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HOME (EDUCATION) DEPARTLIF'NT‘

SRS

GO No. 754, 11th June 1917

Remuneration.
Sauutxoumg the proposals of the Director of Public Iustruction regarding the payment of —

to examiners in conneckion with the examination in school-management and the art of tpacbmg
@ beld under the Code of Regulations for. Eumpom: Schools.

} | Rrap-—the following papers :—

I

Letter—from the Hon'ble Mr. J. H. SroNE, M., P.R.HE.8, ¢:1.E , Director of Publie
Lustraetion
; To—the Seerotary to Government, Home (Education) Department.
R Dated—Madras, the 9th March 1917.
3355 No~~R.C. 9635 16.

Under article 65 of the Code of Regulations for European Schools, an examination
in school-management and the art of teaching for European teachers in European
schools is held in the month of December every year. The question papers for the
examination are'set and valued by dvlmntuwnlul officers and 1o remuneration has
been paid to them for the work done hitherto.  For the examination leld in Detem-
ber 1916, 25 eandidates appeared of whom 22 passed, and the amount of admission
fee realized at Rs. 5 each was Rs 125. No contingent charges in conneetion with
the exammation have been incarred. Mr. Yates, Inspector of Schools, IX Circle,and
Mr. Thompson, Assistant Inspector of European and Training Sehools, set the qll@&f!un
papers and valued them,wand the [nspector of European and Training Seheols suggests
that these officers mdy ‘be remunerated for the extra work done. I agree with him as

there is no reason why fhey should not be remunerated Jike the examiners in_conneec-
) tion with the lsum‘wa 1 sehool and scholarship examinations. I beg accordingly to
S suggest that the examination under reference anay be treated as part of the J'eachers’
certifionte examination held under the Madras Educational Rules and that remunera-
tion may be allowed to the examiners at the same rates.as those fixed for the latter
examination

2. If my suggestion is approyed, the amount calculated at these rates eomes to —

F] Rs. 143-11-0 in the cuse of Mr. Yates

+ 119=11-10 e Mr. Thom pson

and I request that these amounts may besanctioned. The. charge may be met from
the current year’s provision under “ Teachers’ certifieate examination charges.”

3. The favour of early orders 1s requested.
) eq

| .

Il

% o i Endorsement No:‘ 1171-1, Home (Education), dated 13th March 1917.
; e Referred to the Accountant-General for fayour of early remarks.

(By order§

v * bt - .
, C. RAMANUJA ACHARIVAR,
Reqistrar.

[ ;
To the Aecountant-General.




. No. 754, Hown (Evvoattox), 11mn' Juws
Letter—from the Accountant-General. T
To—the Seoretary to Government, Home (Education) Dopartment.

Dated—Madras, the 23rd March 1917, -
Now—G.A. T4-227T91, .

In returning herewith the enclosure .received with Howe tion) Depart-
ment Endorsement No. 1171-1, dated the 18th Mareh 1917, 1 ) the honour to
state that, if Government consider that %:e conduet of the iation in school-
management and the art of teaching for European tenchiers in Eu schools does
not come within the ordinary duties of the departmental officers who conduct them,
there is no audit objection to these officers being granted hoporaria on such a scale as
Government may be pleased to fix. . The grant ufl'»:noral'i: in such a case will come
under article 72 of the Civil Service Regulations and the powers. of sanction in
individual cases will be regulated by rules (¢) and (d) of that article. °

*

4

N
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Order—No. 754, Home (Education), dated 11th June 1917.

The Government approve the proposals of the Director of Public Instruction to
treat the examination in school-management ands the .art of tesehing held under
artiole 65 of the Code of Regulations for Buro Schools us part of the examination
for teachers’ certificates held under chapter i of the Madras Edueational Rules and
toallow the examiners for the former the same rates of remuneration as those fixed
for the examiners for the latter. . .« -

2. The Government also sanction, under article72 (8) and (d) of the Civil &'ﬂﬂ
Regulations, the payment to Messrs. Yates and Thompson of & remuneration of Ru

143-14-0 and Rs. 119-11-10, respectively, for their services in conneotion with the
examination held in December 1916.

