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| Reap—the following papers :— :

I ‘

Letter—from F. Dewssury, Esq., B.A., LL.B., Registrar, University of Madras.
To—the Seomhﬁy to Government, Educational Department.
NDdcd——SSenate ouse, the 27th March 1916.

0.—2309. )

I am directed by the Syndicate to request the sanction of the Government, under
“section 25 (1) of the Indian Universities Act, 1904, to the enclosed resolutions,
adopted by the Senate at its adjourned meeting held on 4th March 1916, relating to
the Degree courses in History and Economics.

2. The resolutions numbered (i) (a; and (1) (4) provide for the introduction into

the B.A. Degree course of “ Political Science ” in the plaee of ¢ Special subjects.”

- By a further resolution the Senate decided that this change should take effect as

from the B.A. Degree Examination of 1918 ; that is to say, so as to modify the

course of study to be entered upon by students in July next. The early orders of
Government are therefore requested.

3. The resolutions numbered (i1) relate to the B.A. Degree ( Honours) courses.

As a result of opinion expressed in the Senate that the History of India should be a
- compulsory subject of study for all Honours students of History, the Board of
Studies in History and Eeonomics has been for some time considering the revision of
these courses. The changes recommended by the Board were adopted by the Syndi-
cate, and were accepted by the Senate in the form of the resolutions to which
sanetion is now desired. These changes consist in the main of the substitution of
four compulsory general subjects of study for the present choice of three such
subjects out of six, and of a reduction in the number of optional special subjects
%(;fas to keep the actual number of subjects studied by each student the same as

ore.

These changes the Senate has resolved should come into force as from the B.A.
{Honours) Degree Examivation of 1919, that is, from the beginning of the next
-academic year.

Under regulation 64 protests have been lodged against these resolutions affecting
the Honours courses in History and Economies, by M.R.Ry K. B. Ramanathan
Avargal, v ., B.L., L.T, M R.Ry. K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar Avargal, ».a., F.R.1.S.,
M.R.Ry. C. P. Ramaswami Ayyar Avargal, 3., BL, M.R.Ry. K. Ramanuja
Achariyar Avargal, B.a., and the Rev. P. Carty, s.., B.sc., v.p. Upon these protests
the procedure laid down by that regulation is being followed, aud in due course
the protests and the memorandum prepared in support of the resolutions of the
Senate will be forwarded to the Government for consideration.

Excrosure

UNIVERSITY OF MADRAS.
Resolutions adopled by tle Senate al ils adjourned meeting held on 4th Mareh 1916,

(i) (a) That in regulation 195, under ‘ V. History and Economics” for the words ** Two
special subjects or books to be prescribed by the Board of Studies from year to year ” the words
““ Political Science ” be substituted.

p (b) That in regulation 196; in the time-table for group (v) History and Economics. and ;
regulation 197 for the words “ special subjects ” the words * Political Szienee " le substituted. B

(A)a

¢

bz That in regulation 207, under *“ V. History and Economics’’ for the existing paragraphs
B) the following paragraphs be substituted : — :
“(A) Each of the following subjects :—
1) The History of India. :
2) Constitutional History of Great Britain and Ireland.
28 Politics. 2
. (4) Economics.
(B) Two of the following subjects.
1) Economic History—a special subject.
2) Politics—a special subject.
(8) History—a special subject.
(4) History—a special subject.
(6) Indian History—a special subject.”
(¢) That in regulation 208 for the time-table under Branch V, the following e
substituted : —

Braxcu V.
Days. Hours, SBubjects Marks.
. 101 ¥ssay % 200
First day { 2—5  Indian History—(s}cneral 238
10—1 Indian History— ial subject ... 2
Second day { 2—5  Constitutional Hxl;:cory of Great 200 -
Britain and Irelax;:‘l. A
; 10 -1 History —Special subject ... : 200
Third day { 2-5  Politis—General ... ... 200
10-1 History — Special subject ... 200
Fourth day 9—5  Eoonomios .. o s .. 200
Fifth d 10—1  Politics—Special subject 200
. ot g 2—5 Economic History —bdpecial subject. 200

‘Total ... 1,400

n .
Memorandum No. 1215-1, Educational, dated the 7th April 1816,

With roference to the letter from the Registrar of the University of Madras,
No. 2809, dated the 27th March 1916, the Syndicate is requested to be so good as
to forward to the Government at an early date a copy of the protests and of the
reply memorandum referred to in the coneluding portion of the letter.

P. RajaGopALA ACHARIYAR,
Secretary to Government.

To the Registrar, University of Madras.
III

Letter—firom F. Dewssury, Esq., B.A., LL.B., Registrar, University of Madras.
To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department.

Dated—Senate House, the 16th June 1916.

No.—4316.

With reference to the last paragraph of my letter No. 2309, dated the 27th
March 1916, and in continuation of letter No. 2855, dated the 10th April last, I have
the honour, by direction of the Syndicate, to submit under regulation 64 for the
consideration and orders of His Excellency the Governor in Council the accompanying

srotests lodged by Messrs, K. B. Ramanathan, K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar, C. P.

wami Ayyar and K. Ramanuja Achari aud the Rev. P. Carty, s.5., against the
résolution of the Senate passed on the 4th March 1916 adopting certain alterations in
the Regulations relating to the B.A. (Honours) Degree course in Branch V—History

-and Economics, and the memorandum in support of the resolution prepared by the

Rev. E. M. Macphail and Messrs. H. J. Allen and Ferrand E. Corley, the three

‘members of the Senate duly elected under that regulation for the purpose.
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PR Umiversity of Madras.

The following protests lodged by Messes. K. B. Ramanathan, K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar,
C. P. Ramaswami Kyyar and K. Ramanuja Achari and the Rev. P. Carty, s.J., under Regulation
64, against the resolution of the Senate passed at its adjourned meeting held on March 4, 1916,
adopting certain alterations in the Regulations relating to the B A. (Honours) Degree course in
Branch V—History and Economics, are in accordance with the same regulation, circulated to
each member of the Senate who was present at the meeting with a request that he will record a
vote for three members of the Senate to form a committee to prepare a memorandum in support
of the resolution. It is requested that the votes may be returned so as to be received by the
Registrar not later than the 3rd April 1916.

(By Order) {
Sexate Housg, F. DewSBURY, B.A., LL.B.,
March 24, 1916. Registrar.
Sub- Enclosures
()
From—M.R.Ry. K. B. Ramanaraax Avargal, Fellow of the Univemity of

Madras.
To—the Registrar, University of Madras.
Dated—Triplicane, the 8th March 1916.

I have the honour to forward to you the following protest against

- . - .

(2) the acceptance of the changes in the B.A. (Honours) History course recommended in
Agendum X and passed at the Senate meeting held on the 4th instant.

As regards the changes in the History Honours course, Mr. K. V. Rangaswami Ay yangar
has well explained in a separate protest how the modifications are not in the hest interests of
University education. I associate myself with him in all that he urges. I would urge parti-
cularly the reasons put forward by representatives of mufassal colleges against these changes -
the curtailment of options in the Hpistory course, the waste entailed on the colleges in the
matter of library and other equipment, and the dragooning of all colleges into one uniform
pattern.

(i1)
From—M.R.Ry. K. V. Raxcaswamr Avvanear Avargal, Fellow of the Univer
sity of Madras.

To—the Registrar, University of Madras.
Dated—Triplicane, the 10th March 1916.

In continuation of my letter intimating an intention to protest against the decision of the
Senate, at its last meeting, on the proposed changes in the Curricalum of Studies in the B.A.
Honours course and examination in Branch V, I have the honour to submit herewith a
memorandum setting forth the grounds of my protest.

Memorandum.

1. The Senate has approved, by accepting Resolution X (ii) on the Agenda of its last
meeting, of certain drastic modifications of the existing Curriculum of Studies in Branch V
(History and Eeonomics) of the B.A. Honours Course and examination.

2. The curriculum, now under amendment, was framed about ten years ago, on the
recommendation of the Board of Studies concerned, after an exhaustive inquiry, in the course of
which the views of even those who were not members of the Board were sought and obtained.
The modifications now agreed to by the Senate have been recommended by the present Board of
Studies in History and Economies. The- Board, however, did not arrive at an unanimous
decision, since the members from #wo out of the t/rce mufassal Honours colleges declared them-
selves against the opinion of the majority, which consisted of three gentlemen from the fuo
Honours colleges of Madras and the University Professor of Indian History and Archzology.
A Professor of the third Mufassal College,” who is a member of the Board, ‘and who was not
able to attend the meeting in question, declared himself against the decision of the Board
during the subsequent discussion of the subject in the Senate. :

¢ Mr. Ramalinga Reddi of the Maharaja's C;llege, Mysore,

LA ;wy_‘*‘/ ABAE R 7 08 T
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It is good to note the relative strength of the cggooed opinions on the matter. Of the
*“ Honours " colleges, affiliated in History and nomics, members from two oollx:u the
Presidency College and the Christian College) declared themselves in favour of the changes,
while those from the remaining #4ree colleges (those of Mysore, Trichinopoly and Trivandrum).
showed how decisively they were against the proposed measure.

3, Though framed about ten years back, the present scheme came into actual operation onl
in July 1911—/exs than five years ago—when the first Honours Classes were started in Brane.
V. Only two batches of students trained up under this scheme have so far appeared for the
final examination, and a therd set of students will sit for the examination in a few days. In
aome of the subjects, however, included in the curriculum, and chosen for instruction in some of
the affiliated colleges—e.g., historic method with special reference to the documentary study of
a selected period of Indian History—no candidates have yef been presented for examination.
An important general uuhf')ect now proposed to be omitted from the course—viz., General
sParopean History from A.D. 476—has been up for an examination twice, hitherto. Again, two
subjects the Board proposes to omit (British Economic History —General Survey, and Historic
Method in relation to the documentary study of a special period of British History) have yet to
be elected by any affiliated college, and a third subject—which the Board would refain (viz.,
Economic History—a special subject)—is in the same position. It can hardly, therefore, be
reasonably contended that the existing curriculum has been sufficiently tried and been found
wanting, or that the proposed changes are based on adequate experience of teaching or examining
under this eurriculum.

4. It may be claimed for the curricalum now in force that it indicates the acceptance of the

inciple that ample facilities for specialization should be provided in the Aighest Course of Study
m Arts (which the “ Honours ”’ course is) by allowing of as wide a range of choice, as feasible, in
the election of subjects, so as to enable affiliated colleges to develop on individual lines,
without undue rivalry, and to divide among themselves in a natural way the labour of providing
suitable instruction in the subjects of the course, in the manner now usual in all good modern
universities, colleges, and, for the matter of that, industries also. It is within my personal
knowledge that some at least of the authors of the existing course recognized the provision of the
necessary scope for this division of labour as a fundamental requisite of a well-planned *“ Honours ”
course in History and Economies, especially in view of the fact that our University has yet no

separate branches in which History or leonomics or Politics would respectively form the main

subject of study, to be studied with closely allied subjects.

5. It has also to be noted that the scheme now in force allows of a greater or a less degree
of specialization, according as the candidate comes up to the college with the equipment implied
by a ** Pass " degree or by suceess in the Intermediate examination. The present course would
also permit the graduate, whose ambition is to obtain some fraining in specialized work and the
ordinary ML.A. degree at the end of his period of training, to attain his object, without such a
monotonous repetition of the previous ‘‘ Pass " B.A. course and such a comprehensive denial of
opportunities for the specialization, as are inevitable if the amended scheme, recently accepted by
the Senate, is also sanctioned by the Government.

6. The existing curricalum is also so framed as to facilitate natural expansion of the range
of Historic and Economic studies in the University, by the gradual inclusion, as additional
options, under the first or the second groups (A or B), of such further subjects or topics of study
as future experienco shows the use or the need of, and as would naturally fit into an advanced
course of History and Economics. In view of its representing the triumph of the principles of
restriction and uniformity, it cannot be claimed for the proposed scheme (the Senate’s), which
seeks to reduce the number of available subjects to choose from to nine from fifteen, that it
would also allow of such a natural expansion. .

7. The wisdom of the polioy involved inthe existing course has, it is contended, been fairly
vindicated. For, already, within five years of the starting of the first Honours class in Branch
V (History, etc.) as many as twelve out of the possible fifteen opfions in the scheme have been
availed of, by the existing five *“ Honours” Colleges ; and, some of the colleges have availed
themselves of the chance of moving on individual lines, with the utmost readiness. Further, the
reservation of fwo out of three of the first Chairs founded by the University to the advanced
study and research work in Indian Economics and Indian History, along with such proposals as-
those brought forward some months back, to add to the available options other subjects of study
such as those relating to Indian institutional histories, point in the same direction.

‘What progress has so far been achieved has been materially helped—

(1) by the freedom for specialization given by the existing course, side by side with

ual facilities for obtaining, if needed, as an alternative, a good course of general historical
:3ucation, and : :

(2) by the omission (now sought to be ‘ rectified *) to force a// colleges,—whatever their-

special history, environment, equipment, objective or needs,—and a/l students, whatever their
vious training or ambitions or destination, to conform to one common and invariable and

inflexible standard. .
€67 Home (Ein.)—2
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8. An instance may show how the liberty allowed by the curriculum, now being interfered

with, has been appreciated by a mufassal college, anxious to develop, as far as possible, in
- harmony with its general aims and surroundings. A little over two years ago, the institution in
which it is my rivilege to serve, sought affiliation in ‘ Honours," in Branch V. It elected to
specialize in Indian History and Economics, and to take up General European History (which is
dropped in the proposals now under protest) as the additional or sizth subject. The subject of
General European History was chosen on the grounds that it would supplement the historical
knowledge acquired by the student in the Intermediate course, thavmo graduate in History
(even a ‘ Pass’ B.A.) should be ignorant of the mam currents of Geeneral History, and that the
study of General Kuropean History might serve to correct or temper any such t«'ndr:uo_v to
narrowness as might be supposed to be inseparable from a Specialized Course.” The two
Professors from Madras," who came as University Inspectors, did not like the scheme on the
ground of its not possessing sufficient * variety and flexibility,” inasmuch as it did ‘ not provide
g(::the remaining ‘* options ” of the Honours course, such as Constitutional History, Politics
and periods of Ancient and Modern European History,” and they criticised the Darbar's schogn‘
as ‘ undesirably restricted from the side of the student and the staff alike.” The Diwan replied
at length to these criticisms on behalf of the Travancore State, ard, in the course of his remarks
he said :—* If specialization is desirable in the Honours courses, I take it that it is neither
‘ necessary nor desirable that all colleges should specialize in the same way, nor for the matter
¢ of that, could it be necessary that a single college should specialize in several directions in a
¢ single subject (i.e., branch)., After all, 1t is natural that a college ‘ Maintained by an Indian
‘ State should prefer to specialize in subjects of such vital importance to it as Indian History and
¢ Economics, and I would, on behalf of the Darbar, ask the University to allow us to make the
¢ ghoice contemplated by the regulations. I apprehend, for reasons stated supra, no narrowing
¢ tendency so far as the students are concerned. In regard to the teachers, I am wholly unable
“ to understand the view that their mental horizon will gradually get narrowed and warped by
‘ the excessive specialization on Indian History and Economics, aimed at by the college. The
‘ apprehension appears to rest on the assumption that the teachers wounld not read anything more
# than what they teach!’ and, it was further contended, on the same side, that—* If it is a
¢ matter of duty to the colleges to compete with one another, not in needless duplications of the
¢ same kind of effort, but in trying to supplement the work of one another, and in offering the
* students of the University as wide a range of subjects of choice for study, as possible, then,
* assuredly the attempt of the Darbar to add firee new subjects to the eight, which alone have
‘ been previded by all the existing colleges ?agefhier, should not be permitted to prejudice the
* chances of affiliation of the college at Trivandrum ’.

9. As other instances tending to the same result, it may be mentioned that the liberty of
choice has similarly been availed of by the other mufassal colleges, in order to provide for
specialized study of Indian History and Economics, and that, among the proposals before the
Board of Studies, in recent times, there have been at least some to augment the number of
options by the addition of further subjects These suggestions are grounded on the belief that
a gradual widening of the horizon of historical studies in the University must afford increasing
facilities for division of labour (in the task of specialization) to the affiliated colleges, and must
help materially in enabling the colleges to attain one of the chiel aims of a proper University,
namely the advancement of knowledge by research—such research as would be possible if suitable
opportunities are given to members. of the teaching staff of colleges to specialize in particular
divisions or topics of study, and reduce their hours of teaching so as toallow of enough time for
a fairly thorough study and presentation of hissubject by each teacher. A curriculum which
would compel a teacher to spend himself over a number of large subjects must exercise a baneful
influence not only on the progress of original investigation but even on the maintenance of really

good standards of work.
10. To sum up this aspect of the question. It is contended—

(1) that the proposals now recommended by the Secnate err against the general trend
of academie opinion by unduly restricting or even negativing freedom of options, opportunities
for specialized study, and liberty for individual yariation in the Aighest course of study,

(2) and, that, as such they are reactionary in character and bound to have a depressing
effect not merely on the affiliated colleges, which have made beneficial use of the freedom given,
but also on the progress of historical studies and work generally, within the limits of the
University’s jurisdiction.

Out of the fifteen subjectsin the present curriculum, in which it is optional with students
or colleges to choose siz, fwelve have already been chosen by the five colleges together, and it
is now proposed to cut down the number to nine. .

And, inregard to the incidence of the proposed ‘ reform,’ while only one of the nine
subjects retained (special subject of Economic History) would apparently remain a new one, to
the colleges at Madras as to those in the mufassal, some of the other retained subjects may have
to be taken up in the * Honours’ course, it may be for the first time, by a mufassal institution,
and mufassal colleges will have to give up at the same time some subjects (Historie Method in

* Mesers. Mark Hunter and Corlsy.
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relation to Indian History, special snbgeot in Economics, General European Historyg for which
they have been building up suitable and adequate provision, in books, appliances and above all,
specialized staff. :

11. The contention was made on behalf of the proposed reduction of subjects from fifteen
to nine, that the subjects are, even in the existing soﬁeme, variable from year to year, and
that, accordingly, no college could plead that it had been taken by surprise, or been unfairly
embarrassed, even by changes like those proposed, which do away with two-fifths of the exist-
lng number of available subjects. The untenability of this contention will become apparent
when the fucts are set forth. Though the Board of Studies has, in theory, the option to vary
the subjects from yearto year, yet, as a fact, so far from exercising the liberty, the Board has
been content to let the subjects-list originally framed remain unchanged for the first siz batches
of candidates and the ficst eight years of the ‘ Honours’ course (1911-19). If the new
sobemo had not intervened, it is reasonable to presume that the subjects would remain
\unchanged for some time longer. This has been the state of affairs, manifestly because it is
unreasonable to throw, by frequent shufflings of tha courses of study, a burden of work which
would prove well nigh insupportable, if proper standards were to he maintained, and because
it ud:l;;ayn unwise to make exacting demands which might lead to evasion or lowering of
stan 8.

12. A similar line of defence of the proposed changes consists in the attempt to be-
little the value of options in study by suggesting that such liberty might lead to colleges or
candidates se'ecting subjects absolutely unrelated to onme another. = The actual practice of the
colleges, so far, shows how ill-founded this apprehension is, and how the affiliated institntions
have acted, as responsible teaching always will, in harmony with the educational principle of the
appropriate correlation of the subjects chosen to one another, and to the previous and to the
future studies of the students concerned.

13. It is significant that a Member of the Board, * who agreed to, if he did not advocate the
proposed changes, admitted in the Senate that he would welcome wide options, but now
ob{mwd to such freedom, because of the present rule allowing those who were nof graduates to
take the ‘' Honours’ course. Surely, this is an argument for having fwo sides for the * Honours ’
course —one with wide options for the graduate, who has already obtained a good grounding
in History and Economios in the ‘ Pass ’ course and desired to go in for a more specialized course
in the ¢ Honours ’ classes and the second for students coyming straight out of the Intermediate to
the Honours classes, who might, accordingly, benefit from a general course, much more than
from a highly specialized course ? Is this an argument for doing away with opportunities for
specialization, altogether, for the graduate as for the undergraduate ?

14, In passing, reference has to be made to another argument brought forward to justify
the restictions now proposed. It was allezed that through immatarity of age the ¢ Honours’
student is not fit 1o make a wise choice for himself. Surely, it is for the college to choose the
subjects, and for the student, or for his guardian, to chooss whut subjects he should study in
the Honours course, in special consideration of his previous record, calibre and destination ?
Apart from this, is it, as a matter of fact, correct to characterize the candidate for an Honours
course or examination as so immature as not to make a wise choice for himself, and to necessitate
the University doing this work for him? The last calendar gives the average age of an
Honours candidate as 21'6 years, and till now, the actual ages have varied between 20 and 28.
In cousequence of Regulation 169, fixing fifteen completed years as the minimum qualifying age
for Matriculation, every Honours candidate must af least have completed his 20th year of age
when he sits for his final examination. In practies this limit is ordinarily exceeded. And,if
still it is argued that the age is lower than it should be, it is an argument to raise the age for
candidates of al/ branches, and not for Branch V oaly, since some freedom of choice will still
continue and will still have to be exercised in the other branches, even if the proposed changes
are sanctioned in Branch V, for, there is no reason to assume that candidates seeking admission
in Branch V are generally younger than those who are admitted in the other branches? And,
students, even those of immature age, have to discriminate not merely between sabject and subject,
and make a selection, even in such early stages as the School-Leaving Certificate course, but they
have often to discriminate between college and college, before deciding where to seek admis-
sion. Will it be logical to extend this kind of considerate concession to the students’ alleged
immaturity by providing for the abolition of variations of individual features between coll
and college, even if, in same spirit, it be not urged that all higher instruction shouldag

-concentrated in one place and in one or two institutions ?

15. Arguments like these, to justify the proposed uniformity, when taken in connection
with the practical restriction of the advantages of University lectureships, professorships and
library to the institutions of Madras, their staff and students, mnst tend to confirm the appre-
hensions of mufassal college or lecturers that the sanction of the present scheme might result
in the eventual elimination of the Honours classes in Branch V in the affiliated institutions ont-
-side the capital. ot :

* Mr. Corley. S5
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16. There remains yet for consideration another argument which was brought forward * in
defence of the proposed change. It was that a wide range involves cousiderable expenditure in
examining, and is, as such, objectionable. o this there is the obvious reply that such a view
would negative all the highest examinations, in which the number of candidates is very small.
- It is conceded that such an argument may have validity, if, before all available options have been
availed of, proposals were made to have further  options.” That is not what isin contemplation.
Tf it is equitable to import into this question considerations of economy to the University, it is
hardly less just to urge the economic pressure on the colleges, which would have incurred largely
in vain, such expenditure (}i,: time, effort and money) in creating the equipment for the four
* options ” now proposed to be dropped out, by the reduction of the subjects in the course.

~ 17. To pass to other matters of general principle in which the proposed scheme seems to be
lacking : it may be conceded by some, if not gy all,padvocat.ea of thg measure that *“ Honours "
stnt!les in History and Economics should consist in much more than the assimilation of the
subject matter of large text-books, and that they might very well include some provision for the ,
acquisition of a knowledge of at least the elements of Historic method as well as some practice
in the proper use of documents and source-literature generally. The realization of this would
imply, as a condition necessarily precedent thereto, the existence of due facilities, including
opportunities, in the *“ Honours ” course for documen study generally, and for the formal
study of Historic method in relation to any period of History the sources of which are fairly
aceessible. If this training in the application of the principles of evidence and the rules of
historie synthesis, and a similar training in applying the principles and methods of investigation
gathered in a general survey of Keonomies to the economie problems of our own country and
times, are to be acquired with any degree of success in the * flonnum " gourse, then that course
must include in its list of subjects Historie method, a special subject of ¥eonomies (preferably of
Indian Economics), and due scope for the study of periods of History, in the documentary study
of which, the students will have almost the same advantage of access to the sources as the
teachers. But the exclusion of the special subject of Keonomics and of Historic method from the
list of available selections in the proposed scheme, and the reduction of the number of *“ opticns "
in group B from #hree to fwo, deprive the future ‘ Honours’ candidate of this indispensable
equipment of the highest course of study in the University in History and Economics.

