower Grade in

ml?ht get through the H#&her Grade but fai

appears.

the same year,



' papers also

the examination for the Highér Grade lasts three daf
that for the Lower another three days; the d;fficui
arfanging for superintendence etc., would be consider
as shown in (b) supra. The concession applied for, i
ed, will surely increase the number of ill-prepared cany
dates'of whom there are already sufficient. A candida®
must make up his mind, at the outset, to apply either fox*}
Higher or the Tower Grade according to the ‘soundness of

his preparation.

(d) To publish a failure\list. - I shall arrange to
" ——

have a failure list published.

2_(&) The difficulty, shor%ness, vague nature etc.,

of the question papers.

As regards the Evidence Act papers, the papers
were probably of about the same general character as in
previous years’but more diffipult than usual. The opinion &
of Mr. C.E. Odgers, M.A., B.C.L., whom I have consulted as

_a Barrister-at-Law of standing and an examiner in Taw of .
great experience, is as follows:=
. "The papers in Evidence, both ﬂigher and Lower

Grades, are.in my opinion, long and difficult. To answer

the former satisfactorily, a cendidate would have to have

a very good knowledge not only of the Evidence Act itself,

but also of some ﬁetailed commentary (such as Amir Ali's)

and also of the case law. I am unable to say that the

papers are unfair; Dbut they are decidedly difficult,

whatever the standard of the Criminal Judicial Test may be. v

On ihe whole I do not think the wording of the Evidepgq’

- papers is obscure. It often badly phrased, but
: ek

think on the



similar work' ".

As regards the Nedical Jurisprudence pape€
beg to observe that the wording of the questions left |
Ay to be desired and ,fhat some of them seem to be too ex
Q\. 1y medical; but that since the same type of paper has
set for years past, I do not believe that it presented'
peculiar difficulty to candidates.
I propose to draw the attention of the Examinei

\ to this opinion ¢ The Evidence Act certainly proved a sté?

ling block last year'while the results in Medical Juris= K;:

prudence were much the same as usual. ‘;. &
o)t To set alternative questions. §§ 5

This seems to me unnecessary in an examination

| 5 intended to test knowledge within a definitely prescribed

not "tests® is a false one.

’.‘

£
i
range. The analogy with University Examinations which are k'
e

(e)

To reduce the minimum percentage of marks.

£,

In the Crimindl Judicial Test and in almost all the
other tests, one third of the maximum marks in each subject
and two fifths of the aggregate marks for all the subjects

taken together are required. In two of the four subjects

for the Criminal Test, Viz., the Indian Penal Code and the
Code of Criminal Procedure, there are examinations (;) without -

books and (2) with books/and no separate minimum is required

i for the examinations "without books" and for those "with
books", the total of both being taken together for the

hminimum. The Criminal Judicial Test (Higher Grade) is

I, _ .prescribed for, among others, Deputy Collectors, and the same

tésf (Lower Grade) for sildars, Sheristadars, Police

Cases:Clerks in the High

which is an important on



of the candidates who qualify themselves for one of thé
posts mentioned above, a fair knowledge of the cdrdinel

5 . principles of the Criminal Law as administered in India.

The memorialists' conteption that they have no

\ v £ "special training under able and experienced lecturers" %s

2 % no argument in fa;our of the proposed reduction in the

) minimum of percentage prescribed for a pass. When in 1907, ,/?'
X | b : : certain candidates requested that the minimum forva pass

might be reduced in the Revenue Tesl, the Board oﬂ Revenue

remarked that "the proposal to reduce the minimum required

" for a 'pass' was open to the objection that it would not

| SR -
| secure that detailed knowledge in each subject which it was

essential that successful candidates should possess and that

o

the Board did not consider the present minima excessive'

(!gég pare 4 of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue,
\embodied in G.0. lNo. 599,Educational, dated 22nd June 1907) .
- These remarks apply with greater force to the Criminal Test’
and I am, therefore, in favour of maintaining the present
percentages.

(d) -{0. To have the question papers and the 1list of

successful candidates approved by a Committee.

As suggested in para 5 of G.0. No. 69,Educational,

dated 8th February 1907, the question of arranging for a
preliminary meetidg of the Examiners with one or two Members.

of the Board of Revenue was considered Defore and the Board

stated then that if agreed w1th the Commissioner that any

d1scussion of the question papers between it and the Examine:

was inadvisable and that no useful purpose would be served 3

by any other preliminary discussion on the subject. These
-~

views were reported to Government by Mr. Logan in his 1etteﬁ

: No. 119/2-D, dated 12th April 1907. I beg to add that one .