- >

3. The charge will be met from the "ourrent year’s budget prevision under
“ Teachers’ certificate examination charges.” g t »

- L

(True KExtinot) g

R Ramacnaxvra Rao,
Seeretary o Government,

To the Director of Poblie Instzucten.
Accountant-Genersl.
»w  Financisl Department,
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 the ondinary dutie
X i tmount&::{h.jﬁ W |
Rs. 125. l‘h‘nn the net cost

- 5. Further, the proposal ‘
reference to the proposal of the Direots
of remuneration te the examiners appo
and supervisor’s tests, the Director was req
return of normal finaneial conditions—vide G.O
the 19th Ooctober 1916, s T R :

Tt is therefore for consideration whether the Director u
ingly in the present case also. ‘ AR

The file may be sent to Financial for remarks. : s
T.K.—81-8-17. | B . :

If it be admitted that the examiners should be remunerated for the work done
by them, and I have no doubt that they are entitled to some remuneration, the olaim
should be supported in this department; the fact that inereased expenditure, should

-

34

only be on imperatively necessary objects is not, I venture to think, a ground ':r.

withholding from people what is rightly theirs. T do not know how far it is to
regarded as a rule that the examiners’ remuneration should not exceed the fees
realised ; probably there is no such relation between the two. But in any case there
seems to be no ground of any sort on which the amount realized in fees,i.e., Rs. 125
should not be devoted to the practical remuneration of the examiners,

E. A. Harnvar—2-4-17.

Fisascrar Dupaxranxr.

In 1900 the Government decided that no remuneration should be granted to
officers of the Edueational Department for conducting the practical test of the general
Teachers’ Certificate examinations, but that fees at the ordinary rates mi lllhl"lid for
the written test and that those officers would also be entitied to fees or conducti
the Technical and Gymnastio Teachers’ Certificate examinations—paragraph 2 of G.0,
No. 84, Educational, dated 17th February 1900. The seales of remuneration ‘
the examiners who conduct examinations for Teachers’ Certificates are as follow (vide
page 6 of G.0. No. 1096, Home (Edueation), dated 19th Ootober 1916) :—

.

For setting Fer valuing.
, _ : RE. A P RS A P
(1) Organization and diseipline .. 5% 0 0 0 12 o
(%) General principles and education 33 5 4 D 8 0
(3) Methods of teaching 33 5 4 089

2. In 1908 Government declined to sanction the payment of any remuneration to

officers of the Educational: Departuient for assistance rendered by them in the conduct @

of the Kuropean Scholarship examinations (chapter IX of the Code of Regulations for
European Schools) on the ground that the conduct of the examinations in question must
be regarded as forming part of the regular duties of Edueational officors and sanetioned

payuent of remuneration to the other examiners—vide G.0. No. 244, Educational,
dated 27th March 1908,

3. In the same vear in G.0. No. 285, Educational, dated 'Sth A il 1908, it was
held that “ under article 141 of the Educational rules it is theduty of the Ins of
Training schools and the staffs of the training institutions to conduct the
examination for teachers’ certificates ” and the Government werenot therefore

to sanction the payment of any remuneration to them forassisting in that examination.
4. But subsequently, on the representation of the Director of Publie Instruction

that the Educational officers who assisted in the conduct of the European schola
n 1907

examination and the preliminary examination for teschers’ certificates i
led to expect remuneration for their work, sanction was accorded to

iminary

@ Edueatio

! X‘Instruoﬁ_on as requested (o arrange us best as he could for the ma
~ European 'ozoo

- seems scarcely necessary to incur an expenditure which is not of an imperative |

F
i R

‘pecessity at a time of financial stringency.

Meorandum No. 17101, Educational
- 269, Kducational, dated 3rd May 1909).
onal, dated &th October 1908, the Director of
Mques! ragement o
ool and scholarship examinations including the High School examinat
on the linea of the examinalions heid in the preceding year. 'I'ie institution of a separat
examination in sehool mentand in the art of teaching for teachers in™Buropean
schools to qualify themselves for teachers’ certificates was sanctioned in G.0. No. 740

nﬁ, dated 4th November 1908. I G.0. No. 122, Educational, dated 4th
Mareh 1909, pending final orders on the general question of the payment of remunera-
tion to officers of the Kducational Department for work done in connection with
Government examinations remuneration was allowed to those officers who assisted in
the Buropean seliool and teachers’ certificate examinations held in 1908, : :