18. It is also urged that, in the experience of many teachers, more time and effort are
needed in teaching and in learning any one of the general subjects (Feonomics, Politics, British
Constitutional History, and General Indian History), than in similar work in any special period
or subject. The change now proposed—to increase the number of obligatory general subjects
from three to four—must be deemed as overweighing the course since in view of the work an
“ Honours ” student has to do in English durin%]his first year in the class, the time available now
for the proper study of the three general and the three special subjects is barely sufficient, not-
m:;dmg the reduction simultaneously of the number of special subjects to be elected from

ee to fwo.

19. This is said, of eourse, on the assumption that the advocates of the new scheme do not
contemplate or intend any lowering of the existing standard in the “ Honours " course and
examination. Even in this respect some apprehension has already been caused by the omission
of the words *“ a general survey of an advanced character,” which occurs in the existing curri-
culum atter the titles of the general subjects. It is possible that the expression now exercised
has been suggestive of some ambitiousness, if not of immodesty. But, inasmuch as the four
general subjects are common both to the new scheme in *“ Honours ” Branch V and the scheme in
Branch V (Pass), which has also just been accepted, it is open to ask how the differences in
standards in these subjects are to be ascertained, in the absence of the omitted expression refer-
red to above, or of any syllabuses, which might give some idea of the scope and standard of the
subjects in the higher course. It is not in the circumstances, unnatural to fear that a confusion

of standards between the * Pass” and * Honours ” examinations in these subjects would ensure, 4

resulting possibly in a rise in the former along with a fall in the latter. Such a charge has
a!m.ady been made, by “outsiders”, against the examinations we have so far had, aug it is
unlikely that it will fail to gain some strength hereafter if the new curriculum is adopted, as
framed, without a clear and precise indication of the difference in the standards in contemplnti'on

20. Some of the defects, in points of detail, in the proposed scheme may now be indicated.

The first in order of magnitude is the suggested omiesi(]))n g(f) General Eux'oy an History. 'Ib‘ol:ie
exclusion of this valuable subject is open to objection not only on the gl'ouncgc indicated in para-
graph 8 sopra, but it is now all the more lamentable, since Politics is hereafter to form one of
the four obligatory general subjects of group 4, and since by a reform effected some months
back, the period of Greek History of the most value from the standpoint of a student of ancient
litics, viz., the period after the death of Alexander, has been removed from the course in
group IIT of the Intermediate. If Polities is to be studied effectively, it has to be studied along
with, or on the basis of a knowledge of general course of European development. It is because
there was no satisfactory provision of this kind for the study of Political Science, in the B.A. of
the old by-laws, that the subject went out in the revision of the curricula. And, it is because
the provision has now been rccognized as existing in the present ‘ Pass " course—which provides.

- * By the Rov. Macphail.
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for an outline study of European History after A.D). 476 —that in the recent meeting of the-
Senate the-proposal to reintroduce Political Science in the ordinary B.A. course was accepted
with unanimity. Politics, even deductive and analytical Politics, can, to quote a familiar
criticism, *“have no root”, without Histery. It is also conceivable that a study of abstract
Politics, apart from its historical setting, may lead to misapplication of political principles and
conclusions. And, it is not open to any one who knows the limitations under which the
“ Honours " students will be working, to postulate that the necessary knowledge of General
European History will be aequired privately by the “ Honours” students coming up straight
from the Intermediate classes. »

21. A special feature of the proposed scheme is that, in it, Politics occupics a pre-eminent
position in comparison with other subjects. It is true that even in the existing curriculum, a
combination of subjects, centering round Politics might be made. But similar selections might
ba made in pure History, in Indian History, and in Eeonomies also. Hereafter the maximum
extént of specialization in Indian History will be represented by fwo subjects as against at least
three in the existing curriculum, and there will be no scope for the study of any special topic or
subieet of Keonomics af all. It is not belittling the value, or the fascination, in academic studies,
of Politics and British Oonstitutional History, to urge that, in the special conditions of our times
and presidency, the specialised and advanced study of economics and of the General History and
the institutions of India have a paramoun$ claim on us, not only asa question of duty but
beeause the immediate work in India for students coming out of the University and for adminis-
trators is largely connected with soch a study, and, because, if their future career and desti-
nation are to.be considered in the choice of subjects for their “ Honours ", study, ¥conomics and
Indian History will be indicated as being by far the most important i the course. On these
grounds, and in view of the * Honours ” Colleges so far having ignored the need to provide for
instruction in General Indian History to their students, that, latterly, even those who are con-
firmed believers in the efficacy df free choice have been obliged to press for such a modification
of the liberty as is implied in making Indian History alone compulsory in the course,—following,
th: rein, the analogous practice in more than one great University.

£2. Tt is noteworthy that the attempt to reduce the scope for the study of Indian History
and Koonomies for the * Honours School ” is made affer the appointment of special University
Professors in those subjects, and that the suggestion is contained in the same Ageuda-paper with
proposals to allot general teaching work to these University Professors.

23. A comparison of the proposed with the existing curriculam would show that, in a
gense, the former is superfluous since its nine subjects are included in the fifteen of the latter.
The unamended course would have allowed an advocate of the proposed change to have bhad
his way, but if the proposed changes are sanctioned, the converse cannot be postulated. The
fact that the incidence of the change will almost exclusively fall on the mufassal colleges, and
that the provision that the University Professors should teach * Honours ™ classes will have the
effect of providing for the teaching in the colleges at the capital. by a University officer, of a
subject, which these colleges have hitherto omitted to choose (viz., Indian History) must serve,
if the decision of the Senate is confirmed by the Government, to intensify the feeling of
irritation, which bas already found expression in tbhe Senate, agginst the preference believed to
be extended to the metropolitan institutions as compared wi'a the colleges in the mufassal,
and, in view of the acceptance, by the mover * of the amendment of Mr. Corley, the proposed
changes will, if sanctioned, come into effect immediately before the colleges affected could
reasonably be expeoted—if they have not already made due provision therefor—to adjust
themselves to the altered conditions.

24. Such are the points of detail as well as matters of general principle in which the

fhanges sccepted by the Senate, appear to err. It is unfortunate that the course of the

discussion on the subject may have given an impression that the matter in issue was hardly
one of principle, but one of unimportant detail in which a conflict of opinion had resulted
between & majority and a recalcitrant minority. It is also unfortunate that the consideration
of the question so far, in this Memorandum, has emphasized the respects in which it is claimed
that the proposed Carriculum is inferior to the present one; for, it may seem that the protest
represents a conservative, if not a reactionary disposition to resist progressive changes in an
old Curriculum, which had been tried and found wanting. In view of these circumstances, and
of the fact that the Curriculam under protest is of later date than the one it would displace, it is
necessary to afirm that mere sequence in time is not a necessary indication of progress, and that
the proposed changes are objected to by teachers, who desire improvements in the existing
Curricalum 1o less sincerely and anxionsly than the advccates of the amendments and who are
unwilling to agree to the suggested modifications chiefly for the reasons set forth in this Memo-
randum, and also because it is felt that a fuller consideration, such as would have been possible
had the earnest requests made in the Senate to remit the matter to the Board of Studies for
further deliberation not been impatiently opposed, might have resulted in the framing of a
sohemwe or schemes more widely scceptable than the one just adopted by tle Senate and now

under protest. h

* The Rev. Mucpbal. «
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 From—M.R.Ry. C. P. Ramaswanm: Ayyar Avargal, B, BL, Fellow of the
Univexsity of Madras.
To—the Registrar, Unixeraity of Madras.
- Dated—the 11th March 1916.

. With reference to my letter giving notice of my intention to protesta inst the decision of
_ the Senate in regard to the alterations in the Honours Course in the B.A. Examination (Branch
V) U have the honour to inform you that 1 have perused the memorandum lodged by Mr. K. V.

~ Rangaswami Ayyangar of Tiravandrum and 1 adopt the same.

’ @v) -

From—M.R Ry. K. Ramanvaa Acuarrvar Avargal, Fellow of the University 4f o
Madras.

.To—the Registrar, University of Madras.
Dated--tbe 11th March 1916,

' With reference to iy letter, dated 6th instant giving notice of my intention to lodge a
g'otest against the decision of the Senate in regard to the alterations in the Hon)urs Courso in
ranch V, | have the honour to inform you that I have parusad the protest which Mr. K. ' A
Rangaswami Ayyangar of Tiravandram has lodged and that I adopt it as my own alsoas [ am
in full agrecment with the grounds set forth the:ein. :

One poiut, however, on which I woull like to lay special stress is that the fairest course
for the Senate would have been to have accepted the proposal to send back the guestion to
the Board of Studies for a further and fuller consideration. This would have been the right
course in view of the following facts which came out in the coursé of the debate :—

(1) There was a clear divergence of expert opinion in the matter as well as a feeling that
all aspects of the guestion had not been adequately considered, though it was stated that the
matter had been pending for sometime ;

(2) ‘the meeting of the Board of Studies at which these changes were considered was
attended ooly by six members out of the twelve constituting the Board, and of these only four
were in favour of the alterations ;

(3) No necessity for ohaniing the existing arrangement was made ont inesmuch as
sufficient experience of its working had not been gained ;

(4) The matter was clearly not one of special urgency and nothing could have been lost
Dy taking some more time for consideration.

)

From - the Rev. P. Carty, s.J., Fellow of the University of Madras.
To—the Registrar, University of Madras.
Dated—the 10th March 1916.

I gave notice to the Registrar of my intention to protest against th> Resolution passed by
the Senate on March 4, 1916, concerning the change of Regulation 207.

I beg to submit —First, that the new' programme tends to do away with the special
charaoter of the Honours Cbourse; secondly, that the very laudable desire ‘to foster the study
of Indian History ia the Honours Course, which has occasioned the present change, can be
realized without altering the Honours standard.

(1) That the new programme lowers the standard of the Honours Uourse is apparent from ~
the fact that while the time allotted for the Course remains the same as bofore, the rangs of
matter to be studied has be2n considerably extended. Tne new programme, it is true, is limited
to siz subjects, like the present Honours Course; but it sats down four general subjects and
only two special subjeis, one of the actual special subjeuts, which requires three or four
months’ study, being replaced by an additional general subject which occupies normally two
years. Now four general subjects of this character constitute a far too exteasive course
to allow thoroughness of treatment. The Honours Course, 1 take it, differs from the Pass
Course not by the multiplicity of subjects but by the greatr thoroughuness of the work.
I'he Pass Degree implies a general survey of the historic field; the Honours Course, on the
contrary, implies a more exhaustive study of a restricted portion of that field. Specialization is
the keynote of the Honours Course. How has this specialization been provided for in the new
Ourriculum ? The new Course is, in a way, as little likely to be specialized as the Pass Course
for it comprises at least as many subjects. This overloading of the programme must inevitably,
lead to the introduetion, into the Honours Course, of mere general surveys substantially similar
to those of the Pass Course. And as a consequence we shall either have yearly two sets of papers
on the same subjects of more or less the same pass average standard,—a ‘barden on the finances
of the University,—or the Honours papers will be set in a standard which the studeuts have no

™) time to prepare for honestly,—a discredit on the fair name of the University.
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This difficulty has been felt by the promoters of the new Scheme, to be a possible obstacle

E’m Course : they feared that the standards of the two
Oounses of Politics would not be kept sufficiently distinet. As a matter of fact the objection
applies with equal force to all the subjects common to the two courses.

Moreover it would appear that the proposed change is less the result of a careful inquiry
into the subject than the outcome of an immature decision. The Seaate had asked that Indian
History should be made compulsory in the Honours Course. .In answer to that request the
Board extended the scope of the request and has made equally compulsory all the subjects

recognised to be equally important ; yet no account has meanwhile been taken of the obvious

fact that an increase of work necessitates a corresponding increase of time to be ‘devoted to the

work. It is true that European History has not been included in the list, because, one may
suppose, five general subjects of an advanced character would manifestly have made too heavy a
programme. But this measure is itself an additional roof that the entire scheme has not
received the consideration which it requires. In fact, when the programme was under discussion,
somo of those who now agree to drop European History as unnecessary for the Honours Course,
leaded that its importance was such that it should be made part even of the Intermediate
odern History Course. They urged and I think rightly too, that, as other Universities now
recognize, British History could not be properly understood unless it was viewed in its European
setting. And now they are of opinion that the Honours Course can do without it altogether !

(2) Was any alternative open ? Could the Board satisfly the desive of the Senate to make
Indian History compulsory for the Honours students without at the same time making other
equally important subjects equally compulsory ? Some members of the Board seem to have
thought it could not : I think the Board could. Two ways suggest themselves for complying
with the desires of the Senate. One way—a four years’ Course, requiring the B.A.as a prelimi-
nary condition for a two years’ Honours Course - was proposed t(l;e:lhe Board, but was rejected
because it was thought (on what seems to me insufficient evidence) that it would adversely affect
the interests of the students who have of late been hampered with an additional year at the Law
College.

The second way is a three years’ Course similar to the one now in force. I have already
shown that the new programme is overloaded because it attaches an equal importance to too
many subjects. It is not possible to expect that students should in the space of three years
become * advanced students ® at the same time in Politics, Economies, Constitutional History and
Indian History. Nor is this required. All the subjects comprised in the Honours Course need
not,—indeed, should not —reach an Honours standard : no University Course aims at that.
Their aim is rather to secure specialization in some particular branch and to be satistied for the
other subjects with a minimum or Pass Degree standard. In accordance with these views
I wonld suggest that a three years’ course be maintained ; that the Pass Course be taken as the
basis of the Honours Course in such a way that, whilst the Honours students have to take up
the five general subjects of the Pas Course, they be further required to select any one (or
perhaps any two) of them for spgeial advanced study ; that a syllabus be prepared for these
advanesd courses; and that the fwo special subjects be maintained. Thereby we should - possess
a course which secures at once the general training of the Pass course and the specialization
essential to an Honours course ; we should form specialists in the various subjects ; we should
gvo the complete general training which thie proposition of the Syndicate overlooks when it drops

uropean History ; and we should avoid the grave inconvenience of setting University papers
without clearly marked standards. 4

Such are the reasons which make me protest against the reform of the Honours course
proposed by the Byndicate, and wish that a scheme with the serious deficiencies I have pointed
out may never be allowed to come into force.

(2 ‘
Memorandum prepared by the Committee of three members of the Senate elected under Regulation

64, in reply to the protests lodged by Messrs. K. B. Ramanathan, K. V. Ranjaswami Ayyangar,

O. P. Ramaswami dyyar, and K. Ramanuja Achari and the Rev. P. Carty, 8. J., against the

resolution of the Senate passed at its adjourned meeting held on March 4, 1916, adopting certain

alterations tn the regulations relating to the B.A. (Honours) Degree course in Branch V—

History and Economics. -

The protests lodged by Messrs. Ramanathan, Rangaswami Ayi;ngar, Ramaswami Ayyar
and Ramanuja Achari practically resolve themselyes into one, since Messrs. Ramanathan, Rama-
swami Ayyar and Ramanuja Achari do little more than identify themselves with the remarks of
Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar. There are thus two ;i::test.s to be answered and eéven here there is
a considerable amount of overlapping. It will perhaps be most convenient to treat Mr. Ranga-
swami Ayyangar's as the basic protest and to deal with the others as they happen to raise any
pecaliar points.

In the common ground taken by the several protestants, there are two principal lines of objec-
tion urged against the proposals adopted mthe Senate—(A) that they are in themselves, for a
variety of reasons, mischievous ; (B) that they have not received sufficient consideration and that
the Syndicate and the Senate have given undue weight to the counsels of a mere section of the

Board of Studies.




12 X No. 867, Howue (Epveariox), 12ra Aveust 1916

" Tt will bo moro convenient to deal with (B) first : it can bo disposed of by a mere recital of
. .urses i i framed in 1906

f of the new regulations which were frame .
Hon;r\:: ga(:;g: r;o;gver woor?:mmgun till 1911 and the first Honours examlnatlolx: was held
in1914. Even before te:iolnng was bogun various members of the Board were of t o:d uplntl:)n
3“ far too much option was allowed ilzati:e ﬁmpmed _wﬁ?goz;dati:ﬁz ;::\; ilox::tv~ : tfmut gnsv : :‘1
which made it possible for a student to take Honours in N s

i th hand, history but Kconomic History, or, on the other, an)
:ttufllfd,ftn wa: :&etho:gh:(‘gsir:ble,yhowover, to make any changes before t.ht}} w\:dmﬁadPl;c:‘el?
in working order for a time. Hence when in 1911 one of the members of the Board, Mr. R d'
a‘mpoeed to make Economics and Constitutional History compulsory, the proposal was negatived.
he

idea of change was not, however, given up and when in 1913 the question of making Indian

History compulsory was raised several members thought that the time had come to revise the

Honours course. = :

3 i n July 25, 1914, it was resolved that, “ asitis desirable
to ruﬁ‘;;dm&tg:li&?:? t%':'“ti.hteigo‘:lours Zoumo - Branch V‘——the Chairman be mstructedbu:
circulate recommendations for the purpose.” This resolution was carried nmem. con., bu
Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar wished it to be placed on record that he did not vote.

* In accordance with this resolution schemes drawn up by Mr. Allen, Mr. Corley, M-!-t.‘hl{uugal:-
swami Ayyangar, and Fath r Carty were circulated to the members of thq Board wi f;‘m l(t
time for full consideration of the proposals. None of these is exactly the scheme that was finally
ad@?[ed' intended that the proposed cBanges should have been considered at the meeting of
the B(t\a:dasin July, 1915, but g) much time was spent over other businss at that lm"m"g-d'm;
it was resolved to defor the fuller consideration of the Honours course to another meeting, whie
was duly held on October 21, 1915 At that meeting seven of the twelve members were pn'sl«;n.t
—Mr. Allen, Father Carty, Mr. Corley, Mr. Green, Mr. Krishnaswami Ayyangar, Mr. Macphail
and Mr. Raﬁgaswami Ayyangar. Five of the seven were in favour of the scheme approved of
by the Senate. Mr Ramalinga Reddi (who was not present) in his minute on the .%(:‘t’l'll.l("ls
supported Mr. Rangaswami’s scheme, but it may be mentivned that he is Professor of English
inp o Maharaja’s College, Mysore, but Mr. Denham (who was also not present), who is Professor
of History in the same college proposed in his minute that five subjects should be made compul-

Mr. Penn, of the Noble Collega, Masulipatam (who was also not present), in his minute
801:))'. d a scheme almost exactly the same as the one adopted. He and Mr. Dmlw»}l, who was
al:t ll:l)::e at the time when the meeting was held, voted for the approval of the Board’s proposals
when they came before the Senate.

The following is an extract from the minutes of the meeting held on October 21, 1915 :—

L ideration of the proposed alterations in the B.A. Degree Honours course in
Historyl}ig?%zgn?;?cio;ntl of Mr. S.pSrill)l(;vnsa Ayyangar's ptoposals remitted from the f\-'-unthc.
(@) Mr. Macphail moved that the following four general subjects be made ?umpul.:o.r'\ int ‘;
Honours course :—(1) The History of India, (2) Constitutional History of Great Britain anc
Treland, (3) Politics, (4) Economics. Father Carty moved as an amendment thuf it is dosll_mlm:
that the Honours degree should be conferred only upon students who have passed t)he ml-\. inary
B.A. degree examination and that the geueral subjects should be less numerous. On a division
the motion was carried by a majority of five to two, Father Carty and Mr. Rangaswami forming
the minority. (-) Macphail then moved that any two of the following subjects l?o})t.znken as
optional subjects :—(1) Economic History—a special subject, (2) Politics—a special s.uljl‘(‘,“ . E-i)
History—a special subject, (4) History—a special subject, (5) Indian History—a specia su bject.
This was agreed to by & majority of six to one, Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar voting agaiust it.

:s it will be seen first that Father Carty wished a change which would have
mvolfzi?)l:izzgmth:: lr)lxlours course by confining it to candidates who have already qlmh'ﬁlc‘l for
the ordinary B.A. Degree. With this idea several members of the Board have consic cn}blo
sympathy, but the old argument, which was used ten years ago when the Honours courses were
introduced, that many good students who would be wx}lmg to take a three years }lllonﬁum course
could not face a four years’ course was felt to have still greater weight now that the Law c(éur};m
to which many History students go on has been extended to three years. In t!:e opinion of t le
majority of the Board this was a sufficient reason for rejecting Father Carty’s proposal.
Secondly, it may be noted that in the selection of optional subjects the majority was si¥ to one,
Father Carty voting with the majority. e St

alt at some length with the history of the matter for two reasous. st,
Senag,ea?ﬁz (;i::otest.s show, angitlgpression was created that the Board had actgd midly and
without proper consideration. Father Carty’s speech unfortunately was misunders y somte,
and Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar drew a faney picture of a hungry Board anxious to get away to
breakfast while as a matter of fact the meeting in October at which the Honours courses were 010;1-
sidered was held in the afterncon. The members of the Board naturally opposed tcim fpmlgxosl: th&
send back for reconsideration a scheme which had already been fully considered and of which the-

large majority of the Board approved.

o
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Becondly, had there been want of consideration in the Board there would have been some -
round for a protest against the action of the Senate in approving of the proposals. When there
gu been no i.n'egu.lnrity of the kind we submit that the opimion of a small minority of a Board
of Studies should not be allowed to override the opinion of a large majority backed as it is by the

approval of the Senate. :

When we turn to (A) the intrinsic objections to the proposed changes, it will be seen that the
case against them resolyes itself mainly into an airy advocacy of specialization (which they are
alleg:g to prejudice) without any attempt on the part of the protestants to consider the precise
value of specialization or its legitimate place in a course of University studies.

The consideration which has largely guided the majority of the Board of Studies, and
which doubtless contributed to the decision of the Syndicate and of the Senate in favour of
the proposals, is that specializaticn is only desirable when it proceeds on the basis of a sound
general course in the subject in question. This basis is not sufficiently supplied by the existing-
Untermediate course ; nor is it guaranteed by the Regulations for the Honours course in
History at present in force. Mr. Rangaswami’s memorandum, paragraph 7 (1), frankly
admits that existing regulations fail to ensure * a good course of general historical education,’
and Father Carty’s proposal, referred to above, that all Honours students should first pass
through the ordinary B.A. Course indicates clearly that in his opinion the Intermediate course
is an inadequate preparation for specialization. '

That the existing regulations would permit a college to pursue what under present
conditions cannot but be regarded as an un(ﬁsimble type of specialization, is not an unreal
danger, and it is not unreasonable for the University to seek to guard against it by some more
stringent guarantee than the good sense of the colleges concerned. 8o far as the colleges can
be relied on to make such a selection as will provide the general course desired, the result will
not greatly differ from what the Senate is endeavouring to secure by regulation. For the
examination of 1916 the subjects actually offered by the various colleges are—(A) (1) General
Indian History, (2) General Constitutional History of Great Britain and Ireland, (3) General
Polities, (4) General Economics, (B) (1) Indian History Period, (2) European History Periods, .
(8) Politics, special subject, (4) Economies, special subject. It is noteworthy that (General
European History, which was offered by one college at the two previous examinations, has this
year boen given up, presumably because it has been found to be an unsuitable subject for an

onours course on account of its unwieldy size—an opinion evidently shared by the majority
of the members of the Board of Studies. The Maharaja’s College, Trivandrum, has not yet
sent up any candidates. It is, therefore, difficult to compare its options with the new course.
Indian History, European History and Economics appear from paragraph 8 of Mr. Rangaswami’s.
protest to be in favour at T'rivandrum. The new course provides fwo subjects in each. But
in any case the college cannot have gone very far on the path of its * dévelopment ” or speciali-
zation and a change now will affect it less than it would some years later when it might have
hardend into a definite mould.

The very large measure in which the colleges have in practice made a selection of subjects
that substantially agrees with the course proposed not only justifies that course but disposes
of the prejudicial suggestion that there 1s any idea of ** dragooning all colleges into one
uniform pattern,” On the other hand, the “ natural expansion ”” which Mr, Rangaswami hopefully
predicts as possible (paragraph 6) can only be effected by the omission of some of the subjects
previously taken, and would be likely, therefore, to produce those aberrations in specialism
which the Senate’s action is caleulated to prevent.