ﬂ
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Examiners to the printers, and from the printers through

my office where the question paper packets are not opened,
to the Superintendents for distribution to the candidates.

Any further step towards making the questions known to a
larger number of persons than are absolutely needed musf,.I‘
fear, introduce in the present system an element of insecuri
that might nullify the various safe-guards against 1eakage;A

that have been adopted with success for nearly a decade

.
b
}

now. This success followed,it will be remembered/upon a

o

state of things which brought the examinations into much

disrepute.

@L As regards the pass list, I always endeavour to

see that deserving candidates do not fail. The cases of
candidates who pass in all the subjects but one prescribed

for a test and secure also the total minimum but fail in

that one subject for want of a few marks, are, as a rule,

referred to the examiners for reconsideration and such of

them as are found by the examiners deserving/under the cir=

ST

cumstanceslof grace marks are allowed to pass. A reference
to a Committee seems, therefore, unnecessary.

(e) To allow books for answering questinns on the

o

rmm T e

Evidence Act and Medical Jurisprudence.

After consultation with the Examiners in these

subjects, T reported to Covernment in my letter No.3/2-D
dated 12th January 1910 that the examination/in these subject%

should be without books only, as it was considered essential

W

that candidates should possess a thorough and ready knowledgé'

~

so as to be able to make use of the principles contained Siat

G

i

them without the aid of books, and I still adhere to this

o

view.

Dla To omit the names of the examinees and the names

their féthers in the slip attached to the answer papers.




and nemes. Candidetes would on the whole almost
lose by the proposed change and the notiou that
prejudicsd by the: examiners' knowledge of their identi
is I hope quite unfounded.

.

4. The memoria.l which is signed by such men as Bank

. 8nhroffs and go-glo‘m keepers, who are not affected by the

Special Tests._is presumably the production of unsuccesaful
candidates. 2

"I have the honour to
SEdeary

.

Your mosé obedient servant,

Team e
for Commissioners
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rkd to ﬁ/l up this tltp and a,llach it to hza answer papers.
nmoﬁxd nnmber on each page of his ‘answer papers.

iginally seleoted b, date
ne-no':oéxplﬁmng whether the change u- pamiﬁd

number of
ormot.




c No .l65, from S.C. Nnnjunda Rao and others;’ Goim'ba.*ore, ds,'red
C.No.1'745, from the Commr. _for-Gov JExamns., ¥o0.1709,
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. Subject. = :
‘Re. the Criminal Tudlcisl test, higher
and lower grades.

¢ e seversl points railsed in +he memorial
are fully d'iscussed in the Commissi,onei"s_ ¥
letter. OFf the augges?iona ma(_la :by the femo-
rialists the 'Cgmmi;éio?af ‘accepts kkam only the
oﬁe- relating to fthe publicatlon of the failure
iist.‘ His views on the fo;l.lbwing','ques't'io.ns see
accaptable:--
(1) The molding of the examinations fwice a.

year; ¥ 2 .

(.2) a.llow;.ng an ‘im‘:erval of two days
petwean two examina.ti..ona;

(5;) permigsion to appear for hoth lowar -
and hivher grades in the same year; :

(4) s##‘finc o‘F a.lterm!."ivn ques*ions,

(5) reduction of minimum parcenta.ge Jof
marks; and .

(R) omission of the names of the axaminaes
and *heir fathers in the answer papnrs.

s The poinfs callinrr for remarks a.re dealt

with below:--~ i P * "

Difficu1+y of *he question Dpapers. -The

most importa.n co glaint of the ,emoris.listg is

under this :Pxead.  While they senerally complain

of ths questionsin all %he four subjects pre- :

‘scrihad for tha ’nesvt,l they particularly mention

the case of the _papef'é on the Evidence .Ant-"a;m} :
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[/ 2 ), pag th <f.

Vedical Jurdsprudence, ths two subj‘e.cts Tt
wniohl hooks m:o not allowed in answering ques-

tions. The Coinmiés.ié;mr deals only with ths

complaint in regard to the la.tf;er two papers.