6. In 1909 new ments were made for the conduct of the Examinations
under the Code of Regulations for European sehools by the Kuropean School Exami-
nation Bourd and the payment of remuneration to all examiners whether officials or
non-officials in connection with Primary and Middle School and Scholarship examina-
tions and High Sehool examination was sanctioned (G.0. No. 269, Educational, dated
8rd May 1909),

7. In 1916 the Director of Public Instruction raised the question of payment of
remuneration tothe examiners in connection with the Sub-Assistant Inspector’s and
Supervisor’s tests. The Director of Public Instruction was asked to renew his propo-
sals after the return of normal financial conditions—G.0. No. 1096, Home ( Education),
dated 19th October 1916,

8. The present proposal of the Director of Public Instruction relates to the pay-
ment of remuneration to examiners in connection with the examination in school
management and the art of teaching for Buropean teachers instituted under G.O.
No. 740, Bdueational, dated 4tly November 1905,

The Director of Public Instruction stated in 1908 that the Inspector would be able
to manage the examination in school management and the art of teaching for European
teachers and that the whole thing would be on a small scale—vide his note, dated 26th
October 1908, on page 3 of notes to G.0. No. 740, Educational. dated 4th November
1908, Up to date uo remuneration has been paid to departmental officers for conducting
the examination,

The case for the payment of remuneration now put forward by the Director of
Public Instruction is that there is no reason why the examiners for the examination
in question should not be remunerated like the examiners in connection with the
European School and Scholarship examinations. His proposal is that the examination
in school management and the art of teaching for European teachers be treated as
part of the Teachers’ Certificate examination held under the Madras Educational Rules
and remuneration allowed to examiners. With reference to what is submitted in
paragraph 1 above, if the proposal to treat the examination in school management
and the art of teaching for European teachers is treated as part of the general
Teachers’ Certificate examinations, the payment of remuneration to examiuers follows
automatically. :

Examinations for teachers’ certificates do not fall under the head of technical
examinations but they are departinental examinations. Please see Educational office-
note, dated 30th March 1903, on page 2 of Notes to G.0. No. 285, Educational, dated

18th April 1908,

The reasons assigned by the Director of Public Instruction appear to be more
sentimental and not sufficiently strong. Moreover the examination of 25 candidates
cannot be any arduous task and the examination is not a self-supporting one and W

73, e

ork of that departmen
gust 1908—paper I as G.0. N

5. 10 G.0. No. 701, Edueati
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definitely

St : latter 1s the Assistant ]nhpoohrd Kuropesn
; submitted that the conduet of the examination
X ordinary duties of Mr. Yates whereas it falls within

this connection attention isdrawn to the Assistant Seeretary
August 1915, in the notes to G.0. No. 2078, Revenue, dated

wharemn it was decided that tliere was no objection togrant honoraris to outaide exa
—that is, officers of !
This is not quite in point. Al officers of  portle of article Ci

the Forest department are not couneeted with e R Iations, Mr. Yates way be cons-
. —— dered aa an outside examiner as hebas

LEK —17-4-17.

Schools and he may be granted the remuveration recommended by the Director.  But
as it comes within the ordinary duties of Mr. Thompson to conduct the examination in
question, no remuneration nead, it is submitted, be granted to him.  For orders,

T HR-—14-4-17

1 am not at all sure that Financial ean agree thut the holding of these examinations
is not a part of the ordinary duties of officers of the Educational Department. These
officers have not only to teach but also to test the knowledge of students and 1 do not
see how these purticular examinations can be held to be non-departmental ones. 1f
they are departmentai then I submit the Governmeut may require any officer of the
department to undertake them without extra remuneration (ef. article 72 (¢) of the
Civil Service Regulations). [ am not sure whether we have been gu b” any
definite principle in sanctioning the payment of examination fees to officers of the
Eduecational Department, but it seems tome that it 1s wrong priveiple to remunerate
these officers for lolding departmental examinations us opposed to outside exsmina-
tions.  In the present cuse teachers’ vertificates are granted by the de it aud all
preliminary exammations are undertaken by the department—rvide article 65 of the
Code of Regulations for European Schools—and | beg to submit that any officer of the
department nay be deputed to set and hold a departmental examinion without any
claim to extra remuneration

In my humble opinion therefore Financial should advise aguinst the proposal.

Fnl‘ ol 1‘01 S.