It must be remembered that this problem of specialization affects not only the colleges
that teach but also the students who are taught. However desirable it may be that particular
teachers should become specialists in one or other side of the wide range of studies included
under History, Polities and Economies, it is not desirable to give the same bent to a large
body of students (prospective teachers, lawyers, and Government servants) who do not yet possess
the necossary equipment of a general study of history and its kindred subjects. So far as an
individual student here aund there is qualified to pursue a more specialized course, more parti-
cularly in subjects that entail reseanﬂ:. the University has now made generous provision for
them in the recently created studentships. This provision and the work to be done by the Pro-
fessors of Indian History and Indian Economics may be expected to foster the growth of an
Indian school of historical students specially qualiﬁid to grapple with Indian historic or
economio problems. It is not necessary or desirable, for this end, to deprive a whole class of
students of the opportunity to acquire a general knowledge of History, Polities and Economios.
in order that one or two of their number and their teachers may follow their special bent
In this connection the “ diyision of labour” among the colleges urged as desirable by Mr.
Rangaswami (paragraph 8, ete.) is misleading, Geographical considerations prevent the colleges
from offering to students alternative subjects. The student has to choose between the whole
course as offered by one college and the whole course as offered by another. Where any
college so restricted its course as not to afford @ good general training the students of that-
college must necessarily suffer. For the futare of school and eollege teaching. especially, it is-
undesirable that the University should bestow the Honours Degree in History on those who
are ignorant of (a) British History beyond the Intermediats standard or (») Indian History or
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~ (¢) Economics. Under the regulations which the Senate has amended it was possible for a
student to take an Honours Degreo without a knowledge of one or all of these subjects. As

tion to the Pass course ; a fortiori would it seem desirable as a subject for Honours.

If due regard is had to the limits of specialization in the teaching of undergraduates and
to the actual point reached by those who have just passed the Intermediate Kxamination we
believe the course ribed under the amended regulation will sufficiently commend itself;
and a comparison of the practice of other Universities will further support the same conclusion.
‘Thus for the Bombay B.A. Honours and M.A. in History and for the Allahabad M.A.in
History, Politics, Economies and Constitutional History are compulsory subjects.

It remains to answer sundry minor objections to the proposals. Thus it is alleged (1)
that the course is unduly political, (2) that the course is overweighted, (8) that the change
‘makes it difficult to distinguish between the Honours and Pass courses, (4) that the change
involves injustice to the mufassal colleges. To deal with these seriatim we reply :—

(1) The tradition of the University during the years that Politics has formed part of
‘the History course has been to emphasize the historical and comparative side of Politics, not
the abstract. Had Mr. Rangaswami, drawing upon his many years of experience as a member
of the Board of Examiners, remembered that fact, he need not have feared lest “a study of
abstract politics apart from its historical setting may lead to misapplications of political princi-
es and conclusions.” His colleagues on the Board have been quite as much alive as he can
to the danger of abstract Politios floating in the air. It is the sense of this that suggests
the desirability of including Constitutional History amoni the compulsory subjects, for there
not only an important aspect of British History but the history of institutional growth for a
thousand years and upwards can be studied. This should prove of some use in developing
-sound conclusions on the subject of institutions that are made and institutions that have grown ;
nor is any one who has dealt faithfully with Stubbs, Maitland, Anson, ete., likely to rise
from their study with the idea that the British Constitution is, for either examinational or
-other purposes, of facile reproduction.

(2) The reply to the charge that the course has been overweighted by the substitution
of a general subject for a special one is to be found in the calendar. If regard is bad either
to the other Honours courses or to the ordinary B.A. Degree course in History it will be seen
that by comparison the course proposed is not too heavy for a tbree years' curriculum for
Honours students. The students who take up Honours History are quite equal to other
Honours students. Father Carty and Mr. Rangaswami appear to us either to underrate their
capacity or to exaggerate the length of time that has to be spent on the preliminary English
part of the course. They seem to us also to exaggerate the length of time required for lectures
on the general subjects, while Father Carty certainly, in our opinion, underestimates the length
of time required for the special subjects. 'We fail to see how he can obtain the ** specialization
he desires if he devotes to a special subject—say the Age of Louis XIV—only ** three or four
months’ study.”

(3) The argument that the change makes it difficult to distinguish between the Honours
and Pass courses rests on the assumption that identity of subjects calls for identity of treatment.
But so far is this from justifieation that it is possible to impose different standards even on the
same questions. It will be the duty of the Board of Examiers to see that a proper distance is
kept between the Pass and the Honours ; nor in view of the difference in time nu(mn the amount
of English studied ought there to be any hesitation in demanding from the Honours student a
much higher standard than from the Pass. It may safely be said that there is no intention to
lower the value of the Honours Degree. It may be further mentioned that, if the Senate’s

-resolution to introduce Politics into the Pass course is sanctioned by Government, all the
-existing general subjects except Economic History correspond to subjects in the Pass course.
‘We have not heard that the Examiners on the Honours Board have found it impossible to set
suitable papers because papers on the same subject were also being set by the Examiners on the
ordinary Board.

(4) The charge that the change involves injustice to the mufussal colleges would be a
serious one if true. The analysis already given (page 5) is sufficient to show that there is no
undue interference with their liberty of action; and Mr. Rangaswami's plausible appeal for
consideration (paragraphs 10 and 11) for what the colleges may have done already in * building
up suitable and adequate provision in bocks, appliances and above all specialized staff ” so far as
it is not met by the same review depends for its cogency on a fallacious view of the fixity of the
present subjects. Mr. Rangaswami does not even quote the facts correctly (paragraph 11). The
first  batoh ” of Honours students were examined in 1914. As it is proposed that candidates in
1919 should come under the regulation as revised, it is evident that only five (not siz) batches
are to be allowed to take the examination before any change of subjects is made. The specions
statement that the Board has beer content to let the subject-lists remain unchanged for ‘
““ the first eight years of the Honours course (1911-19) ” is reached only by adding to the above
span.of five years (1914-18 inclusive) the three years of study undertaken by the first * batch
before any examination could be held. The presumption regarded by Mr. Rangaswami as
reasonable that the subjects would have remained unchanged for some time longer is quite

“to Polities, the fourth oom?ulsory subjoct proposed, the Senate has lately voted its reintrodue-
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~gratuitous, There was a tacit understanding in the Board of Studies that no change should be
made for the first foew years, but if the more comprehensive changes here under discussion had
not intervened it is certain that the Board of Studies would have been asked to make some
change in the selection of subjects to take effect at the examination of 1919. For what the
argument is worth it may be contended that the amendment of the regulation, by giving a
larger measure of fixity to the course, will somewhat reduce the possibility of such hardships as
Mr. Rangaswami deprecates. But it is much more important to note, as we have emphasized
above, that the University has to consider the interests of the students as well as those of the
ocolleges. If, as we believe, the change is in the interests of education the pecuniary damage to
the colleges is of secondary importance. And in what does this damage consist ? Mr. Rama-
nathan’s special contribution to the subject gives the answer. He objects to the ‘“ waste entailed
on the college in the matter of library and other equipment.” This contention that a library is
‘“ wasted "’ unless it is being utilized for the purposes of an examination needs no refutation and
ﬂa an interesting light on Mr. Ramanathan’s conception of the functions of a library. The

or inconvenience caused to the colleges by changes can easily be exaggerated. At the same
time every year that passes would accentuate the difficalty of making any change, if the argu-
ment were allowed to prevent or even to arrest the change in contemplation.

In conclusion we submit—

(1) that the proposed change is desirable in the interests of education and of the eventual
creation of a well-based school of Indian historical and economic studies ;
(2) that the thorough. discussion given to the proposals in the Board of Studies and
ratified by the action of 5:

o Syndicate disposes of the charge of undue haste or imperfect
consideration ; and :

(8) that the resolution of the Senate, in confirmation of the action of the Syndicate, is
entitled to be regarded as a considered judgment on the question and as such to receive the
approval of Government,

. E. MonxteiTHE MACPHAIL.

H.J. ALLen.
Ferraxp E. CogLEY.

v
Memorandum No. 1215-2, Educational, dated the 21st July 1916.

In continuation of telegram No. 2491-2, dated the 18th July 1916, the Syndicate
of the Madras University 18 informed that under section 25 (1) of the Indian
Universities Act, 1904, the Government sanction the alterations in the regulations for
the B.A. History “ Pass ”” course submitted with the Registrar’s letter No. 2309,
dated the 27th March 1916.

2. Separate orders will issue in respect of the alterations proposed in the B.A.
History “ Honours ™ course.
P. RAjAGoPALA ACHARIYAR,

Seeretary to Government.
To the Registrar, University of Mairas.

Order—No. 867, Home (Education), dated the 12th August 1916.

In continuation of Memorandum No. 12156-Z, Educational, dated the 21st July
1916, the Syndicate of the Madras University 1s informed that under section 25 (1)
“of the Indian Universities Act, 1904, the Government sanction the alterations in the
regulations for the B A. History * Honours”’ course submitted with the Registrar’s
letter No. 2509, dated the 27th March 1916.

(True Extract)

P. RAJAGOPALA ACHARIYAR,
Secretary to Government.

To the Registrar, University of Madras.
Copy to the Directur of Public Instruction.
Rditors' Table.
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4 " Letter—from Dr. Gruaert StaTER, M.a., Professor of Indian Economios.

To—the Rogistrar, University of Madras.
Dated—Madras, the 19th April 1916,

~ Asa protest has been made against the revised regulations for the B.A. (Honours) examina-
tion in Branch V and as this examination is the one which specially concerns my deportment,
I shall be grateful if you will kindly vut before the members of the Syndicate a brief expres-
sion of my views with regard to the issue raised.

At the Senate meeting I voted in favour of the revised regulations, but with much mis-
iving. My principal reason for voting for the change was that the present regulations,
under which it is possible for a student to get the highest degree of the University in Keono-
mics, without even offering a paper or answering a single question in Economies, appeared
to me deplorable. On carefully considering the "matter since it scems to me that the new

regulations are open to other objections of an equalfy serious character.

One feature of the change agreed to by the Senate is that a certain number of compul-
sory subjects with some optional subjects are substituted for an extraordinarily wide range of
options. It is against the principle involved in this change that the protest has heen lodged

by some members of the Senate ; hut so far as I personally am concerned the prineiple appears
to me sound.

The second feature of the change is that the examination under the new regulations will
become, not ome in History and Economics as its name im lies, but in History, Political
Science and Economics. Owing to the fact that Constitutional istory is an obligatory subject
as well as Political Science and Reonomie History is mot an obligatory subject, Political Seienoe
is made to take precedence of Economics; and the study of Economics, already made very
subordinate to that of History, is pushed still further into the background. It appears to me
to be an extraordinary inconsistency that at the very time that the University has appointed
an University Professor of Indian Economies, it should carry shrough changes in the exami-
nation which will compel students in Economies to diminish still further the small amount
of time which they can spend on the study of Esonowics. It is either good or bad that the
study of Kconomics should be fostered. 1f it is good, then the new regulations must be
Acondbe:lmed ; if it is bad, the University Chair in Indian Economiocs should not have been
oreated.

I would further deprecate the position given to Political Science in the new regulations
for another reason. It is generally admitted that Indian students are too much iz the habit
of relying upon book reading and the cramming of lecture-notes, rather than on a real and
concrete study of the subject by seeking access to facts at first hand. It is possible to improve
immensely the teaching of Econcmices from this point of view, because the facts with which
the Science of Economics deals surround both the teacher and the student. But it is completely
different with Political Science. To understand Political Science it is necessary to bave some
real knowledge of the working of at least some governmental institutions. Teachers from
England who come up to India almost invariably have left their home country at such an early
age that they have had no chance of taking any practical part in the political life of their
native country. Indian teachers are at least equally unfitted to understand Political Science.
Except therefore in very rare exceptions the teaching of Political Science in the Madras
Presidency would neoessarily be a case of the blind leading the blind, or, to put the matter
without metaphor, of the teaching being in the hands of teachers who have to rely entirely

upon book knowledge, the books available being themselves for the most part uupractical, and
almost without exception very misleading.

For this reason it would be better to postpone the introduction of Potitical Science as a
compulsory subject for' B.A. (Honours) Branch V until the colleges in the Presi
much better equipped than they are at present for teaching the subject.

If in spite of these considerations it is still determined to introduce Political Science into the
examination forthe B.A. (Honours) Degree, Branch V, on a footing of equality with Ecovomics,
I would respectfully urge that this should be done by ‘giving the student the alternative of
taking his degree in History and Economics or in History and Political Science. The amount
of time that is available for students is insuffieient for a simultaneous study of three subjects ;
and the compulsion put upon them to study all three must lead to a superficial smattering.

I would therefore suggest that there should be an Honours Degree Branch V (4) in
History and Economics and an Honours Degree Branch V () il(l History and Political Science
and that for the former degree students should be examined in Eeonomie Theory, Indian
Economies and Economic History, in addition to such other History subjects as may be con-
sidered most advisable. 3

dency are very
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Dr. Slater’s communication on pages 1 and 2 ante forwarded by the Hon’ble 8ir
Harold Stuart deals with alterations passed by the Senate on the 4th March last,
relating to the degree courses in History and FEconomics. The consideration of the:
proposed alterations is held over pending receipt of the protests lodged by certain
members of the Senate and the memorandum of reply thereto promised by the Regis-
trar.  Professer Slater’s communication may be taken into consideration when the
main subject is dealt with., Meanwhile, the file may, it is 'submitted, lie over. No
reply appears to be necessary to Professer Slater’s demi-official on page 1 ante.

" T.K.—8-5-186. :
> P. Rasacorara AcHARIYAR—10-5-16.

Ask Registrar demi-officially to expedite the protests and the reply thereto.
: P.R—4-6-16.
y ¥ “

A draft demi-official is submitted for approval. &

E.A.V.—4-6-16.
C.R.—5-6-16.

-

P.R.—6-6-16.

Demi-official—from the Hon’ble Diwan Bahadur P. RaJaGoPALA AcHARIVAR
Avargal, c..e.,, Seeretary to Government, Educational
Department. ey

To—F. Dewssury, Esq., .., L.L.B., Registrar, University of Madras.

Dated—Qotacamund, the 7th June 1916.

No.—1429-1.

. With reference to the correspondence ending with your official .letter No. 2855, dated the
10th April 1918, regarding certain alterations in the regulations relating to tue B. A, (Honours)
Degree course in Branch 6 History and Economics, I am to ask you to expedite the submission
of the protests and the reply memorandum referred to in your letter.

Demi- ficral—from F. Dewssury, Esq., Ba., 1L3B., Registrar, University of
> Madras.
To—the Hon'ble Diwan Bahadur P. RaJacorara AcHARIVAR Avargal, c.Lk.,
Secretary to Government, Educational [)epartment.
Dated—Kotagiri, the 12th June 1916.

Your demi-official No. 1429-1, Educational, dated the 7th instant, has been forwarded to me
here. .

The reply memorandum in support of the resolution of the Senate amending the Honours
courses in Branch V, History and ﬁoonomicc. isin print. The p{oofs have been submitted to the
Senate Committee at their request for revision, and in all probability the memorandum will be

« ready for submission to the Government within the next few days.

Submitted that the protests and the reply memorandum  promised by
Mr. Dewsbury be awaited.

1839818
E.A.V.—13- P.R.——14-6-16.

From the Registrar, University of Madras, No. 4316, doted the 16th June 1916.

he alterations now proposed in the University Regulations relate to the courses
of st::dy for the B.A. “pPal:; " and * Honours ** courses in Branch V, History and
Economics. : ; X
The resolutions numbered 1 () and 1 (8) relate. to the alterations in the B.A.
“Pass” course ; the alterations consist in the introduction of * Political Science » as
a subjeet of study in the place of * Special Subjects.” The proposed alterations
867 Home (Edu.)—-2




to 1 noﬁ'boﬁendblegtzmd ‘may, it is submitted, be at once

approved. The Syndicate intend that the alterations should take effect as from the

N : Existing cutrioalam : Regulation 207.
A candidate shall offer himseif for exami-

~ mationin

l(‘A)* any three of the following sub-

.

jeots

. 1. Indian History—a general survey of

~ an advanced character.
- 2. European History—A D. 476 to A. D.
'1878—a general survey of an advanced
~character.
- 3. Constitutional History of Great Britain
and Ireland—a general survey of an
advanoed charactor.
4. Economie History of Great Britain and
Ireland—a general survey of an advanced
-character.
5. Keonomies—a general survey of an
advanced character.
‘ 6. Politics—a general survey of an
advanced character.
(B) Any three of the following sub-

_jects :—
1. Indian History—a special subject
2. History do.
3. Do. do.
4. Do. : do.
5. Polities do.
6. Economics do.
7. Economic History do

8. Elements of Historic method in rela-
tion to
(a) a special period of Indian History,
or
(b) a speeial period of British History
to be studied from advanced works and
authorities.

(’:) . . . .

‘examination m‘.l 8, that is, so as to modify the course of study to be entered upon

; wtg*dents in July next, and they therefore request early orders.

2. The modifications proposed in the B.A. ‘ Honours” course are those com-
ised in the Senate’s resolutions (ii) (@) and (5). The existing curriculum under
us head and that proposed are reproduced below for facility of reference :—

Proposed curriculum,

(6) that in Regulation 207 under “ V¥
History and Economies ' for the existing paras
graphs (A) and (B), the following paragraphs
be substituted :—

(A) Each of the following subjeots 1=

(1) History of India.

(2) Constitutional History of Great
Britain and Ireland.

(3) Politics.

(4) Economies.

\B) Two of the following sut j' ots 1—

(1) Economic History—a special
subject. '
s (2) Polities—a special subjeet.

(3‘ “i-hwy—— do.

(4) History— do.

_ (8) Indian History—a special sub-
ject.

From the statement above it will be observed that the changes proposed are the
substitution of four compulsory general subjects of study for the present choice of

three such subjects out of six and a reduction in the mumber of o

subjects so as to keep the total number of subjects to be studied the same as before,
viz., six. The other changes are consequential. The alterations are intended to
come into force as from the B.A. (Honours) Degree exaumination of 1919, ie., from

" the beginning of the next academic year,

3. The alterations affecting the Honours course have evoked a considerable

*M.R.Ry. K. B. Ramanathan
3 K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar.
& C. P. Ramaswami Ayyar.
X K. Ramanuja Achariyar.

The Rev. P. Carty. s.3.

1The Rev. E. M. Macphail.
Mr. H.J. Allen,
Mr. F. E. Corley.

amount of opposition and formed the
subject of protests by the marginally-
noted® members of the Senate. Copies of
their protests and the reply memorandum
in support of the amendments {prepared
by the Committee of the Senate composed
of the marginally-noted +'members who
were selected under Regulation (64) will
be found on pages 7 to 18 and 19 to 24,
respectively, of the correspondence.

~of the amépdnienis are summurized below :-—

~and it cannot therefore be contended that the changes proposed are based on adequate

-

-staff. 3

ptional speeial 3
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The arguments advanced by the protestants and those urged in reply m sﬁpport .

(a) General.— (1) The modifications do not represent the unanimous deeision
of the Board of Studies; the members of that Board from two out of the three
mafassal * Honours " colleges were against them. : :

(2) The existing curriculum has not been sufficiently tried ‘and found 'v}anﬁng

~experience of teaching or examining under this curriculum.

(8) While the cxisting currieulam allows of a greater or less degree of speci-
alisation and facilitates natural expansion of the range of Historie and Economic
studies in the University by the gradual addition of such further subjects of study
as future experience may iadicate, the scheme proposed seeks to reduce the number
~of available subjects from 15 to 9 and would not allow of such natural expansion.
Thus the proposals err against the general trend of academic opinion by unduly
restricting—or even negativing—freedom of options and opportunities for specialized
study and liberty for individual variation in the highest course of study, and as such
they are reactiopary in character and bound to have a depressing effect not merely
on the affiliated colleges which have made beneficial use of the freedom given, but
also on the progress of historical studies and work generally.

(8) Points of detail.—(1) In the proposed scheme * Politics > occupies a pre-
eminent position in comparison with other subjeets ; the study of * Politics ”” in the
abstract without General European History (which it is proposed to omit) ..ay lead
to the misapplication of political principles and conclusions.

{2) The ncrease proposed in the number of obligatory general subjects from
three to four will overweight the course and it would be difficult to distinguish bet-
ween the * Pass” and the “ Honours ™ course, since the four compulsory subjeets of
study propused for the latter are identical with those of the former. Further, the
omission of the words “a general survey of an advanced character > which occurs in
the existing curriculum may possibly lower the standard of the “ Honours ” examin-
ation and raise that of the * Pass”’ examination, bringing the former to very much
the same level as the latter.

(3) The change involves injustice to the mufassal colleges; for while only
one of the nine subjects retained gpecial subject of Economie History) would
remain a new one to the colleges at Madras and in the mufassal, some of the other
retained subjects may have to be taken up iu the Honours course for the first time
by mufassal institutions and mufassal colleges will have to give up at the same time
some subjects (historic method in relation to Indian History, special subject in
Economics, and General European History) for which they have been building up
suitable and adequate provision in books, appliances, and above all, in specialized

(4) The incidence of the change will almost exclusively fall on the mufassal
colleges ; the provision that the University Professors should teach ** Honours ” classes
will have the effect of providing for the teaching in the Madras Colleges by a Univer-
sity officer, of a subject which these colleges have hitherto omitted to choose ; and in
the result there would be an intensification of the feeling of irritation whieh has
already found expression in the Senate against the preference believed to be extended
to the colleges in Madras as compared with the colleges in the mufassal.

4. The replies of the Senate committee do not seem to meet all the objections -
-satisfactorily. ' :

In regard to the general objections referred to. in paragraph 3 (a) supra, the
Senate comuittee point out that the undesirable type of specialisation provided for
in the existing curriculum and about which the protestants seem to be very keen 1s
not an unreal danger and that it is not unreasonable for' the University to seek to
‘guard against it by some more stringent guarantee than the good sense of the colleges
-concerned. The Senate committee prove by a recital of facts that the proposals
-adopted by the Senate have received sufficient consideration by the Board of Studies
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‘ﬁ‘ﬁlﬁt the ?’i)inién of a small minority of that Board should not be allowed to over-

‘?R‘Q{’.‘th’e‘opinion of a large majority backed as it is by the approval of the Senate.
(It may be observed that the proposal was carried by a majority of 37 against 35.)

~ The objections in points of detail referred to in paragraphs 3 () (1), (2) und (3)
. anteare dealt with by the Senate committee in paragraphs (1), (2), (3’) and (4) on

pages 14 and 15 of the correspondence.

.5. In this connection attention is solicited to Dr. Slater’s letter to the University
Registrar on page 2 ante. He is of opinion that the examination under the

- proposed regulations will be not one in History and Economics as its name implies
but in History, Political Science and Economies, and that owing to the fact that Eco-

~ npomic History is not aa obligatory subjeet, the study of Economics which is already«

made subordinate to History is pushed still further into the background. He consi-
ders it to be an extraordinary inconsistency that at the very time that the University
has appointed an University Professor of Indian Economics, it should carry through
uges in the examination which will compel students in Economies to diminish
the small amount of time spent by them on the study of Economics. He also depre-
cates the position given to Political Science in the proposed scheme and would post-
pone its introduction as a compulsory subject until the colleges are very much better
equipped than they are at present for teaching that subject. 1f it is nevertheless
-t‘{etermmed ,to introduce Political Science, he suggests that there should be an
Honours ” degree in Branch V (A)—History and Economics—and in Branch V (B)

- —History and Political Science—and that for the former students should be examined

in Economic Theory, Indian Economics and Economie History in addition to other
subjects in History. :

_ 6. Attention is also solicited to the remarks of the Director of Public Instruction
in his u.o. note on page 3 of G.0. No. 365, Educational, dated the 27th March 1916
in regard to the concentration of University teaching work in Madras to the uegloct’
:)f the mufassal colleges which * do not directly share equally with the Madras
¢ colleges in the advautages of this kind of University development.” This point
has been referred to with a certain degree of alarm by M.R.Ry. Rangaswami Ayyan-
gar in paragraph 15 of his memorandum. X A

7. Submitted that the file may be forwarded u.o. to the Director )
g ) 0. of Publ
Instruction for favour of very early remarks (vide the last sentence of his u.o no:g
referred to in paragraph 6 ante). '

B.A.V.—23-6-16.
TK-—23-6-16.
To the Director of Publie Instruction.

P. Rajacorara ACHARIYAR—25-6-16.

Orrice or THE DIreoror or Pusrnic INsTRUCTION.