5 Apparevx Ly, b he i’ailures in the other twa sub-

-

jects are not heavy and nead no+ be specially ;
considered. = . : : 3
As regards e Bvidence Act and Modical

Jurispmdenccl the Direcfor a.dmité that the

- papers have heen really difficult. He proposes

: g T
to draw the attentlon of the examiners to the

- stiffness of the paper onéh Evidence Act No

| further actien is necessary on this point. In

resp‘ect of abo Medical -Turzis.prudence, however,
he does j_;mt proi)?se to take. any' action) as in :
hig opinion -ﬁ‘le*resu\lts have haesn the same &as
usnal. No detailed infonnatiojl is availahle as

5 %
‘4o the failures in‘each of the subjects. If as
.

" ne admits the papers on Medical Jurisprudence

have hesn really over-stiff and exclusively
medical, it may perhaps he advisable %0 draw
+he attention of the sxaminer in this casg also,
though the disahility has heen under sxistence
16ng. The exanminer c;n this subject has for the
past few ye.ars been Pr.C.B. Rama Rao, at present
Civil Surgeon, Tellicherry. It ma.y.be of
interest to note H’m propor+ion of cs,ndidﬁ.+es
who passed the t-s* “in’ the last few vea.rs :The

uae_of books in rospﬁct of the papers on the '

Pendl and Criminal Procedure Codes was allowed

from the year 1910.
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From the aTJOV§dx will be seen that th“ere '
h . 3 ; : has been a dscided improvement in the percentage
. s Ytk Lor Lot Ow 1,1. ;L, of p‘aasgs since the use of hooks was p'emiﬁted,
W?W m(u ";",_@ Compared with the percantagas of passes in the
N % olt'qer tests/ 1t will be seen that Criminal Judi-
2 -~ .ci'-j\.l test does not 'fars worse than others.

: 2 , ; 1910-11. 1911-12. :
’ Revenue,Higher | 35.4 28.1 (
‘ . : ; i Revenue Tower 56.0 33.2' g

Civil Judicial 32,5 16.0

~ { Account test.“ligher 50.2 40.7
& Account test Tower . 4558 48.3 i
* érimmal Tudicial Tigher 42.5 35.3 :

;' Criminal  Tudiclal Tower L2910 46.9

Ag regards the question of suhjecting the examnimm

Soh- pore (clloy gfpare >
O 13 S tion papers *to the app roval of a committee, fths

Oomnisslonar draws attention to a similar
8 2 07 ¥
m Levi, (0.5~ a;

proposal suggested and di sallowed in 1907. The
chief obhjecthion of the Commlsslona to the

committee is the difficul ty in maintaining the

!
f
|
!
¥
§
§
|

%5 sacrécy in respect of the gquestion papers. lf;
: s

-




i e

is understood that in the case of the Univer-

. sity examinations question papers are passed
by the Board of Examiners. It is not clear why

a similar course should not be adopted in the
case of the special tests. Th e arrangsnsnt éon-
£l templated in 1907 related to a4 mixed committee
@w £ h—Ju 2 A :
W_ [78 DAl 07@ of examiners and two mambers of the Board. Ths

latter body con sidered the p roposal. inadvisahle

07%‘_,_,2 L,b 4 and 111-suited to serve any useful purpose. * {
m”)" 3’07 Perhaps the case ma.ype different if the com-
mittes consists only of the examiners. It maf/ |
tend to moder'ﬁte tﬁ.a standard o;:‘ exami!.xations )
and to avoid thé disadvantage of leaving the

< ; B ; setting of questions to the discretion of :

i 4 individual examiners which is at present

admitted to sxist at least in the case of some

of the examinst ions.

- . : ) (| ’ Use of books in the case of papers on the =
; : AT MR Y Sl prtg Use of hooks in the cage of papers on fae |

Byidence Act and Medical Jurisprudencs.--hés

f regards. tin question attention is invited to -
” : ',para.‘.{' of the Hon'ble Mr.Hammick's no‘te dated
1080 Fehruary 1910 on paga 5 of].0.No .154, :
. : ® Fdl., dated 24th March 1910, in which he only
: ‘ reluctantly accepted the opinion of.‘ +the Director
not to allow hooks in the ca,se'olf these examina-
tions. The Ton'ble Menb er remarked "To my mind
evidence is just whares you wa.nbt books". It is
doubtful whether anif changs is called for in

the'present system.

%u%ﬁ)
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fleic




,




	0939
	0940
	0941
	0942
	0943
	0944
	0945
	0946
	0947
	0948
	0949
	0950
	0951
	0952
	0953
	0954
	0955
	0956
	0957
	0958
	0959
	0960
	0961
	0962