L. B Kzeswaw—17-4-17.

A doubtful case. Personally I ineline to the view stated at A above
according to which it is for Educational to decide whether the conduot of these
examinations is or is not the ordinary duty of a particular officer.  Of course it is open
to Government to require any Educational officer to assist, and if he is so required, O
the work may be held to be part of his ordinary duties. Whether it should be so
held, when the work is outside his previous sphere, e.g., the cnse of Mr. Yates in this
file is another question. '

Will Home (Education) kindly cireulate to the Honourable Member (Financial)
before orders issue. ;

L. Davimson—21-4-17. 7

Hous (Epucatiox) Depamraesr.

The question whether the officers of the Educational De nent should be
remunerated for their services in connection with the conduet of departmental exami-
nations appears to have been discussed more than once befm—-phlu “ ges
of notes to_G.0. No. 503, Educational, dated the Tth July 1908, und pay
8-10 of notes to G.0O. No. 269, Educational, dated the Hrd May 1909
Hammick held that the officers should be remunerated (page 3 of notes to G.O

it
r

nothing to do with lmphnmdm! 4

ey

)

, partioular question now raised by the Diréctor of Public [n
re ¢ the examiners in the “ examination in school management and i

R or teachers in Buropean Schools ” may be submitted to His .
B ﬁoﬂomnorsnd the Honourable Member (Finaneial) for orders. &t
- PRUA-IT. AR e

TR 90417 -

E. A Harver—30-4-17.

The balance of sound oll)inion appears to be that the particuiar examinations in

uestion are part and parcel of an Educational officer’s duties whether he be attached to
: Lop-n schools or not.  But there are precedents either way. Submitted for orders.
Ao 5 R. Ramacuanpra Rao—1-5-17.

This should have been submitted to His Excellency first. z
Anyway I do ot think any net cost to Government should be incurred, and if
a fee is to be given, it might be a lump grant of Rs. 60 to each examiner.
A. G C[Annnw“i—Z-&—N.
I understand from the Director of Public Instruction that he has now"at my
* instance bad an opportunity of eonferring with Sir Alexander Cardew who permits him
to say that Sir Alexander Cardew is willing to accept the Director of Publie
Instruetion’s proposal.
I agree with this deeision. :
P{eNTLAND | —29-5-17. o
Draft order submitted. Perhaps it may be forwarded to the Financial Depart- ;
ment for perusal before issue. .
P.R.—30-5-17.
T.K.—2-6-17.
E.A.H.—5-6-17.
R.R.—6-6-17.

Fixasciar. DEPARTMENT.

Seen and returned with thanks.
L. E. Kgrsnaw—7-6-17.

Hoxg (Evpvcation) DEPARTMENT.
: Submitted for orders whether the draft order may 1ssue. s
: P.R.—8-6-17. 3
e : T

E.A H.—9-6-17.

(G.0. No. 754, Home (Education), dated 11th June 1917.]
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= In the present case although the examination may be considered to fall outsid

= 4

 Nomss 10 G.0. No. 754, Houn (ovoxrion), 11z Jowe 101
Under artiole 72 (c) of the Civil Service Regulations— AT
“ Remuneration shall not be given under this ruls for superintending
rendered compulsory on persons belo ing to the :

: blic service, or any other examination t
- conduct of which comes within the ordj dutiup:f the officer or officers condueting
But romuneration may bo granted ton:goen superiutendivg an examination the condu
which is declared by the local Government not to come within the ordinary duties of the o
or officers conducting them. If fees aro levied from the uudidl!{lppearing at an examinatio
and the amount of such fees is sufficient to cover the honoraria of the examiners,the re !

required . . . to the Government of Iudia or the Secretary of State in certain cases shall
not bo necessary.”

the ordinary, duties of the officers, the remuneration proposed to be paid to them
amounts to Rs. 263, while the fees realized from the candidates amounted only to
Rs. 125. Thus the net cost to Government is Rs. 138,

5. Further, the proposal does not appear to be one of imperative necessity. With
reference to the proposal of the Director of Public Instruction regarding the payment
of remuneration to the examiners appointed in connection with the sub-assistant’s
and supervisor’s tests, the Director was requested. to renew Lis proposals after the
return of normal financial conditions—vide G.0. No. 1096, Home (Education), dated
the 19th October 1916.