The arguments of undue haste and want of consideration are suffici
the reply to the protests. The majority in the Board of Studies was :xloetn le ilimitb})ey
A unanimous decision would of course have been preferable, but this will fevger be
attained. As regards colleges taking * Honours ” they were two against two. The
real opposition came from Trivandrum. There is little in Father Carty’s protest except
the proposal dealt with below to change the whole system of *“ Honours ” courses axfd
examinations. The Senate majority was narrow, but with the present constitution

of that body it must be narrow. It is unfortunately the f: i
matters discussed there weigh less than party. TP O DS mes o

The History * Honours” ecourse was 1

: 3 : practically framed by Mr. Le
Trivandrum. [t got through the Syndicate and Senate when thye Universilge:v::
reorganized ten years ago, mainly because everybody was so tired of controversy as .
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to be glad to let anything through, but it has never been regarded as satisfactory by
, | | many people competent to form an opinion
about it. It rests on a wrong conception .
of the meaning of an “ Honours ”’ course,
This is an important point. treating it as though its object were to
- P.R—5-7-16 | encourage research, whereas this belongs
| to postgraduate work and is beyond the
powers of young men in the middle of
their graduate course. Moreover, the
whole theory of giving “ Honours * is that the men of the same year are compared
as regards ability and industry with one another. Consequently the examination
.should be as far as possible of the same standard for all. The large number of
optious in the present course makes this ideal very difficult of attainment. It is also
the case that there is a possibility that colleges will not make a selection from the
optional courses that will give their studeuts a safficiently wide historical training to
make froitful any research work they might afterwards take up. On these general
grounds I think the Senate was right in approving the proposed altemstions; they
make for uniformity of standard and are against premature specialisation.

They are criticised in detail on various grounds, aund I will take first the points
raised Ly Dr. Slater I have discussed the question with him and Mr. Allen, who
represents the views of the majority in the Board of Studies that framed thenew

lations. I entively agree that more weight ought to be given in the new courses
to Economics, especially Indian Economics. 1 also am strongly in favourof
| Dr. Slater’s suggestion to divide - the
, | course into two, History and Politics, and

I think so too. " History and Economics, but I do not

PR.-5-7-16.  think it is advisable to press this change

till better times, as it woald involve

material strengthening of college staffs.

In the Presidency Coliege, for instance, a Professor of Keouomics would be wanted

and probably also an Assistant Professor. Meanwhile Mr. Allen is prepared, if the

regulations in question are approved. to propose to the Board the addition of another

_ optional subjeet to the list- ~Indian Economics. This would enuble a student to take

three economic subjects out of six, ie., the four compulsory subjects including

Economies, and Economic History and Indian Economies. 1 place a letter from

Dr. Slater below which explains the position as agreed to by him and Mr. Allen.

It will be observed that this meets also one objection of the protestants—the
dropping from the optional list of a special subject in Economics.

The complaint originating from Trivandrum that the new course narrows the
range of studies anduly, means, I think, that sufficient importance is not given to
Indian History, and in particular tbat the elements of historic method in relation
to a special period of [ndian History is omitted. T cannot see how a special period

of I[ndian History, or indeed any histo-

rieal subject, can be treated without some

insight being afforded into the elements

Quite so. of historic method. I think that as

PR.—5-7-16.  regards this Trivandrum can go on using

' in connection with B-V. in the new
" course all the Indian History material it
| has collected, whether of men or books.
It will further be observed that under
the new course, if modified as Dr. Slater

Another important point.

P.R—5-7-16. desires, a student will be able to take
three Indian subjects out of a total of six,
As regards the exclusion of Kuropean
History, I am sure the Senate is right.
PR.—57-16. | Che subject is too vast for * Honours”

examination purposes even if, as the

University ap to think, it can be

profitably treated in outline in the * Pass®’
867 Home (Edn,).—38
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f it is necessary for a study of ¢ Polities
. The days of an abstract Aristotelian
subject is now dealt with historically and 1s
| itself a vehicle for imparting a knowledge
et teeesgd o VoL of the broader lﬁspeots of History. The
L e p o ia | books  that colleges now possess on
-~ PR=STH16. | pyopean History will be wanted for
B L0, Politics so that here again the complaint
il I of waste is groundless.
- Tamin sympathy with Father Carty’s desire to make the “ Honours” course
succeed the “ Pass” eourse except that there would then be no reason to call it an
- “Honours” course, but there does not seem sufficient reason to treat History' <
- differently in this matter from the other subjects. If a general change were mooted,
S AN : 1t would have my support. Of course it is
' quite possible to teach the same subject
to a higher standard in *“ Houours”
‘classes than in * Pass” classes. In all
| subjects the work in the two classes
P.R.—5-7-16. | covers partly the same ground, and the
fact that * History” is somewhat ill
defived, offering a very large range of
choice of subjects, 1s not really any reason
why we should seek to keep in it
the ** Pass” and * Honours’’ courses
distinet.  Father Carty is moreover hardly consistent; he wants to have Ruropean
History in both *“ Pass ” and ¢ Honours ” courses and so to diminish the difference
between the two.
In my note at M, I admit that the Madras have an advantage over the
- Page 3of G.0. 365, Education, 27th March Mufassal colleges. I regard this as
1916. inevitable ; the system of University
Professors alone would make it so, though
I hope that by visits from these Professors and the delivery of courses in the mufassal
colleges something will be done to ease the situation. The professorial system is not
however the only cause of the advantage, but the other causes due to Madras being
the centre of University as of other activity in the Presidency are equally inevitable.
I think the mufassal colleges wmight with profit study the fable of the belly and the
members as well as that of the dog in the manger which Mr. Macyhail only
anticipated me in mentioning in the Senate.

I now turn to the practical results of Government refusing to approve these

| regulations. In the first place Indian

. History will not be a compulsory subject

| and the executive of the University will
be under no obligation to make ‘it so.
The protestants will therefore have
defeated a specific intention of the Senate.
Even if the Syndicate directs the Board
of Studies to frame new proposals, there
s no probability that they will differ
substantially from the present ones. The
party of the protestants have put forth all their strength, the otler party has some-
thing in reserve, they can rely on the support of some of the membere of the Board
of Studies who have hitherto not taken part in the proceedings. Mr. Allen mentions
two, 1 could add at least one more, :

If, however, Government are prepared to approve the resolutions, I think there
is sufficient in what I have written above to prove that, if Dr. Slater’s cowpromise is
adopted, the mufassal colleges will have much less to complain of than they now
think, and perhaps Government might in so many words advise the adoption of this
compremise or might say that they understand that there is an intention to propose

The Government have really no means of
«coercing the Board of Studies.

P.R.—5-7-16.
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“the addition to the list of optional subjects of *Indian Economics” and that dth:s e
is accepted, some of the objections urged against the new History covrse in “ Honours”

will be met. b s
o J. B. Srown—27-6-16. =~ ' i

 adaly
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Demi-official - from Dr. GILBERT ~LATER, M.A., Professor of Indian Economics.

To—the Hon’ble Mr. J. H. StoNg, c.LE., M.a., P.R.HS., Ditector of Publie
' Instruction.

Dated - Coonoor, the 24th May 1916.

It occurs to me that it will he convenient for {ou to have my summary in writing of the
gonelusions which I understand to have been reached in our conference on Monday, so far as

(@) I understand that Allen and Macphail are willing to support energetically the
addition of Indian Ecsnomicx to the optional subjects for Honours Branch V, this addition to be
effective at the some time as the oming into operation of the new regulations under discussion.

(6) I understand that Allen and Macphail will support the publication of a syllabus and
list of recommended books for the Economics examination, that such syllabus and list be drawn
up by myself, that they will not support without what they consider very strong reasons any
alterations in my syllabus to which I object. :

(¢) 1, on my part, express my opinion that, in the event of the Board of Studies
following the lead which I understand will be given to it by Allen and Macphail as per (a) and
(b), the new regulations are an improvement, from my point of view, to the old, and I am
pre to accept them temporarily, in view of the difficulties to colleges in improving their

at the present time. 1 hereby authorise you to convey this expression of opinion to Sir
Harold Stuart, Mr. Rajagopala Achariyar and Mr. Moir, to whom I have previously expressed
the opinion that the burking of Indian Economics in thg new regulations made it advisable that
they should be sent back by the Government for reoon&eration.

(d) I remain, at present, of the opinion that it would be better to give the students in
Branch V the alternative of a more thorough course of study in History and Economics or History
and Politics instead of combining History, Economics and Polities in one scheme of examinations
compulsory on all stadents in honours Branch V. With further knowledge of the students and
colleges I may change this opinion ; but if not, I hold myself at liberty to press for this altera-
tion at any time when the practical difficulties pointed out by Mr. Allen, and recognised by you,
no longer appear to be formidable. But I do not, at present, if the new regulations be approved S
by the Government, intend to support any movement for going back to the old regulations or to I
something like them.

(e) I do uot consider that my position in the Univemit{will be satisfactory until I am
uppointed a Member of the Board of Examiners in History and Economics. I do not want
either to set papers or to mark them. But I think it is highly desirable that I should have the
opportunity of revising the papers sot in Economics. And I cannot see why there should be the
slightest hesitation in appointing me.

EbvcatroNar DEPARTMENT.

The Director identifies himself with the views of the majority in the Board of
Studies and supports the proposed changes. In hie note (pages 6 to 9 ante) he
deals with all the objections raised to the revised regulations in the protests. As

w regards the objection raised by Dr. Slater, that the new regulations tend more to
discourage than encourage the study of Economics, he states that he has since diseussed
the matter with Dr. Slater and proposes the acceptance of a compromise suggested by
Dr. Slater himself. Dr. Slater originally wanted that there should be two degrees in
History ¢ Honours™, viz., one in * History and Economics” and the other in
“ History and Political Scienee . But in view of the practical difficulties it may
involve by way of necessitating additional staff to colleges (page 7 ante), Dr. Slater
will for the present rest content if an addition of ** Indian Economics ** to the group
of optional subjeots is approved by the Board of Studies and a syllabus and a list of
books recommended for the Economie examination are published by the Board.

At the conclusion of his note Mr. Stone accordingly suggests the remitting *

i e : ! , of the whole question as regards the
REaagk Mya yie hasiIes: aeanty * Honowrs  course to the Senate withan
by him, his note intplies such a procedure. con ki iho Guipr s bt
: ceep promised.
It is for consideration whether the course may be adopted. It seems to be the most
feasible solution of the question.. . . PRl e dEEeR
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- accepted—please see paragraph 1 of office-note on page 3 supra.
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The m&nﬁon, so far as it relates to the * Pass’’ course, may be immediately

The Hon'ble Sir P. S. Sivaswami Ayyar has expressed a desire to see this file

‘while under disposal.

EA.V.—1-7-16.
C.B.—l-"l—‘lﬁ.
I have perused this correspondence with some care and I have no hesitation in

expressing my entire concurrence with Mr. Stone in the views which he has
expressed. Absolute unanimity we probably never shall have in matters like these :

- and I think that it will be a serious responsibility for the Government to take tg

veto—in what after all is a technical matter—the recommendations of experts, or at
‘any rate the majority of experts. The recommendations may therefore be approved
in their entirety. It may be left to the Director of Public Instruction and Mr. Allen
to move the Senate, in due course to add *“ Indian Economics ” to the list of optional
subjects. :

P. RajaGorALA ACHARIYAR—H-T-10.

P[exTrAND | —6-7-16.

No objection has been taken to the alterations made in the History course for
the pass degree and there is no question for consideration in regard to these altera-
tions, which must be approved.

2. The alterations in the honours course have excited much controversy and
have called forth several protests and a reply by a Senate Committee in support of the
opinion of the majority. I have also gone through the arguments on both sides very
carefully and have considered the Director of Publie Instruction’s note, 1 am unable
to adopt the attitude of unqualified and unconditional approval which the Secretary
recommends. It is unnecessary to go over the whole field of controversy, and I will
confine my remarks to the few points which require to be considered with reference
to the conclusions I have arrived at. Personally I am inclined to agree with Dr,
Gilbert Slater that the History branch should be bifurcated into («) History und
Economics and () History and Politics. But in view of the practical difficvlties
referred to by Mr. Stone, such bifureation is probably inexpedient at the present
moment. One very desirable result of this bifurcation would be to reduce the
number of obligatory subjects to three.

3. Even at present, it would be possible and desirable to reduce the burden of
-four obligatory general subjects by relegating Politics to the List of optional subjects.
The only argument in favour of the inclusion of Politics is that, as it has been intro-
duced as a subject for the Pass course, it should be a foriiori desirable as a subject
for the Honours course - This argument overlooks the fact that the course of study
contemplated with reference to each of these subjects for the Honours degree is of a
much more advanced character. If the argument that the obligatory course for the
Honours degree should comprise every subject included in the course for the pasww
degree is valid, the list of obligatory subjects now proposed for the Honours course
should be extended by the inclusion of “ General European History .

4. The weakest puint in the case of the majority is the reduction of the list of
optional subjects. The arguments of the majority are all directed against the dangers
of too early and too narrow specialization. The undesirability of bestowing the
Honours Degree on those who are ignorant of British History beyond the Intermediate
standard or of Indian History or of Economics may be conceded. In so far as the
very wide latitude of choice now allowed permits a student to reject any of these
subjects, reasonable objection may be taken to the present course. But when the
necessary level of knowledge in a number of general subjects has been secured by
prescribing four obligatory subjects, it is difficult to understand why the number of
optional subjects from which two have to be chosen should be cut down. As a
matter of fact, there is not a single argument worth the name for the curtailment of
the opticnal list. Dr. Gilbert Slater pressed for the inclusion of Indian Economics,

and his proposal has been accepted by Messrs. Allen and Maephail in the entente-

o~
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cordiale arrived at between them. I would advise the S¢nate to add to the list the
subject of “ Elements of Historic method in relation to a special period of History ”
which forms item 8 in the present optional list. If these two subjects are added, the
objections of the Protestants will be met to a large extent. The inclusion of these
two additional subjects will not affect any college which does not wish to take them
up. On the other hand, it will henefit the Trivandrum College, which has been
specializing in these subjects.

5. The Regulations now proposed by the Senate are open to serious objection in
that :E:g propose to bring the changes into operation at once from the beginning of
the emical year 1916-1917 and do not give any time to institutions like the
Maharaja’s College at Trivandrum to adjust themselves to the changes. It may be
all very well for the Presidency and the Christian Colleges which have perhaps been
teaching these identical obligatory subjeets to conform to the new Regulations. But
it is hardly fair to other colleges which have framed their courses differently under
the present Regulations, No great harm will be done by postponing the operation of

the new Regulations for a year, so that they may affect only the Honours Degree
examination of 1920.

6. To sum up, I would tell the Senate that, while approving of the policy of
guarding against too early and narrow specialization by prescribing a certain number
of obligatory subjects, we should like to see the namber reduced to three by the
relegation of Politics to the optional group,

that the subjects of * Indian Ecomomics” and ¢ Elements of Historieal

method in relation to a period of History ”” should be added to the optional group,
and

that the operation of the rules should be postponed for a year so as to affect
only the students who join the Honours class in 1917-1918.

P. 8. §[1vaswamr Avvar —9-7-16.

Telegram—ifrom the Registrar, University of Madras.
To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department.
Dated—Madras, the 7th July 1916.

Kindly state for information Syndicate probable date orders upon this office letter 2309,
dated 27th March last, submitting amendments pass B.A. History course. Colleges reopened
requiring instructions.

The file relating to alterations in the B.A. History course was circulated to
His Excellency the Governor and the Hon’ble Sir P. 8. Sivaswami Ayyar, x.cs.1.,
0.1.E., on the 6th instant and 1s now understood "to be with the latter.

2. For orders whether the present telegram may be sent to the Honourable
Member for perusal.

E.A.V.—8-T-16.
C.R.—8-7-16.
Please telephone Private Secretary to His Kxcellency the Governor and enquire
if His Excellency has passed orders; and if he has, please telephone to the Hon’ble
Sir P. 8. Sivaswami Ayyar and say that Syndicate have wired for urgent orders and

the reasons given by them.
P. Rasacorara ACHARIYAR—S8-7-186.

Submitted that as directed above telephonic messages were despatched to the

Private Secretary to His Excellency the Governor and the Hon’ble Sir P. S. Siva-
swami Ayyar.

2. It has just been ascertained that the Honourable Member handed over the
file to His Excellency at Government House yesterday and that the file is now with
His Excellency. i e

E.AV.—10-7-16.
C.R.—10-7-16.
867 Home (Edn.)—4
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 Wire to the Registrar that the matter is under consideration. These papers
- should go into the main file when it comes back from circulation.
ME SO R UG B S ‘ - P. Rasagorara AcHARIVAR—10-7--16.
8 ey b 1 followmghelegmm to the University Registrar is for approval :—
~ “No. 2491-1. Your telegram. Amendments B.A. History course. Matter
~ “is under consideration.” '
~ BAV.—10-7-16.
i Cﬁglf10e7f16;’ . S
X ~ As personally directed by the Secretary, tke following telegram to the Registrar
~of the University is submitted for approval :—
¢ No. 2491-2. ! Reference your letter 2309, 27th March last. Alterations 1n
% the regulations for B.A. History pass course sanctioned. The changes proposed in
““the Honours course still under consideration and may take some time to dispose
el Sild
EAV.—18-7-16.
C.R.—18-7-16. i

P.R.—18-7-186.

There are differences among experts, i.e., the Syndicate and also the Board of
‘Studies : in the discussion of which it has not been usual for Government to inter-
vene. And after considering Sir Sivaswami Ayyar’s suggestions, I cannot advise
Government to intervene now. The division of the Honours History courseis at
present impracticable, as Dr. Slater agrees : while the arrangement made with him
will result in the inclusion of Indian Economics as an optional subject. There is no
-difference of opinion in regard to the Pass alterations and as the Honours changes are
to come into force as from the B.A. Honours Degree «xamination of 1919, for
which the three years course has only just begun, I would leave the question of
notice to the University authorities. I agree with the Secretary.

- P(ENTLAND |—19-7-16.

A draft memorandum informing the Syndicate that the Government approve the
alterations proposed in respect of the B.A. History “ Pass ”’ course and that separate
orders wiil issue in respect of those relating to the “ Honours "’ course is submitted
for approval. After the issue of the memorandum the file will again be submitted
for action with reference to His Excellency’s orders above.

E.A.V.—20-7-16.
C.R.—20-7-18.
Issue the memorandum and resubmit the file sharp.
P.R.—21-7-16.
[Memorandum No. 1215-2, Educational, dated the 21st July 1916.]
The memorandum has issued and the file is resubmitted.
E.A.V.—22-7-16.
CR.—22-7-16. :
Hon’ble Sir P. S. Sivaswami Ayyar.

_ P.R.—22-7-16.
Please circulate to my other Colleagues.

P. 8. S[1vaswamr Ayyar]—24-7-16.
Hon’ple Sir- Alexander Cardew. :

Hon’ble Sir Harold Stuart.
P.R,.—25<7~16,

y &
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‘may from time to time make regulations. . . .fd f :
be followed by candidates for any University examination.” The function of the
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Section 25 of the Act says: “The Senate, with the sanction of the Government,
. for the courses of study to

Government under this section seems thus to be either to sanction, or to withhold sanc-
tiou from, the regulations made by the Senate. No one, I understand, advocates the

retention of the present regulations for the Honours course, which certainly seem fo be
~open to criticism, and it seems to be generally agreed that the revised regulations now

submitted for sanction by the University are a move in the right direction and an
improvement on the existing regulations. But the Hon’ble Sir Sivaswami Ayyar
proposes that, while approving of the policy of the revised regulations, we should
suggest certain further modifications. I am not certain whether my Honourable Col-
lyague proposes to sanction the revised regulations, coupling our sanction with certain
suggestions, or to refuse sanction to the revised regulations until the further modifi-

_eations are introduced. I should be decidedly opposed to the latter course, because

there seems a generally held view that the revised regulations are better than the
present regulations and it would thus be a mistake to refuse to allow this improvement
to go forward merely because it does not seem to achieve perfection. The other course,
i.e., of suggesting certain further improvements, seems rather outside our functions.
Those suggestions can be brought forward in the appropriate University forum by
those who advocate them. The matter, as His Excellency has observed, ‘involves
differences between experts, and I doubt whether it is altogether advisable for the
Government to intervene, especially as these educational disputes seem to generate
so mueh heat and to be debated, as the Director of Pablic Instruction tells us, more
on party lines than on their merits. By merely sanctioning the revised regulations,
we take no side in the controversy, and as the revised regulations are generally
admitted to remove reasonable gronnds of objection in the present course, 1t would
seem olearly best to give sanction. I would therefore take that course. The date of
introduction is clearly a detail for the University rather than for us. '

A. G. C[arpEW]—-26-7-16.

I agree with His Excellency and Sir Alexander Cardew as to the action to be
taken. My view is that our intervention should be limited to matters of first-rate
importance. and even that should be rare. It is expedient to give the Senate the
widest possible powers and thus enforce 1ts responsibility for the administration of
University affairs.

; H. A. S[rvarr]—26-7-16.

P.S.—Since writing the above, I have received a letter from Professor Gilbert
Slater from which T extract the following :—

% You will be glad to hear that on Saturday morning I got the Board of
Studies in Economics and History to resolve unanimously to recommend fo the next
Senate meeting that * Economics, a special subject” be added to the options ’fo§' the
B.A. Honours (Branch V). After all the controversy we had, and after Stone’s inter-
view with Allen and myself, I think Macphail ought to have moved this as Chairman

‘and Allen to have supported it. Allen did not turn up, and Macphail did not even

put it on the agenda. When T moved it, therefore, there was naturally a protest that
so important a question should not be sprung upon the Board without notice. - had
therefore to give some aceount of the circumstances as a justification for insisting ol
pressing the question to a vote. Then I got the unanimous vote in the affirmative.’

8 H. A. SToarr}—26-7-16.
Hon’ble Sir P. S. Sivaswami Ayyar. :

His Excellency. S e
P. RAJAGOPALA ACHARIYAR—27-7-16.

I am sorry I am unable to with my Honourable Colleagues. gW hat I meant
to suggest was not that we should veto the regulations but that while according sane-
tion to the regulations we should make certain suggestions to the Senate. 1 donot

_consider this to be outside our functions nor doI agree that we ean only accept or

-
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| ‘ GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS
A HOME DEPARTMENT -
g (Education) & :5;
3 : - . . . —'.-;-_ ’
A ~ : : Reap—the following papers :— =
® . S ° , Letter—from F. Dewspury, Eeq’, B.A., LL.B., Registx:ar, University of Madras.
£ 1 CL AR * " To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department. '
e , X \N s » Dated—Benate House, the 27th March 1916.
e : No.—2809. : ‘
;- w gt I am directed by the Syndicate to request the sanction of the Government, under
e FES x ‘-")""‘ - . section 25 (1) of the Indian Universities Act, 1904, to the enclosed resolutions, i
' : : " e v adopted by the Senate at its adjourned méeting held on 4th March 1916, relating to ‘
" 5 : _ A 1 T Ve the Degree courses in History and Economics, ‘ ‘ :
i ' o ; 4 ' " 2. The resolutions numbered (i) (; and (i) (%) provide for the introduction into

the B.A. Degree course of “ Political” Science * in the place’ of “Special subjects.”
By a further resolution the Senate decided that this change should take effect as
. from the B.A. Degree Examination of 1918; that is to say, so as to modify the
~ oourse of study to be entered upon by students in July next. The early orders of _ :
Government are therefore requested. : §
3. The resolutions numbered (ii) relate to the B.A. Degree (Honours) courses.
As a result of opinion expressed in the Senate that the History of India should bea *
compulsory subject of study for all Honours students ‘of History, the Board of
Stutﬁas in History and Economies has been for some time considering the revision of
these courses. The changes recommended by the Board were adopted by the Syndi- :
cate, and were accepted by the Senate in the form of the resolutions to which ey
sanction is now desired. These changes consist in the main of the substitation of

e
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3 : four compulsory general subjects of study for the present choice of three such .
' 2 ! - SR T (S subjects out of six, and of a reduetion in the number of optional special subjects
1 L St . g ; ;:fas to keep the actual number of siibjects studied by each student the same as
; : il 4 ore. / *
- % ; T ' These changes the Senate has resolved should come into force as from the B.A.
. il % h S (Honours) Degree Examination of 1919, that is, from the beginning of the next
! % : ‘ academic year. | . - : =
p : k Under regulation 64 protests have been lodged against these resoldtions affecting e
' pe- 17 . i g the Honours courses in History and Economics, by M.R.Ry. K. B. Ramanathan gl
2y : ‘ Avargal, a.a., 3.1, L.7., MLR.Ry. K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar Avargal, M.A., F.R.H.S,,
k ‘j; e & L lEs ,' 'M-R.By. 0. P Ramaswami Ayyar Avargal, B.a., BL, M.R.Ry. K. Ramanuja . T
=T : PAugas x . Achariyar Avargal, B.a., and the Rev. P. Carty, s.a,, Bs.c, p.0. Upon these protests -
wf%ﬁ?’ 4 . \ e the procedure laid down by that regulation is being followed, and in due course R
b © s "he protests and the memorandum prepared in support of the resolutions of the

i : 1 ; Senate will be forwarded to the Government for consideration,

j/
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ExcLosuzE.
UNIVERSITY OF MADRAS.
Resolutions adopled by the Senate at its adjourned meeting held on Ath Mareh 1918,
(i) («) That in regulation 195, under “ V. History and Economics’’ for the words *“ Two
special subjects or books to be preseribed by the Board of Studies from year to year ” the words
** Political Science ” be substituted. - )
(b) That in regulation 196, in the time-table for group (v) History and Economics, and in
regulation 197 for the words * special subjects ” the words “ Political Science ” be substituted,
(i1) (a) That in the regulations for the B.A. (Honours) Degree Examination wherever the
‘words ** v—History and Economics ”’ oceur the words  v—History, Economics and Politics ”
be substituted.
'b) That in regulation 207, under *“ V. History and Economics’ for the existing paragraphs
(A) and (B) the following paragraphs be substituted : —
« ““(A) Each of the following subjects :—
(1) The History of India. _
(2; Constitutional History of Great Britain and Ireland.
3) Politics. .
4) Economics.
(B) Two of the following subjects.
(1) Economic History—a special subject.
(2) Politics—a special subject.
(8) History—a special subject.
(4) History—a special subject.
(5) Indian History—a special subject.”
(¢) That in regulation 208 for the time-table under Branch V, the following be

substituted : —
Braxca V.

Days. Hours, Babjects. Marks,

: 10—1 Fssay 200
First day 2—5  Indian History—@eneral ... ... 200
10—1 Inaian iistory—>Special subject ... 200

Second day ... 2—5  Constitutional Hgtory of Great 200

HBrit.ain and Ireland.

g 10 -1 istory—8pecial subject ... ase 200
Thirddsy ..{ 95 Politim—General ... .. .. 200
10—1 History —Special subject ... 200

Fourthday ..q "9_3; Boonomios ... .o oo 200

. 10—1 olitics—Special subject ... 200
Fifth day ... 2—5 Economic History—S8pecial subject. 200
Total - 1,400

II
Memorandum No. 1215-1, Educational, dated 7th April 1916,
With reference to the letter from the Registrar of “the University of Madras,

No. 2309, dated the 27th March'1916, the Byndicate is requested to be so good as
to forward to the Government at an early date a copy of the protests and of the
reply memorandum referred o in the concluding portion of the letter.

. P. Rasacorars Acmarrvar,
R~ Secretary to Government.

4

To the Registrar, University of Madras. I
Zetier—from F. Dewssury, Esq., B.A., LL.B., Registrar, University of Madras.
To—the Secretary to Government, Educational | Department. :
Dated—S8enate House, the 16th June_1916.
No—4316. : ;

With reference to the last paragraph of my letter No. 2309, dated the 27th
March 1916, and in continuation of letter No. 2855, dated the 10th April last, I have
the honour, by direction of the Syndicate, to submit under regulation 64 for the
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consideration and orders of His Excellency the Governor in Council the accompanying

protests lodged by Messrs. K. B. Ramanathan, K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar, C. P.

Ramaswami Ayyar and K. Ramanuja Achari aud the Rev. P. Carty, s.5., against the

resolution of the Senate passed on the 4th March 1916 adopting certain alterations in

the Regulations relating to-the B.A. (Honours) Degree course in Branch V—History
.and Economics, and the memorandum in support of the resolution prepared by the

Rev. E. M. Macphail and Messrs. H. J. Allen and Ferrand E. Corley, the three
* members of the Senate duly elected nﬁlger that regulation for the purpose.

CLOSURES.

A Sy
University of Madras.

The following protests lodged by Messrs. K. B. Ramanathan, K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar,
» 0. P. Ramaswami Ayyar and K.'Ramanuja Achari and the Rev. P. Carty, s.J., under Regulation
64, against the resolution of the Senate passed at its adjourned meeting held on March 4, 1916,
adopting certain alterations in the Regulations relating to the B A. (Honours) Degree course in
Branch V—History and Economies, are in accordance with the same regulation, circulated to
each member of the Senate who was present at the meeting with.a request that he will record a
vote for three members of the Senate to form a committee to prepare a memorandum in supporb
of the Resolution. It is requested that the votes may be returned so as to be received by the

Registrar not later;than the 3rd April 1916.

(By Order)

F. DewsBuURyY, B.A., LL.B.,
Registrar.

Sexare Houss,
_sv"" March 24, 1916.

(i)
From—M.R Ry. K. B. Ramaxaraan Avargal, Fellow of the University of
Madras.
To—the Registrar, University of Madras.
Dated—Triplicane, the 8th March 1916..
I have the honour to forward to you the following protest against
. . - - -
(2) the acceptance of the changes in the B.A. (Honours) History course recommended in
Agend\:m X and passed at the Senate meeting held on the 4th instant.
- . . L d -

As regards the changes in the History Honours course, Mr. K. V. Rangaswami Ayyangar
has well explained in a separate protest how the modifications are not in the best interests of
University education. I associate myself with him in all that he urges. I would urge parti-
cularly the reasons put forward by representatives of mufassal colleges against these changes :
the curtailment of options in the History course, the waste entailed on the colleges in the
matter of library and other equipment, and the dragooning of all colleges into one uniform
pattern.

(i) -
From - MR Ry. K. V. Raxcaswaur Avvancar Avargal, Fellow of the Univer-
sity of Madras.
To—the Registrar, University of Madras.
Dated—Triplicane, the 10th ﬂamh 1916.

In continuation of my letter intimating an intention to protest against the decision of the
Senate, at its last meeting, on the proposed changes in the Curricalum of Studies in the B.A.
Honours course and examination in Branch V, I have the honour to submit herewith a
memorandum sSetting forth the grounds of my protest.

\ Memorandum,

1. The Senate has approved, by accepting Resolution X (ii) on the Agenda of its last
meeting, of certain drastic modifications of the existing Curriculum %of Studies in Branch V
(Histur%_and Economics) of the B.A. Honours Course and examination.

2. The curriculum, now under,amendment, was framed about ten years ago, on the
recommendation of the Board of Studies concerned, after an exhaustive inquiry, in the course of
which the views of even those who were not members oi the Board were sought and obtained.
The modifications now agreed to by the Senate have been recommended by the present Board of
Studies in History and nomics. The Board, however, did not arrive at an unanimous
decision, since the mombers from #wo out of the three mufassal Honours colleges declared them-
selves against ths opinion of the majority, which consisted of three gentlemen from the fwo
Honours colleges of Madras and the University Professcr of Indian History and Archaology.

3
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A Professor of the third Mufassal Oollege,” who is a member of the Board, and who was not
able to attend the meeting in question, declared himself against the decision of the Board,
durinlg the subsequent discussion of the subject in the Senate.

t

is good to note the relative strength of the opposed opinions on the matter. Of the five.

‘ Honours " colleges, affiliated in History and Economics, members from fwo oolliiis (the
Presidency College and the Christian College) declared themselves in favonr of the nges,
while those from the remaining #hree colleges (those of Mysore, Trichinopoly and Trivandrum)
showed how decisively they were against the proposed measure. :

8. Though framed about ten years back, the present scheme came into actual operation onl
in July 1911—less than five years ago—when the Jfirst Honours Classes were started in Branc
V. Only two batches of students trained up under this scheme have so far appeared for the

' Jinal examination, and a third set of students will sit for the examination ina few days. In
some of the subjects, however, included in the curriculum, and chosen for ingtruction in some of
the affiliated colleges—e.g., historic method with special reference to the dobumentary study of
a seleeted period of Indian History—no candidates have yet been presen for examination.
An important general subject now Pro to be omitled from, the course—viz., General
European History from A.f). 476—has b%e:p for an examination twice, hitherto. Again, two
subjeots the Board pro to omit (Britis Economic History—General Survey, and Historie
M in relation to tgo documentary study of a special period of British History) have yet to
be elected any affiliated college, and a third subject—which the Board would refain (viz.,
Economic History—a special subject)—is in the same position. It can hardly, therefore, be
reasonably contended that the existing curriculum has been sufficiently tried and been found
wanting, or that theproposed changes are based on adequate experience of teaching or examining
under this curriculum, .

4. It may be claimed for the curricalum now in foree that it indicates the,aoceptan&' of the.
principle that ample facilities for specialization should be provided in the kighest Course of Study
in Arts (which the “ Honours ” course is) b allowing of as wide a range of choice, as feasible, in
the election of subjeots, so as to enable t{e affiliated colleges to develop on individual lines,

No. 867, Homn*(Epvoarrox), 12ra Avevsr 1916 5

without undue rivalry, and to divide among themselves in a natural way the labour of providing
suitable instruction in the subjects of the course, in the manner now usual in all good modern -

universities, colleges, and, for the matter of that, industries also. It is within my personal
knowledge that some at least of the authors of the existing course recognized the provision of the
necessary scope for this division of labour as a fundamental requisite of a well-planned *“ Hongurs ”
course in History and Economics, especially in view of the fact that our University has et no
n{nnte branches in which History or Economies or Polities would respectively form the main
8ubject of study, to be studied with closely allied subjects.

5. It has also to be noted that the w{emo now in force allows of a greater or a less degree
of specialization, according as the candidate comes up to the college with the equipment implied
by a “ Pass " degres or by success in the Intermediate examination. The present course would

0 permit the graduate, whose ambition is to obtain some training in specialized work and the
ordinary M.A. degree at the end of his period of training, to attain his object, without such a
monotonous repetition of the previous * Pass”” B.A. course and such a comprehensive denial of
opportunities for the specialization, as are inevitable if the amended scheme, recently accepted by
the Senate, is also sanctioned by the Government.

6. The existing curriculum is also so framed as to facilitate natural expansion of the range

of Historic and Economic studies in the University, by the gradual inclusion, as additional
options, under the first or the second groups (A or B), of such further subjects or topies of stud
as future experience shows the use or the need of, and as would naturally fit into an advanoég
course of History and Economics. In view of its representing the triumph of the principles of

\Hutn'otion and uniformity, it cannot be claimed for the proposed scheme (the Senate’s), which
seeks to reduce the number of available subjects to choose from to mine from fifteen, that 1t
would also allow of such a natural expansion, -

7. The wisdom of the polioy involved in the existing

V (History, ete.) as many as fwelve out of the possible fiffeen options in the scheme have been
availed of, by the existing five “ Honours " Colleges ; and, some of the colleges have availed
themselves of the chance of moving on individual lines, with the utmost readiness. Further, the
reservation of fwo out of three of the first Chairs founded by the University to the advanced
study and research work in Indian Economics and Indian History, along with such proposals as

- those brought forward some months back, to add to the available options other subjects of study
such as those relating to Indian institutional histories, point in the same direetion.

** Mr. Ramalinga Reddi of the Maharaja’a College, pfysore. 2

) course has, it is contended, been fairly
vindicated. For, already, within five years of the starting of the first' Honours class in Branch
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(1)

What progress has so far been achieved has been materially helped—
Ey the freedom for ialization given by the exyistinped

aual facilities for obtaining, if needed, as an alternative, a good course of general historical

ucation, and

(2) by the omission (now sought to be ‘ rectified *) to force all colleges,—whatever their
special history, environment, equipment, objective or needs,—and all students, whatever their
revious training or ambitions or destination, to conform to one common and invariable and

flexible standard.

8. An instance may show how the liberty allowed by the curriculum, now being inte

with, has been appreciated by a mufassal college, anxious to develop, as far as possible, in
harmony with its general aims and surroundings. A little over two years ago, the institution in

which it is my privilege to serve, sought affiliation in ¢ Honours,’ in Branch V. It elected to
specialize in Indian History and Economics, and to take up General European History (which is

dropped in the proposals now under protest) as the additional or sizth subject. The subject of
General European History was chosen on the grounds that it would supplement the historical
knowledge acquired by the student in the Intermediate course, that no graduate in History
(even a ‘ Pass* B.A.) should be ignorant of the main currents of General History, and that the
study of General European History might serve to correct or temper any such tendency to
narrowness as might bo supposed to be inseparable from a ‘Specialized Course’ The two
Professors from Madras,® who came as University Inspectors, did not like the scheme on the
round of its not possessing sufficient ‘ variety and flexibility,’ inasmuch as it did ‘ not provide
or the remaining  options” of the Honours course, such as Constitutional History, Politics
and periods of Ancient and Modern European History,” and they eriticised the Darbar’s scheme
as ‘undesirably restricted from the side of the student and the staff alike.” The Diwan replied
at length to these criticisms on bebalf of the Travancore State, ard, in the course of his remarks

he said :—* If specialization is desirable

in the Honours courses, I take it that it is neither

‘ necessary nor desirable that all colleges should specialize in the same way, nor for the matter

‘ of that, could it be necessary that a single college should specialize in several directions in a

‘ single subject (i.e., branch). After all, it is natural that a college ¢ Maintained by an Indian

‘ State should prefer to sgeoializo in subjects of such vifal importance to it as Indian History and
, on

‘ Economies, and I woul

‘ choice contemplated by the regulations.

behalf of the Darbar, ask the University to allow us to make the *

I apprehend, for reasons stated supra, no narrowing

‘ tendency so far as the students are concerned. In regard to the teachers, I am wholly unable
‘ to understand the view that their mental horizon will gradually get narrowed and warped by
‘ the excessive specialization on Indian History and Eeonomies, aimed at by the college. The
‘ apprehension appears to rest on the assumption that the teachers would not read anything more
‘ than what they teach!” and, it was further contended, on the same side, that—* If it is a
‘ matter of duty to the colleges to compete with one another, not in needless duplications of the
‘ same kind of effort, but in trying to supplement the work of one another, and in offering the
“students of the University as wide a range of subjects of choice for study, as possible, then,
‘ assuredly the attempt of the Darbar to add #iree new subjects to the eight, which alone have

‘ been previded by all the existing colle

together, should not be permitted to prejudice the

* chances of affiliation of the college at Trivandrum ’.

9. As other instances tending to the same result, it may be mentioned that the liberty of
choico has similarly been availed of by the other mufassal colleges, in order to provide for
specialized study of Indian History and Economics, and that, among the proposals before the

rd of Studies, in recent times, there bave been at least some to augment the number of

options by the addition of further subjects. These suggestions are grounded on the belief that

a gradual widening of the horizon of historical -studies 1n the University must afford increasing
\!Militics for division'of labour (iu the task of specialization) to the affiliated colleges, and must
help materially in enabling the colleges to attain one of the chief aims of a proper University,
namely the advancement of knowledge by research—such research as would be possible if suitable

opportunities are given to members of

the teaching staff of colleges to specialize in particular

divisions or topics of study, and reduce their hours of teaching so as toallow of enough time for
a fairly thorough study and presentation of hissubject by each teacher. A curriculum which
would compel a, teacher to spend himself over a number of large subjects must exercise a baneful
influence not only on the progress of original investigation but even on the maintenance of really

good standards of work.

10. To sum up this aspect of the question. It is contended—
(1) that the proposals now recommended by the Senate err against the general trend
of academie opinion by unduly restricting or even negativing freedom of options, opportunities
for specialized study, and liberty for individual variation in the Aighest course of study,

¥ Meesrs. Mark Hunter and Corlsy. -

course, side by side with-
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(?) and, that, as such they are reactionary in character and bound to have a depressing
effect not merely on the affiliated colleges, which have made beneficial use of the freedom given,
but also on the progress of historical studies aud work generally, within the limits of the 4
University’s jurisdiction. Wregets ' 3

Out of the fifteen subjects in the present curriculum, in which it is optional with students |
or colleges to choose si@, fwelve have already been chosen by the five colleges together, and 1t
is now proposed to cut down the number to nine.

d, in regard to the incidence of the ﬁroposed‘ reform,’ while only one of the nine
subjects retained (special subject of Economic History) would a parently remain a new one, to
the colleges at Madras as to those in the mofussil, some of the otier retalned subjects may have
to be taken up in the * Honours' course, it may be for the first time, by a mofussil ivstitution,
and mofussil colleges will have to give up at the same time some subjects (Historic Method in
relation to Indian History, special subject in Economics, General European History) for which,
they l;avo been building up suitable and adequate provision, in books, appliances, and above all,
specialized staff,

11, The contention was made on behalf of the proposed reduction of subjects from fifteen
to nine, that the subjects are, ever in the existing scheme, variable from year to year, and
that, accordingly, no college could plead that it had been taken by surprise, or been unfairly
embarrassed, even by changes like those proposed, which do away with two-fifths of the existe
ing number of available subjects. The untenability of this contention will become apparcnt
when the facts are set forth. Though the Board of Studies has, in theory, the option to vary
the subjects from year to year, yet, as a facl, so far from exercising the liberty, the Board has
been content to let the subjects-list originally framed remain unchauged for the first siz batches
of candidates and the first eight years of the ‘ Honours’ course (1911-19). If the new
scheme had not intervened, it is reasonable to presume that the subjectsa would remain
unchanged for some time longer. This has been the state of affairs, manifestly because it is
unreasonable to throw, by frequent shufflings of the courses of study, a burden of work which

would prove well nigh insupportable, if proper standards were to be maintained, and because {

it is always unwise to make exacting demands which might lead to evasion or lowering of
standards.

12. A similar line of defence of the proposed changes consists in the attempt to be-
little the value of options in study by suggesting that such liberty might lead to colleges or
candidates selecting subjects absolutely unrelated to ome another. The actual practice of the
colleges; so far, shows how ill-founded this apprehension is and how the affiliated institutions
have acted, as responsible teaching always will, in harmony with the educational principle of the
appropriate correlation of the subjects chosen to one another, and to the previous and to the
future studies of the students concerned. :

18. It is significant that a Member of the Board, * who agreed to, if he did not advocate ‘the
proposed changes, admitted in the Senate that he would welcome wide options, but now
objected to such freedom, because of the present rule allowing those who were not graduates to
take the ‘ Honours’ course. Surely, this is an argument for having fwo sides for the * Honours ’
ocourse—one with wide options for the graduate, who has already obtained a good grounding
in History and Economics in the ‘ Pass * Course and desired to go in for a more specialized course
in the * Honours ’ classes and the second for stadents coming straight out of the Intermediate to
‘the Honours classes, who might, accordingly, benefit from a general course, much more than
from a highly specialized course ? Is this an argument for doing away with opportunities for
specialization, alfogether, for the graduate as for the undergraduate ?

14. In passing, reference has to be made to another argument brought forward to justify
the restiotions now proposed. It was alleged that through immaturity of age the ‘ Honours’ |
student is not fit to make a wise choice for himself. Surely, it is for the college to choose the
subjects, and for the student, or for his guardian, to choose what subjects he should study in
the Honours course, in special consideration of his previous record, calibre and destination ?
Apart from this, is'it, as a matter of fact, correct to characterize the candidate for an Honours.
course or examination as so immature as not to make a wise choice for himself, and to necessitate
the University doing this work for him? The last calendar gives the average age of an
Honours candidate as 21'6 years, and till now, the actual ages have varied between 20 and 28..
In consequence of Regulation 169, fixing fiftcen completed years as the minimum qualifying age:
for Matriculation, every Honours candidate must af least have completed his 20th year of age
when he sits for his final examination. In tice this limit is ordinarily exceeded. And,if
still it is argued that the age is lower than 1t should be, it is an argument to raise the age for
candidates of al/ branches, and not for Branch V only, since some freedom of choice will still
continue and will “still have to be exercised in the other branches, even if the proposed changes
are sanctioned in Branch V, for, there is no reason to assume that candidates seeking admission
in Branch V are generally younger than those who are admitted in the other branches? And,

® Mr, Corley.
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students, even those of immature age, have to discriminate not merely between snbject and subject,
and make a selection, even in such early stages as the School-Leaving Cortificate course, but they
have often to discriminate between college and college, before deciding where to seek admis-
gion. Will it be logical to extend this.kind of considerate concession to the students’ alleged
immaturity by providing for the abolition of variations of individual features between collego

and college, even if, in the same spirit, it be not urged that all higher instruction should be

concentrated in one place and in one or two institutions ?

15. Arguments like these, to justify the proposed uniformity, when taken in connection
with the practical restriction of the advantages of University lectureships, professorships and
library to the institutions of Madras, their staff and students, mast tend to confirm the appre-
hensions of mufassal college or lecturers that the sanction of the present scheme might result
in the eventual elimination of the Honours classes in Branch V in the affiliated institutions out-
side the capital. ~

16. There remains yet for consideration another argument which was bronght forward *in

“defence of the proposed change. It was that a wide range involyes considerable expenditure in
_@xamining, and is, as such, objectionable. To this thero is the obvious reply that such a view

‘would negative all the highest examinations, in which the number of candidates is very small.

It is conceded that such an argument may have validity, if, before all available options have been
availed of, proposals were made to have JSurther ** options.”  That is not what is in contemplation.
If it is equitable to import into this question considerations of economy to the University, it is

hardly less just to urge the economic pressure on the colleges, which would have incurred largely
in vain, such expenditure &i: time, effort and money) in creating the equipment for the four
““ options ” now proposed to be dropped out, by the red}:mtion of the subjects in the course.

17. To pass to other matters of general principle in which the proposed scheme seems to be
lacking : it may be conoeded by some, if not by all, advocates of the measure that “ Honours »
studies in History and Economics should consist in much more than the assimilation of the
subjoct matter of large text-books, and that they might very well include some provision for the*
acquisition of a knowledge of at least the elements of Historic method as well as some practice
in the proper use of documents and source-literature generally. The realization of this would
imply, as a condition necessarily precedent thereto, the existence of due facilities, including
opportunities, in the ‘“ Honours ” course for documen study generally, and for the formal
stady of Historic method in relation to any period of History the sources of which are fairly
accessiblo. If this training in the application of the principles of evidence and the rules of
historic synthesis, and a similar training in applying the principles and methods of investigation
gathered in a general survey of Economics to the economic problems of “our own country and
times, are to be acquired with any degree of successin the *“ Honours ” course, then that course
must include in its list of subjects Historio method, a special subject of Economics (preferably of
Indian Economies), and due scope for the stady of perieds of History, in the documentary study
of which, the students will have almost the same advantage of access to the sources as the
teachers. But the exclusion of the special subject of Kconomics and of Historie method from the
!ist of available selections in the proposed scheme, and the reduction of the number of opticns
In group B from three to two, deprive the fufure ‘ Honours’ candidate of this indispensable
equipment of the highest course of study in the University in History and Economics.

18. It is also urged that, in the experience of many teachers, more time and effort are

needed in teaching and in learning any one of the general subjects (Economics, Politics, British

Constitutional History, and General Indian History), than in similar work in any special period

or subject. The change now proposed—to increase the number of obligatory general subjects -

from three to four—must be deemed as overweighing the course since in view of the work an
* Honours " student has to do in English during his first year in the class, the time available now
for the proper study.of the three general and the three special subjects is barely sufficient, not-

“withstanding the reduction simultaneously of the number of special subjects to be elected from - :

three to two.