It is therefore for consideration whether the Director may be informed accord-
ingly in the present case also.

The file may be sent to Financial for remarks.

T.K.—31-3-17.

If it be admitted that the examiners should be remunerated for the work done
by them, and I have no doubt that they are entitled to some remuneration, the elaim
should be supported in this_department; the fact that increased expenditure should
only be on imperatively necessary objects is not, I venture to think, a ground for
withholding from people what is rightly thews. I do not know how far it is to be
regarded as a rule that the examiners’ remuneration should not exceed the fees
realised ; probably there is no such relation between the two. But in any case there
seems to be no ground of any sort on which the amount realized in fees,i.e., Rs. 125
should not be devoted to the practical remuneration of the examiners,

E. A. Harveyr—2-4-17.

Frxascrat DeparTMENT.
In 1900 the Government decided ‘that no remu: eration should be grauted to

officers of the Educational Department for conducting the practical test of the general
Teachers’ Certificate examinations, but that fees at the ordinary rates might be paid for
the written test and that those officers would also be entitled to fees for conducting
the Technical and Gymnastic Teacher’s Certificate examinations—paragraph 2 of G.0.
No. 84, Educational, dated 17th February 1900. The scales of remuneration paid to
the examiners who conduct examinations for Teachers’ Certificates are as follow (vide
page 6 of G.0. No. 1096, Home (Education), dated 19th OQctober 1916) :—

For setting. For valuing.

BS. (A. P RS. A. P.

(1) Organization and discipline ... « 80 0 0 0 12 0
(2) General principles and education ... e SR04 0.:80
(3) Methods of teaching e A0 B 4 0. 8.0

2. In 1908 Government declined to sanction the payment of any remuneration to
officers of the Educational Department for assistance rendered by them in the conduct
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_ Nomms 10 G.0. No. 754, Hous

carios), 11ta June
n Scholarship examinations (chapter IX of the Code of Reg
urop ools) on the ground that the conduct of the examinations in qu
- be regarded as forming part of the regular duties of Educational officers and s
-, ggont of remuneration to the other examiners—vide G.0. No. 244, Ed
o ‘ 27th March 1908, ;
£ 8. In the same year in G.O. No. 285, Educational, dated 18th April 1908, it
’ held that  under article 141 of the Educational rules it is the duty of the Inspector
Training schools and the staffs of the training institutions to conduct the preli
examination for teachers’ certificates” and the Government werenot therefore prepa
to sanction the payment of any remuneration to them for assisting in that examination.
4. But subsequently, on the representation of the Director of Public Instruction
that the Educational officers who assisted in the conduct of the European scholarship
examination and the preliminary examination for teachers’ certificates in 1907 were
to expect remuneration for their work, sanction was accorded to the payment of
A <\ remuneration in respect of the examinations held in that year (G.0. No. 503, Educ
tional, dated 7th July 1908). Government however adhered to the opinion that the
conduct of those examinations should be regarded as forming part of the regular duties
of Educational officers and that officers of the department should not expect toreceive
any remuneration for conducting examinations which are morefless directly connected
with the work of that department (Memorandum No. 1710-1] Educational, dated 3rd
August 1908—paper T as G.O. No. 269, Kducational, dated 3rd May 1909). i
6. In G.O. No. 701, Educational, dated 8th October 1908, the Director of Public
g Instruction was requested to arrange as best as he could for the management of the
. European school and scholarship examinations including the High School examination
on the lines of the examinations heid in the preceding year. ‘T'he institution of a separate
k. examination in school managementand in the art of teaching for teachersin Eur
" schools to qualify themselves for teachers’ certificates was sanctioned in G.O. No. 740,
# Educational, dated 4th November 1908. In G.O. No. 122, Educational, dated 4th
e March 1909, pending final orders on the general question of the payment of remunera-
tion to officers of the Educational Department for work done in connection with
Government examinations remuneration was allowed to those officers who assisted in
the European school and teachers’ certificate examinations held in 1908.
- 6. In 1909 new arrangements were made for the conduct of the Examinations
5 . under the Code of Regulations for European schools by the Kuropean Schiool Exami-
pation Board and the payment of remuneration to all examiners whether officials or
non-officials in connection with Primary and Middle School and Scholarship examina-
i tions and High School examination was sanctioned (G.0. No. 269,  Educational, dated
| Srd May 1909).
y 7. In 1916 the Director of Public Instruction raised the question of payment of
remuneration tothe examiners in connection with the Sub-Assistant Inspector’s and
Supervisor’s tests. The Director of Public Instruction was asked to renew his pro
sals after the return of normal financial conditions—G.0. No. 1096, Home (Education),
dated 19th October 1916.