19. This is said, of course, on the assumption that the advocates of the new scheme do not
contemplate or’ intend any lowering of the existing standard in the “ Honours ” course and
examination. Even in this respect some apprehension has already been caused by the omission

of the words “a general survey of an advanced character,” which occurs in the existing eurri- .

oulum after the titles of the general subjects. It is possible that the expression now exercised
has been suggestive of some ambitiousness, if not of immodesty. But, inasmuch as the four
general subjects are common both to the new scheme in “ Honours ”’ Branch V and the scheme in
Branch V (Pass), which has also just been aceepted, it is open to ask how the differences in
standards in these subjeets are to be ascertained, in the absence of the omitted expression refer-
red to above, or of any syllabuses, which might give some idea of the scope and standard of the
subjects in the higher course. It is not in the circumstances, unnatural to fear that a confusion

¢ By the Rev. Macphail.
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SSE 1 ’ ‘ AR AL X framed, without a clear and precise indication of the difference in the standards in contemplation.
RRbal el Tt b R - ' ~ ' 20. Some of the defects, in points of detail, in the proposed scheme may now be indicated.
’ ' : S 4 The first in order of magnitude is the suggested omission of General Enropean History. The
R e S Bii exclusion of this valuable subject is open to objection not only on the grounds indicated in para-
3 : b ek ; y : graph 8 u:g)u, but it is now all the more lamentable, since golitios is hereafter to form one of
“ s 5 . vl ¥ ‘ the four obligatory general subjects of group 4, and since by a reform effected some months
aley QI g : back, the period of Greek History of the most value from the standpoint of a student of ancient -
: , ' : : polities, viz., the period after the death of Alexander, has been removed from the course in
= 3 i ; g i : group 11T of the Intermediate. 1f Politios is to be studied effectively, it has to be studied along
BT oo S 3 _ . | , | with, or on the basis of a knowledge of general course of European development. It is because
W Sy _ : - there was no satisfactory provision of ¢his kind for the study of Political Science, in the B.A. of
ey ‘ ‘ the old by-laws, that the subject went out in the revision of the curricula. And, it is because
& : . Wiﬁon has now been recognized as existing in the present “ Pass ” course—which provides T
‘ ‘ . " for an outline stady of European History after A.D. 476 —that in the recent meeting o
. | Benate the proposal to reintroduce Political Science in the ordinary B.A. course was accepted
; with unanimity. Politics, even deductive and analytical Politics, can, to quote a familiar
| criticism, *“ have no root”, without History. It is also conceivable that a study of abstract
Politios, apart from its historical setting, may lead to misapplication of political principles and
oconclusions. And, it is not open to any one who knows the limitations under which the
« Honours ” students will be working, to postulate that the neocessary knowledge of General
Buropean History will be acquired privately by the “ Honours” students coming up stiaight
from the Intermediate classes.
21. A special feature of the proposed schemo is that, in it, Politics occupies a pre-eminent
position in comparison with other subjects. It is frue that even in the existing eurriculum, a
. oombination of subjects, centering round Politics might be made. But similar gelections might
be made in pure History, in Indian History, and in Economies also. Hereafter the maximum
extent of specialization in Indian History will be represented by fwo subjects as against at least
{hree in the existing curriculum, and there will be no scope for the study of any special topic or
subiect of Keconomios af ald. It is not belittling the value, or {he fascination, in academic studies,
of Politics and British Constitutional History, to urge that, in the special conditions of our times
and presidency, the specialised and advanced study of economics and of the General History and
the institutions of India have a paramoun$ claim on us, not only asa question of duty but
because the immediate work in India for students coming ot of the University and for adminis-
trators is largely connected with such a study, and, because, if théir future career and desti-
nation are to be considered in the choice of subjects for their * Honours ” study, Economics and .
Indian History will be indicated as being by far the most important in the course. On these
unds, and in view of the “ Honours” Colleges so far having ignored the need to provide for
tnetruction in General Indian History to their stodents, that, latterly, even those who are con-
firmed believers in the efficacy of free choice have been obliged to press for such a modification
of the liberty as is implied in making Indian History alone compulsory in the course,—following,
therein, the analogous {raotioe in more than one great University.
29 It is noteworthy that the attempt to reduce the scope for the study of Indian History
and Eoonomios for the * Hoénours School ” is made after the appointment of special University
Professors in those subjects, and that the suggestion is contained in the same Agenda-paper with
proposals to allot general teaching work to these University Professors.
23" A comparison of the proposed with the existing eurriculam would show that, in a.
\ sonse, the former is superfluous since its nine subjects are included in the fifteen of the latter.
\é‘ The unamended course would have allowed an advocate of the proposed change to have had
his way, but if the proposed changes are sanctioned, the converse cannot be postulated. The
fact that the ineidence of the change will almost exclusively fall on the mufassal colleges, and”
that the provision that the University Professors should teach Honours ” classes will have the-
offect of pmviding for the teaching in the colleges at the capital, by a University officer, of a
subject, which these colleges have hitherto omitted to choose (viz., Indian History) must serve,
, if the decision of the Senatelis confirmed by the Government, to intensify the feeling of
0y ; : * jrritation, which has already found expression in the Senate, against the preference believed to
. a0 = be extended to the metropolitan institutions as compared with the colleges in the mufassal,
; ; and, in view of the acceptance, by the mover ** of the amendment of Mr. Corley, the proggsed
changes will, if sanctioned, come into effect immediately before the colleges affected ould
_roasonably be expected—if they have mot already made due provision therefor—to adjust:
themselves to the altered conditions. ' 3

* The Rev. Muophbail.
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wat 24. Such are the points of detail as well as matters of genoral principle in which the
aln ‘ changes accepted by the benate, appear to err. It is unfortunate that the course of the
& . discussion on the subject may have given an impression that the matter in issue was hardly
X ek one of principle, but one of unimportant detail in which a conflict of opinion had resulted
- between a majority and a recalcitrant minority. It is also unfortunate that the eonsideration

of the question{so far, in this Memorandum, has emphasized the respects in which it is claimed
that the 1ifl'oposed Onrricnltflm i; iniori;l to the d;:resent one ; for, it may seem that the protest
represents a conservative, if not a reactionary disposition to resist progressive changes in an
oltll‘ Curriculum, which had been tried and found wgzst‘in . In view olfnthese oircnmsta.ices, nd
of ‘the fact that the Curriculam under protest is of later gate than the one it would displace,.it is
necessary to afirm that mere sequence in time is not a necessary indication of progress, and that
; the proposed changes are objected to by teachers, who desire improvements in the existing *
*1. Curricalam no less sincerely and anxiom:lﬂv than the advocates of the amendments and who are
‘ unwilling to 0 the suggested modifications chiefly for the reasons set forth in this Memo-
- randam, and also because it is felt that a faller consideration, such as would have been possible
had the earnest requests made in the Senate to remit the matter to the Board of Studies for 5
v, ¢ further deliberation not been impatiently opposed, might have resulted in the framing of a poir o
bk iy ' scheme or schemes more widely acceptable than the one just adopted by the Senate and now & 7
] under protest. \iu )

{iv)-
From—M.R.Ry. C. P. RaMaswaur Avvar Avargal, B.A., B.L, Fellow of the
. University of Madras. . ;
5 To—the Registrar, University of Madras. -
r . Dated—the 11th March 1916, ,
: With reference to my letter giving notice of my intention to protest against the decision of
the Senate in rogard to the alterations in the Honours Course in the B.A. Examination (Branch
V) T have the honour to inform you that 1 have perused the memorandum lodged by Mr. K. V. « S

. Rangaswami Ayyangar of Tiruvandrum and I (:.iipt the same. “\, }
From—M.%By. K. Ramaxvia Acmarrvar Avargal, Fellow of the University of
a dn. X g1 '
To—the Registrar, University of Madras. ¥ . ; %
Dated—~the 11th March 1916, - oo ;
& With reference to my letter, dated 6th instant giving notice of my inténtion to dodge a
. rotest against the decision of the Senate in regard to the alterations in the Honours Gurse in
( fimuch , I have the honourito inform. you that I haye perused the protest which Mr. K. V.
! : Rungaswami Ayyangar of Tiruvandrum has lodged and that I adopt it as my own alsoas’ T am
¥ in full agroement with the grounds set forth thezein. 5
One point, however, on which I would like to lay special stress is that the fairest course -
for the Senate would have been to have accepted the proposal to send back the question to®
the Board of Studies for a further and fuller consideration. This would have been the right
course in view of the following facts which came out in the course of the debate :— g

(1) There was a clear divergence of expert opinion in the matter as well as a feeling that A
i all aspects of the guestion had not been adequately comsidered, though it was stated that the T

matter had been pending for sometime ; "

(2) The meeting of the Board of Studies at which these changes were considered  was
attended only by six members out of the twelve constituting the Board, and of these only four
were in favouar of the alterations ;

(8) No necessity for changing the existing arrangement was made out inasmuch as
S . sufficient experience of its working had not been gained ; j

(4) The matter was clearly not one of special urgency and nothing could have been lost
by taking some more time for consideration.

1/1’}

v
' From —the Rev. P. Carry, s.3., Fellow of the University of Madras.
: g To—the Registrar, Univexsity of Madras.
AR % v Dated—the 10th March 1916.
: Bans : I gave notice to the Registrar of my intention to protest against the Resolution passed by.

-
T
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I beg to submit :—First, that the new

programme tends to do away with the

charaoter of the Honours Oourse; secondly, that the very laudable desire to foster the study
‘of Indian History in the Honours Course, which has occasioned the present change, can be

realized withoug altering the Honours standard.

(1) That the new programme lowers the standard of the Honours Coursé is upg:rent from

the fact that while the time allotted for the Course

remains the same as before, t range of

matter to be studied has been considerably extended. The new programme, it is true, is limited

to #iz subjects, like the present Honours C'ourse;
only fwo “special subjects, one of the actual spe

but it sets down four general subjects and
céal subjects, which requires three or four

months’ study, being replaced by an sdditional yeneral subject which occupies normally two
years.  Now four general subjects of this character constitute a far too extensive course
t0 allow thoroughness of treatment. The Honours Course, I take it, differs from tho Pass -

Course not by the multiplicity of subjects but
The Pass Degree implies a general survoy of the

by the greatr thoroughness of the work.
historic field ; the Honours Course, on the

contrary, implies a more exhaustive study of a restricted portion of that field. Bpecialization is

the keynote of the Honours Course. How has this

specialization been provided for in the new

Ourriculam ?  The new Course is, in a way, as little likely to be specialized as the Pass Course,

for it comprises at least as many subjects. This ov

erloading of the programme must inevitably

lead to the introduction, into Honours Course, of mere general surveys substantially similar

to those of the Pass Course. And as a consequence

we shall either have yearly two sets of papers

rs will be set in a standard which the students have no

on the same subjoots of more or less the same pass average standard,—a burden on the ﬁnanV

of the University,—or the Honours pa;
time to propare for honestly,—a dise

t on the fair name of the University.

This difficulty has been felt by the promoters of the new Scheme, to be a possible obstacle
to the reintroduction of Polities in the Pass Course : they feared that the standards of the two

Courses of Politics would not be kept sufficiently
applies with equal force to all the subjects common

distinet. As a matter of fact the objection
to the two courses,

Moreover it would appear that the proposed change is loss the result of a careful inquiry
into the subject than the outcome of an immature decision. The Senate had asked that Indian
History should be made compulsory in the Honours Course. In answer to that request the
Board has extanded the scope of the request and has made equally eompulsory all the subjects

recognised to be equally important ; yet no account
fact that an increase of work necessitates a correspo
work. It is true that European History has not

has meanwhile been taken of the obvious
nding increase of time to be devoted to the
been included in the list, because, one may

suppose, five general subjects of an advanced character would manifestly have made too heavy a -
programme. But this measure is itself an additional proof that the entire scheme has not
received the consideration which it requires. In fact, when the programme was under discussion,
some of those who now agree to drop European History as unnecessary jfor the Honours Course,
leaded that its importance was sach that it should bo made part even of the Intermediate
odern History Course, They urged and I think rightly too, that, as other Universities now
recognize, British History could not be properly understood unless it was viewed in its European

setting. And now they are of opinion that the Honours Course can do without it altogether !

(2) Was any alternative open? Could the Board satisly the desire of the Senate ¢5 make
Indian History compulsory for the Honours students without at the same time making other
equally important subjects equally compulsory ?  Some members of the Board seem to have
thought it could not : I think the Board could. Two ways suggest themselves for complying
with the desires of the Senate. One way—a four years’ Course, requiring the B.A 'as a prelimi-
nary condition for a two years’ Honours Course~ was proposed to the Board, but was rejected
because it was thought (on what seems to me insufficient evidence) that it would adversely affect
the inferests of the students who have of late been hampered with an additional year at the Law

College.

N} he second way is a three years’ Course similar to the one now in force. I have already
own that the new programme is overloaded because it attaches an equal importance to too
many subjects. It is not possible to expect that students should in the space of three years
become ‘ advanced students ’ at the same time in Politics, Eeonomies, Constitutional History and
Indian History. Nor is this required. All the subjects comprised in the Honours Course need
not,—indeed, should not—reach an Honours standard : no University Course aims at that.

Their aim is rather to secure specialization in some
other subjects with a minimum or Pass Degree

particular branch and to be satisfied for the
standard. In accordance (with these views

I would suggest that a three years’ course be maintained ; that the Pass Course be taken as the
basis of the Honours Course in such a way that, whilst the Honours students have to take up

the five general subjects of the Pass Course, the

y be further required to select any one (or
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perhaps any two) of them for special advanced study ; that a syllabus

advanced courses; and that the o special subjects be m

a course which secures at once the general training of the Pass course
wo should form specialists in the various subjects ; we should

essential to an Honours course ;

ive the complete general training which the proposition of the Syndicate

without clearly marked standards.

Such are the reasons which

proposed by the Syndicate, and wish that a schemoe w

make me protest against the reform of the Honours course
ith the serious deficiencies I have pointed

out may never be allowed to come into force.

Memorandum prepared by the Commitice
64, in reply tothe protests lodged by Messrs. K. B. Ramanathan, K. V.,
C. P. Ramaswami Ayyar, and K. Ramanuja Achari and the
resolution of the Senate passed at its adjourned meeting held

uropean History ; and we should avoid the grave inconvenience of setting University papers

“(wid) ~
of three members of the Senate elected under Regulation

Rev, P. Oarty, 8. J., against the
on March 4, 1916, adopting certain

be prepared for these

ainfained, Thereby we should possess

and the specialization

overlooks when it drops

Rangaswami Ayyangar,

alteraticns in_the regulations relating to the B.A. (Homours) Degree course in Branch V—

History and Economics.

The protests lodged by Messrs. Ramanathan, Rangaswami Ayﬁngar, Ramaswami Ayyar

and Ramanuja Achari practically resolve themselyes into one, since
- swami Ayyar and Ramanuja Achari do little more than identify the

essrs Ramanathan, Rama-
mselves with the remarks of

Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar. There are thus two irnobesta to be answered and even here there is

a considerable amount of overlapping. It will per
swami Ayyangar’s as the basic protest and to deal

pecaliar points.

In the common ground taken by the several protestants, there are two
adopted lt)geﬂm Senate—(A) that they are in themselves, for a

tion urged against the proposals
variety of reasons, mischievous ;

(B) that

ps be most convenient to treat Mr. Ranga-
with the others as they happen to raise any

principal lines of objac-

y have not received sufficient consideration and that
the Syndicate and the Senate have given undue weight to the counsels of ja mere section of the

Board of Studies.

It will be more convenient to deal with (B) first : it can be disposed

the facts.

The Honours courses form part of ‘the new regulations which
Honours classes, however, were not begun till 1911 and the first Honours examination was held
was bogun various members of the Board were of the opinion
that far too much option was allowed in the roposed Course, and that it was not a good system

in1914. Even before teaching

which made it possible for a student to take
studied, on the one hand, any history but
at all. It was not thought desirable,

of by a mere recital of

were framed in 1906.

1onours in History and Economics without having
Economic History, or, on the other, any Economics
however, to make any changes before the course had been

in working order for a time, Hence when in 1911 one of the members of the Board, Mr. Penn, -
g‘mposed to make Economics and Constitutional History compulsory, the
he idea of change was not, however, given up and when in 1913 the qu

History compulsory was raised sev

Honours course.

proposal was negatived.
estion of making Indian

eral members thought that the time had come to revise the

At a meeting of the Board held on July 25, 1914, it was resolved that, “ as it is desirable

to remodel the regulations for the Honours course —Branch

circulate recommendations for

In accordance with this resolution schemes drawn u

V—the Chairman be instructed to

the purpose.” This resolution was carried mem. con., but
Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar wished it to be placed on record that he did

s_m\mi Ayyangar, and Fathor Carty were circulated to the members of
time for full consideration of the proposals. None of these is exactly the

adopted,

not vote

p by Mr. Allen, Mr. Corley, Mr. Ranga-

the Board with ample
scheme that was finally

It was intended that the proposed changes should have been considered” at the meeting of
much time wds spent over other business at that meeting that

the Board in July, 1915, but so
1t was resolved to defer the fulle

was duly held on October 21,1915 At that meeting se

r consideration of the Honours course to

another meeting, which

ven of the twelve members were pres:nt

—Mr. Allen, Father Carty, Mr. Corley, Mr. Green, Mr. Krishnaswami Ayyangar, Mr. Macphail

and Mr, Rangaswami A yyancar.
by the Senate. Mr Rm'n'aliﬁ R

Five of the seven were in favour of the scheme approved of
eddi (who was not present) in his minute on the schemes

supported Mr. Rangaswami’s scheme, but it may. be mentioned that he is Professor _of English
1n the Maharaja’s College, Mjysore, but Mr. Denham (who was also not present), who is Professor
roposed in' his_minute that five subjects should be made compul-

of History in the same jcollege
sory. Mr. Penn, of the Noble

llege, Masulipatam (who was also not p

Proposed a scheme almost exactly the same as the one adopted. He and 1
eeting was held, voted for the approval of the Board’s proposals

at home at the time when the m
when they came before the Sena

resent), in his minute
Mr. Dodwell, who was
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The following is an extract from the minutes of the meeting held on October 21, 1915 :—
** Resumed consideration of the§proposed alterations in the B.A. Dogree Honours conrse in
History and Economics and of Mr. 8. Srinivasa Ayyangar’seroposals remitted from the Senate.
g) Myr. Macphail moved that the following four general subjects bo made compulsory in the
onours courso :—(1) The History of India, (2) Constitutional History of Grear Brifain and
Ircland, (3) Politics, (4) Economics. Father Carty moved as an amendment that it is desirable
that the Honours degree should be conferred only upon students who have passed the ordinary
B.A. degree examination and that the gewueral subjects should be less numerous. On a division
the motion was carried by a majority of five to two, Father Carty and Mr. Rangaswami forming
the minority. (¢) Macphail then moved that any two of the following subjects be taken as
gftional subjects :—(1) Economic History—a special subject, (2) Politics—a special subject, (3)
istory—a special subject, (4) History—a special subject, (5) Indian History—a special subjeet.

This was agreed to by a majority of six to one, Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar voting against it.”

From this it will be seen first that Father Carty wished a change which would have
rovolutionized the Honours course by confining it to candidates who have already qualified for
the ordinary B.A. Degree. With this idea several members of the Board have considerable
sympathy, but the old argument, which was used ten years ago when the Honours courses were
introduced, that many good students who would be willing to take a three years’ Honours course
could not face a four years’ *course was felt to have still greater weight now that the Law course
to which many History students go on has been extended to three years. In the opinion of the
majority of the Board this was a sufficient reason for rejecting Father Charty’s’ proposal.
Secondly, it may be noted that in the selection of optional subjects the majority was si¥ to one,
Father Carty voting with the majority. :

We bave dealt at some length with the history of the matter for two reasous. First, in the
Benate, as the protests show, an impression was created that the Board had acted burriedly and
without proper consideration. Father Carty’s speech unfortunately was misunderstood by some,
and Mr. Rangaswami Ayyangar drow a fancy picture of a hungry Board anxious to get away to
breakfast while as a matter of fact the meeting in October at which the Honours courses were con-
sidered was held in the afternoon. The members of the Board naturally opposed the proposal to
send back for reconsideration a scheme which had already been fully considered and of which the
large majority of the Board approved. ] o

Becondly, had there been want of consideration in the Board there would have been some
Emund for a protest against the action of the Senate in approving of the proposols. When there
as been no ularity of the kind we submit that the opinion of a small minority of a Board

of Studies should not be allowed to override the opinion of a large majority backed as it is by the
approval of the Senate. i

When we turn to (A) the intrinsic objections to the proposed changes, it will be seen that the
case against them resolyes itself mainly into an airy advocacy of specialization (which they are
alleged to prejudice) without any attempt on the part of the protestants to consider the precise
value of specialization or its legitimate place in a course of University studies.

. Bhe consideration which has largely guided the majority of the Board of Studies, and
which doubtless contributed to the decision of the Syndicate amd of the Senate in favour of
the proposals, is that specializaticn is only desirablo when it proceeds on the basis of a sound
Yenenl course in the subject in question. This basis is not sufficiently supplied by the existing

ntermediate course ; nor is it guaranteed by the Regulations for the Honours course in
History at present in force. Mr. Rangaswami’s memorandum, paragragraph 7 (1), frankly
admits that existing regulations fail to ensure  a good course of general historical edueation,’
and Father Carty’s proposal, ‘referred to above, that all Honours students should first pass
through the ordinary B.A. Course indicates clearly that in his opinion the Intermediate course
is an 1nadequate preparation for specialization. :

That the existing regulations would permit a college to pursue what under present
conditions cannot but be regarded as an undesirable type of specialization, is not an unreal
danger, and it is not unreasonable for the University to seek to guard against it by some more
ctrlrlgpnt guarantee than the good sense of the colleges concerned. So far as the colleges can
be relied on to make such a selection as will provide -the general course desired, the result will
not greatly differ from what the Senate is endeavouring to secure by regulation. For the
examination of 1916 the subjects actually offered by the various colleges are—(A) (1) General
Ind.la'n History, (2) General Constitutional History of Great Britain and Ireland, (3) General
Pohtws2 (4) General Economics, (B) (1) Indian History Period, (2) European History Periods,
gz Pohtlcs..speoml subject, (4) Economics, special subject. It,is noteworthy that General

ropean History, which was offered by one college at the two previous examinations, has this

ear been given up, presumably because it has been found to be an unsuitable subject for an
onours course on account of its unwieldy size—an opinion evidently shared by the majority

) .
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of the members of the Board of Studies. The Maharaja’s College, Trivandrum, has not yet
sont up any candidates. It is, therefore, difficult to compare_its options with the new course.
Indian History, European History and Economics appear from Paragraph 8 of Mr. Rangaswami’s
protest to be in fayour at Trivandrum. The new course provides fwo subjects in each. But
1n any case the college cannot have gone very far on the path of its * development ”’ or speciali-
zation and a change now will affect it less than it would some years later when it might have
hardened into a definite mould.

The very large measure in which the colleges have in practice made a selection of subjects
that substantially agrees with the course proposed not only justifies that course but disposes
of the prejudicial suggestion that thero is any idea of ¢ dr ooning all colleges into one
uniform pattern.” On the other hand, the “ natural expansion ** which Mr, Rangaswami hopefully
predicts as possible (paragraph 6) can only bo effected by the omission of some of the subjects

v i previously taken, and would be likely, therefore, to produce those aberrations in specialism_

which the Senate’s action is calculated to prevent.

It must bo remembered that this problem of specialization affects nob only the colleges
that teach but also the students who are taught. However desirable it may be that particular
teachers should become specialists in one or other side of the wide range of studies included
under History, Polities and Economics, it is not desirable to give the same bent to'a large
body of students (prospective teachers, lawyers, and Government servants) who do not yet possess
the necessary equipment of a general study of history and its kindred subjects. So far as an
individual student here and there is qualified to pursue a more specialized course, more parti-
cularly in subjects that entail research, the University has now made generous provision for
them in the recently ereated studentships. This provision and the work to be done by the Pro-
fessors of Indian History and Indian Eeconomics may be expected to foster the growth of an
Indian school of historical students specially qualified to grapple wish Indian historic or
economio problems. It is not necessary or desirable, for this end, to deprive a whole class of
students of the opportunity to acquire a general knowledge of History, Polities and Economics
in order that one or two of their number and their teachers may follow their special bent.
In this connection the ** division of labour” among the colleges urged as desirable by Mr.
Rangaswami (paragraph 8, ete.) is misleading. Geographical considerations prevent the colleges
from offering to students alternative subjects. The student has to choose between the whole
course as offered by one college and whole course as offered by another. Where any
college so restricted its course as not to afford a good general training the students of that
college must necessarily suffer. For the futare of school and college teaching, especially, it is
undesirable that the University should bestow the Honours Degree in History on those who
are ignorant of (a) British History beyond the Intermediats standard or (4) Iudian History or
(¢) Economics. Under the regulations which the Senate has amended it was possible for a
student to take an Honours Degree without a knowledge of one or all of these subjects. As
to Politios, the fourth compulsory subject proposed, the Senate has lately voted its reintroduc-
tion to the Pass course ; a fcrtiori would it scem desirable as o subject for Honours.

If due regard is had to the limits of specialization in the teaching of undergraduates and
to the actual point reached by those who have just passed the Intermediate Examination we
believe the course preseribed under the amended regulation will sufficiently commend itselfl ;
and a comparison of the practice of other Universities will further support the same conclusion.
Thus for the Bombay B.A. Honours and M.A. in History and for the Allahabad M.A. in
History, Polities, Economios and Constitutional History are compulsory subjects.

It remains to answer sundry minor objections to the proposals. Thus it is alleged (1)
that the course is unduly political, (2) that the course is overweighted, (3) that the change
makes it difficult to distinguish between the Honours and Pass courses, (4) that the change
involyes injustice to the mufassal colleges. To deal with these seriatim we reply :—

\- (1) The tradition of the University during the years that Polities has formed part of
¢ History course has been to emphasize the historical and comparative side of Polities, not
the abstract. Had Mr. Rangaswami, drawing upon his many years of experience as a member
of the Board of Examiners, remembered that fact, he need not have feared lest ““a study of
abstragt polities apart from its historical setting may lead to misapplications of political prinei-
Ples and conclusions.” His colleagues on the Board have been quite as much alive as he can
be to the danger of abstract polities floating in the air. It is the sense of this that suggests
the desirability of including Constitutional History among the compulsory subjects, for there
Rot only an important aspect of British History but the history of institutional growth for a
thousand years and upwards can be studied. This should prove of some use in developing
Sound conclusions on the subject of institutions that are made and institutions that have grown ;
Dor is any one who has dealt faithfully with Stubbs, Maitland, Anson, ete., likely to rise
from their study with the idea that the British Constitution is, for either examinational or

other purposes, of facile reproduction.
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(2) The reply to the chargo that the course has been overweighted by the substitution
of a general subject for 'a special ono is to be found in the calendar, If regard is had either
to tho other Honours courses or to the ordinary B.A. Dogree course in History it will be seen
that by comparison the course proposed is not too heavy for a three years’ curriculum for
Honours students. The students who take up Honours ﬁstory are quite equal to other
Honours students, Father Carty and Mr. Rahgaswami appear to us either to underrate their
eapacity or to exaggerate the length of time that has to be spent on the preliminary English
part of the course. They scem to us also to exaggerate the length of tims required for lectures
on the general subjects, while Father Carty eertainly, in our opinion, underestimates the length -
of time required for the special subjects. We fail to see how he can obtain the “ specialization ”
he desires if he doevotes to a special subject—say the Age of Louis XIV—only “ three or four
months’ study.”

(3) Tge argument that the change makes it difficult to distinguish between the Honours
and Pass courses rests on the assumption that identity of subjects calls for identity of treatment.
But so far is this from justification that it is possible to impose different standards even on the
same questions. It will bo the duty of the Board of Examiners to see that a proper distance is
kept between the Pass and the Honours ; nor in view of the difference in time and in the amount
of English studied ought there to be any hesitation in demanding from the Honours student a
much higher standard than from the Pass. It may safely be said that there is no intention to
lower the value of the Honours Degree. Tt may be further mentioned that, if the Senate’s
resolution to introduce Politics into the Pass course is sanctioned by Government” all the
existing general subjects except Economic History corresﬁ)ond to subjects in the Pass course.
We havo not heard that the Examiners on the Honours Board have found it impossible to set
suitable papers because papers on the same subjeet were also being set by the Examiners on the
ordinary Board.

4) The charge that tho change involves injustice to the mufussal collegestwould be a
serious one if true. The analysis already given (page 3) is sufficient to show that there is no
undue interference with their liberty of action; and Mr. Rangaswami’s plausible appeal for
oonsideration (paragraphs 10 and 11) for what the colleges may have done already in * building
up suitable and adequate provision in books, appliances and above all specialized staff ” so far as
it is not met by the same review depends for its cogency on a fallacious view of the fixity of the

rosent subjects. Mr. Rangaswami does not even quote the facts correctly (paragraph 11). The .
sm ““ batch ” of Honours students were examined in 1914. As it is proposed that candidates in E

1919 should come under the regulation as revised, it is evident that only five (not siz) batches
are to be allowed to take the examination before any change of subjects is made. The specious

statement that the Board has been content ta let the subject-lists remain unchanged for . . . .

“ the first eight years of the Honours course (1911-19) " is reached only by adding to the above

span of five yoars (1914-18 inclusive) the three years of study undertaken by the first * batech” _ .

before any examination could be held. The presumption regarded by Mr. Rangaswami as
reasonable that the subjects would have remained unchanged for some time longer is quite
gratuitous. There was a tacit understanding in the Board of Studies that no change should be
made for the first few years, but if the more comprehensive changes here under discussion had
not intervened it is certain that the Board of Studies would have been asked to make some
change in the selection of subjects to take effect at the examination of 1919. For what the
argument is worth it may be contended that the amendment of the regulation, by giving a
larger measure of fixity to the course, will somewhat reduce the possibility of such bardships as
Mr. Rangaswami deprecates. But it is much more important to note, as we have emphasized
above, that the University has to consider the interests of the students as well as those of the
colleges. If, as we believe, the change is in the interests of education the pecuniary damage to
the colleges is of secondary importance. And in what does this damage consist ? = Mr. Rama-
nathan’s special contribution to the subject gives the answer. He objects to the * waste entailed
on the college in the matter of library and other equipment.” This contention that a library is
** wasted "’ unless it is being utilized for the purposes of an examination needs no refutation and
casts an interesting light on Mr. Ramanathan’s conception of the functions of a library. The
loss or inconvenience caused to the colleges by changes can easily be exaggerated. At the same
timo every yoar that passes would accentuate the difficulty of making any change, if the argu-
ment were allowed to prevent or even to arrest the change in contemplation.

In conclusion we submit—

(1) that the proposed change is desirable in the interests of education and of the eventual
creation of a well-based school of Indian historical and economic studies ;

(2) that the thorough discussion given to the proposals in the Board of Studies and
ratified by the action of the Syndicate disposes of the charge of undue ‘haste or imperfect _
consideration ; and : : B

(3) that the resolution of the Senate, in confirmation of the action of the Syndieate, is.
entitled to be regarded as a considered judgment on the question and as such to receive the -
approval of Government. - .

E. MoxTerrE MacPHAIL,
H. J. Avwex.
Ferrano E. CosLEy.
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v
Memorandum No. 1215-2, Educational, dated/21st July 1916. ;
In continuation of telegram No. 2491-2, dated the 18th July 1916, the Syndicate
of the Madras University is informed that under section 25 (l) of the Indian
Universities Act, 1904, the Government sanction the alterations in the regulations for
the B.A. History “ Pass ”” course submitted with the Registrar’s letter No. 2309,
dated the 27th March 1916.
2. Separate orders will issue in respect of the alterations proposed in the B.A.
History “ Honours ” course.
A P. RAjAGoPALA ACHARIYAR,

To the Registrar, University of Mairas.

Order—No. 867, Home (Education), dated [12th Aungust 1916.

In continuation of Memorandum No. 121562, Educational, dated the 21st July
1918, the Syndicate of the Madras University is informed that under section 25 (1)
of the Indian Universities Act, 1904, the Government sanction the alterations in the
regulations for the B.A. History ¢ Honours”” course submitted with the Registrar’s
letter No. 2809, dated the 27th March 1916.

: (True Extract)
P. RAJAGOPALA ACHARIYAR,
Secretary to Government,

To the Registrar, University of Madras
Copy to the Director of Public Instruction.

Editors' Table.

(EDUCATION)

.0. No, 867, 12th August 1916

University Regulations
Sanctioning certain alterations in the — relating to the History,courses for the B.A. Degree
Examination. '

Seerelary to Government. ‘\A
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Letter—f: . GiLeERT SLATER, M.A., Professor of Indian Fconomics. : f
To—the , University of Madras.
Dated—the 19th April 1916,

As o protest has been made against the revised regulations for the B.A. (Honours) fxamina- u-
tion in Branch V and as this examination is the one which specially concerns my department,

T shall be grateful if you will kindly put before the members of the Syndicate a brief expres-
sion of my views with regard to the lssueraised. 3 :

At Senate meeting I voted in favour of the revised regulations, but with much mis-
giving. My principal reason for voting for the change was that the present regulations,
under which it is possible for a student to get .the hlg!wst degree pf the niversity in Econo-
mios, without even offering a paper or answering a amgle. question lin Economics, appeared _ .
to me deplorable, On carefully considering the Jmatter since it scems to me that thefpew l_LU.
regulations are open to other objections of an equally serious character.

One feature of the change agreed to by Senate is that a certain number of compul-
sory subjects with some optional subjects are substituted for an extmordinarilz;ride range of
options. It is against the principlé involved in this change that the protest has been lodged
by some ul:dunbut of the Senate ; but so far as I personally am concerned the principle appears
to me sound. 7

The second featare of the oh;g: ) examination under new regulations will -
become, not one in History and its name implies, but in History, Political IL
Beience and Boonomics. i the f COonstitutional History is an obligatory subject |1 _
as well as Political Science and nomic History is not an obligatory subject, Political Science _

: : is made to take precedence of Economics; and the study of Economics, already made very

: : ! : _ 8 subordinate to that of History, is pushed still further into the background. It appears to me
e T ¥ Wl s Y X ‘ to be an extraordinary inconsistency that at the;very time that the University has appointed
, : JF s ; s an University Professor of Indian Economics, it should carry through changes in the exami-
BN . \ » i pation whioh will compel students in Economies to diminish 'still further the small amount
2 N | & of time which they can spend on the study of Economics. It is either good or bad that the

s Fy 4 b & study of Economics should be fostered. If it is good, then ;the new regulations must be
) | condemned ; if it is bad, the University Chair in Indian Economics should not have been

-

= created.
2 1 I would further deprecate the position given to Political Science in ¥g the new regulations
[,L for another reason. It is gener:llg admitted that jIndian students are too much ir the habit j
LR | 8 of relying upon book madini the cramming of lecture-notes, rather than on a real and 4
: - : a : conereto dnf; of the subject

]| immensely the teaching of Economices from Jthis point of view, because the facts with which
8 the Bcience of Economics desls surround both/the teacher and the student. But it is completely
i different with Political Science. To understand Political Science it is necessary to have some
B real knowledge of the working. of at least some governmental institutions. Teachers from
: | England who come up to India almost immbly have left their home country at such an early
i & age that they have had mo chamce of taking any practical part in the political life of their
3  mative oountr{y. Indian teachers are at least equally unfitted to understand Political Science.
2 [ | Except therefore in very exceptions the teaching of Political Science in the Madras () |
: " Presidenty would n ly be acase of the blind leading the Wind, or, to put the matter =~
without metaphor, of the teaching being in the hands of teacherS“who have to rely entirely
upon book knowledge, the books available being themselves for the most part unpractical, and
aﬁzoat without exception very misleading.

, “" TFor this reason it would be better to postpone the introduetion of Potitical Science as a
%‘ eompulsory subject for B.A. (Honours) Branch V until the colleges in the Presidency are very
) . much better equipped than they are at present for teaching the subject.

If in spite of these considerations it is still determined to introduce Political Science intg the

examination for the B. A, (Honours) Degree, Branch V, on a footing of equalityjwith Economies,

I would respectfully urge that this should be done by giving the stu‘énnt the alternative of

,  taking his degree in History and Economies or in History and Political Science. The amount

| of time that is available for students is in suffieient for a simultaneous study of three|subjects;
| and the compulsion put upon them to study all three must lead to a superficial smattering.

I would therefore suggest that there should be an Homnours Degree Branch V (a) in
History and Eeonomies and an Honours Degree Branch V (b) in History and Political Science
and that for the former degrée students should be examined in Economic Theory, Indian +

l:}oonomies and Economic History, in additfon to such other History subjects as may be con-
sidered most advisable.

y seeking ujmto facts at first hand. It is possible to improve
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Dr. Slater’s communication on 1 and 2 ante forwarded by the Hon’ble Sir b 4

Harold Stuart deals with alterations passed by the Senate on the 4th March last, Vi
relating to the degree courses in History and Economics, The consideration of the
proposed alterations is held over pending receipt of the protests | by certain
members of the Senate and the memorandum of repl thereto'promised by the Regis- [
trar. Professer Slater's communication may be taken into 'consideration when the /
main subject is d;:lt with, Meanwhile, thelaﬁle [may, it i:ﬁ s;ll)mitted, lie over. No
reply appears to be necessary to Professer Slater’s demi-official on page | ante. v

T.K —8-5-16. | & g

P. RajacoPALA ACHARIYAR.—10-5-16. e

Ask Registrar demi-officially to expedite the protests and the reply thereto.
; P.R.—4-6-16.
A draft demi-official is submitted for approval.

E.A.V.—4-6-16.
C.R.—5-6-16.

Demi-official—from the Hon'’ble Diwan Bahadur P. RasacoPaLs ACHARIYAR
Avargal, c.E., Secretary to Government, (Educational)
Department.

To—F, Dewssury, Esq., B.4., L.L.B., Registrar, University of Madras.

Dated—Qotacamund, the 7th June 1916.

No.—1429-1.

With reference to the correspondence ending with your official letter No. 2855, dated the
10th April 1918, regarding certain alterations in the regulations relating to the B. A. (Honours)
D course in Branch V, History and Economics, I am to ask you to expedite the submission
of the protests and the reply memorandum referred to in your letter. i

Demi-official—from F. Drwssury, Esq., B.a., LLB., Registrar, University of

To—the Hon'ble Diwan Bahadur P. Rajacorara AcmArryir Avargal c.ay.,
Secretary to Government, (Educational) Department. :
Dated—Kotagiri, the 12th June 1916.
Your demi-official No. 1429-1, Educational, dated 7th instant, has been forwarded to me

P.R.—6-6-16.

here. ,

The reply memorandum in support of the resoluticn of the Senate amending th

B LV Fitoe i oabiud o Skt s
Senate Committee at their request for revision, and in all probability the m d i
ready for submission to the Government within the next fgw days. Fyrasgag sl

. Submitted that the protests and the reply memorandum i
Mr. Dewsbury be awaited. i Tl gran A
E.A.V.—135-6-16.

From the Registrar, University of Madras, No. 4316, doted tie 16th June 1916. =

The alterations now proposed in the University Regulations relate to the courses
of study for the B.A. * Pass” and “ Honours ’* courses in Brauch V, History and
Economics,

The resolutions numbered 1 (a) and 1 (3) relate to the alterations in the B.A.

“Pass” course ; the alterations consist in the introduction of * Political Science ”” as
a subject of study in the place of “ Special Subjects.” The proposed alterations
under this head seem to be unobjectionable, and may, it is submitted, be at once
approved. The Syndicate intend that the alterations sbould take effect as from the
examination of 1918, that is, o as to modify the course of study to be entered upon. ..
by students in July next, and they therefore request early orders. 3

cdis in print. The proofs have been submitted to the | :?

P.R.—14-6-16. 38
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£ 3 2. The modifications ed in the B.A. “ Honours” course are those com- -
- prised in the Senate’s resolutions (ii) («) and () (page-3 of -the current-file). The
k- . existing curriculum under this head and that proposed are reproduced below for
e 1 facility of reference :—
E  § Existing ourrioalum : Regulution 207. Proposed curriculum (page-3-cavsent-le). ﬁ7
4 ] A candidate shall offer himseif for exami-
: nation in .
- (A) any three of the following sub- (b) that in Regulation 207 under “V”
_ jects :— History and Xconomies " for the existing para- .
! 1. Indian History—a general survey of Earsphs (A) and (B), the following paragraphs
F 3 an advanced character. substituted :—
E 3 2 European History,—A.D. 476 to A. D. (A) Each of the following subjects :—
4 : % 1878—a general survey of an advanced (1) History of India.
4 character. (2) Constitutional History of Great
3. Oonstitutional History of Great Britain | Britain and Ireland.
and TIreland.—a general survey of an (8) Politics.
- advanced character. (4) Economics.
1 ‘ 4. Economie History of Great Britain and
Ireland—a general survey of an advanced
character.
5. Keonomics—s general survey of an
advanced character.
6. Polities—a general survey of an
advanced character.
¢ (B) Any three of the following sub- (B) Two of the following subjects :—
i jects :—
; 1. Indian History—a special subject. (1) Economic History—a special -
2. History do. subject.
: 8. Do. do. §2) Polities—a special subject.
4 P 4. Do. do, 3) History— do.
B ‘5: Polities do. (4) History— do.
3 6. Economics do. (5) Indian History—a special sub-
: 7. Economie History  do. ject.
B -8. Elements of Historic method in rela-
‘ tion to
< (a) a special period of Indian History,
§). a special period of British History
“to be (stu jod from advanced works and
aathorities. o
(c) L - > -

From the statement above it will be observed that the changes proposed are the
substitution of four compulsory general subjects of study for the present choice of
three such subjects out of six and a reduction in the number of optional special”
subjects so as to keep the total number of subjects to be studied the same as before,

viz., six. The other

changes are consequential. The alterations are intended to-

come into force as from the B.A. (Honours) Degree examination of 1919, i.e., from

the beginning of the next academic year.

S 8. The alterations affecting the Honours course have evoked a considerable

*M.R.Ry. KKZVB I%A:xmthnn
3 NS gaswami Ayyangar.
»  O.P. Ramaswami Ayyn.
,, K. Ramanuja Achariyar.

The Rev. P. Carty. s. J.

The Rev. E. M. Macphail.
Mr. H.J. Allen.
Mr. F. E. Corley.

amount of opposition and formed the
subject of protests by the inally
noted *members of the Senate. Copies of
their protests and the reply memorandum
in support of the amendments {prepared
by the Committee of the Senate ;gmposed
of the marginally noted fmembers who
were selected under Regulation, 64) will
be found on pages 7 to 18 and 19 to 24,

respectively, of the current-file.—— O
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~ The argnments advanced by the protestants and those urged in reply in support ;
of the amendments are summarized below :—

a) General.—(1) The modifications do not represent the unanimous decision
of the Board of Studies ; the members of that Board from two out of the three
mufassal ¢ Honours *’ colleges were against them.

(2) The existing curriculum has not been sufficiently tried and found wanting
and it cannot therefore be contended that the changes proposed are based on adequate
experience of teaching or examining under this curriculum.

3) While the existing curriculum allows of a greater or less degree of speci-
alisation and facilitates natural expansion of the range of Historie and Economic
studies in the University by the gradual addition of such further subjects of study
as future experience may indicate, the scheme proposed reeks to reduce the number

of available subjects from 15 to 9 and would not allow of such natural expansion. .

Thus the proposals err against the general trend of academic opinion by unduly

restricting—or even negati.vmg——!reedom of options and opportunities for specialized

study and liberty for individual variation in the highest course of study, and as such
they are reactionary in character and bound to have a depressing effect not merely

on the affiliated colleges which have made beneficial use of the freedom given, but

also on the Erogress of historical studies and work generally.
(®)

eminent position in comparison with other subjects; the study of Polities ”” in the

abstract without General European History (which it is propesed to omit) may lead -

to the misapplication of political principles and coneclusions.

(2) The increase proposed in the number of obligatory general subjects from
three to four will overweight the course and it would be difficult to distinguish bet-
ween the  Pass " and the “ Honours ” course, since the four compulsory subjeets of
study proposed for the latter are identical with those of the former. Further, the
omission of the words “a general survey of an advanced character ” which occurs in
the existing curriculum may possibly lower the standard of the % Honours ” examin-
ation and raise that of the « Pass” examination, bringing the former fo very much
the same level as the latter.

(8) The change involves injustice to the mufassal colleges ; for while only
one of the nine subjects retained (special subject of Economic History) would
remain a new oue to the colleges at Madras and in the mufassal, some of the other
retained subjects may have to be taken up in the Honours course for the first time
by mufassal institutions and mufassal colleges will have to give up at the same time
gome subjects (historic method in relation to Indian History, special subject in
Eeonomics, and General European History) for which theymli{{ve been buildng up

suitable and adequate provision in books, appliances, and above all, in specialized

(4) The incidence of the change will almost exclusively fall on the mufassal
colleges ; the provision that the University Professors should teach * Honours ” classes
will have the effect of providing for the teaching in the Madras Colleges by a Univer-
sity officer, of a subject which these colleges have hitherto omitted to choose ; and in
the result there would be an intensification of the feeling of irrigation which has
already found expression in the Senate against the preference believed to be extended
to the colleges in Madras as compared with the colleges in the mufassal.

4. The replies of the Senate committee do not seem to meet all the objections
satisfactorily.

In regard to the general objections referred to in paragraph 3 (a) supra, the
Senate committee point out that the undesirable type of specialisation provided for
in the existing curriculum and about which the protestants seem to be very keen 18
not an unreal danger and that it is not unreasonable for the University to seek fo
‘guard against it by some more stringent guarantee than the good sense of the colleges

vinls of detail.—(1) In the proposed scheme Polities ”’ occupies a pre- :
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/Lt )/ ante are dealt with by the Senate committee in paragraphs (1), (2), (3) and (4) on
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concerned. The Senate committee prove by a recital of facts that the proposals
adopted by the Senate have received sufficient consideration by the Board of Studi
and that the opinion of a small minority of that Board should not be allowed to over-
ride the opinion of a large majority backed as it is by the approval of the Senate.
(It may be observed that the proposal was carried by a majority of 37 against 35.)
The objections in points of detail referred to in paragraphs 3 (5) (1), (2) and (3)

pages 22-to-23 of the carrent-file. i',» '

5. In this connection attention is solicited to Dr. Slater’s letter to the University |
Registrar on pages b-to-7 ante. . He is of opinion that the examination under the #
proposed regulations will be not one in History and Economies as its name implies : .
but in History, Political 8cience and Economics, and that owing to the fact that Feo- S

nomic History is not an obligatory subject, the study of Economics which is already
made subordinate to History is pushed still further into the background, He consi- *__

‘ders it to be an extraordinary inconsistency that at the very time that the University

has appointed an University Professor of Indian Economics, it should carry throngh
changes in the examination which will compel students in Economies to diminish
the small amount of time spent by them on the study of Economics. He also depre-
cates the position given to Political Science in the proposed scheme and would post-
pone its introduction as a compulsory subject until the colleges are very much better
equipped than they are at present for teaching that subject. If it is nevertheless
determined to introduce Political Science, he suggests that there should be an
“ Honours ” degree in Branch V (A)—History and Economics—and in Branch V (B)
—History and Political Science—and that for the former students should be examined
in Economie Theory, Indian Economics and Economic History in addition to other
subjects in History.

6. Attention is also solicited to the remarks of the Director of Public Instruction
in his u.o. note on page 3 of G.0. No. 365, Educational, dated the 27th March 1916,
in regard to the concentration of University teaching work in Madras to the neglect
of the mufassal colleges which “ do not directly share equally with the Madras
“ colleges in the advantages of this kind of University development.” This point
has been referred to with a certain degree of alarm by M.R.Ry. Rangaswami Ayyan-
gar in paragraph 15 of his memorandum.

7. Submitted that the file may be forwarded u.o. to the Director of Public
Instruction for favour of very early remarks (vide the last sentence of his u.o. note
referred to in paragraph 6 ante).

EAV.—2:-6-16.
T.K.—23-6-16.

7

To the Director of Publie Instruetion.
P. Rajacopara AcHARIYAR—25-6-16.

Orrice o THE Dirrcror or PusLic INsTRUCTION.

The arguments of undue haste and want of consideration are sufficiently met by
the reply to the protests. The majority in the Board of Studies was not negligible.
A unanimous decision would of course have been preferable, but this will never be
attained. As regards colleges taking “ Honours ” they were two against two. The
real opposition came from Trivandrum. There is little in Father Carty’s protest except
the proposal dealt with below to change the whole system of * Honours ” courses and
examinations, The Senate majority was narrow, but with the present constitution
of that body it must be narrow. It is unfortunately the fact that the merits of
matters discussed there weigh less than party. o

The History “Honours” course was practically framed by Mr. Lepper of
Trivandrum. It got through the Syndicate and Senate when the University was
reorganized ten years ago, mainly because everybody was so tired of controversy as -
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to be glad to let anything through, but it has never been regarded as satisfactory by
’ many people competent to form an opinion
about it. It rests on a wrong conception

‘ of the meaning of an “ honours *’ course,
This is an important point. treating it as though its object were to
P.R.—5-7-16. | encourage research, whereas this belongs
: to postgraduate work and is beyond the
powers of young men in the middle of
their graduate course. Moreover, the
whole theory of giving “ honours ” is that the men of the same year are compared
as regards ability and industry with one another. Consequently the examination
should be as far as possible of the same standard for all. The large number of
options in the present course makes this ideal very difficult of attainment. It is also
the case that there is a possibility that colleges will not make a selection from the
optional courses that will give their students a sufficiently wide historical training to
make fruitful any research work they might afterwards take up. On these general
grounds I think the Senate was right in approving the proposed alterations ; they
make for uniformity of standard and are against premature specialisation.