, 8. The present proposal of the Director of Public Instruction relates to the pay-
, ; ment of remuneration to examiners in connection with the examination in school
. o management and the art of teaching for European teachers instituted under G.O.
o - No. 740, Educational, dated 4th November 1903,

e The Director of Public Instruction stated in 1908 that the Inspector would be able

3 <)  to manage the examination in school management and the art of teaching for Euro
Aty [ teachers/that the whole thing would be on asmall scale—vide his note, dated 26th
oy October’ 1908, on page 3 of notes to G.O. No. 740, Educational, dated 4th November
::08. Up to date no remuneration has been paid to departmental officers for conducting

e examination.




nstruction is that there is no reason why the examiners

n question should not be remunerated like the examiners in connect

uropean School and Scholarship examinations. His proposal is that the

in sehool t and the art of teaching for European teachers

part of the Teachers’ Certificate examination held under the Madras Education;

and remuneration allowed to examiners. With reference to what is sub:

1 above, if the proposal to treat the examination in school mans

and the art of teaching for European teachers is treated as part of the

Teachers’ Ceitificate examinations, the payment of remuneration to examiners follow:

automatically. psgp

Examinations for teachers’ certificates do not fall under the head of technical

examinations but they are departmental examinations. Please see Educational of

» note, dated 30th’March 1908, on page 2 of Notes to G.O. No. 285, Educational, da

18th April 1908, i

\ The reasons assigned by the Director of Public Instruction appear to be more
sentimental and not sufficiently strong. Moreover the examination of 25 candidates

cannot be any arduous task and the examination is not a self-supporting one and it

seems scarcely necessary to incur an expenditure which is not of an imperative

ity at a time of financial stringency. : ey

. But g‘lease see the view expressed in Home Department note, dated 2nd April

1917. The grant of remuneration in the present case depends upon the question

whether the conduct of the examination in question comes within the ordinary
duties of the departmental officers who conduct them. This point has not been

/ L definitely settled in the Home (Education) Department note—vide paragraph 4
on 2 ante. The papers were set and corrected by Messrs. Yates and
Thompsdt.~ The former has nothing to do with the European schools while the
latter is the Assistant!Inspector of;European and Training Schools. It is therefore
submitted that the conduet of the examination does not appear to fall within the

ordinary duties of Mr. Yates whereas it falls within those of Mr.Thompson. In 7%

7 this connection attention is drawn to the Assistant Secretary’s note, dated. 14th August
¢y 1915,in'the Notes to G.O. No. 2078, Revenue, dated13th September 1915, wherein it
: was decided that there was no objection to grant honoraria to outside examiners—that :
e i aak sile fu. paist All! oflasin of is, officers of othler dgpartmeéxts.l For the
wcbarter e . % purpose of Article 72 (¢), Civil Service
mlt":u:m:“m“ aro not connected with ‘pooylations, Mr. Yates may be considered
: LEK —17-4-17 as an oufside examiner as he has nothing
e T, *  todo with European and Training Schools
®, and he may be granted the remuneration recommended by the Director. But as it
comes xhin the ordinary duties of Mr. Thompson to conduet the examination in
question, no remuneration need, it is submitted, be granted to him. For orders.
T.H.R—14-4-17.
I am not at all sure that Financial ean agree that the holding of these examinations
is not a part of the ordinary duties of officers of the Educational Department. These
A officers have not only to teach but also to test the knowledge of students and I do not
* s/ 800 how these particular examinations/eaeh be held to be non-departmental ones. If
~ they are 'departmental then I submit the Government may require any officer of the
department to undertake them without extra remuneration (cf. article 72 {¢) of the
Civil Service Regulations). I am not sure whether we have been guided by any .. .
definite principle in sanctioning the payment of examination fees to officers of the .
Bducational Department, but it seems to me thatit is wrong in principle to remunerate =
these officers for holding departmental examinations as opposed to outside examina- =
tions. In the present case teachers’ certificates are granted by the department and all . ‘
preliminary examinations are undertaken by the department—rvide article 65 of the .. .
Code of Regulations for European Schools—and I beg to submit that any officer of the. =
department may be deputed to set and hold a departmental examinion without any =
claim to extra remuneration. < el
¢

>

R

-

In my humble opinion therefore Financial should advise against the proposal.
9 For orders.

L. E Ksssmaw--17-4-17.-  ©

.
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file is another question.
- Will Home (Education)

‘before orders issue. .

e A

i ~ Houme (Epvoation) DEPARTME! :
The question whether the officers of the Educational Department should be
remunerated for their services in connection with the conduct of departmental exami-
» nations appears to have been discussed more than once before—please see pages
 of notes to G.0. No. 503, Educational, dated the 7th July 1908, and pages 1-3 and
8-10 of notes to G.0. No. 269, Educatioval, dated the 3rd May 1909. Sir Murray
Hammick held that the officers should be remunerated (page 3 of notes to G.0. No. 503, _
cational, dated Tth July 1908), while Sir George Forbes declined to lay down any
neral rules in the matter (vide marginal note on page 10 of notes to G.O. No. 269,
ucational, dated 3rd May 1909). The latter’s proposal was agreed to by the former
and the question remains unsettled (page 11 of Notes to G.O. No. 269, Educational,
dated 3rd May 1909). T 5¢a
2. The particular question now raised by the Director of Public Instruction of
remunerating the examivers in the “ examination in school management and iu the art
of teaching for teachers in European Schools ” may be submitted to His Excellency :
the Governor and the Honourable Member (Financial) for orders. S
P.R.—24-4-17. e e

T.K.—26-4-17.
: E. A. Harver—30-4-17.
The balance of sound opinion appears to be that the particular examinations in
Lu:tion are part and parcel of an Educational officer’s duties whether he be attached to
aropean schools or not. But there are precedeats either way. Submitted for orders.
R. Ramacnanpra Rao—1-5-17.
This should have been submitted to His Excellency first.
Apyway I do not think any net cost to" Government should be incurred, and if

a fee is to be given ,it might be a lump grant of Rs. 60 to each examiner.
A. G. C[arpEW |—2-5-17.

I understand from the Director of Public Instruction that he has now at my
instance had an opportunity of conferring with Sir Alexander Cardew who permits him
to say that Sir Alexander Cardew is willing to accept the Director of Publio
Instruetion’s proposal.

I agree with this decision.

P{esTLAND | —29-5-17.
Draft order submitted. Perbaps it may be forwarded to the Financial Depart-
ment for perusal before issue.
g P.R.—30-5-17.

T.K.—2-6-17. ;
E.AH.—5-6-17.

R.R.—6-6-17.

Fivascran DEPARTMENT.

Seen and returned with thanks.
L. E. Ksrspaw—17-6-17.

Hoxe (Epvoariox) DEPARTMENT.
Submitted for orders whether the draft order may issue.

P

% T

- EAH—9-6-17.
[G.0. No. 754, Home (Education), dated 11th June 1917.] —
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For Issum.t : Fth l (¢) The number of copies and the details of
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| tendent or Referencer concerned. :
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‘the Press to keep matter standing fora specified
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papers for fwo weeksonly. The type of mofes
and of all confidential papers is distributed
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE PRESS.

i (a) If,in the opinion of the Superintendent of
—— the Press, a paper bas been marked
| unnecessarily, he should send the Press slip to
. | the Registrar with a remark to that effect.
! (8) Unless a note to the contrary is made
" against the matter, pencil entries should net..
be printed. The Buperintendent of the Press
sesesfessenee o imay bring to the notice of the Registrar
............ sesiesssn.... |@ay Instance of incomplete or careless editing.
‘ (¢) Bignature copies ot letters to the.
| Becretary of State or to the Government of
" | India should be printed on band-made paper.
(d) This slip shouid be returned by the I’ress
to the Secretariat when proofs are furnished ; it
will be sent back to the Press ‘when
are retwrned corrected and should be finally
 returned to the Secretariat when struck-oit
copies are supplied. |
*** & (&) The names of the Seeretary and Members
++ssss. |should be printed in full when they oszur on
theright hand side, only the first time when
they appear on the left side, the initials alone

B i s aecscd(Pross Desprtoher).
-u.u.
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