They are criticised in detail on various grounds, and I will take first the points
raised Ly Dr. Slater. I have discussed the question with him and Mr. Allen, who
represents the views of the majority in the Board of Studies that framed the new
regulations. T entirely agree that more weight ought to be given in the new courses
to Economics, especially Indian Economics. I also am strongly in favour of

Dr. Slater’s suggestion to divide the

course into two, History.and Polities, and

I think so too. History and Economies, but I do not

P.R—5-7-16. | think it is_advisable to press this change

till better times, as it would involve

material strengthening of college staffs.

In the Presidency College, for instance, a Professor of Kconomics would be wanted

and probably also an Assistant Professor. Meanwhile Mr. Allen is prepared, if the

tions in question are approved, to propose to the Board the addition of another

optional subject to the list—Indian Economies. This would enable a student to take

economic subjects out of six, ie, the four compulsory subjects including

Economics, and Economic History and ‘Indian Economics, I place a letter from

Dr. Slater below which explains the position as agreed to by him and Mr. Allen.

It will be observed that this neets also one objection of the protestants—the
dropping from the optional list of a special subject in Economics.

The complaint originating from Trivandrum that the new course narrows the
range of studies unduly, means, I think, that sufficient importance is not given to
Indian History, and in particular that the elements of historic method in relation
to a special period of Indian History is omitted. I cannot see how a special period
of Indian History, or indeed any histo-
rical subject, can be treated without some
insight being afforded into the elements
Quite so. of historic method. I think that _as

P.R.—5-7-16. | regards this Trivandrum can go on using

In connection with B-V. in the new
course all the Intlian History material it
has collected, whether of men or books.
It will further be observed that under
Another important point. the new course, if modified as Dr. Slater
: PR.—5-7-16. desires, a student will be able to take

three Indian subjects out of a total of six,
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As regards the exclusion of European
History, I am sure the Senate is right.
The subject is too vast for ‘‘ Honours ”’
examination purposes even if, as the
University appears to think, it can be
. profitably treated in outline in the ¢ Pags”
course. The argument that a knowledge of it is necessary for a study of ¢“ Politics ”
is well met by the reply to the protests. The days of an abstract Aristotelian
treatment of politics are over. The subject is now dealt with historically and is
itself a vehicle for imparting a knowledge
of the broader aspects of History. The
books that colleges now possess on
European History will be wanted for
Politics so that here again the complaint
of waste is groundless.

I am in sympathy with Father Carty’s desire to make the “ Honours” course
succeed the ¢ Pass” course except that there would then be no reason to call if an
“ Honours ”’ course, but there does not seem sufficient reason to treat History
differently in this matter from the other subjects. If a general change were mooted,
it would have my support. Of course it is
quite possible to teach the same subject
to a higher standard in ‘ Honours”
classes than in ¢ Pass” classes. In all
subjects the work in the two classes
PR.—5-7-16. | covers partly the same ground, and the
fact that ‘¢ History ” is somewhat ill
defined, offering & very large range of
choice of subjects, is not really any reason
why we should seek to keep in it
the ¢ Pass” and ¢ Honours’ courses
distinet. Father Carty is moreover hardly consistent; he wants’ to have European
History in both ‘¢ Pass ” and ¢ Honours ”’ courses and so to diminish the difference
between the two.

In fmy note at M, I admit that the Madras have an advantage over the

: mufassal colleges. I regard this as

r.{;;l%.of 0 0% Bl awag, | 974 Yemh inevitable ; the system of University

Professors alone would make it so, though

I hope that by visits from these Professors and the delivery of courses in the mufassal

colleges something will be done to ease the situation. The professorial system is not

however the only cause of the advantage, but the other causes due to Madras being

the centre of University as of other activity in the Presidency are equally inevitable.

I think the mufassal colleges wight with profit study the fable of the belly and the

members as well as that of the dog in the manger which Mr. Macphail only
anticipated me in mentioning in the Senate.

I now turn to the practical results of Government refusing to approve these
regulations. In the first place Indian
History will not be a compulsory subject
and the exeeuntive of the University will
be under no obligation to make it so.
ooeflr':i;geg oemmB endto:x g;gdiﬁn . v means of | v protestants gwill _therefore have

PR.—5-7-16. | defeated a specific intention of the Senate.

97" | Even if the Syndicate directs the Board

of Studies to frame new proposals, there
is no probability that they will differ
substantially from the present ones. The

P.B-—5-7-16 .

P.R.—5-7-16.
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party of the protestants have put forth all their strength, the other party has some-
thing in reserve, they can rely on the support of some of the membere of the Board
of Studies who have hitherto not taken part in the proceedings. Mr. Allen mentions
two, I could add at least one more, 3 5

If, however, Government are prepared to approve the resolutions, I think there :
is sufficient in what I have written above to prove that, if Dr. Slater’s compromise 18 ;
adopted, the mufassal colleges will have much less to complain of than they now
think, and perhaps Government might in so many words advise the adoption of this
compromise or might say that they understand that there is an intention to propose
the addition to the list of optional subjects of ¢ Indian Economics” and that if this
i8 ?epted, some of the objections urged against the new History course in “ Honours ”’
‘vi be met. '

J. H. Srong—27-6-16. ‘ 'lj":

Demi-official —from Dr. G. SLATER, M.4., Professor of Indian Economics. ; : b2
To—the Hon'ble Mr. J. H. StoNE, c.LE., M.A., F.RES, Director of Public
Instruction. v

Dated—Coonoor, the 24th May 1916. . s
Tt ocours to me that it will bs convenient for you to have my summary in writing of the
conclusions which I understand to have been reached in our conference on Monday, so far as
they affect me :— ;
(@) I understand that Allen and Macphail are willing to support energetically the
addition of Tndian Economics to the optional subjects for Honours Branch V, this addition to be
effective at the some time as the coming into operation of the new regulations under discussion.
(6) I understand that Allen and Macphail will support the publication of a s_yllabus and .e
list of recommended books for the Economics examination That such syllabus and list be drawn
up by mysell 'rlmt they will not support without what they consider very strong reasons any :
alterations in my syllabus to which I object. ; ;
(¢) 1, on my part, express my opinion that, in the event of the Board of Studies. ¢
following the lead which I understand, will be given to it by Allen and Macphail as per (a) and A
(b), the mew regulstions are an improvement, from my point of view, to the old, and I am
pre to accept them temporarily, in view of the difficulties to colleges in improving their
at the present time. 1 hereby authorise you to convey this expression of opinion to Sir
Harold Stuart, Mr. Rajagopala Achariyar and Mr. Moir, to whom I have previously expressed po: 7
the opinion that the Yurking of Indian Economies in the new regulations made it advisable that
they should be sent back by the Government for reconsideration. : ¢
(5) I remain, at present, of the opinion that it would be better to give the students in
ranch V the alternative of & more thorough course of study in History and Economics or History

~

and Politics instead of combining Hisfory, Economics and Politics in one scheme of examinations 5
compulsory on all students in hononrls(lfranch V. With further knowledge of the students and o
colleges I may change this opinion ; ¥ut if not, I hold myself at liberty to press for this altera-

tion at any time when the practical difficulties pointed out by Mr. Allen, and recognised by you,
no longer appear to be formidable. But I do not, at present, if the new regalations be approved . |
by the Government, intend to support any movement for going back to the old regulations ds to "N
something like them. a2t

(e) I do not consider that my position in the University will be satisfactory until I am
sppointed a Member of the Board of Examiners in History and Economies. I do not want
ei'r;r to set papers or to mark them. But I think it is highly desirable that I should have the
opportunity of revising the papers set in Economics. And I cannot see why there should be the
slightest hesitation in appointing me.

EpvcatroNAr DEPARTMENT.

The Director identifies himself with the views of the majority in the Board of
Studies and %supports the proposed changes. In his note (pages 6 to 9 ante) he
deals with all the objections raised to the revised regulations in the profests. As
regards the objection raised by Dr. Slater, that the new regulations tend more to
discourage than encourage the study of Economics, he states that he has since discussed
the matter with Dr. Slater and propases the acceptance of a compromise suggested by
Dr. Slater himself. Dr. Slater originally wanted that there should be two degrees m
History “ Honours”, viz, one in “ History and Economics” and the other in
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« History and Political Science ”. But in view of the’
involve by way of necessitating additional staff to colleges (page é ante), Dr. Slater
will for the present rest content if an addition of “ Indian Economics ”’ to the group
of optional subjects is approved by the Board of Studies and a syllabus and a list of
books recommended for the Economic examination are published by the Board.
At the conclusion of his note Mr. Btofne aocorgingly suggests the remitting®
. he whole question as ards the
. h this word bas not, actually been used « Htonours 2 co:llrse to the Seﬁe with an
b;ghm’ e mPhe.‘. such a procedure. 3 ico to accept the compromise promised.
It is for consideration whether the course may be adopted. It seems to be the most
feasible solution of the qf’:restion. ‘
The resolution, so

tes to the © Pass’’ course, may be immediately

accepted—please see ph L of office-note on page /. supra.
The Hon’ble Sir P. 8. Sivaswami Ayyar has expressed a desire to see this file
while under disposal. 4 2
E.AV.—1-7-16.
C.R.—1-7-16.

I have perused this correspondence with some care and I have no hesitation in
expressing my entire concurrence with Mr. Stone in the views which he has
expressed. Absolute unanimity we probably never shall bave in matters like these :
and I think that it will be a serious responsibility for the Government to take to
veto—in what after all is a technical matter—the recommendations of experfs, or at
any rate the majoritly of experts. The recommendations may therefore be approved
in their entirety. It may be left to the Director of Public Instruction and Mr. Allen
to move the Senate, in due course to add “ Indian Economics ” to the list of optional
subjects.

P. Rasacorara AcHaRrIvAR—5-7-16.
: P[EexTLAND |—6-7-16.

No objection has been taken to the alterations made in the History course for
the pass degree and there is no_question for consideration in regard to these altera-
tions, which must be approved. :

9. The alterations in the honours course have excited much controversy and
have called forth several protests and a reply by a Senate Committee in support of the
opinion of the majority. I have also gone through the arguments on both sides very
carefully and have considered the Director of Public Instruction’s note. I am unable
to adopt the attitade of unqualified and unconditional approval which the Secretary
recommends. It is unneceseary to go over the whole field of controversy, and I will
confine my remarks to the few points which require to be considered with reference
to the conclusions I have arrived at. Personally Iam inclined to agree with Dr.
Gilbert Slater that the History branch should be bifurcated into () History and
Economics and (3) History and Polities. But in view of the practical difficvlties
referred to by Mr. Stone, such bifurcation is probably inexpedient at the present
moment. One very desirable result of this bifurcation would be to reduce the
number of obligatory subjects to three. .

3. Even at present; it would be possible and desirable to reduce the burden of
four obligatory general subjects by relegating Politics to the list of optional subjects.
The only argument in favour of the inclusion of Politics is that, as it has been intro-
duced as a subject for the Pass course, it should be a fortior: desirable as a subject
for the Honours course. This argument overlooks the fact that the ccurse of study
contemplated with reference to cach of these subjects for the Honours degree is of a
much more advanced character. If the argument that the obligatory course for the
Honours degree should comprise every subjeet included in the course for the pass
degree is valid, the list ‘of obligatory subjects now proposed for the Honours course
should be extended by the inclusion of ¢ General European History ”.
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4. The weakest point in the case of the majority is the reduction of the list of
optional subjects. The arguments of the majority are all directed against the dangers
of too early and too narrow specialization. The undesirability of bestowing the
Honours Degree on those who are ignorant of British History beyond the Intermediate
standard or of Indian History or of Economics may be conceded. In so far as the
very wide latitude of choice now allowed permits a student to reject any of these
subjects, reasonable objection may be taken to the present course. But when the
necessary level of knowledge in'a number of general subjects has been secured by
prescribing four obligatory subjects, it is difficult to understand why the number of
optional subjects from which two have to be chosen should be ecut down. As a
matter of fact, there is not a single argument worth the name for the curtailment of
the optional list. - Dr. Gilbert Slater pressed for the inclusion jof Indian Economics,
and his proposal has -been accepted by Messrs. Allen and Macphail in the edfente
cordiale arrived at between them. I would advise the Senate to add to the list the
subject of * Elements of Historic method in relation to a special period of History
which forms item 8 in the present optional list. If these two subjects are added, the
objections of the Protestants will be met to a large extent. The inclusion of these
two additional subjects will not affect any college Which does not wish to take them
up. On the other hand, it will benefit the Trivandrum College, which has been
specializing in these subjects. _ :

5. The Regulations now proposed by the Senate are open to serious objection in
that they propose to bring the changes into operation at once from the beginning of
the academical year 1916-1917 and dd’ not give any time to institutions like the
Maharaja’s College at Trivandrum to adjust themselves to the changes. It may be
all very well for the Presidency and the Christian Colleges which have perhaps been
teaching these identical obligatory subjects to conform to the new Regulations. But
it is hardly fair to other colleges” which have framed their courses differently under
the present Regulations. No great harm will be done by postponing the operation of
the new Regulations for a year, so that they may affect only the Honours Degree
examination of 1920.

6. To sum up, I would tell the Senate that, while approving of the policy of
guarding against too early and narrow specialization by preseribing a eertain number
of obligatory |subjects, we should like to see the number reduced to three by the
relegation of Politics to the optional group,

that the subjects of * Indian Ecomomics” and ¢ Elements of Historieal
method in relation to a period of History ” should be added to the optional group,
and
that the operation of the rules should be postponed for a year so as to affect
only the students who join the Honours class in 1917-1918.
P. 8. S[1vaswamr Ayvar}—9-7-16.

Telegram—1from the Registrar, University of Madras.
To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department.

v

Dated—Madras, the 7th July 1916.
Kindly state for information Syndicate probable datu/{’r;e—r: upon this office letter 2309,
Bated 27th March last, submitting amendments pass B.A. Historyjeourse. Colleges reopened
requiring instructions.

The file relating to alterations in the B.A. History course was circulated to
His Excellency the Governor and the Hon’ble Sir P. S. Sivaswami Ayyar, K.CS.I,
0.LE., on the 6th instant im-bex-5 and is now understood to be with the latter.

2. For orders whether the present telegram may be sent to the Honourable
Member for perusal.

E.A.V.—8-7-16.
C.R.—8-7-16.
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Please telephone Private Secretary to His Kxcellency the Governor and enquire
if His Excellency has passed orders; and if he has, please telephone to the Hon’ble
Sir P. S, Sivaswami Ayyar and say that Syndicate have wired for urgent orders and
and the reasons given by them. e ‘
« P. Rajacorara AcHARIYAR—8-T7-16.
Submitted that as directed above telephonic messages were despatched to the
Private Secretary to His Excellency the Governor and the Hon’ble Sir P. 8. Siva- C)7

swami Ayyar—viddabp(T): :
2. l{ has been ascertained that the Honourable Member handed over the

file to His Excellency at Government House yesterday and that the file is now with
o His Excellency. ‘
X E.AV.—10-7-16. p
A C.R.—10-7-16. '
4 Wire to the Registrar that the matter is under consideration. These papers
should go into the main file when it comes back from circulation.

i X - P.R.—10-7-16.
j‘ 2 - The following telegram to the University Registrar is for approval :—
: 4 “No. 2491-1. Your telegram. Amendments B.A. History course. Matter

‘“is under considerat.on.”
E.A.V.—10-7-16.
. ' ! C.R.—10-7-16.
\{ ' ' - 3 As personally directed by the Secretary, tke following telegram to the Registrar
‘ & A of the University is submitted for approval : —
3 “No. 2491-2. Reference your letter 2309, 27th March last. Alterations in
- Wy “ the regulations for B.A. History pass course sanctioned. The changes proposed in
E ‘‘the Hoours course still under consideration and may take some time to dispose
X ' . B
> BA.V.—18-7\6.
C.R.—18-7-16.
: P.R.—18-7-16.
v ! These are differences among experts, i.e., the Syndicate and also the Board of
‘ i _ ! Studies : in the discussion of which 1t has not been usual for Government to inter-
48 f = : vene. And after congidering Sir Sivaswami Ayyar’s suggestions, I cannot advise
| '8 Government to intervene now, The division of the Honoars History courseis at _
: present impracticable, as Dr. Slater agrees : while the arrangement made with him
will result in the inclusion of Indian Economics as an optional subj There is no [ a
difference of opinion in regard to the Pass alterations and as (see fotes. 57\ &
the Honours changes are.to come into force as from the B.A. Homours Degree /
examination of 1919, for which the three years course has only just begun, I would
leave the question of notice to the .University authorities. I agree with the

Secretary.
P[rNTLAND ] —19-T7-16.
A draft memorandum informing the Syndicate that the Government approve the
, 1 Y alterations proposed in respect of the B.A. History “ Pass”’ course and that separate
: orders will issue in respect of those relating to the “ Honours ” course is submitted
for approval. After the issue of the memorandum the file will again be submitted V

for action with reference to His Excellency’s orders above. ;
E.A.V.—20-7-16. 3\\
{

C.R.—20-7-16.

| Issue the memorandum and resubmit the file sharp. :
P.R—21-7-16. i it
[ Memorandum No. 1215-2, Educational, datedE:t July 1916.] el
The memorandum has issued and the file is Fesubmitted. :
E.A.V.—22-7-16. :
’ C.R.—22-7-16.

Hon’ble Sir P. §. Sivaswami Ayyar. |
_ R N R T
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AT oy B o A R & A s ; A& i Pleasa circulate to my other Colleagues. :
bR, s \ : ' M) ‘ . P. 8. S[1vaswamr Avvar]—24-7-16.
A it ot v Sradh LKAt . Hon’ble Sir Alexandar Cardew. ‘
R : bt ' Hon’ble Sir Harold Stuart.
P. Basacorara Acaarivar—25-7-16

Section 25 of the Act says: “The Senate, with the sanction of the Government,
may from time to time make regulations. . . .for the courses of study to
be followed by candidates for any University examination.” The function of the
Government under this section seems thus to be either to sanction, or to withhold sane-
tion from, the regulations made by the Senate. No one, I understand, advocates the
retention of the present regulations for the Honours course, which certainly seem to be
open to criticism, and it seems to be generally agreed that the revised regulations now
submitted for sanction by the University are a move in the right direction and an
improvement on the existing regulations. But the Hon’ble Sir Sivaswami Ayyar
proposes that, while approving of the policy of the revised regulations, we should
suggest certain further modifications. I am not certain whether my Honourable Col-
league proposes to sanction the revised regulations, coupling our sanction with certain -
suggestions, or to refuse sanction to the revised regulations until the further modifi-
cations are introduced. T should be decidedly opposed to the latter course, because
there seems a generally held view that the revised regulatious are better than the
present regulations and it would thus be a mistake to refuse to allow this improvement
to go forward merely because it does not seem to achieve perfection. The other coarse,
i.e., of suggesting certain further improvements, seems rather outside our functions. 3%
Those suggestions can be brought forward in the appropriate University forum by .o’
those who advocate them. The matter, as His Execellency has observed, involves
differences between experts, and I doubt whether it is altogether advisable for the
Government to intervene, especially as these educational disputes seem to generate /
80 much heat and to be debated, as the Director of Public Instruction tells us, more
on party lines than on their merits. By merely sanctioning the revised regulations,
we take no side in the controversy, and as the revised regulations are generally
admitted to remove reasonable grounds of objection in the present course, it would
seem clearly best to give sanction. I would therefore take that course. The date of
introduction 1s clearly a detail for the University rather than for us.

A. G. C[arpEW }—26-7-16.

I agree with His Excellency and Sir Alexander Cardew as to the action to be
taken. My view is that our intervention should be limited to matters of first-rate
importance and even that should be rare. It is expedient to give the Senate the
widest possible powers and thus enforee its responsibility for the administration of
University affairs.

w
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H. A. S[Tvarr]—26=7-16.
P.S.—Since writing the above, I have received a letter from Professor Gilbert
Slater from which I extract the following :—

“ You will be glad to hear that on Saturday morning I got the Board of
Studies in Economies and History to resolve unanimously to recommend to the next
Senate meeting that ** Economics, a special subject ¥ be added to the options for the
B.A. Honours (Branch V). After all the controversy we had, and after Stone’s inter-

view with Allen and myself, I think Macphail ought to have moved thisas Chairman. .
and Allen to have supported it. Allen did not turn up, and Macphail did not even
put it on the agenda. When I moved it, therefore, there was naturally a protest that B
. i so important a question should not be sprung upon the Board without notice. I had £

therefore to give some account of the circumstances as a justification for insisting on e
pressing the question to a vote. Then I got the unanimous vote in the affirmative.” T
H. A. S[ruarr]—26-7-16. e
Hon’ble Sir P. S. Sivaswami Ayyar. ~
His Excellency.

¢ P.R.—27-7-16.

| I am sorry I am unable to agree with my Honourable Colleagues. What I meant
. to suggest was not that we should veto the regulations but that while according sane-
1 tion to the regulations we should make certain suggestions to the Senate. I do not-
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oonsider this to be outside our functions nor do I agree that we can only accept or

J N.K.—11-8-16.

‘v

reiect the recommendation. This last question, however, need not be now considered.
I think that by declining to form or express an opinion on matters of difference
submitted to us, we are abdicating our functions.

“As I observed before, the memorandum in support of the Senate resolution
gives no reasons whatever for curtailment of the optional list in the (B) subjects.
Mr. Stone hi suggested that Government might in so many words advise the

: o addition of ‘‘Indian Economics” in the : ,
S tl":e]:t pestgraply o} s £oe, 296 B list of subjects. This shows that there &
is nothing out of the way or improper =

P. 8. S[tvaswanx Ayvan]—28-7-16. 4 pyaking s suggestion to the Senate.

I still think that we should make the suggestion to the Senate that as there do
not seem to be any strong grounds for curtailing the list of B subjects, the subjects
of “Indian Economics” and “Elements of historic method in relation to a special
period of history ” might at least be added to the B list so as to obviate grounds for 0

complaint.
I hope His Excellency may be able to see his way to accept this suggestion at

least.
T press this point; the proposed regulation will affect the Trivandrum College by

preventing it from taking up a subject for which it has shown a preference 1n

the past.
P. S. S[tvaswamr Avyar|—28-7-16.

I regret to be unable to agree with Sir Sivaswami Ayyar in this matter ; but
after careful reconsideration and having in view the opinions of Sir Harold Stuart
and Sir Alexander Cardew, I remain of the opinion already expressed that Govern-
ment have in the past acted wisely in refraining from intervention in discussions of
this nature: and that I cannot advise such intervention mow. On all grounds it

would seem to me impolitic.

Seen

A ST

P. 8. S[avaswaur Avvar]—8-8-16. , :

A draft order sanctioning the alterations in the B. A. History “Honours™ WU

course is submitted for approval. R
E.A.V.—10-8-16.

C. RamaNuia AcrArIYAR—12-8-16.
P. Rasagorara AcHARIYAR—12-8-16.
[G.0. No. 867, Home ( Rducation), dated the 12th August 1616.] |

I have issued the Government Order sanctioning the changes in the B.A. History E

“ Honours” course. I beg to bring to notice that the resolution of the Senate is to &
bring these changes into operation with effect from the beginning of the University
year 1916-17—please see page 2 of the owrremt-fite. As the University year has ¢
already commenced and over a month’s teaching has also been given—presumably
under the old course—it would, I fear, greatly irritate the opponents of the changes
now sanctioned if the University should be so unwise as to bring them into operation
(practically with retrospective effect) from the beginning of the current University
year. May I write demi-officially to the Registrar suggesting that it would be
well if the changes are introduced with effect from the beginning of the University

year 1917-18 7
P.R.—14-8-16.
His Excellency understands that the introduction of the changes has beén
deferred to 1917-18.
T. E. Moip—31-10-16.

Hon'ble Sir P.-S. Sivaswami Ayyar-for perusal.
P.R.—1-11-16.

P. S. S[rvaswaur Avvar]—2-11-16.
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